
Appendix 2 Copeland BC Comments on Moorside Draft Statement of Common ground

Copeland Borough Council response to Moorside Draft Statement of Community Consultation and 
Draft Consultation Strategy 

It is considered that the underlying approach indicated in the Statement of Community Consultation 
(SoCC) and Consultation Strategy is fundamentally sound. There are however a number of specific 
issues which are considered to merit comment.

Adequacy of Scope for Consultation

The Council recognises the need to adhere to requirements of S47 of the Planning Act 2008 with 
regard to preparation of a Statement of Community Consultation and the inference of the Act as to 
the necessity to consult with those living in the vicinity of the site.  It remains a matter of concern that 
the SoCC as drafted limits the scope to relate to community in its widest definition – not just residents. 
 It is anticipated that a fundamental aspect of the acceptance of the impacts of this development on 
Copeland will reflect the success of the project in supporting corporate ambitions for growth, 
stimulating local supply chain activity and creating employment opportunities particularly for young 
people in the Borough.  NuGen have produced a broader Consultation Strategy which offers the 
potential to address these matters but this should be more explicitly addressed in the SoCC.

Change from earlier draft

Whilst recognition of comment on earlier drafts of the SoCC is largely welcomed, the formal 
consultation document is substantially different in content as well as layout.  This has made 
assessment of the incorporation of previously suggested modification difficult and to some extent 
brings into question the value of the draft document.

Reference to Legacy (page 6)

The SoCC goes to some length to note the potential economic benefit which the project might bring 
to Copeland, but fails to adequately consider the ways in which the delivery of these benefits might 
be achieved.  The SoCC should consider how the wider community might be engaged to ensure 
awareness of all parties who might be able to contribute to the delivery of legacy and benefit which 
derives from the development proposed.  It is accepted that S47 and the scope of development is 
included in the DCO process places some limitations on direct consideration of legacy which might 
extend beyond the construction period.  Consultation should however make provision for wider 
engagement to demonstrate how the developer and development partners might support corporate 
priorities for growth and economic activity.

Statements of Common Ground and Local Impact Reports (page 8)

The sections of the SoCC relating to SoCG and LIR fail to take the opportunity to explain to the reader 
how process enables formal recognition of areas of consensus and common ground and how the LIR 
can then focus on areas where there remains scope for discussion, debate and negotiation.



Applications under Town and Country Planning Acts (Page8)

The scope for contemporaneous consideration of development proposals under DCO and TCPA 
processes has the potential to give rise to considerable confusion within the community which is to 
be consulted.  The SoCC provides an opportunity to provide greater clarity and distinction between 
these processes but fails to do so as currently drafted.

Reference to PEIR (Page 9)

The scope for the community to utilise information provided within the PEIR to assess the impacts of 
the development and the potential management and mitigation of those impacts is understated.  The 
PEIR has the potential to enable greater understanding of the project by those who are consulted if 
they are correctly directed to the document and its contents.

Local Context (Page 10)

This section lacks clarity.  It is assumed that it is intended to utilise statistical information to assist in 
the understanding of the makeup of the community and to therefore adjust and target consultation 
processes accordingly.  As this part of the document is currently framed, this is not achieved.

Dropping of section referring to lessons learned from Stage 1 consultation. (Page10)

The earlier draft of the SoCC provided to the Council included more specific reference to the outcomes 
of analysis of the stage 1 consultation and how that assessment had been used to adjust and refocus 
the second stage consultation proposed.  This was considered to be a positive, constructive approach 
and its omission weakens the document now tabled.

Location for deposit of documents with the Council (Page 12)

Any document places with the Council as part of the consultation process will be held at The Market 
Hall, Market Place, Whitehaven CA28 7JG)

Other consultations (Page 17)

Does the list of other consultation activity incorrectly omit reference to West Cumbria Mining and 
United Utility Water Pipeline proposals and related consultation?


