
Appendix 1

SUMMARY OF THE RESPONSES THAT WERE RECEIVED DURING THE 
FEBRUARY TO APRIL 2013 CONSULTATION

1. Consultation letters went out on 19 February 2013 to over 600 consultees; the 
consultation period was to 8 April 2013.

2. Substantive responses to the consultation were received from 49 organisations 
or individuals, together with four internal responses.  Over 100 comments about 
specific issues can be identified, covering a wide range of topics.

3. There were also 13 responses to the consultations that made no comments, 
agreed with the suggested content of the Local Plan or merely requested 
information.

4. Copies of the consultation responses can be provided on request.

5. The substantive comments can be considered under six headings:-
 Minerals
 Fracking
 Radioactive wastes
 Other wastes
 Environmental policies
 Site allocations

Minerals

6. Comments were primarily received from quarry operators, the Mineral Products 
Association, coal operators and their trade body; they related to a wide range of 
matters (see bullets below).  Some of these can be covered in the text of the 
Local Plan; others are directly relevant to its policies.  No significant 
amendments to the text have been considered for minerals.  However, as a 
result of consultation responses, together with legislative change and updated 
evidence, reviews of existing policies or the inclusion of additional policies have 
been considered for:-

 strategic areas for new mineral developments;
 Areas of Search and/or Preferred Areas for particular quarries;
 landbanks and the Local Aggregates Assessment;
 dormant zinc permissions;
 Mineral Safeguarding Areas for peat and gypsum;
 industrial limestones;
 local building and roofing stone quarries;
 conventional and unconventional hydrocarbons;
 proposals for underground coal mining and for safeguarding coal 

resources;
 safeguarding of railheads and/or wharves associated with minerals.

Fracking

7. There were a significant number of comments relating to fracking, many 
suggesting policies to stop it happening in Cumbria.  These were primarily 
received from environmental groups, such as Friends of the Earth.  The 
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likelihood of fracking that is related to shale rock exploitation in the county is 
much lower than that related to coal bed methane extraction, simply because of 
the county’s geology.  Therefore, a number of revisions to the existing policies 
in the draft Local Plan, for oil, gas and coal bed methane, in order to provide 
clarity if any conventional or unconventional hydrocarbon exploitation is 
proposed, have been identified.  Amendments to the supporting text will be 
needed in association with policy changes, to bring the Plan up-to-date with 
national policy and new evidence.

Radioactive wastes

8. A large number of comments were received with regard to radioactive waste.  
Representations came from a wide range of private persons and organisations, 
including the Environment Agency, Natural England, the Nuclear Legacy 
Advisory Forum, the Low Level Waste Repository, the Nuclear 
Decommissioning Authority, waste operators and environmental groups.  The 
matters that appear to require consideration of significant changes to the draft 
Local Plan include:-

 concern about safe storage of radioactive waste before its disposal;
 the ‘parlous state’ of the Sellafield site;
 whether generic waste site location criteria is also applied to radioactive 

waste;
 whether coastal erosion is a material planning consideration;
 the use of Lillyhall landfill for radioactive waste disposal;
 use of Low Activity Low Level Waste in the engineered cap at the Low 

Level Waste Repository;
 Environmental Permitting;
 whether there should be local policies relating to a potential deep 

geological repository for higher activity wastes or if this a matter for national 
policies;

 Scottish Government’s and SEPA’s policies on radioactive waste;
 the management, storage and disposal of higher activity radioactive 

wastes;
 disposal and management of Naturally Occurring Radioactive Materials;
 alternatives to the Low Level Waste Repository;
 consideration of waste treatment facilities as well as waste disposal;
 self-sufficiency in radioactive waste management;
 Government policy on plutonium, spent nuclear fuel and new build;
 radioactive waste movements, including import into and export from the 

county;
 the establishment of an independent body should a decision on whether 

proposals for interim storage of higher activity wastes meet the stated 
criteria;

 detail needed on the potential impacts on the natural environment from 
radioactive waste treatment and storage;

 a need for policy on the disposal of radioactive waste in the county;
 failure to reference evidence from the MRWS process;
 the need for additional disposal capacity for VLLW and Low Activity LLW:
 whether or not all types of radioactive waste and all aspects of their 

management should be covered in the Local Plan.
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Other wastes

9. Consultation responses on this topic were received primarily from waste 
operators, United Utilities and Local Authorities.  Significant amendments to the 
Local Plan have been considered for the waste management chapter as a 
result of the representations, as well as legislative change and evidence 
gathering.  Reviews of existing policies or the inclusion of additional policies 
have been considered to take account of questions relating to:-

 appropriate sites for anaerobic digestion plants;
 location of waste management facilities, including centralised ones;
 wastewater treatment;
 need to review amounts of waste arisings and consequent capacities of 

facilities that are needed;
 avoidance of “windfall” sites;
 requests to identify particular landfills;
 co-location with renewable energy facilities;
 Duty to Co-operate.

Environmental Policies

10. Amendments to the Local Plan have been considered for the climate change 
chapter, in response to comments from the Marine Management Organisation, 
Natural England, environmental groups, District and parish councils and the 
National Trust.  A number of questions arose in the consultation relating to the 
matters identified below; hence, reviews of existing policies and text or the 
inclusion of additional policies have been considered for:-

 effective management of the Cumbria Biodiversity Evidence Base;
 light pollution, noise and vibration;
 recognition of the importance of rights of way;
 reference to the Water Framework Directive;
 common land designation;
 restoration and afteruse;
 protection and enhancement of environmental and historic environment 

assets;
 impacts on the marine environment;
 conservation objectives for European Wildlife Sites;
 sustainability principles;
 site location criteria re brownfield land.

Site Allocations

11. The majority of representations were received from waste and quarry 
operators, requesting the removal or inclusion of sites, though utility providers 
were also keen for the Local Plan to give due consideration to their 
infrastructure.  The expansion of railhead safeguarding, to include existing 
facilities, was a direct result of recommendations made by the Inspector 
examining the Lake District National Park Authority’s Local Plan.  Following the 
assessment of comments, and further necessary changes, reviews of the sites 
contained in the existing policies have been considered for:-
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 safeguarding of existing railheads and sidings;
 requests for particular sites to be added or removed;
 protection of utility provider’s infrastructure.

12. All of the comments received in the previous consultation have been 
considered and cited, with the County Council’s responses to each point, in the 
Table of Modifications document.  This will be made available as a supporting 
document to the draft Local Plan upon commencement of the next stage of 
consultation.


