
Appendix 2

Summary of Members’ comments following Local Committee briefings

Members received a NuGen briefing about the Stage 1 Consultation and made the following 
comments:

Barrow (29th May 2015)

NuGen’s Barrow consultation event coincided with CCC Full Council meeting and Members would be 
unable to attend.  Members expressed concern that the date had not been co-ordinated with CCC.  
Although there were other consultation methods such as on-line Members felt this was a missed 
opportunity compared to other areas.  As there was a BAE event that evening they would be unable 
to attend the NuGen consultation event after Full Council.  This would be fed back through CCC.

Members queried the financial benefit for Barrow in terms of improvements that were required to 
address the A595.

As BAE were also expanding and NuGen would require construction workers, Members stated a co-
ordinated approach was required with Further Education providers.  Need to ensure local workers 
including young people were provided with the right skills set to work for NuGen or BAE to avoid a 
competitive market situation.  This view would be fed into the local Area Planning workshops.

Eden (8th June 2015)

Members made the following points:

Housing vacancies should be assessed as part of the accommodation solution.

There should be a lasting legacy of road improvements.

Skills and training should also address the need for supporting roles eg. social care, not only the 
primary skills for the project itself.

Railway stations need improved/enlarged platforms to accommodate larger trains.

Copeland (8th June 2015)

Members asked if all the land required is owned by NuGen and if not they would like to know how 
the land will be acquired.

Members are keen to see that the housing constructed to house construction staff should provide a 
long-term legacy benefit to the region, and not just be constructed for the purposes of temporarily 
housing workers. As such it should be designed with careful consideration for local architecture and 
the aesthetics of the local townscape. It should fit in with its surrounds, whilst being designed for its 
end use, not its temporary use. 

Members are very keen for NuGen to engage with local house building companies to give them the 
opportunity to tender for these accommodation building projects, as this will bring additional 
opportunities for employment in local companies.
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Members feel that limiting the rail strategy to the north of Moorside, and excluding areas to the 
south is a mistake. They believe there are many opportunities to the south (such as Millom) which 
should be given serious consideration, as it is likely that many workers will be attracted to live in 
areas to the south, not just the north.  If workers choose to live to the south of the plant, they will 
have to drive north, past the site, to join the rail system which will add additional traffic to the A595.

Some Members raised concerns about the resilience of the rail line north of Moorside in particular 
with relation to coastal erosion. They are keen to see what work on the rail line will be required to 
ensure the rail strategy is deliverable and understand the time scales over which this resilience work 
will need to be / can be delivered.

Some Members raised concerns about the impact of (soil) waste from the site, as it was felt that it 
would inevitably be transported by road and thus have a large impact on road traffic.  Members 
were keen to see wastes reused on other large capital projects in Cumbria where ever possible. 
There is a need for NuGen to be talking to the developers of those projects now to see where 
opportunities for reuse of waste can be found. 

Members raised concerns about what impact the influx of a large number of people and their 
families will have on health care provision in the area.  Members were keen to see, in addition to the 
EIA, a separate Health Impact Assessment, which will set out the potential impacts on the health of 
workers and locals. 

There is a concern that local businesses do not realise that they could be affected (good and bad) by 
the project and are therefore not engaging with NuGen. 

Carlisle (19th June 2015)

No real concerns expressed. Some Members were keen for opportunities to share work forces with 
the other large infrastructure projects in Cumbria. Members expressed the view that people in 
Carlisle are generally eastward looking not westward, and are generally less supportive of the 
nuclear industry. The campaign for new nuclear was supported in West Cumbria, but not so in 
Carlisle.

South Lakeland (23rd June 2015)

One Member commented that the waste cooling water could be harnessed for heat energy and 
provide a legacy opportunity for local businesses and diversification into other employment options, 
such as horticulture.   Members felt that even if rail access was improved, stations further along the 
line would need increased parking facilities where possible but also that many workers would still 
wish to access the site by road.   The A595 is already very busy with traffic to and from Sellafield and 
Members asked whether a survey had been or could be done of those working at Sellafield to 
establish where staff live and how they travel to work as it is likely that the permanent staff at 
Moorside will follow similar patterns.  In any event, upgrading of and improvements to the A595 
were considered by Members to be absolutely vital and could be the most important legacy not just 
for the West Coast but for the Barrow and South Lakes areas as well.  

Members expressed concerns over the “optimistic” reliance on access by rail, pointing out that 
investment would be required to ensure that a line which is currently vulnerable to tidal flooding 
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and undermining during more severe weather events would be secure and could function at all 
times.  They were also keen to see more balance between rail and road access which would also 
offer more chances for post-build sustainability and new business development. The fact that the 
preferred route to feed power generated at Moorside into the national grid network will run 
through South Lakeland provides an additional opportunity to draw investment into the area. 

Members expressed the view that this project offers an opportunity to draw in investment for 
infrastructure, especially from central Government, to ensure the West Coast can thrive.  The LEP is 
also preparing to commission a report on transport infrastructure need in Cumbria, which it was felt 
would probably reveal broadly similar results to a study in 2009.

Allerdale (30th June 2015)

Members were disappointed that the rail / transport strategy, and the areas identified for housing 
the workforce do not consider areas further to the north, such as Workington and beyond towards 
Carlisle. They felt that concentrating the workforce in a small number of locations concentrates both 
the positives and negatives that such a development can bring, and it would be better to spread out 
the ‘burden / opportunity’ further along the railway line towards Wigton.  

Members were specifically disappointed that Workington was discounted from the search areas as 
there is already a site allocated for housing with planning permission for 500 dwellings. 

There were also concerns that there is already insufficient education provision in Allerdale, and that 
the influx of additional workers and their families would put strain on school and college places.  
Members are keen to see investment in education now, so that school and college age students can 
be trained with the skills needed to start work when the plant is consented, and work on the 
construction phase.  Investing in education after consent when construction is about to start will be 
too late.

Members believe that investment in the transport infrastructure also needs to happen now, due to 
the time taken to make road / rail improvements etc. 


