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4 29 7.13 Director of Public Health: No response received. 
To be reported verbally at committee if received.  
States that “Potential effects are already 
considered in other impact assessments such as 
noise and air quality studies, and in the 
information provided by Public Health 
England.   We have not identified any additional 
issues.” 

Consultation response not 
received prior to Committee 
Report despatch date. 

4 30 7.16 Network Rail: No response received. To be 
reported verbally at committee if received.  Has 
no further observations to make. 

Consultation response not 
received prior to Committee 
Report despatch date. 

4 31 8.4 • Cuckfield Parish Council: Objection regarding 
increased traffic, environmental factors and 
impact upon the AONB 

Mistakenly omitted in the 
‘other public bodies’ list. 

4 41 9.70 (a) A recent appeal decision has been highlighted 
through additional representations.  The appeal 
decision upholds a North Lincolnshire Council 
(NLC) planning refusal relating to there being (in 
summary) insufficient evidence on the adequacy 
of the geosynthetic clay liner, and the absence of 
a ground conditions survey report for a 
hydrocarbon production site.  Although 
representations have pointed to the similarities 
between the NLC application and the current 
development, there are a number of differences 
which should be highlighted.   

Additional paragraphs in 
light of recent appeal 
decision. 
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The NLC application was for the long-term 
production of hydrocarbons (for 15 years), 
producing up to 500 barrels of oil per day, 
whereas the current application is for 6 months of 
flow testing.  Additionally, the NLC application site 
was located on permeable geology which the 
Inspector concluded provided potential pathways 
for contaminants to travel to water abstraction 
sites.  The Balcombe site lies on Wadhurst Clay (a 
non-productive Aquifer) and there are no 
immediate groundwater abstractions in the vicinity 
of the site.  Having liaised with the Environment 
Agency regarding this matter, they refer to a Risk 
Assessment they produced in 2013 which 
concluded that a site specific ground investigation 
was not required.   
 
The appeal decision and reason for refusal are 
distinguishable from the current proposal and the 
conclusions reached for this application are 
considered to remain sound.  The Judicial Review 
decision noted that there are sufficient 
environmental controls in place for the site and its 
operations. 

 


