
From: Chris Bartlett
To:
Cc:

Subject: Broadford Bridge - Condition 8 (Noise Management Plan) & Condition 20 (Construction Management
Statement)

Date: 05 September 2014 16:05:00
Attachments: 131204 NMP Aug14 revision 21-08-14.pdf

Con Man Plan Rev 2 - August 14.pdf

Hi Alex,
 
Planning Permission No: WSCC/052/12/WC
Description of Development:  The siting and development of a temporary
borehole, well site compound and access road including all ancillary
infrastructure and equipment, on land at Wood Barn Farm, Broadford
Bridge, for the exploration, testing and evaluation of hydrocarbons in the
willow prospect.
Location of Development: Wood Barn Farm, Adversane Lane, Broadford
Bridge, Billingshurst, West Sussex
District/Borough: Horsham District Council
 
With regards to the submitted information for the Noise Management Plan
and the Construction Management Plan, I am now able to discharge
conditions 8 and 20.
 
All pre-development conditions have now been satisfied and discharged. 
 
As you are planning on beginning construction imminently, as a reminder,
condition 18 required the vehiclur access and visibility splays to be
constructed in the first instance.  The condition in full reads,
 
“No development shall commence until the vehiclur access and visibility
splays, shown on drawing 3261/BB/15 Revision A, has been constructed. 
The access shall be maintained throughout the period of development -
Reason: In the interests of highway safety”
 
Kind regards,
Chris
 

Chris Bartlett | Planner, County Planning, West Sussex County Council | Location:
2nd Floor Northleigh, County Hall, Chichester, PO19 1QT

Internal: 26946 | External: 0330 222 6946 | E-mail:
chris.bartlett@westsussex.gov.uk
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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Background 

1.1.1 Celtique Energie Weald Ltd. (the “Applicant”) is proposing to undertake exploratory 
hydrocarbon works at a site at Wood Barn Farm, Adversane Lane, Broadford Bridge, 
Billingshurst, West Sussex hearafter reffered to as ‘the Site’. 

1.1.2 The works are temporary and comprise the siting and development of a temporary 
borehole, well site compound and access road including all ancillary infrastructure and 
equipment, on land at Wood Barn Farm, Broadford Bridge, for the exploration, testing and 
evaluation of hydrocarbons in the willow prospect. 

1.1.3 The Site received planning permission in February 2013.  In support of the planning 
application (WSCC/052/12/WC), the Applicant proposed to prepare and agree a 
Construction (Traffic) Management Plan (CTMP) in mitigation of the traffic impact arising 
from the works.  The CTMP would cover the monitoring, control and enforcement 
measures for works’ traffic.   

1.1.4 In determining the application West Sussex County Council (WSCC) applied the following 
condition: 

CONDITION No 20  

 

No development shall take place, including any works of demolition, until a 

Construction/Traffic Management Plan has been submitted to and approved in writing 

by the County Planning Authority.  Thereafter the approved Plan shall be 

implemented and adhered to throughout the entire construction period.  The Plan 

shall provide details as appropriate but not necessarily be restricted to the following 

matters, 

 the method of routing of vehicles during development; 

 the loading and unloading of plant, materials and waste; 

 the storage of plant and materials used in construction of the development; 

 the erection and maintenance of security hoarding/fencing; and 

 the provision of wheel washing facilities. 

 

1.1.5 A breakdown of the condition and how and where it is addressed in this report is provided 
below. 
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1.3 Scope 

1.3.1 The CTMP is intended to be a live document to be reviewed and updated as appropriate 
by the Applicant during the construction programme with inputs from the highway 
authority. 

1.3.2 Following this introduction the report will be structured as follows: 

Section 2:  The freight movements which are predicted to occur (i.e. types of vehicles, 
routing, time of day, day of week); 

 
Section 3: The controls and processes that the Applicant will implement to ensure these 

movements are not exceeded; 
 
Section 4:  The approach to monitoring the freight movements and how this information 

will be distributed; and 
 
Section 5:   Corrective measures/actions to be taken if these limits are exceeded. 
   





 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CTMP  9Y0895/R00001/304121/PBor 

Final Rev 22 - 5 - 14 August 2014 

 
  

 

*Phase 4b duration is 30 months in the worst case however traffic movements would only be expected during 6 weeks 

of this period. 

 
2.1.4 Table 2.1 shows that total two-way traffic movements will typically average 35 a day 

during the 6 weeks establishing the site (Phase 1) and again in the 6 weeks site restoration 
/ retention (Phase 4).  There will also be a short term peak in traffic movements over two 
3-4 day periods when the rig is mobilised during Phase 2 and demobilised during Phase 
3. 

Vehicle Type 

2.1.5 Of the vehicle movements outlined in Table 2.1, typically vehicle types will be as follows: 

 Light vehicles – cars and small vans; 

 20t tipper trucks; 

 12m flatbed delivery lorries; 

 Water tankers; and 

 Drilling rig transportation. 
 

2.1.6 Typical dimensions of the likely vehicles types are provided as Appendix A. 

2.2 Daily Profile of Freight Deliveries 

2.2.1 Table 2.2 details projected HGV and car / van trips outlined in Table 2.1 by time of day 
for the peak and average periods of demand.  The contractor will be required to manage 
HGV deliveries to avoid the weekday peak hours (08:00 – 09:00 & 17:00 – 18:00). 
Whenever possible the contractor will also manage HGV deliveries to avoid school 
finishing times (15:00 – 16:00) although at times it may be necessary make deliveries of 
stone during school finishing times in order to meet the construction programme.  The 
contractor will also be required to manage light vehicle movements to avoid the weekday 
peak hours (08:00 – 09:00 & 17:00 – 18:00) and school finishing times (15:00 – 16:00). 

2.2.2 The contractor will also be expected to manage an even distribution throughout the day 
to avoid ‘bunching’. Further details of control measures are contained in Section 3. 

2.2.3 The trips outlined in Table 2.2 will be expected to occur on a weekday and Saturday. The 
hourly profiles are provided as an approximation of typical hourly demand. Table 2.2 also 
provides a guide to the contractor and supply chain when arranging deliveries and will 





 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CTMP  9Y0895/R00001/304121/PBor 

Final Rev 22 - 7 - 14 August 2014 

 
  

 

Safety at Street Works and Road Works2 and are detail in drawing no. 3261/WL/15, a 
copy of which is provided at Appendix B. 

2.4.2 A bound surface (approximately 15.0m back from the edge of the public highway) will be 
provided within the Site to prevent mud and debris being trafficked onto the public 
highway.  Road sweeping will be carried out at the request of WSCC to keep the highway 
adjacent to the Site access clear of mud and debris. WSCC have agreed that this 
proposed approach is acceptable for controlling dirt and debris being trafficked onto the 
public highway and as a consequence, wheel washing facilities will not be required.  
However the Site will be monitored by WSCC to ensure that the proposals are effective.   

2.4.3 Areas will be designated within the Site to enable plant, materials and waste to be loaded 
/ unloaded and vehicles to U-turn entirely within the Site at a distance from the public 
highway.  Contractors / suppliers will not be permitted to either wait on or load / unload 
from the public highway. The exception will be during the early stages of site 
establishment during which fencing will need to be delivered in order to protect trees along 
the site frontage prior to construction of the site access. This will necessitate single way 
working controlled by temporary traffic lights with deliveries of fencing being made 
between the lights.  

2.4.4 Security hoarding/fencing will be erected and maintained in order to prevent unauthorised 
access to the Site.  A Site layout is provided at Appendix C illustrating the location of 
security hoarding/fencing and material storage.   

2.4.5 Further details of control measures are contained in Section 3.  

2.4.6 There has been some discussions regarding speed limits on Adversane Lane.  

2.4.7 Independently of the exploratory works, WSCC are currently progressing a Traffic 
Regulation Order for a permanent 50 mph speed limit on Adversane Lane. These works 
are within the control of WSCC and, whilst some of the signs have already been erected 
on street, it cannot be guaranteed that the necessary signage and the sealing and 
introduction of the Order will be completed prior to the exploratory works commencing on 
site.  

2.4.8 The applicant has considered whether a temporary speed limit may be required on 
Adversane Lane for the duration of the exploratory works which remains an option. 
However, the visibility from the access is fully compliant with requirements for the national 
speed limit of 60mph. Hence the introduction of a reduced speed limit on Adversane Lane 
is not necessary as a mitigation measure in relation to the exploratory works.      

 

                                                   
2 Safety at Street Works and Road Works. Department for Transport. 2001 
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2.5 HGV Distribution and Assignment 

2.5.1 At this stage in the project there is no supply chain data available to inform this process 
other than an expectation that waste products and non-specialist bulk items such as 
concrete, aggregate and steel, etc. will be sourced from the local area.   

2.5.2 In line with WSCC policy, construction traffic will be routed to the Site to and from the 
north via A29 and Adversane Lane.  This will maintain heavy vehicle traffic on WSCC’s 
advisory lorry route network for as long as possible.  The Advisory Lorry Route Network 
is identified as suitable for use by heavy vehicles.  The A29 connects the A27 in the south 
and A24 to the north. 

2.5.3 The Site access junction has been designed to discourage traffic approaching from the 
south and turning left into the Site.   

2.6 Swept Path Analysis  

 
2.6.1 At the request of WSCC, further swept path analyses of the site access and the 

A29/Adversane Lane junction have been carried out. These have modelled the ability of 
a 20t tipper truck, a flatbed lorry and a tanker to pass through these junctions. Of these 
three vehicles, the tipper truck will be the most frequent type of vehicle travelling to and 
from site and the tanker and flatbed, which are considered the ‘worst-case’ vehicles, will 
be much less frequently used. 

2.6.2 The plans at Appendix D show that all three vehicles can easily turn right into the site 
access. Similarly, all three vehicles can safely turn left out of the site although in order to 
do so, they will cross over the centreline by some 600mm for the tanker, 450mm for the 
tipper truck and 700mm for the flatbed. This is considered acceptable as such a 
manoeuvre will only take place infrequently and for a short period of time. Visibility along 
Adversane Lane is good so drivers of oncoming vehicles can see each other and the 
carriageway is some 6.1m wide at this point so that the possibility of any conflict is low.     

2.6.3 It has been assumed that vehicles leaving the site which pass through the A29/ Adversane 
Lane junction will turn right on the A29 towards the larger centres of population to the 
north. Similarly, vehicles coming to the site will approach from the north. The plans at 
Appendix E provide a swept analysis of the A29/Adversane Lane junction and show that 
all three types of vehicles can pass through the junction without encroaching on the 
opposite side of the road or the verges. 

2.6.4 These swept path assessments show that such vehicles can safely use the site access 
and the A29/Adversane Lane junction and hence there is no need to provide any 
additional management measures to those described elsewhere in this CTMP. 
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3 CONTROL PROCESSES 

3.1 Introduction 

3.1.1 This section outlines the control processes that the Applicant will require the contractor 
and their supply chain to adhere to and contribute towards. 

3.2 Management Measures 

3.2.1 A separate planning application has been submitted to WSCC for the erection of security 
gates and cabins at the site access. These will be manned 24 hours a day. The security 
staff in these cabins would be on hand to open and close the access gates as necessary. 
The presence of site personnel will also enable any unforeseen issues or emergencies to 
be managed in a responsible and responsive manner.    

3.2.2 In addition, staff will have radio equipment to enable them to communicate with drivers. 
Hence, drivers will be able to radio ahead for the security gates to be opened sufficiently 
in advance of their arrival to avoid queuing back on to the public highway or two vehicles 
having to pass each other at the access. This facility will also allow staff to follow the 
location of approaching vehicles at any given time. They will then be able to control the 
departures of vehicles from the site to avoid any conflict between oncoming vehicles on 
the public highway in the direct vicinity of the site. 

3.3 Delivery Route Compliance 

3.3.1 The delivery routes will be communicated by the contractor to all individuals and 
companies involved in the transport of materials and plant to and from site.   

3.3.2 Information signs will be erected at the Site which will include a telephone number for the 
public to report concerns. This telephone number will also be provided to the local Parish 
Council.  

3.4 On-Street Waiting 

3.4.1 It will be communicated to the contractor and supply chain that they are not permitted to 
either wait on or load / unload from the public highway.  The exception will be the delivery 
of fencing in the early stages of site establishment as described in para 2.4.3.  The 
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contractor and supply chain will be advised in advance of the times when deliveries can 
be received and required to meet those delivery windows. 

3.5 Booking System 

3.5.1 The Contractor will be responsible for managing the demand for deliveries and exports 
for their own fleet and that of their supply chain partners to ensure they comply with agreed 
daily traffic profiles (outlined in Table 2.2) and to avoid bunching. 

3.5.2 The contractor will be required to keep an up to date record of deliveries and exports from 
the site. 

3.6 Communication Strategy 

3.6.1 An information pack will be distributed to all individuals involved in the transport of 
materials and plant to and from the Site. The pack will be a convenient size so it can be 
stored in a truck cab.  

3.6.2 The pack will include key information on delivery routes (including a copy of the Advisory 
Lorry Network) and clearly set out procedures for dealing with emergencies and 
disciplinary measures for non-compliance. 
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4 MONITORING FREIGHT MOVEMENTS 

4.1 Monitoring Strategy 

4.1.1 The HGV movements associated with the Works will be continuously monitored through 
the use of the Booking System. This will require the Contractor to keep an up to date 
record of deliveries and exports from the Works. 

4.1.2 The information will be provided to WSCC upon request for checking against the agreed 
application profile. 

4.2 Stakeholder Input  

4.2.1 Contact numbers will be on display at the Site entrance for the general public to raise any 
concerns with the Applicant directly.  All enquiries will be recorded and responded to within 
five working days. The enquirer will receive a written response (copied to WSCC) detailing 
what action has been taken, if necessary. 
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5 CORRECTIVE MEASURES 

5.1 Introduction 

5.1.1 This section provides a summary of the mechanisms that will ensure that the proposed 
control measures are effectively implemented. 

5.2 Correction Process 

5.2.1 A three stage correction process is proposed: 

 Stage one – West Sussex County Council highlight a potential breach and request 
the Applicant to review the data and concerns. The Applicant and WSCC will then 
agree the extent of the breach of controls, if it is material and agree action.  This 
is likely to be a Contractor warning at this stage. 

 
 Stage two – If a further material breach is identified the main contractor will be 

given a further warning and required to produce an action plan to outline how the 
issue will be rectified and any additional mitigation measures proposed.   

 
 Stage three – Should further breaches still occur the Contractor will be required 

either to remove the offender from Site or to stop using an offending supplier.  
 
 

=o=o=o= 
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1 INTRODUCTION  

 

Royal HaskoningDHV has been instructed by Celtique Energie to draft a Noise Management 

Plan for the proposed Broadford Bridge development at Wood Barn Farm, Adversane Lane, 

Broadford Bridge, Billingshurst, West Sussex. The proposals comprise exploration for 

hydrocarbons and the analysis of any found. The Noise Management Plan is required to 

satisfy Condition 8 of the planning permission issued by Horsham District Council referenced 

WSCC/052/12/WC. 

 

Condition 8 states that: 

 

Prior to the commencement of development, a Noise Management Plan shall be 

submitted to the County Planning Authority for approval in writing. The plan shall detail 

the monitoring of the site throughout the phases of development, including night-time 

working and shall be implemented upon approval for the duration of the permission. 

Should subsequent noise surveys establish the limits (which are specified within 

Chapter 9 of the Environmental Statement) are being exceeded; details for further 

mitigation and a timetable for implementation will be submitted to the County Planning 

Authority for approval. Upon approval from the County Planning Authority, the 

mitigation will be installed and retained for the duration of the permission.  

 

Reason: In the interests of the amenities of the residents of the locality; to ensure that 

noise from the site does not exceed the noise limits set out in the Environmental 

Statement. 

 

The report outlines the possible noise impacts generated during construction and operation of 

the proposed gas/oil exploration facility and details the monitoring, control and mitigation 

measures which will be employed to reduce and/or minimise impacts. 
 
The phases of development are as follows: 
 

 Phase 1 Construction 

 Phase 2 Mobilisation and drilling 

 Phase 3 Testing 

 Phase 4 Restoration or Retention 

 
The County Planning Authority have primacy in approving this plan but, as part of its Mining 

Waste Permit submission to the Environmental Agency, Celtique Energie were requested to 

provide a summary of this plan. This summary information is contained in Section 5 of the 

Broadford Bridge “Site Condition Report and Management & Monitoring Plan” (document 

reference HSEC-BB-P-03). For consistency and to ensure full transparency, this 

documentation is also contained as Appendix 1 of this document. 
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2 GUIDANCE 

In order to define the “standard day time construction and operational and night-time decibel 

levels”, as required by Condition 8, the relevant guidance is summarised below: 

 

British Standard (BS) 7445: Parts 1 and 2 - Description and measurement of 

environmental noise
1
.  The Standard provides details of the instrumentation and 

measurement techniques to be used when assessing environmental noise, and defines the 

basic noise quantity as the continuous A-weighted sound pressure level (LAeq).  Part 2 of BS 

7445 replicates ISO standard 1996-2. 

 

British Standard (BS) 5228: Code of practice for noise and vibration control on 

construction and open sites - Part 1
2
.  This document provides recommendations for basic 

methods of noise and vibration control relating to construction and open sites where work 

activities/operations generate significant noise and/or vibration levels.  The legislative 

background to noise and vibration control is described and recommendations are given 

regarding procedures for the establishment of effective liaison between developers, site 

operators and local authorities.  This British Standard provides guidance on methods of 

predicting and measuring noise and assessing its impact on those exposed to it. 

 

World Health Organisation (WHO) Guidelines for community noise
3
.  These guidelines 

present health-based noise limits intended to protect the population from exposure to excess 

noise.  It presents guideline limit values at which the likelihood of particular effects, such as 

sleep disturbance or annoyance, may increase.  The guideline values are 50 or 55dB LAeq 

during the day, related to annoyance, and 45 dB LAeq or 60dB LAmax at night, related to 

sleep disturbance.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                   
1
 British Standards Institution, (2003). BS 7445-1:2003 - Description and measurement of environmental noise. Guide to 

quantities and procedures. BSI, London. 
2
 British Standards Institution, (2009). BS 5228-1:2009: Code of practice for noise and vibration control on construction and 

open sites - Part 1: Noise. BSI, London. 
3
 Berglund et al. (1999) Guidelines for Community Noise. Geneva, World Health Organisation (WHO). 
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4 PHASE 1: CONSTRUCTION NOISE MONITORING SCHEME 

4.1 Purpose 

The purpose of the noise monitoring scheme is to facilitate data acquisition to demonstrate to 
the local planning authority that the permitted development is being constructed within the 
guideline noise limits set out in BS5228-1:2009 and in such a manner as to minimise the noise 
impacts at nearby noise-sensitive receptors. 
 
In the event that the guideline noise limits are breached, the noise monitoring scheme will 
prompt remedial actions to ensure on-going future compliance. 
 

4.2 Noise Sensitive Locations 

For the purpose of monitoring construction noise emissions the nearest properties to the main 
site and to the access road are considered to be the most noise-sensitive, these are provided 
in Figure 5-1. 
 
Where possible, the noise monitoring locations selected will allow noise information that is 
representative of the identified location to be gathered without the necessity to access private 
land.  
 
Table 3-1 and 3-2 outline the predicted construction noise and associated road traffic noise 
levels at the four most affected receptors. 
 

4.3 Responsibilities for Construction Noise Management 

The responsibility for implementing the construction noise management scheme and 
monitoring construction noise rests with the main construction contractor. The contractor will 
operate an Environmental Management System (EMS) consistent with the requirements of 
ISO 14001. 
 
The Main Contactor will be required to report against the Considerate Constructors Scheme 
Code of Considerate Practice, designed to encourage best practice beyond statutory 
requirements. 
 

4.3.1 Management Structure and Responsibilities 

The main contractor's Senior Site Manager (or his deputy) will be on site during working hours 

and will be responsible for robust implementation of noise management and mitigation 

measures. 
 
The key management roles with regard to the design and implementation of noise control at 
the construction site are the Project Manager (Celtique Energie) and Senior Site Manager. 
Their roles will be defined in the site EMS and detailed duties include but are not limited to: 
.  
Project Manager: The Project Manager is responsible for implementation of the appropriate 
Environmental Policy and Sustainability Strategy through: 
 

 compliance with contractual requirements regarding environmental matters; 

 approval of the Project Environmental Plan (PEP) and control measures, and 
participation in regular reviews of the EMS to ensure its continued suitability and 
effectiveness;  

 designate responsibility for environmental control during the works; 
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 regular meetings with project team members to review environmental matters; 

 regular reporting to the employer on environmental matters; and 

 ensure adequate resources are made available. 
 
Senior Site Manager: The Senior Site Manager is directly responsible to the Project Manager 
for the day to day administration of environmental issues. This shall include, but not be limited 
to: 
 

 managing and advising on environmental matters affecting the Project; 

 implementing the EMS on the project; 

 reporting to the Project Manager on implementation of the PEP, good environmental 
practice and sustainability measures; 

 carrying out regular internal audits and procedure review on environmental matters; 

 review and updating of environmental system procedures and method statements; 

 review and mitigate all environmental impacts of method statements; 

 record and maintain all environmental matters/incidents in accordance with reporting 

 procedures; and 

 ensure all team members work in accordance with the PEP. 
 

4.4 Construction Noise Control Measures 

The Control of Pollution Act and British Standard 5228 define a set of Best Practice working 

methods and mitigation measures, referred to as Best Practicable Means (BPM).  Examples 

of these measures are: 

 

 Where possible, locating plant so that it is screened from receptors by on-site 

structures, such as site cabins; 

 Using mobile screening to shield receptors from particularly noise equipment/activities; 

 Using the modern, quiet equipment and ensuring such equipment is properly 

maintained and operated by trained staff; 

 Applying silencers/enclosures to particularly noise equipment where possible; 

 Ensuring that mobile plant is well maintained such that loose body fittings or exhausts 

do not rattle or vibrate; 

 Ensuring plant machinery is turned off when not in use; 

 Keeping local residents informed of the type and timing of works and any particularly 

noisy operations expected or out of hours working; and 

 Provide local residents with 24-hour contact details for a site representative in the 

event that disturbance due to noise from the construction works is perceived. 

Table 4-3 outlines the demonstration that Best Practicable Means Techniques (BPM) are 
being adopted to ensure that noise levels during construction operations meet the relevant 
criteria. The table also includes any additional actions that could be used to help meet BPM. 
 

4.5 Noise Monitoring Equipment 

Environmental noise levels shall be measured using sound level meters conforming to Type 1 
or better of the latest versions of British Standard EN 61672-1:2003 Electro-acoustics, Sound 
Level Meters, Specifications. 
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The sound level meters shall be field calibrated before and after monitoring using an acoustic 
calibrator conforming to the latest version of British Standard EN 60942:2003 Electro-
acoustics – Sound Calibrators. 
 
All sound level meters shall be calibrated to a traceable standard by a UKAS-accredited 
laboratory, or equivalent, within a 24 month period before the survey and all acoustic 
calibrators shall be calibrated to a traceable standard by a UKAS-accredited laboratory, or 
equivalent, within a 12 month period before the survey. 
 

4.6 Noise Monitoring Methodology 

Noise measurements shall be undertaken by a suitably qualified person at the noise sensitive 
locations identified above. The noise measurements shall be undertaken during a normal 
working day, during typical working hours, avoiding meal breaks and times when plant and 
equipment within the site or on the access road are not operational. 
 
Noise levels shall also be measured during a period when the site is not operational, for 
example during a lunch break or shift change, to enable a comparison to be made between 
the baseline and construction noise levels. 
 
The sound level meter shall be positioned such that the microphone is located 1.5m above 
local ground level in free-field conditions, i.e. at least 3.5m from the nearest vertical, reflecting 
surface, at all survey locations. 
 
Noise levels shall be measured over a one-hour period during the normal working day, or over 
an appropriate time period if in response to specific complaints or ad hoc requests. Night-time 
working during Phase 1 activities is not deemed necessary. 
 
A note of the prevailing weather conditions shall be made at the time of the survey and the 
audibility of the site shall be noted at each measurement location during each measurement 
period. 
 

4.7 Frequency of Measurements 

Noise monitoring shall be flexible in its frequency and should cover all Phase 1 activities with 
monitoring being undertaken when operations are being undertaken close to the site 
boundary, i.e. site preparation works, as well as during other routine construction operations. 
 
As a minimum noise monitoring shall be undertaken: 
 

 at a frequency of once every week during Phase 1 operations until it is agreed with the 
local planning authority that sufficient data has been accumulated to allow agreement 
that the monitoring frequency can be reduced to once every two to four weeks; and 

 immediately after the implementation of any mitigation measures that have been 
implemented as a result of the Noise Monitoring Scheme or otherwise. 

 

4.8 Reporting 

On completion of each noise survey a report shall be prepared and made available in a format 
suitable for submission to the local planning authority. 
 
The report shall contain, as a minimum: 
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 the results of the noise survey, i.e. noise levels during construction works and noise 
levels with the site not working, in terms of LAeq; 

 details of the instrumentation used including calibration details; 

 details of the prevailing weather conditions on the day of the survey; 

 details of the audibility of the site; 

 details of any extraneous noise sources that influenced the noise climate; and 

 details of any noise complaints received and actions taken to address the complaints. 
 

4.9 Non-compliance with Noise Limits/Receipt of Complaint 

If the guideline noise levels are exceeded during a survey as a result of construction works at 
the development or a complaint is received from a local resident, an investigation shall be 
instigated by the Site Manager as soon as possible consistent with safe operational practices 
and, as a minimum, within one working day to identify the cause of the non-compliance or 
complaint. 
 
Such an investigation may involve the identification and cessation of the activity or activities 
considered to be the cause of the non-compliance/complaint (where operationally safe to do 
so) and/or the investigation of mitigation measures to reduce the noise emission levels from 
the activity or activities, for example the replacement of noisy plant with quieter alternatives 
and/or the use of temporary screens. 
 
Any deviation from agreed working practices shall be identified immediately and conformance 
to the working practice reinstated. 
 
A further noise survey shall be undertaken as soon as possible following the implementation 
of mitigation to re-assess the noise levels against the guideline noise levels. 
 
A complaints response system shall be maintained for the site enabling any complaints 
regarding noise to be reported and appropriate action taken. 
 

4.10 Data Retention 

The noise survey data obtained during the routine noise surveys shall be retained for the full 
duration of the construction contract. 
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 reporting to the Project Manager on implementation of the PEP, good 
environmental practice and sustainability measures; 

 carrying out regular internal audits and procedure review on environmental 
matters; 

 review and updating of environmental system procedures and method 
statements; 

 review and mitigate all environmental impacts of method statements; 

 record and maintain all environmental matters/incidents in accordance with 
reporting procedures; and 

 ensure all team members work in accordance with the PEP. 
 

5.4 General Noise Control Measures 

The mitigation measures outlined in Section 4.4 are also deemed appropriate for Phase 

2, 3 and 4 operations. Although the operation of the drill rig does not constitute 

preparatory construction work, many of the generic control methods listed in Section 4.4 

can be applied to minimise noise output from operations, such as applying 

silencers/enclosures to plant exhausts. Reference should be made to Table 3-3, which 

outlines the predicted receptor noise impact during Phases 2, 3 and 4. 
 
Table 4-3 outlines the demonstration that BPM Techniques will be adopted to ensure 
that noise levels during operation of the development meet the relevant criteria. The 
table also includes any additional actions that could be used to help meet BPM. 
 

5.5 Noise Monitoring Equipment 

Environmental noise levels shall be measured using sound level meters conforming to 
type 1 or better of the latest versions of British Standard EN 61672-1:2003 Electro-
acoustics, Sound Level Meters, Specifications. 
 
The sound level meters shall be field-calibrated before and after monitoring using an 
acoustic calibrator conforming to the latest version of British Standard EN 60942:2003 
Electro-acoustics – Sound Calibrators. 
 
All sound level meters shall be calibrated to a traceable standard by a UKAS-accredited 
laboratory, or equivalent, within a 24-month period before the survey and all acoustic 
calibrators shall be calibrated to a traceable standard by a UKAS-accredited laboratory, 
or equivalent, within a 12 month period before the survey. 
 

5.6 Noise Monitoring Methodology 

Noise measurements shall be undertaken by a suitably qualified person at the noise 
sensitive locations identified in Table 5-1 and Figure 5-1. The noise measurements shall 
be undertaken during a normal working day and night, during typical working hours, 
avoiding meal breaks and times when plant and equipment within the site or on the 
access road are not operational. 
 
Noise levels shall also be measured during a period when the site is not operational, for 
example during a lunch break or shift change, to enable a comparison to be made 
between the baseline and operational noise levels. 
 
The sound level meter shall be positioned such that the microphone is located 1.5m 
above local ground level in free-field conditions, i.e. at least 3.5m from the nearest 
vertical, reflecting surface, at all survey locations. 
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Noise levels shall be measured over a one-hour period during the normal working day, 
or over an appropriate time period if in response to specific complaints or ad hoc 
requests.  
 
Noise levels shall be measured over a fifteen-minute period during normal night-time 
operations, or over an appropriate time period if in response to specific complaints or ad 
hoc requests.  
 
A note of the prevailing weather conditions shall be made at the time of the survey and 
the audibility of the site shall be noted at each measurement location during each 
measurement period. 
 

5.7 Reporting 

On completion of each noise survey a report shall be made available in a format suitable 
for submission to the local planning authority. Depending on the prevailing weather 
conditions, the report shall be submitted within five working days of the scheduled date 
for monitoring. 
 
The report shall contain, as a minimum: 
 

 the results of the noise survey, i.e. noise levels during site operations and noise 
levels with the site not operating, in terms of LAeq; 

 details of the instrumentation used including calibration details; 

 details of the prevailing weather conditions on the day of the survey; 

 details of the audibility of the site and comments regarding tonality and impulsive 
noise; 

 details of any extraneous noise sources that influenced the noise climate; and 

 details of any noise complaints received and actions taken to address the 
complaints. 

 

5.8 Non-compliance with Noise Limits/Receipt of Complaint 

If the guideline noise levels are exceeded during a survey as a result of operations at 
the development or a complaint is received from a local resident regarding the level or 
character (tonality) of the noise, an investigation shall be instigated by the Site Manager 
as soon as possible consistent with safe operational practices and, as a minimum, within 
one working day to identify the cause of the non-compliance or complaint. 
 

If the breach is likely to continue then suitable mitigation measures shall be 

implemented, such as replacing faulty noise control equipment, substituting quieter 

replacement machinery, or the installation of additional noise reduction measures (see 

Appendix 1 - Section 5.2 of Permitting Documentation: Site Condition Report and 

Management & Monitoring Plan March 2014).  

 

In the event that a serious breach is detected, the Environmental Health team at the 

Local Planning Authority shall be informed within 24 hours. A serious breach, for these 

purposes, is regarded as an equivalent continuous noise level LAeq,5min above 45dB. 

 

A further two-hour period of night-time noise monitoring shall be undertaken after the 

noise mitigation measures have been implemented, in order to demonstrate the success 

of the action(s).  
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Details of any action taken to reduce noise emissions shall be recorded, and the results 

of noise monitoring submitted to the Environmental Health team within two days of 

completion of the site visit.  
 
A complaints response system shall be maintained by the Senior Site Manager for any 
complaints regarding noise to be reported and appropriate action taken (see Section 
5.11 below). 
 

5.9 Training 

The site induction programme and site rules will include good working practice 
instructions for site staff, managers, visitors and contractors to help minimise noise 
whilst working on the site. 
 
Good working practice guidelines/instructions will include, but not be limited to, the 
following points: 
 

 Avoid unnecessary revving of engines; 

 Plant used intermittently should be shut-down between operational periods; 

 Avoid reversing wherever possible without comprising any site safety 
considerations; 

 Drive carefully and within the site speed limit at all times; 

 Report any defective equipment/plant as soon as possible so that corrective 
maintenance can be undertaken; and 

 Handle material in a manner that minimises noise. 
 

5.10 Maintenance 

Maintenance of plant will be carried out routinely and in accordance with the 
manufacturers’ guidance. 
 
A weekly inspection of all plant and equipment will be undertaken as a minimum to 
ensure that: 
 

 All plant is in a good state of repair and fully functional; 

 any plant found to be requiring interim maintenance has been identified and 
taken out of use; 

 acoustic enclosures fitted to plant are in a good state of repair; 

 doors and covers remain closed during operation; and 

 any repairs are being undertaken by a fully qualified maintenance engineer. 
 

5.11 Communications 

5.11.1 Contact Information 

In accordance with BS5228 it is acknowledged that good relations with people living and 

working in the vicinity of site operations are of paramount importance. Good relations 

are developed by keeping people informed of progress and by treating complaints fairly 

and expeditiously. The Project Manager and Senior Site Manager are the appointed 

responsible persons to ensure this effective community liaison. 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  9Y0893/R00006/304299/Newc 

Final Report - 18 - 21 August 2014 

  

 

 

The contact details of the Project Manager and Senior Site Manager (including a 24 

hour contact number) shall be displayed at the site entrance in order that complaints can 

be registered at all times.  

 

In addition, the identified receptor properties (namely Gatewick Farm, Gay Street Farm, 

Homefield Farm and Woodbarn Farm) will be provided with the contact details direct. 
 
The complaints response system identified at Section 5.8 will form part of the 
communications strategy. 
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6 ACTION PLANS 

 
The noise monitoring schemes included in this report detail routine measurement 
surveys and the actions which will be taken following a non-compliance with the agreed 
noise levels and/or a complaint being received. 
 
If the agreed noise levels are exceeded during a survey as a result of operations 
associated with the construction, operation or restoration of the development, an 
investigation shall be instigated within one working day to identify the cause of the non-
compliance. Such an investigation may involve the identification and cessation of the 
activity or activities considered to be causing the non-compliance (where operationally 
safe to do so) and/or the investigation of additional mitigation measures to reduce noise 
levels from the activity or activities, for example the replacement of noisy plant with 
quieter alternatives and/or the use of temporary screens. 
 
Any deviation from agreed working practices shall be identified immediately and 
conformance to the working practice reinstated. 
 
A further noise survey shall be undertaken as soon as possible following the 
implementation of mitigation to re-assess the noise levels against the noise limits. 
 
A complaints response system shall be maintained by the Drilling Manager during the 
construction, operational or restoration periods enabling complaints regarding noise to 
be reported and appropriate action taken. 
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1 Introduction 
 

1.1 Background & Objectives 

Celtique Energie Weald Limited (hereinafter referred to as “Celtique”) has prepared an 
Environmental Permit application to operate a Non-Inert Mining Waste Operations without a 
Mining Waste Facility. 

This operation is for a conventional oil and gas exploration drilling. This prospecting activity will 
NOT involve hydraulic fracturing and there will be no injection of fluids into any formation. 

Celtique is currently only applying for a Waste Management permit to drill the well. In the event 
that potentially economic hydrocarbon reserves are identified, a separate permit application or 
variation to this permit will be made to address the testing of the well. 

This Site Condition Report and Management & Monitoring Plan presents: 

 An assessment of the ‘Condition of Land at Permit Issue’ (as per the logic of Section 2.0 of 
the Site Condition Report template provided in Environment Agency Horizontal Guidance 
Note H5 - Site Condition Report (Guidance and templates) V3.0 April 2013);  

 The Management and Monitoring arrangements that will be applied to verify that: 

o Control measures identified through the Waste Management Plan and its 
supporting Environmental Risk Assessment (document reference HSEC-BB-PD-04) 
are implemented and effective: 

o Environmentally-related conditions as listed in the Planning Permission for the 
operation are complied with;  

o Any environmental incidents are recorded and reported back through to Celtique’s 
management team 

1.2  Referenced Documentation 

This Site Condition Report and Management & Monitoring Plan is part of a suite of 
documentation submitted by Celtique as part of their permit applications. The full list of 
documents is as follows: 
 

 Summary of Celtique’s HSE Management System (HSEC Management Standards, 
document number HSEC-MS-001); 

 Environmental Method Statement (document number HSEC-BB-PD-01); 

 Environmental Non-Technical Summary (document number HSEC-BB-PD-02); 

 Site Waste Management Plan (document number HSEC-BB-PD-04); 

 “Green lined” Site Plan (document number HSEC-BB-PD-05). 
 
In addition, with particular reference to the description of the Site Condition, reference is made 
to the detailed site condition assessments presented in the Broadford Bridge Environmental 
Statement (which has been approved by West Sussex County Council) and which the 
Environment Agency (EA) has previously reviewed as one of the statutory consultees.  
 
This document has been written to be as self-contained as possible resulting in some repetition 
of the information contained in these referenced documents, particularly with regard to the: 

 Environmental Method Statement (HSEC-BB-PD-01); 

 Information contained in the Environmental Statement. In this regard Appendix 1 to this 
document contains the whole GroundSure report (EnviroInsight & GeoInsight) which was 
submitted as part of the Environmental Statement. 
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1.3  Document Structure 

The document is structured as follows: 
 

 Section 2 provides a very high level overview of the planned drilling operations (for 
more information the reader is referenced to “Environmental Method Statement – document 
number HSEC-BB-PD-01); 

 Section 3 provides information on the current Site Condition (for more information the 
reader is referenced to Broadford Bridge Environmental Statement); 

 Section 4 addresses the Surface Water Monitoring Plan which will be implemented prior 
to, during and after drilling operations; 

 Section 5 addresses the Noise Monitoring Plan which will be implemented during 
construction and drilling operations. 
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2 Drilling Operations Overview 
A summary of the drilling operations is provided in the “Non-Technical Summary” – document 
number HSEC-BB-PD-02. A more detailed description is provided in the “Environmental Method 
Statement” – document number HSEC-BB-PD-01. These documents should be referenced to 
provide more information on the drilling operations but, in summary: 
 

 Celtique has been given permission by the West Sussex County Council Planning Authority 
for a temporary borehole to explore, test and evaluate hydrocarbons (specifically gas) at the 
Broadford Bridge -1 site in the Weald basin, West Sussex (Application WSCC/052/12/WC 
dated 13

th
 February 2013); 

 The planned operations do not include hydraulic fracturing; 

 The plan is to drill an essentially vertical pilot hole (the well is drilled at a slight angle to the 
vertical (of around 20

o
); 

 The drilling operation from ‘spud’ to installation of the completion is estimated to take 
around 60 days; 

 Aquifers will be drilled through with (non-hazardous) water based drilling fluids (water based 
“muds” - WBM), deeper formations with low toxicity oil based drilling fluid (oil based “muds” 
– OBM); 

 The drilling operation will be conducted in full compliance with all UK safety and 
environmental regulations including the Mining Waste Directive and its implementing 
Regulations, the Environmental Permitting (England & Wales) Regulations 2010, as 
amended. 
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3 Site Condition Summary   
3.1 Summary of Regulated Facilities  

The operation is located on land at Woodbarn Farm, between Pocock’s Wood and Prince’s 
Wood, some 500m west of the hamlet of Broadford Bridge, and nearly 3 kms south of 
Billingshurst (Ordnance Survey Grid Reference TQ 09057 21771 / Easting 509017 Northing 
121741 / Latitude 50

o
 59’ 3.1” North 0

o
 26’ 47.7” West). Its postal address is: 

 
Wood Barn Farm 
Adversane Lane 
Broadford Bridge 
Billingshurst 
West Sussex. 
 
This document covers the construction of a drilling pad and the drilling of a borehole at this site.  

This section is a summary of the detailed site condition assessments presented in the Broadford 
Bridge Environmental Statement (which has been approved by West Sussex County Council) 
and which the Environment Agency (EA) has previously reviewed as one of the statutory 
consultees. Further detail is provided in Appendix 1 and in the Broadford Bridge Environmental 
Statement itself. 
 

3.2 Baseline Information  

3.2.1 Environmental Statement (ES) Overview 
 
The Broadford Bridge Environmental Statement (ES) details the study work (including field 
assessments) carried out to define the existing environmental baseline and potential impacts 
from the operation with particular regard to: 

 

 Ecology; 

 Landscape / Visual impact; 

 Noise; 

 Ground and Groundwater Protection. 
 
The reader is referred to this ES for a full description of the existing site conditions, however the 
studies described in the Environmental Statement summarise the environmental baseline as 
follows: 
 

 All of this area is represented by farmland which has no history of contaminative use;  

 There are no licensed surface water abstractions within 1km of the drill site;  

 Reference to the Natural England website indicates that there are no protected sites within 
influential distance of the drill site, the closest being >10km distant; 

 Reference to the EnviroInsight section of the Groundsure Report, commissioned by 
Celtique Energie as part of the ES confirms that there are no environmentally sensitive 
sites within 500m of the drill site boundary. This document is included as Appendix 1. 

 
Given the distances to these sites from the drill site area, and the reliance of the sites on 
factors that are unaffected by the drilling operation, no adverse impact on these protected 
sites is anticipated. 
 
The assessment of environmental impacts contained in the Environmental Statement have 
been further refined by a separate Environmental Risk Assessment (ERA – Appendix 1 of 
document number HSEC-BB-PD-04) which concludes that, with the implementation of the 
arrangements and mitigating measures referenced in the ERA, the environmental risk posed by 
the borehole is negligible. 
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The ES concluded that, with the mitigation measures agreed as part of the Planning Approval, 
the environmental impacts of the operation were acceptable. However, because of the relative 
importance of surface water and noise impacts, a decision has been taken to monitor both 
surface water and noise during the operation to demonstrate the effectiveness of mitigation 
measures. The respective monitoring programmes are described in section 4 (surface water) 
and section 5 (noise); they will assess environmental performance against the ES baseline.  

3.2.2 Site & Surroundings - Overview 

The Broadford Bridge -1 site is shown in Figure 3.1. It lies in the County of West Sussex and the 
District of Horsham, approximately 7km to the south east of Horsham and 3km to the south of 
Billingshurst, within the Parish of West Chiltington. At present, it consists of Grade 3 agricultural 
land which forms part of a larger field in pastoral use. With the exception of the field’s northern 
boundary, the site is enclosed from the surrounding countryside by existing woodland blocks. 
The most significant areas of woodland consist of Pocock’s Wood to the north west and Prince’s 
Wood approximately 150m to the east, the latter of which is designated as Ancient Woodland. 

Access to the site is obtained via an existing agricultural track which passes north along the 
eastern extent of Pocock’s Wood before diverting north east towards the main farm yard 
associated with Wood Barn Farm and joining the B2133. An alternative access point off the 
B2133, lies approximately 340m to the north east of the site and 280m to the south of Wood 
Barn Farm. 

The local area forms part of the Low Weald and lies approximately 5.5km east of the South 
Downs National Park. The area is generally characterised by gently undulating farmland 
enclosed by mature hedgerows and scattered woodland blocks. The settlement pattern of the 
Low Weald comprises a network of farmsteads and associated agricultural workings alongside 
smaller villages, groups of residential properties and individual cottages and homes. 
There are a number of Listed Buildings in the vicinity of the site including Broadford Bridge 
Farmhouse 500m to the south east, and Brook House Farmhouse 600m east, both of which are 
Grade II Listed. The Listed Buildings in the vicinity of the site can be seen on Figure 3.2. There 
is an area approximately 950m west of the site which is identified as being an “Archaeological 
Site” in Horsham District Council’s adopted Core Strategy (2007), and is also adjacent to areas 
of Ancient Woodland - Beedings Copse. However, there are no Scheduled Monuments within 
the vicinity of the site.  
 
The site forms part of a working farm with the closest area of development being approximately 
300m to the south east, consisting of a number of poultry houses at Homefield Farm. The main 
farmhouse lies 500m to the south east along with other detached properties associated with the 

hamlet of Broadford Bridge. With the exception of Broadford Bridge to the east, and Adversane 

to the north west, the most significant area of development is the village of Billingshurst which 

lies approximately 3km to the north of the site. There are a number of roads through the area 

including the A29 Stane Street, A272 West Chiltington Lane and B2133 Adversane Lane as well 
as numerous small farm roads and tracks. The Pulborough to Parbrook railway line is located 

just under 2km to the west of the site with the A29 Stane Street running in parallel, a further 
250m west from the railway line.  

 
In addition to the areas of woodland immediately surrounding the site, there are a number of 

large areas of Ancient Woodland within the locality including, Steepwood Copse 1.3km north 

west of the Application Site, and Marringdean Wood a further 450m north west. 
Notwithstanding the areas of Ancient Woodland, there is also extensive non-ancient woodland 

and tree coverage throughout the local vicinity.  

The River Adur runs in the vicinity of Broadford Bridge and a north-east flowing tributary brook 

of the Adur is located on lower ground some 400m south east of the site, and flows through 

Broadford Bridge. In addition there is a small pond 250m east of the site, located in Prince’s 
Wood with a drainage outflow to the north that connects with another tributary of the River 

Adur. Another small pond is located 200m north west of the site, on the south western edge of 
Pocock’s Wood, with a further pond located 320m south of the site in Gatewick Copse. 
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Figure 3.1: Site Location Plan 



HSEC-BB-PD-03 Site Condition, Management and Monitoring_Drilling                                     

 

Rev 03                                  This is an uncontrolled copy when printed                                                        9 

 

3.2.3 Geology - Overview 

The site is located on the southern side of the Weald Basin. Relevant geological information is 
provided in the Groundsure GeoInsight section of the Groundsure report presented at Appendix 
1. 

In summary, it is an area where Lower Cretaceous Wealden Beds dip southwards towards the 
South Downs where they become overlain by younger Lower Greensand and Chalk sequences. 
There are no superficial deposits in the vicinity of the Application Site, the closest ones being 
the tracts of alluvium and Head Deposits approximately 3km east of the drill site. The Wealden 
Beds are underlain by a progressively older sequence of Mesozoic and Palaeozoic strata. 

3.2.4 Hydrogeology - Overview 

a) The Aquifer System 

The stratigraphy and lithology summarised in section 3.2.3 results in the aquifer system 
presented in Table 3.1 below. The Aquifer Designation accords with the latest Environment 
Agency Groundwater Protection Policy (GP3). The geological structure is such that the 
proposed exploratory borehole: 

 Will not penetrate any of the Secondary Aquifers formed by the superficial deposits to the 
east; 

 Will not encounter the Upper Tunbridge Wells Sand until a drilled depth of approximately 
160m has been reached;  

 May penetrate the Secondary Aquifers formed by the sandstone and limestone lenses 
within the Weald Clay but down-dip or cross-strike of any water supply boreholes that 
penetrate them. 

 Map 5b of the EnviroInsight section of the Groundsure Report at Appendix 1 shows the 
distribution of aquifers within 500mm of the Application Site. The only ones present are the 
Secondary A aquifers associated with sandstones in the Weald Clay Formation, some   of   
which   are   clearly   discontinuous.   The   remaining   area   is   classified   as “Unproductive 
Strata‟. 

b) Groundwater Levels and Flow 

There are no data on groundwater levels and flow in the area. However it may be inferred that: 

 The Weald Clay materials directly beneath the drill site are likely to be characterised by a 
low overall permeability with little deep infiltration of rainfall and shallow down-slope 
interflow only; 

 Groundwater in the superficial deposits and in the Secondary Aquifer sandstones and in the 
Weald Clay: 

o is locally recharged and unconfined at outcrop with subsequent down -dip flow into 
a confined zone; 

o is characterised by a low overall throughput of water; 

 Groundwater in the deeper Secondary Aquifers,  starting  with  the  Upper Tunbridge Wells 
Sand: 

o will be recharged on the outcrop area, which is some 10km to the north east and 
beyond; 

o will flow southwards according to the regional dip of the strata;  

o has no practical connection with groundwater beneath the site or through which the 
proposed hydrocarbon exploratory borehole will penetrate. 

Regarding the southerly groundwater flow in the deeper Secondary Aquifers, the actual depth of 
the aquifers beneath the drill site may be such that there is little actual groundwater movement 
in that area. Hydrochemical processes may then be such that the groundwater is of poor quality. 
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Figure 5 of the GeoInsight Report of Appendix 1 shows the location of a series of water wells in 
the area as recorded by BGS. None would be expected to be hydraulically connected to the 
proposed exploratory borehole, being either up-gradient, in different groundwater catchments, 
or in aquifers not penetrated by the proposed borehole. 

d) Groundwater Vulnerability 

The Groundwater Vulnerability Map for the area (Sheet 45, West Sussex and Surrey) indicates 
the Secondary Aquifers referred to above (termed Minor Aquifers on the map) to be 
characterised by low vulnerability, which means that they are relatively resistant to pollution 
occurring at the surface. 

e) Likely Significant Effects 

Potential effects are assessed below and all are identified as having only minor significance. In 
addition, mitigation measures to further reduce risk and / or impact are identified and will be 
implemented. 

1. Construction of the Access Road and Well Site:  

i. Soil Moisture Conditions in Prince’s Wood: Specifically in respect of the ancient 
woodland  known as Prince’s Wood, there is a potentially adverse effect on soil 
moisture due to interception of runoff and/or interflow from upstream, mainly as a 
result of construction of the access road. Whilst the access road is upstream of the 
wood in terms of groundwater flow, due to the low permeability soil conditions, this 
is a very small component of the water balance and no adverse effects would be 
expected. Soil moisture in the woodland is most likely to be controlled primarily by 
rainfall falling on it balanced by losses due to evapotranspiration. On that basis, the 
anticipated Scale of the Effect is Low, the Magnitude of the effect is also Low, and 
in the context of Phase 1 only the effect is short-term. The overall significance is 
therefore Minor. However, to further reduce risk the access track will be constructed 
so as to allow down-slope run off and shallow groundwater flow to occur. In 
addition, to assure the effectiveness of these mitigation measures, a surface water 
monitoring plan will be implemented (see section 4). 

2. Mobilisation of the Drill Rig and Drilling Operations 

i. Soil Moisture Conditions in Prince‟s Wood: The level of significance of this 
effect will continue to be negligible as discussed in 1(i) above 

ii. Land Contamination at the Drill Site and Release of Contaminated Runoff: 
This is a potentially adverse effect involving uncontrolled surface release (i.e. 
spillages) of contaminative substances used in connection with the drilling works 
(chemical additives, lubricants etc.), however caused. This process potentially leads  
to ground contamination, groundwater contamination, and surface water 
contamination following the off-site migration of run-off from rainfall. The effect 
would be direct, short term, but local only, and therefore the Scale of the Effect is 
Low. The potential magnitude of the effect is considered to be medium because of 
downstream water pollution impacts and the overall significance is therefore 
moderate/minor. 

This risk is mitigated through site design and operation. These are described in 
detail in the Environmental Method Statement (HSEC-BB-PD-01) but in summary.  

 As part of site preparation, all parts of it will be underlain by an 
impermeable, puncture resistant geotextile membrane placed on 
compacted and levelled foundation material. The drilling muds and cutting 
skips will be located within this impermeable membrane area; 

 Visual monitoring of site surface will be undertaken daily by the Site HSE 
Advisor to make sure that the impermeable membrane is not exposed or 
damaged and that there are no holes or ripping of the membrane which 
would allow leakage. Any repairs will be undertaken immediately and 
records kept in the site maintenance record; 

 In addition, all drilling fluid additives will be stored in a designated bunded 
area. These arrangements restrict the likelihood of spillages and leaks 
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occurring prevent them contaminating the natural ground present beneath 
the drill site; 

 The site boundaries comprise a ditch system. All ditches and the drill cellar 
are pumped out  and the water tankered off site to a water treatment plant; 

 Diesel fuel for the rig generator is stored in compliance with the Control of 
Pollution (Oil Storage) Regulations 2001 in a double skinned container. The 
oil storage containers shall be correctly labelled (contents, toxicity and 
capacity). Inspection of the diesel storage container shall form part of the 
daily HSE inspection tour. Refuelling activities from the delivery tanker to 
the main diesel container shall be a supervised operation to prevent 
overfilling, poor connections and to respond to leaks in a timely manner. To 
prevent a pathway for diesel spills or leaks, secondary containment shall be 
located underneath connections and pipes, to capture drips or leaks. The 
site layout is constructed to minimise the length of refuelling pipe from the 
tanker to the diesel storage tank. Spilled diesel and/or diesel contaminated 
materials will be collected and stored in sealed containers and transported 
to an authorised treatment/recovery facility; 

 There will be a wide range of lubricants, greases and hydraulic fluids stored 
on site. All containers will be clearly labelled to identify contents, toxicity 
and capacity. Daily inspections are required by the site HSE Advisor to 
ensure any tanks used are not being overfilled. Waste materials or 
contaminated absorbents will be collected and stored in sealed containers 
and transported to an authorised treatment/recovery facility; 

 Paper and cardboard will be recycled. Canteen and kitchen wastes will 
involve putrescible materials (food waste) and will need their own separate 
bin. These wastes will be collected by a private waste collection company 
and will most likely be sent for disposal. No waste will be buried or burnt 
onsite; 

 All dirty water and washdown water from cleaning operations on the rig will 
be collected and stored in on-site sealed tanks, with secondary 
containment to ensure there is no escape of material to the local 
watercourses and groundwater. Material will be tankered offsite to an 
approved treatment/recovery plant. Records will be kept of amounts and 
details kept of any offsite shipments; 

 Sewage resulting from personnel operating the site will be collected 
separately and not mixed with any of the dirty/washdown water. A waste 
contractor will regularly collect any sewage (vacuum tanker) and transport it 
to an EA approved offsite treatment plant; 

 In addition, to assure the effectiveness of these mitigation measures, a 
surface water monitoring plan will be implemented (see section 4). 

iii. Contamination of Aquifers during Drilling: This is a potentially adverse effect 
caused by the release of drilling fluids into aquifers during drilling and their onward 
migration to water wells and surface waters. In respect of the sandstones in the 
Wealden Beds that are locally exploited there is an inherently low likelihood of this  
process occurring to any extent because they are thin, frequently discontinuous and 
of relatively low permeability. The effect is direct and short to medium term because 
of the slow sub-surface migration of contaminants. Hydrogeological conditions are 
such that the anticipated Scale of the Effect is Low and the magnitude of the effect 
is also Low. The overall significance is therefore minor.  

This risk is mitigated through site design and operation. These are described in 
detail in the Environmental Method Statement (HSEC-BB-PD-01) and their 
effectiveness is assessed in the ERA (Appendix 1 of HSEC-BB-PD-04) but, in 
summary, the key mitigation controls are: 

 Use of a water-based drilling mud with non-toxic additives; 
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 Control  of  the  mud-balance  such  that  lost  circulation  and  invasion  of  
the formations penetrated is minimal; 

 The very short-term exposure of the formation to the drilling mud, given 
that the hole is quickly cased after drilling. 

iv. Consequential Effects on Protected Areas: The lack of any protected areas 
within 10km of the site is such that this potentially adverse effect is not significant 
and may be classified as negligible.  

v. Accidental Release of Contaminants into the Borehole during Drilling: This is 
a potentially adverse effect similar to item 2(iii) above caused by the spillage and 
release of chemicals (in storage at the site) into the borehole and thus potentially 
into an aquifer during drilling, and their onward migration to water wells and surface 
waters. The effect is direct and short to medium term because of the slow sub-
surface migration of contaminants. Again, hydrogeological conditions are such that 
the anticipated Scale of the Effect is Low and the magnitude of the effect is also 
Low. The overall significance is therefore minor. 

The risk is mitigated as described in 2(iii) above. In addition, the impermeable 
geotextile liner is sealed around the well cellar, preventing entry of spilled 
contaminants into the borehole 

3.2.5 Hydrology / Flood Risk 
 
A review of the Environment Agency Flood Zone map has identified that the site is located 
within Flood Zone 1, which is classified as ‘Low Probability’ and defined as: “This zone 
comprises land assessed as having a less than 1 in 1,000 annual probability of rive or sea 
flooding in any year (<0.1%)”. 
 
As part of the planning process, discussions were held with the EA (Grant Moffatt, 
Development and Flood Risk Officer, Environment Agency) during February 2012 and the EA 
concluded that “In view of the short time that [Celtique]…. plan to be on site I have no concerns 
in respect to your surface water proposals”.
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5 Noise Monitoring 
The Environmental Statement, voluntarily submitted by Celtique Energie as part of the Planning 
Approval process identifies noise limits for the site and its surroundings.  

As requested by the conditions of the Planning Approval from West Sussex County Council 
Authority (Planning Condition 08 of WSCC/052/12/WC planning approval) the development 
shall not commence until a Noise Management Plan has been prepared, submitted to the 
County Planning Authority for approval and implemented. The plan (which has been submitted)  
details the monitoring of the site throughout all phases of development, including night-time 
working and identifies the further mitigation actions which will be taken should such noise 
monitoring establish that the limits (as specified in the Environmental Statement) are being 
exceeded. These further actions will include the documentation of details for further mitigation 
and a timetable for implementation which will be submitted to the County Planning Authority for 
approval and then implemented.  

The West Sussex County Council Authority have primacy in approving this plan but, in the light 
of its importance, a summary of the submitted plan is included in this section 5 for information. 

5.1 Referenced Documentation 

In order to define the “standard day time construction and operational and night time decibel 
levels”, the following guidance is referenced: 

 British Standard (BS) 7445: Parts 1 and 2 - Description and measurement of 
environmental noise.  The Standard provides details of the instrumentation and 
measurement techniques to be used when assessing environmental noise, and defines the 
basic noise quantity as the continuous A-weighted sound pressure level (LAeq).  Part 2 of 
BS 7445 replicates ISO standard 1996-2; 

 British Standard (BS) 5228: Code of practice for noise and vibration control on 
construction and open sites - Part 1.  This document provides recommendations for 
basic methods of noise and vibration control relating to construction and open sites where 
work activities/operations generate significant noise and/or vibration levels.  The legislative 
background to noise and vibration control is described and recommendations are given 
regarding procedures for the establishment of effective liaison between developers, site 
operators and local authorities.  This British Standard provides guidance on methods of 
predicting and measuring noise and assessing its impact on those exposed to it; 

 World Health Organisation (WHO) Guidelines for community noise.  These guidelines 
present health-based noise limits intended to protect the population from exposure to 
excess noise.  It presents guideline limit values at which the likelihood of particular effects, 
such as sleep disturbance or annoyance, may increase.  The guideline values are 50 or 
55dB LAeq during the day, related to annoyance, and 45 dB LAeq or 60dB LAmax at night, 
related to sleep disturbance.  

5.2 Noise Mitigation Controls 

Celtique Energie operates a HSEMS consistent with the logic of ISO 14001 and will ensure that 
the HSE arrangements of all its main contractors are compliant with this approach. In addition, it 
will require them to report against the Considerate Constructors Scheme Code of Considerate 
Practice, designed to encourage best practice beyond statutory requirements. 

Celtique will require that its main contractor maintains a site presence during working hours to 
ensure the robust implementation of noise management and mitigation measures. The Control 
of Pollution Act and British Standard 5228 define a set of Best Practice working methods and 
mitigation measures, referred to as Best Practicable Means (BPM) and these will be followed.  
Examples of these measures which will be applied as appropriate during construction and 
drilling operations include some or all of the following: 

 Where possible, locating plant so that it is screened from receptors by on-site structures, 
such as site cabins; 
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 Using mobile screening to shield receptors from particularly noise equipment/activities; 

 Using modern, quiet equipment and ensuring such equipment is properly maintained and 
operated by trained staff; 

 Applying silencers/enclosures to particularly noise equipment where possible; 

 Ensuring that mobile plant is well maintained such that loose body fittings or exhausts do 
not rattle or vibrate; 

 Ensuring plant machinery is turned off when not in use; 

 Implementing a site induction programme and site rules which include good working 
practice instructions for site staff, managers, visitors and contractors to help minimise noise 
whilst working on the site. these good working practice guidelines/instructions will include, 
but not be limited to, the following points: 

o Avoid unnecessary revving of engines; 

o Plant used intermittently should be shut-down between operational periods; 

o Avoid reversing wherever possible without comprising any site safety 
considerations; 

o Drive carefully and within the site speed limit at all times; 

o Report any defective equipment/plant as soon as possible so that corrective 
maintenance can be undertaken;  

o Handle material in a manner that minimises noise. 

 Maintenance of plant will be carried out routinely and in accordance with the manufacturers’ 
guidance. A weekly inspection of all plant and equipment will be undertaken as a minimum 
to ensure that: 

o All plant is in a good state of repair and fully functional; 

o Any plant found to be requiring interim maintenance has been identified and taken 
out of use; 

o Acoustic enclosures fitted to plant are in a good state of repair; 

o Doors and covers remain closed during operation; 

o Any repairs are being undertaken by a fully qualified maintenance engineer. 

Effective communication with the local population regarding noise issues will be maintained 
through: 

 Keeping local residents informed of the type and timing of works and any particularly noisy 
operations expected or out of hours working;  

 Providing local residents with 24-hour contact details for a site representative in the event 
that disturbance due to noise from the construction works is perceived. These contact 
details shall be displayed at the site entrance in order that complaints can be registered. 

5.3 Measurement Locations and Noise Limits 

The general area of the residential properties listed in Table 5-1 will be used as receptor 
locations. (Where possible, the noise monitoring locations selected will allow noise information 
that is representative of the identified location to be gathered without the necessity to access 
private land). Figure 5.1 shows the location of these properties in relation to the borehole. 

The maximum noise limits agreed with the West Susses County Council Authority as part of the 
planning approval are listed in Table 5.1. The potential noise from the planned construction and 
drilling works has been calculated in the Environmental Statement and shown to be below these 
limits. Nevertheless, the mitigation controls listed in section 5.2 above will be implemented. 
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Figure 5.1: Location of Noise Monitoring 

Locations
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 At a frequency of once every week during construction and / or drilling operations until it is 
agreed with the local planning authority that sufficient data has been accumulated to allow 
agreement that the monitoring frequency can be reduced to once every two to four weeks; 

 Immediately after the implementation of any mitigation measures that have been 
implemented as a result of the Noise Monitoring Scheme or otherwise. 

On completion of each noise survey a report shall be made available in a format suitable for 
submission to the local planning authority.The report shall be submitted within five working days 
of the scheduled date for monitoring. The report shall contain, as a minimum: 

 The results of the noise survey, i.e. noise levels during construction works and noise levels 
with the site not working, in terms of LAeq; 

 Details of the instrumentation used including calibration details; 

 Details of the prevailing weather conditions on the day of the survey; 

 Details of the audibility of the site;  

 Details of any extraneous noise sources that influenced the noise climate. 

5.5 Non-Compliance with Noise Limits  

If the agreed maximum noise levels are exceeded during a survey as a result of construction / 
restoration  or drilling operations at the development or a complaint is received from a local 
resident, an investigation shall be instigated by the Site Manager within one working day to 
identify the cause of the non-compliance or complaint. 

Such an investigation may involve the identification and cessation of the activity or activities 
considered to be the cause of the non-compliance/complaint (where operationally safe to do so) 
and/or the investigation of mitigation measures to reduce the noise emission levels from the 
activity or activities, for example the replacement of noisy plant with quieter alternatives and/or 
the use of temporary screens. Any deviation from agreed working practices shall be identified 
immediately and conformance to the working practice reinstated. 

A further noise survey shall be undertaken as soon as possible following the implementation of 
mitigation to re-assess the noise levels against the guideline noise levels. 

The Celtique Drilling Manager will ensure that a complaints response system is maintained by 
the site, enabling any complaints regarding noise to be reported and appropriate action taken. 

5.6 Data Retention 

The noise survey data obtained during the routine noise surveys, any complaints made in 
relation to noise and the resultant investigation following such complaints shall all be 
documented. Such documentation shall be retained for the full duration of the construction / 
drilling / restoration operations. 




