
  

Biscathorpe Community Liaison Group  

Meeting note  

Date:    Wednesday 20th January 2021     

Venue:  Virtual MS Teams meeting   Attendees:  

Community    
 

Nick Bodian (NB)  Donington on Bain PC and chair of the CLG  

Mathilda Dennis (MD)  Resident  

Peter Barnett (PB)  Burgh on Bain community rep  

Jackie Scutt (JS)  Resident  

Andrew Sherwood (AS)   Gayton-Le-Wold Resident  

Kathy Olsson (KO)  
Donington-on-Bain Resident  

Oli Hall (OH)  Donington-on-Bain Resident  

Sgt Rob McCracken (RM) Police Liaison Officer  

Agencies   
 

Howard Goulbourne (HG)  Environment Agency  

Neil McBride (NM)  
Planning,  LCC  

Councillors/MP   

Hugo Marfleet (HM)  Ward councillor, LCC  

Paul Elliot (PE)  South Willingham PC chair  

Richard Fry (RF)  Ward Councillor, LCC  

Rachel Sutton (RS*)  For Victoria Atkins MP  

Egdon representatives  
 

Mark Abbott (MA)  MD, Egdon Resources, Egdon  

Martin Brooks (MB)  HSE Manager, Egdon  

Martin Durham (MD) Technical Director, Egdon  

Paul Foster (PF)  Planning consultant  

Rachel Smith (RS)  Community and communications  

  

  



Welcome and introductions  

NB welcomed members to the group and introductions were made.  

Update on current position  

MA recapped that the site is currently on a ‘care and maintain’ status. Checked twice daily and under 

a water management regime. Rainwater is removed regularly and taken to a specialist waste water 

facility operated by Severn Trent. He told the group this is a completely sealed site so contains a lot 

of water especially at this time of the year, which needs to be removed.  

MA added that there have been no incidents on the site. 

MA stated that the target location had been defined. 

NB asked for clarification as he understood that the side-track drill was to be in two directions NE 

and SW. 

MA stated that there would be one side-track drill to a defined target to the SW at c.1200metres. 

Outline of the virtual consultation  

  

RS outlined how the COVID pandemic was forcing Egdon to do consultation in a different way and 

instead of coming out to see the local community face to face, consultation would have to go online. 

There will therefore be a virtual consultation room online with boards where users can navigate 

around the information.   

Information about the virtual consultation has been sent to local people by post telling them how 

the site would be made available and information viewed.   

RS added that off line materials would be made available to anybody who did not have access to the 

internet and brochures, feedback forms and stamped addressed envelopes sent by post to those 

requesting them.  

Questions arising  

NB asked if the planning process was still in track for a February submission.  

PF confirmed that it was on course for submission 22nd February.  

NB asked if the model of water interceptor which might be required in the future had been 

identified.  

MB said this will be the same type as will be used at Wressle. It will need to be approved by the 

Environment Agency and the model type will be in the planning application.   

He reiterated that the water interceptor will only be installed at  stage three of the development for 

use when the site is in production.  

NB asked what gas would be produced.  

MB confirmed that the gas (which is a by-product of the oil drilling process) is largely methane and, if 

volumes are sufficient will be used to generate electricity to serve the site with any excess diverted 

back into the grid. He added that there are sometimes small amounts of other gases such as propane 

and ethane in the produced gas.  



NB asked if the questions from consultation would be shared.  

RS confirmed that any direct questions asked as part of the consultation would be anonymised and 

posted with responses on the website after consultation.  

MD added that it was reassuring to the questions and answers would be visible.  

AS stated that, during the first exploration drill there had been significant light at night in his 

bedroom window as one of the nearest properties to the site. He was pleased to see that the lighting 

would be facing in the opposite direction from his house. This is an improvement from the last stage 

he said.  

AS asked what type of light would be used and sought confirmation that it would not be directed 

towards his property.  

PF confirmed that the lighting strategy has been put together by a lighting specialist who has 

reviewed the potential light spill, sky glow and glare impacts of the site.  

PF added that the normal environment in this area is intrinsically dark and care has been taken to 

maintain this where possible and avoid impacts in the small number of residential properties close to 

the site. The lighting will incorporate shields and shrouds to help ensure light is directed away from 

the woodland to the North and residential properties to the East of the site. He added that the 

lighting assessment has found that there will be minor adverse impacts during the production phase 

and potentially some during the drilling stage but that these can be mitigated.  

MB added that, once production is established it is expected that the site would be run by automatic 

safety control and there would be largely no requirement for lighting use.  

KO (on behalf of JS) asked what size tankers would be used for oil, water and waste.  

MB said that oil would be transported by 30,000 litre tankers and water would be in 20,000 litre 

tankers. Oil would be operating during production at a rate of between 1-3 a day depending on 

production levels and would be the same as those seen at petrol filling stations.  

OH asked about the community fund and how the amount available to the community was 

calculated.  

MA told the group that the amount in the fund is 1-2% of the revenue prior to costs coming off. He 

also added that the fund would be operated at arm’s length from the business and that people will 

be able to bid into that fund from the local and regional community for a range of defined uses.  

NM added that there may be a delay due to the postponement of local elections which is being 

discussed at the moment. If the elections were moved to July then the application would be delayed.   

HM added that currently councillors are being told to work towards May but warned that it could be 

delayed as long as October.  

NB asked NM if there were any plans for a live debate with regulators such as the Environment 

Agency, Oil and Gas Authority etc  

NM said that the council has a process in place to deal with these applications and has had no issues 

around transparency from the local community. Any responses from statutory consultees or the 

local residents are added onto the website and these are available to all.  



HG told the group that the site would require a variation of the permit and information around this 

would also be made available online.  

NB asked whether it is still the intention to build the production phase into the planning application.  

MA confirmed that this is the case.  

NM confirmed that if the application is complete and no further information is required, it would 

take two weeks from submission to publication on the website. The application would be published 

mid to late March therefore.   

MD requested Egdon’s code of ethics document.  

MA told the group that the company was not guided by a single code of conduct but had a number 

of operating guidelines to which they have to conform. These are issued in the company’s annual 

report.  

RS added that she would send MD a copy of these from the document.  

Next steps  

MA summarised the next steps as:  

• undertaking of the consultation from Monday 25th January  

• reviewing and preparing reports for the planning application 22nd February  

• planning the next CLG towards the end of March to maximise the information available   

  

  


