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Appendix 20 - – Copy of Feedback form for Statutory Consultation 



EMG2 Questions for response form

2.	Are you generally supportive of the principle of the scheme? 
Please give reasons for your answer

3.	Do you agree with the strategic context and justification for 
the scheme? Including proximity to the EMG1 interchange, 
and the Freeport designation?

4.	Are there any elements of the scheme that you would  
like to see changed? 

5.	Do you have any comments on the preliminary 
environmental information provided?

6.	Do you have any comments on the proposed retention of 
Hyam’s Lane within the scheme as a footpath and cycleway?

7.	 The scheme includes a new community park area, with 
proposed public access to that area. Do you have any ideas 
or suggestions of what features that area should include? 

8.	Do you think the proposed approach to landscaping and 
earthworks are appropriate, including use of the  
bunding to help screen the scheme from outside views? 

Name:						      Address:

1. How would you describe your interest in the scheme? (Please tick all that apply)

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

No

No

Other (please specify)

Local resident
Local elected representative
Owner of land affected by the scheme
Local business owner
Work locally

Regular visitor
Statutory organisation
Local interest group (please name them)

If you require more room for your answers please continue overleaf



By submitting this form, you confirm that you agree to us collecting, storing, 
and using your personal data in accordance with the General Data Protection 
Regulation (GDPR). You have the right to access, rectify, or erase your data at 
any time by contacting us at EMG2, PO Box 11382, Nottingham, NG2 9AU.

You can also submit any comments 
online via the ‘contact us’ page at: 
segro.com/slpemg2

9.	Please provide any additional comments that you would like to 
make on the scheme or on the consultation materials.
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Appendix 21 - Letters to NWLDC and Castle Donington Library depositing Consultation 
Material 



SEGRO Properties Limited
SEGRO (EMG) Limited 
12th Floor 
Two Friargate 
Station Square 
Coventry CV1 2GN 

SEGRO.com 
T: +44(0)2475 529730 

North West Leicestershire District Council 
Customer Centre 
Belvoir Road 
Coalville 
LE67 3PD 
BY COURIER 

3 February 2025 

Dear Sir / Madam 

East Midlands Gateway Phase 2 (EMG2) 

Proposals for a second phase of SEGRO Logistics Park East Midlands Gateway (EMG1) which 
is an existing nationally significant infrastructure development comprising a rail freight 
interchange and warehousing on land in the vicinity of Junction 24 of the M1 motorway to the 
north of East Midlands Airport  

Statutory Consultation from 3 February 2025 until 17 March 2025 

In December 2024, North West Leicestershire District Council (NWLDC) Customer Centre received and 
placed on display, a copy of the Statement of Community Consultation alerting residents to our 
emerging proposals for a second phase of the SEGRO Logistics Park East Midlands Gateway (EMG1), 
known as EMG2. EMG2 will comprise a multi-unit state-of-the-art logistics and industrial development 
delivering over 3 million sq. ft. of warehousing and advanced manufacturing on land within the East 
Midlands Freeport and creating circa. 4,000 new jobs and investment of over £325 million into the local 
area.   

We have placed newspaper adverts in the national and local press and written to statutory consultees, 
which include NWLDC, providing formal notification of the statutory consultation period which runs from 
3 February 2025 until 17 March 2025. The purpose of the proposed statutory consultation is to invite 
comments on our draft proposals. 

Please find enclosed three lever arch folders comprising a hard copy of the consultation material which 
is available to be viewed or downloaded from the project website (www.segro.com/slpemg2) and has 
also been provided electronically to local Parish Councils on USB memory sticks. The consultation 
material contains a large amount of information about EMG2 including drafts of documents which will 
be submitted as part of the application process for seeking consent for EMG2.  

Please can you arrange for the enclosed hard copy consultation material to be stored and displayed in 
the same way as the Statement of Community Consultation which you displayed previously.  

Consultation responses must be provided by 17 March 2025 by any one of the following methods: 

By Post: 

EMG2, PO Box 11382, 

Nottingham, NG2 9AU 

Online via the comments 

form at: 

www.segro.com/slpemg2  

By telephone: 

02475 529730 

Yours sincerely 

Segro 

SEGRO Properties Limited / SEGRO (EMG) Limited 



SEGRO Properties Limited
SEGRO (EMG) Limited 
12th Floor 
Two Friargate 
Station Square 
Coventry CV1 2GN 

SEGRO.com 
T: +44(0)2475 529730 

Castle Donington Library 
The Community Hub 
101 Bondgate 
Castle Donington 
Derby 
DE74 2NR 
BY COURIER 

3 February 2025 

Dear Sir / Madam 

East Midlands Gateway Phase 2 (EMG2) 

Proposals for a second phase of SEGRO Logistics Park East Midlands Gateway (EMG1) which 
is an existing nationally significant infrastructure development comprising a rail freight 
interchange and warehousing on land in the vicinity of Junction 24 of the M1 motorway to the 
north of East Midlands Airport  

Statutory Consultation from 3 February 2025 until 17 March 2025 

In December 2024, Castle Donington Library received and placed on display, a copy of the Statement 
of Community Consultation alerting residents to our emerging proposals for a second phase of the 
SEGRO Logistics Park East Midlands Gateway (EMG1), known as EMG2. EMG2 will comprise a multi-
unit state-of-the-art logistics and industrial development delivering over 3 million sq. ft. of warehousing 
and advanced manufacturing on land within the East Midlands Freeport and creating circa. 4,000 new 
jobs and investment of over £325 million into the local area.   

We have placed newspaper adverts in the national and local press and written to statutory consultees, 
which include Castle Donington Parish Council, providing formal notification of the statutory consultation 
period which runs from 3 February 2025 until 17 March 2025. The purpose of the proposed statutory 
consultation is to invite comments on our draft proposals. 

Please find enclosed three lever arch folders comprising a hard copy of the consultation material which 
is available to be viewed or downloaded from the project website (www.segro.com/slpemg2) and has 
also been provided electronically to the Parish Council on x5 USB memory sticks. The consultation 
material contains a large amount of information about EMG2 including drafts of documents which will 
be submitted as part of the application process for seeking consent for EMG2.  

Please can you arrange for the enclosed hard copy consultation material to be stored and displayed in 
the same way as the Statement of Community Consultation which you displayed previously.  

Consultation responses must be provided by 17 March 2025 by any one of the following methods: 

By Post: 

EMG2, PO Box 11382, 

Nottingham, NG2 9AU 

Online via the comments 

form at: 

www.segro.com/slpemg2  

By telephone: 

02475 529730 

Yours sincerely 

Segro 

SEGRO Properties Limited / SEGRO (EMG) Limited 
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Appendix 22 - Letters to Parish Councils distributing USB sticks 
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Appendix 23 - Summary of Responses to Statutory Consultation Main Themes Document 



 

Summary of the 
responses to statutory 
consultation – main 
themes

April 2025
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1 Introduction 

1.1 SEGRO Properties Limited and SEGRO (EMG) Limited (referred to as "SEGRO" or 
"the Applicant") are preparing to make applications to the Secretary of State for a 
second phase of the East Midlands Gateway Logistics Park ("EMG1") which is a 
Strategic Rail Freight Interchange ("SRFI") located to the north of East Midlands Airport.  

1.2 EMG1 is a nationally significant infrastructure development comprising a rail freight 
terminal and warehousing.  It was authorised by The East Midlands Gateway Rail 
Freight Interchange and Highway Order 2016 (SI 2016/17) ("the EMG1 DCO") and 
is substantially complete.  

1.3 The first application, the applicant for which is SEGRO Properties Limited, will be 
submitted pursuant to Part 5 of the Planning Act 2008 ("the 2008 Act") for a 
Development Consent Order ("DCO"). The second application, the applicant for which 
is SEGRO (EMG) Limited, will be submitted pursuant to Regulation 4 of the 
Infrastructure Planning (Changes to, and Revocation of, Development Consent 
Orders) Regulations 2011 (the "CRDCO Regulations") for a Material Change Order 
to the EMG1 DCO ("MCO").  

1.4 The proposed development for which the two applications are to be made is referred 
to as ‘East Midlands Gateway 2' or 'EMG2' and comprises the following elements:  

Within the DCO Application 

 EMG2 Main Site – a new multi-unit logistics/industrial development located south 
of East Midlands Airport and the A453, and west of the M1 motorway. This part 
of the site falls within the ‘East Midlands Airport and Gateway Industrial Cluster’ 
(EMAGIC) site, which forms part of the East Midlands Freeport designated by the 
Government in 2022; and  

 Highways Works – works to the highway network including significant 
improvements at Junction 24 of the M1 (referred to as J24 Improvements) and 
the road network interacting with that junction.  Due to the scale (and area) of the 
Highways Works, they represent an NSIP in their own right; and  

Within the MCO Application 

 EMG1 Works – the proposals include changes within EMG1, incorporating 
additional warehousing on Plot 16 together with works to increase the permitted 
height of the cranes at the rail-freight terminal, improvements to the public 
transport interchange and site management building.  



4 

2 Statutory consultation 

2.1 SEGRO formally consulted on its emerging proposals for EMG2 between 3 February 
2025 and 17 March 2025 (the "statutory consultation period")1.  

2.2 The six (6) week statutory consultation period was completed in accordance with the 
Statement of Community Consultation ("SoCC") published on 18 December 2024. 
The SoCC remains available to download on the EMG2 webpage – 
www.segro.com/slpemg2.  

2.3 SEGRO is in the process of preparing an Adequacy of Consultation Milestone 
("AoCM") document for submission to the Planning Inspectorate ("PINS"). The AoCM 
will set out the consultation activities completed by SEGRO, including informal non-
statutory consultation activities and other activities undertaken by SEGRO to raise 
awareness and consult with statutory consultees, key stakeholders, interested parties 
and members of the public before and during the formal statutory consultation period. 
A full list of the statutory consultees will be appended to the AoCM. 

2.4 A commitment was given in the SoCC to make available a summary of the main 
themes arising from the statutory consultation processes following the end of the 
statutory consultation period. This document has been prepared to give effect to that 
commitment.  

2.5 A more formal Consultation Report is being prepared and will accompany the DCO 
and MCO applications in due course. That report will provide more detail on the 
statutory consultation responses and how the Applicant has had regard to them in 
preparing the DCO and MCO applications to satisfy the requirements of the 2008 
Act and the CRDCO Regulations. 

3 Main themes  

3.1 The main themes arising from the responses received to SEGRO's statutory 
consultation are summarised in the Appendix to this document.  

3.2 Where a theme is specific to the DCO application or the MCO application then this 
has been identified. For clarity, references to the Environmental Statement ("ES") 
chapters are common to both the DCO and MCO applications as a single ES will 
cover both applications. 

4 Conclusion 

4.1 SEGRO is considering the statutory consultation responses received and is having 
regard to any relevant responses in developing its proposals for EMG2 in accordance 
with its duty set out in section 49 of the 2008 Act. Further engagement is also being 
undertaken where appropriate to better understand the issues raised in the statutory 
consultation responses. 

1 Statutory pre-application consultation was completed pursuant to section 42 of the 2008 Act and regulation 10 of the CRDCO 

Regulations and press notices were given pursuant to section 48 of the 2008 Act, regulation 14 of the CRDCO Regulations and 

regulations 13 and 22 of the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 
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4.2 The responses received to the statutory consultation will be set out and a response 
provided to them will be set out in full in the Consultation Report when it is submitted 
with the DCO and MCO applications. 
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Concerns that traffic at Finger Farm roundabout could be made worse (some 
respondents noted that there is already queuing traffic on A453). 

As above, traffic modelling is underway which will 
identify any issues so that they can be mitigated. 

Concerns that people who work at EMG2 could park in Diseworth. The scheme will incorporate adequate parking for 
those who work at EMG2. 

Whether the linkages to Hyam’s Lane could increase parking / road safety issues if it was 
open to cars. Requests made that Hyam’s Lane be closed to vehicular access.  

Respondents were also concerned that the retention of Hyam’s Lane as a footpath / 
cycleway could encourage workers to park in the village and walk up Hyam’s Lane to 
EMG2. 

The future use of Hyam's Lane and at Long Holden 
is being considered. 

Safety concerns around The Green junction, particularly how visibility is already reduced. 
The scheme could make matters worse if two vehicles are side by side. 

Other respondents suggested greater improvements to this junction and to the Grimes 
Gate junction, or not, because it will attract more traffic through Diseworth. This was also 
tied to rat running concerns. 

Traffic modelling is underway which will identify 
whether this could be an issue. 

Concerns about existing weaving / safety issues on the A50 heading north west from 
M1 Junction 24. 

As above, traffic modelling is underway which will 
identify any issues so that they can be mitigated. 

Safety concerns about entry from Derby Road (old A6) onto Junction 24 including about 
lane guidance and markings. 

Concerns that airport users are parking in Diseworth and that the scheme could make 
this worse. 

SEGRO does not believe that the scheme will 
contribute to this issue but is considering the 
matter.  
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Appendix 24 - Summary of individual public consultation responses 



SUMMARY OF INDIVIDUAL PUBLIC CONSULTATION RESPONSES TO STAGE 2 STATUTORY CONSULTATION  

Name Interest in the scheme Summary

PC1. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with need for warehousing and low paid jobs. Concerned about 
closure of Kegworth exit at J24 due to re-routing of HGVs from Refresco through proposed 
residential scheme. Local residents not being consulted on changes to roads/J24 – 
discussions are too high level.

PC2. Local Resident In support. Concerned about anti-social motorbike use on green space/bunding at EMG1. 
Suggests providing a dedicated trail area in EMG2 for motorbikes. Also suggests bunding 
to match building heights.

PC3. Local Resident Not in support. Concerns about litter around EMG1 and requesting implemented 
measures to prevent this occurring around EMG2.

PC4. Local Resident Not in support. Concerns about flash flooding from the proposal in combination with Isley 
Woodhouse proposals, particularly about how precipitation run off is dealt with.

PC5. Local Resident Not in support.  Area is being slowly destroyed by these developments. Will bring 
additional pollution, vehicles, noise, traffic to the area. Not aware of any great 
unemployment in the locality. Mitigation proposed will not change the harm.

PC6. Local Resident Not in support. Too much pressure on locality in general. Scheme should be smaller. 
Hyam’s Lane should be protected as footway.

PC7. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with the need for warehousing. EMG1 had a terrible effect on 
lives and lack of screening. Development will cause traffic. 

PC8. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and proximity to conservation village. Brownfield 
first. Concerned about drainage, ecology, nuisance parking, horse riding, light/noise 
pollution and litter. Suggests Hyams Lane to be upgraded to a bridle path/provide safe 
crossing for horses. 
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Name Interest in the scheme Summary

PC9. Owner of land affected 
by scheme

Not in support. Disagrees with need for local jobs or selection of Freeport. Suggests 
changing height, size and proximity of scheme to Diseworth. Concerns about biodiversity, 
noise & light pollution and air quality due to traffic will have impact on health. 

PC10. Local Resident Not in support. Concerned about security near to houses and more thought to be given to 
houses near perimeter.

PC11. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Warehousing taking away agricultural land for 
food. Biodiversity impact. 

PC12. Anonymous Local Resident Not in support. Remove the DCO and collaborate with community. CGIs need to show 
visual impact from all directions with a wider radius. 

PC13. Anonymous Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with the location. Brownfield first. Won’t provide for local jobs. 
Concerned about ecology and health.

PC14. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Does not want pedestrians/cyclists past their 
house on Hyams Lane. Suggests screening needs to be higher.

PC15. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and damage to environment. Flood management is 
inadequate - collaborative approach needed between SEGRO, Airport and DHL.

PC16. Local Resident Not in support. Dislikes building colours. Suggests as much screening/distance from the 
village and ensuring cars cannot access Hyams Lane. Concerned about management of 
community park, flooding and traffic.

PC17. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Suggests reducing ground level and increasing 
height of bunding, additional tree planting in CP.

PC18. Local Resident In support, but not on this scale. Disagrees with location. Bus services for employees, but 
none for local community. Supports CP, suggests benches and wildlife/heritage 
information boards. Screening not sufficient. 
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Name Interest in the scheme Summary

PC19. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for warehousing. Brownfield first. 
Concerned about cumulative impact, noise, light, pollution, loss of agricultural land, traffic, 
biodiversity loss, flooding. Height of bunding is too low. 

PC20. Local Resident

Work Locally

Not in support. Severe impact on residents and village. Concerned about Diseworth 
becoming a rat run and flood management. 

PC21. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with need for warehousing and low paid jobs. Concerned about 
screening, noise/light pollution, traffic, ‘rat run’, loss of wildlife, views, flooding, loss of 
green space. Suggests increasing size of CP. 

PC22. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Air/noise/traffic pollution primarily and loss of agri 
land and wildlife, drainage too. Supportive of CP and Hyams Lane. 

PC23. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with need for warehousing. Concerned about flood risk/drainage 
primarily and traffic.

PC24. Local Resident Not in support. Disagree with location. Suggests higher bunding. Concerned about 
security at CP, traffic, flooding, house prices.

PC25. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with greenfield location and loss of fields. Supports retention of 
Hyams Lane.  

PC26. Local Resident Not in support. Huge impact on community. Screening not sufficient. Concerned about 
traffic, biodiversity loss, crime. Lack of consultation. Need to improve transport – bus, tram 
extension

PC27. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with greenfield location and selection of Freeport. Sheds should 
be green rather than blue. Higher bunding, litter picking. 

PC28. Local Resident Not in support. Negatives outweigh benefits. Supportive of CP and landscaping – 
suggests an outdoor gym.

PC29. Anonymous Local Resident Not in support. Concerned about contractors using local village roads and drainage. 
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Name Interest in the scheme Summary

PC30. Anonymous Local Resident Concerned about increase of traffic on A453 and flood risk/drainage.

PC31. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with the need for warehousing. Concerned about flooding, 
highways works and access into Kegworth from J24. Suggests wider public transport 
improvements and solar panels.

PC32. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with the location. Concerned about biodiversity loss, visual 
impact of buildings, screening due to topography of village, flooding, traffic, noise.

PC33. Local Resident

Local elected 
representative 

Not in support. Disagrees with proximity to Diseworth. More separation wanted. Measures 
to stop cars using Hyams Lane. Supports landscaping but lower ground levels would be 
preferable.

PC34. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with need for warehousing. Concerns about climate change and 
end of life re-use of materials. 

PC35. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with greenfield location. Concerned about traffic, noise, 
pollution, flooding. Bunding should be higher, size of the scheme should be reduced.

PC36. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for jobs. Concerned about flooding and 
loss of agricultural land. Extend buffer to Diseworth. 

PC37. Local Resident Not in support. Concerned about loss of privacy and security due to CP backing onto 
property, and also light/noise pollution, ruined views and traffic. Would like a buffer zone 
between property and CP.

PC38. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about traffic, emissions, lack of 
consultation with the community. Insufficient screening. 

PC39. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Move scheme further away. Concerned about 
drainage, noise/air pollution. CP should have SuDS, benches, paths. Mounds should be 
higher. 

PC40. C.E Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about noise, traffic, flooding.
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Name Interest in the scheme Summary

PC41. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location, brownfield first. Concerned about highways, noise, 
light, flooding, proximity to village. Suggests public transport improvements and showing 
impact on Diseworth on CGIs. 

PC42. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about flooding, noise, light and traffic. 
Insufficient screening due to time it will take to grow. 

PC43. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location, brownfield first and need for jobs. Concerned 
about noise, light and air pollution. Suggests increasing noise reduction and height of 
bunding and reducing size of scheme. 

PC44. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about ecology, noise, flooding. 
Suggests reducing ground level of development to help with visual impact.

PC45. Local Resident Not in support. Concerned about biodiversity/ ecology and loss of agricultural land. 
Suggests making buffer as large as possible and protecting privacy of dwellings on 
boundary.

PC46. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about heritage, flooding, ecology, 
noise/light/air pollution, traffic and litter.

PC47. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and location of freeport. Concerned about 
light/noise pollution, flooding.

PC48. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about visual impact/screening and 
traffic (if village becomes a cut through when A453 blocked). Suggests mature tree 
planting. 

PC49. John Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about light pollution, loss of agri land, 
and HGV parking.

PC50. Local Resident Neither in/not in support. Disagrees with need for warehousing. Concerned about noise 
(cumulative) and light pollution, and traffic – more mitigation needed.
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Name Interest in the scheme Summary

PC51. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about noise/light pollution, biodiversity 
loss. Suggests moving as far from village as possible.

PC52. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about screening and visual impact, 
light/noise pollution, habitat loss, traffic, road safety and concerns village will be a rat run.

PC53. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with need for jobs and warehousing. Concerned about 
noise/light/air pollution, heritage and visual impact. Suggests a bigger buffer.

PC54. Anonymous Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with the principle altogether. Concerned about loss of agri land, 
habitat, noise, traffic.

PC55. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about ecology, loss of agri land, 
light/noise pollution, disruption during works. 

PC56. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for jobs. Suggests more biodiversity in 
CP.

PC57. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for warehousing. Concerned about 
flooding and ASB in CP. Suggests increasing bunding height, buffer distance, local bus 
route investment. 

PC58. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with need for jobs and warehousing. Concerned about loss of 
green space, noise, traffic, pollution and construction phase.

PC59. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with need for warehousing, and lack of jobs it will generate. 
Concerned about traffic and pollution, loss of green space.

PC60. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about traffic, light/noise pollution, 
insufficient screening. 

PC61. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about traffic, noise, pollution, ecology 
and loss of agri land.

PC62. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about flooding (size of water 
attenuation features), noise, landscape, ecology/biodiversity.
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Name Interest in the scheme Summary

PC63. Local Resident Not in support. Concerned about flooding and emergency vehicle access/turning circles.

PC64. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Not in accordance with local plan. Concerns about 
cumulative impact, traffic/parking impact in village and J23A/24, flooding, height of 
bunding and employee use of Hyams Lane.

PC65. Local Resident In support. Concerned about road safety, particularly where J24 to A50 goes from 2 to 1 
lane. 

PC66. Local Resident Not in support. Concerned about flooding and nuisance parking. Suggests traffic 
management to protect Diseworth being a rat run. 

PC67. Local Resident Unsure of support, but understands strategic justification. Disagrees with the need for 
warehousing. Concerned about J24 at Kegworth impacts. Suggests J24 should have 
flyover to M1 South so existing entrance for local traffic into Kegworth can still access.

PC68. Anonymous Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Suggests moving development to power station 
site.

PC69. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees on location and potential for job creation. Concerned about 
traffic, flooding and loss of agricultural land. 

PC70. e Local Resident Not in support. Should use brownfield site. Disagree with the need for jobs. Concerned 
about flood risk. Should include bridleways in ped/cycle route and barriers to stop 
motorcycles.

PC71. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location, scale and need for jobs. Impact on heritage and 
conservation area. Concerned about cumulative impact on flood risk, health and wellbeing 
of Diseworth residents, village parking from employees, height of bunding. Cumulative 
impact of development is not assessed. Suggests quiet lane designation on routes 
through Diseworth. 

PC72. Local Resident Not in support. Has suggestions re. highway improvements package 4 to reduce the rat 
running issues in Kegworth – concerned about safety and traffic.
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Name Interest in the scheme Summary

PC73. Local Resident Not in support. Scheme does not fit with conservation village. Mounding too low to screen 
visual and noise impacts. Retention of Hyams Lane as footpath is positive. 

PC74. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with the location. Brownfield first. Concerned about traffic and 
HGVs (A453/Finger Farm). Existing severe litter problems from HGV drivers. Landscaping 
insufficient to mitigate visual and light impacts. Suggests Hyams Lane as a bridleway for 
horses

PC75. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with the need for warehousing. Disbelief in drainage 
improvements. Concerns about heritage, traffic, parking, litter, screening, pollution. 
Supportive of community park – provide benches. Increase gap between Diseworth and 
schemes. Lots of qus relating to freeport, jobs, etc.

PC76. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with the location. Questioning selection of site for Freeport. 
Disagrees with community park. Concerned about impact on Conservation Area.

PC77. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with greenfield location. Concerned about public footpath 
running to the rear of property, particularly security and privacy. Concerned about 
screening.

PC78. Local Resident

Erewash Riders 
committee member

Not in support. Concerned about horse access and requesting provision of a 
bridleway/routes to ride horses safely due to a lack in the area.

PC79. Land Owner (adjoining)

Local Business Owner

In support. Agree with retention of Hyam’s Lane. Suggested the balancing ponds could 
have greater capacity. Funds should be allocated to improve The Green as it is unsafe for 
pedestrians/cyclists.

PC80. Local Resident Not in support. Concerned about environmental impact, loss of agri land, traffic/poor air 
quality and use of RFI.

PC81. Local Resident Not in support. Lack of engagement at consultation event. Disagrees with location. 
Concerned about impact on countryside/wildlife, noise/light pollution, traffic and property 
prices.
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Name Interest in the scheme Summary

PC82. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with the need and location. Concerned about the impact on 
environment screening. 

PC83. Work Locally In support. But concerned about lane widening, traffic from additional workers/events at 
Donington Park, flooding, anti-social issues, construction impacts of highway works.

PC84. Work Locally In support. But concerned about traffic impact and construction impact of highway works 
and the impact on businesses in the area, and drainage. 

PC85. Local Resident In support. Generally supportive of highway improvements, but concerned about cars 
cutting through Castle Donington. Suggests litter bins. 

PC86. Local Resident

Regular visitor

In support. Agrees with strategic context and justification. Concerned about footpath link 
from EMA Northern Trail to EMG1 bund as it becomes muddy in winter. Suggests putting 
gravel down.

PC87. Local Resident

Regular visitor

In support. Agrees with more employment opportunities. Supportive of scheme additions. 
Suggests having toilets at community park.

PC88. Anonymous Local Resident

Work locally

Unsure of support, but agrees with strategic justification. Suggests parking near bus 
interchange for higher access to PT or link to tram. 

PC89. Local Resident Not in support. Concerned about noise, pollution, traffic, visual impact and Kegworth 
highway works cutting through designated space. 

PC90. Local Resident

Protect Diseworth 
member

Not in support. Disagrees with location. Brownfield first. Concerned about traffic, flooding, 
landscaping, biodiversity. Suggests moving units further away to combat noise/light 
pollution and solar panels. 

PC91. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and scale. Concerned about impact on Kegworth 
from highways works. Landscaping is appropriate. 

PC92. Local Resident Concerned about highways, particularly J24. Suggests better signage at M1 J24 South 
slip for safety, as traffic regularly crosses over the 4 lanes at J24. 
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Name Interest in the scheme Summary

PC93. Anonymous Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and proximity to village. Concerned about traffic 
and drainage. Suggests making bunding higher.

PC94. Anonymous Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Overdevelopment in area. Concerned about traffic 
and flooding/polluted runoff. More screening would help with noise/light pollution. 

PC95. Local Resident Not in support. Concerned about traffic (J23a/24/24a) at Finger Farm, road layouts, road 
safety at A50 merge.

PC96. Anonymous Work Locally Not in support. Disagrees with need. Concerned about loss of agricultural land and 
highways works affecting designated land for sports pitches. 

PC97. Local Resident

Local Business Owner

In support. Agrees with strategic location. Brings wealth, employment and investment, 
supports infrastructure improvements in the area. Good mitigation/benefits package in 
place. Following EMG1 success.

PC98. Local Resident

Work locally

Not in support. Disagrees with scale and proximity to village. Concerned about noise 
pollution. Suggests night time noise restrictions.

PC99. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about extreme environmental impact, 
noise and air pollution, property prices. Suggests EMG1 reduced bus services through 
Diseworth.

PC100 Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with greenfield location and scale. Concerned about 
environmental impact, loss of agri land, traffic and landscape harm.

PC101 Local Resident

Work locally

Not in support. Disagrees with principle and location. Concerned about damage to 
village/wider area.

PC102 Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location, brownfield first and selection of Freeport. 
Concerned about height of bunding, movement of HGVs/traffic, and noise/light pollution. 
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Name Interest in the scheme Summary

PC103. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with need and location. Lack of consultation re. Freeport 
selection. Concerned about flooding, building heights and car use on Hyam’s Lane. 
Suggests moving scheme further and higher bunding. 

PC104. Local Resident Not in support. Concerned about flooding, traffic on A453 and loss of agricultural land.

PC105. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for local jobs. Concerend about 
overdevelopment, light/noise/air pollution, traffic impact, flooding, biodiversity loss, litter. 
Suggests higher bunding/more landscaping. 

PC106. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and proximity to conservation area. Concerned 
about traffic, screening, height of buildings, noise, flooding, pollution, heritage. 

PC107. Owner of land affected 
by the scheme

Not in support. Disagrees with location, need for local jobs, and harm to village. 
Concerned about visual impact, bunding, flooding, light/noise pollution, traffic, building 
heights, HGV driver behaviour.

PC108. Local Resident Not in support. Brownfield first, e.g. Power Station. Concerned about overdevelopment, 
noise/light pollution, flooding and traffic congestion on A453.

PC109. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and Freeport. Overdevelopment around Diseworth. 
Bunding too low. Concerned about proposed use of Hyam’s Lane, loss of PRoW and loss 
of horse riding routes.

PC110. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Brownfield first. Comments on ES Chapter 5 
(Socio-Economic). Concerned about noise/light pollution, traffic, height of bunding and 
Hyams Lane being cut through for staff.

PC111. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with principle. Concerned about height of bunding principally 
and environmental modelling. Suggests increasing height of bunding similar to EMG1. 

PC112. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for warehousing and jobs. Comments on 
content within ES chapters. Concerned about height of bunding/screening, traffic, air 
quality, biodiversity, flooding. Suggests greater separation distance.
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Name Interest in the scheme Summary

PC113. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with need for warehousing. Concerned about loss of agricultural 
land, building heights/design, screening, noise/light/air pollution, traffic, flooding. New jobs 
will not be created, just moved.

PC114. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location, brownfield first. Concerned about loss of 
biodiversity, traffic/rat runs (locally and wider M1/A50 network, nuisance parking, loss of 
agri land, flooding, light/noise/air pollution. No information on cumulative effect.  

PC115. Extremely concerned 
citizen

Not in support. Disagrees with scale and location. Lack of info on environmental impact 
from traffic and traffic modelling. Principally concerned about traffic and highway impact, 
but also screening and flooding

PC116. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Environmental information is inadequate and 
unrealistic. Concerned about house prices.

PC117. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about light/noise/air pollution, height of 
bunding and parking in the village and using Hyam’s Lane to access EMG2.

PC118. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location, lack of consultation with village and need for local 
jobs. Concerned about loss of agri land, screening, biodiversity, flooding. In conflict with 
Local Plan EC2(2).

PC119. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for local jobs. Data flawed. Concerned 
about traffic (J23a and Kegworth Bypass) and visual impact. 

PC120. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with the location and need. Concerned about noise/light 
pollution, traffic, flooding, misuse of Hyam’s Lane by employees, lack of screening, impact 
on conservation village.

PC121. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about building heights, height of 
bunding, village parking from employees, separation distance, noise/light pollution, 
flooding. 

PC122. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for warehousing. Concerned about 
flooding, height of bunding, solar panel provision, traffic, noise, pollution.
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PC123. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about light/noise/air pollution, traffic 
impact,  Suggests various improvements to the scheme, including no access from 
Clements Gate into CP. 

PC124. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location, need for warehousing and low-paid jobs. 
Incomplete environmental information. Concerned about screening/height of bunding, 
employee parking in the village, impact on conservation area, 

PC125. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about screening, loss of agricultural 
land, traffic (J23a/J24/A50), light/noise pollution, litter. 

PC126. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for warehousing. Brownfield first. 
Concerned about drainage, height of bunding, loss of agri land, traffic impact, 
noise/light/air pollution.

PC127. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about loss of agri land, height of 
buildings, ecology, screening, flooding, noise, building colour, traffic and HGV welfare 
facilities.

PC128. Local Resident

Local Business Owner

Not in support. Highways assessment is unrealistic. Concerned about additional traffic, 
especially on rural roads to south of the scheme.

PC129. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location, scale, surplus of development in area. Negative 
impacts from EMG1 – light/noise pollution, lack of screening from Kegworth side, anti-
social driving. Concerned this will be made worse with EMG2 and traffic impact.

PC130. Previous resident from 
nearby with local family

In support. Agrees with strategic location and proximity to air, road and rail links. Will boost 
Midlands economy. Traffic will not be majorly worsened.

PC131. Local Resident

Open Spaces Society

Not in support. CGI images are unrealistic. Hyam’s Lane should remain on LCC’s 
Definitive Map and footpath to be physically separated from cycle track. New PRoWs 
should be included on LCC Definitive Map
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PC132. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with need for warehousing. Lack of community benefit. 
Concerned about visual impact and screening, lack of services/facilities in village and 
overdevelopment in the area.

PC133. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with need for more warehousing as many units are empty. 
Concerned about insufficient screening. Scheme is not justified. 

PC134. Local Resident

Local Business Owner

Not in support. Disagrees with need for local jobs and warehousing due to surplus. 
Brownfield first. Concerned about loss of agri land, ‘new’ jobs, screening, 
light/noise/vibration/air pollution, potential rise in aircraft movement, health impacts. Not in 
accordance with LP Policy EC2(2).

PC135. Local Resident Not in support. Concerned about flooding, noise/light pollution, damage to countryside, 
employee parking in village. Suggests greater separation distance and additional 
screening with mature trees.

PC136. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need. Concerned about damage to 
countryside, pollution, flooding, ecology/biodiversity.

PC137. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for local jobs and warehousing. 
Concerned about height of bunding, noise/light pollution, flooding, traffic, nuisance 
parking, heritage, loss of agri land, height of buildings.

PC138. Local Resident Not in support. Concerned about traffic impact, damage to countryside, harm to wildlife.

PC139. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with need for warehousing. Concerned about traffic impact and 
lack of mitigation at Finger Farm, solar panels, screening, loss of agri land.

PC140. Local Resident Not in support. Concerned about loss of green space, biodiversity, water/air quality impact, 
landscaping mitigation. Lack of justification of scheme and local benefit. 

PC141. Local Resident Not in support. Concerned about traffic impact on local lanes, and road damage from 
HGVs. Scheme should be cancelled. 
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PC142. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with need for surplus warehousing. Concerned about traffic, 
biodiversity/ecology impact. Suggests that Hyam’s Lane/Community Park is fully 
accessible for pedestrians.

PC143. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with need for unskilled jobs. Concerned about damage to 
countryside, cumulative effect, traffic impact and employee parking in the village, height of 
bunds, CGI viewpoints, flooding, noise, litter and impact on conservation area.

PC144. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with need for warehousing, local jobs and overdevelopment. 
Concerned about height of screening, noise. Not in accordance with Policy EC2(2).

PC145. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with need for warehousing.  Lack of information on use, 
operation and working hours. Concerned about flooding, parking, rat runs, noise, dust, 
light pollution, loss of agri land and wildlife.

PC146. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for local jobs. Concerned about 
noise/light pollution, flooding, traffic, impact on conservation village, screening measures, 
loss of agri land.

PC147. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and overdevelopment of the area. Concerned 
about height of buildings and bunding, environmental impact including wildlife loss, traffic 
impact.

PC148. Local Resident

Parish Councillor 
(Lockington & 
Hemington PC)

Not in support. Overdevelopment of local area. Unit 16 should be moved due to impact on 
King Street Plantation woodland. Bunding/screening should be better than EMG1. 
Concerned about traffic and anti-social driving at EMG1, but sustainable transport 
measures should be enhanced.

PC149. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location, scale and need for local jobs. Concerned about 
traffic, visual impact, height of bunding, impact on conservation village, pollution, flooding, 
loss of agri land, litter, employee parking in village. Does not consider cumulative impact.

PC150. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about traffic, flooding, noise/light/air 
pollution, height of bunding and buildings. Mature trees to be included in screening.
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PC151. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and selection of Freeport. Brownfield first (e.g. 
Power Station site). Concerned about traffic, air quality, noise and water management, 
nuisance parking, height of bunding, light pollution.

PC152. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for warehousing. Brownfield first. 
Concerned about noise/air/light pollution, loss of agri land, height of bunding, biodiversity 
and impact on conservation area.

PC153. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for warehousing. Brownfield first (e.g. 
Power Station site). Concerned about employee parking at end of Hyam’s Lane, 
screening, flooding, lack of PVs.

PC154. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location, need for warehousing and low paid jobs. 
Brownfield first. Concerned about nuisance parking, height of bunding, landscaping 
measures, noise, pollution and flooding. 

PC155. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location, scale and need for jobs. Concerned about impact 
on conservation village, traffic, pollution, loss of agri land, noise, lighting and litter. Does 
not consider cumulative impacts.

PC156. Relative Not in support. Disagrees with location and selection of Freeport. Concerned about height 
of bunding, visual impact, traffic impact on A453/J23A/J24, noise/light pollution, flooding.

PC157. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and low paid/low skilled jobs. Brownfield first. 
Concerned about noise/light/air pollution, landscaping mitigation, employee parking in 
Diseworth and flooding.

PC158. Local Resident

Owner of Land affected 
by the scheme 

Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for local jobs and additional 
warehousing. Brownfield first. Concerned about bunding, screening, noise, heights of 
building, building colour, placement of yards. Suggests various improvements to the 
scheme.

PC159. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for local jobs and additional 
warehousing. Brownfield first. Concerned about bunding, screening, noise. Suggests 
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Owner of Land affected 
by the scheme

various improvements to the scheme, including water management, litter bins, retention of 
horse riding routes.

PC160. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about employee parking in Diseworth 
and use of Hyam’s Lane, landscaping, bunding, light/air pollution, flooding.

PC161. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for local jobs and warehousing. 
Brownfield first. Concerned about impact on conservation area, loss of agri land, height of 
bunding, lack of info on occupiers.

PC162. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Brownfield first. Concerned about impact on 
conservation area, rat running, about employee parking in Diseworth and use of Hyam’s 
Lane, earthworks, traffic, noise/air pollution.

PC163. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Brownfield first. Concerned about impact on 
conservation area, rat running, about employee parking in Diseworth and use of Hyam’s 
Lane, earthworks, traffic, noise/air pollution.

PC164. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Brownfield first. Concerned about impact on 
conservation area, rat running, about employee parking in Diseworth and use of Hyam’s 
Lane, earthworks, traffic, noise/air pollution.

PC165. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Brownfield first. Concerned about impact on 
conservation area, rat running, about employee parking in Diseworth and use of Hyam’s 
Lane, earthworks, traffic, noise/air pollution.

PC166. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Brownfield first. Concerned about employee 
parking in Diseworth and use of Hyam’s Lane, screening, ecology/biodiversity and impact 
on conservation area.

PC167. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location, need for local jobs and economic justification. 
Brownfield first. Concerned about height of buildings, screening, flooding, traffic, road 
safety and noise.
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PC168. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and overdevelopment in area. Concerned about 
damage to environment, landscaping, loss of agri land, traffic, air pollution, PV provision, 
ecology.

PC169. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location, need for local jobs and overdevelopment in area. 
Concerned about traffic, noise/light/air pollution, biodiversity loss, loss of agri land, 
heritage and cumulative impact.

PC170. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about loss of hedgerows and wildlife, 
traffic, flooding, employee parking, height of bunding, visual impact, litter, light pollution, air 
quality, crime.

PC171. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about noise/light pollution, traffic, loss 
of agri land, screening, flooding and rat running.

PC172. Local Resident Not in support. Concerned about global warming, loss of agri land and severe 
environmental impact.

PC173. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about environmental damage, 
noise/light/air pollution, traffic, actual job creation, flooding, height of bunding, accuracy of 
data.

PC174. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and selection of Freeport. Concerned about 
nuisance parking, noise/light/air pollution, heritage impact, lack of community benefits.

PC175. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for low paid jobs. Concerned about 
flooding, air/noise/water pollution, height of bunding, operating hours, litter, traffic. Greater 
separation needed.

PC176. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and low paid jobs. Concerned about height of 
buildings, road safety for pedestrians, height of bunding/screening, flooding and health 
impact. 

PC177. Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about flooding, building heights, visual 
impact, impact on conservation area, pollution. 
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PC178 Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about flooding, building heights, visual 
impact, impact on conservation area, pollution and lack of community benefit. 

PC179 Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for local jobs. Concerned about loss of 
agri land, height of bunding and buildings, lighting, noise/vibration, air quality, water 
management, HGV facilities, construction phase. Contravenes LP.

PC180 Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for more warehousing. Brownfield first. 
Concerned about loss of agri land, noise/light pollution, height of bunding, and loss of 
biodiversity.

PC181 Regular Visitor Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about loss of agri land, height of 
bunding, nuisance parking, traffic, visual impact.

PC182 Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for warehousing. Concerned about loss 
of agri land, traffic at A453, rat running, construction traffic through village, wildlife and 
water management.

PC183 Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for warehousing and local jobs. 
Concerned about lack of screening, loss of agri land, health impact, heights and design of 
building, vibration and flooding. 

PC184 Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Brownfield first. Concerned about loss of agri land, 
heritage, noise/light/air pollution, rat running and flooding.

PC185 Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for warehousing. Concerned about 
flooding and management of balancing ponds, traffic, noise/light pollution,  loss of agri 
land.

PC186 Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location. Concerned about loss of agri land, screening, 
health impact, heights and design of building, noise, vibration and flooding.

PC187 Local Resident Not in support. Disagrees with location and need for warehousing. Concerned about 
building heights, traffic, loss of agri land, heritage, PVs, flooding and traffic management 
around Diseworth.
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Appendix 25 - Example Email of 15 May 2025 
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Appendix 25A - Example Email of 16 June 2025 
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Appendix 26 – Example email of 26 June 2025 
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Appendix 27 – Newsletter 





Why We’re Holding Additional Consultation

What You Told Us – And How We’re Responding

From 1st July to 29th July 2025, we’ll be running a 
further round of consultation to give you the chance 
to comment on updated draft plans and documents, 
including updated and new environmental information.

We are doing this because we want to make sure 
everyone has the chance to review the updated 
proposals and to provide additional information before 
we submit our applications for a Development Consent 
Order and a Material Change Order, and to provide 
additional information requested by some respondents 
to our first found of consultation earlier this year.

You’ll be able to:

•	 View the updated plans and documents online

•	 Send us your comments by web form, or post (see 
the back page for details)

If you provided comments in February/March 2025 
we have received them and will be taking them 
into account (and referring to the issues raised in a 
Consultation Report in due course) - therefore you do 
not need to repeat them, unless you wish to  
do so.

We received a wide range of helpful comments 
during the statutory consultation between 3rd 
February and 17th March 2025.

Since then, SEGRO has undertaken further technical 
work on its proposals for EMG2 and used comments 
received to help refine its proposals. A summary of 
key themes arising from your comments has been 
published on the project website at (https://www.
segro.com/countries-repository/united-kingdom/
segro-logistics-park-east-midlands-gateway-2).

Proposed change - Development Consent Order Reason for the proposed change

1. Community Park - a detailed drawing of the park has 
been prepared, which includes a public right of way 
through it. The draft Development Consent Order has 
been amended to provide that the Community Park 
will be provided in accordance with the drawing.

The proposal to include a Community Park was 
welcomed but respondents asked that more 
detailed information be provided about what it will 
include, and that provision be made for a public 
right of way.

2. Landscaping bund – increased height of the bund 
along the western boundary of the EMG2 Main Site.

Respondents requested a higher bund to provide 
further screening to Diseworth and users of the 
Community Park.

3. Confirmation of HGV Parking and driver welfare 
facilities as part of the proposals to accommodate 
HGVs using EMG2, to be delivered early in the 
development of the Main Site.

In response to local comments about existing and 
future HGV parking capacity, and in response to 
wider strategic issues surrounding the supply of 
HGV parking and roadside facilities.

4. Long Holden – introduction of measures to limit 
vehicle access and removal of footpath link to the 
route from the middle of the EMG2 Main Site.

In response to concerns raised by respondents 
about car parking and potential for anti-social 
behaviour on Long Holden.

5. Mezzanine floorspace - provision of additional 
mezzanine floorspace for ancillary uses.

The further technical work undertaken 
demonstrates that the proposed increase in 
mezzanine floorspace is acceptable and does not 
create any additional impacts.

SEGRO.COM/SLPEMG2

Some of these changes are shown on the plans and 
images included in this newsletter. If you’re reading 
this online, the same plans and updated materials are 
available on the project website.

As a result of the above, SEGRO is proposing to make 
a number of changes to EMG2. 

See the Components Plan and Illustrative Landscape 
Masterplan included in this newsletter for the 
location of each of the below numbered changes.





Proposed change - Development Consent Order Reason for the proposed change

6. A453 from Finger Farm Roundabout to Hunter Road / 
EMG2 access junction – additional works to widen the 
A453 westbound exit of Finger Farm and increase the 
length of the two-lane section on the approach to the 
Hunter Road / EMG2 access junction.

The detailed traffic modelling now undertaken by 
SEGRO has shown that additional works to this 
section of the A453 are required.

7. M1 Junction 24 roundabout – more substantive works 
to the western side of the roundabout to (a) provide 
three lanes through the junction for traffic from the 
M1 northbound to the A453 towards Nottingham 
and (b) remove the left-turn lane from the A453 
Northbound to A50 westbound.

The detailed traffic modelling now undertaken by 
SEGRO has shown that additional works to this 
section of the roundabout are required.  
The removal of the left-turn lane follows dialogue 
with National Highways.

8. M1 northbound corridor before J23A and between 
J23A and J24 – changes to existing signs are now 
included to sign the A50 via the new exit at J24 and 
the minor amendments are proposed to the layout of 
the M1 between J23A and J24.

The signage changes are required to direct drivers 
to the new exit to the A50. The layout change 
follows dialogue with National Highways.

9. A453 / The Green minor highways works  
(west of Diseworth) – removal from the scope of 
proposed works.

The further technical work undertaken by SEGRO 
shows that the works are not required.

10. Electricity substation upgrade (located within EMG1) 
is now included within the EMG2 Works, and so 
applied for under the Development Consent Order, 
not the Material Change Order.

The power is required for the EMG2 Main Site.   
This change ensures clarity regarding the 
appropriate route to seeking consent.

Proposed change - Material Change Order Reason for the proposed change

11. EMG1 access works – the works to provide a 
signalised pedestrian crossing at the EMG1 exit are 
now included within the EMG1 works.

These works are associated with the provision 
of the drop-off lay-by within EMG1 and should 
therefore be undertaken as part of the EMG1 works.

What’s New? – Consultation materials

All of the draft application documents consulted 
upon in February / March 2025 have been updated 
and are being provided for comment. In addition, 
the following new or updated draft documents will 
be available for comment:

•	 Additional Environmental Statement (ES) material 
including draft Chapter 4 Alternatives, draft 
Chapter 6 Traffic and Transport, and draft Chapter 
21 Cumulative Impacts

• 	 Draft Transport Assessment

•  	Technical Appendices to Environmental  
Statement chapters

• 	 Proposed Community Park plan and  
additional details

SEGRO.COM/SLPEMG2
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Appendix 28 –  SEGRO letter of 25 June 2025 



LEGAL02#116873634v1[JXR07]

«Title» «First_Name» «Surname» 
«Company» 
«Position» 
«Address1» 
«Address2» 
«Town» 
«Postcode» 

25 June 2025 

Dear Sir/Madam 

East Midlands Gateway Phase 2 (EMG2) 

Proposals for a second phase of SEGRO Logistics Park East Midlands Gateway (EMG1) which 

is an existing nationally significant infrastructure development comprising a rail freight 

interchange and warehousing on land in the vicinity of Junction 24 of the M1 motorway to the 

north of East Midlands Airport authorised by The East Midlands Gateway Rail Freight 

Interchange and Highway Order 2016 (EMG1 DCO) 

Additional Consultation from 1 July 2025 to 29 July 2025 

The purpose of this letter is to update you on our proposals for a second phase of EMG1, which is 

known as 'East Midlands Gateway Phase 2' or 'EMG2', and to notify you of additional consultation that 

we are undertaking.  

Our Proposals 

Our vision is to create a multi-unit state-of-the-art logistics and advanced manufacturing development 

delivering over 3 million sq. ft. of warehousing and advanced manufacturing on land within the East 

Midlands Freeport and creating circa. 4,000 new jobs and investment of over £325 million into the local 

area.   

EMG2 is comprised of the following elements: 

 EMG2 Works - Logistics and advanced manufacturing development located on the EMG2 Main 

Site south of East Midlands Airport and the A453, and west of the M1 motorway, together with 

provision of a new community park and an upgrade to the EMG1 substation.

 Highway Works - Works to the highway network including the A453 EMG2 access junction works; 

significant improvements at Junction 24 of the M1 (referred to as the J24 Improvements) and works 

to the wider highway network including active travel works.

 EMG1 Works – Additional warehousing development at EMG1, known as Plot 16, together with 

works to increase the permitted height of the cranes at the EMG1 rail-freight terminal, improvements 

to the public transport interchange, site management building and EMG1 access works.

We propose to make two applications for EMG2 at the same time – an application for a development 

consent order (DCO) for the EMG2 Works and the Highway Works and an application for a material 

change order (MCO) to the EMG1 DCO for the EMG1 Works. The two applications will be made in 

Summer 2025. 
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Additional Consultation 

Earlier this year, we held a six-week public consultation event in February / March 2025 to gather views 

on our initial plans. We received a wide range of helpful comments. A summary of key themes arising 

from those comments has been published on the project website at:  

https://www.segro.com/countries-repository/united-kingdom/segro-logistics-park-east-midlands-

gateway-2 

Since then, we have undertaken further technical work on our proposals and used comments received 

to help refine them. As a result, we are proposing to make a number of changes to EMG2. Some of 

those changes are detailed in the enclosed newsletter. 

Given we are making changes, we have decided to undertake additional consultation because we want 

to make sure everyone has the chance to review our updated proposals before we submit our 

applications for a DCO and a MCO. We also wish to provide additional information requested by some 

respondents during our first found of consultation. 

All of the draft application documents consulted upon in February / March 2025 have been updated 

and are being provided for comment. In addition, the following new or updated draft documents will be 

available for comment: 

 Additional Environmental Statement material including draft Chapter 4 Alternatives, draft Chapter 

6 Traffic and Transport, and draft Chapter 21 Cumulative Impacts 

 Draft Transport Assessment 

 Technical Appendices to Environmental Statement chapters 

 Proposed Community Park plan and additional details 

All of the documents will be available to view or download on the project website at:  

www.segro.com/slpemg2 

Please note that, if you provided comments in February / March 2025, we have received them and will 

be taking them into account (and referring to the issues raised in a Consultation Report in due course) 

- therefore you do not need to submit them again, unless you wish to do so. 

Consultation responses 

Consultation responses can be provided using any one of the following methods: 

 By Post: EMG2, PO Box 11382, Nottingham, NG2 9AU 

 Online via the comments form at: www.segro.com/slpemg2 

To ensure your comments are considered, please ensure they are submitted by 29 July 2025. 

Yours faithfully 

SEGRO 

SEGRO Properties Limited / SEGRO (EMG) Limited

Enc. Additional Consultation Newsletter 
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Appendix 29 – Additional Consultation Feedback Form 
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Appendix 30 – List of Material Consulted upon for Additional Consultation 
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48.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 1 – Introduction 

49.  Appendix 1A - Draft Glossary 

50.  Appendix 1B – Section 35 Direction 

51.  Appendix 1C – Applicant's Scoping Report 

52.  Appendix 1D – PINS Scoping Opinion  

53.  Appendix 1E – Project Team 

54.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 2 – Site and Surroundings 

55.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 3 – Proposed Development 

56.  Appendix 3A – CEMP (relates to DCO only) 

57.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 4 – Alternatives 

58.  Appendix 4A – Location of Alternative Sites 

59.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 5 – Socio-economic 

60.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 6 – Traffic and Transport 

61.  Appendix 6A –Transport Assessment (in four parts) 

62.  Appendix 6B – Sustainable Transport Strategy 

63.  Appendix 6C – Framework Travel Plan 

64.  Appendix 6D – ES Chapter study area figure (core assessment) 

65.  Appendix 6E – 2028 PRTM v/c ratio plot figures (core assessment) 

66.  Appendix 6F – 2028 PRTM v/c ratio plot figures (residual assessment) – Not available 
for consultation 

67.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 7 – Noise and Vibration 

68.  Appendix 7A – Thematic glossary 

69.  Appendix 7B – Construction data 

70.  Appendix 7C – Operational data 

71.  Appendix 7D – Receptor plans 

72.  Appendix 7E – Monitoring plans 

73.  Appendix 7F – Monitoring equipment 

74.  Appendix 7G – Monitoring results and other data 
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75.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 8 – Air Quality 

76.  Appendix 8A – Model Verification 

77.  Appendix 8B – Dust Risk Assessment Methodology 

78.  Appendix 8C – Modelled Human Receptor Locations 

79.  Appendix 8D – Modelled Ecological Receptor Locations

80.  Appendix 8E – Diffusion Tube Monitoring Programme

81.  Appendix 8F – Traffic Data

82.  Appendix 8G – Human Receptor Concentrations and Impacts

83.  Appendix 8H – Ecological Receptor Impacts

84.  Appendix 8I – Mitigation

85.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 9 – Ecology and Biodiversity 

86.  Appendix 9A – Preliminary Ecological Appraisal

87.  Appendix 9B - Badger Report - Confidential and not publicly available for 
consultation 

88.  Appendix 9C - Bat Report

89.  Appendix 9D – Bird Survey 

90.  Appendix 9E - Invertebrate Report

91.  Appendix 9F – Otter and Water Vole Report

92.  Appendix 9G - Reptile Report

93.  Appendix 9H - Shadow Habitats Regulation Assessment (sHRA)

94.  Appendix 9I – Biodiversity Net Gain Report (in two parts)

95.  Appendix 9J – LEMP

96.  Appendix 9K – Bird Strike Hazard Management Plan

97.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 10 – Landscape and Visual  

98.  Appendix 10A – LVIA Criterial; inc. Visualisations and ZTV Methodologies 

99.  Appendix 10B – LVIA Figures (in two parts) 

100.  Appendix 10C – Arboricultural Assessment 

101.  Appendix 10D – Illustrative Masterplan and Cross Sections 
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102.  Appendix 10E – Landscape Effects table 

103.  Appendix 10F – Visual Effects table 

104.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 11 – Lighting  

105.  Appendix 11A – Lighting Strategy 

106.  Appendix 11B – Lighting Baseline Assessment 

107.  Appendix 11C – Lighting Receptor Locations 

108.  Appendix 11D – Obtrusive Light Calculation 

109.  Appendix 11E – Highways Lighting Strategy 

110.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 12 – Cultural Heritage 

111.  Appendix 12A – Built Heritage Statement 

112.  Appendix 12B – Archaeological DBA 

113.  Appendix 12C – Geographical Survey Report (EMG2 Main Site) 

114.  Appendix 12D – Geoarchaeological Report (EMG2 Main Site) 

115.  Appendix 12E – Fieldwalking Report 

116.  Appendix 12F – Trial Trenching Report 

117.  Appendix 12G – Heritage Receptors 

118.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 13 – Flood Risk and Drainage 

119.  Appendix 13A –Flood Risk and Drainage Study Area Figure 

120.  Appendix 13B –Surface Water Bodies Figure 

121.  Appendix 13C –EA Flood Zones Figure 

122.  Appendix 13D – EA Risk of Flooding from Surface Water Mapping Figure 

123.  Appendix 13E – Lockington Brook Flood Assets 

124.  Appendix 13F – Water Framework Directive (WFD) Screening

125.  Appendix 13G – Flood Risk Assessment – EMG2 Main Site

126.  Appendix 13H – Flood Risk Screening – Highway Works

127.  Appendix 13I – Flood Risk Assessment – EMG1 Works

128.  Appendix 13J – Sustainable Drainage Statement – EMG2 Main Site

129.  Appendix 13K – Sustainable Drainage Statement – Highway Works
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130.  Appendix 13L – Sustainable Drainage Statement – EMG1 Works

131.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 14 – Ground Conditions 

132.  Appendix 14A – Geotechnical Preliminary Risk Assessment (EMG2)

133.  Appendix 14B – Fairhurst Ground Investigation Report (EMG2) (in two parts)

134.  Appendix 14C – Fairhurst Minerals Safeguarding Assessment (EMG2)

135.  Appendix 14D – EMG2 Technical Note: Surface Water Sampling

136.  Appendix 14E – EMG2 Preliminary Sources Study Affecting LCC

137.  Appendix 14F – EMG2, Preliminary Sources Study Affecting National Highways

138.  Appendix 14G – Geotechnical Statement of Intent for Highway Works

139.  Appendix 14H – Addendum Minerals Safeguarding Assessment

140.  Appendix 14I – EMG1 Factual Ground Investigation Report

141.  Appendix 14J – EMG1 Factual Preliminary Ground Investigation Interpretative Report

142.  Appendix 14K – Minerals Scope Out Correspondence 

143.  Appendix 14L - Mining Remediation Authority email correspondence

144.  Appendix 14M – Figures

145.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 15 – Agriculture and Soils 

146.  Appendix 15A – Soils and Agricultural Land Quality Report 

147.  Appendix 15B - EMG2 Main Site Land Ownership Plan

148.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 16 – Utilities 

149.  Appendix 16A – Utility Assessment Report 

150.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 17 – Population and Human Health 

151.  Appendix 17A – Informal Scoping Exercise with LCC

152.  Appendix 17B – Population and Human Health Baseline

153.  Appendix 17C – Health Impact Assessment

154.  Appendix 17D – Equality Statement

155.  Appendix 17E – Baseline Study Area

156.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 18 – Materials and Waste 
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157.  Appendix 18A - Technical Note Justifying the Expanded Study Area in Consultation 
with LCC

158.  Appendix 18B - Updated Technical Note in Consultation with LCC

159.  Appendix 18C – Expanded Study Area Plan

160.  Appendix 18D – Site Waste Management and Materials Plan 

161.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 19 – Climate Change 

162.  Appendix 19A – Climate Change Policy Review 

163.  Appendix 19B – Greenhouse Gas Assessment 

164.  Appendix 19C – Climate Change Risk Assessment 

165.  Appendix 19D – Energy Report 

166.  Appendix 19E – Carbon Management Plan 

167.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 20 – Major Accidents and Disasters 

168.  Appendix 20A – Major Accidents and Disasters Long List 

169.  Appendix 20B – ES Risk Record 

170.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 21 – Cumulative Impacts 

171.  Appendix 21A – Identification of other development 

172.  Appendix 21B – Assessment Matrix 

173.  Draft Environmental Statement Chapter 22 – Summary and Conclusions 

174.  Draft Environmental Statement Non-Technical Summary 
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1 Introduction 

1.1 This Adequacy of Consultation Milestone (AoCM) Report has been prepared on behalf 

of SEGRO Properties Ltd and SEGRO (EMG) Ltd (referred to as ‘SEGRO’ or the 

‘Applicant’).  It relates to the proposed development referred to as ‘East Midlands 

Gateway 2’ (EMG2) and ‘the Scheme’. 

1.2 EMG2 is a second phase of the East Midlands Gateway Logistics Park (‘EMG1’) which is 

a Strategic Rail Freight Interchange (SRFI) located to the north of East Midlands Airport 

in North West Leicestershire. EMG1 is a nationally significant infrastructure 

development comprising a rail freight terminal and warehousing.  It was authorised by 

The East Midlands Gateway Rail Freight Interchange and Highway Order 2016 (SI 

2016/17) (‘the EMG1 DCO’) and is substantially complete.  

1.3 EMG2 comprises the following components: 

• EMG2 Main Site – a new multi-unit logistics/industrial development located south 
of East Midlands Airport and the A453, and west of the M1 motorway. This part of 
the site falls within the ‘East Midlands Airport and Gateway Industrial Cluster’ 
(EMAGIC) site, which forms part of the East Midlands Freeport ('Freeport') 
designated by the Government in 2022;   

• Highways Works – works to the highway network including significant 
improvements at Junction 24 of the M1 (referred to as ‘J24 Improvements’) and 
the road network interacting with that junction.  Due to the scale (and area) of the 
Highways Works, they represent an NSIP in their own right; and  

• EMG1 Works – the proposals include changes within EMG1, incorporating 
additional warehousing on Plot 16 together with works to increase the permitted 
height of the cranes at the rail-freight terminal, improvements to the public 
transport interchange and site management building.  

1.4 An application for a development consent order (DCO) is proposed to be submitted by 

SEGRO Properties Ltd for the EMG2 Main Site and the Highway Works.  

1.5 An application for a material change order (MCO) to the EMG1 DCO is proposed to be 

submitted by SEGRO (EMG) Ltd for the EMG1 Works.  

1.6 The applications for the DCO and MCO are proposed to be made at the same time to 

enable them to be determined together, and given the synergies and interactions 

between them have been presented as three elements of a single development 

scheme throughout statutory consultation. 
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Purpose of the AoCM 

1.7 This AoCM Report is intended to fulfil the requirements of the Nationally Significant 

Infrastructure Projects: 2024 Pre-application Prospectus (‘the Prospectus’) published in 

May 2024.  It sets out how SEGRO Properties Ltd has, in respect of the proposed DCO 

application, complied with the consultation and publicity requirements prescribed by 

Sections 42, 46, 47 and 48 of the Planning Act 2008 ('PA 2008'), associated provisions 

of The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 

(‘the EIA Regulations') and The Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms 

and Procedure) Regulations 2009 (‘the APFP Regulations') (as amended). It further sets 

out how SEGRO (EMG) Ltd has, in respect of the proposed MCO application, complied 

with the consultation and publicity requirements prescribed by The Infrastructure 

Planning (Changes to, and Revocation of, Development Consent Orders) Regulations 

2011 ('the Change Regulations'). 

 

1.8 The guidance in the Prospectus requires the following: 

“a written submission to the Inspectorate which establishes the consultation 

undertaken to date, confirms the approaches set out in the Statement of 

Community Consultation, and summarises the consultation responses and the 

way in which they are shaping the application” 

1.9 This AoCM Report is being submitted to the Planning Inspectorate ('PINS') in advance 

of the intended submission date for the DCO and MCO applications, and it follows the 

conclusion of the statutory public consultation undertaken by the Applicant between 

February and March 2025.  As required by the guidance in the Prospectus, this AoCM 

Report is provided to allow consideration by PINS (and the Applicant) of progress 

against the agreed Statement of Community Consultation (‘the SoCC’), and any 

additional engagement which may be required in advance of submission of the 

applications.   

1.10 The key local authorities for consultation about the SoCC for EMG2 are North West 

Leicestershire District Council ('NWLDC'), and Leicestershire County Council ('LCC').  A 

draft SoCC was shared with these two authorities on 18th October 2024, and responses 

to that draft were received by email and verbally from both within the required 28-day 

period.  These comments and suggestions led to changes being made to the final SoCC.  

The changes included: 

• Changes (a reduction) in the number of venues to accommodate hard copies of 

consultation material – reduced to two from a proposed three (removing the 

Applicant’s suggestion of posting a set at LCC's County Hall at the request of LCC);  

• Expanding the ‘core consultation area’ identified by the Applicant to ensure that 

communities likely to have an interest in the Highways Works around M1 Junction 
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24 (but with a less direct relationship with the EMG2 Main Site) would receive 

direct communication regarding the proposals and statutory consultation process; 

• Including additional local newspapers on the list for publication of statutory notices 

regarding the SoCC and for providing details about future consultation events, 

ensuring a wider coverage into parts of Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire as well as 

Leicestershire; 

• Amendments to ensure the SoCC was clear regarding the ways in which people 

could engage with the consultation process, with additional specific details 

included regarding the proposed consultation methods and timing.  

1.11 Having taken these various comments into account, the Applicant finalised and 

published the SoCC in December 2024.  A copy of the SoCC is attached to this AoCM 

Report at Appendix 1.   

1.12 The SoCC includes an overview of the informal pre-application engagement and 

consultation undertaken including that already completed at the date of publication – 

defined within ‘Stage 1’ of the consultation strategy while also defining the approach 

to the statutory consultation required (‘Stage 2’).    

1.13 The Applicant’s consultation and engagement strategy has consequently involved 

more than one stage, including informal engagement as well as statutory consultation 

covering a range of activities to ensure appropriate and meaningful awareness and 

opportunities to comment on and influence the emerging proposals.  This, and the 

results and outcomes of the consultation processes, will be set out in detail in due 

course in the Consultation Report which will form part of the DCO and MCO 

applications to PINS.  In the interim, this AoCM Report describes the consultation 

processes undertaken and identifies consultation outcomes which are informing the 

preparation and evolution of the proposals for the Scheme and the applications.   

1.14 This AoCM Report is structured as follows: 

• Pre-application consultation and engagement, including with NWLDC and LCC 

(Section 2); 

• Details as to how the statutory consultation was carried out, with reference to the 

adopted SoCC (Section 3); 

• Outcome of the statutory consultation process (Section 4);  

• Summary conclusions and next steps (Section 5). 
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development agenda. Initial contact was also made with the local MP, the local ‘action 

group’ (known as 'Protect Diseworth') and with individuals on behalf of surrounding 

Parish Councils in the vicinity of the EMG2 Main Site.  The Applicant also engaged 

directly with surrounding landowners, including East Midlands Airport, and other 

landowners with an interest within the EMG2 Main Site and immediate surrounds. 

2.7 Following early dialogue, and as an early action in beginning to prepare a planning 

application, the Applicant engaged in seeking formal pre-application consultation and 

advice from NWLDC (beginning in Spring 2022).  As part of this process of pre-

application engagement, the Applicant also requested in May 2022 a formal 

Environmental Impact Assessment ('EIA') Scoping Opinion from NWLDC regarding 

those initial proposals.   

2.8 A Transport Working Group ('TWG') was also created by the Applicant in March 2022 

in the context of the early planning application.  The TWG has met regularly since and 

includes local and national highways bodies (LCC and National Highways), and NWLDC 

as local planning authority to provide technical input and scrutiny of the work to 

prepare a Transport Assessment ('TA') as part of a planning application (or DCO) 

submission.  The TWG has been a key source of engagement on technical highways 

matters including methodology, data and assumptions to underpin the TA which will 

form part of the DCO and MCO applications.   

2.9 An EIA Scoping Opinion was provided by NWLDC in December 2022 having consulted 

with a wide range of consultees (statutory and local consultees and interested bodies).  

Following that Scoping Opinion, the Applicant team continued to progress the draft 

proposals, with ongoing pre-application dialogue with NWLDC, and with all relevant 

other consultees as they progressed work to undertake the EIA. 

2.10 The awareness raised, and comments received, during this process, alongside the 

technical work undertaken to progress an EIA and TA for the nascent planning 

application on the EMG2 Main Site, played an important role in setting the scene for 

the EMG2 proposals as now proposed. It provided a clear understanding of a number 

of key local issues and some concerns about the potential impact of development in 

this location, both from the community and other consultees, which played a direct 

role in informing the evolution of the proposals.   

2.11 The Secretary of State issued a Direction pursuant to section 35 of the PA 2008 in 

February 2024 which confirmed that development of the EMG2 Main Site is of national 

significance, and that it should be brought forward as such for determination by the 

Secretary of State via an application for Development Consent (as opposed to an 

application for planning permission to NWLDC).  Informal pre-application dialogue and 

engagement continued after the decision to promote the Scheme as a project of 

national significance, as did the formal pre-application dialogue with NWLDC who 
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remain an important consultee, and source of direction and information regarding 

local issues, concerns and priorities.  

2.12 The Applicant has continued to provide informal updates and briefings about the 

EMG2 proposals to the Freeport Board, as well as to local interest groups and bodies.  

This has included briefings to Parish Council representatives, including via the EMG1 

Community Liaison Group which has met regularly since soon after the approval of the 

EMG1 DCO (in 2015/16).  The Applicant has also met with representatives of the local 

interest group ‘Protect Diseworth’, and a local community-based group focused on 

local flood-risk issues.  An explanatory briefing session was also provided by one of the 

Applicant’s consultant team to the Parish Council to provide an overview of the DCO 

process (to aid the Parish Council’s understanding).  In addition, the Applicant has 

engaged with all relevant landowners, as well as occupiers of nearby EMG1 to help 

inform proposals about the proposed EMG2. 

2.13 Following the Section 35 Direction and the decision to proceed with a DCO application, 

a request for a Scoping Opinion was submitted to PINS in August 2024. As part of that 

process, consultees were consulted again and provided comments to PINS to inform 

its Scoping Opinion, which was issued on 24 September 2024.  Other technical work 

has continued, including the TWG referred to above. 

2.14 Therefore, in advance of the statutory consultation processes undertaken as required 

by the PA 2008, an extensive range of local engagement and consultation was 

undertaken by the Applicant over an extensive period.  As described above, this has 

included engagement and consultation of both a ‘political’ and ‘technical’ nature, and 

has ensured that the Applicant has been made aware of local views, concerns and ideas 

from a range of sources from the outset of the Scheme.  
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3 Statutory consultation 
 

3.1 This section of this AoCM report describes the statutory local and public consultation 

processes and activities.  It provides details of the procedural steps taken, the ways in 

which the Applicant engaged with local people and communities, and also provides 

details of the material consulted upon. 

3.2 Under section 47 of the PA 2008, the Applicant is required to consult with the local 

community, described as “people living in the vicinity of the land”.  Separate 

requirements under section 42 of the PA 2008 require the Applicant to consult 

prescribed consultee bodies and organisations, local authorities and persons with an 

interest in the land.   

3.3 Engagement and consultation with relevant consultees has been underway for some 

time regarding a range of technical topics and issues for development of the Scheme 

and assessment purposes, but, in addition to this, the Applicant consulted with all 

relevant consultees formally as part of the statutory consultation and engagement 

process. 

3.4 The statutory consultation required by sections 42 and 47 was held for a period of 6 

weeks from 3rd February 2025 to 17th March 2025, exceeding the required 28-day 

period. 

 
Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC) 

3.5 As described in section 1 of this AoCM report, a SoCC was published by the Applicant 

in December 2024 following consultation and dialogue with NWLDC and LCC about a 

draft. 

3.6 The SoCC details the Applicant’s proposed consultation strategy in respect of the 

proposed development including the statutory consultation identified as 'stage 2' and 

was prepared in accordance with section 47 of the PA 2008 and the accompanying 

guidance.  The SoCC is at Appendix 1. 

3.7 The consultation strategy focused on raising awareness about the proposals and 

consultation process with communities and people who both live and work within the 

local community of the proposed development.  While there was a focus on those 

living and working within the identified ‘core consultation area’ defined in the SoCC, 

the Applicant also undertook engagement and awareness raising activities which 

extended outside of that area.  

3.8 As committed to in the SoCC, newsletter leaflets were distributed in advance the start 

of public consultation across the extensive ‘core consultation area’ which included all 
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or part of seven parishes1. More than 7,350 newsletters were distributed to residential 

and business premises using Royal Mail.  The newsletter leaflet is enclosed at Appendix 

2.   

3.9 Following local reports that some streets in Diseworth (including Page Lane and Lady 

Gate), had been missed by the Royal Mail deliveries, newsletters were delivered by 

hand by the Applicant’s team to approximately 70 properties.  The Applicant was 

grateful to have had the apparent localised issue (with some addresses having been 

initially missed) drawn to its attention, and once aware, responded immediately.  

3.10 In addition, to further raise awareness of the Scheme and consultation process, 

newsletters were posted (and emailed) to Parish Council clerks in advance who were 

encouraged to post or display (physically and/or virtually) the newsletters on local 

display boards or community online fora.  These were sent to all Parish Councils in the 

‘core consultation area’ plus Melbourne Parish Council in South Derbyshire.  Clerks also 

received USBs containing consultation documents for their own use to aid their 

engagement in the process, as well as to support any local ‘hard to reach’ groups or 

individuals who might find it harder to access the same information online or via the 

hard copies deposited in Castle Donington Library, and at NWLDC’s Customer Centre 

in Coalville from the first day of the consultation period. 

3.11 As part of the wider awareness raising activity in advance of the formal start of 

consultation, the Applicant contacted a wide range of consultees and interested 

parties (individuals and bodies).  This was undertaken in writing (via email) to local 

elected members of both NWLDC and LCC to ensure advanced notice of the 

consultation process and key dates, including the dates of exhibitions, and the 

deadline for comments. 

3.12 Also, as required by the APFP Regulations and the Change Regulations, formal notices 

of the consultation were posted in local and national newspapers – an example is 

enclosed at Appendix 3.  These were: 

• Leicester Mercury on 31 January 2025 and 7 February 2025 

• Loughborough Echo on 31 January 2025 and 12 February 2025 

• Derby Telegraph on 31 January 2025 and 7 February 2025 

• Nottingham Post on 31 January 2025 and 7 February 2025 

• London Gazette on 31 January 2025  

• The Times on 31 January 2025  

 

3.13 In addition to these ‘traditional’ press channels, the Applicant also made use of its own 

website and social media channels to publicise the consultation regarding EMG2.  This 

 
1 The core area consisted of communities in the Parishes of: Long Whatton and Diseworth; Lockington 

cum Hemington; Isley cum Langley; Kegworth; Castle Donington; Breedon on the Hill. 
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was undertaken via a series of posts on Facebook and Instagram to promote the 

statutory consultation process, provide summary details of the proposals, and direct 

interested parties to the project website.  This was undertaken between 4th February 

and 4th March 2025, and data captured from the campaign shows adverts reached over 

260,000 people with the average person seeing the adverts twice.  A total of 409 

people clicked on the link from the adverts to access the project website which 

contained more information about the project and consultation process.  This is 

considered to have made a meaningful contribution to the overall dissemination of 

information and awareness raising. 

3.14 Consultees were able to comment via a range of means of communication, as set out 

in the SoCC, including: 

• Via email (using the online comments form on the project website); 

• In person at the consultation exhibitions – verbally, and by completing a 

comments form; 

• By post (via the PO Box) by sending completed questionnaires or other written 

correspondence. 

 

3.15 In addition, although not identified in the SoCC, through direct contact between 

members of the Applicant team and local consultees and groups, some queries or 

comments or requests for further information were emailed direct to the Applicant or 

their representatives. 

 
Consultation Exhibitions and Webinar 
 

3.16 The consultation exhibitions represented a key element of the statutory consultation 

process, enabling local communities and interested parties to not only review a range 

of material regarding the proposed development, but also engage directly to ask 

questions or seek clarifications with members of the Applicant team. 

3.17 The exhibition display boards were detailed and set out comprehensive information 

on a range of topics and issues regarding the proposals, and the ongoing EIA process.   

An electronic copy of the exhibition display boards was also posted on the project 

website on the date of the first exhibition. 

3.18 The two consultation exhibitions were held between 3pm and 7pm to ensure 

opportunities for working people to attend and were held in two different venues in 

the vicinity of the Scheme (Diseworth Village Hall on 10th February 2025, and East 

Midlands Airport, Hilton Hotel on 25th February 2025). The first venue was chosen 

following engagement with Protect Diseworth and in recognition that Diseworth is the 

closest community to the EMG2 Main Site. 
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3.19 The two exhibitions were well attended, with approximately 266 people attending in 

total, including 198 attendees at the first event in Diseworth. 

3.20 In addition, a consultation webinar was held later in the consultation period (on the 

evening of 4th March 2025) to ensure anyone unable to attend an exhibition, or anyone 

else who wished to engage online as opposed to in person, was able to see and hear a 

presentation from the Applicant team about the Scheme, and had the opportunity to 

ask questions.  

3.21 Six people registered in advance to attend the webinar, although only one person 

attended.  The webinar lasted approximately an hour, and a recording of the 

presentation and discussion, including answers to questions posed during the session, 

was posted on the project website. 

 

Statutory Consultation undertaken (Section 42)  
 

3.22 The list of bodies consulted under Section 42 (and Sections 43 and 44), and any 

category 3 parties is enclosed at Appendix 4. 

 
Summary of consultation undertaken compared against the SoCC 

 

3.23 As set out above, the Applicant undertook the consultation as described in the SoCC. 

3.24 There was a good level of engagement via the two in-person exhibitions, and a limited 

level of interest via the webinar.   

3.25 The consultation process generated the following by way of responses: 

 

• A total of 205 responses from members of the public, including:  

o 106 completed ‘hard-copy’ paper questionnaire response forms; 

o 97 online response forms via the website; and 

o 2 other emails. 

• A total of 29 responses from statutory consultee bodies. 

 

3.26 The table below summarises the key elements of the SoCC regarding the statutory 

consultee process, and the actions taken: 
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4 Responses to statutory consultation 
 

 

4.1 The Applicant is mindful of its duty to take account of responses to consultation and 

publicity (in accordance with Section 49 of the PA 2008).  As referred to above, a full 

Consultation Report is being prepared and will be submitted as part of the DCO and 

MCO applications and will include an explanation of how statutory consultation 

responses have been taken into account. 

4.2 Throughout the informal and non-statutory consultation and engagement, the 

Applicant has been seeking to respond to local issues and concerns raised by various 

consultees, and the proposed Scheme consulted upon during statutory consultation 

reflected changes and amendments in response to earlier input received.   

4.3 The Applicant has begun to review the initial feedback received through the statutory 

consultation process, and although that process is ongoing, it is clear from the work so 

far that there are consistent themes with issues being raised during the earlier, 

informal engagement and consultation. 

4.4 Over 260 people attended the consultation exhibitions, and 187 written responses 

were received from individuals (the public), with a further 29 written responses from 

consultee bodies. Having read all comments received, the key points and suggestions 

have been captured and are now forming the basis of discussion and review across the 

Applicant's project team to consider the points made.  Relevant issues will feed into 

the ongoing work to progress and finalise the application documentation and the 

iterative process of finalising the proposals, including giving consideration to whether 

there are further reasonable or necessary changes or clarifications required as the 

Scheme is finalised ahead of submission of the applications.  

4.5 In advance of the Consultation Report which will be produced in due course, the 

Applicant has prepared a summary of the main themes and issues identified through 

the statutory consultation process.  That summary is at Appendix 5 of this AoCM report 

and has been published on the project website.  The preparation of that summary of 

key themes and issues was itself a commitment in the SoCC, intended to aid interested 

parties by providing a precursor to detail to follow in the Consultation Report. 

 

Next Steps 

4.6 As part of its review of the responses received, the Applicant is following up in writing 

and in person with a number of consultees who raised key issues or queries, and a 

comprehensive Consultation Report will include an explanation of the issues raised 

and the Applicant’s responses to them, and will form part of the DCO and MCO 

applications in due course.   
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4.7 In addition, there is ongoing engagement with many statutory consultees regarding 

the ongoing technical work to refine or progress the various application documents 

and assessments, including completing elements of the EIA such as the TA.  A key focus 

of the ongoing engagement over the coming period in advance of submission of the 

DCO and MCO applications will be progressing Statements of Common Ground (SoCGs) 

with key consultees and stakeholders with a view to narrowing any issues and reaching 

agreement on the scope and content of the DCO and MCO applications. The Applicant 

is committed to finalising as many SoCGs as possible at or around the time of the DCO 

and MCO applications being submitted. 

4.8 The Applicant is satisfied that the statutory consultation undertaken was 

comprehensive and was undertaken in accordance with the SoCC.  As part of its 

commitment to ongoing consultation and engagement, however, the Applicant is 

giving consideration to whether there may be value in additional (non-statutory) 

consultation. 
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5  Conclusions 

 

5.1 This AoCM Report sets out how the Applicant has undertaken appropriate and suitable 

consultation in respect of its proposed applications for a DCO for the EMG2 Main Site 

and the Highway Works, and for a MCO to the EMG1 DCO for the EMG1 Works.  

Crucially, it demonstrates that the Applicant has undertaken a comprehensive 

consultation strategy as set out in and in accordance with the agreed SoCC. 

 

5.2 The engagement and consultation undertaken has seen use of a range of 

communication methods with a range of bodies and communities over an extensive 

period of time.  Implementation of the strategy built on the relationships and 

connections established by the Applicant from their involvement in delivering the 

successful EMG1 scheme, and as part of early work relating to an initially intended 

planning application on the EMG2 Main Site. 
 

5.3 The level of local engagement in the consultation process, notably at the consultation 

exhibitions, and the number of comments received to the statutory consultation 

process, indicates the successful nature of the consultation undertaken.  Over 260 

people attended the consultation exhibitions, and 187 written responses were 

received from individuals (the public), with a further 29 written responses from 

consultee bodies.  The online social media promotion reached a very significant 

number of people (around 260,000) and generated over 400 visits to the project 

website which contained full details of the proposals and consultation material. 

 

5.4 The Applicant understands the importance of local awareness of the proposals and 

consultation process to ensure people have the chance to review and comment on 

draft material, and through the combination of not only the Applicant’s direct 

activities, but also supported by the wider local activities and communication by the 

Parish Council and the local interest group (Protect Diseworth), there can be no doubt 

that there was an excellent level of local awareness, and engagement. As stated earlier 

in this AoCM Report, the Applicant is satisfied that the statutory consultation 

undertaken was comprehensive and undertaken in accordance with the SoCC.  

However, as part of that ongoing process, the Applicant is giving consideration to 

whether there may be value in additional (non-statutory) consultation to provide 

further updates and details on some key elements of the proposals. 

 

5.5 In summary, this AoCM report confirms that, in respect of the proposed DCO 

application, the Applicant has complied with the consultation and publicity 

requirements prescribed by Sections 42, 46, 47 and 48 of the 'PA 2008, the relevant 

provisions of the EIA Regulations and the APFP Regulations. It also confirms how the 
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Applicant has complied with the consultation and publicity requirements prescribed 

by the Change Regulations in respect of the proposed MCO application. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

What is this document? 

1.1 This Statement of Community Consultation ("SoCC") records how SEGRO Properties Ltd (the 

"Applicant") will consult the local community on its proposals for Phase 2 of East Midlands 

Gateway (known as "EMG2" or the "Scheme"). In preparing this SoCC, North West 

Leicestershire District Council ("NWLDC") and Leicestershire County Council ("LCC") were 

consulted on the Applicant's consultation strategy.  Comments and suggestions received have 

been discussed and changes incorporated into this final SoCC. 

1.2 This SoCC has been prepared in accordance with Section 47(1) of the Planning Act 2008 (the 

“PA 2008”)1 which requires applicants for Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects ("NSIPs") 

to “prepare a statement setting out how the applicant proposes to consult, about the proposed 

application, with people living in the vicinity of the land”. The Applicant has also taken into 

account the guidance on the pre-application stage for NSIPs2 produced by the Ministry of 

Housing, Communities and Local Government (the "Guidance”).  

1.3 This SoCC therefore sets out how the Applicant intends to consult the local community on its 

proposals, how people can learn more about the Scheme and engage with the process, as well 

as information about the statutory consultation process. Additionally, it sets out how the 

Applicant will have regard to consultation responses received. 

Overview of the Scheme 

1.4 The Scheme is a second phase of the existing and operational East Midlands Gateway 

("EMG1") which is a Strategic Rail Freight Interchange ("SRFI") located to the north of East 

Midlands Airport.  A SRFI is a large multi-purpose freight interchange and distribution centre 

connected by rail and road networks. 

1.5 An illustrative plan showing the location of the Scheme is shown at figure 1 below. 

1.6 The Scheme comprises three interrelated component parts as follows: 

 EMG2 Main site – A new warehousing and manufacturing employment park located 

south of East Midlands Airport and the A453, and west of the M1 motorway. This part of 

the Scheme falls within the ‘East Midlands Airport and Gateway Industrial Cluster’ 

(EMAGIC) site, which forms part of the East Midlands Freeport designated by the 

Government in 2022;   

 Highways works – Highways works to the strategic road network including 

improvements at junction 24 of the M1 motorway and the road network interacting with 

that junction; and  

 EMG1 works – Additional warehousing together with works to increase the permitted 

height of the cranes at the SRFI, improvements to the EMG1 public transport interchange 

and site management building. 

1 Available to view at: https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2008/29/contents
2 Planning Act 2008: Pre-application stage for Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects published on 
30 April 2024 and available to view at: https://www.gov.uk/guidance/planning-act-2008-pre-application-
stage-for-nationally-significant-infrastructure-projects 
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1.7 The Scheme has been identified as ‘nationally significant’ by a direction of the Secretary of 

State dated 21 February 2024 ("the Direction"), and should be subject to the same consenting 

process as an NSIP – also see the ‘planning process’ section below.   

Figure 1 – Site Location Plan 

Overview of the planning process 

1.8 NSIPs are dealt with via a different process to other major planning proposals.  Rather than 

submitting a planning application to the local authority to seek approval for the development, 

an applicant is required to apply instead to the Planning Inspectorate ("PINS") for a 

Development Consent Order ("DCO"). The application will ultimately be determined by the 

Secretary of State following consideration of a report prepared by the examining inspectors 

appointed by PINS on behalf of the Secretary of State.  

1.9 Information about the planning process which applies to the Scheme and NSIPs generally is 

available on the PINS website: http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/

1.10 Following receipt of the application for a DCO from the Applicant, PINS will consider whether 

the application is of a sufficient standard to be accepted. When considering whether to accept 

an application, PINS will invite the host local authorities to confirm whether or not the 

consultation process completed by the Applicant is adequate and conforms with this SoCC. If 

the application is accepted, then there will be the opportunity for interested parties to register 

and participate in the “examination” of the application. The examination is undertaken by one 

inspector or a panel of up to five inspectors known as the “Examining Authority” and is 
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predominantly a written process but often includes some oral hearings on specific topics. The 

final decision will be made by the Secretary of State following the examination and after 

receiving a report prepared by the Examining Authority. 

1.11 It should be noted that neither NWLDC or LCC are decision making authorities but they do have 

an important role and will be required to contribute to the examination process. The Applicant’s 

engagement with these authorities is set out in further detail in Section 2 of this SoCC. 

1.12 As part of the process for determining applications for development consent for NSIPs, the 

Government has prepared ‘National Policy Statements’ on a range of infrastructure 

development, including various types of Energy infrastructure, Transport, Waste, and Water.  

In 2024, the Government published an updated version of the ‘National Policy Statement for 

National Networks’ ("NPSNN")3 which includes specific policy guidance on SRFI developments.  

The NPSNN and more information can be found via the address in the footnote below, and on 

the PINS's website quoted above.   

1.13 There is also a link to the PINS website on the EMG2 webpage which is:

www.segro.com/slpemg2

3 The NPSNN is available here: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-networks-
national-policy-statement 
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2.0 THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT, SITE AND ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

(EIA)

2.1 The Applicant's proposals for EMG2 include additional logistics and manufacturing facilities 

incorporating a substantial logistics campus and co-located headquarters functions for Maersk 

(a global shipping and logistics company) on land south of East Midlands Airport. EMG2 will be 

integrated with improvements to the efficiency and freight handling functionality of the SRFI at 

EMG1. The development will also directly support delivery of the wider East Midlands Freeport. 

2.2 The proposed development is comprised of three elements. Each element of the Scheme is 

described in greater detail under sub-headings below. The following paragraphs also 

summarise the proposed consenting process for the three interrelated component parts which 

comprise the Scheme. 

The EMG2 main site 

2.3 The proposed development within the EMG2 main site is for a multi-unit logistics/industrial 

development together with supporting and co-located office functions. The parameters for the 

proposed development are likely to evolve and be refined further to reflect the outcomes of the 

environmental impact assessment ("EIA") and consultation processes. 

2.4 An application for development consent is to be made pursuant to section 37 of the PA 2008 in 

accordance with the Direction made by the Secretary of State.  The Direction confirmed that 

the Applicant's proposals for the EMG2 main site satisfied the criteria for business and 

commercial projects and should be treated as a development of national significance for which 

development consent is required. 

2.5 A development 'Parameters Plan’ will be submitted with the DCO application to define the key 

development principles and form the basis for the assessment of the development of the EMG2 

main site. A draft Parameters Plan will be included in the consultation documentation to identify 

the following components of the proposed development on the EMG2 main site: 

 A maximum of 300,000 sq.m. of employment floorspace (GIA), and an additional 

100,000 sq.m. of mezzanine floors;

 A series of Development Zones to the north and south of Hyam’s Lane where new 

employment buildings are proposed to be located together with supporting 

infrastructure;

 Maximum external building heights for each Development Zone. Maximum finished 

floor levels (FFL) will also be specified for each Development Zone;

 Vehicular access from the A453;

 Landscaping areas and buffers along the site boundaries including new and retained 

landscape features which will deliver biodiversity enhancements. This will include a 

significant landscape screen utilising earthworks bunding on the western and southern 

part of the site. Hyam’s Lane is proposed to be retained and provide pedestrian/cycle 

connectivity through the middle of the site. The landscape areas would include SUDs 

features;

 Provision of a new estate road serving the Development Zones; and

 A bus interchange terminal at the site entrance which replicates and builds upon the 

successful sustainable travel strategy for the EMG1 site.
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2.6 While the application will not seek approval for details of layout or design, an illustrative 

masterplan will also be consulted upon and be submitted as part of the application, to show 

how the site could come forward based on the Parameters Plan.  

Highway Works 

2.7 It is currently envisaged that, subject to further assessment, safety audits and agreement with 

highways authorities, the highway works required to facilitate the Scheme will comprise: 

 Provision of site access from the A453; 

 Potential improvements to the wider highway network; 

 Provision of a new shared footpath/cycleway along the A453 connecting the EMG2 

main site with facilities at EMG1. 

2.8 The proposed works to the strategic road network may qualify as a NSIP in their own 

right.  The Applicant is currently liaising with National Highways Limited, as strategic 

highway authority, to determine whether the works exceed the thresholds in section 22 

of the PA 2008.  Either as a highways NSIP, or not, the strategic highways works will 

be included as an integral part of the application for the Scheme. 

EMG1 works and Strategic Rail Freight Interchange improvements 

2.9 It is proposed to increase the functionality of the existing SRFI located within EMG1, to serve 

occupiers located at both EMG1 and EMG2 and enhance operational handling efficiency at the 

terminal.  The alterations to the SRFI at EMG1 are proposed to comprise: 

 Provision of up to 6.4ha additional warehousing comprising 25,000 sq.m. with 5,000 

sq.m. of mezzanine flooring (referred to as 'Plot 16') and/or additional open container 

storage area; 

 Improvements to the EMG1 SRFI to increase handling functionality and efficiency 

including through the provision of higher gantry cranes than consented under the EMG1 

DCO; 

 Expansion of the management suite to cater for the additional demand on management 

facilities resulting from EMG2;  

 Public transport enhancements including provision of EV charging infrastructure for 

buses and provision of a drop-off layby adjacent to the existing transport hub; and 

 Upgrade work to Public Footpath L57. 

2.10 An application will be made for a material change to The East Midlands Gateway Rail Freight 

Interchange and Highway Order 2016 pursuant to section 153 and schedule 6 of the PA 2008 

to authorise the proposed works at EMG1 ("Material Change Order" or "MCO"). 

EIA 

2.11 The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 require the 

development to be accompanied by an EIA.   

2.12 The environmental assessment work, presented in an Environmental Statement (“ES”), will be 

submitted as part of the application.  As progress continues in preparing the ES, draft ES 
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chapters will be used for consultation to serve as the ‘Preliminary Environmental Information 

Report’ (PEIR).    

2.13 As set out in Section 3 of this SoCC, the draft ES chapters will form part of the consultation 

processes to aid the ability of consultees to understand the Scheme, the emerging mitigation 

proposed, and its likely environmental effects.  As described below (see paragraphs 3.32 – 

3.35), different amounts of detail are likely to be available across topics to inform the various 

elements of the engagement and consultation activities proposed.  
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3.0 CONSULTATION STRATEGY

Introduction 

3.1 This section of the SoCC sets out the details of the consultation strategy.  It provides a summary 

of the early activity undertaken to date, as well as setting out the intended strategy for ongoing 

consultation whilst the application is being prepared which includes ongoing non-statutory 

consultation as well as a formal statutory consultation period. 

3.2 The Applicant’s consultation and engagement strategy involves more than one stage of 

consultation, including informal engagement as well as statutory consultation covering a range 

of activities to ensure appropriate and meaningful awareness and opportunities to comment on 

and influence the emerging proposals.  In addition, the Scheme’s origins as a planning 

application being prepared under the town and country planning process included initial 

activities undertaken with regard to consultee and community engagement. That dialogue 

represents part of the iterative process that has informed the DCO application and will be 

recorded appropriately in the Consultation Report which will accompany the application. The 

activities which have already been completed are described below within 'stage 1' under the 

heading "Early Engagement". This stage also identifies the ongoing and planned non-statutory 

consultation and engagement activities. 

3.3 Under section 47 of the PA 2008, the Applicant is required to consult with the local community, 

described as “people living in the vicinity of the land”. This SoCC details the Applicant’s 

proposed consultation strategy in respect of the proposed development including the statutory 

consultation identified as 'stage 2' and has been prepared in accordance with section 47 of the 

PA 2008 and the accompanying Guidance. For clarity, the consultation strategy will consider 

people who both live and work within the local community of the proposed development, and 

while this will focus on those living within the identified ‘core consultation area’ defined below, 

the Applicant will also undertake engagement and awareness raising activities in communities 

outside of that area.  

3.4 Separate requirements under section 42 of the PA 2008 require the Applicant to consult 

prescribed consultee bodies and organisations, local authorities and persons with an interest 

in the land.  Engagement and consultation with relevant consultees has been underway for 

some time regarding a range of technical topics and issues for development of the Scheme and 

assessment purposes, but, in addition to this, the Applicant will consult with all relevant 

consultees more formally as part of the statutory consultation and engagement process. 

3.5 The proposed consultation strategy will build upon the consultation and engagement the 

Applicant has already conducted with further consultation throughout the pre-application period. 

This multiple stage approach is shown in figure 2 below:   
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3.8 The Core Area includes the communities ‘in the vicinity of’ the land’ where the Scheme will be 

located and will form the focus of the single statutory consultation comprising stage 2. This 

stage 2 statutory consultation process is considered in further detail later in this SoCC.  

Figure 3: Proposed Core Consultation area:  

3.9 The Core Area includes all or part of the parishes of: 

 Long Whatton and Diseworth

 Lockington cum Hemington;

 Isley cum Langley; 

 Kegworth;

 Castle Donington;

 Breedon on the Hill.

3.10 Within the Core Area, individual properties will receive a posted awareness raising leaflet 

regarding the consultation process.  In addition, consultation events (exhibitions) will also be 

located within the Core Area.  It is this which differentiates the Core Area from other areas 

where there will also be other engagement and awareness raising via Parish Councils and other 

measures as set out below.  

3.11 The Applicant intends that Parish Councils both within and outside the Core Area are used as 

a key point of contact to help ensure wider awareness in the local communities in addition to 

measures and activity to engage directly with local people and communities.  As part of the 

approach, the Applicant will inform local elected members (and District and County Councillors 

whose divisions include part of the Core Area) and Parish Councillors within the Core Area of 

progress at relevant stages leading up to the application as a key part of its ongoing 

consultation. This will be done by offering and providing briefings and updates through email 

correspondence.  In addition, the intention is to provide electronic copies of the posted leaflet 

distributed by the Applicant to Parish Clerks. The leaflet will include details of the consultation 

which Parish Clerks can display locally to further ensure wider local awareness of the proposals 
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the exhibitions via a paper feedback form, or provide comments afterwards by letter or via the 

comments form on the webpage. They will be asked to respond within the consultation 

timeframe which will extend to 6-weeks (well in excess of the required minimum of 28 days). 

Webinar Session 

3.27 To increase accessibility for those unable to attend physical events, the Applicant will also 

organise an online ‘webinar’ session. A registration link for the webinar session will be provided 

on the EMG2 webpage and the Community Awareness Leaflet will explain and direct residents 

to the EMG2 webpage in order for them to register to participate in the webinar session in 

advance.  

3.28 The total number of webinars will, in part, be informed by the levels of demand and interest in 

attending, but a minimum of one is proposed and expected to last approximately 1.30-2 hours. 

It is proposed that the webinar will be held in the second half of the consultation period for those 

who were unable to attend an in-person event.  

3.29 The webinar session will use a format which is expected to include the following: 

 A weblink or similar that the local community can use to register in advance for the 

webinar; 

 The Scheme email address and EMG2 webpage where questions in advance of the 

webinar can be submitted by members of the public; 

 An email link will be sent to registrants in order to access the webinar; 

 A brief presentation on key elements of the proposals by representatives of the 

Applicant's professional team from a range of disciplines; 

 Questions posed prior to the webinar will then be answered by the Applicant's 

professional team; 

 Webinar participants will be provided the opportunity to ask further questions of the 

Applicant's professional team during the webinar, most likely via a written “question and 

answer” function during the event. These comments will be recorded and reported on 

in the Consultation Report submitted to the Secretary of State as part of the DCO; 

 A recoding of the webinar or summary Question and Answer (Q&A) of the event will be 

posted on the EMG2 webpage for review within 1 week of the webinar session. This 

summary is provided for those unable to attend the events and could be used by 

residents to inform their comments. 

3.30 If there is significant interest in attending the webinar, to keep numbers manageable, the 

number of webinars will be increased, and each additional session will be advertised via the 

EMG2 webpage.  A version of the same information boards, plus the same drawings and 

documents, as used during the public exhibitions will be available to support each online 

webinar and will also be available on the EMG2 webpage. 

3.31 Webinars are currently expected to feature on a weekday late during the 6 week consultation 

period in an early evening slot to avoid normal working hours (e,g, between 18:00-19:30). 

What we will consult on 

3.32 A principal purpose of the various forms of consultation as set out in this SoCC is to gain a 

further understanding of specific issues and concerns held by the communities close to the land 
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where this SoCC can be inspected online on the EMG2 webpage and also how hard 

copies can be viewed at the exhibitions, in deposited locations or requested. 

 Site notices (or similar notices) informing residents of the upcoming exhibitions and 

online webinars, as well as details of the EMG2 webpage, phone number and contact 

email address will also be displayed in locations around the site, including at the 

existing EMG1 employment site which is known to employ people from across a large 

number of local communities. The site notices will be displayed before the start of the 

statutory consultation period, and the Applicant will ensure Parish Councils receive 

copies of notices with a view to them displaying them locally if they are able. 

 Social Media and other online platforms, the Applicant will make use of their existing 

‘X’ and LinkedIn channels to raise awareness of key milestones and events during the 

consultation and planning process, and direct people to the EMG2 webpage for details 

and more frequent updates. 

 Information about the consultation will also be uploaded on to the EMG2 webpage 

in advance of the start of the statutory consultation period.   

3.37 This approach will ensure notices appear in the local press in the immediate vicinity of the 

proposed development, but also in other communities well beyond that immediate area.  

Notices will be included in the newspaper publications online if possible.   

3.38 In addition, as referred to above, all consultation information, including details of exhibitions will 

be available to the public on the EMG2 webpage. This webpage will be kept regularly updated 

with new information or documentation added to it.   

3.39 Respondees will be able to submit representations and comments via the following methods:  

 By hand (or post – see below) via a printed comments form available at the public 

exhibitions; 

 Online via the comments form on the EMG2 webpage: www.segro.com/slpemg2

 By post to a PO Box to be established for the statutory consultation period; 

 By telephone: 02475 529730; 

 In person at the public exhibitions described above; 

 During the online webinar.  

Community awareness leaflet  

3.40 In advance of the start of the statutory consultation period, a community awareness leaflet will 

be delivered to every residential and business address within the Core Area.   

3.41 This leaflet will provide a summary of the development proposals, give details of where 

documents and information can be viewed, including the forthcoming exhibitions and online 

webinar events. The leaflet will also include the webpage address as well as a phone number 

and email address for residents who wish to contact the Applicant's team with any queries.  In 

addition, copies of the community awareness leaflet will be made available at the public 

exhibitions.  
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3.42 Copies of the leaflet will also be shared with the Parish Councils inside and outside the Core 

Area both in hard copy and electronically, to ensure wider awareness of the consultation 

process in other communities. 

Consultation documents placed in accessible public locations  

3.43 It is proposed that copies of the consultation documents will be deposited as follows:  

a) Hard copies of documents, including the SoCC, will be available at NWLDC 

customer centre and Castle Donington Library, which is the nearest library to the site:  

North West Leicestershire 
District Council Customer 
Centre, 
Belvoir Road, 
Coalville, 
Leicestershire, 
LE67 3XF 

Castle Donington Library, 
101 Bondgate,  
Castle Donington,  
DE74 2NR 

b) 5 USB sticks containing all the consultation documents will also be provided to each 

of the Parish Councils in the Core Area both for use by the Parish Council, but also 

with a view to them being made available to the local community at the Parish Council’s 

office or at a village hall where practical to do so. More USBs can be made available 

to Parish Councils on request. USB sticks will also be available on request at the 

public consultation events.

c) In addition, if requested, consultation documents can be provided by the Applicant via 

a suitable file sharing webpage link, such as wetransfer. If there are particular issues 

with downloading, printing documents or viewing online, at the discretion of the 

Applicant hard copies of any specific documents requested can be made available 

subject to a small printing charge (50p per A4 sheet, 75p per A3 sheet and if plans are 

requested at a larger scale, a charge of £5 per plan will be made).  Cases of hardship 

will be considered on their individual basis and the Applicant may use its discretion on 

whether or not to charge for hard copies.

3.44 The Applicant will work with the local authorities and Parish Councils to ensure all 

documentation (including the Community Awareness Leaflet) is accessible to any identified 

harder to reach groups which represent people with protected characteristics under equalities 

law within the Core Area. This may include the provision of documents being made available in 

other formats as required, such as hard copies for those without computer access, large text 

format, or in braille. No harder to reach groups have been identified by the District or County 

Councils. As referred to above, for those with limited internet access, consultation documents 

will be available on a USB stick on request at the exhibitions, and by contacting the Applicant 

with name and address details.  

Social Media 

3.45 The Applicant will utilise its corporate social media platforms (X and LinkedIn) to raise 

awareness of key milestones and engagement events in the local community and allow a wider 

audience beyond the Core Area to be accessed.  This will ensure a wider reach both 



EMG2 
Statement of Community Consultation  

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

19 

geographically, but also demographically, with social media more likely to reach many younger 

groups and communities than traditional press adverts or notices. 

3.46 The social media channels will be used to publicise the statutory consultation period and key 

milestones, and will direct people to the EMG2 webpage for more details about the proposals 

and the process. Social media users will have the option to “follow” these channels to be kept 

up to date about the proposals.  

Other meetings  

3.47 Where appropriate opportunities arise, the Applicant will attend local meetings to discuss the 

proposals, such as those held by local authorities or Parish Councils, particularly where this 

would supplement the consultation exhibitions and further enhance engagement and 

awareness of the proposals. This would represent a continuation of the engagement activity 

already underway. 

When we will consult and for how long 

3.48 Non-statutory consultation and engagement is ongoing and will continue with key stakeholders 

up to the submission of the DCO and MCO applications (see figure 2, paragraph 3.16 and table 

1 above).  

3.49 The statutory consultation is currently planned to commence in February 2025 for a period 

of 6 weeks. This is significantly greater than the statutory minimum requirement of a 28-day 

period.   

Taking account of responses to the consultation and publicity (Consultation Report) 

3.50 Dialogue and consultation with a wide range of parties and stakeholders has begun and will 

continue throughout the period in advance of, and beyond, the statutory consultation process 

described in this SoCC. The ongoing engagement, non-statutory consultation and statutory 

consultation activities will be summarised in a ‘Consultation Report’ which is required by the 

PA 2008 to accompany the application for a DCO and will be submitted to the Secretary of 

State. 

3.51 The initial informal engagement undertaken by the Applicant has already directly informed some 

key aspects of the emerging design and composition of the Scheme. Early views, ideas or 

preferences expressed by local organisations and individuals have been considered and acted 

upon.  For example, the local importance attached to the existing route of Hyam’s Lane which 

runs across the site has been clearly expressed through the initial engagement undertaken, 

and so early design proposals which included the route being diverted have since been 

replaced and the proposals now see Hyam’s Lane retained without diversion from its current 

alignment.  Similarly, early (and ongoing) engagement with local bus operators has directly 

helped inform how sustainable transport measures and accessibility is being incorporated into 

the development proposals.

3.52 Further comments and representations received through the Statutory Consultation stage will 

be properly recorded and  considered by the Applicant to inform the evolution of the Scheme.  

Comments will be summarised and reported in the ‘Consultation Report’ which will be submitted 

to the Secretary of State as part of the DCO application. Where appropriate, the Applicant will 
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respond directly to the points made or questions asked, particularly where specific proposals 

or amendments are suggested. An explanation of how consultation input and representations 

received have shaped and influenced the proposed development will be provided in the 

Consultation Report. A summary of main themes arising from consultation with the local 

community will also be published on the EMG2 webpage 4 to 6 weeks after the consultation 

period closes.

3.53 The third stage of public consultation will be undertaken by PINS after the application has been 

submitted and accepted, and this is split into two parts.

3.54 Firstly, within the ‘Pre-examination’ stage, members of the public are able to register with PINS 

to become an ‘Interested Party’ by making a Relevant Representation. A Relevant 

Representation is a written summary of a person’s views on an application. All Interested 

Parties are invited to attend a Preliminary Meeting which is run and chaired by the Examining 

Authority appointed by PINS.  

3.55 Secondly, during the Examination stage, Interested Parties who have registered by making a 

Relevant Representation are invited to provide more details of their views in writing, and some 

may be invited to participate in the Examination hearings by the Examining Authority. 

Application Submission 
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EMG_NoM_01   Mr Thomas Hornby Graham 
Cooper 

Grange Farm 
Exton 
Oakham 
LE15 8BN 

Dear Sir 

    
EMG_NoM_02 The Chief 

Executive 

The Very Group Limited First Floor Skyways House 
Speke Road 
Speke 
Liverpool 
L70 1AB 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_03 The 

Secretary 
Tarmac Aggregates Limited Ground Floor 

3 Bickenhill Lane 
Trinity Park 
Birmingham 
B37 7ES 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_04 The 

Secretary 
Sir Trustee 2 Limited 26 New Street 

St. Helier 
Jersey 
JE2 3RA 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_05 The 

Secretary 
Sir Trustee 1 Limited 26 New Street 

St. Helier 
Jersey 
JE2 3RA 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_06 The 

Secretary 
Severn Trent Water Limited 2 St. Johns Street 

Coventry 
CV1 2LZ 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_07 The 

Secretary 
Secretary of State for 
Transport 

Great Minster House 
33 Horseferry Road 
London 
SW1P 4DR 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_08   14 Grimesgate 

Diseworth 
Derby 
DE74 2QD 

Dear Sir 
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EMG_NoM_16   Woodhouse Farm 
Diseworth 
Derby 
DE74 2QQ 

Dear Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_17   21 Moira Dale 

Castle Donington 
Derby 
DE74 2PG 

Dear Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_18   Paddock House 

Chapel Lane 
Osgathorpe 
Loughborough 
LE12 9SX 

Dear Sir 

    
EMG_NoM_19 The Chief 

Executive 
North West Leicestershire 
District Council 

Council Offices 
Whitwick Road 
Coalville 
LE67 3FJ 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_20 The 

Secretary 
National Highways Limited Bridge House 

1 Walnut Tree Close 
Guildford 
GU1 4LZ 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_21 The 

Secretary 
National Grid Electricity 
Distribution (East Midlands) 
plc 

Avonbank 
Feeder Road 
Bristol 
BS2 0TB 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_22 The 

Secretary 
Moto Hospitality Limited Toddington 

Dunstable 
LU5 6HR 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_23   

 
14 Grimesgate 
Diseworth 
Derby 
DE74 2QD 

Dear Madam 
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EMG_NoM_24   
 

42 Garden Crescent 
Castle Donington 
Derby 
DE74 2PL 

Dear Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_25 

 
 

  5 Garden Crescent 
Castle Donington 
Derby 
DE74 2PL  

Dear Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_26 

 
 

  22 Moira Dale 
Castle Donington 
Derby 
DE74 2PG 

Dear Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_27 

 

  14 Barroon 
Castle Donington 
Derby 
DE74 2PE 

Dear Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_28 

 

  77 Moira Dale 
Castle Donington 
Derby 
DE74 2PJ 

Dear Sir 

    
EMG_NoM_29 

 

  14 Garden Crescent 
Castle Donington 
Derby 
DE74 2PL 

Dear Sir 

    
EMG_NoM_30 

 

The 
Secretary 

Maritime Group Limited Maritime House 
Clickett Hill Road 
Felixstowe 
Suffolk 
IP11 4AX 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_31 

  42 Garden Crescent 
Castle Donington 
Derby 
DE74 2PL 

Dear Sir 
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EMG_NoM_32 

The 
Secretary 

Maersk Logistics and Services 
UK Limited 

Plot 5 
Wilders Way 
Kegworth 
Derby 
DE74 2BB 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_33 

The 
Secretary 

Lockington Farms Limited Waynflete House 
139 Eastgate 
Louth 
LN11 9QQ 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_34 

The 
Secretary 

Litton (Donington) Limited Offices 5-7 
Lumford Mill 
Riverside Business Park 
Buxton Road 
Bakewell 
DE45 1GS 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_35 

  69 Moira Dale 
Castle Donington 
Derby 
DE74 2PJ 

Dear Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_36 

The 
Secretary 

Leonardo Hotel 
Management (UK) Limited 

245 Broad Street 
Birmingham 
B1 2HQ 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_37 

The Chief 
Executive 

Leicestershire County Council County Hall 
Leicester Road 
Glenfield 
Leicester 
LE3 8RA 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_38 

The 
Secretary 

Kuehne + Nagel Limited Waterview House 
Roundwood Avenue 
1 Stockley Park 
Uxbridge 
UB11 1FG 

Dear Sir or Madam 
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EMG_NoM_39 

  25 Eastway 
Castle Donington 
Derby 
DE74 2PN 

Dear Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_40 

  c/o Nelsons Solicitors Limited 
Sterne House 
Lodge Lane 
Derby 
DE1 3WD 

Dear Sir 

    

EMG_NoM_41 

  Iron Farm 
7 Grimesgate 
Diseworth 
DE74 2QD 

Dear Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_42 

  77 Moira Dale 
Castle Donington 
Derby 
DE74 2PJ 

Dear Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_43 

  Old Hall 
146 Main Street 
Melton Mowbray 
LE14 3TT 

Dear Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_44 

  49 Moira Dale 
Castle Donington 
Derby 
DE74 2PJ 

Dear Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_45 

  Old Hall 
146 Main Street 
Melton Mowbray 
LE14 3TT 

Dear Sir 

    

EMG_NoM_46 

The 
Secretary 

HSBC UK Bank plc 1 Centenary Square 
Birmingham 
B1 1HQ 

Dear Sir or Madam 
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EMG_NoM_47 

  
 

72 Sedlescombe Road 
London 
SW6 1RB 

Dear Sir 

    

EMG_NoM_48 

The 
Secretary 

GXO Logistics UK Limited Building 1 
9 Haymarket Square 
Edinburgh 
EH3 8RY 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_49 

The 
Secretary 

Games Workshop Limited Willow Road 
Nottingham 
NG7 2WS 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_50 

The 
Secretary 

Fred Sherwood & Sons 
(Transport) Limited 

47 Ashby Road 
Shepshed 
Loughborough 
LE12 9BS 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_51 

  62 Moira Dale 
Castle Donington 
Derby 
DE74 2PJ 

Dear Sir 

    

EMG_NoM_52 

  45 Moira Dale 
Castle Donington 
Derby 
DE74 2PJ 

Dear Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_53 

 

 
6 Langley Close 
Diseworth 
Derby 
DE74 2AH 

Dear Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_54 

The 
Secretary 

East Midlands International 
Airport Limited 

Pathfinder House 
East Midlands International Airport 
Castle Donington 
Derby 
DE74 2SA 

Dear Sir or Madam 
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EMG_NoM_55 

The 
Secretary 

East Midlands Airport 
Property Investments 
(Industrial) Limited 

4th Floor 
Olympic House 
Manchester Airport 
Manchester 
M90 1QX 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_56 

  36 Moira Dale 
Castle Donington 
Derby 
DE74 2PJ 

Dear Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_57 

The 
Secretary 

DHL Supply Chain Limited 251 Midsummer Boulevard 
Milton Keynes 
MK9 1EA 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_58 

  Old Hall Farm 
14 Grimesgate 
Diseworth 
Derby 
DE74 2QD 

Dear Sir 

    

EMG_NoM_59 

 

 
6 Langley Close 
Diseworth 
Derby 
DE74 2AH 

Dear Sir 

    

EMG_NoM_60 

  21 St Jame`s Square 
London 
SW1Y 4JP 

Dear Sir 

    

EMG_NoM_61 

  36 Moira Dale 
Castle Donington 
Derby 
DE74 2PJ 

Dear Sir 

    

EMG_NoM_62 

  Longmere Farm 
Longmere Lane 
Diseworth 
Derby 
DE74 2QG 

Dear Sir 
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EMG_NoM_63 

The 
Secretary 

Citicorp Trustee Company 
Limited 

Citigroup Centre 
33 Canada Square 
London 
E14 5LB 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_64 

  The Old Byre 
Grimesgate 
Diseworth 
Derby 
DE74 2QD 

Dear Sir 

    

EMG_NoM_65 

  
 

8 Herbert Gardens 
London 
W4 3RD 

Dear Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_66 

  
 

Hall Farm 
Church Street 
Lockington 
Derby 
DE74 2RH 

Dear Sir 

    

EMG_NoM_67 

The 
Secretary 

CF Trustees Limited c/o Browne Jacobson Llp 
15th Floor 
6 Bevis Marks 
London 
EC3A 7BA 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_68 

  Paddock House 
Chapel Lane 
Osgathorpe 
Loughborough 
LE12 9SX 

Dear Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_69 

  Platt House 
The Platt 
Amersham 
HP7 0HX 

Dear Madam 

    



EMG2 
‘Section 44’ NoM Postal List 31/01/2025 – Batch 1 

 

Page 10 of 12 

 

DocumentNumber TOPO Fullname Full Address Salutation Printed 100% 16% 6% 

EMG_NoM_70 

 

The Chief 
Executive 

Castle Donington Parish 
Council 

The Community Hub 
101 Bondgate 
Castle Donington 
Derby 
DE74 2NR 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_71 

 Ms Caroline Anne Cotton c/o Nelsons Solicitors Limited 
Sterne House 
Lodge Lane 
Derby 
DE1 3WD 

Dear Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_72 

The 
Secretary 

Cadent Gas Limited Unit 3 Pilot Way 
Antsy Park 
Antsy 
Coventry 
CV7 9JU 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_73 

 Mr Bryan Jarrom Woodnook Farm 
West End 
Long Whatton 
Loughborough 
LE12 5DW 

Dear Sir 

    

EMG_NoM_74 

The 
Secretary 

BCAP SG 7 Limited 26 New Street 
St. Helier 
Jersey 
JE2 3RA 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_75 

The 
Secretary 

Arvato SCM UK Limited Plot 10a Faraday Avenue 
Hams Hall Distribution Park 
Coleshill 
Birmingham 
B46 1AL 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_76 

The 
Secretary 

ARC 1 Limited Partnership 1 Bartholomew Lane 
London 
EC2N 2AX 

Dear Sir or Madam 
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EMG_NoM_77 

   45 Moira Dale 
Castle Donington 
Derby 
DE74 2PJ 

Dear Sir 

    

EMG_NoM_78 

The 
Secretary 

Amazon UK Services Limited Principal Place 
1 Worship Street 
London 
EC2A 2FA 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_79 

   The Old Byre 
Grimesgate 
Diseworth 
Derby 
DE74 2QD 

Dear Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_80 

The 
Secretary 

Threadneedle Curtis Limited Cannon Place 
78 Cannon Street 
London 
EC4N 6AG 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_81 

The 
Secretary 

UK Power Distribution 
Limited 

Eleanor House  
Queenswood Office Park 
Newport Pagnell Road 
Northampton 
NN4 7JJ 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_82 

The 
Secretary 

Zinc East Midlands Hotels 
Limited 

22 Grenville Street 
St Helier 
Jersey 
JE4 8PX 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_83 

The 
Secretary 

Wells Fargo Bank, National 
Association 

33 King William Street 
London 
EC4R 9AT 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_84 

The 
Secretary 

Waterloo Housing Group 
Limited 

1700 Birmingham Business Park 
Solihull Parkway 
Birmingham 
B37 7YD 

Dear Sir or Madam 
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EMG_NoM_85 

  43 Clarendon Drive 
London 
SW15 1AW 

Dear Madam 
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EMG_NoM_86 The 
Secretary 

CEVA Logistics Limited Ceva House 
Excelsior Road 
Ashby De La Zouch 
LE65 9BA 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_87 The 

Secretary 
Uniper Energy Limited Compton House 2300 

The Crescent 
Birmingham Business Park 
Birmingham 
B37 7YE 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_88 The 

Secretary 
Nestle Purina UK Commercial 
Operations Limited 

Haxby Road 
York 
YO31 8TA 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_89 The 

Secretary 
Harworth Group PLC Advantage House 

Poplar Way 
Catcliffe 
Rotherham 
S60 5TR 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_90 The 

Secretary 
Prologis UK Limited Prologis House 

Blythe Gate 
Blythe Valley Park 
Solihull 
West Midlands 
B90 8AH 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_91 The 

Secretary 
MAG Airport Limited Olympic House 

Manchester Airport 
M90 1QX 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    

EMG_NoM_71 

 Ms Caroline Anne Cotton c/o Nelsons Solicitors Limited  
Pennine House 
8 Stanford Street 
Nottingham 
NG1 7BQ 

Dear Sir or Madam 
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EMG_NoM_40 

 Mr John Cotton c/o Nelsons Solicitors Limited  
Pennine House 
8 Stanford Street 
Nottingham 
NG1 7BQ 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_92 The 

Secretary 
East Midlands Combined 
County Authority 

PO Box 8712 
Council House 
Corporation Street 
Derby 
DE1 9UG 

Dear Sir or Madam 

    
EMG_NoM_93 The 

Secretary 
East Midlands Freeport 
Limited 

County Hall 
Leicester Road 
Leicester 
LE3 8RA 

Dear Sir or Madam 
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1 Introduction 

1.1 SEGRO Properties Limited and SEGRO (EMG) Limited (referred to as "SEGRO" or 
"the Applicant") are preparing to make applications to the Secretary of State for a 
second phase of the East Midlands Gateway Logistics Park ("EMG1") which is a 
Strategic Rail Freight Interchange ("SRFI") located to the north of East Midlands Airport.  

1.2 EMG1 is a nationally significant infrastructure development comprising a rail freight 
terminal and warehousing.  It was authorised by The East Midlands Gateway Rail 
Freight Interchange and Highway Order 2016 (SI 2016/17) ("the EMG1 DCO") and 
is substantially complete.  

1.3 The first application, the applicant for which is SEGRO Properties Limited, will be 
submitted pursuant to Part 5 of the Planning Act 2008 ("the 2008 Act") for a 
Development Consent Order ("DCO"). The second application, the applicant for which 
is SEGRO (EMG) Limited, will be submitted pursuant to Regulation 4 of the 
Infrastructure Planning (Changes to, and Revocation of, Development Consent 
Orders) Regulations 2011 (the "CRDCO Regulations") for a Material Change Order 
to the EMG1 DCO ("MCO").  

1.4 The proposed development for which the two applications are to be made is referred 
to as ‘East Midlands Gateway 2' or 'EMG2' and comprises the following elements:  

Within the DCO Application 

 EMG2 Main Site – a new multi-unit logistics/industrial development located south 
of East Midlands Airport and the A453, and west of the M1 motorway. This part 
of the site falls within the ‘East Midlands Airport and Gateway Industrial Cluster’ 
(EMAGIC) site, which forms part of the East Midlands Freeport designated by the 
Government in 2022; and  

 Highways Works – works to the highway network including significant 
improvements at Junction 24 of the M1 (referred to as J24 Improvements) and 
the road network interacting with that junction.  Due to the scale (and area) of the 
Highways Works, they represent an NSIP in their own right; and  

Within the MCO Application 

 EMG1 Works – the proposals include changes within EMG1, incorporating 
additional warehousing on Plot 16 together with works to increase the permitted 
height of the cranes at the rail-freight terminal, improvements to the public 
transport interchange and site management building.  
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2 Statutory consultation 

2.1 SEGRO formally consulted on its emerging proposals for EMG2 between 3 February 
2025 and 17 March 2025 (the "statutory consultation period")1.  

2.2 The six (6) week statutory consultation period was completed in accordance with the 
Statement of Community Consultation ("SoCC") published on 18 December 2024. 
The SoCC remains available to download on the EMG2 webpage – 
www.segro.com/slpemg2.  

2.3 SEGRO is in the process of preparing an Adequacy of Consultation Milestone 
("AoCM") document for submission to the Planning Inspectorate ("PINS"). The AoCM 
will set out the consultation activities completed by SEGRO, including informal non-
statutory consultation activities and other activities undertaken by SEGRO to raise 
awareness and consult with statutory consultees, key stakeholders, interested parties 
and members of the public before and during the formal statutory consultation period. 
A full list of the statutory consultees will be appended to the AoCM. 

2.4 A commitment was given in the SoCC to make available a summary of the main 
themes arising from the statutory consultation processes following the end of the 
statutory consultation period. This document has been prepared to give effect to that 
commitment.  

2.5 A more formal Consultation Report is being prepared and will accompany the DCO 
and MCO applications in due course. That report will provide more detail on the 
statutory consultation responses and how the Applicant has had regard to them in 
preparing the DCO and MCO applications to satisfy the requirements of the 2008 
Act and the CRDCO Regulations. 

3 Main themes  

3.1 The main themes arising from the responses received to SEGRO's statutory 
consultation are summarised in the Appendix to this document.  

3.2 Where a theme is specific to the DCO application or the MCO application then this 
has been identified. For clarity, references to the Environmental Statement ("ES") 
chapters are common to both the DCO and MCO applications as a single ES will 
cover both applications. 

4 Conclusion 

4.1 SEGRO is considering the statutory consultation responses received and is having 
regard to any relevant responses in developing its proposals for EMG2 in accordance 
with its duty set out in section 49 of the 2008 Act. Further engagement is also being 
undertaken where appropriate to better understand the issues raised in the statutory 
consultation responses. 

1 Statutory pre-application consultation was completed pursuant to section 42 of the 2008 Act and regulation 10 of the CRDCO 

Regulations and press notices were given pursuant to section 48 of the 2008 Act, regulation 14 of the CRDCO Regulations and 

regulations 13 and 22 of the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 
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4.2 The responses received to the statutory consultation will be set out and a response 
provided to them will be set out in full in the Consultation Report when it is submitted 
with the DCO and MCO applications. 
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Concerns that traffic at Finger Farm roundabout could be made worse (some 
respondents noted that there is already queuing traffic on A453). 

As above, traffic modelling is underway which will 
identify any issues so that they can be mitigated. 

Concerns that people who work at EMG2 could park in Diseworth. The scheme will incorporate adequate parking for 
those who work at EMG2. 

Whether the linkages to Hyam’s Lane could increase parking / road safety issues if it was 
open to cars. Requests made that Hyam’s Lane be closed to vehicular access.  

Respondents were also concerned that the retention of Hyam’s Lane as a footpath / 
cycleway could encourage workers to park in the village and walk up Hyam’s Lane to 
EMG2. 

The future use of Hyam's Lane and at Long Holden 
is being considered. 

Safety concerns around The Green junction, particularly how visibility is already reduced. 
The scheme could make matters worse if two vehicles are side by side. 

Other respondents suggested greater improvements to this junction and to the Grimes 
Gate junction, or not, because it will attract more traffic through Diseworth. This was also 
tied to rat running concerns. 

Traffic modelling is underway which will identify 
whether this could be an issue. 

Concerns about existing weaving / safety issues on the A50 heading north west from 
M1 Junction 24. 

As above, traffic modelling is underway which will 
identify any issues so that they can be mitigated. 

Safety concerns about entry from Derby Road (old A6) onto Junction 24 including about 
lane guidance and markings. 

Concerns that airport users are parking in Diseworth and that the scheme could make 
this worse. 

SEGRO does not believe that the scheme will 
contribute to this issue but is considering the 
matter.  










