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   BARNSLEY
        

 Metropolitan Borough Council




APPLICATION No :2010/1429
  

LOCATION:  Land to the west of Hand Bank Farm, Off Mortimer Lane, Midhopestones
Proposal : Construction of a mine water treatment scheme including lagoons, ancillary plant and equipment, reedbed and drying bed
A copy of the screening opinion must be placed on the Part 1 Register



















  
























SELECTION CRITERIA FOR SCREENING SCHEDULE 2 DEVELOPMENT AS SET OUT IN SCHEDULE 3 OF THE REGULATIONS AND CIRCULAR 2/99



Does the development ie within a sensitive area as defined by Regulation 2(1)

Size of the development.  

Does it exceed thresholds in schedule 2 column 2?

Does it exceed guidance thresholds in Annex a of Circular 02/99


The cumulation with other development.  

Will the proposal be undertaken in conjunction with other 
Development? 

Will there be any cumulative impact?

Use of natural resources. 

 Will any natural resources be lost?  

If so, will the loss be significant?

Production of waste.  

Will the proposal generate waste?
Will this be significant in terms of impact on the site?
Will this be significant in terms of off-site impacts?

Pollution and nuisances;
Will the proposal cause any pollution/nuisance?
Will it be short term(eg during construction)?
Will it be medium term (eg for the first 12 months of use)?
Will it be longer term?

Are the impacts significant?

Risk of Accidents

Is there higher than average risk of accidents during construction?

Is there higher than average risk of accidents during operation? 

The environmental sensitivity of geographical areas likely to be affected by development 
Existing land use

Does the site have an existing landuse, if yes, what is it?

Is there an abundance of natural resources in the area?
Are they of high quality?
Do they have regenerative qualities?
Can the environment absorb the proposal having regard to wetlands, (coastal zones (not in Barnsley), forests, nature reserves, parks, protected areas, densely populated areas and historic/archaeological areas)?


The potential significant effects of development must be considered in relation to criteria set out under paragraphs 1 and 2 above, and having regard in particular to: 

Extent of the impact
How far will the impacts extend beyond the site?
What size of population will be affected?


Transfrontier impact
Any impacts beyond national boundary?

If so, what are they?

Magnitude and complexity of the impact
Are impacts of greater scale/complexity than other applications?

If so what are they?

Probability of the impacts
Are the impacts likely to occur (100%)?
Less likely to occur (50%)?
Limited chance (25%)?
Which impacts are unlikely to occur and why?

Duration, frequency and reversibility of the impact.

Will impacts last beyond construction phase?
Will the impacts be frequent?
Which impacts are reversible?
Which impacts are irreversible?
ADDITIONAL COMMENTS
Screening Opinion
1. Having examined Schedule 1 of The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (England and Wales) Regulations 1999, the proposal clearly does not fall within any of the descriptions of development.
2. Interpreting Schedule , the proposal falls under description of development (column 1) 10(i), ‘Dams and other installations designed to hold water or store it on a long-term basis’ or 10(n) ‘Groundwater abstraction and artificial water recharge schemes not included in Schedule 1’.


The question, therefore, is whether the proposed development is likely to have significant effects on the environment by virtue of its characteristics, location and the nature of the potential impacts? Government guidance in Circular 02/99: Environmental Impact Assessment, states that, in general, EIA will be needed for Schedule 2 developments in three main types of case:


a) For major developments which are of more than local importance; 


b) For developments which are proposed for particularly 
environmentally sensitive or vulnerable locations; and 

c) For projects with unusually complex and potentially hazardous environmental effects.
No part of the proposed development however, is located wholly or in part in a sensitive area as defined in regulation 2(1).  However, the proposal falls within 40m of the nearest Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI).  Spring Meadows, Alderman’s Head and Cow Croft Meadows is nationally important for its areas of species-rich unimproved neutral grassland.  According to Natural England, it forms the largest and finest example of traditionally managed unimproved neutral hay meadows in South Yorkshire.  As the proposal lies outside the SSSI, it is unlikely to have any direct impact on it.  The proposal will issue water into Spring Wood Brook which lies directly adjacent to the SSSI.  The treatment process is likely to improve water quality within the Brook.  Therefore, the scheme has the potential to improve biodiversity within, and adjacent to the SSSI and it is unlikely to have a negative impact.
The Little Don Stream Section SSSI is located approximately 800m to the west.  Whilst it is a site of international importance, the proposed scheme would issue water into Spring Wood Brook which, in turn, would issue into the Little Don River.  The SSSI is upstream of the proposed site and, therefore, would not have any impact on the SSSI.

The area of the site (red line boundary) exceeds the applicable threshold (1 hectare) in column 2 of Schedule 2 as it is 2.85 hectares. The proposed development, therefore, potentially requires an EIA.

There is guidance for both 10) (i) and 10 (ii) projects (indicative thresholds and criteria):
10) (i) – particular regard should be had to the potential wider impacts upon the hydrology and ecology, as well as the physical scale of the development.  EIA is likely to be required for any new major dam (e.g. where construction site exceeds 20 ha).

10) (n) – Developments of this sort can have significant effects on environments some kilometres distant.  This is particularly important for wetland and other sites where the habitat and species are particularly dependent on aquatic environment.  EIA is likely to be required where the area of works exceeds 1 ha.

It is not clear which category (above) the proposal falls within so both the above are considered applicable.  
Due to the scale of the development, the proposal is not considered to require EIA when measured against 10 (i) because the impacts on ecology and hydrology are considered acceptable and not environmentally significant (see later).  However, 10 (n) indicates EIA likely to be required where area of works exceeds 1ha.  In this case, the proposal is not significant ‘water abstraction’ in the traditional sense (i.e. it is not abstracting water from underground sources for irrigation or drinking water) and it is proposed to clean up ocherous mine water which currently pollutes nearby watercourses.  There is currently mine water discharge from two sources into Spring Wood Brook and, subsequently, Underbank Reservoir and Little Don River.  Therefore, the process is not considered to have the potential to provide any additional pollution issues regarding the surrounding watercourses as it is intended to alleviate these problems by removing ocherous content from the water.  
There are potential impacts in terms of increasing water levels and impacting on flow rates within Spring Wood Brook and the Little Don.  However, the flow rates are relatively small (discharge of between 12 and 15 litres/sec).  The proposal would require an Environmental Permit from the Environment Agency because it involves discharging water into a watercourse.  It is considered unlikely there would be significant environmental effects in terms of flow rate and discharge.  
In terms of location, as previously noted, the site is not in a sensitive area as defined in regulation 2(1).  The site does lie within the Green Belt and there are trees along the boundary of the site and a large area of woodland and a watercourse lies close and to the west of the site.  However, there are unlikely to be any significant impacts on ecology.  On the contrary, the proposal is likely to bring additional ecological benefits.  
The impact of the proposed development is also likely to include limited to vehicular movements which are likely to be very localised and restricted to the construction phase.  The impacts are not considered to be unduly complex or of a significant scale.
In consideration of the above and given the nature and scale of the proposal; it is unlikely to have significant effects on the environment and an EIA is not therefore required.  Additionally, the proposal has local water quality benefits and would help alleviate high content of ochre from within the local area.
Conclusion

It is considered that the proposal will not have significant environmental impacts within the meaning set out in The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (England and Wales) Regulations 1999 as amended.

Is the proposal in Schedule 1?





EIA IS REQUIRED


Schedule 1 development





Is the proposal in  Schedule 2 (column 1) or similar?





Is the development likely to have significant environmental effects by virtue of its characteristics, location and the nature of the potential impacts





Is any part of the development to be carried out in an environmentally sensitive area?





Grazing land associated with agriculture.





Characteristics of the potential impact





The Development would be not undertaken in conjunction with any other proposals.





YES





Characteristics of the development  








Does it exceed criteria in Schedule 2 Column 2 and/or Annexe A Circular 2/99(or similar)?





Former pit so coal in the area.





EIA not required  Not schedule 2 development 





EIA IS REQUIRED





  Yes.  Site area is 2.85 ha.





The development exceeds the threshold outlined in 10 (n) because it exceeds 1 ha.





NO





NO





YES





NO





YES        The proposal is SCHEDULE  2  DEVELOPMENT





NO





NO





Location of development





YES





YES





EIA not required





The site lies within 40m of a SSSI (Spring Meadows, Aldermans’ Head and Cow Croft Meadows).  However, the development itself would not impact on the SSSI.  The Little Don Stream Section SSSI is located approximately 800m to the west.  This is upstream and, therefore, the SSSI would not be affected by the proposal.





Areas of semi-improved grassland would be lost.  A few trees would also be lost.  However, no areas of designated nature conservation value.


The scheme offers to improve water quality.





No significant production of waste.  The proposal is to clean the ochre content of water.





Some noise and dust through construction phase.  No long term disturbance through the scheme.





No





The proposal will have an impact beyond the site as the scheme is to improve water quality.  Therefore, it has impacts (positive) on the surrounding watercourse network.





No





Once in place, the scheme relatively uncomplicated.





90%





Impacts likely to last indefinitely and should have a positive effect on water.
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Development Control Section
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