
Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations) 
2017 

 
SCOPING OPINION 

 
Application Site and Description of Development 
Extensions to the Areas Approved for Mineral Extraction and Landfill, 
Secondary Aggregate Recycling and Retention of the Material Recovery 
Facility 
 
AECOM have requested a scoping opinion and submitted a scoping report 
providing details of the proposed development, dated December 2017.   
 
A.T. Contracting & Plant Hire Ltd intends to make planning applications to: 
 
• extend the area approved for sand and gravel extraction to include land 
between the existing non-hazardous waste landfill and the A421 (Banbury Road); 
• extend the area to be restored following landfilling with non-hazardous waste to 
include land between Finmere Plantation and the area safeguarded for the 
development of HS2; 
• utilise the approved mineral processing plant for the recovery of secondary 
aggregate from incoming inert waste materials; 
• extend the area approved for the extraction of clay for use in on-site landfill 
engineering to include the land to the south of Foxley Fields Farm; and 
• continue the operation of the approved material recovery facility (MRF) until 
landfilling is completed. 
 
It is proposed to prepare a single Environmental Statement to assess the 
scheme as a whole to support individual applications for different elements of the 
scheme.  
 
Assessment  
 
General 
 
The Environmental Statement should be submitted as a separate document from 
the planning applications and would need to include the information as set out in 
Regulation 18 and Schedule 4 of the Town and Country Planning (Environmental 
Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017. Please find details in Annex 2. Also, in 
accordance with Regulation 18 (5) in order to ensure the completeness and 
quality of the environmental statement— 
 
(a )the developer must ensure that the environmental statement is prepared by 
competent experts; and 

(b) the environmental statement must be accompanied by a statement from the 
developer outlining the relevant expertise or qualifications of such experts. 



 
 
Oxfordshire County Council (OCC) recommends that the details requested by the 
specialist consultees, as set out in Annex 1, are incorporated into the 
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA).  
 
Mitigation measures should be described for the identified significant impacts. An 
assessment of the effectiveness of the mitigation measures should also be 
included. 
 
Other impacts that are not considered to be significant will not need to be 
assessed to the same level of detail as the impacts identified above. However, 
some detail will be required to indicate that they have been considered and why 
they are not considered to be significant. Mitigation measures should also be 
identified.  
 
The EIA should identify sensitive receptors, for example residential properties 
within close proximity, and consider the impacts on these.  
 
The Environmental Statement should cover the whole site, including all ancillary 
development and all the phases of the development, including restoration.  
 
 
Specific Chapters 
 
The Scoping Report states that it is proposed to assess the following topics in the 
EIA: 
 
• Air quality; 
• Landscape and visual; 
• Noise; 
• Ecology; 
• Transport; 
• Cultural heritage; 
• Soils; 
• Hydrogeology; 
• Hydrology; 
• Cumulative and combined impacts; and 
• Alternatives 
 
It is confirmed that these topics should be considered in the EIA as set out in the 
Scoping Opinion request subject to the following topic specific comments. 
 
 
 
 



Air Quality Chapter 
 
The County Council’s public health team have advised that sufficient information 
must be provided regarding how air quality will be monitored locally on an 
ongoing basis and how fugitive dust emissions will be mitigated during and 
outside of operating hours.  
 
Landscape and visual Chapter 
 
The County Council’s Environmental Strategy Officer has confirmed that the 
assessment should be made in accordance with Guidelines for Landscape and 
Visual Impact Assessment, Third Edition, IEMA/LI 2013.  The LVIA should 
include reference to the Oxfordshire Wildlife and Landscape Study (OWLS) and 
also appropriate district level landscape assessments.  Photomontages should 
be used to illustrate any identified significant landscape or visual effects. 
 
Please note the comments of the Arboricultural Officer regarding the tree survey 
information that will be required to support an application. Details of the 
protection measures for the high amenity value trees covered by Tree 
Preservation Order (No.17/2017) will need to be provided.   
 
Noise Chapter 
 
No advice has been received from the Environmental Health team at Cherwell 
District Council. They will be consulted on any planning application that is 
submitted.  
 
Ecology Chapter 
 
The County Council’s Ecology Officer has confirmed the need for this chapter 
and provided detailed comments on various points in the preliminary ecological 
report (see Annex 1).  
Potential impacts on ecology resulting from other assessments, including 
archaeological evaluation, should be considered.  
Potential impacts on Tingewick Meadows SSSI and Spilsmere Woods Local 
Wildlife Site therefore should be assessed. 
The EIA should assess potential impacts on priority habitats and protected and 
priority species across the site. Input should be sought from local experts, 
including BBOWT (Berks, Bucks, Oxon Wildlife Trust) and TVERC for species 
records.  
 
The EIA should answer the following questions:  
1. What species are involved?  
2. What is the population level (or area) likely to be affected by the proposal?  
3. What is the impact of the proposal on protected species/ UK BAP priority 
habitat?  



4. Is the impact necessary or acceptable?  
5. What can be done to mitigate the impact?  
6. Will a licence be required from Natural England? 
 
Surveys relating to badgers or certain bird species should be provided in a 
confidential annex. 
 
The EIA should state whether the proposed works have the potential to impact 
on a European protected species and result in an offence under the Habitats 
Regulations 2010. If an offence is likely, a licence from Natural England will be 
needed.  
 
The development should result in a net enhancement in biodiversity. The EIA 
should provide written details of the proposed restoration and long term 
management. This should include ecological monitoring proposals with numerical 
clear targets and milestones for when species will be established, detailing how 
any remedial action will be taken to ensure a successful biodiversity restoration. 
 
Transport Chapter 
 
Transport Development Control (representing the County Council as Highway 
Authority) have confirmed that if there will be no increase in the intensity of HGV 
movements, just an extension to the duration of the activity, then the proposed 
methodology in section 6.6 of the Scoping Request is acceptable.  
 
Oxfordshire County Council’s ‘Transport for New Developments: Transport 
Assessments and Travel Plans’ document contains further detail of the 
requirements and can be found at: 
https://www.oxfordshire.gov.uk/cms/content/travel-plans-statements-and-advice  
 
If there is not to be a separate chapter on community and social effects, then 
impacts from vehicle movements on wellbeing and community function should be 
included within the transport assessment.  
 
Cultural Heritage Chapter 
 
The Archaeology Officer has stated that depending on the findings of the Historic 
Environment Impact Assessment, further investigations may be required prior to 
the determination of any planning application. Please submit all information 
required by the findings of the Historic Environment Impact Assessment as part 
of the EIA.  
 
Historic England have confirmed that there appears to be minimal impact in 
terms of historic buildings and areas.  
 
Soils Chapter 

https://www.oxfordshire.gov.uk/cms/content/travel-plans-statements-and-advice


No advice has been received from Natural England. They will be consulted on 
any planning application which is submitted.   
 
The Environmental Strategy Officer has advised that the assessment of effects 
on the soil resource should identify what measures will be taken following 
restoration to ensure that soils quickly regain or improve their productive and 
biological capacity, for example through identifying actions that can be 
subsequently set out in a post-restoration soil and agricultural land management 
plan including any proposed monitoring. 
 
Hydrogeology and Hydrology Chapters 
Advice has been received on these topics from the Environment Agency. These 
chapters should include an assessment of the impact of the proposed activities 
on groundwater, surface water, local water users such as licensed groundwater 
abstractions, and other water features. The different groundwater conditions 
should be considered separately and cumulatively during the different stages of 
the proposed development including mineral extraction, processing, filling and 
restoration. 
 
The impact of dewatering on domestic, licenced and private water supplies 
should be assessed. The locations of private domestic sources can be obtained 
from Cherwell District Council and information relating to licenced groundwater 
sources can be obtained from the Environment Agency.  
 
Cumulative and Combined Impacts Chapter 
A chapter on cumulative and combined impacts should be provided as proposed. 
This should include the ‘in combination’ effects of the proposed developments 
with any existing developments and those the subject of current undetermined 
planning applications. 
 
Alternatives Chapter 
A chapter on alternatives should be provided as proposed. This should cover 
both alternative sites and alternative methods of working including the 
advantages and disadvantages of each. 
 
Additional Chapters 
The Scoping Report suggests that a separate chapter on community and social 
impacts is not necessary because potential impacts on residents and users of the 
rights of way network will be assessed through the chapters on potential air 
quality, visual and noise effects. 
 
However, the response from the County Council’s Rights of Way team highlights 
the need to consider other impacts on the amenity of users of the rights of way 
network, including the connectivity, convenience and pleasantness of public 
rights of way being diverted and affected by operations over an extended period. 
This should be assessed in the EIA and might be appropriately incorporated into 



a dedicated chapter on community and social impacts. The Rights of Way officer 
has also highlighted the need for noise and visual impact assessments to 
specifically consider the impacts on horses and riders, as they are particularly 
sensitive receptors.  
 
It is recommended that a separate chapter on community and social impacts is 
provided and this should also include the impacts from traffic generated by the 
development.  
 
Conclusion 
 
Provided that the above information is included and the detailed requirements of 
the consultees (Annex 1) are taken into account, Oxfordshire County Council 
considers that the Environmental Statement would sufficiently cover the 
necessary information for inclusion in an Environmental Impact Assessment. 
However EIA is an iterative process that allows the development proposal to be 
continually refined. Therefore further information may be required at a later 
stage.  
 
 

 

 

Signed ……M Thompson……………………. (Case Officer) 

Date …26th January 2018……………………… 

 

Approved by ………David Periam ………………………………………  

 

(Planning Regulation Service Manager) 

On behalf of the Director for Communities 

Date: 26th January 2018 



ANNEX 1 
 
 

CONSULTATION RESPONSES 
 

Summary of Consultation Responses 
 
Consultation responses can be viewed in full on the e-planning website 
 
Finmere Parish Council 
No response received 
 
Ecology Officer 
I agree with the report’s conclusions that a separate chapter in the EIA will be 
required for ecology. The site is in a sensitive location in terms of ecology with 
protected species present in the immediate area.  
 
I note that there are plans for an archaeological evaluation of the site; it should 
be noted that this work in itself should consider ecological constrains and ideally 
have input from an Ecological Clerk of Works. 
 
A Preliminary Ecological Appraisal has been carried out (Appendix C of the 
Scoping Report). This sets out a programme for further surveys etc.  I summarise 
these in the table below, with my advice in the right hand column. 
 
Summarised conclusion from PEA / programme for 
further ecological work 

Comments 

botanical survey in spring and summer, characterise 
the habitats, evaluate the floristic diversity and 
conservation interest, and inform the restoration plan 

I agree this is appropriate.  This should take the form of an 
extended Phase 1 survey, and identify whether there is any 
UK BAP priority habitat present or potential habitat for 
protected species. Consideration should be given to the 
Plantlife arable weed methodology, including an 
assessment against this method if rare / notable arable 
plants are found 

 
 
 

Sample suitable and accessible waterbodies for a suite 
of amphibian e-DNA and follow up with aquatic 
surveys as necessary to determine the species present 
and the likely populations 

Agreed.  I note that the ditches around the proposed 
extension area are recorded as dry / partly dry.  Any parts 
of these ditches that are holding water at the peak 
amphibian breeding season should also be sampled for 
eDNA.   

Assess all trees on site for potential use by roosting 
bats and undertake emergence watches as necessary 
to determine the species, number and status of bats 
present 

Agreed, some climbing surveys may also be appropriate 
depending on tree features. 

Undertake bat activity surveys to determine species 
assemblage and identify key foraging areas and 
commuting routes 

Agreed -  

Continue the badger monitoring surveys Agreed. Please note that any badger or raptor information 
should be redacted from the reports for public viewing. 

Carry out a reptile survey of key habitats using a 
combination of artificial cover objects (tins) and direct 
observation 

Agreed 

Undertake a breeding bird survey using the Common 
Bird Census (CBC) method 

I agree that breeding birds are the priority for survey, 
however it would also be helpful if wintering and feeding 
areas / species were also reported. 

http://myeplanning.oxfordshire.gov.uk/swiftlg/apas/run/WPHAPPDETAIL.DisplayUrl?theApnID=MW.0108/17&theTabNo=3&backURL=%3ca%20href=wphappcriteria.display?paSearchKey=124606%3eSearch%20Criteria%3c/a%3e%20%3e%20%3ca%20href='wphappsearchres.displayResultsURL?ResultID=132460%26StartIndex=1%26SortOrder=APNID%26DispResultsAs=WPHAPPSEARCHRES%26BackURL=%3ca%20href=wphappcriteria.display?paSearchKey=124606%3eSearch%20Criteria%3c/a%3e'%3eSearch%20Results%3c/a%3e%20


Carry out an invertebrate assessment of the site with 
follow up surveys of key areas as necessary 

Agreed.  Important groups may include odonata, 
hymenoptera and lepidoptera particularly white-letter, 
brown and black hairstreak 

Dormice - no local records, not recorded in previous 
surveys, limited habitats on site.  Scoped out 

Agreed 

Water vole and otter - not recorded in previous 
surveys, no suitable habitats on site  Scoped out  

Agreed 

Each survey will be undertaken in the correct season 
for the species/group under consideration.  

Agreed 

The surveys will follow published guidelines, adopt 
recognised methodologies and adhere to best practice. 

Suitable best practice is either CIEEM methodology or that 
set out in BS 42020 

Each survey will be carried out by trained and 
experienced ecologists holding relevant Natural 
England survey licences. 

Agreed 

The results will be analysed and interpreted in an 
objective manner. An assessment of effects will be 
undertaken in accordance with the CIEEM Guidelines 
for Ecological Impact Assessment (CIEEM, 2016). 

These principles are welcomed.  Further comments are set 
out below. 

The subsequent Ecology Chapter will include 
measures to avoid, mitigate or compensate for any 
ecological effects and so increase and enhance the 
existing biodiversity value of the site. 

Please ensure these measures comply with Oxfordshire 
Minerals and Waste Core Strategy 2017 -2031 Policy C7, 
Policy M10 and supporting text. 

Appendix 1 of PEA – species lists This information should be presented with additional 
columns that indicate location/s of the species, for example 
numbered fields or compartments.   

 
 
Assessment & Mitigation 
 
The site is within the impact zone for the Tingewick Meadows SSSI (Site of 
Special Scientific Interest), and 1 km from Spilsmere Woods Local Wildlife Site 
therefore potential impacts on these sites should be assessed.  
  
The EIA should assess potential impacts on priority habitats and protected and 
priority species across the site.  
 
The EIA should identify protected, notable or priority species, designated sites, 
important habitats or other biodiversity features on or adjacent to the 
development site. Desk study information is available from the Thames Valley 
Environmental Records Centre (http://www.tverc.org/). Input should also be 
sought from local experts, including BBOWT (Berks, Bucks, Oxon Wildlife Trust) 
and TVERC for species records and input into the scheme.  
  
If potential UK BAP priority habitat or potential habitat for protected species is 
identified further surveys will be required (phase 2 habitat and protected species 
surveys) to determine what biodiversity is present and the potential impacts of 
the development. The EIA should answer the following questions:  
1. What species are involved?  
2. What is the population level (or area) likely to be affected by the proposal?  
3. What is the impact of the proposal on protected species/ UK BAP priority 
habitat?  
4. Is the impact necessary or acceptable?  
5. What can be done to mitigate the impact?  
6. Will a licence be required from Natural England?  
 



The EIA should include survey reports for habitats and species. However, 
surveys relating to badgers or certain bird species should be provided in a 
confidential annex. The EIA should state whether the proposed works have the 
potential to impact on a European protected species and result in an offence 
under the Habitats Regulations 2010. If an offence is likely, the applicant will 
need a licence from Natural England and OCC must consider whether a licence 
from Natural England is likely to be given before granting planning permission.  
Protected species surveys may only be valid for 12 months, so if works are 
planned to occur more than 12 months after the date of the initial survey then the 
survey will need to be updated.  
 
Compensation & Enhancement 
In addition to appropriate mitigation and compensation, the development should 
result in a net enhancement in biodiversity (in line with NPPF paragraphs 9, 109 
and 118 and the Oxfordshire Minerals and Waste Core Strategy 2017 -2031 
Policy C7: Biodiversity and geodiversity and Policy M10: Restoration of mineral 
workings).  
 
Restoration Proposals  
I would expect the site to be restored to nature conservation to habitats 
complementary to those nearby and be subject to 20 year long-term 
management (in addition to the 5 years of aftercare). The EIA should provide 
written details of the proposed restoration and management. This should include 
ecological monitoring proposals with numerical clear targets and milestones for 
when species will be established, detailing how any remedial action will be taken 
to ensure a successful biodiversity restoration. 
 
 
Landscape and Green Infrastructure Response (Environmental Strategy 
Officer) 
 
Landscape 
 

1. I confirm that the assessment should be made in accordance with 
Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment, Third Edition, 
IEMA/LI 2013.   

 
2. In addition to the Oxfordshire Wildlife and Landscape Study (OWLS) the 

LVIA should also include reference to any appropriate district level 
landscape assessments, as recommended by OWLS.  In addition to 
photographic panoramas, photomontages should be used to illustrate any 
identified significant landscape or visual effects. 
 

Soils 
 



3. The assessment of effects on the soil resource should also identify what 
measures will be taken following restoration to ensure that soils quickly 
regain or improve their productive and biological capacity.  This could be 
through identifying actions that can be subsequently set out in a post-
restoration soil and agricultural land management plan including any 
proposed monitoring. 

 
Community and Social 
 

4. Community and Social effects can also include general impacts from 
vehicle movements on wellbeing and community function.  This aspect 
can and should be included within the transport assessment if a separate 
Community and Social Effects section is to be scoped out. 

 
Archaeology Officer 
I would concur with the applicant that the historic environment impact 
assessment should be included in the EIA. The results of the impact assessment 
will help determine the extent and requirement for predetermination 
investigations that may be required should a full application be made. 
 
Highways Authority 
It appears from the information given in the summary table at the end of section 
3.3 of the EIA Scoping Report that there will be no increase to the intensity of 
HGV movements, but just an extension to the duration of activity. Therefore, the 
proposed methodology as given in section 6.6 of the Report is considered 
acceptable.  
 
Reference should also be made to the OCC document ‘Transport for New 
Developments: Transport Assessments and Travel Plans’, which can be found at 
https://www.oxfordshire.gov.uk/cms/content/travel-plans-statements-and-advice 
 
 
Public Health Team 
While the area in question does not fall within an Air Quality Management Area it 
is important that the applicant provides sufficient information on how they will 
monitor the air quality locally on an ongoing basis and how they will mitigate for 
fugitive dust emissions during and outside of operating hours. 
 
Environment Agency 
As discussed in the EIA Scoping Report, the site is underlain by variable bedrock 
geology comprising of White Limestone Formation (principal aquifer) and Forest 
Marble formation (secondary A aquifer), which are in turn overlain by the till 
superficial deposits (secondary undifferentiated aquifer). According to our data 
records, the groundwater beneath the site found within the sands and gravels is 
shallow, lying within approximately 4 metres (m) of the ground level, whereas the 
Limestone aquifer is confined. The site is interspersed with ponds and lakes. The 

https://www.oxfordshire.gov.uk/cms/content/travel-plans-statements-and-advice


nearest surface water feature is a pond located approximately 86m west of the 
site and in close proximity there are 2 surface water drains.  
 
We understand that dewatering is proposed during mineral extraction. 
Dewatering may also be required during the landfilling phase. 
The scoping report proposes to consider the potential impacts of the proposed 
developments on the groundwater conditions (flow and quality) in the superficial 
and deeper aquifers. The impact of the proposed activities on groundwater, 
surface water, local water users, such as licensed groundwater abstractions, and 
other water features should be evaluated. 
The different groundwater conditions should be considered separately and 
cumulatively during the different stages of the proposed development. From 
mineral extraction and processing throughout filling and restoration.  
 
Advice to applicant – Dewatering may lower groundwater levels locally and may 
derogate nearby domestic and licensed groundwater sources and other water 
features. The applicant should locate all these and agreement should be reached 
with all users of these supplies for their protection during dewatering. Subject to a 
detailed impact assessment, to be carried out by the applicant, compensation 
and/or monitoring measures may be required for the protection of other water 
users and water features. 
 
Certain private water supplies do not require a licence, therefore the Environment 
Agency is not necessarily aware of their existence. The locations of private 
domestic sources may be held by the local District Council. 
Water abstraction for the purpose of mineral washing, either from an aquifer or a 
surface water feature, may require an abstraction licence. If the applicant intends 
mineral washing, he should contact the Environment Agency to discuss the 
requirements. 
 
The applicant should note that under the Water Act 2003 abstraction for 
dewatering to facilitate mineral excavation or construction works will no longer be 
exempt from abstraction licensing. However, the provisions of the Water Act 
2003 are being implemented in several phases. Although dewatering activities do 
not yet require an abstraction licence, the applicant should contact the National 
Permitting Service (NPS) before the commencement of any dewatering to 
confirm the legal requirements at the time. When scheduling his work the 
applicant should be aware that it may take up to 3 months to issue an abstraction 
licence Advice to applicant – Environmental Permit A permit under the 
Environmental Permitting Regulations 2016 (EPR 2016) will be required for the 
operation of the proposed landfill. The Applicant should apply to vary the existing 
permit to include the area 
 
Historic England 
It is for the local authority to determine whether an EIA should be prepared for 
the proposed development. However, from the information given, we consider 



that there appears to be minimal impact on the historic environment and 
therefore an EIA may not be required in relation to the historic environment. We 
recommend, however, that the applicant seeks confirmation from the relevant 
local authority Historic Environment staff for an informed local opinion of need.  
If further information becomes available which might result in a change to this, 
then we would like to be informed and provided with that information so that we 
can consider the matter further and respond to you as appropriate. 
 
Cherwell District Council  
No objections or comments.  
 
Rights of Way 
With respect to this request for EIA Scoping Opinion for Finmere Quarry 
extension, may I query para 4.10 Community and Social Effects please?  The 
applicant states that “No significant adverse effects on amenity of nearby 
residents and users of the local public rights of way network are considered to be 
likely in addition to those which are to be assessed in terms of potential air 
quality, visual and noise effects.” Whilst those three aspects are agreed with it is 
somewhat concerning that additional aspects of amenity impact are not 
considered. These include the connectivity, convenience and pleasantness of 
public rights of way being diverted and affected by operations over an extended 
period. Is there any way that these can be factored in please? 
 
Also – please note and advise applicants that noise and visual impacts 
assessments should consider all users of the rights of way network – but 
specifically horse riders and their horses given their enhanced sensitivity as 
receptors. 
 
Arboricultural Officer 
I shall expect submitted as part of a planning application a British Standard 
5837:2012 Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction. This shall 
include a Tree Survey, Tree Constraints Plan and Tree Protection Plan detailing 
the impact of the development to trees on or nearby the application site. 
 
Furthermore, it is apparent Cherwell District Council has made a Tree 
Preservation Order (No.17/2017) covering a number of high amenity value trees 
within the development area. I shall expect the British Standard 5837:2012 Trees 
in relation to design, demolition and construction to clearly demonstrate how 
these specimen trees will be retained and protected throughout the various 
development stages, until the point of completion. 
 
Natural England 
No comments received.  
 
Public Health 
No comments received  



 
Fire Service 
The Fire Service was consulted but did not wish to make any specific comments.  
 
 
 

 



ANNEX 2: INFORMATION TO BE INCLUDED IN AN ENVIRONMENTAL 
STATEMENT 

 
Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 
2017 –  
 
Regulation 18 
 

(3) An environmental statement is a statement which includes at least—  

(a )a description of the proposed development comprising information on the site, 
design, size and other relevant features of the development; 

(b) a description of the likely significant effects of the proposed development on 
the environment; 

(c) a description of any features of the proposed development, or measures 
envisaged in order to avoid, prevent or reduce and, if possible, offset likely 
significant adverse effects on the environment; 

(d )a description of the reasonable alternatives studied by the developer, which 
are relevant to the proposed development and its specific characteristics, and an 
indication of the main reasons for the option chosen, taking into account the 
effects of the development on the environment; 

(e ) a non-technical summary of the information referred to in sub-paragraphs (a) 
to (d); and 

(f) any additional information specified in Schedule 4 relevant to the specific 
characteristics of the particular development or type of development and to the 
environmental features likely to be significantly affected. 

(4) An environmental statement must—  

(a) where a scoping opinion or direction has been issued in accordance with 
regulation 15 or 16, be based on the most recent scoping opinion or direction 
issued (so far as the proposed development remains materially the same as the 
proposed development which was subject to that opinion or direction); 

(b) include the information reasonably required for reaching a reasoned 
conclusion on the significant effects of the development on the environment, 
taking into account current knowledge and methods of assessment; and 

(c) be prepared, taking into account the results of any relevant UK environmental 
assessment, which are reasonably available to the person preparing the 
environmental statement, with a view to avoiding duplication of assessment. 

 
Schedule 4 
 
1.  A description of the development, including in particular:  
 

(a) a description of the location of the development; 



(b) a description of the physical characteristics of the whole development, 
including, where relevant, requisite demolition works, and the land-use 
requirements during the construction and operational phases 

(c) a description of the main characteristics of the operational phase of the 
development (in particular any production process), for instance, energy 
demand and energy used, nature and quantity of the materials and natural 
resources (including water, land, soil and biodiversity) used; 

(d) an estimate, by type and quantity, of expected residues and emissions 
(such as water, air, soil and subsoil pollution, noise, vibration, light, heat, 
radiation and quantities and types of waste produced during the 
construction and operation phases. 

 
2.  A description of the reasonable alternatives (for example in terms of 
development design, technology, location, size and scale) studied by the 
developer, which are relevant to the proposed project and its specific 
characteristics, and an indication of the main reasons for selecting the chosen 
option, including a comparison of the environmental effects.  
 
3.  A description of the relevant aspects of the current state of the environment 
(baseline scenario) and an outline of the likely evolution thereof without 
implementation of the development as far as natural changes from the baseline 
scenario can be assessed with reasonable effort on the basis of the availability of 
environmental information and scientific knowledge.  
 
4.  A description of the factors specified in regulation 4(2) likely to be significantly 
affected by the development: population, human health, biodiversity (for example 
fauna and flora), land (for example land take), soil (for example organic matter, 
erosion, compaction, sealing), water (for example hydromorphological changes, 
quantity and quality), air, climate (for example greenhouse gas emissions, 
impacts relevant to adaptation), material assets, cultural heritage, including 
architectural and archaeological aspects, and landscape.  
 
5.  A description of the likely significant effects of the development on the 
environment resulting from, inter alia:  
 

(a) the construction and existence of the development, including, where 
relevant, demolition works; 

. 
 

(b) the use of natural resources, in particular land, soil, water and biodiversity, 
considering as far as possible the sustainable availability of these 
resources;  

(c) the emission of pollutants, noise, vibration, light, heat and radiation, the 
creation of nuisances, and the disposal and recovery of waste; 

(d) the risks to human health, cultural heritage or the environment (for 
example due to accidents or disasters); 



(e) the cumulation of effects with other existing and/or approved projects, 
taking into account any existing environmental problems relating to areas 
of particular environmental importance likely to be affected or the use of 
natural resources; 

(f) the impact of the project on climate (for example the nature and 
magnitude of greenhouse gas emissions) and the vulnerability of the 
project to climate change; 

(g) the technologies and the substances used. 
 
The description of the likely significant effects on the factors specified in 
regulation 4(2) should cover the direct effects and any indirect, secondary, 
cumulative, transboundary, short-term, medium-term and long-term, permanent 
and temporary, positive and negative effects of the development. This description 
should take into account the environmental protection objectives established at 
Union or Member State level which are relevant to the project, including in 
particular those established under Council Directive 92/43/EEC and Directive 
2009/147/EC.  
 
6.  A description of the forecasting methods or evidence, used to identify and 
assess the significant effects on the environment, including details of difficulties 
(for example technical deficiencies or lack of knowledge) encountered compiling 
the required information and the main uncertainties involved.  
 
7.  A description of the measures envisaged to avoid, prevent, reduce or, if 
possible, offset any identified significant adverse effects on the environment and, 
where appropriate, of any proposed monitoring arrangements (for example the 
preparation of a post-project analysis). That description should explain the 
extent, to which significant adverse effects on the environment are avoided, 
prevented, reduced or offset, and should cover both the construction and 
operational phases.  
 
8.  A description of the expected significant adverse effects of the development 
on the environment deriving from the vulnerability of the development to risks of 
major accidents and/or disasters which are relevant to the project concerned. 
Relevant information available and obtained through risk assessments pursuant 
to EU legislation such as Directive 2012/18/EU of the European Parliament and 
of the Council or Council Directive 2009/71/Euratom or UK environmental 
assessments may be used for this purpose provided that the requirements of this 
Directive are met. Where appropriate, this description should include measures 
envisaged to prevent or mitigate the significant adverse effects of such events on 
the environment and details of the preparedness for and proposed response to 
such emergencies.  
 
9.  A non-technical summary of the information provided under paragraphs 1 to 
8.  
 



10.  A reference list detailing the sources used for the descriptions and 
assessments included in the environmental statement. 


