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TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
ASSESSMENT) REGULATIONS 2017 

 

‘SCREENING OPINION’ (REG: 5 & 7) (AS AMENDED) 
 

Proposal Screening Opinion: Glass Processing Operation 

at:  Riverside Industrial Park, Chickenhall Lane, Eastleigh, 
SO50 6RQ  

  
County Council Ref: SCR/2022/0040 Received 21 January 2022 
 
Is the development listed in Schedule 1? No. 
 
Is the development listed in Schedule 2? Yes.  
 
11. Other 
(b) Installations for the disposal of waste (unless included in Schedule 1); 
(ii) the area of the development exceeds 0.5 hectare; or  
(iii) the installation is to be sited within 100 metres of any controlled waters. 
 
13 Changes and extensions 
(b) Any change to or extension of development of a description listed in 
paragraphs 1 to 12 of column 1 of this table, where that development is 
already authorised, executed or in the process of being executed. 
Either—  
(i) The development as changed or extended may have significant adverse 
effects on the environment; or  
(ii) in relation to development of a description mentioned in column 1 of this 
table, the thresholds and criteria in the corresponding part of column 2 of this 
table applied to the change or extension are met or exceeded. 
 
Setting 
The site comprises an area of land occupying 0.63 hectares within the 
Riverside Industrial Park off of Chickenhall Lane to the east of Eastleigh town 
centre. 
 
The site comprises a generally flat, tarmac area, with a gentle, downward 
southerly slope. It currently has planning consent for General Industrial use as 
part of a wider site for a proposed storage facility with ancillary offices 
(F17/81397 granted by Eastleigh Borough Council). The north-
eastern/eastern section of the wider site has been developed and is occupied 
by Blaze Construction and includes offices and a depot. 
 
To the south-west of the site is the Eastleigh to Fareham railway line and 
beyond that open fields. To the north-west is also currently open fields 
although that area has an extant planning consent for an Energy Recovery 
Centre. To the immediate north-east and south-east is the remainder of the 
wider site, which has planning consent for the proposed storage facility and is 
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mostly built out. Beyond this is open fields. The land further to the north is 
occupied by a Wastewater Treatment works 
 
The River Itchen lies approximately 25m to the south and 120m to the 
west/south-west of the site. 
 
The nearest residential properties are situated approximately 400m 
north/north-west of the site. They are situated on the western boundary of the 
Wastewater Treatment works and adjoin and use Chickenhall Lane for 
vehicular access too. 
 
Whist the site is situated on the southern margin of a largely 
industrialised/commercial area, it does border undeveloped land classed as 
countryside to its west, south-west and south. 
 
Proposal 
The proposed development comprises a glass processing site. It includes the 
replacement of existing tarmac with a concrete hardstanding operational area 
and tarmac HGV access and turning. Concrete storage bays and a 
weighbridge would be installed and various plant, machinery and equipment 
would be operated on site.  
 
The facility would be capable of handling up to 72,000 tonnes of waste 
container glass per annum but initial operations would be 40,000 tonnes per 
annum. Glass would be screened to produce various sized fractions of 
recycled ‘end of waste’ aggregate sand product. Contaminants such as 
organic matter, plastics and metals would be extracted and stored prior to 
being exported off site. 
 
It is proposed that the site would operate for 12 hours per day, six days a 
week and 50 weeks a year. The facility would receive approximately 3000 
deliveries per year over 5.5 days per week which would equate to 11 delivery 
trucks per day (i.e. 22 two-way trips).  
 
The proposed development would use the existing internal access road 
shared by the adjoining construction business that joins Chickenhall Lane. 
 
Constraints 
 
Historic Designations 
None, including all statutory and non-statutory designations, within a 1km 
radius of the site, and therefore, the proposal will not generate any 
significantly adverse effects in terms of heritage. 
 
Controlled Waters 
The site is not located in a sensitive surface water area being in Flood Zone 1, 
the lowest risk zone, however, Zones 2 and 3 lie in close proximity to the site 
in associateion with the River Itchen. It is not situated in a designated 
sensitive groundwater area and only classified as medium vulnerability to 
groundwater pollution from surface activities.  



 

\\data2\common\shared\DLGS\wp\masters\OneOFFSR.doc 

Conditional controls imposed by Eastleigh Borough Council under planning 
permission F/1781397 - to undertake updated and long-term flood risk and 
drainage mitigation measures to comply with the approved drainage schemes 
implemented under conditions 5, 6 and 7 of planning permission F/1781397 - 
were imposed and are expected to be complied with. Any changes to these 
approved schemes must be incorporated within the planning application and 
include how they will work with them and not adversely affect their status/es, 
and the water environment. 
 
According to the applicant, a surface water drainage strategy for the wider site 
has been prepared in accordance with current SuDS guidance and in 
conjunction with the Lead Local Flood Authority (Hampshire County Council). 
Runoff rates from the proposed development will be limited to greenfield 
runoff rates. Furthermore, the applicant will require an Environmental Permit 
(granted by Environment Agency) for these waste management operations, 
and within this are controls over waste containment and drainage. Liquid 
wastes are unlikely to be received and handled here. As a result of the 
proposal, the overall impact on the water environment would be low and will 
not generate any significantly adverse effects. 
 
Visual 
The wider site has been partially developed through the implementation of 
planning permission F/1781397, and specifically the adjoining Blaze 
Construction operation in its eastern/north-eastern area. The wider site is 
situated within the southern margin of the Chickenhall Lane 
industrial/commercial estate, and bordered by the mainline railway and 
wastewater treatment works, at the boundary between the built-up area and 
the countryside. Neither the wider site nor the proposed site are located in a 
sensitive landscape setting and both would be situated within an established 
and developed site characterised by existing commercial buildings and 
infrastructure with peripheral landscaping. 
 
Furthermore, the proposal itself would be partially screened by retained 
boundary planting (on most boundaries) and by the General Industrial use 
taking place to its rear. With the exception of any construction-related 
disturbances, and additional waste-related vehicular movements, the changes 
proposed would be unlikely to be discernible from locations external to the 
wider site. Additional site lighting will be required but this would only be used 
within working hours. The proposal’s changes to existing approved uses 
would not generate any significantly adverse visual effects and nor would it 
significantly adversely affect the local landscape. 
 
Ecology and biodiversity 
The River Itchen SSSI is situated within 25m and 120m south and west/south-
west of the site respectively and the River Itchen SAC approximately 110m 
due east. No protected species or their habitats are present within the site.  
 
The proposal itself and its emissions would be well contained with storage 
bays holding waste on hardstanding with additional hardstanding/concrete 
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and a new site drainage system installed to control emissions/run-off, and 
thus avoiding impacting the adjoining designations. The proposed activities 
must comply with the approved ecological protection measures implemented 
under conditions 4, 9, 11 and 12 of planning permission F/1781397. Any 
changes to these approved schemes must be incorporated within the planning 
application and include how they will work with them and not adversely affect 
their status. Furthermore, the applicant will require an Environmental Permit 
(granted by Environment Agency) for these waste management operations, 
and within this are controls over waste containment and processing. As a 
result, overall, the proposal would not generate any significantly adverse 
effects on local ecology and biodiversity. 
 
Traffic 
It is proposed that the site would operate for 12 hours per day, six days a 
week and 50 weeks a year. The facility would receive approximately 3000 
deliveries per year over 5.5 days per week which would equate to 11 delivery 
trucks per day (i.e. 22 two-way trips). The proposed development would use 
the existing internal access road shared by the adjoining construction 
business that joins Chickenhall Lane. 
 
Traffic movements, principally goods vehicles and heavy goods vehicles, 
were assessed under planning permission F/1781397, which covers the 
proposed site and the wider site occupied by Blaze Construction. The 
applicant’s transport advisor states that the proposed 11 delivery trucks per 
day (i.e. 22 two-way trips) associated with the proposal have already been 
assessed and would not be adding additional traffic on to Chickenhall Lane 
and the local road network. This has been accepted by the Local Highway 
Authority. Whilst there could be a very minor impact during construction works 
the overall impact on the local road network would not be likely to generate 
any significantly adverse effects on road safety and/or capacity. 
 
Noise and Air Quality (including dust) 
Whilst there could be a very minor impact during construction works the 
overall impact from the proposed activities are not expected to give rise to any 
discernible increase of noise or impacts through dust at an already permitted 
General Industrial land use.  
 
It is expected that the applicant will use the conditional controls imposed by 
EBC under planning permission F/1781397 (and any Environment Agency 
Permitting requirements) to undertake updated and long-term environmental 
protection measures/controls pursuant and proportionate to the hours of use 
sought on Monday to Saturday. The applicant’s noise assessment confirms 
that the proposed operations would not create discernible noise emissions, 
and in addition, the presence of the adjoining Blaze Construction facility would 
also provide screening to the north and east. 
  
It is expected that that applicant incorporates the provisions of the ‘A Clean 
Air Strategy for Southampton 2016-2025’ and cover any implications within 
the application, upon which the transport and handling of waste into Eastleigh 
may create. The site would require controls on operational emissions to air 
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through dust via an Environmental Permit too, which would aid the control and 
mitigation of any operational airborne (and unpleasant) emissions upon the 
locality. The proposed surface water drainage strategy for the wider site, 
prepared in accordance with current SuDS guidance and in conjunction with 
the Lead Local Flood Authority (Hampshire County Council) would also help 
to control dusts generated. The overall impact through noise and through dust 
is unlikely to be significant and would not have a significant adverse impact or 
effect locally or on the nearest sensitive receptors as a result. 
 
 

Other 
The applicant will follow any issued Environmental Permit’s restrictions or 
Exemption from Permitting (granted and regulated by the Environment 
Agency), to process, store and sort these wastes and export any products and 
unfit materials. Controls on permitted waste types, waste handling, storage, 
and containment, on emissions to the environment (air, water and land) and 
protecting human health would mitigate any operational impacts in this regard. 
The Planning and Permitting regimes are intended to complement not conflict 
with or duplicate controls imposed by each other. 
 

Is the development likely to have significant effects on the environment? 
 

Based on the submitted information within the planning application, including 
its nature, type, scale and siting, plus its proposed mitigation measures, it is 
not considered that the proposal would create any significant adverse 
environmental or amenity-related impacts and/or effects from its proposed 
operations. 
 
Therefore, the proposed development is not an EIA development under the 
Town & Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) 
Regulations 2017. 

 
Director of Economy, Transport & Environment  
Date 11 February, 2022 
 


