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INTRODUCTION

Background Information and Definitions

Peel Environmental Ince Ltd (hereaftéPeel”) proposes to develop a site at Inte
Marshes, Cheshire for a Resource Recovery ParkXRRP

—

The proposal involves the phased development dE@niindustrial Park focused o
resource recovery and research and developmentred@dnal, and in some way
national significance, the development has beemgded to be a multi-modal facility
with use of road, rail and ship transportation.cdinprises a cluster of environmental
technology industries, with synergies internally arisotewith the existing facilities
surrounding the site at Ince.

o7

Thelnce RRP proposal, being the overall project, has three roairstituent elements:

¢ Refuse Derived Fuel (RDF) Plant;
* Integrated Waste Management Facility (IWMF); and

« Environmental Technologies Complex (ETC).

As detailed below, the proposed development is ci®g of two separate
applications. These are:

e Qutline Planning Application under the Town and Country Planning Act 1990
(As Amended) made to Cheshire County Council ("CCC"

» Electricity Licence Application under the Electricity Act 1989 made to the
Department of Trade and Industry ("DTI") (now thedartment for Business,
Enterprise and Reqgulatory Reform ("DBERR")).

Further details of the need for the dual applicstis provided in Section 1.5 below.

=

The two applications above have been assessed dmphrately and togethe
throughout this Environmental Statement. This iscussed further in Section 1.
below. The project is described in detail in S&ti2: Project Description.

O

The site is located on the southern side of thedWlester Ship Canal to the east of Ince
village, and to the north-east of Elton villageg($eégure 2.1).

Application History

RSK Environment Ltd (RSK) were commissioned by Péel carry out an
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) for the pggabdevelopment and produced
an Environmental Statement (ES) in January 2006.

That ES formed part of the applications submittedPbel on 30 January 2006 to:

1. CCC for outline planning permission (Planning pAgation Reference:
3/P/2006/111/XX/125) ("First CCC Application"); and

2. the DTI (now the DBERR) for a licence under gBtt36 of the Electricity Act
1989 ("DBERR Application").

RSK Environment Ltd
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The First CCC Application was refused by CCC ondv@&mber 2006. On 1 Februany
2007 Peel submitted an appeal to the Planning thepde against that refusal of the
First CCC Application.

A resubmission of the application for outline plammnpermission was made by Peel fo
CCC on 20 July 2007 (Planning Application Referen8&2/2007/111/XX/564)
("Second CCC Application™). The nature and typ¢hef development proposed withi
the Second CCC Application was not materially orsubstance different from tha
comprised within the First CCC Application. Therpose of the Second CC(
Application was to provide additional detail andrdication as to the status of th
documentation and to address procedural and relssegs associated with the Firp
CCC Application. On 12th November 2007, Peel ajgobaagainst the non-
determination by CCC of the Second CCC Application.

O]

—

Formal amendments to the DBERR Application werenstibd by Peel on 20 July
2007. The nature and type of the development @@avas not materially or in
substance different from that comprised within d¢iniginal application. The purpos
of the amendment was to provide additional detadl elarification as to the status @
the documentation. On 12 September 2007 DBERRrooed that the amendments f{
the DBERR Application were minor in nature. The EFR Application remains
undetermined. With statutory objections havingrbe®de, a Public Inquiry is to be
held to consider the DBERR Application.

1%

O —

For the purposes of the Public Inquiry, Peel ingetalproceed with the Second CCIC
Application together with the DBERR Application. céordingly, the appeal the
subject of the First CCC Application will be witladvn upon the appeal the subject pf
the Second CCC Application being accepted to besroéted at the currently
programmed Public Inquiry.

Hereafter in this ES, references to the "CCC Appitn" mean the "First CCC
Application" and, following its withdrawal, the "8end CCC Application."

In Peel's view, the CCC Application and the DBERPRpHAcation can be assessed as
one cumulative project ("Overall Project”) and tHsS in support of the CC(
Application and the DBERR Application proceeds battbasis. However, it is alsp
Peel's view (this view also being in accordancénhis ES) that, and consistent with
the separate nature of the CCC Application andfRERR Application, the Secretar)
of State may determine the:

a) Overall Project;

b) CCC Application individually; and

c) DBERR Application individually,

in  each case together with any cumulative impacteomf off-site
developments/commitments.

RSK Environment Ltd 1-4
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1.3 Revised Environmental Statement
carried out to update the baseline and impact SISEFES.
raised since the previous application was made bhaga addressed.
updates the previous assessments.

1.4 Project Team

Since the July 2007 submission, additional survatyd assessment work has be

In addition, specific issue

This revised Environmental —StatemdnS reports upon the findings of th
Environmental lmpact-AssessmEM process undertaken, and both adds to

The Consultancy Team responsible for the preparatiothse resultingES is as

follows:

Table 1.1: EIA Consultancy Team

¢S

U

and

Role

Consultant

Environmental Consultants: Landscape and Visual,
Ecology, Archaeology and Cultural Heritage, Socio-
Economics, Land Use & Agriculture, Environmental
Management, Drainage, Soils and Geology,
Hydrology and Contamination Consultants,

RSK Environment Ltd

Planning, Project Management and Property
Consultants

GVA Grimley LLP |

Traffic and Transport

JMP-GConsuitingWWSP Development & Transportation

Noise Consultants

Alan Saunders Associates

Air Quality and Odour

Fitchtner Consulting Engineers |

Architects Fletcher Architects
Freight Management MDS Transmodal
Waste Planning Axis

Environmental Technology, Waste and Energy
Consultants

Envirocentre-and-Environmental Resources Management

Ecology

Ecology Solutions

RSK Environment Ltd
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1.21.5 TheApplications

21151

Competent Authority

Most planning applications in the UK are determifgdthe relevant Local Planning
Authority (LPA), which in this case would be Ellesra Port & Neston Borough
Council as the district authority (with ChesteryC@ouncil the district authority for
sections of the rail line).

However, Fhe majority of the development involves processifgvaste materials)|
The Town and Country Planning (Prescription of Gguvatters) Regulations 1980
(S.I. 1980/2010) prescribehe erection of any building, plant or machinery designed
to be used wholly or mainly for purposes of treating, storing, processing or disposing
of refuse or waste materials’ as ‘county matters' hence the planning applicat®
submitted to Cheshire County Coun@CC)

In addition, the RDF power plant has a proposegwudf more than 50MW. In such
cases, Section 36 (Electricity Act, 1989) consenteguired from th®epartment for
Business, Enterprise & Regulatory RefoldBERR).

In this case, therefore, two applications were iregll one to CCC and one to the
DBERR.

The DBERRIicence application for the Refuse Derived Fuel Plant has been made
in full detail. This includes ancillary and associated develogsaecessary for the
implementation of the RDF Plant, such as road aidnfrastructure, part of the bert
(excluding storage buildings) and the majority bé tproposals for ecological an
landscape mitigation.

(o=

The planning application for the IWMF and ETC isto-behas been made in
outline. Details of layout, access and landscaping are provided for the
development as a whole. For parts of the development, detail is also provided on
appearance and scale. This distinction is summarised Table 1.Zbelow:

Table 1.2: Details Provided

All matters provided in Detail Layout, Landscaping and Access only
(Scale and Appear ance reser ved)

Plastics Village
Soil Treatment

Canal Berth
Refuse Derived Fuel Power Plant

Ethanol plant
Integrated Waste Management Facility

Waste Electrical and Electronic Equipment

Timber Recycling
Water Treatment Plant

Block Making

Water Treatment Plant

All Landscaping proposals, including Community
Ecological Park, Ecological Area, SUDS wetlands,
Managed Ecological Core area and Existing Woodlands

(to be retained)
All Access arrangements Resource Recovery Business Centre
Rail Line Resource Recovery Village

RSK Environment Ltd
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Since those responsible for determining the respeetpplications to CCC and the
DBERR need to be able to fully assess the impatating to each applicatioas with
previous versions of this E$he structure of eachectionwithin the ES has beer

arranged such that the impacts of each applicaiisnwell as those of the whole site
can be differentiated. This is discussed furdeewin Section 1.@elow

1.31.6_Environmental | mpact Assessment

13116.1 Legidlative Framework fer-EHA

EIA in the UK is undertaken in accordance with Thavn and Country Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessment) (England and Sydegulations 1999 (‘the EIA
Regulations’) as amendedyhich implement EC Directive 97/11/EC, which am&nd
the original 1985 Directive (85/337/EEC) on Envinmental Assessment.

A further amendment to these reqgulations, the gegorown and Country Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessment) (England) (AmesntinRegulations 2007 wer
put out to consultation in October 2007.

117

The Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessit) (England and Wales)
Regulations 2000 covers the EIA process for apitina under Section 36 of the
Electricity Act 1989. These regulations were amended by the Electriityrks
(Environmental Impact Assessment) (England and dygldmendment) Regulation$
2007.

RSK Environment Ltd 17
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It should be noted that this ES was prepared ptmr both of the 2007
proposed/amendment regulations above and hencéhthd®99 and 2000 regulations,
and their previous amendments, apply to this assss

13:21.6.2 El A Process

The purpose of this Environmental Statement (ESjoigeport the findings and

conclusions of the Environmental Impact Assessmehich has been undertaken for
the proposed development. It provides a systematialysis of the proposed

development in relation to the existing (baselie@yironment. The ES provides
information to those from whom consents and aulations are sought, to enable
them to assess the environmental impact of theegtojThis information is also used
by stakeholders to evaluate the acceptability & development and its potential
impact. The EIA process is shown in Figure 1.1.

A Non-Technical Summary (NTS) has also been pralidehich presents a brief
description of the proposed development and idestibnd describes its potential
significant environmental impacts. Measures tagate potentially adverse impacts
are discussed. Copies of the Non-Technical Sumraegyavailable free of charge
from Peel Environmental upon written request, atfdllowing address:

FAO: Myles Kitcher

Peel Environmental Ince Ltd
Peel Dome

The Trafford Centre
Manchester M17 8PL

Alternatively, the ES and NTS can be downloadedhfwonvw.incerrp.co.uk.

The EIA ensures that all the potential impacts eisased with the site selection, design,
construction and operational use are identified asgbssed. Appropriate mitigation
measures are then identified.

This EIA has been writtemline—withwith due regard taecent Guidelines for El
issued by IEMA in 2004and with other guidance documents as discusstiinwhe
relevant sections of this ES.

RSK Environment Ltd
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Figure 1.1: The EIA Process

Data Gathering Project Data Gathering
Basic description of the construction and operation of the
development, including identification of the project activities,
materials to be used, discharges and emissions that are likely to
occur.
v
Environmental Data Gathering
Collection of information within a suitable area of search.
v
Scoping Identification of Environmental Sensitivities
Identification of receptors and the key environmental sensitivities,
which could potentially be affected by the proposed development.
Consultation with regulatory authorities to discuss aspects
associated with the proposed project activities.
v
Site Survey Work
Surveys of the baseline environmental conditions to fill gaps in data,
identify and confirm potential constraints identified within the data
collection and assist in the determination of impacts.
v
Assessment Evaluation of Significance
Evaluation of significance, including qualitative estimation of
magnitude and severity of impacts.
v
Environmental Impact Assessment
A detailed assessment of the identified potential significant effects
associated with project activities.
v
Management Mitigation Measures
Identification and definition of mitigation measures to be applied to
eliminate, minimise or manage the identified potential significant
environmental effects.
v
Compilation of Presentation of the findings of the baseline studies and mitigation
Environmental measures in a systematic way to determine the significance of the
Impact Statement residual effect on the environment.

RSK Environment Ltd
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1331.6.3 Screening

Screening is the process whereby the need for Eldetermined and agreed. Some
projects, by their size and nature are subjectdadatory EIA as listed in Schedule 1
of the EIA Regulations, while for others as listadder Schedule 2 the decision is
made by the relevant planning authority.

For any development project, the proponent canyapihe Local Planning Authority
(LPA) for a screening opinion, where the LPA decides whether the development
constitutes EIA developmerit.

Alternatively, the developer can opt to submit & \Bluntarily with their application.
In this case, Peel decided at the outset to uridedn EIA, in order to ensure that all
of the environmental impacts of the developmestre assessed and mitigated for js
far as practicable.

134164 Scoping ‘
Scoping is the process of determining the contedtextent of an EIA.

A preliminary scoping exercise was conducted in®2@Dinform the EIA reported in
the ES dated January 2006, including a desk-togysand initial site visits. This
included a review of previous reports on the sité hrainstorming sessions involving
the project team and relevant specialists.

Letters were sent to all consultees requesting bdtirmation on the site and any
comments on the development or issues that theydWie to see covered as a part of
the EIA.

A Scoping Report based upon the above was issuedvéo twenty consultees
including the two relevant authorities (DBERR an€@ in July 2005. Some
consultee responses were received, in additiom@oohgoing process of day-to-day
consultation between the project team and key btd#ers.

The scoping process enabled the following key ssade identified:

* Ecology — The site lies adjacent to the Mersey &sti5SSI, SPA and Ramsar
site, and within a site designated as a Site ofoBioal Interest, principally for its
bird interest together with some floristic interesthin the drainage system.

¢ Material Assets — Traffic and noise impast#bewould be important to the|
residents of nearby villages.

« Drainage and Flood Risk — Part of the site lieshimitan indicative floodplain.
The developmentvill-would need to be designed to take this into account hnd
ensure that there are no significant effects upaindiogy.

e Landscape and Visual Impacts — Structures withim development have the
potential to be visible across current open views.

Other potential issues highlighted during scopiregerMand use changes, archaeology,
air quality and socio-economic impact.

Identifying potential issues at the scoping staggbéed a site-specific scope of works
to be compiled outlining the surveys and desk stith be conducted as a part of the
EIA.

RSK Environment Ltd
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Given that the nature and type of the development proposed is not materially or in
substance different from that described in the BgppgReport in July 2005 and
subsequently environmentally assessed, it wasaordtidered necessary to undertake a
further scoping exercise to inform the EIA now reépd upon.However, baseline dat
have been updated where considered necessary.

1351.6.5 PPC Consent

A PPC consent is required for the RDF power plardenThe Pollution Prevention
and Control (PPC) Regulations 2000. These Regulations aim to bring numerous
environmental impacts and methods of control uder banner. UK industry covered
by the regulations will be benchmarked with thairdpean counterparts on all aspects
of emissions to the environment.

PPC is based on two principles:

1. The installation must use Best Available Techag)(BAT) to prevent or minimise
pollution.

To satisfy this criterion, the installation musteheertain benchmarks in terms of its

emissions to water, air and land, includistack emissions (usually expressedAas
pollutant concentrations in the stacK)hese are derived from what is considered BAT

following benchmarking studies across Europe.

2. The installation must not cause significant ytain.

To satisfy the criterion the application must assée effect of these emissions to

prove that significant pollution is not causefhe-primary-assessment-criteria-here| is

The PPC application for the RDF Plant was submiitedandem with the CCC
planning application and DBERR licence application.

The PPC permit was issued by the Environment Agdacyhe RDF Plant on 21
December 2006.This means that emissionsthe-flue-gasewill be regulated by the]
EA under the permit (reference TP3135LS) and wélinbonitored in accordance with
it.

141.7 Consultationsand Surveys

141171 Statutory & Non-Statutory Consultees

The EIA process has been conducted through cofisultaith both statutory and non
statutory consulteesThe foIIowmg organlsatlonbav&beewere rlglnally consulted
as part of the ElAe : A

¢ Cheshire County Council (Planning, County EcolggSbunty Archaeologist,
Rights of Way Officer Highways;

» Ellesmere Port and Neston Borough Council (Plannimge Preservation Order
Officer, Environmental Health Department);

¢ Vale Royal Borough Council (Planning);
¢ Chester City Council (Planning);

* English Nature (now known as Natural England);

RSK Environment Ltd 1-11
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Environment Agency;

Countryside Agency (now known as Natural England);
Cheshire Wildlife Trust;

RECOrd (Cheshire’s ecological records centre);

Royal Society for the Protection of Birds (RSPB);
British Trust for Ornithology (BTO);

Broxton Barn Owl Group;

Cheshire Bat Group;

Cheshire Badger Group;

Cheshire and Wirral Ornithological Society (CAWOS);
Mersey Basin Campaign/Action Mersey Estuary;
Mersey Estuary Conservation Group;

Mersey Forest;

DEFRA (Rural Development Service, Animal HealtrarRIHealth);
English Heritage;

Helsby Parish Council;

Ince Parish Council; and

Elton Parish Council.

In addition to the above consultations, since tluary 2006ES—has—been
publishedpplicationthe following organisations have also been coeditrovided
responses:

Campaign for the Protection of Rural England;

National Grid;

Health and Safety Executive;
National Trust;

Network Rail;

United Utilities;
Manchester Airport;
Highways Agency;

English Heritage;

Manley Parish Council;
Christleton Parish Council;
Helsby Footpath Society;
Frodsham Town Council,

Little Stanney & District Parish Council;

RSK Environment Ltd
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142172 Public Consultation

151.8

161.9

e Thornton le Moors Parish Council;
¢ Cheshire County Council:
Economic Development Department;

Environmental Protection;

Tree Officer;

Landscape; and

O O O |©o O

Built Environment
¢ Commission for Architecture and the Built Environthe

* Residents Against the Incinerator (RAIN)..

A number of the above organisations have additiprmabvided further responses tp
the application submitted in July 2007.

The consultation responses to both the refusechplgrepplication and the DBERR
licence application have also been taketoiaccount.

Three rounds of consultation with the local commyumiere carried out in the form of
presentations to the parish councils of Ince, Ehad Helsby, and a public meeting
held at Ince. Three public exhibitions were heldSeptember and October 2005 at
Ince, Elton and Helsby to present the project aravige the opportunity for local
people to ask questions and discuss the proposedopenent. Given that the nature
and type of the development now proposed is noermadly or in substance different
from that originally proposed, no further publicnsaltation has been undertaken to
inform this updated EIA.

Consultation with statutory and non-statutory bsdiend the public, is an ongoing
process, and will continue throughout the plangirgcess and beyond.

Assumptions and Technical Difficulties

The project-specific aspects of this ES have drayon existing literature, project
specific documentation, personal communication \ital experts and site-specific
surveys and studies. Every effort has been madbten data concerning the existing
environment and to accurately predict the effecttlod proposed development.
Assumptions adopted in the evaluation of impacts weported in the relevant
sectionshaptesectiors. However, these assumptions are often implieityimng on |
expert judgement. Where technical deficiencieskamvn, or it has been necessary to
make assumptions, these are documented.

Evaluation of Significance

The evaluation of the significance of an impactingortant as it determines the
resources which should be applied in avoiding digaing an adverse impact, or the
actual value of a positive impact. Furthermorss ithe combined significance of the
various mitigated impacts that determines the dveravironmental acceptability of

the proposals.

RSK Environment Ltd
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This ES provides a description of the potential astp and identifies suitable
mitigation measures to avoid, reduce or remediaeenvironmental effects, so that
they are as low as reasonably practicable. Thesassent of the significance of the
impacts has subsequently been carried out on #idugd impacts, i.e. those remaining
after mitigation. As with previous versions of this ESn order that the two]

applications (to CCC and the DBERR) can be consttiér isolation, the impacts for

the whole development, and those individually fache application have been
discussed separately in eaggttion where applicable, as well as cumulatively for the
entire RRRdevelopment

This is dealt with differently depending on theussand extent to which individual
environmental interests may or may not be affealéterently by the DBERR

application {fer-the-RDEPlant-and-asseciated/ancillary-devalap)-and the CCC

application{ferthe ETCand-PAME). In each case an assessment of the impacts|and
any reguirednecessarynitigation has been made clear to the decision miakesach

of the twosubmissiengpplicationsand for the entire RRP.

Determining the significance of environmental imigais one of the most contentious
parts of the EIA process, involving value judgemserdnd personal, expert
interpretations about whether, and to what extaniproposal is environmentally
significant. For some aspects, ist-roteriousigan bedifficult to attach levels of|
significance to potential impacts, as a large numbg factors can influence
judgements, including:

* The character of the receiving environment;

e The nature, magnitude and duration of the impact;
* The resilience of the affected environment;

¢ The confidence in the predicted impacts;

¢ The potential for mitigation along with the levélpublic concern and knowledge
of the issue; and

* The perceptions and personal experience of thesmse

Problems arise when inherent judgements made abgnificance lack transparency.
Efforts have therefore been made throughout thist&S®nsure that criteria and
standards of significance have been documentedttandevel of certainty of data
recorded.

The methodology adopted for this evaluation hasldeveloped after a review of
current best practice in this area, and past ctatgn with the EIA Research Centre at
the University of Manchester. The assessment dersithe sensitivity/importance of
the receptor and magnitude/scale of change, wisidtikely to occur in the receiving

environment after mitigation.

Difficulties arise in EIA when specifying a singlange of criteria. For example,
comparing the impacts of the development on ecoldly need a separate set of
criteria to that of the changes in visual impact kocal residents. This ES has
therefore presented and explained within each aelesectionthe criteria which have

been applied.Figure 1.2 below shows how the two sets of critabiave link together

to define the significance of most of the predidtegacts.

RSK Environment Ltd
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Figure 1.2: Determining the Significance of Impact

Importance / Sensitivity of Receptor
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(indicative logarithmic scale)
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== «=== Significance Threshold

The threshold for significant impacts (where moritg measures may beguired
necessaryo determine the extent of the impact, the durasiod rate of the recovery
occurs where residual impacts are considered sigmgficant or very significant.

1.71.10Approach to Mitigation

A widely accepted strategy for mitigation existsdahas been followed when
considering the methods of dealing with the envitental impacts of the project. The
strategy comprises the following components:

Table 1.32: Mitigation Strategy |

Avoidance Where viable the project has been re-designed to avoid impacts. This was also
considered during the assessment of alternative sites.

Reduction Reduction has been considered when all options for the avoidance of impacts
has been exhausted, or deemed to be impractical. For example, by considering
different building alignments to reduce visual impact.

Compensation | Where the potential for avoiding and reducing impacts has been exhausted
consideration has been given to compensating for residual impacts to make the
proposal more environmentally acceptable.

Remediation Where adverse effects are unavoidable, consideration has been given to limit the
level of impact by undertaking remedial work.

Enhancement In addition to reducing any adverse impacts, consideration has been given to
providing the opportunity for environmental improvement.

RSK Environment Ltd

RSK/HE/P40142/04/Section 1. Rev054 1-15



Peel Environmental Ince Ltd Ince Resource Recovery Park
Environmental Statement

1.11 Cumulative Assessment M ethodology

Cumulative assessment can cover all aspects okmlh@onment. While a singlg
activity may itself result in a minor impact, it gnavhen combined with other impact
(minor or significant) in the same geographicalaa@nd occurring at the same tim
result in a cumulative impact that is collectivselgnificant.

[72)

iy

A wide-ranging search was made of the surroundiag,ancluding consultations witk
relevant County, Unitary and Local Authorities,ascertain potential sites that could
act cumulatively with the Ince RRP proposal. Thisvided a number of sites eithe
where planning applications have been submittedarer expected, or where an
allocation in the relevant Development Plan hasilieade.

-

In order to assess potential cumulative impads itital to have a reasonable idea pf
what is proposed on a site and hence what impactsay have. For planning
applications that have been made, especially thosempanied by an Environmental
Statement, it is relatively easy to ascertain wihgtacts would be likely to occur
However, for applications that have not been made, especially for allocated sitgs
where the allocation is for a range of uses, orre/tiee allocation appears unlikely to
be brought forward in the short to medium-terntgah be difficult to assess potential
impact. With such allocations, a judgement musitniagle as to what it is ‘reasonable
to assess.

Table 1.3 below lists each of the sites identiftest could potentially act cumulatively
with the Ince RRP proposal on one axis, with eashrenmental aspect on the other.
A judgement hashen-been madefor each environmental aspeas to whether
cumulative assessment is required or indeed whetheh an assessment can be
reasonably carried out for each environmental dsfeeceach—-aspect The relevant
section of the E$henassesses each of those sites identifiedreater detajlwith a
summary of the cumulative assessment provided ¢tic®el 6.

1.81.12Content of the Environmental Statement

Schedule 4 of the EIA Regulations specifies whédrination is to be included in an
ES. Aspects of the environment listed as likelyb&osignificantly affected include:
population, fauna, flora, soil, water, air, climdictors, material assets, including
architectural and archaeological heritage, landseapl the inter-relationship between
the above.

The Regulations also state that a description eflitkely significant effects of the
development on the environment must includ&lirect, indirect, secondaryl
cumulative, short, medium and long term, permarserd temporary, positive and
negative” effects of the proposed development on the enmisi resulting from:

» the existence of the proposed development;

* the use of natural resources;

» the emission of pollutants, the creation of nuissnagnd the elimination of waste;
and

* a description of the forecasting methods used ®esss the effects on the
environment.

RSK Environment Ltd
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Table 1.4: Cumulative Assessment |

Allocation |Development/Allocation Use class [Status Size Environmental Aspects |
_ _ . (ha) Arch | Ecol | Traffic |Noise| Air Qual | Hydro | Geol | L&V | Socio-Ec | Land uke
Developments
_ Quinn Glass! _ Completed development _ _
INEOS Chlor Application, as yet undetermined
_ Port Weston _ Proposals in public domain _ _
_ Liverpool Airport Draft Airport Masterplan _ _
_ 2nd Mersey Crossing _ Application scheduled 2009 _ _
_ Mersey tidal scheme _ Initial development proposals in _ _
public domain
_ Biossence (EfW) Eastham Planning permission awaited _ _
_ Brinefield pipeline _ _ _ _
_ Biodiesel plant (Stanlow) Planning permission granted _ _
_ Lostock Works (EfW Plant) _ Application anticipated _ _
_ Ashton Grange Wind Farm _ Refusal being appealed _ _
EPNBC Policy
Ince Marshes development
EMP 4 (remainder) Qil, Chems |Allocation, no application 43
EMP7 Remainder of Quinn allocation (B1, B2, B8 |Allocation, completed 20
development; covered under
IQuinn Glass above
EMP8 Adjacent to Quinn site Bl Allocation, no application 5.7
EMP1F Stanney Mill Road B1, B2, B8 |Allocation; largely developed; 3.45
planning permission for offices,
vehicle plant and workshop on
remainder.
EMP1G Rushtons Site B1, B2, B8 |Allocation; planning permission 1.62
for glass manufacturing plant
EMP2 Stanlow Special Policy Area | Allocation 664
H1 (2) West Backford Cross C3 Allocation 20
Bl or
EMP5 B |Cheshire Oaks tourism Allocation _

RSK Environment Ltd
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EMP5 C |Cheshire Oaks B1,B2 Allocation; planning permission 11.5 _ _ _
and part developed for car
dealership
Chester City Policy |
EC7 Stanlow Special Policy Area Allocation, no application 170
EC8 Remainder of Quinn allocation |B1, B2, B8 |Allocation, no application 28.5

Cheshire Waste Local Plan

WM2 Associated Octel Waste Allocation, no application 36.6

WM3 (A) |Bridges Road Waste Allocation, no application 13.4

WM3 (B) |Bridges Road Waste Allocation, no application 17.9

WM21 New Bridge Road Waste Allocation, no application 4.7

Other development

_ Cloister Way (Stanlow) Industrial |Allocation (under EMP2) and 20 _ _
adopted development brief;
small part of site developed for
factory /warehouse / offices

Closure of Qil Sites Road N/A N/A

Legend

blank

No cumulative impact anticipated

Development not likely to come forward (assessment won't be made)

Not 'reasonable’ to assess Cumulative impact (definition of development or land use complicated and/or not sufficiently clear to make realistic worst case scenario assessment)|

Cumulative impacts should be considered

1Quinn Glass was previously assessment as a cumulative site but has been considered in the baseline for the purposes of the ES revision

2Included in the future baseline for traffic and thus noise and air quality, as opposed to cumulative

3 Traffic related emissions only

RSK Environment Ltd
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The sectionon cumulative impact is designed also to cover mgary and indirect
impacts, and impact interactions. Note that asSsetion 1.2.1 above, the assessment
of cumulative impact does not include cumulativepats between the DBERR and
CCC applications since this is covered already iwithe relevansectiors of the ES; |
instead it looks at cumulative impact between teeetbpment as a whole and other
proposed development.

Taking the above into account, thisvirenmental-StatemdnE follows the following |
structure:

Section 1 Introduction;

Section 2 Project Description;

Section 3 Planning Policy;

Section 4 Need;

Section 5 Alternatives;

Section 6 Soils and Geology;

Section 7 Hydrology and Hydrogeology;
Section 8 Air Quality and Odour;
Section 9 Land Use and Agriculture;
Section 10 Ecology;

Section 11 Archaeology and Cultural Heritage;
Section 12 Landscape and Visual;
Section 13 Human and Socio-Economic;
Section 14 Traffic and Transportation;
Section 15 Noise;

Section 16 Cumulative Impact;

Section 17 Sustainability; and

Section 18 Environmental Management.
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