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9 LAND USE AND AGRICULTURE

9.1 Introduction

This section considers the impacts upon existing lase and upon agriculture at the
Ince site. It describes the impacts of temporany permanent land-take involved in
construction and operation of the Resource Recdvari. Where applicable, impacts
have also been determined for the Cheshire Courdun€ll (CCC) planning
application and the DBERRe§tion36 application in isolation.

9.2 Legislation and Policy Context

9.2.1 Key Legislation
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9.2.2 Local Planning Policies

The Ellesmere Port and Neston Local Plan includese@l Development Criteria
GEN1 policy which aims at protecting the best gradeagricultural land from
development (see Table 3.4 in Section 3).
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9.3

9.3.1

9.3.2

9.3.21

Assessment Methodology and Uncertainty

Establishment of Baseline Environment

A desk-based study, consultations and a site kievte been conducted in order to
determine the baseline environment.

DEFRA Rural Development Service, Animal Health aRthnt Health, and the

MAGICagic website were consulted for an area of search ditaiuthe proposed

project site and surrounding area. Informationteen obtained on Agricultural Land
Classification, participation in Agri-Environmentl&mes, organic farming, crop and
animal diseases, introduced species, and injurieesls.

Identification and Assessment of Impacts avdigation Measures

The identification and assessment of impacts han bmade with reference to
information received from the above consultees amygl particular issues highlighted
by them._This is interpreted using professional judgement erperience based oh
previous projects affecting agricultural land.

Mitigation measures are based on the above andporaie relevant statutory and
non-statutory legislation and guidance.

Assessment of Significance

Where-possibleAan assessment has been made of the significanogpatts both pre|
and post mitigation (residual impacts), When makamgassessment of significance,
the magnitude of change and the importance anefusitsvity of the receptor have
been taken into account. The criteria for assessire presented in Tables 9.1 and
9.2 below.

Table 9.1: Magnitude of Impact
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9.3.3

9.4

94.1

9.4.2

Table 9.2: Receptor Sensitivity
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The assessment of significance is a product ofmtagnitude and sensitivity, as defined
in Figure 1.2 in Section 1.

Uncertainty and Technical Difficulties Encouared
No particular technical difficulties have been antered.

Baseline Overview

Current Land Use

The proposed development is located at Ince Margresa site between the
Manchester Ship Canal and the M56. Current larel igsagricultural, primarily
grazing with small amounts of arable, and pockétsandland.

Rural areas within Cheshire have traditionally bdeminated by agricultural activities
and food production. However, the Ince Marshe® $§igis within an area
predominantly-used-foontaining extensivéndustial useg including the large oil
refinery site at Stanlowthe and—ether—significantindustrial-sites—ineladiigmira
fertiliser plant, and the former Ince Power Statsite recently redeveloped as a
manufacturing plant for Quinn Glasdn addition, Holme Farm to the west of the¢
proposed development treats a small quantity oftavaemprising dredgings and
sludges by spreading on agricultural land. Therni existing canal berth to the north
of the site, which comprises a section of concretsing along the edge of the canal.
The canal berth is used for deliveries of liquiddarcts.

The site including the artificial drainage systerasiargely created as a part of the
construction of the Manchester Ship Canal.

Land Allocation and Management

The site is allocated under Employment Policy ENtiPthe Ellesmere Port and Neston
Borough Local Plan (Adopted 2002), which identiflase Marshes for oil, chemical
and related industries. The site is also desighaseENV10 Mersey Forest and as a
Site of Biological Importance, covered by Policy &} and lies adjacent to two areas
of Green Belt (Policies GB 1,2,3,4,5,8,9,10). slalso adjacent to the Mersey Estuary
SSSI/SPA/Ramsar site, covered by Policy ENV 17.

Within the Cheshire 2016: Structure Plan Alteratibe site is designated under IND
7a (IND 8 in former 2011 Structure Plan) for olheenical and related industries.

RSK Environment Ltd
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9.4.3

With regard to planning policy, see also Sectiaf this ES.

The site falls within the Inner Estuary zone in Mersey Estuary Management Plan
characterised by ‘Estuarine landscape, extensieesvziand attractive features’. The
Management Plan is designed to be an advisory fkamkefor future management,
acknowledging the importance of the Estuary foreabenomy and environment. The
Plan’s key message is to ensure that any humanagewent or activity does not upset
the natural processes in the area. The Plan recodsmemeasures to manage and
control human influence in the area. Where a neveldpment is proposed, the Plan
states that specialist studies should be undertakassess the likely impact.

Agricultural Land Classification (ALC)

Agricultural Land Classification (ALC) is the natial system for classifying
agricultural land. It is useful as a well estairdid and understood planning tool and
provides an appropriate framework for determinihg physical quality of land at
regional and local levels.

ALC provides a method for assessing the qualityfasmland to enable informed

choices to be made about its future use withinpthaning system. The classification
is based on the long term physical limitationsdgricultural use. Factors affecting the
grade are climate, site and soil characteristiod, tae important interactions between
them. Factors taken into account include:

climate: temperature and rainfall, aspect, expoancefrost risk;
site: gradient, microrelief and flood risk; and

soil: texture, structure, depth and stone contemical properties that cannot be
corrected.

The combination of climate and soil factors det@msi soil wetness and susceptibility
to drought, which in turn influences the choicecdps and the level of consistency of
yields, as well as use of land for grazing livektocThe current ALC, it should be

noted, is concerned with the inherent potentiallasfd under a range of farming

systems and does not, therefore, necessarily redatee current agricultural use or
intensity of use.

The ALC system classifies land into five gradeghwvthe post-1988 classification ALC
dividing Grade 3 into Sub-grades 3a, and 3b as showable 9.3 below. Grades 1, 2
and 3a are defined as the ‘best and most ver&atite.

Table 9.3: Agricultural Land Classification
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9.4.4

Reference to the Agricultural Land Classificatiompmfor the area (Sheet 108pd
consultation with DEFRA hashowns that the site is classified as Grade 3b (see Eigur

9.1 below).

Figure 9.1: Agricultural Land Classification

Agricultural Operations

The farms within land located within thehele—of thd&ntire lnce—MarshesSsite

(DBERR and C€C applications) are managed by three tenants.e&ixof the fields
(covering approximately 40 ha) are farmed by on#heftenants, thirteen of the fields
(covering approximately 37 ha) are farmed by a sédenant, and the remaining eight
fields (covering approximately 22 ha) are farmedtby third tenant. The Phase 1
Habitat Survey indicates that the agriculturaldg&ebregenerallya mixture of arabl,eJ

and improvedpastureand-semimproved-grassland Operations for all three tenants

are associated with both arable and pastoral fagmin

To the west of the site, Holme Farm manages wasi# of agricultural operations.
This aspect is dealt within in detail in Section 6.

Surface water and groundwater currently drains&o made ditches, which have been
cut around the perimeter of the fields. Thesehectransfer water to a pumping
station located near to the north east corneregite.

RSK Environment Ltd
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9.4.5
9.4.5.1

Agri-Environment Schemes

Environmental Stewardship

Environmental Stewardship is a new agri-environnsgheme which provides fundin
to farmers and other land managers in England walivedt effective environmenta
management on their land. The scheme is interméditd on the recognised succe
of the Environmental Sensitive Areas Scheme and Gbentryside Stewardshiy
Scheme. Its primary objectives are to:

Conserve wildlife (biodiversity);

Maintain and enhance landscape quality and characte

Protect the historic environment and natural resesiand

Promote public access and understanding of thetiomite:—and

Protectnatural resouree

The scheme has three elements:

Entry Level Stewardship;

Organic Entry Level Stewardship; and

Higher Level Stewardship.

A search of the Magic Database has showntiHemajerita significant proportiorof
agricultural land within thé&ntire-sSite is managedinder Entry Level Stewardsh{p.
83ha) For the CCC Application this is c. 82ha, and fa¢ DBERR c. 59ha (including
Mitigation Areas A and C — see Section 10) and $aading areasThis represents al
agricultural field parcels owned by two of the #hiland tenants operating within th
site. However, the wider area of Ince Marshes, and beypitodsham Marshes ha
large tracts of land under ELS and Higher-Level@irglship. This is consistent wit
trends nationwide where it is reported that 45%fawsfnland now lies under suc
schemes.

The aim of the Entry Level Stewardship is to enagerfarmers to implement simpl
yet effective environmental management. A widegeanf management options a
available e.qg. hedgerow management, low input ads buffer strips, and arabl
options, covering all farming types. Agreemertser a five-year period. The Entr
Level Stewardship agreements for field parcels tetavithin the site were issue
between Octoberia005 andNovember2006.

The Organic Entry Level Stewardship is a whole facheme similar to Entry Leve
Stewardship, open to farmers who manage all orgfdheir land organically. The lis
of organic management options is largely the saméora Entry Level Stewardshiy
(e.q. hedgerow management, low input grasslandembsirips, management plans ar

options to protect soils), with some options coamd unsuitable for organic svstej

excluded. Land under the Organic Entry Level Steslaip must be registered with

Organic Inspection Body. A search of the Magicdbaise has shown that agricultur
land located to the east of the site around Helbagsh is under Organic Entry Leve
Stewardship which commenced in November 2006 gri-environmental-scheme
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9.45.2

Countryside Stewardship Scheme

9.4.5.3

With the introduction of the new Environmental Séedship Scheme, the Countryside
Stewardship Scheme is now closed to new applicadtsvever, existing agreemen
willwould continue until their expiry date. The purpose of theCountryside
StewardshipSscheme aims-was to make conservation part of farming and lapd
management practice and offers payments for changesinagement which improve
the natural beauty and diversity of the countrysideCountryside Stewardship
agreements run for ten years. Consultation withrRE Rural Development Service
has revealed that a strip across the northern efdidre canal berth (which effects both
applications) is designated as a ‘Waterside Laralir@yside Stewardship site with a
start year of 2000. This land is restricted froevelopment as it forms a pipeline
easement.

Each county has a targeting statement outliningriies and local Stewardship
objectives for the area. These are produced fotigwionsultation with local partners.
The site falls under the Countryside Stewardshipe8® Target Area ‘Mersey Forest
D’ site with key objectives concerning Cheshirewap special project, coastal
habitats, traditional unimproved grasslands, weldameres and mosses, derelict land
management and restoration, arable options, araiersion, the provision of new
public access and the management, preservatiorpiasgntation of archaeological
sites. Applications within the target area arelifkto be enhanced if they include
proposals for the establishment of 6 metre grasging field boundary restoration or
ponds.

Woodland Grant Scheme

94.0.4.6 Notifiable Scheduled Diseases

p -

The Woodland Grant Scheme aims to encourage gogwgeaent of forests an
woodlands; provide jobs and improve the economsuddl areas and other areas with
few other sources of economic activity; and provialeuse for land instead of
agriculture. The Woodland Grant Scheme is nowetla® new applications and is
replaced by the new English Woodland Grant ScheeWGS). However, existing
contracts under the Woodland Grant Schesiléwould continue until their expiry
date. A search of the Magic Database has showvtratbaall parcel of land located tp
the south of Inceoutside of the development site,under a Woodland Grant Schemle.

DEFRA Animal Health Office were contacted regardijsease Burial Sites
(notifiable under the Animal Health Act 1981). DEA& have no records of carcass
burial at the site or surrounding area.

RSK Environment Ltd
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DEFRA Plant Health Office confirms that no landseheduled on the site (nor within
5km of the site) under the Plant Health (Greatdinit Order 1993 (as amended).

9.4.9.4.7 Injurious Weeds

Guidance on preventing the spread of the five wemed®red under th&/eeds Act,
1959 (spear thistle Girsium vulgarg; creeping or field thistle Girsium arvensg
curled dock Rumex crispys broad-leaved dockRumex obtusifoligsand common
ragwort Senecio jacobagn is given in the Ministry of Agriculture, Fishes and
Food (MAFF, now DEFRA) leafletdentification of Injurious Weed4,999, MAFE
The Ragwort Control AcR003amends th&Veeds Act 1958nd provides specifically
for more effective management of ragwort, a poissneieed which is responsible
every year for the deaths and illness of many Isoasel other livestock.

None of these plant species were found during gocdbsurveys of the site.

9.4.9.4.8 Invasive Species

Invasive plant species include Japanese knotwiealtbpia japonicg, Indian balsam
(Impatiens glandifloraand giant hogweedHgracleum mantegazzenium

The 2007 ecological surveys recorded one invadavet gpecies at the sitenpatiens
glandulifera _It is also possible that some plamtsy-could subsequently be found i
the time leading up to construction.

Speciegarmmay also set seed or otherwise become establishearéndoil created as e’ﬁ
result of the works, with the potential for thermrsfread into neighbouring areas.

941®.49 Soils

9.5

951
9511

The nature of soils found within a site determihesv the land can be farmed, as
discussed in relation to Agricultural Land Clagsifion in Section 9.3.2 above. Soll
nutrient testing has been undertaken to providarinétion on the nutrient status of the
soils.

An understanding of the soils in the area is atxuired to identify areas likely to
impose difficulties on construction. Details oktboils encountered are included in
Section 6.3.2.

Implications for ecological mitigation are discugse Section 10 Ecology and in the
Habitat Creation and Management Rlappendix10-11

Assessment of Impacts

Agricultural Operations

Entire Site

The site includes areas of three agricultural mgjgiand is currently used for grazing
and cereal crops. It is anticipated ttherethere-mawitwould besemeconsolidation
of the current landholdingsvith the equivalent of one holding likely to beo®
unviable This is currently the subject of ongoing diseoiss between Peel and land
tenants. The developmemihwould affect grade 3b agricultural land (land with
moderate limitations that restrict the choice obps and/or reduce yield and/or
demand careful management).

RSK Environment Ltd
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9.5.1.2

9.5.1.3

In-the—absence—of-mitigation—measures—ther@otential-fok tand consolidatiorte

would impact on agricultural operations of the three l#wmhants (in terms of adversge
economic mpactsand%er—redeeed—aeeess—te—l;md A—study—ts—eu;mnﬁy—bemg

epe#aﬂens—m—mepe—dewl—However as the Iand to be Iost comprlses grade| 3b

agricultural land, which is not considered to be thest and most versatile” land, the
sensitivity of this receptor can be considered mmadiow and with a medium
magnitude of impact, significance is judgeapactistikelyto be moderatat a local
level._This impact would be considered as slight atta segional level.

Impacts upon employment are discussed in Sectipbut3verall the jobs proposed to
be created by the scheme are likely to signifigantitweigh those lost in agriculture.

Disruption and alteration of land drainage systemesexpecteasitwould occurduring
construction. This impact has the potential tsigaificantat a local level Section 7
outlines the proposed surface water drainage metbgigs for managing increased
run-off resulting from the development. This irdds the implementation of
Sustainable Drainage Systems (SUDSFhree-main-ecological-mitigati@ixtensive
areaswittwould be established, functioning as SUDS of sufficeagacity to treat and
accommodate development drainage requirementsSgegon 7). As required for

SUDS, thesecological-mitigatiorareasaiibwould not only serve to accommodate ar‘\d

treat drainage butittwould also provide ecological enhancements and amealtyev
(see Section 10).

For the entire site, the findings of the hydrol@diassessment presented in Section 7
conclude that the implementation of such measwvidavould mitigate potential|
adverse impacts resulting from disruption to drgénand alteration of land drainage
systems. Impact® agricultural operationare predicted to beederatglight, based[l
upon small change to a medium-low receptoring both the construction or operatign
phases.

CCC Application

If the CCC application is considered in isolatitime area of agricultural land lost is
marginally lower tharfor the complete project. Therefore the impact oncafural
operations is considered to be the same (moderai@ local levgl The SUDS
proposed for the CCC application is the same asftihdahe entire site, and therefore
the impact on drainageitwould be the same (i.e. slight) again at local level. ‘

DBERR Application

If the DBERR application is considered in isolatitime area of agricultural land lost is
significantly lower. The impact is therefore catesied to be slighat a local level,
based on a medium-low receptor and a small magnitfdimpactfor agricultural
operations. At sub-regional level, this would be negligibl&wo of the three main
ecological mitigation areasitwould be established for the DBERR application (the
smaller Ecological Coresltwould only form part of the CCC application) as well as
the SW SUDS area (see Sectiony#&ich), which wiltwould provide greater SUDS
than is required for the development. Thereforapdct on drainage during
construction issetconsideredsigrhificannegligible, based upon a negligible magnitugde

of impact

RSK Environment Ltd
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9.5.2
9.5.2.1

Agri-Environment SchemesAl-Apphcations
Entire Site

9.5.2.2

Therewillwould be loss of agricultural land that is currentlyrfgemanaged to provide
environmental benefits under Entry Level StewandqlLS) of the Environmental
Stewardship Schem¢hough this would be part of a much wider aredeurELS and
HLS management.. However—thelhe three main ecological mitigation areas that
willwould be established as part of the proposed develophogether with other
ecological mitigation measures proposed (includieg and hedge plantingittwould
provide greater environmental benefits than Enteydl Stewardship.In addition, a
significant portion of the ELS scheme land (c. 24auld lie within the main areas
set aside for ecological mitigation (Areas A and Gee Figure 10.4) so would brin
direct environmental benefits to these areas. heutarge areas would form part of th
site landscaping scheme$he impact is therefore considered todtight, based upon
a negligible impact on a medium sensitivity recegtaght

o Q

There are no areas of land under the Organic Brewel Stewardship within the site|.
The nearest land under this Scheme is locatetkmto the east of the site around
Helsby Marsh. Theremillwould be no impact on the management options (.
hedgerow management, low input grassland, buffepsstmanagement plans and
options to protect soils) being implemented on tamsl. Impacts from changes to air
quality are discussed in Section 8.

The strip of land held under the Countryside Steglaip Schemesilbwould be
retained as this follows a pipeline easement aollides a stream. The three access
routes across the easement to the cadldould be by means of bridges/culverts
whichwillwould be designed to minimise impacts upon the sitepaiadent the acces
routes from affecting the ability of the strip t@taas a wildlife corridor._The
magnitude of change is theref@@mall on amMedium receptor, therefore the impagt
on the Stewardship Scheme site would be moderatewever, the Countryside
Stewardship Schemeitwould link into the two ecological mitigation areas either side
of the berth, so reducing this impact to slight.

There are no areas of land under the Woodland G8aheéme within the site. The¢
nearest land under this Scheme is located to fimd 6 Ince. Therevillwould be no
impact on this woodland.

CCC Application

If the CCC application is considered in isolatidne area of agricultural land lost
under agri-environmental schemes is very margidailyer than the complete project.
The three main ecological mitigation areas th#itwould be established for the CCC
applicationwillwould provide greater environmental benefits that thosevided for
under the Entry Level StewardshigAgain, a significant portion of the ELS scheme
land (c. 24ha) would lie within the main areas aside for ecological mitigation
(Areas A and C — see Figure 10.4), and again cdineas would be part od site
landscaping.Therefore the impact on agri-environmental scheimesnsidered to beg
the same afor the entire site (slight).

The impact on the strip of land held under the Goside Stewardship Schemge
willwould be as for the entire site (slight).

RSK Environment Ltd
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9.5.2.3 DBERR Application

If the DBERR application is considered in isolatitime area of agricultural land unde

agri-environmental schemes lasgillwould be lowersince almost all of Plot 8 which
contains the RDF plant is located in an area ndeuthe ELS schemeHence the ared
of land under stewardship that would be lost wdaédprincipally the canal berth an
that set aside for ecological mitigatiod.wo of the three main ecological mitigatio
areaswillwould be established for the DBERR application (the fndtcological
Core willwould only form part of the CCC applicatignand these areas, as abo
would provide greater environmental benefits thaise provided for under the Entn
Level Stewardship Added to this the large areas covered by ELS scheméhe
immediate area,—the impact on agri-environmental schemes is thezefest
considered to bsignificannegligible in significance, based upon an overaliligible
magnitude of impact

The impact on the strip of land held under the Goside Stewardship Schem
willwould be as for the entire site (slight).

be%rmpae’ opact

954.5.3 Notifiable Scheduled Diseases

As norecords ofdiseased animal carcases have been found on ¢henaitrecords of
plant disease, theritwould be no impact.

9.59.5.4  Injurious Weeds

As no injurious weed species were found duringagiohl surveys, thenaittwould be
no impact. However, the impaefitwould need to be re-assessediifjurious weed
species are found to be established prior to, dngwonstruction.

958.55 Invasive Species

The 2007 ecological surveys recorded one invasilien aspecies, Impatiens
glanduliferaat the site. This has the potential to result in a significampact, if not
controlled. However, with full survey and controhpactsare-expected-taittwould
be slight.

5 0

[¢)

95P0.5.6 Saoils
An assessment of impacts on soils during constmdsi included in Section 6.
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9.6 Mitigation Measures

9.6.1  Agricultural Operations- All Applications

Consolidation of the current landholdings is cutiyernthe subject of ongoing
discussions between Peel and Iand tenanfﬁhere mav be opportunmes f

b

for

—Fhe—option—forland tenants to manage landscaped/ecological ridigaareas
proposed as part of the development through maremgfecontracts with Peelandfor
s

—Short-term agreements between land tenants and Wkele phasing of thg
development may allow for particular agriculturglds to remain in production for
longer periods. Some of the agricultural fieldghe western portion of the site, for
example, are unlikely to be developed until theerlastages of the development
allowing them to remain under agricultural prodowtior a number of years after the
commencement of construction.

Propeosals—{forminimising—mpact-bnpacts on ffarming operationsvould also be

minimised bymd mamtammg Iand access to surroundlng areas guwomstruction and

operatiopw pora —bot
duﬂng—eenst&enen—&nd—epemnen—phases\ccess to IandMleould hence be
maintained.

A key part of the process of minimising agriculiwdesruption is liaison between Peel
and farmers throughout design and construction. is Willwould ensure that]
agricultural requirements during construction ageead, such as maintaining access
for animals and farm machinery. In particular,eaféd farmerswillwould be |
consulted regarding field land drainage matters.

Successful drainage systems are essential in todefoid the creation of wet areas in
the surrounding land, with consequent loss of foilcture and fertility. Any drainage
systems in surrounding areas which are affectedhbydevelopmentitwould be |

protected or repaired as required. A pre- and-passtruction drainage scheme
willwould be implemented as required to ensure that draimdgthe remaining)|

farmland is not affected.

For impacts relating to employment, see Section 13.

9.6.2  Agri-Environment Schemes

The crossing of the Shell pipeline easement (para cCountryside Stewardship
Scheme)aitbwould incorporate gaps in the bridge/culvert structaoesllow its use as
a wildlife corridor and allow connectivity of thedture across the site.

The ecological mitigation provided would serve tatigate also for the loss of
Stewardship sites.

ble—midgotenmoocuecorereoniod,
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964.6.3 Notifiable Scheduled Diseases

9.6.39.6.4 Injurious Weeds

9.6.80.6.5 Invasive Species

9.7

9.7.1

9.7.2

In order to prevent the spread of plant and anihakases, construction and
reinstatement proceduresibwould be in accordance with guidance provided py
DEFRA, including the DEFRA documerractical Guide to Preventing the Spread of
Plant and Animal Diseases, 1991.

In the unlikely event of any animal burial pits tgifound during construction,
DEFRAwilwould be informed without delay and their advice takegarding reburial|
or disposal. This is a requirement of Article 16tlbe Animals (Miscellaneaous
Provisions) Order 1927. Should an outbreak ocawmgd construction works, Peel
willwould consult DEFRA on the need for any further progscific precautions ang
prompt actionsttwould be taken, as necessary.

No mitigation measures are required.

Mitigation wittwould follow the relevant best practice including theviEmnment
Agency’s code of practice on managing Japanesewéasat (Environment Agency,
2006). Specialist adviceitwould be taken for the removal or control of plants |as
required.

Cumulative Assessment

Proposed Developments

A number of large-scale proposed developments it local area are currently in
the planning system and have the potential to ltaveulative effects. However, in
terms of assessing potential cumulative impactdama use and agriculture these
developments have not been considered for thesolpreasons:

The Second Mersey Crossing too distant from the proposed development|to
result in cumulative impacts on land use and atiticel

Liverpool John Lennon Airport - too distant frometiproposed development to
result in cumulative impacts on land use and atiticel

Mersey Tidal Power— marine-based project with location of the propdsadage |
yet to be decided.

INEOS Chlor Ltd, ‘Runcorn Energy from Waste Fayilit too distant from the
proposed development to result in cumulative impaatland use and agriculture.

Proposed Closure of Oil Sites Road no associated impaain land use or|
agriculture.

Recent Construction Developments

Construction of the Quinn Glass Ltd glass containanufacturing, filling and

distribution facility to the south-west of the Indéarshes was completed in 2005
during the period within which this Environmentahpact Assessment has been
carried out. As the Quinn plant was constructegm@viously developed land and did
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9.7.3

not require agricultural land-take, no cumulativgpact on land-use and agriculture
willwould occur for the CCC or DBERR applications or the twgombination. ‘

Development Allocations

Land allocated for employment or housing developniers also been considered in
assessing potential cumulative impacts, recognigiagsuch an allocation does not in
itself infer that any developmewntitwould take place in the future.

The only significant areas of land that have théepital to generate significant
cumulative impacts are the remaining part of thePBNllocation at Ince Marshes and
two Employment allocations: at Ince Power Stati&&MP7 for B1, B2 or B8
employment use); and Station Road, Ince (EMP8 foeBiployment use).

The remaining part of the EMP4 allocation at Incarshes is not considered likely to
come forward in the short to medium term, howevieousd this allocation be
developed, this would result in an additional laakie of agricultural land (up to 43ha).
This indicates that there could potentially be anclative effect on land use and
agriculture_and upon entry-level stewardship schemes whichercall of the
remaining allocation In the event that all or part of the land-takeas one of more
of the tenants affected by the DBERR and CCC agiitio the level of impaamay
would increase from slight for the DBERR application amdderate for the CC
application (or the combination of both applicaghn

In terms of cumulative impacts on land use and cafjitire from employment
allocations at Ince Power Station and Station Raaohulative impacts are not
expected on the CCC or DBERR applications as thasaallocated for employment
incorporate very little agricultural land.
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9.8

The significance of residual impacts (i.e. thosepauts predicted to

Summary of Residual Impacts and Significance

remain after

mitigation measures have been implemented) is ptegden Table 9.4.

Table 9.4: Summary of Residual Impacts and Signifi  cance
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