TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) (WALES) REGULATIONS 2016

REGULATION 5 – REQUEST FOR SCREENING OPINION

BACKGROUND

This screening opinion is adopted by the Vale of Glamorgan Council in accordance with Regulation 5 of the Town and Country Planning Environmental Impact Assessment) (Wales) Regulations 2016.
The Council received a formal request from Caulmert on the 15th February 2017, as agents acting on behalf of Dwr Cymru Welsh Water (DCWW) for a formal screening opinion under the above regulations, as to whether the proposed advanced anaerobic digestion plant at Cog Moors WwTW, as described in the letter and enclosures, constitutes EIA development.
The proposed development constitutes an installation for the disposal of waste and falls within Category 11(b) of Schedule 2 of the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Wales) Regulations 2016 (hereafter “The EIA Regulations”). The proposed development exceeds screening thresholds ii) and iii) of Category 11(b), since the area of development is greater than 0.5ha and the installation is to be sited within 100m of controlled waters.  
SITE AND CONTEXT
Cog Moors WwTW is situated to the east of the A4055 Cardiff Road, approximately 2km east of Barry and 1km south of Dinas Powys.

The site contains both concrete and steel process tanks, together with a series of process and control buildings and associated items of plant and equipment.

Vehicular and pedestrian access to the site is gained via a private road (Green Lane), which runs in a south easterly direction from its junction with the A4055

The WwTW site is located within a low lying landscape, characterised by flat fields separated by ditches. The land rises steeply to the north of the WwTW site (Pop Hill) and is intermittently wooded.

The nearest residential properties to the WwTW site are located, at Downs Farm, approximately 230m to the east. Other residential properties are located, at distances of more than 0.5km, on Ashby Road to the south, along Cross Common Road to the north east and along Sully Road and Cog Road to the east and south, respectively.

The WwTW is screened in the surrounding landscape, and from most of the surrounding roads and properties, by the localised topography and by existing hedgerows and trees. There are views of the WwTW are from nearby public footpaths.
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DESCRIPTION OF DEVELOPMENT

DCWW is proposing to construct an Advanced Anaerobic Digestion (AAD) plant at the existing Cog Moors Wastewater Treatment Works (WwTW). The proposed AAD plant will treat sewage sludge arising from wastewater treatment processes.

The proposed AAD plant comprises a number of new process and storage tanks and buildings, together with the demolition of and modifications to some existing items of plant and equipment. 
The proposed layout is shown below:
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The proposed development would provide for:
· Additional digestion capacity;

· Conditioning of the sludge generated on the site, (dewatering and removal of contaminating rags and plastic);

· Reception facilities for sludge imported to the site from satellite WwTWs;

· Blending of the indigenous sludge and imported sludge;

· A thermal hydrolysis plant (THP), which uses steam to increase the temperature and pressure in a reaction vessel to pre-treat the sludge;

· A siloxane plant to remove contaminants from the biogas generated;

· A combined heat and power (CHP) plant to general useable heat and electricity, which can be used on site, exported to the grid, or both.

· A UV plant to treat some of the final effluent water from the WwTW, in order to provide process water for the THP sludge preparation;

· Tanks to hold sludge and liquor, resulting from the thickening and dewatering processes;

· A cake storage silo;

· Odour control equipment;

· New internal site access roads and drainage;

· Site clearance and earthworks and new fencing;

· New MCC equipment and control kiosks; and

· Appropriate mitigation planting and ecological mitigation measures;

The proposed development will not involve the use of any hazardous substances in notifiable quantities.
Temporary construction compounds would be sited on an area of mown grassland, immediately adjacent to the existing final settlement tanks, and on an area of grassland to the east of the proposed AAD plant.

Vehicular access to the proposed development would continue to be gained from the A4055 via Green Lane.
In addition, it is stated that that a new gas main to the site is likely to be required, together with an upgrade to the electricity connection. These works will be the subject of a separate consenting process, to be progressed by the Distribution Network Operator.

The proposed development will not involve the use of any hazardous substances in notifiable quantities.

Temporary construction compounds would be sited on an area of mown grassland, immediately adjacent to the existing final settlement tanks, and on an area of grassland to the east of the proposed AAD plant.

PLANNING HISTORY

2015/00547/FUL : Land at Green Lane, Dinas Powys, Proposal: Proposed new stable building for four horses and rear storage area, Decision: Approved,
2013/00365/FUL : Land at Green Lane, Dinas Powys, Proposal: Proposed new replacement stable building, Decision: Approved,
2012/00820/FUL : Cog Moors Wastewater Treatment Works, Green Lane, off Cardiff Road,, Proposal: Proposed erection of roof mounted solar photovoltaic panels on three existing buildings within the operational site of Cog Moors Wastewater Treatment Works., Decision: Approved,
2010/01132/FUL : Dwr Cymru Wastewater Treatment, Green Lane, Dinas Powys, Proposal: Erection of a 60m meteorological mast for a temporary period of three years, for the purpose of monitoring noise, wind speed and direction, plus associated engineering operations., Decision: Approved,
2010/00183/SC1 : Waste Water Treatment Works, Cog Moors, Proposal: Erection of wind turbine, Decision: Environmental Impact Assessment (Screening) - Not Required,
2006/00581/FUL : Cog Moors Sewage Treatment Works, Barry Road, Dinas Powys, Proposal: Improvement and expansion of Wastewater Treatment Works, Decision: Approved,
 1994/00544/RES : Cog Moors Sewage Treatment Works, Barry Road, Dinas Powys, Proposal: Sewage Treatment Works (re. application 89/00468/OUT), Decision: Approved,
1994/00545/FUL: Field 3751, Cog Moors Sewage Treatment Works, Proposal: Landscaped mound of surplus excavated material from construction of Cog Moors Sewage Treatment Works, re. application 89/00468/OUT, Decision: Approved,
1992/00664/OUT : Cog Moors Sewage Treatment Works, Barry Road, Dinas Powys, Proposal: Renewal of previous application 89/00468/OUT for sewage treatment works, Decision: Approved,
1989/00468/OUT : Cog Moors Sewage Treatment Works, Barry Road, Dinas Powys, Proposal: Sewage Treatment Works (Renewal 86/0130), Decision: Approved,
1986/00130/OUT : Cog Moors - Part of ordnance sheet nos. ST 1569 and ST 1669 Dinas Powys, Proposal: Sewage Treatment Works, Decision: Approved,
1982/01965/OUT: Cog Moors, part OS 1569 and 1669, Dinas Powys, Proposal: Sewage treatment works, Decision: Approved,
CONSULTATIONS

Council’s Ecology Officer was consulted and has stated that detailed comments cannot be provided at this stage, given the information provided for the reasons outlined below and with reference to the following documents:
· Cog Moors WwTW South Sludge Strategy, Preliminary Ecological Appraisal; October 2016 by Mott McDonald Bentley

· Cog Moors SW Sludge Strategy, Addendum Preliminary Ecological Appraisal; January 2017 by Arcadis. 

Comments 

1) The area of development is not covered by the areas surveyed. Therefore habitat and protected site (SINC) information is missing. As this is missing, there cannot be a full assessment of the impact of the development on protected and priority habitats, species and sites. 

2) Species survey information is outstanding (e.g. dormouse survey and e-DNA survey of the ponds for Great Crested Newt)

The Area of development not covered by Ph1 / PEA surveys, must be included in a Preliminary Ecological Appraisal. 

We note that the development proposes destruction of part of a Site of Importance for Nature Conservation, not for the development, but merely for use as a storage compound. We do not consider this appropriate and recommend that the plans be reconsidered to demonstrate the siting of the compound elsewhere in a lower value habitat. 

The proposals involve the removal of 6 (Arcadis) to 11 (MMB) mature trees with the potential to support a bat roost. In addition to climbing surveys being required for bats, this is in contravention to Planning Policy Wales sections 5.2.9 and 5.2.10 which highlights woodland and trees of particularly great importance which should be protected from development; and encourages LPAs to make full use of their powers to protect trees. 

TAN5 section 6.5.2 refers to Section 42 of NERC (now replaced by Section 7 of the Environment (Wales) Act) whereby habitats and species of principal importance for biodiversity in Wales are capable of being a material consideration in making planning decisions.  

Where a site is identified as a SINC (S5.5.3), developers should avoid harm to those interests where possible. Where harm is unavoidable, it should be minimised by mitigation measures and offset as far as possible by compensation measures. 

Recommendation: that the plans be changed to avoid high value areas [SINC, mature trees and woodland] or a justification be provided for the proposed layout, demonstrating minimisation of impact and provision of robust mitigation and compensation measures. 

Surveys recommended in the ecological reports should be completed prior to the submission of the planning application, so that all the information is available to the LPA at the point of determination. Protected Species are a material consideration (PPW, TAN5)

Submission of the planning application should include mitigation, compensation and Method Statements where appropriate (e.g. clearance with respect to reptiles; or felling of a bat roost tree [to accompany a licence] )

Highway Development Team were consulted and made the following comments 

Further to reviewing the details submitted in relation to the above, I would suggest that the increased traffic flow as a result of the development would not have a material impact along the adjacent highway network.  

However, when a formal planning application is submitted, evidence of the predicted traffic flow should be provided, alongside how this would be controlled as not to be increased above that stated.

Additionally, in terms the access, it is noted that the junction with A4055 is adequate to carter for the increase in traffic.  Furthermore, despite the single width access road within the site, there are a number of passing places provided that will allow vehicle to pass side by side which is acceptable, subject to the above.

Council’s Environmental Health (Pollution) Team were consulted and have made the following comments : 

Correspondence from the application (Ref: 2932-CAU-XX-XX-CO-T-9100.A0-P0.0 Date: 15th February 2017) indicates they are of the opinion that the proposed development is unlikely to have significant environmental effects. Consequently, they conclude that the proposed development does not constitute EIA development. However if the planning officer is of the opinion that a full EIA is required, then ultimately, that is a decision for the officer to make.
With regards to the construction phase, the applicant indicates that provision for pollution prevention measures will be incorporated into the Construction Environmental Management Plan, which is noted.  In addition, potential contaminative risk during the construction phase would also be addressed by the recommendation of the inclusion of appropriate geo-environmental conditions as part of the planning consent. 

Council’s Landscape Architect was consulted and has requested that the Landscape Visual Impact Assessment should be supported by additional viewpoints required as specified below :

1. Railway – views across low lying marshes to site. The railway is elevated and the stacks are likely to be visible against the skyline
2. Public Right of Way S1/15/1

3. Public Right of Way S1/16/1
Public Rights of Way – Viewpoints from local publically accessible footpaths have not been considered. The following two footpaths pass fairly close to the site and overlook the proposed development. I have not

walked them recently but I believe that parts of the site are likely to be visible from the Publically accessible paths with views across Cosmeston Country Park – Cosmeston is a very important site for local people and visitors and the paths throughout the site are well used. We believe that the site is visible from land to the west of the former railway and should be included.
5. Cardiff Road – Cardiff Road is particularly well used and an additional viewpoint is required where the views open up at the end of the long straight section as indicated

6. Cog, Swanbridge Road – Views north open up where Swanbridge Road enters Cog. There is a need to identify whether the stacks are visible at this point.
Glamorgan Gwent Archaeological Trust have stated that there are archaeological and cultural heritage issues which need to be addressed in order to determine the impact of the proposals on the historic environment. 

Information in the Historic Environment Record shows that there are several archaeological interests in the vicinity, primarily dating to the prehistoric and Roman periods and includes the Roman settlement at Pop Hill. Peat deposits have also been identified that potentially contain important paleoenvironmental data. However, an archaeological watching brief was conducted by GGAT Contracts during the construction of the Treatment Works in 1996. The watching brief monitored both topsoil stripping and the large-scale excavation of the site and encountered no archaeologically significant remains. 

As a result, it is our opinion that it is unlikely there will be a significant impact on the buried archaeological resource by the proposed development and therefore there are no historic environment grounds for an environmental impact assessment to be required.
REPRESENTATIONS

None

REPORT

The supporting letter states that at Cog Moors WwTW, the sewage sludge that results from the treatment of wastewaters is currently treated by anaerobic digestion. The digestion process releases biogas, which is used to generate electricity on site, whilst the sewage sludge, following digestion, (referred to as “sludge cake”) is then disposed of to farmland as a soil improver and fertiliser. The residual liquors, following digestion, are returned to the WwTW inlet works for treatment. 

Over recent years, advanced anaerobic digestion (AAD) technologies, involving thermal hydrolysis, have become well established and enable the overall digestion process to operate more efficiently, producing both increased volumes of biogas and an improved fertiliser. DCWW has installed AAD plants at its WwTW at Afan and Cardiff . 

The proposed AAD plant development at Cog Moors would supplement the operation of the existing digesters (which would be refurbished) and would provide additional capacity to accept and treat sewage sludge arising from other WwTW in South Wales, in accordance with DCWW’s Sludge Strategy. 

The biogas produced by the proposed AAD plant would be used, via a combined heat and power (CHP) plant and boiler, to generate heat and renewable electricity, for use on site or for export to the electricity grid. The sludge cake would be recycled to farmland as a high-value and sustainable fertiliser (N.B. An AAD plant produces a significantly reduced volume of sludge cake from a similar volume of sewage sludge than a standard anaerobic digester). The residual liquors, following digestion, would be returned to the WwTW inlet works for treatment.

Legislation and Guidance

In reaching a screening opinion, the Council must have regard to the matters listed in Schedule 3 of the Regulations, which sets out the 'selection criteria' which must be taken into account in determining whether a development is likely to have significant effects on the environment. 
The EIA Regulations (Schedule 3) establishes the following criteria that must be taken into account in determining whether a scheme, which falls under the description of a Schedule 2 development, is likely to have significant effects having regard to:

•
 Characteristics of development;

•
 Location of development; and

•
 Characteristics of the potential impact.

The Guidance provided in Welsh Office Circular 11/99: Environmental Impact Assessment, has also been considered when providing this screening opinion.  

Consideration
It is agreed with the agents supporting letter that the proposed development constitutes an installation for the disposal of waste and falls within Category 11(b) of Schedule 2 of the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Wales) Regulations 2016 (hereafter “The EIA Regulations”). The proposed development exceeds screening thresholds ii) and iii) of Category 11(b), since the area of development is greater than 0.5ha and the installation is to be sited within 100m of controlled waters.  
The Welsh Government guidance states that EIA will usually only be needed for Schedule 2 developments in three main types of case: a) for major developments which are of more than local importance; b) for developments which are proposed for particularly environmentally sensitive or vulnerable locations); and c) for developments with unusually complex and potentially hazardous environmental effects.  It also states that the number of cases of such development will be a very small proportion of the total number of Schedule 2 developments.

From a consideration of the proposal in the context of the site (together with the associated impacts of the existing Cog Moors WwTW) and on the basis of the information provided by the applicants, the following conclusions are reached in relation to the Schedule 3 issues.

1. Characteristics of the development

Annex B: Selection Criteria for Screening Schedule 2 Development – of the Regulations advise that the characteristics of development must be considered having regard, in particular, to:

(a) the size of the development;

(b) the cumulation with other development;

(c) the use of natural resources;

(d) the production of waste;

(e) pollution and nuisances;

(f) the risk of accidents, having regard in particular to substances or technologies used.

Having regard to the criteria outlined under paragraph 33 of Circular 11/99, the size of the site of the proposed AAD plant development is relatively small (C. 1.8ha) and on completion it would operate as part of the existing Cog Moors WwTW. 

It is stated in the supporting letter that the proposed buildings and structures are of a broadly similar scale and character to the existing development on the site. However, the Indicate Proposed Site Layout Plan does indicate that a number of the new structures are 12.5m high and in particular, the exhaust stack will be 30m high. Therefore this element of the scheme will be significantly higher than any of the structures at the existing site.
The existing WwTW is generally well screened by existing vegetation and by the local topography. However, as the proposal will involve the loss of an area of woodland in the eastern part of the site, together with the height of the structures proposed, they may well be an adverse impact, over the short and medium terms, on views from Downs Farm and cottage, in particular, which are located approximately 230m distant. This is acknowledged in the supporting letter. 

The proposed development would involve the re-use, in part, of existing brownfield land within the existing operational area of the WwTW, but would include in the loss of some undeveloped land and trees, however, such loss is considered to be of a relatively minor scale. 
The use of other natural resources would be very limited. 

The proposed development will not produce any significant quantities of waste and the proposal itself is to deal with waste from other WW sites. It is stated that the waste will be recycled to produce renewable electricity and a high quality and sustainable fertiliser and that the proposed development will utilise tried and tested processes which carry little inherent risk.

In terms of pollution and nuisance, given the nature of the operations proposed, these require detailed consideration 

Noise 
The proposed development site is not located within a Noise Priority Area. 

The nearest sensitive receptors (residential properties) are located at Downs Farm and cottage, approximately 230m from the site of the proposed development. There may be some temporary adverse noise impacts during the construction phase; this will be of a limited duration and best practice mitigation measures can be secured by condition to reduce any adverse noise impact. 

It is stated that the operation of the new plant will not cause any additional noise impact over and above the existing facility. 

Air Quality 
The proposed development site is not within an Air Quality Management Area and the nearest sensitive receptors are approximately 230m from the site. 
It is stated that the potential for impacts arising during construction from dust raising activities will be managed and reduced by the application of best practice mitigation measures, such as dampening of topsoil during soil stripping and haul roads, or the covering of stockpiles to prevent wind-blown dust escaping off site. Any such effects would be temporary and localised in nature.
Emissions to air from the proposed steam boilers and CHP exhaust stack will be subject to separate regulations, and will comply with the requirements of, Natural Resources Wales. 
Odours 
Those elements of the proposed development with the potential for causing odour problems will be within buildings or enclosures with associated odour control units. No significant adverse impacts arising during operation of the AAD are expected.
Whilst noise, air quality and odours are not considered to be significant to trigger EIA development, it is considered that any application should be supported by a  noise, air quality and odour assessment.

The Environmental Health Officer has stated that it is the decision for the officer to make as to whether a full EIA is required. 
With regards to the construction phase, the applicant indicates that provision for pollution prevention measures will be incorporated into the Construction Environmental Management Plan, which is noted.  In addition, potential contaminative risk during the construction phase would also be addressed by the recommendation of the inclusion of appropriate geo-environmental conditions as part of the planning consent. 

Given the substances or technologies used, it is not considered that the development will have a risk of accidents, over and above the other technologies and operations operating at the site.
2. Location of the development

The next test required is to assess the land subject of the proposal and the surrounding areas.  Schedule 3 suggests that particular attention is paid to the following:

(a) 
the existing land use;

(b) 
the relative abundance, quality and regenerative capacity of natural resources in the area;

(c) 
the absorption capacity of the natural environment, paying particular attention to the following areas:

(i) 
wetlands;

(ii) 
coastal zones;

(iii) 
mountain and forest areas;

(iv) 
nature reserves and parks;

(v) 
areas classified or protected under Member States’ legislation, areas designated by Member States pursuant to Council Directive 2009/147/EC on the conservation of wild birds(1) and Council Directive 92/43/EEC on the conservation of natural habitats and of wild fauna and flora(2);
(vi) 
areas in which the environmental quality standards laid down in EU legislation have already been exceeded;

(vii) 
densely populated areas;

(viii) 
landscapes of historical, cultural or archaeological significance.
Consideration is to be given to whether any part of the development would be carried out in a sensitive area. The EIA Regulations provide definitions of those areas that are regarded as ‘sensitive’, which includes:

· Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI),

· National Parks,

· Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB),

· World Heritage Sites,

· Conservation Areas,

· Scheduled Ancient Monuments, and 

· Internationally designated sites.

Paragraph 36 of Circular 11/99 states that the relationship between a proposed development and its location is a crucial consideration, and that for any given development proposal, the more environmentally sensitive the location, the more likely it is that effects will be significant and will require EIA. 

The Council’s Ecology Officer has made reference to the following documents :
· Cog Moors WwTW South Sludge Strategy, Preliminary Ecological Appraisal; October 2016 by Mott McDonald Bentley

· Cog Moors SW Sludge Strategy, Addendum Preliminary Ecological Appraisal; January 2017 by Arcadis. 

It is stated that the area of development is not covered by the areas surveyed and the habitat and protected site (SINC) information is missing. As this is missing, there cannot be a full assessment of the impacts of the development on protected and priority habitats, species and sites. Moreover it is stated that species survey information is outstanding (e.g. dormouse survey and e-DNA survey of the ponds for Great Crested Newt)

In addition in relation to the survey extent, that the area of development is not covered by Ph1 / PEA survey and all the area proposed for land-take for the development must be included in a Preliminary Ecological Appraisal. 

It is noted that the development proposes destruction of part of a Site of Importance for Nature Conservation, not for the development, but merely for use as a storage compound. The Council’s Ecologist therefore recommends that the plans be reconsidered to demonstrate the siting of the compound elsewhere in a lower value habitat. 

The proposals involve the removal of 6 (Arcadis) to 11 (MMB) mature trees with the potential to support a bat roost. In addition to climbing surveys being required for bats, this is in contravention to Planning Policy Wales sections 5.2.9 and 5.2.10 which highlights woodland and trees of particularly great importance which should be protected from development; and encourages LPAs to make full use of their powers to protect trees.  Moreover TAN5 section 6.5.2 refers to Section 42 of NERC (now replaced by Section 7 of the Environment (Wales) Act) whereby habitats and species of principal importance for biodiversity in Wales are capable of being a material consideration in making planning decisions.  

Where a site is identified as a SINC (S5.5.3), developers should avoid harm to those interests where possible. Where harm is unavoidable, it should be minimised by mitigation measures and offset as far as possible by compensation measures. 
The Council’s Ecologist does not consider that the impacts of the development on the SINC or protected and priority habitats, species and sites would result in significant impacts to trigger EIA development. However the planning application should include mitigation, compensation and Method Statements where appropriate (e.g. clearance with respect to reptiles; or felling of a bat roost tree [to accompany a licence] ), where further surveys recommended in the ecological reports should be completed prior to the submission of the planning application, in order that all the information is available to the LPA at the point of determination. 
A further recommendation from the Council’s Ecologist is that the plans be changed to avoid high value areas [SINC, mature trees and woodland] or, alternatively a justification is provided for the proposed layout, demonstrating minimisation of impact and provision of robust mitigation and compensation measures. 
Glamorgan Gwent Archaeological Trust have confirmed that an archaeological watching brief was conducted by GGAT Contracts during the construction of the Treatment Works in 1996. The watching brief monitored both topsoil stripping and the large-scale excavation of the site and encountered no archaeologically significant remains. As a result, it their opinion that it is unlikely there will be a significant impact on the buried archaeological resource by the proposed development and therefore there are no historic environment grounds for an environmental impact assessment to be required
3. Characteristics of the potential impact

The potential significant effects of development must have particular regard in particular to:

(a) 
the extent of the impact (geographical area and size of the affected population);

(b) 
the transfrontier nature of the impact;

(c) 
the magnitude and complexity of the impact;

(d) 
the probability of the impact;

(e) 
the duration, frequency and reversibility of the impact.

In considering the characteristics of the potential impacts, the extent of the impact will be limited to the locality.
However, the proposal will result in additional visual impact over and above the existing visual impacts from the Cog Moors WwTW. In particular whilst the majority of the new plant and equipment has a height of up to 12.5 metres, the exhaust stack is 30m in height.

In parallel with the progression of this application, the Council’s Landscape Architect has been asked to agree viewpoints as set out in the Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV). The  Council’s Landscape has confirmed that 
a Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) is required for this proposed development.
Therefore an assessment of the scale of impact of the development cannot be made until an LVIA has been submitted in addition to more details regarding the proposals.

However, the site is not within an Special Landscape Area (in the current UDP or emerging LDP), with the closest SLA being Cwrt Yr Ala basin, which although the ZVI indicates that there may be views, in reality due to landscape features these are unlikely to be significant.  The majority of the development is low lying and is likely to be well screened.  Most of the lanes around the site have high hedges and there are blocks of woodland and scrub which provide very good screening.  However it is noted that it is proposed to remove some trees at the site and it is not clear what the extent of this is and what the proposals are to re-plant. The development is not visible from viewpoints 5-11 (in the ZTV plan) which are furthest away from the site. Therefore any effects are going to be mid / local views.
It is difficult to visualise what the impact of the stacks from mid distance viewpoints will be within the landscape, particularly the 30m high stack. It is considered that additional viewpoints are required (as set out above in the consultation responses). Whilst all the viewpoints indicated currently are from public areas, there may be views of parts of the development from the residential properties on Sully Road, which should also be considered.

With regard to highway impacts, the vehicular access to and from the proposed development will be gained from the A4055, via Green Lane, during both the construction and operational phases.  Vehicle movements associated with existing operations at Cog Moors WwTW are indicated in the supporting letter, in addition to the additional vehicle movements during the peak period of the construction phase and operational phases of the development

It is noted that during the construction phase, there will be a substantial numerical increase in car and light van movements to and from the WwTW site. However, these additional movements would be for a temporary period only and the vehicle numbers referred to in Table 2 of the supporting letter  represent periods of peak construction activity of a few weeks duration only.  Once operational, the proposed development would result in a minor numerical increase only in HGV movements. 
The Council’s Highway Engineer has considered the details submitted and has stated that the increased traffic flow as a result of the development would not have a material impact along the adjacent highway network.  However, when a formal planning application is submitted, evidence of the predicted traffic flow should be provided, alongside how this would be controlled and not increased above that stated.

Additionally, in terms the access, it is noted that the junction with A4055 is adequate to carter for the increase in traffic.  Furthermore, despite the single width access road within the site, there are a number of passing places provided that will allow vehicle to pass side by side which is acceptable, subject to the above.

There are not likely to be transfrontier impacts and in terms of magnitude and complexity it relates to the expansion of the existing WwTw. The probability of the impact is certain, as is the likely duration, frequency and reversibility, and the effect on Dinas Powys and Sully in relation to its character, highway network and environment, being permanent and irreversible.

More generally, as the supporting statement points out, the likely impacts of the development outlined above, can be addressed within supporting technical documentation in support of the formal application. These would include documentation such as, a Design and Access Statement, a Transport Statement, Tree Survey and Arboricultural Assessment.

In particular respect of ecology, a Preliminary Ecological Appraisal of the whole of the site is required, where the impacts should be minimised and where necessary  mitigation measures and impacts offset as far as possible by compensation measures, to include all surveys recommended in the ecological reports (completed prior to the submission of the planning application, so that all the information is available to the LPA at the point of determination).
Furthermore a Landscape and Visual Assessment (with additional viewpoints included  within the ZTV) and Air Quality information is also required to support any application. The above would inform any necessary mitigation required in respect of the identified impacts.

As such the scheme is not considered to have the potential for significant environmental effects, and, in this instance an Environmental Impact Assessment is not a requirement.  

Conclusions

Welsh Office Circular 11/99 states that EIA will usually only be needed for Schedule 2 developments in three main types of case: a) for major developments which are of more than local importance; b) for developments which are proposed for particularly environmentally sensitive or vulnerable locations; and c) for developments with unusually complex and potentially hazardous environmental effects. It also states in Annex A under A36-Installations for the disposal of non-hazardous waste, that the likelihood of significant effects will generally depend on the scale of the development on the nature of the potential impacts in terms of discharged, emissions or odour. For installations for the deposit, recovery and/or disposal of industrial wastes, EIA is more likely to be required where new capacity is created to hold more than 50,0000 tonnes per year. Sites taking smaller quantities of waste or only accepting inert waste are unlikely to require EIA.

In this respect, and taking into account the above circular advice and each of the stated criteria in Schedule 3, it is concluded from the information submitted that the project is not a significant development of more than local importance, that is proposed for a particularly environmentally sensitive or vulnerable location, nor does it have unusually complex and potentially hazardous environmental effects. As such, whilst information regarding certain environmental issues will undoubtedly be required for any planning application, it is considered that there is no requirement for a formal Environmental Impact Assessment to be submitted under the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (England and Wales) Regulations 1999 (as amended), and the consolidating Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Wales) Regulations 2016. 
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