TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
 

THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) (ENGLAND AND WALES) REGULATIONS 2011 - Screening Opinion

Address: Land adjacent to Common Road, near Harthill, Rotherham

Proposal: Application for the use of land to drill a vertical core well to explore for shale gas, with associated equipment, all subject to conditions precluding more than a single drill and conditions precluding that land use for a period of more than 5 years and, within that 5 year period, to conditions precluding a total period of activity of more than 1 year. 

The proposed development has been assessed against Schedule 2 to the 2011 Regulations and the criteria set out in column 2 of the table in that Schedule.  However the Mineral Planning Authority, having taken into account the criteria set out in Schedule 3 to the 2011 Regulations, is of the opinion that the development would not be likely to have significant effects on the environment by virtue of factors such as its nature, size or location. Further details of the Screening Opinion are attached.

Accordingly the Mineral Planning Authority has adopted the opinion that the development referred to above for which planning permission is sought is not EIA development as defined in the 2011 Regulations.

Signed: [image: image1.emf]
ppDirector of Planning, Regeneration and Transportation Service              

Date: 18th May 2017
Request for a screening opinion, Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment)(England and Wales) Regulations 2011
Introduction

Under the provisions of Part 2 of the Town and Country Planning (Environmental

Impact Assessment) Regulations 2011, as amended (the EIA Regulations) Turley,

as planning agent for INEOS, has by a request submitted to Rotherham Council received 8th March 2017 required the Council, as the relevant planning authority, to provide a screening opinion as to whether the proposed development described in the request (summarised below) would constitute ‘EIA development’. The meanings of ‘EIA development’, ‘screening opinion’, and related terms are defined in the EIA Regulations.

The Site

The site proposed for the development is in a rural location occupying part of an

agricultural field and is within the administrative area of Rotherham Council. It is located north of Common Road, approximately midway between the villages of Harthill and Thorpe Salvin. Immediately to the west is Crow Wood and to the east is the Loscar Common Plantations with Loscar Wood further east. Loscar Wood is identified as an area of Replanted Ancient Woodland. To the south across Common Road is the ‘Loscar Farm’ commercial turbine site which has 3 large turbines (96m to blade tip).
The site is within the Loscar Common Local Wildlife Site and within an Area of High Landscape Value and the Green Belt, as identified on the adopted Unitary Development Plan (1999), and part of the East Rotherham Limestone Plateau Landscape Character Area. It is within an area of agricultural land identified as being of Grade 2 value. The closest residential properties are approximately 700m away on the eastern edge of Harthill.
Harthill Public Footpath No. 23 runs close to the eastern boundary of the site and this joins Harthill Public Footpath No. 8 that runs close to the northern boundary, which. There is a network of rural roads in the wider area.
The site is within a Landfill Gas Consultation Zone, relating to Loscar Quarry to the south east of the site which contains inert material.
It is also within the Netherthorpe Airport Safeguarding Zone, relating to the nearby private airport.
The planning history of the site details that the area was included within an application for underground coal mining granted in 1971 (reference KP1971/3029) and by an application for the working of a 2 foot (sough) seam by underground methods, granted in 1982 (RB1982/0657). However, the site does not lie within a Coal Mining Risk Area.
The Proposal

The proposal relates to a temporary development involving the drilling of a vertical

core well to explore for shale gas with a single point of access Common Road. The proposal details that he site would be restored back to an agricultural use following any development.

The detail of the proposed development provided by INEOS sets out that it would comprise five phases:

Phase 1 - Site Development and Establishment – approximately 3 months.

Phase 2 - Drilling and Coring – approximately 5 months.

Phase 3 - Establishment as a Listening Well and Suspension – approximately 1

week with the suspended well in place until restoration.

Phase 4 - Undertaking Listening Well Operations – up to 3 weeks as required.

Phase 5 - Abandonment and Restoration – approximately 1.5 months.

Phase 1 – Site Development and Establishment.

This would take approximately 3 months and would involve:

· Mobilisation– this would involve any necessary pre-commencement surveys,

including geotechnical surveys, site investigation surveys, road construction

surveys and environmental surveys. Any construction equipment would also

be brought to site during mobilisation.
· Access Tracks – formal access construction including visibility splays and

geotextile membrane to be covered with aggregate and on-site parking provision.
· Site Clearance – the site would cover 120m by 95m (1.14 hectares). Vegetation clearance and hedge trimming, topsoil/subsoil removal would occur. 
· Site Development and Lining – impermeable site liner trench and

subsequent appropriate infilling at foot of topsoil bund to be installed immediately around the drill site. The bund would be approximately 2m high on the perimeter of the site created from topsoil from within the site. The bund would assist with visual and noise screening.
· Development of Drainage – perimeter water storage pipe installation to be

fed into from across site to catch any potential surface water runoff. This would then be transported off site.
· Development of Site Accommodation – cabins stacked (up to two high) on top of each other would be placed at the perimeter of the site.

· Installation of Monitoring Boreholes – groundwater monitoring boreholes installed, in liaison with the Environment Agency (EA), under permitted development rights.

· Construction of Well Cellar – a well cellar (2.5m diameter and 3m deep)

would be excavated, from which the well would be drilled. A conductor installation rig up to 10m in height would be set in the top section of the well

bore. The conductor rig would be a smaller drilling rig designed to drill to shallower depths. This would also allow for greater flexibility of drilling and reducing the amount of time the main rig is in place. 
· Demobilisation – grass seeded geotextile membrane introduced to soil bunds and security measures and lighting installed around site. Demobilisation of construction equipment in preparation for mobilising main drilling rig and equipment.

Working hours for Phase 1 are stated as being 0700-1900 Monday to Friday and

0700 – 1300 on Saturdays with no working on Sunday or Bank/Public holidays

unless in an emergency or agreed otherwise with the Mineral Planning Authority

(MPA).

Phase 2 – Drilling and Coring would take up to 5 months and would involve;

· Mobilisation of drill rig and associated equipment including temporary mobile lighting (up to 9m in height).

· Drilling and Coring- well drilled to a depth of approximately 2,800m with a drill rig up to 60m in height. The well would be logged during drilling and cores would be sent off site for laboratory analysis. No flow testing would be undertaken.

· Demobilisation – drill rig and ancillary equipment would be removed from site including waste from drilling and coring process (drill cuttings and waste drill muds).

Working hours for Phase 2, with the exception of drilling, are stated as being 0700-

1900 Monday to Friday and 0700 – 1300 on Saturdays with no working on Sunday

or Bank/Public holidays unless in an emergency or agreed otherwise with the

Mineral Planning Authority. Drilling would be undertaken 24 hours a day.

Phase 3 - Establishment of Listening Well and Suspension would involve;

· Running and cementing the reservoir casing to surface using the drill rig (2-3

days).

· Fitting of flange and well monitoring gauge.

· Fitting of 2m cube steel protector cage over wellhead.

· Removal of remaining cabins from site.

Following well suspension, routine visits to the site would be undertaken to check

the integrity of pipework, site surface, fencing and security arrangements, site

drainage and containment, well head structure and pressure monitoring.

Activities during Phase 3 to suspend the well (once the rig is removed from site)

and maintenance visits would take place 0700-1900 Monday to Friday and 0700 –

1300 on Saturdays with no working on Sunday or Bank/Public holidays unless in

an emergency or agreed otherwise with the MPA.

Phase 4 – Undertaking Listening Well Operations

Activities during Stage 4 would only take place to undertake baseline monitoring or when another well is hydraulically fractured, subject to such a consent for that separate activity being granted within the period of planning consent for this well. 
Activities during Phase 4 would include:

· Mobilisation of wireline truck 35m mobile crane, mast, elevated work platform and temporary welfare facilities;
· Placement of a string of geophones on the wireline inside the reservoir casing for the duration of the listening operations; and

· Demobilisation.

If undertaken, Phase 4 operations would have a duration of up to three weeks.

The screening report states that this phase would involve no introduction of

chemicals into the well or a requirement to re-work the well using a drill rig. Hours

of operation during this phase would be 0700 to 1900 hours Mondays to Fridays

with no working at weekends, bank or other public holidays unless in emergency

situations.

Phase 5 – Abandonment and Restoration would involve:

· Plugging and Abandoning the Well – removal of wellhead and casing/cement to below 3m to allow restoration to agriculture.
· Removal of Residual Site Equipment and Site Surfacing – removal of security/permanent fencing, concrete pad and cellar, aggregate, drainage, any potentially contaminated equipment, prior to removal of impermeable geotextile /HDPE lining.
· Restoration of Ground – reuse of soils stored in perimeter bunds to restore site surface. Redevelopment of field drainage, reseeding of site and prepared for aftercare as agricultural land. The access track would then be restored, unless the landowner applies separately to retain the improved access which would be subject to any necessary further consent.
· Aftercare – in accordance with aftercare plan to be agreed.

The screening request also makes clear that the overall development would have a duration of five years (with each of the above phases being of limited duration band with periods when no activity would be taking place at the site) following which the site would be restored back to agriculture.

The EIA Regulations and Screening Opinion

Background

The EIA Regulations provide that the relevant planning authority shall adopt a

screening opinion (as to whether or not a proposal is 'EIA development') if a

person who is minded to carry out development requests it to do so. It is not 

necessary for an application for planning permission to have been made in respect

of the development before such a request is made. An application or submission

for EIA development cannot be determined unless an Environmental Statement

has been submitted by the applicant.

Under the EIA Regulations, ‘EIA development’ is development which is either –
(a) Schedule 1 Development, i.e. development, other than exempt development, of

a description mentioned in Schedule 1 of the EIA Regulations; or

(b) Schedule 2 Development, i.e. development, other than exempt development, of

a description mentioned in Column 1 of the table in Schedule 2 where (a) any part

of that development is carried out in a sensitive area; or (b) any applicable

threshold or criterion in the corresponding part of Column 2 of that table is

respectively exceeded or met in relation to that development] and likely to have

significant effects on the environment by virtue of factors such as its nature, size or

location.

Consideration

The proposed development is not considered to be in any description category

which is covered by Schedule 1. In particular, it does not involve extraction of gas

and is therefore not considered to be within the description of development

mentioned in Schedule 1 at paragraph 14 (“Extraction of gas…for commercial

purposes where the amount extracted exceeds 500,000 cubic metres per day in

the case of gas…”).

The proposed development corresponds to a description mentioned in Column 1

of the Schedule 2 table: It appears to fall under “Extractive Industry” in Column 1,

since it concerns, “deep drillings” (at 2(d)). It might also be regarded as falling

under “surface industrial installations for the extraction of …natural gas (at 2(e))”.

The proposed development site is not located in a “sensitive area”, as identified in Article 2 ‘Interpretation’ of the Regulations  and therefore the indicative thresholds in Column 1, Category 2, Schedule 2 of the EIA Regulations are relevant.

The threshold for “deep drilling” is an area exceeding 1 hectare (ha) whilst that for

a “surface industrial installation” is an area exceeding 0.5ha. The proposed development covers an area of approximately 1.14 hectares and therefore exceeds both these thresholds.

The proposal is therefore found to be Schedule 2 development which is required to be screened having regard to selection criteria in Schedule 3 of the EIA Regulations.

Accordingly due consideration has been given by the Council to the issue of any

likelihood of significant effects on the environment being caused by the development, having regard to the selection criteria for Schedule 2 development in Schedule 3 of the EIA Regulations. The proposal would be EIA development if, in the opinion of the Mineral Planning Authority, it were likely to have 'significant effects on the environment by virtue of factors such as its nature, size or location'. The selection criteria relate to:

· Characteristics of the development.
· Location of the development.
· Characteristics of the potential impacts.

The National Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG) also provides guidance on

establishing whether a proposed development requires an EIA, including indicative

criteria and relevant thresholds and key issues to consider, which are intended to

help determine whether significant effects are likely. However, when considering the thresholds, it is important to also consider the location of the proposed development.

The NPPG indicative criteria and threshold for development falling within category

2(d) of Schedule 2 indicates that significant effects are more likely for: “Drilling

operations involving development of a surface site of more than five hectares.” It adds that “Exploratory deep drilling on its own is unlikely to require EIA”. In respect of key issues to consider, the NPPG adds that: “Regard should be had to the likely wider impacts on surrounding hydrology and ecology.”
For development falling within category 2(e) of Schedule 2 significant effects are

more likely for: “Development of a site of 10 ha or more or where production is

expected to be more than 100,000 tonnes of petroleum per year” and in respect of key issues to consider, the NPPG states: “The scale of development, emissions to air, discharges to water, the risk of accident and the arrangements for transporting the fuel are key issues to be considered.”
Characteristics of the development 

This proposal is for a temporary planning permission on a new site to drill a vertical exploration core well to explore for shale gas. As has been described above in detail, the development would require material to be brought to the site by HGV and heavy plant and machinery would be used on site to develop the land to produce the perimeter bund and create the operational platforms. The development includes the erection of a 60m tall drill rig.

· In accordance with the EIA Regulations (Regulation 5(6)) the Mineral

Planning Authority in deciding on the adoption of the opinion set out below as to whether Schedule 2 development is EIA Development has taken into account the selection criteria set out in Schedule 3 as are relevant to the development.

Temporary nature of development 

Whilst numerous references are made regarding the proposed “temporary planning permission” this would, in law, have the effect of being treated as a permanent planning permission. At the same time the screening request has assumed a limited period of life for a permission.  Accordingly the Mineral Planning Authority has assessed the proposal as requesting the Mineral Planning Authority to itself impose a planning condition on the proposal to limit the period of the planning permission. The Mineral Planning Authority has, therefore, considered the request report on that basis. Further, because the proposal is shown to be in 5 stages whose total period of operation is no more than a single year, the Mineral Planning Authority has also considered the Request report, and, on the basis of no activity between each of the 5 stages and that a further planning condition would be imposed to secure such inactivity.
Size of the development – The application site covers an area of approximately 1.1
Ha. The size of the development exceeds the relevant threshold for this type of

development in Schedule 2 of the EIA Regulations but is below the indicative criteria and thresholds (5 hectares for “deep drillings”) contained in the guidance in the NPPG. 

The site is located in open countryside. Views into the site would be partially screened by a 2m high planted earth bund around the perimeter, although this bund in itself may create an incongruous feature in the wider landscape. Inside the earth bund would be located industrial cabins/containers stacked two high, which would be visible over the earth bund. Based on the information provided in the screening request, it is understood that such structures would be on site for the duration of the overall development (i.e. a maximum five years).

At up to 60 m in height, the scale of the proposed drill rig would not be of a natural

scale within the area and would be visually prominent. However, this is proposed to

be for a limited period, of up to 5 months, which includes mobilisation, drilling and

coring and demobilisation of the drill rig. 
Overall the size of the proposed development is not considered to be significant in

its effects in the context of the EIA Regulations.

Cumulation with other developments – This is dealt with in more detail below. The

proposed development should be considered in terms of cumulation with other

existing authorised development in the vicinity. At the time of writing, the LPA is

not aware of any other developments of this type in the immediate area. Whilst the

location of other exploration rigs has not been provided, the applicant has stated

that they would be located a significant distance from the site under consideration

here, and not within 10km, of other rigs.

It is noted that the site is located in a rural position which enables long distance views across the wider landscape. Such views provide a high level of inter-visibility. It is noted that a number of similarly tall structures in the form of wind turbines/wind farms would be visible from the immediate area of the proposed development, however, in considering the limited timescale (5 months) that the drill rig would be present at the site, such potential cumulative impacts are not likely to be significant.

The use of natural resources – The proposed development would use large plant,

machinery and HGVs in site development and operationally. Such plant and machinery would use fuel that would otherwise not be used if the development did

not proceed. On site energy needs would be met by mobile diesel generators.

Construction of the site would involve the importation by road of approximately

9,000 tonnes of aggregate which is to be removed on restoration and reused where permitted.

Overall it is not considered that the use of natural resources for the proposed

development would be significant in the context of the EIA Regulations.

The production of waste –The proposed development would produce operational

waste in the form of drilling mud, rock cuttings and waste water from groundwater. 
Waste would be generated mainly at stage 1 (constructive waste), stage 2 (extractive waste) and stage 5 (decommissioning and restoration). The applicant has stated that the waste would be contained in tanks stored on a concrete pad prior to

its removal from site by licensed waste carriers. This would also be the case with

any naturally occurring radioactive material (NORM) which would be managed

under permit through the Environment Agency.

Overall, it is not considered that the production of waste arising from the proposal

is likely to be significant in the context of the EIA Regulations.

Pollution and nuisances – This type of development can be a source of noise, dust

and air pollution from the day to day site operations, potentially impacting on ecology

and hydrology and may cause an adverse visual impact into the local setting and

wider landscape. The storage of waste materials as well as oils/fuels etc at the site, in order to run on site generators, could potentially lead to pollution of surface water and soils although these impacts could be controlled through suitable containment and good working practice. HGV and other traffic movements can impact on the local amenity through emissions to air, noise and vibration. Localised pollution and nuisance could arise from vehicle movements, day to day site operations such as noise and dust, visual intrusion, ecology and hydrology. The potential pollution and nuisance impacts for this particular development are considered further in the characteristics of the potential impact section of this report below.

Risk of accidents, having regard in particular to substances or technologies used –

There is a potential risk from the increase in traffic associated with the development. However, it is not considered the risk of accidents is likely to be significant in the context of the EIA Regulations.

The proposed development has the potential to lead to accidents associated with

the construction and maintenance of the well as well as the storage of fuels associated with the operation of on-site generators/equipment etc. Section 50 of

the Infrastructure Act 2015 sets out the responsibilities of other environmental

regulators, including the Health and Safety Executive (HSE) and the Environment Agency (EA), who would have direct responsibilities in respect of the proposed development. Such responsibilities would fall outside the remit of the Mineral Planning Authority in the consideration of any planning application.

The HSE would regulate aspects of all phases of extraction and in particular would

be responsible for ensuring the appropriate design and construction of the well

casing for any borehole and well integrity during operation.

The EA would be responsible for the protection of water resources (including

groundwater aquifers), ensuring appropriate treatment and disposal of mining

waste, emissions to air, and suitable treatment and management of any naturally

occurring radioactive materials.
Location of the development

The site is located in open countryside close to the villages of Harthill and

Thorpe Salvin. A description of the location of the site is provided above. 
The site does not lie within flood risk area as indicated by the EA Flood Risk Mapping data, nor is it in a known Surface Water Flood Risk Area. The site lies within a Landfill Gas Consultation Zone. The site also lies within the western side of the Netherthorpe Airfield buffer zone.
There are no known environmentally sensitive sites and features in the vicinity that

are likely to be significantly affected by the development or existing and historic

mining features that cannot be addressed as part of the consideration of a formal

planning application.

The site is not situated in a high risk area of flooding and there are no public rights

of way that cross the site. The site does not lie within an area of important landscape designations and there are no national or international ecological or historic designations covering or immediately adjacent to the site.

Characteristics of the potential impacts

Schedule 3 of the EIA Regulations requires consideration to be given to the potential significant effects of the development having particular regard 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; and

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

Visual and Landscape Impacts

The development would be located in open countryside in an area that lies within an Area of High Landscape Value. Soil and sub-soil stripping and ‘screen mounds’, as well as the introduction of site accommodation cabins, would introduce incongruous features into the rural scene and industrial activity into what is otherwise a rural setting. However, in considering the duration of the development and the size of the structures/landforms, such impacts would not be so significant as to warrant the production of an Environmental Statement.

During the drilling and coring phase, a drill rig up to 60m in height would be

present on site and would potentially be visible over a wide area, day and night,

because of ancillary lighting towers (themselves up to 9m in height). Whilst such

impacts are noted, the presence of the drill rig on site for such a limited timescale

(a maximum of 5 months), would ensure that any such impacts would not be

significant.

The access proposals impact on the character of the landscape and local distinctiveness of rural lanes as a result of the proposed visibility improvements

and road widening works, including passing place(s). Whilst such works would

inevitably result in impacts, they would be localised in nature and would not be

likely to lead to significant landscape and visual impacts.

The nearest visually sensitive properties are on in the eastern side of Harthill Village. There would also be views of the site from informal footpaths and the PROW which are located also to the east/north. There would be inter-visibility between the drill rig and other tall structures such as wind turbines which can be seen in the distance. The presence of woodland blocks and hedgerow trees would potentially assist in screening views of the site itself from the surrounding area, and to a lesser extent the drill rig, though as noted above this would only be on site for a maximum 5 months.

Whilst the Council is of the view that the landscape and visual impacts of this development would need to be considered in more detail through the production of a Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA), at this stage and based on the information supplied in the screening request and consultation responses received, it is not considered to be significant in the context of the EIA Regulations.

Ecology

No part of the proposed development site is covered by any statutory or non-statutory nature conservation designations, nor are any such sites found in the immediate vicinity of the application site. 
Similarly, aerial photographs suggest that the proposed site is currently under agricultural arable use, and is likely to therefore be of negligible innate ecological interest.

Whilst ecological impacts cannot be entirely ruled out, it is not considered that any

such impacts would be so significant as to warrant the development being considered EIA development.

Noise, dust and air quality

This type of development would potentially be a source of noise pollution and

generate dust which can impact on air quality. Site operations, HGV movements,

vehicles tipping and loading, the operation of plant and machinery during soil

stripping and handling operations, and the use of the drill rig would all generate

noise. The operations have the potential to impact on air quality and create dust 

which would need to be managed accordingly. It is considered that these potential

effects would require consideration with any forthcoming planning application.

The applicant considers that the operational noise generated by the development is

capable of being managed and mitigated in accordance with the thresholds

contained in NPPG for both day and night operations, by which significant impacts are shown to be avoided, though no technical report has been submitted.

It is acknowledged that there would be noise generated by the development and

that the drilling would take place over a 5 month temporary period and not for the 5

year temporary period being the timeframe for the planning application. The Mineral Planning Authority understands that any noise impacts will be assessed within the submission of a Noise Report and this will be considered during the determination of the planning application.
Regarding air quality, the construction phase and the operation of the drilling rig

have the potential for a localised impact on air quality however the effects would

not be likely to be considered significant given the temporary nature of the proposed works. Therefore at this stage for screening purposes, given the further noise information submitted and the temporary 5 month drilling period within the overall development, it is considered that the impact of noise, dust and air quality are not likely to be significant in the context of the EIA Regulations.

Traffic impacts

The proposal involves the movement of HGVs into and out of the site. Access to

the site is proposed via a single point off Common Road. Vehicle movements

to and from the site would include deliveries of water for use on site for washing and toilet facilities, cement, drilling materials, materials to form the bund, aggregates to form the hardstanding areas, and other supplies to the site, and removal of fluids generated from within the groundwater and bedrock along with any waste for disposal. These are expected to take place during the day except for in exceptional circumstances for health and safety reasons.

A Traffic Management Plan (TMP) is proposed to accompany any future planning

application.

It is stated that during construction (Stage 1) there would be fewer than 10 HGVs

movements per day for the majority of the time. On up to 40 days there would be

more than 10 movements per day and for three weeks there would be between 50-60 movements per day (5 per hour over a 12 hour period) when aggregate is

brought to the site.

During drilling (Stage 2) there would be fewer than 10 daily HGV movements for

most of the period, with periods at the beginning and end of drilling stage of

between 20 and 42 HGV movements daily (2-4 per hour over a 12 hour day). In

addition there would be up to 16 movements greater than 32 tonnes at the start

and end of the stage as the rig is mobilised and demobilised.

Stages 3 to 5 would have less associated traffic.

Overall the environmental impact of traffic on highway safety and capacity is not

likely to be significant in the context of the EIA Regulations.

Vibration/land stability/subsidence

As referred to above, the site does not lie within a Coal Mining Risk Area and there are no nearby recorded mine entries.
The use of the drill rig, heavy plant, machinery and HGV movements is a potential

source of localised vibration. The applicant has stated that ground borne vibration

is expected to be imperceptible at distances greater than 20m from the drill rig.

Overall, it is considered unlikely that there would be a significant effect on the

environment in terms of vibration, land stability or subsidence.

Hydrology and flood risk

The site area is greater than 1 ha and any planning application would need to be supported by a Flood Risk Assessment. The site is located in flood zone 1, a low flood risk area, and there are no watercourses or drainage features in close proximity to the site.

Given the nature of the proposals, it is not considered likely that the exploration well development would have a significant environmental impact on hydrology, flood risk or historic mining features.

Historic Environment and Archaeology

A number of listed buildings are also located in Harthill and Thorpe Salvin. Whilst the presence of these designated heritage assets in the vicinity of the site is noted, in considering the scale, nature and duration of the proposed development, it is not considered that any likely impacts to their setting would be so significant as to warrant the production of an ES. A heritage statement should be submitted with any planning application.

It is not considered that the development is likely to have any significant historic or

archaeological impacts or that it would have a significant impact on the identified

heritage assets. The South Yorkshire Archaeology Service have indicated that they would expect a geophysical survey to be submitted in support of any future application. 
In considering all of the above, it is considered that the potential impacts would

remain localised to the proposed development site and the surrounding area. 
Cumulative Effects

Consideration needs to be given to any cumulative effects of the potential environmental impacts associated with the development at the site.

The applicant states that no ‘cumulative schemes’ have been identified with existing development or development not yet began which benefits from planning permission.

The existing large commercial turbines to the south of the site should be considered in conjunction with the proposed 60m rig, though it is noted that the rig would only be on site for a short period of time (up to 5 months) such that any cumulative impact would be short-lived.  It is not considered that there are any ongoing developments or any developments not begun which benefits from planning permission which might have a significant cumulative environmental effect in association with the proposed development.

Consideration has also been given to whether or not this development proposal

would be a singular project, or part of a larger development project which should

also be considered in the screening process and this is addressed below 
Associated or linked development

The applicant has expressed the view that this exploratory vertical well development should not be regarded as an integral part of a more substantial project since it is a discrete proposal that could proceed independently. 

The applicant has further stated that the purpose of the proposed vertical exploratory core well is to understand the geology in this specific locality. The evidential understanding derived from this well would contribute, alongside seismic data gathering and other prospective exploratory well sites, to a greater understanding of the overall ‘basin’ and its potential to support commercially-viable shale gas extraction. The applicant considers that this well would provide data for this localised area and as such is not considered to comprise part of a larger project in terms of the EIA Regulations. 

It has been considered that the proposed development represents preparatory works

for a more substantial development and as such should not be considered in

isolation. If considered as an integral part of a wider single development project

then EIA might be required in respect of the whole project. However in this case,

having regard to the exploratory purpose of the proposed vertical well, it would be

possible for the well development to proceed without any extractive developments

following from it. Therefore this does not appear to be a case of a proposal which

for the purpose of screening is to be regarded as an integral part of an inevitably

more substantial development. Indeed, the information submitted as part of the Screening Request indicates that: “Plugging and Abandoning the Well – removal of wellhead and casing/cement to below 3m to allow restoration to agriculture.” would be part of the proposal. 
It is considered that there must be clear evidence to support the inevitable substantial development referred to more than simply the potential of this development being screened leading onto a more substantial later development.

In this case it is considered that whilst there is potential to lead to a more substantial future development it is not inevitably the case since the data obtained from the exploratory well may not support a more substantial later development. For this reason it is considered that the development is capable of being classed as a stand-alone development and should be screened in isolation in this case.

Conclusion

Having taken account of the selection criteria for screening Schedule 2 developments in the EIA Regulations, the guidance in the NPPG and having

considered the potential impacts referred to above; the impacts from the proposed

development are found not to be likely to be so significant, either individually or

collectively, such as to require EIA. The conclusion which is therefore reached on

behalf of the Council is that the proposed development would not be likely to have

significant effect on the environment, in terms of the EIA Regulations.
This does not negate the requirement to submit supporting information with any subsequent application to allow the assessment of all material planning considerations.
