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Dear Mr Roden, 
 
SCE.127/524 MW: REQUEST FOR A SCREENING OPINION REGARDING THE DEVELOPMENT 
OF SINGLE WIND TURBINE ON RESTORED LAND AT UTTOXETER QUARRY 
 

THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) 
REGULATIONS 2011: REGULATION 5 - SCREENING OPINION 
 
I refer to your letter dated 8 March 2012, received by email on 9 March 2012, in connection with the 
above.  
 
I requested an extension of time to deal with this matter and you agreed an extension to 4 May 2012.   
 
In accordance with the above regulations the County Council is required to adopt a “Screening 
Opinion” to establish whether the forthcoming application should be accompanied by an 
Environmental Statement. 
 
The County Council has considered the information you supplied and is of the opinion that the 
proposed development falls within the description provided within Schedule 2 paragraph 3(i) to the 
above regulations, but in the opinion of the County Council, having taken into account the criteria in 
Schedule 3 to the above regulations and the indicative threshold criteria currently available in Circular 
2/99 ‘EIA – A Guide to Procedures’, the proposed 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 are 
provided in the attached ‘Screening Opinion Checklist’. 
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Under the powers contained in the ‘Scheme of Delegation to Officers’, this letter therefore confirms 
that the County Council is of the opinion that the proposed development is not EIA development 
and need not be accompanied by an Environmental Statement.  
 
Nevertheless, as you point out in your letter, the application will need to be accompanied by 
supporting information to address a range of potential impacts.  I would add at this stage that 
consideration should also be given to the following matters: 
 

• the potential impact on air traffic as the site falls within the Marchington Civil Aviation Authority 
consultation area and close to the Needwood Forest Civil Aviation Authority consultation area; 

 

• the potential impact on the proposed cricket pitch to be developed on the restored land (contact 
Maggie Taylor at Sport England tel. 020 7273 1753 / email Maggie.Taylor@sportengland.org); 
and, 

 

• the relationship between the wind turbine and the quarry / other current and future neighbouring 
land uses e.g. life of the wind turbine and the duration of the quarrying activities and afteruses. 

 
Yours sincerely 
 
[Electronic Copy: Signature Removed] 
 
Mike Grundy 
Planning, Policy and Development Control Team Manager 
 
 
Encl – Screening Opinion Checklist dated 27 April 2012 



Screening Opinion Checklist  Case Officer: …Mike Grundy…………..………………………..Date: …27 April 2012……….    F2 
PA/PAD No. …SCE.127/524 MW………. Site / Location: : Uttoxeter Quarry ………………………………………………………………….  
Description of development: :… the development of a single wind turbine on restored land (hub height 59 m, 3 blades 28m each; max height 
87 m to blade tip; output 500 kW……………………. 
PART 1 - Is a Screening Opinion Required? (ref: EIA Regulations 2011, Circular 2/99 and DETR EIA – Guide to procedures 2000) 
See also DCLG note to LPAs on EIA click here and for DCLG guidance from June 2006 about reserved matters and variations of condition and EIA click here Yes No 

1 Development Description 

Do you have enough information to define the size and type of development (a plan, description of 
type/nature/ purpose and possible effects)?** 
• Yes (proceed to step 2) 
• No - either take the precautionary principle and assume the worst case or, request more information 

confirming 3 week deadline not commence until received; 
**Note - Changes or extensions may also need an EIA! (Schedule 2, category 13) 

 
 
 
f 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

2 Is it a Schedule 1 development? 

• Yes/No (explain)  
YES – The development is category………………………………………………………………… 
and a screening opinion is not required as an EIA mandatory! 
NO – If the development is not listed in Schedule 1 it may be listed in Schedule 2 (proceed to step 3) 

 
 

 
f 
 

3 Is it a Schedule 2 development? 
(Schedule 2, Col 1) 

• Yes/No (explain)  
• YES - The development falls/could fall within category 3 Energy Industry (i) ‘installations for the 

harnessing of wind power for energy production (wind farms)’ (proceed to step 4) 
• NO – If the development is not listed in Schedule 2 a screening opinion is not required and EIA not 

required! 

 
f 
 

 
 

4(a)  
Does the development fall within 
the absolute threshold/criteria? 
(Schedule 2, Col 2) 

Yes/No – (explain) 
The threshold/criteria is/are  
(i) The development involves the installation of more than 2 turbines; or 
(ii) the hub height of any turbine or height of any other structure exceeds 15 metres 
The proposal is for a single wind turbine and the hub height is 59 metres 
 (proceed to step 4b) 

 
 
f 
 

 
 
 

4(b) 
Is the proposal within/near to a 
‘sensitive area’? 
(e.g. SSSI, NP, AONB, SAC, 
RAMSAR, Scheduled Monument) 

• Yes/No – (explain)  
YES – The development falls within/near to the following designated site(s) 
Within or …… metres from  ………………………… 
Within or …… metres from…………………………. (OR) 
 

 
 
 

 
 
f 

 4 

 

• If you have answered ‘Yes’ to the threshold/criteria a screening opinion is required – proceed to 
Part 2 

• If you have answered ‘No’ to the threshold/criteria and the development is within/near a sensitive area 
a screening opinion is required – proceed to Part 2 

• If you have answered ‘No’ to the threshold/criteria and the development is not within/near a sensitive 
area a screening opinion is not required. 

  

5 Conclusion Screening opinion required? f  

 - 1 -

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2011/1824/pdfs/uksi_20111824_en.pdf
http://www.communities.gov.uk/documents/planningandbuilding/pdf/155958.pdf
http://www.communities.gov.uk/publications/planningandbuilding/environmentalimpactassessment
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/+/http:/www.communities.gov.uk/planningandbuilding/planning/sustainabilityenvironmental/environmentalimpactassessment/noteenvironmental/
http://www.communities.gov.uk/documents/planningandbuilding/pdf/applicationsoutline.pdf
http://www.communities.gov.uk/documents/planningandbuilding/pdf/applicationsoutline.pdf
http://www.communities.gov.uk/publications/planningandbuilding/environmentalimpactassessment


 
PART 2 – Is an EIA Required? (ref: Schedule 3 - EIA Regulations 2011,  Circular 2/99 and DETR EIA – Guide to procedures 2000)  
EIA usually required for (i) major developments of more than local importance; (ii) development in particularly environmentally sensitive or vulnerable locations; (iii) 
developments with unusually complex and potentially hazardous environmental effects. This checklist should be used to determine whether significant effects are 
likely to arise from the development.  REMEMBER – the Regs also apply to changes to EIA development and reserved matters / subsequent approvals 

1 Indicative 
thresholds/criteria 

 
Does the development fall within the indicative thresholds/criteria?
(see Circular 02/99 and DETR EIA  - links above) 
 

 
 
Annex A to Circular 2/99 (paragraph A15 Wind Farms) 
states that  
 
‘The likelihood of significant effects will generally 
depend upon the scale of the development, and its 
visual impact, as well as potential noise impacts. EIA is 
more likely to be required for commercial developments 
of five or more turbines, or more than 5 MW of new 
generating capacity. ‘ 
 
In this case the proposal is for a single turbine with an 
output of 500kW.  
 
The site was the subject of a quarrying extension 
permission (ref. ES.08/02/524 M dated 31 July 2009) 
which itself was the subject of an EIA.   
 
The ongoing quarrying operations on the adjoining land 
was the subject of an EIA (ref. ES.09/05/524 M dated 23 
December 2010). 
 
The proposed wind turbine is within the permitted quarry 
extension area.  The land has now been worked, 
restored and is currently undergoing 5 year aftercare.  
The original proposal was to develop the land as a 
cricket pitch. 
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http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2011/1824/pdfs/uksi_20111824_en.pdf
http://www.communities.gov.uk/documents/planningandbuilding/pdf/155958.pdf
http://www.communities.gov.uk/publications/planningandbuilding/environmentalimpactassessment


Size of the development: 
The footprint of the single turbine is small however the 
height is significant – hub height 59 metres; blade tip 
87m. 

Cumulation with other developments 
The site has recently been worked for sand and gravel 
and restored.  Quarrying is ongoing on adjoining land.  
There are no other wind turbines in the vicinity of the 
site. 

Use of natural resources 
Natural resources would be limited to the materials 
required to construct and operate the wind turbine.  The 
turbine would generate renewable energy thus helping 
to reduce the demand for energy minerals. 

Production of waste Limited to any waste materials during the construction 
and decommissioning phases. 

Pollution and nuisances Potential noise and shadow flicker effect (one property) 

2 Characteristic of 
the development: 

Risk of accidents Established technology so risks are likely to be known 
and limited – with build in controls 

Existing land use  
(include past, present and future (allocated land)) 

The proposed wind turbine is within the permitted quarry 
extension area.  The land has now been worked, 
restored and is currently undergoing 5 year aftercare.  
The land was restored to facilitate the development of a 
cricket pitch.  This will require separate planning 
permission from East Staffordshire Borough Council. 
Noteable that the site falls within the Marchington 
Airfield CAA consultation area and within 200 metres of 
the Needwood Forest Airfield CAA consultation area.  

Relative abundance, quality, regenerative capacity of natural 
resources 

The foot print of the turbine is small and the land has 
recently been restored following mineral extraction.  It is 
therefore reasonable to expect that it could be restored 
again when the wind turbine is decommissioned. 

3 

Location of the 
development  
(the environmental 
sensitivity of area 
likely to be 
affected): 

Absorption capacity of natural environment (particularly 
wetlands, nature reserves/parks; SSSIs and international 
designations; areas where environmental quality standards 
have been exceeded; densely populated areas; landscapes 
of historical, cultural or archaeological significance). 

The site is not in a ‘sensitive area’ in EIA terms, nor is it 
in a densely populated area or landscape of particular 
significance. 
Checks using the ‘Magic’ web site confirmed that nearby 
in Derbyshire there is an ancient woodland (approx 1 km 
away) and a Lowland Meadow (approx 1310 m away) 
which are also not ‘sensitive areas in EIA terms.  
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Extent of the impact (area and size of affected population) 

Relatively localised – noise and visual impact.  The 
turbine is likely to be visible from the A50, A518 Dove 
Way and B5030 Ashbourne Road which are used by a 
large number of people including visitors travelling to 
Alton Towers. 

The magnitude and complexity of the impact The wind turbine is a well established technology 

The probability of the impact 
The impacts are likely to be known as the technology is 
well known, the footprint is small and it is reasonable to 
expect that the visual and noise effects can be predicted 
with a reasonable degree of accuracy. 

4 
Characteristics of 
the potential 
impact 

The duration, frequency and reversibility of the impact 

It is proposed that the duration would be 25 years, the 
effects would be constant during that time – visible and 
turbines turning during windy conditions and still during 
calm conditions.  As stated above it is reasonable to 
expect that the site could be cleared and restored when 
the turbine is decommissioned. 

5 

Can the significant 
effects be 
addressed by 
proposed 
mitigation 
measures? 

Are the mitigation measures: 
• Modest in scope 
• Plainly and easily achievable 

For the reasons stated above it is reasonable to expect 
that the mitigation measures likely to be required would 
be modest in scope, and plainly and easily achievable. 

6 Conclusion ES required?          NO 

 Signed and dated Case Officer 
Mike Grundy 
 
27 April 2012 

Team Manager 
Mike Grundy 
 
27 April 2012 

 






















