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The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017. 
 
Under the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017, "EIA 
development" means development which is either Schedule 1 development or Schedule 2 development 
that is likely to have significant effects on the environment by virtue of factors such as its nature, size or 
location. 

 
Schedule 2 development is development of a type listed in Schedule 2 of the Town and Country Planning 
(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 which:- 
 

(i) is located wholly or in part in a ‘sensitive area’; or 
(ii) meets one of the relevant criteria or exceeds one of the relevant thresholds listed in the 

second column of the table in Schedule 2. 
 
Part 3 ‘Energy industry’ of the Schedule 2 of the Regulations includes:- 

 
Industrial installations for the production of electricity, steam and hot water (unless included in 
Schedule 1); 
 
The threshold for exceeding Part 3 is 0.5 hectares.  The area of the development site is circa 92 hectares.  
As such it is considered the proposal comprises Schedule 2 development required to be screened.  A 
detailed assessment of the proposal in the context of relevant statutory considerations follows. 
 
The question that must be asked is:- 
 

“…Would this particular development be likely to have significant effects on the environment?...” 
 

The Regulations provides an indicative threshold and criteria for identification of Schedule 2 development 
requiring EIA.  Planning Practice Guidance in respect of Part 3 states:- 
 

The key issues to consider relate to levels of emissions to air, arrangements for the 
transport of fuel and any visual impact. 
 

The starting point to determine whether the development is likely to have significant effects on the 
environment are found in Schedule 3 of the Regulations.  Schedule 3 sets out the ‘selection criteria’, which 
must be taken into account. 
 
The fundamental test to be applied in each case is whether the particular type of development and its 
specific impacts are likely, in that particular location, to result in significant effects on the environment. 
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SCREENING OPINION 
 
The EIA Regulations 2017 Schedule 3 Selection Criteria assist Local Planning Authorities and developers 
in their consideration of each application to ensure that the characteristics of the development and its 
location are taken into account.  This criterion has been used as a basis on which to determine whether 
an EIA is required. 
 
1. Location of Development 
 
a) Existing Land Uses 
 
The application site is located within a rural area predominantly in an agricultural setting interspersed by 
watercourses, field boundary vegetation, residential properties and other energy associated installations 
turbines, pylons and substations. 
 
The site covers approximately 92 hectares and is split between four sites which run adjacent to the west 
and west side of Hammond Beck and the PROW (Bick 2/1).  To the northwest lies a substation associated 
with the Triton Knoll offshore wind farm.  The topography is relatively flat owing to the prevailing arable 
farming. 
 
b) Relative Abundance, Quality and Regenerative Capacity of Natural Resources 
 
The proposed development is to be contained within the site and it is considered that there are not a large 
number of natural resources in this area which would be affected by this development. 
 
c) Absorption Capacity of the Natural Environment 

(i) wetlands; 
(ii) coastal zones; 
(iii) mountain and forest areas; 
(iv) nature reserves and parks; 
(v) areas designated by Member States pursuant to Council Directive 2009/147/EC on the 
conservation of wild birds(a) and Council Directive 92/43/EEC on the conservation of natural 
habitats and of wild fauna and flora(b); 
(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. 

 
The site is not located in an environmentally sensitive location as defined in the Regulations such as SSSI, 
a National Park, the Broads, an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, a World Heritage Site or Scheduled 
Ancient Monument. 
 
The site is approximately 12 km to the west of the coast with The Wash which amongst other destinations 
is a SSSI.  However, there are existing settlements, infrastructure and developments in the intervening 
space which would lessen the significance of the proposed development on the designated area. 
 
The site currently comprises good quality agricultural land (Grade II in the agricultural land classification) 
which would be replaced by the proposed development.  The overall loss of land associated with 
agricultural is mitigated by the opportunity to use the land as ancillary grazing. This would be considered 
in the balance of the quantum of development of a planning application. 
 
It is therefore considered the proposed development would not have a significant environmental impact in 
regard to the EIA Regulations. 
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2. Characteristics of the development 
 
The characteristics of the development must be considered having regard, in particular to: 
 
a) Size of development 
 
The National Planning Practice Guidance provides that an Environmental Impact Assessment is unlikely 
to be required for the redevelopment of land unless the new development is on a significantly greater scale 
than the previous use, or the types of impact are of a markedly different nature or there is a high level of 
contamination.  Furthermore an indicative threshold is provided to gauge if the site represents an intensive 
scale of development i.e. the area of the development exceeds 0.5 hectare and/or has a thermal output of 
more than 50 megawatts. 
 
There would be an evitable change of use of the land from arable crops to the generation of renewable 
energy over a significant area.  However, the proposed end use would not generate a high level of 
contamination.  Furthermore, following its construction phase the use of the site would not be of a greater 
scale than the current use given that grazing could still take place on the land. 
 
It is considered in this instance an EIA would not be required. 
 
b) Cumulation with other development 
 
Taking into account the surrounding area is in agricultural use and the proposed development would be a 
reduction in the overall quantum of activity it would assimilate into the prevailing character of the 
surrounding area. 
 
The proposed development would be considered in combination with the effects of other schemes, that 
being solar or any other power and infrastructure projects within the locality that are either consented or in 
the public domain, including those which may be just beyond the administrative boundary. 
 
It is considered in this instance an EIA would not be required. 
 
c) Use of Natural Resources 
 
The construction process will require the use of limited natural resources, as is standard for construction 
phases of a scheme. Manufacture of the component parts (e.g. panels, frames and other equipment) would 
also require the use of some natural resources. However there would be no excessive or unusual use of 
natural resources. 
 
During the operational phase, minimal natural resources would be required for maintenance, primarily fuel 
for visiting the site and water for washing the panels. 
 
However, the demand can be minimised by best practice and modern techniques.  The use of natural 
resources in the proposed construction and use of the development will not be unusual for this type of 
development.  In this instance it is considered an EIA would not be required. 
 
d) Production of Waste 
 
During the construction phase, typical construction waste would be generated over a wide area.  However, 
the levels of which given the nature of construction would be low and would be handled in accordance with 
appropriate licenses and procedures. On decommissioning, the majority of materials removed from the 
site could be re-used or recycled. No waste materials would be generated during the operational period.  
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The proposal is considered to not warrant an EIA. 
 
e) Pollution and Nuisances 
 
The construction phase will require the temporary storage of fuels and vehicle maintenance materials. 
These will be stored and used in accordance with construction best practice methodology to minimise the 
risks to the soil and also to surrounding watercourses, waterbodies and groundwater. 
 
No hazardous or toxic materials will be stored on site during the operation phase of the development. The 
proposed development will not generate any polluting emissions. 
 
Solar farms are passive and do not include moving parts that generate noise.  Concerns can sometimes 
be raised regarding noise from the cooling fans of the inverters required onsite, however these are housed 
within cabinets which deaden the noise to a very low level. 
 
Any noise that may be generated during the construction phase can be controlled by the imposition of a 
planning condition restricting working hours. 
 
Lights may be required onsite during the construction phase of the development, however as with noise, 
the hours of operation can be controlled by the imposition of planning condition. No on site lighting will be 
required during the operational phase of the development. 
 
In this instance it is considered an EIA would not be required. 
 
f) Transportation/Access 
 
The Highway Authority would fully assess the impact on highway safety taking into account the submitted 
drawings and the level of potential cumulative use of the site.  
 
It is anticipated that the peak use of the highway would result from the construction stage.  Given the size 
of the site the effect would spread over a number of routes leading from the main highways which are 
largely on tarmacadam narrow roads. 
 
Through careful management the volume and types of vehicles could be dissipated over a large area to 
coincide with how the development is phased.   
 
The impact of the proposed use following its construction is not too dissimilar to the highway than the 
existing use. 
 
It is considered the highway implications would not warrant an EIA.  
 
g) Risk of Accidents 
 
There will be potential for accidents during the construction phase of the development, however this relates 
to the normal risks associated with construction and would be managed in an appropriate way by the lead 
engineering contractor and designer.  The development is considered to not be unusually complex or 
potentially hazardous in terms of environmental effects. 
 
During the operational phase of the proposed development, the solar farm would be unmanned. Visits to 
the site would be infrequent and for the purposes of animal grazing husbandry, grass cutting and 
equipment maintenance (e.g. panel washing). There is the potential for accidents to occur during these 
processes; however they would be managed by use of good agricultural and commercial practices. No 
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unusual substances and technologies particular to the proposed development would be likely bring about 
accidents. 
 
In this instance it is considered an EIA would not be required. 
 
3. Characteristics of the potential impact 
 
The potential effects of the development have been considered in relation to the criteria set out under 
sections 1 and 2 above, and have had particular regard to: 
 
(a) the extent of the impact (geographical area and size of the affected population); 

 
Transportation 
 
Given the width of road within the existing highway network and the size of the site there would be an 
inevitable rise in highway use during the construction.  However, given the size of the site the impact of 
vehicles could easily be dissipated over the wider network and through planning condition can secure a 
construction management plan which would identity suitable roads for access depending on the phase of 
the development. 
 
There would be a decrease of traffic generation during the operational period of the development and 
would not be significantly different to the flow of agricultural vehicles that are associated with the current 
land use.   
 
Nevertheless, the full impact and traffic generation associated with the development is likely to be local in 
its extent and absorbed into the existing road network.  As such, an EIA is not required on this basis. 
 
Noise, dust and vibration 
 
The proposal is unlikely to give rise to noise and general disturbance.  There would be a short term 
disturbance as a result of construction, however, this can be mitigated through the imposition of planning 
conditions. 
 
Taking into account the existing operation and the reduction in scale it is not envisaged that there would 
be an increase in noise and disturbance resulting from the proposed development.  It is envisaged there 
would not be a level of disturbance of significance to warrant an EIA. 
 
Air Quality 
 
It is noted the overall quantum of the development will not anticipate a significant impact on air quality, 
mainly from service vehicles visiting the site.  
 
It is therefore unlikely the level of pollution would significantly result in a harmful impact to the environment 
to warrant an EIA. 
 
Drainage/Flood Risk 
 
The majority of the site is within Flood Zone 3 which represents the highest risk of flooding.  Although the 
site covers a significant area the development would be considered against the vulnerability classification 
any sequential testing and an exception test if found to satisfy the criteria in terms of its location. 
 
The Environment Agency, the LLFA and Black Sluice Internal Drainage Board will be consulted to consider 
the risk of flooding during the planning application.  However, it is considered through a detailed design 
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the development can be accommodated within the site without placing a significant pressure on the 
existing drainage system or indeed give rise to a high level of surface water flooding to warrant an EIA. 
 
Landscape 
 
The site is located in the open countryside which is relatively flat in topography.  Although there is the 
presence of electrical installations and wind turbines in the area generally the land is interspersed by field 
boundaries, groups of trees and buildings normally associated in a rural setting.   
 
The height of the arrays and the area covered would have a marked appearance on the landscape.  
Although the land is relatively flat in topography given the size of the site there will be undulations in the 
land form which would make parts of the site more visible.  Furthermore, there would be different kind of 
impacts that would need to be considered (e.g. glare and glint from public vantage points) which could 
affect long range views across the countryside. 
 
The proposed development would be visible given the flat nature of the land.  However, it would be read 
against the backcloth of interspersed hedge lines and trees.  Its height would not be significantly untoward 
in its agricultural setting to warrant the submission of an EIA. 
 
Ecology 
 
Overall, the site does not have ecological value in regard to the existing trees, land and protected species.  
No substantial impacts are anticipated.   
 
In this instance it is considered an EIA would not be required. 
 
Archaeology and Heritage 
 
It is not anticipated the development would result in a significant impact upon archaeology or heritage 
assets. 
 
In this instance it is considered an EIA would not be required. 
 
Contamination 

 
Through best practice any necessary risks associated with the agricultural land use can be mitigated. 
 
Crime prevention 

 
The proposals do not raise any significant issues in relation to crime prevention. 

 
(b) the transfrontier nature of the impact; 
 
The application site straddles the authority area of Boston Borough Council and South Holland District 
Council.  The South East Lincolnshire Local Plan 2011-2036 (SELLP) is shared by the two authorities 
which was adopted by Boston Borough Council and South Holland District Council on the 8 March 2019.  
It is considered that the development will not result in any significant transfrontier impacts. 
 
(c) the magnitude and complexity of the impact; 
 
It is anticipated that although the development process may have an impact, it will be localised to the 
surrounding area. 
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(d) the probability of the impact; 
 
The probability of the impacts listed is considered low in relation to the development process, due to the 
agricultural nature of the site.  Nevertheless, this impact will be limited to the construction process, which 
would be for a short period of time. 
 
(e) the duration, frequency and reversibility of the impact. 
 
This impact will be limited to the construction process and its development could not be reversed in the 
future. 
 
Conclusion 
 
It is considered that the development would not be likely to have significant effects on the environment by 
virtue of factors such as nature, size and location.  Accordingly the Authority has adopted the opinion that 
the development does not warrant the submission of an EIA as required by the Town and Country Planning 
(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017. 
 
Recommendation 
 
An EIA is not required. 
 
Documents referred to in this opinion: 
 

 The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 

 Planning Practice Guidance 

 National Planning Policy Framework 
 

Signed: 

 

R J Byrne Date: 11th October 2021 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Via email: chrisheather@axisped.co.uk 

12th October 2021 
 
 
Dear Chris, 
 
 
EIA Screening Request for Proposed Solar Farm on land to the north and west 
of Northorpe, Donington. 
 
I write in reference to your correspondence of 8th September 2021 in connection 
with the above.  
 
The proposal has been assessed under the Town and Country Planning 
(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017. EIA procedures apply to all 
applications for EIA development which is defined as Schedule 1 development or 
Schedule 2 development which is likely to have significant effects on the 
environment by virtue of factors such as its nature, size or location. 
 
The proposal as described in your submission does not fall into the threshold of 
criteria of the definition of Schedule 1 development under the regulations. 
 
Part 3 (a) of Schedule 2 refers to “industrial installations for the production of 
electricity”. The overall site area for the development at 73Ha (approx.) exceeds the 
threshold limit defined. However the regulations state that the thresholds are 
indicative. EIA is more likely to be required if the development would result in the 
production of more than 50MW of electricity and permanent changes to the 
character of the locality.   
 
From the information submitted it is not considered that any impacts that may occur 
would be as significant as to require an Environmental Impact Assessment to be 
undertaken. The proposal would not create significant harm to historic or ecological 
assets and, with mitigation measures, could have limited visual impact on the 
countryside landscape (no landscape designations present). This development is 
considered to be fully reversible and could return to agricultural use in the future.  
 
The cumulative effects of other developments in the area have been taken into 
consideration when making this assessment. 
 

Council Offices 
Priory Road 
Spalding 
Lincolnshire PE11 2XE 
 

 



In the light of the above, an Environmental Statement is not considered to be 
required, under the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact 
Assessment) Regulations 2017. 
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 

 
 
Richard Fidler 
Development Manager 
South Holland District Council 
 



THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) REGULATIONS 
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1. CASE DETAILS 

Case 
Reference 

Land to the North and West of 
Northorpe, Donington Brief description 

of the project / 
development 

Proposed solar farm Applicant AGR Solar 2 Limited 

LPA SHDC 

2. EIA DETAILS 

Is the project Schedule 1 development according to 
Schedule 1 of the EIA Regulations? No 

If YES, which description of development (THEN GO TO Q4) N/A 

Is the project Schedule 2 development under the EIA 
Regulations? Yes 

If YES, under which description of development in Column 1 
and Column 2? 3a 

Is the development within, partly within, or near a 
‘sensitive area’ as defined by Regulation 2 of the EIA 
Regulations? 

No 

If YES, which area? N/A 

Are the applicable thresholds/criteria in Column 2 
exceeded/met?  Yes 

If yes, which applicable threshold/criteria? 0.5 

3. LPA/SOS SCREENING 

Has the LPA or SoS issued a Screening Opinion (SO) or 
Screening Direction (SD)? (In the case of Enforcement 
appeals, has a Regulation 37 notice been issued) 

No 

If yes, is a copy of the SO/SD on the file? N/A 

If yes, is the SO/SD positive?  N/A 

4. ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT 

Has the appellant supplied an ES for the current or previous 
(if reserved matters or conditions) application? N/A 

 

WHEN COMPLETING THIS DOCUMENT IN RELATION TO AN ENFORCEMENT APPEAL, THE 
UNDERSIGNED OFFICER HAS HAD REGARD TO THE PROJECT AS ALLEGED IN THE RELEVANT 
ENFORCEMENT NOTICE WHEN REFERING TO THE PROJECT / DEVELOPMENT. 
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Question (Part 2a) / (Part 2b) – Answer to the question 
and explanation of reasons 
(Yes/No or Not Known (?) or N/A) 

(Part 3a) / (Part 3b) (only if Yes in part 2a) – Is 
a Significant Effect Likely?  
(Yes/No or Not Known (?) or N/A) 

 

Briefly explain answer to Part 2a and, if applicable 
and/or known, include name of feature and proximity 
to site 
(If answer in Part 2a / 2b is ‘No’, the answer to 
Part 3a / 3b is ‘N/A’) 

Is a significant effect likely, having regard particularly 
to the magnitude and spatial extent (including 
population size affected), nature, intensity and 
complexity, probability, expected onset, duration, 
frequency and reversibility of the impact and the 
possibility to effectively reduce the impact? 
If the finding of no significant effect is reliant on 
specific features or measures of the project 
envisaged to avoid, or prevent what might otherwise 
have been, significant adverse effects on the 
environment these should be identified in bold. 

1. NATURAL RESOURCES 

1.1 Will construction, operation or 
decommissioning of the project involve 
actions which will cause physical 
changes in the topography of the area? 

No The development will not require any ground 
works that will significantly alter the topography 
of the site. 

N/A  

1.2 Will construction or operation of 
the project use natural resources above 
or below ground such as land, soil, 
water, materials/minerals or energy 
which are non-renewable or in short 
supply? 

No The amount of excavation required would be 
very low and land can still be used for 
agricultural grazing land, being returned to 
arable use once decommissioned. 

N/A  

1.3 Are there any areas on/around the 
location which contain important, high 
quality or scarce resources which 
could be affected by the project, e.g. 
forestry, agriculture, water/coastal, 
fisheries, minerals? 

Yes Site comprises of Grade 2 agricultural land. No Higher grade agricultural land involved but 
there is the potential for grazing sheep, thereby 
allowing some agricultural activity to continue. 
Reversible after decommissioning and arguably 
more fertile. 
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Question (Part 2a) / (Part 2b) – Answer to the question 
and explanation of reasons 
(Yes/No or Not Known (?) or N/A) 

(Part 3a) / (Part 3b) (only if Yes in part 2a) – Is 
a Significant Effect Likely?  
(Yes/No or Not Known (?) or N/A) 

2. WASTE 

2.1 Will the project produce solid 
wastes during construction or operation 
or decommissioning? 

Yes  No Waste production during construction phase 
would be limited as most components arrive at 
site ready-made/pre-assembled. During 
operation, only negligible waste will be created. 
During decommissioning, solar panels and the 
mounting structures can largely be recycled at 
the end of their operational life. 

3. POLLUTION AND NUISANCES 

3.1 Will the project release pollutants 
or any hazardous, toxic or noxious 
substances to air? 

Yes Vehicles associated with the construction, 
operation (monitoring and maintenance) and 
decommissioning phases will generate 
emissions. 
 
The construction and decommissioning phases 
will result in some generation of dust. 

No Not likely to have a significant impact due to 
the number of vehicle trips concerned and 
control of dust can be addressed by means of a 
Construction Management Plan. 

3.2 Will the project cause noise and 
vibration or release of light, heat, energy 
or electromagnetic radiation? 

Yes Possible generation of vibration and noise and 
potential for glint and glare from panels. 

No Vibration will be limited to the construction 
period (excavation). Noise will also be 
generated during this period. However, only low 
levels of noise will be generated by electrical 
systems such as transformers and the 
substation during the operational phase. Solar 
panels only generate electricity in daylight 
hours and so there will be negligible noise in 
the evening, at night and early morning. 
 
It is considered that the issue of glint and glare 
can be appropriately considered by means of a 
glint and glare study to be submitted in support 
of any application. 
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Question (Part 2a) / (Part 2b) – Answer to the question 
and explanation of reasons 
(Yes/No or Not Known (?) or N/A) 

(Part 3a) / (Part 3b) (only if Yes in part 2a) – Is 
a Significant Effect Likely?  
(Yes/No or Not Known (?) or N/A) 

3.3 Will the project lead to risks of 
contamination of land or water from 
releases of pollutants onto the ground or 
into surface waters, groundwater, 
coastal waters or the sea? 

No The proposed development does not involve the 
release of any pollutants on to the ground or 
into waters. 

No  

3.4 Are there any areas on or around 
the location which are already subject to 
pollution or environmental damage, e.g. 
where existing legal environmental 
standards are exceeded, which could be 
affected by the project? 

No  N/A  

4. POPULATION AND HUMAN HEALTH 

4.1 Will there be any risk of major 
accidents (including those caused by 
climate change, in accordance with 
scientific knowledge) during 
construction, operation or 
decommissioning? 

No  N/A  

4.2 Will the project present a risk to 
the population (having regard to 
population density) and their human 
health during construction, operation or 
decommissioning? (for example due to 
water contamination or air pollution) 

No  N/A  

5. WATER RESOURCES 

5.1 Are there any water resources 
including surface waters, e.g. rivers, 
lakes/ponds, coastal or underground 
waters on or around the location which 
could be affected by the project, 

Yes There are a number of watercourses that are 
adjacent to and within the site. 
 

No Not likely to have a significant impact due to 
the nature of the development proposed and 
limited output/run-off. Appropriate buffers can 
be incorporated given the scale of the site. 
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Question (Part 2a) / (Part 2b) – Answer to the question 
and explanation of reasons 
(Yes/No or Not Known (?) or N/A) 

(Part 3a) / (Part 3b) (only if Yes in part 2a) – Is 
a Significant Effect Likely?  
(Yes/No or Not Known (?) or N/A) 

particularly in terms of their volume and 
flood risk? 

6. BIODIVERSITY (SPECIES AND HABITATS) 

6.1 Are there any protected areas 
which are designated or classified for 
their terrestrial, avian and marine 
ecological value, or any non-designated 
/ non-classified areas which are 
important or sensitive for reasons of 
their terrestrial, avian and marine 
ecological value, located on or around 
the location and which could be affected 
by the project?  (e.g. wetlands, 
watercourses or other water-bodies, the 
coastal zone, mountains, forests or 
woodlands, undesignated nature 
reserves or parks. (Where designated 
indicate level of designation 
(international, national, regional or 
local))). 

Yes The Wash (SSSI, SPA, SAC, Ramsar site and 
NNR) is approx. 12km to the east. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

No It is considered that ecology matters can be 
addressed by an appropriate ecology survey(s) 
submitted with any formal planning application. 
Furthermore, given the size of the site, there is 
significant opportunity to delivery Biodiversity 
Net Gain through the development. 

6.2 Could any protected, important or 
sensitive species of flora or fauna which 
use areas on or around the site, e.g. for 
breeding, nesting, foraging, resting, 
over-wintering, or migration, be affected 
by the project? 

Yes Potentially. 
 
The site accommodates trees and hedgerows, 
there are a number of watercourses that are 
adjacent to and within the site and ponds have 
been identified nearby, which all have the 
potential to support protected species. 
 

No See above. 

7. LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL 

7.1  Are there any areas or features 
on or around the location which are 

No  No  
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Question (Part 2a) / (Part 2b) – Answer to the question 
and explanation of reasons 
(Yes/No or Not Known (?) or N/A) 

(Part 3a) / (Part 3b) (only if Yes in part 2a) – Is 
a Significant Effect Likely?  
(Yes/No or Not Known (?) or N/A) 

protected for their landscape and scenic 
value, and/or any non-designated / non-
classified areas or features of high 
landscape or scenic value on or around 
the location which could be affected by 
the project?1 Where designated indicate 
level of designation (international, 
national, regional or local). 

7.2  Is the project in a location where 
it is likely to be highly visible to many 
people? (If so, from where, what 
direction, and what distance?) 

Yes There are a very small number of properties 
within a 1km radius of the site.  
 
Site is visible from a Public Right of Way 
(PROW) which runs adjacent to the site.   

No Landscape mitigation can be incorporated to 
negate significant effects. 

8. CULTURAL HERITAGE/ARCHAEOLOGY 

8.1 Are there any areas or features 
which are protected for their cultural 
heritage or archaeological value, or any 
non-designated / classified areas and/or 
features of cultural heritage or 
archaeological importance on or around 
the location which could be affected by 
the project (including potential impacts 
on setting, and views to, from and 
within)? Where designated indicate level 
of designation (international, national, 
regional or local). 

Yes The proposed solar farm does have the 
potential to impact on known and unknown 
archaeology, particularly in the south-western 
part of the site that lies within the boundary of 
SHDC. The Lincolnshire Historic Environment 
Record (HER) contains records of cropmarks 
identified partially within the site and extending 
beyond it to the west, which are thought to 
indicate the buried remains of prehistoric or 
Roman settlement. Remains in the area have 
been evaluated nearby in relation to the Viking 
Link and Triton Knoll projects and have been 
found to be of considerable archaeological 
interest. Previously unknown remains have also 
been identified during this work and there is the 

No It is considered that archaeology matters can 
be appropriately addressed by means of an 
archaeological desk-based assessment, field 
evaluation and recording (if required). 

 
1 See question 8.1 for consideration of impacts on heritage designations and receptors, including on views to, within and from designated areas. 
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Question (Part 2a) / (Part 2b) – Answer to the question 
and explanation of reasons 
(Yes/No or Not Known (?) or N/A) 

(Part 3a) / (Part 3b) (only if Yes in part 2a) – Is 
a Significant Effect Likely?  
(Yes/No or Not Known (?) or N/A) 

potential for as yet unknown remains to also be 
present on this site. An WWII aircraft crash site 
is also recorded in the HER within this 
southwest part of the proposed development. 
There is the potential for wreckage and human 
remains to survive buried here, as it is 
understood that the pilot died and it is not 
known if his body was recovered. 
 
It is not considered that the proposed 
development would have an impact on historic 
assets above ground given the distance to 
these features from the site. 

9. TRANSPORT AND ACCESS 

9.1 Are there any routes on or around 
the location which are used by the public 
for access to recreation or other 
facilities, which could be affected by the 
project? 

Yes A Public Right of Way (PROW) runs adjacent to 
the site. 
 
The site is served by minor narrow rural roads. 
 
 
 

No Only short-term disruption to the PROW would 
occur during construction. 
 
The use of minor public highways should be 
avoided to prevent their dilapidation. 
 
 

9.2 Are there any transport routes on 
or around the location which are 
susceptible to congestion or which cause 
environmental problems, which could be 
affected by the project? 

No  N/A  

10. LAND USE 

10.1 Are there existing land uses or 
community facilities on or around the 
location which could be affected by the 
project? E.g. housing, densely populated 

Yes The site is within the countryside and a small 
number of residential properties lie within 1km 
of the site.  

No Disturbance during construction and 
decommissioning phases but 
Construction Management Plan may be 
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Question (Part 2a) / (Part 2b) – Answer to the question 
and explanation of reasons 
(Yes/No or Not Known (?) or N/A) 

(Part 3a) / (Part 3b) (only if Yes in part 2a) – Is 
a Significant Effect Likely?  
(Yes/No or Not Known (?) or N/A) 

areas, industry / commerce, 
farm/agricultural holdings, forestry, 
tourism, mining, quarrying, facilities 
relating to health, education, places of 
worship, leisure /sports / recreation. 

 
The dominant land use in the area is farming. 
 
 

secured via condition. Disturbance during 
operation phase likely to be minimal. 
 
In terms of visual impact, the majority of 
properties are screened by on-plot planting to 
some extent, and this could be supplemented 
by further planting/screening, which would 
minimise views of the proposed development. 

10.2 Are there any plans for future land 
uses on or around the location which 
could be affected by the project? 

No  N/A  

11. LAND STABILITY AND CLIMATE 

11.1 Is the location susceptible to 
earthquakes, subsidence, landslides, 
erosion, or extreme /adverse climatic 
conditions, e.g. temperature inversions, 
fogs, severe winds, which could cause 
the project to present environmental 
problems? 

Yes Site is located within a combination of 
Environment Agency Flood Zones 1, 2 and 3, 
but predominantly in the latter. 

No It is considered that the matter can be dealt 
with adequately via a site-specific Flood Risk 
Assessment. 

12. CUMULATIVE EFFECTS 

12.1 Could this project together with 
existing and/or approved development 
result in cumulation of impacts together 
during the construction/operation phase? 

No There are no existing or planned developments 
in the locality that, together with the proposed 
development, would result in a significant 
adverse cumulative impact during the 
construction/operation phase when taking into 
account the nature of the development 
proposed. 

N/A  
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Question (Part 2a) / (Part 2b) – Answer to the question 
and explanation of reasons 
(Yes/No or Not Known (?) or N/A) 

(Part 3a) / (Part 3b) (only if Yes in part 2a) – Is 
a Significant Effect Likely?  
(Yes/No or Not Known (?) or N/A) 

13. TRANSBOUNDARY EFFECTS 

13.1 Is the project likely to lead to 
transboundary effects?2 

N/A Transboundary effects relate to possible effects 
on other nation states and this is not relevant 
to this proposal. 

N/A  

 
2 The Regulations require consideration of the transboundary nature of the impact. Due to the England’s geographical location the vast majority of TCPA cases are unlikely 

to result in transboundary impacts. 
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5. CONCLUSIONS –  ACCORDING TO EIA REGULATIONS SCHEDULE 3 

From the information submitted it is not considered that any impacts that may occur 
would be as significant as to require an Environmental Impact Assessment to be 
undertaken. The proposal would not create significant harm to historic or ecological 
assets and, with mitigation measures, could have limited visual impact on the 
countryside landscape (no landscape designations present). This development is 
considered to be fully reversible and could return to agricultural use in the future.  
 
It is considered that the effects of the development can be adequately considered 
within the context of a planning application without the need for a full EIA to be 
supplied.  
 
Accordingly, the Local Planning Authority, in line with Regulation 5 of the 
Regulations, has determined that the development proposed is not Environmental 
Impact Assessment development and does not require an Environmental Statement 
to be submitted. No further action is therefore necessary. 

6. SCREENING DECISION 

If a SO/SD has been provided do you agree 
with it? N/A 

Is it necessary to issue a SD? Yes 

Is an ES required? No 

7. ASSESSMENT (EIA REGS SCHEDULE 2 
DEVELOPMENT) OUTCOME 

Is likely to have significant effects on the 
environment ES required   

Not likely to have significant effects on the 
environment ES not required  

More information is required to inform 
direction Request further info   

 

 

 

NAME Lucy Buttery – Principal Planning Officer 

DATE 12 October 2021 
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