
  

DEVELOPMENT CONTROL AND REGULATION COMMITTEE 

23 May 2019 

A report by the Acting Executive Director for Economy and Infrastructure 
_____________________________________________________________________ 
 

Application Reference No. 5/19/9002 

Application Type: Full Planning Permission 

Proposal: Engineering Operations to infill and level part Fields 8900 and 9108, Land 

South East of Strawberry Fields. 

Location: 1 Strawberry Fields, Kendal, LA9 7TA 

Applicant: Mr A Bell & Oakmere Homes  

Date Valid: 25 February 2019 

Reason for Committee Level Decision: Objections received.  
_____________________________________________________________________ 
 

1.0 RECOMMENDATION 
 

1.1 That Planning Permission is granted subject to the conditions set out in Appendix 
1 to this report  

2.0 THE PROPOSAL 
 

2.1 Planning permission is sought for a temporary material change of use from 
agriculture to waste disposal to infill and level part Fields 8900 and 9108, Land 
South East of Strawberry Fields, Kendal.  This is for a period of up to 4 years 
whilst the housing development is completed. 

2.2 It is proposed to deposit around 5000m
3
 of material arising from phases 2 and 3 

of the housing development.  This would be transported directly from the building 
site without needing to use the highway.  This would be restored to an 
agricultural use. 

2.3 As well as disposing of clay material that could not otherwise be recycled or 
reused within the development, the proposal has come about as some of the 
landowners land is now committed as part of a flood attenuation scheme 
associated with the housing development.     

3.0 SITE DESCRIPTION 
 

3.1 The land in question is grazing land between Oxenholme and Kendal, to the 
southwest of the Oakmere Homes “Strawberry Fields” housing development.  It 
is a natural depression and extends to about 0.9 hectares. It often holds water 
after periods of heavy rain.    

3.2 A public bridleway runs between Oxenholme Road to the north and Burton Road 
to the south of the site along what would be the eastern edge of the infill.  

3.3 The site is around 200m to the south of a tributary to Natland Beck.  Natland 
Beck is approximately 300m further downstream of the site.  Natland Beck is part 
of the River Kent and Tributaries SSSI and River Kent SAC. The nearest County 
Wildlife site is Sink Wells, 900m to the south.   



  

3.4 The nearest listed building is Oxenholme Farmhouse and Raysholme 200m to 
the north east of the site. The boundary of the Lake District National Park is 3km 
to the west of the site. 

4.0 SITE PLANNING HISTORY 
 

4.1 Following an incident in November 2017 a flood attenuation scheme was 
developed for the nearby housing site.  This was granted planning permission in 
August 2018 by South Lakeland District Council.  Although not directly related to 
this proposal, part of that scheme requires some farmland immediately adjacent 
to this development to be available to store flood water.  This proposal indirectly 
compensates the farmer for the loss of land to flood water storage.  

 

5.0 CONSULTATIONS AND REPRESENTATIONS 
 

5.1 South Lakeland District Council Planning Department: No objection as the 
proposal would not alter the intrinsic character of the area. 

5.2 Cumbria County Council - Highway Authority: No comment as the use of an 
internal haul road would not result in an impact on the highway. 

5.3 Cumbria County Council - Lead Local Flood Authority: do not object, and note: “It 
is most beneficial to retain the maximum volume available for storage of flood 
water but the proposed infilling of the land is compensated for by the flood 
attenuation scheme that was authorised in previous planning … so there is no 
overall adverse impact.”  

5.4 Cumbria County Council - Rights of Way – No objection subject to there being 
fencing to prevent encroachment on to the bridleway  

5.5 Environment Agency have no objection to the development although note that it 
may require Environmental Permits (or an exemption) in relation to  waste 
permitting and may require a Permit in relation to flood risk activities. 

5.6 Kendal Town Council initially raised concerns about flood risk and the temporary 
closure of the bridleway but following clarification have no comment to make. 

5.7 Kendal South - Ms Gray has been consulted but has not replied by the time the 
report was written.   

5.8 Four representations have been received. In essence, these object to the 
proposal on the basis that it will reduce water storage capacity above / upstream 
of the flood attenuation area and wall that has recently been constructed.   

6.0 PLANNING POLICY 
 

6.1 Section 38(6) of the Planning & Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 provides that 
planning applications must be determined in accordance with the development 
plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise. Government policy is a 
material consideration that must be given appropriate weight in the decision 
making process. 

6.2 The Cumbria Minerals and Waste Local Plan 2015-2030 was formally adopted 
on 6 September 2017.  (“CMWLP”) The key policies relevant to the 
determination of this planning application are considered to be:  



  

 Policy SP1 - Presumption in Favour of Sustainable Development 
 Policy SP2 - Provision for Waste 
 Policy SP15 - Environmental Assets 
 Policy SP16 - Restoration and Aftercare 
 Policy DC1 - Traffic and Transport 
 Policy DC2 - General Criteria 
 Policy DC11 - Inert waste for agricultural improvement 
 Policy DC18 - Landscape and Visual Impact 
 Policy DC19 - Flood Risk 
 Policy DC21 - Protection of Soil Resources 
 Policy DC22 - Restoration and Aftercare 

 
6.3 South Lakeland Core Strategy - adopted 20 October 2010 (“SLCS”) 

 Policy CS8.1 Green Infrastructure Policy 
 Policy CS8.2 Protection and Enhancement of Landscape and Settlement 

Character 
 

6.4 South Lakeland Local Plan Land Allocation Development Plan Document 

Policies - Adopted 17 December 2013. 

 Policy LA2.5 West of Oxenholme Road  
 Policy LA1.9  Green Gaps 

 

6.5 The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) was published in a revised 
form in July 2018. The national online Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) suite 
was launched in March 2014 and is continually updated. Both are material 
considerations in the determination of planning applications.  

7.0 PLANNING ASSESSMENT 
 

 

7.1 The site falls within schedule 2 of the EIA regulations 2017 as an installation for 
the disposal of waste.  The indicative threshold given in schedule 2 is 0.5ha and 
the site is 0.8ha.  A screening opinion was adopted on 23 March 2019.  This is 
included as Appendix 3 for reference.  

7.2 The key planning issues relevant to the proposed schemes are considered to be: 

Would the reduction in water storage above the Strawberry Field 

Development increase the risk of flooding to property?   

7.3 All four of the representations raise concerns that because the depression 
frequently holds water, infilling it will result in more water building up within the 
recently constructed flood attenuation scheme.  I can understand this perception 
and I appreciate the concerns that the home owners raise.   

7.4 Specific concerns have been raised about the risks posed from the additional 
water building up against the wall built as part of the flood attenuation scheme.  
However, I do not consider it to be a material planning consideration in relation to 
this application because the storage provided by the application site was not 
considered when the flood attenuation scheme was designed.  In any case, the 
wall is an engineered structure constructed from interlocking metal sheet piles 
and faced with stone specifically so that water could safely build up against it. 



  

7.5 The flood attenuation scheme was designed to manage run off from a 51ha area 
above the housing development and did not include any allowance for the water 
storage capacity of this site in its calculations. The flood attenuation scheme is 
designed to safely manage flows from a 1 in 100 year rainfall event and includes 
a 40% allowance for climate change.  The water that would have gathered in the 
application site will now collect in the basin and swale created as part of the 
flood attenuation scheme.  

7.6 Although the lead local flood authority comment that it is beneficial to retain the 
maximum volume possible for the storage of flood water, they do not object to 
the proposal as the loss of volume is compensated through the recently 
constructed flood attenuation scheme.    

With respect to planning policy, the proposed site is in flood zone 1 (lowest risk) 
and does not exceed 1 hectare, so a formal Flood Risk Assessment is not 
required thus the development complies with the relevant parts of the CMWLP 
policy DC19. However, the development does not reduce flood risk downstream 
so I do not consider it to be fully supported by policy DC19.  

What benefits does the proposal bring? 

7.7 The principle benefit from this development relates to not generating additional 
traffic as a consequence of the housing development.  Transporting the waste 
material directly to the infill site will prevent around 1000 road-going wagon 
movements over the 4 years that the site would be operational. This minimises 
waste miles in accordance with planning policies CMWLP SP2 & DC1.   

7.8 The proposal also offers an economic benefit in reducing waste disposal costs to 
the developer and a practical benefit to the landowner by increasing the area of 
viable farm land by rehabilitating what is poor land due to the frequent, if short 
lived, inundation.  I consider this second point meets the criteria set out in 
CMWLP policy DC11 – inert waste for agricultural improvement as it would not 
undermine any quarry or landfill restoration schemes in the area, it would 
improve the land and it would not have an adverse impact on flood risk. For 
similar reasons, I also consider that the proposal is consistent with CMWLP 
policy SP16 – Restoration and aftercare.  

Would the development result in impacts on landscape or visual amenity? 

7.9 The bridleway adjacent to the site would be fenced off and remain open 
throughout the operation.  Temporary fencing would compound the short term 
visual impact from the proposal.  This impact would also affect some of the 
properties on Oxenholme Road and the Strawberry Fields development. 
However, I consider these impacts to be relatively short lived and I consider that 
following restoration there would no significant visual impact.   

7.10 The site has a slightly unusual landscape character as it is considered to be 
within a small Drumlin field (landscape character sub-type 7b).  It is likely that 
geomorphologically, the site is a shallow kettle hole and the resulting wet hollow 
is a key characteristic of areas of this landscape sub type.  As with all 
development, there would be a short term impact on landscape character from 
construction works.  However, given the urban land uses on 3 sides of the 
feature, I consider that within the wider landscape, the context of the feature is 
lost and post restoration this proposal would have a negligible impact on local 
landscape character.  



  

7.11 On balance I consider the landscape and visual impacts are acceptable in 
relation to policy CMWLP DC18 – Landscape and visual impact and the relevant 
aspects of CMWLP SP15 – Environmental assets. Furthermore, the proposal 
also maintains the visual separation between Kendal and Oxenholme required 
by Policy LA2.5 and green gap required by policy LA1.9 of South Lakeland Land 
Allocation DPD and SLCS policy CS8.2.      

Other Policy Considerations  

7.12 Policy DC2 of the CMWLP sets out general criteria for minerals and waste 
proposals. In this case, I consider that the relevant assessments have been 
carried out; the site will not impact on air quality; the bridleway would not be 
adversely affected; the reduction in road going vehicle movements would deliver 
a measureable reduction in the carbon footprint of the wider housing 
development and backfilling a hollow with clay and stones will not result in any 
ground stability issues. It follows that I consider the proposal to meet the 
requirements of this policy.   

7.13 CMWLP policy DC21 relates to the protection of soil resources.  Of relevance to 
this proposal is the requirement to protect and maintain soil resources in a viable 
condition to be reused in restoration.  Although the quality of the soil is 
questionable given the frequent flooding, I consider there still being value in 
stripping the soils for reuse in restoration and I am proposing a condition to 
require this.     

7.14 SLCS Policy CS8.1 relates to Green Infrastructure.  This sets out various aims 
for the Core Strategy.  Of relevance to this application is the protection of open 
spaces and the prevention of inappropriate development within the countryside. 
It also seeks enhancement and improvements to green corridors and protection 
of watercourses and wetlands.   I consider the proposal to be appropriate 
development within the countryside as it is only a short term temporary use of 
the land that will be restored back to agricultural use without any associated built 
development that would impact on the openness of the countryside. The 
application offers no enhancements for biodiversity or connectivity between 
habitats, but does not reduce or have an significant adverse effect on these 
either.    

8.0 CONCLUSION 
 

8.1 Issues relating to flooding are often highly emotive and people’s feelings and 
perceptions of flood and water risks are seldom satisfied by abstract calculations 
and modelling. This case is no exception.  However, I am satisfied that the flood 
attenuation scheme that protects the homes on the Strawberry Fields 
development would not be compromised by the proposed infilling of the hollow.     

8.2 The proposal would result in fewer wagons on the roads in Kendal than would 
otherwise have been expected and would also result in lower carbon emissions 
as the nearest inert landfill site is near motorway junction 37 at Roan Edge.  It 
would also bring some very poor grazing land up to a similar standard to the 
surrounding land, without any significant medium to long term impact on visual 
amenity and landscape character.  As such I consider the development amounts 
to sustainable development and accords with the CMWLP policy CS1 and the 
NPPF requirements.      

8.3 In summary, I consider the proposed development to accord with the 



  

development plan, there are no material considerations that indicate the decision 
should be made otherwise and with the planning conditions proposed, any 
potential harm would reasonably by mitigated.  It is therefore recommended that 
this application be granted subject to conditions. 

Human Rights 
 

8.4 The proposal will have a limited impact in the short term on the visual amenity of 
the area. Any impacts on the rights of local property owners to a private and 
family life and peaceful enjoyment of their possessions (Article 8 and Article 1 of 
Protocol 1 of the Human Rights Act 1998) are minimal and proportionate to the 
wider social and economic interests of the community. 

 

Angela Jones 

Acting Executive Director for Economy and Infrastructure 

 

Contact: Mr David Hughes 
 

Electoral Division Identification: Mrs B Gray, Kendal South ED 
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Appendix 1 

Ref No. 5/19/9002 

Development Control and Regulation Committee -  
 

Appendix 1 - PROPOSED PLANNING CONDITIONS 

 

 

Time Limit for Implementation of Permission 
 

1.  The development hereby permitted shall be for a temporary period, expiring on 
the 31 December 2022, by which time the infilling shall be completed, soils 
replaced and the site sown to grass. 

   

Reason: To comply with Section 91 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 as 
amended by Section 51 of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 
2004. 

 

Approved Scheme 
 

2.  The development hereby permitted shall be carried out, in accordance with the 
following:  
 

a. The submitted Application Form – dated 6 February 2019 
b. Planning Design and Access Statement – prepared by Kate Bellwood 

Associates, dated January 2019  
c. Method Statement for Movement of Natural Soils – prepared by BEK 

Enviro, dated 15 January 2019 
d. Plans numbered and named: 

i) 042/049/050/BLOCK “Proposed Spoil Infill Block Plan” 
ii) 042/049/050/SPOIL “Proposed Spoil Infill” 
iii) 042/049/050/SPOIL – LOC01 “Proposed Spoil Infill Location Plan” 

   

Reason: To ensure the development is carried out to an approved appropriate 
standard and to avoid confusion as to what comprises the approved 
scheme. 

 
 

3.  No development shall take place until a fence has been erected to protect the 
public bridleway from encroachment from the development.  

   

Reason: To ensure that the bridleway remains unaffected by the development  
 

 

4 At least 14 days prior to the commencement of development, the developer 
shall notify the County Council of their intention to start works.  

   

Reason: To ensure the definitive line of the Bridleway is marked out prior to 
commencement of any development or operations at the site.  

 

5 All topsoil and subsoil shall be permanently retained on site and prior to the 
deposition of material shall be stripped and stored in separate mounds which 
shall:  
 a.  Not exceed 3 metres in height in the case of topsoil, or exceed 5  
  metres in height in the case of subsoil;  
 b.  Be constructed with only the minimum amount of soil compaction  to 
  ensure stability and shaped so as to avoid collection of water in  



Reference: 5/19/9002  23 May 2019 

Development of Engineering Operations to infill and level part Fields 8900 and 9108, Land South East of 

Strawberry Fields. at 1 Strawberry Fields, Kendal, LA9 7TA 
 

Page 8 of 15 

  surface undulations;  
 c.  Have a minimum 3 metre stand-off, undisturbed around each  
  storage mound;  

   

Reason: To prevent the loss of soil and minimise damage to soil structure  
during storage in accordance with CMWLP policy DC21 

 
 

6 Soils shall only be stripped, handled, stored and replaced in accordance with 
sheets 1, 2, 3, 15 & 18 of the “Good practice guide for handling soils” published 
by MAFF (2000). 

   

Reason: To prevent the loss of soil and minimise damage to soil structure  
during storage in accordance with CMWLP policy DC21. 
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Appendix 2 

Ref No. 5/19/9002 

Development Control and Regulation Committee -  
 

Appendix 2 - PLAN OF SITE LOCATION/EXTENT 
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Appendix 3 

Ref No. 5/19/9002 

Development Control and Regulation Committee -  
 

Appendix 3 – Screening Opinion  
 

SCREENING OPINION 
 

The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 

2017 
 

 

Ref. 5/19/9002       Date: 23 March 2019 
 

Proposal:  Temporary change of use for the deposit of waste to infill and level part 
Fields 8900 and 9108, Land South East of Strawberry Fields. 

 

Location:  Strawberry Fields, Kendal, LA9 7TA 
 

Developer:  Mr A Bell & Oakmere Homes  

 
In considering the planning application it is considered necessary for the County 
Council to adopt a screening opinion in relation to the above proposed project. 

 
EIA Criteria and Need for Screening 
 

The proposal does not meet or exceed any of the thresholds set out in Schedule 1 of 
The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 
(the 2017 Regulations). As such it falls under Schedule 2 of the 2017 Regulations. 
 

The proposed development of the deposit of waste on land falls within Column 1 of 
Schedule 2 of the 2017 Regulations. The following Column 1 description (classification) 
of development is thought to be the most directly relevant to this proposal: 
 

11 Other Projects (b) Installations for the disposal of waste (unless included in 
Schedule 1); 
 

For developments coming under 11(b) the screening threshold is  
 (i)  The disposal is by incineration; or 
 (ii) The area of the development exceeds 0.5 hectare; or 
 (iii)  The installation is to be sited within 100 metres of any controlled 
waters. 
 
The proposed development site is approximately 0.88ha. As this exceeds the screening 
threshold, the development is considered to have potential impacts that require 
screening under the 2017 regulations. For the avoidance of doubt, the development 
does not relate to incineration nor is it within 100m of controlled waters. 
 

Description and Characteristics of the Proposed Development 
 

The proposal is for the deposit of inert waste in the form of clay and other excavated 
material that cannot be reused elsewhere within the housing development.  The site is 
a depression in the land that is often water logged and not considered capable of 
sustaining the agricultural use of the surrounding land.  The site would be infilled over a 
period of 4 years. Material would be brought to the site via an internal haul road and 
would not travel over the highway.  
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With respect to cumulative impacts on natural resources, some land nearby has been 
set aside to provide water storage in association with a flood attenuation scheme that 
has already been completed.  Rehabilitating this site will offset the land lost from full 
time agricultural production as a consequence of the flood attenuation scheme. 
 

The Location and its context 
 

The proposed project would be located within an area of agricultural land bounded by 
Oxenholme road to the north and to the east of the site, and Burton Road to the south.  
To the east of the site is the Strawberry Fields housing development.  
 
The site is around 200m to the south of a tributary to Natland Beck.  Natland Beck is 
approximately 300m further downstream of the site.  Natland Beck is part of the River 
Kent and Tributaries SSSI and River Kent SAC. The nearest County Wildlife site is Sink 
Wells, 900m to the south. 
 
The nearest listed building is Oxenholme Farmhouse and Raysholme 200m to the north 
east of the site. This is also the nearest residential dwelling.  The boundary of the Lake 
District National Park is 3km to the west of the site. 
 

The proposed development site is in a landscape categorised by the Cumbria 
Landscape Character Guidance and Toolkit (CLCGT) as Drumlin type.  
 

Potential adverse impacts on sensitive areas, habitats or species 
 

Schedule 3(2) of the EIA Regulations 2017 requires consideration of the ‘environmental 
sensitivity’ of the geographic areas likely to be affected by the development.  

Statutory Designated Nature Conservation Sites 
The nearest statutory designated nature conservation site to the proposed development 
site is Natland Beck, there are no direct linkages with this site.  

 

Other Habitats/Species 
There is a record of Great Crested Newts in a pond approximately 500m to the north 
east of the site.  However the pond is separated from the site by the West Coast 
mainline railway and Oxenholme Road.  The ephemeral nature of the water body that 
forms in the depression coupled with the lack of good quality habitat results in a very 
low probability of Great Crested Newts being present on the site.  
 
Therefore, in view of the characteristics of the development; the environmental 
sensitivity and regenerative capacity of the relevant areas; it is considered that there is 
no potential for the project to adversely affect the integrity of any designated sites or 
any protected species. In reaching this conclusion special consideration has been 
applied to the SSSI status and international conservation status of the River Kent SAC. 

 

Flood Risk & the Water Environment 
 

Although it is known that water collects in the depression after heavy rain, it is unclear 
whether it is groundwater or surface water run-off.  The site is not in a fluvial flood risk 
zone (as designated by the Environment Agency). Nor is the proposed site in an area 
that Environment Agency modelling suggests may be susceptible to surface water 
flooding.  
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The site is close to an area that is used for flood attenuation to protect the Strawberry 
Fields development and that slows flows into the tributary to Natland Beck via an 
engineered swale.  The flood attenuation scheme was granted planning permission by 
South Lakeland District Council. It is designed to cope with run off from an area of 
approximately 51 hectares and allows for increased flows from climate change.  It does 
not rely on the area of proposed infilling to provide any storage capacity.   
  
Overall the project is considered unlikely to have any adverse impact in respect of flood 
risk or the existing water environment.  

 

Environmental Health Issues – Noise, Odour, Pests, Human Health Risks 

Noise 
The site is located between two roads and close to the West Coast mainline railway.  
The site will be filled using dumper trucks from the nearby housing development.  Plant 
machinery would be used to grade and compact the deposited material.  Operations 
would only be undertaken during normal working hours. It would be filled as required, 
so it is expected that there would be occasions of intense activity followed by periods of 
relative quiescence over the 4 years for which permission is sought.  In light of the 
above, it is considered unlikely that the development would have a significant noise 
impact. Any potential for noise can be dealt with as part of the normal planning 
application process.  

Odour 
As strictly inert material is being used, there is considered to be no potential for odour.  

Pests 
As strictly inert material is being used, there is considered to be no potential to attract 
pests or vermin. 

Toxicity – Human Health Risks 
As strictly inert material is being used, there is considered to be no potential for human 
health risks.  

 

Risk of Accidents 
 

As strictly inert material is being used, there is considered to be no potential for 
accidents that could pose a risk to the wider environment.  In light of this the proposal is 
considered to have low potential of significant effects. 
 

Cultural Heritage Impact 
 

 

There are no records indicating that there may be archaeological interest on the site or 
in the immediate vicinity. The Lake District National Park, World Heritage Site is 2 miles 
to the west and there is no reason to expect an impact on it from this proposal.  
 
The nearest listed building/structure to the proposed development site is Oxenholme 
Farmhouse and Raysholme 200m to the north east of the site which is Grade II listed.  
The setting of this would be unaffected by the development   
 

In light of the above matters it is considered that the proposed development is unlikely 
to have a significant impact on any heritage assets or their settings.  
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Landscape and Visual Impact 
 

The location of the proposal is not within; nor is it sufficiently close to; a National Park 
or Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) to impact upon the purposes for which 
these sites are designated. The closest such designated landscape is the Lake District 
National Park lies 2 miles to the west of the proposed development site.  
The site lies within the green gap between Kendal and Oxenholme and is unusual in 
being classed as having a drumlin landscape character.  The infilling of a natural 
feature arguably has a minor adverse impact on landscape character. 
 

There would be limited impact on visual amenity during construction, particularly from 
the Bridelway but on completion the site should not be discernible from surrounding 
farmland 
 
Whilst it may have a localised impact on the surrounding area in terms of visual amenity 
and landscape character, this is not in itself sufficient reason to request that an EIA be 
carried out. 

 

Traffic Impact 
 

The use of a dedicated haul road between the housing development and the proposed 
site means that there would be no impact on the local highway. 
 
The nearest public right of way is a bridleway (ref. no. 536074) runs immediately to the 
east of the proposed site.  The developer has made it clear that the bridleway will be 
protected and remain open for the duration of the development 
 

CONCLUSIONS 
 

The County Council has taken account of the selection criteria in Schedule 3 of the 
2017 Regulations as well as the advice set out in the National Planning Practice 
Guidance (NPPG). With regard to the NPPG, particular reference has been made to 
the following sections: 
 

 Environmental Impact Assessment: Screening Schedule 2 projects (Paragraphs: 
017-025) 

http://planningguidance.planningportal.gov.uk/blog/guidance/environmental-
impact-assessment/screening-schedule-2-projects/ 

 

 Annex: Indicative screening thresholds: 
Gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/630689/eia-
thresholds-table.pdf 

 

The NPPG states that EIA will normally be required for installations for the deposit, of 
wastes where new capacity is created to hold more than 50,000 tonnes per year, or on 
a site of 10 hectares or more. Sites taking smaller quantities of these wastes and sites 
seeking only to accept inert wastes (demolition rubble etc.) are unlikely to require 
Environmental Impact Assessment   
 

Consequently, having regard to the characteristics of the development, its location and 
the characteristics of potential impacts - singularly and cumulatively; the Local Planning 
Authority is of the opinion that the proposal would not be likely to have significant 
effects on the environment by virtue of factors such as its nature and scale and the 
limited extent and low probability of impact. As such the Local Planning Authority does 
not consider that the proposal requires an Environment Impact Assessment (EIA).  
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SCREENING OPINION 
 

Having had regard to the characteristics of the development, the environmental 
sensitivity of geographical areas likely to be affected by it and the characteristics of 
potential impact and their significance, both singularly and cumulatively, it is the County 
Council’s opinion as Local Planning Authority that the proposed project does not 
constitute EIA development. 
 

 
.......................................................……… 

Signed: Angela Jones 

Acting Executive Director for Economy and Infrastructure 
on behalf of Cumbria County Council. 

 

Dated: 23 March 2019
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Drawings/Documents 
 

This screening opinion has been considered against the information submitted which 
comprises of:- 
 

 Planning Design and Access Statement 
 Method Statement for the movement of natural soils 
 Overview for the movement of natural soils 

 

Other Sources of Information taken into account 
 

 
 

 Information held on data systems maintained by Cumbria County Council  
 Consultation responses, in particular those from the Lead Local Flood Authority & South 

Lakeland District Council   

 

 


