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Development Services
Wiltshire Council
Tel: 0300 456 0114
Email:developmentmanagement@wiltshire.gov.uk
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27th May 2026

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: SCREENING OPINION: REGULATION 5, TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) REGULATIONS 2017 
	Application Reference:
	PL/2026/00375

	Development Description:
	EIA Screening Opinion request pursuant to varying Conditions 2 (Cessation of Operations and Removal of Plant, Machinery and Structures), 13 (Landscaping), and 18 (RIGS) of planning permission W/04/01867, to secure revisions to the approved quarry restoration scheme



I write with reference to your letter dated 4 March 2026 regarding your request for a Screening Opinion to determine the requirement for an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) for the above-mentioned development proposal in accordance with Regulation 6 of the Town and Country Planning (EIA) Regulations (2017).

Recommendation: It is the opinion of the Council that the development is not classified as EIA development.

The table overleaf constitutes Wiltshire Council’s formal screening opinion under Regulation 6 of the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 (as amended), having regard to Planning Practice Guidance contained in Paragraph 022 Reference ID:4-022-20170728 and Paragraph: 033 Reference ID: 4-033-20170728 relating to proposed changes or extensions to Schedule 1 development.

This completed matrix sets out the Council’s assessment of the proposed development against the relevant criteria listed in Schedule 3 of the Regulations and confirms the Council’s opinion as to whether the proposed development is or is not EIA development. This screening opinion has been reached following consideration of the nature, scale and location of the proposed development and any likely significant effects on the environment.

This document therefore serves as the Council’s screening opinion, in accordance with the requirements of the EIA Regulations.



	[bookmark: 1._CASE_DETAILS]1.	CASE DETAILS

	Application reference
	
PL/2026/00375
	
Brief description of the project / development
	
Variation of Conditions 2 (Cessation of Operations and Removal of Plant, Machinery and Structures), 13 (Landscaping), and 18 (RIGS) of planning permission W/04/01867, to secure revisions to the approved quarry restoration scheme

	Applicant
	Tarmac Trading Ltd
	
	

	LPA
	Wiltshire Council
	
	

	[bookmark: 2._EIA_DETAILS]2.	EIA DETAILS

	Is the project Schedule 1 development according to Schedule 1 of the EIA Regulations?
	Yes – but see below

	If YES, which description of development (THEN GO TO Q4)
	19. Quarries and open‑cast mining where the surface of the site exceeds 25 hectares, or peat extraction where the surface of the site exceeds 150 hectares.

	Is the project Schedule 2 development under the EIA Regulations?
	Yes - Changes or extensions to Schedule 1 development, which when considered with the development as a whole (ie as changed or extended), may result in significant adverse effects on the environment, or which meet the thresholds or criteria set out in column two of paragraph 13 of Schedule 2, are Schedule 2 development and should be screened.


	If YES, under which description of development in Column 1 and Column 2?
	2 (a) Quarries, open cast mining and peat extraction (unless included in Schedule 1); All development except the construction of buildings or other ancillary structures where the new floorspace does not exceed 1,000 square metres.


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

	If YES, which area?
	Adjacent to/partly within 
• Salisbury Plain Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI)
• Bratton Downs Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) The site is also Adjacent to the Salisbury Plain Special Area of Conservation (SAC) and Special Protection Area (SPA)


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

	If yes, which applicable threshold/criteria?
	All development except the construction of buildings or other ancillary structures where the new floorspace does not exceed 1,000 square metres.


	[bookmark: 3._LPA/SOS_SCREENING]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

	[bookmark: 4._ENVIRONMENTAL_STATEMENT]4.	ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT

	Has the appellant supplied an ES for the current or previous (if reserved matters or conditions) application?
	Yes – previous application
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	A Screening Criteria Question
	B Response to the Screening Criteria Question in Column A (Yes/No and explanation of reasons)
	C Is a Significant Effect Likely?
(Yes/No and explanation of reasons (nb if the answer in Column B is ‘No’, Column C is not applicable))

	
	Briefly explain reasons and, if applicable and/or known, include name of feature(s) and proximity to site(s)
	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.

	[bookmark: 5._NATURAL_RESOURCES]5.	NATURAL RESOURCES

	[bookmark: 5.1_Will_construction,_operation_or_deco]5.1 Will construction, operation or decommissioning of the project involve actions which will cause physical changes in the topography of the area?
	Yes
	The quarry is disused and has been since 2009 and the proposal is for works associated with remediation which are intended to be positive changes on cessation of the consented use. Changes to topography are minimal.
	No
	The impacts will be localised

	[bookmark: 5.2_Will_construction_or_operation_of_th]5.2 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 proposal is for the restoration of the site, use of natural resources (minerals) has ceased and remediation works do not involve significant natural resources. The use of natural resources/materials for the restoration would not be significant.
	N/A
	

	[bookmark: 5.3_Are_there_any_areas_on/around_the_lo]5.3 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
	The proposed development is located adjacent to/partly within the following designated nature conservation sites or designated landscapes:
• Salisbury Plain Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI)
• Bratton Downs Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and therefore has the potential for adverse effects on these designations. 
The site is an existing quarry and a source of minerals, however the proposal is associated with its closure and restoration and therefore does not involve the use or loss of scarce resources.
	No
	Due to the proposal being a revised remediation scheme which would not introduce harmful or new impacts on the designated nature conservation sites.  The significance of effects would not necessitate an Environmental Statement to ensure that adverse effects on these designations would be avoided/prevented during restoration works.

	[bookmark: 6._WASTE]6.	WASTE

	[bookmark: 6.1_Will_the_project_produce_solid_waste]6.1 Will the project produce solid wastes during construction or operation or decommissioning?
	No
	The revised remediation strategy is unlikely to generate solid waste, the production of waste would not be increased.
	N/A
	




	A Screening Criteria Question
	B Response to the Screening Criteria Question in Column A (Yes/No and explanation of reasons)
	C Is a Significant Effect Likely?
(Yes/No and explanation of reasons (nb if the answer in Column B is ‘No’, Column C is not applicable))

	[bookmark: 7._POLLUTION_AND_NUISANCES]7.	POLLUTION AND NUISANCES

	[bookmark: 7.1_Will_the_project_release_pollutants_]7.1 Will the project release pollutants or any hazardous, toxic or noxious substances to air?
	No
	The use of land as an active quarry has ceased and the scheme is for the revised remediation for the restoration of the land. Due to the proposal being associated with the cessation of the use of the quarry release of pollutants or toxic/noxious substances is unlikely and would be covered by existing conditions on the relevant permission
	N/A
	

	[bookmark: 7.2_Will_the_project_cause_noise_and_vib]7.2 Will the project cause noise and vibration or release of light, heat, energy or electromagnetic radiation?
	Yes
	Potentially some noise and vibration may be apparent at the construction phase to secure to the remediation only with regards to construction vehicles and operations
	No
	Due to the scale of development and the ability to control such impacts by appropriate measures via conditions/a CEMP, effects are limited to the construction/restoration phase and are not considered to be significant.

	[bookmark: 7.3_Will_the_project_lead_to_risks_of_co]7.3 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?
	Yes
	There is a risk of contamination during remediation due to the former/consented use of land.
	No
	Due to the scale of development and the ability to secure control by appropriate measures via conditions/a CEMP, effects are limited to the construction/restoration phase and are not considered to be significant.

	[bookmark: 7.4_Are_there_any_areas_on_or_around_the]7.4 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
	There are controls on the existing/consented land use via conditions on the original permission
	N/A
	

	[bookmark: 8._POPULATION_AND_HUMAN_HEALTH]8.	POPULATION AND HUMAN HEALTH

	[bookmark: 8.1_Will_there_be_any_risk_of_major_acci]8.1 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
	The revised remediation strategy poses no greater risk of accident than the approved scheme and there are no substantive changes which would indicate new or increased risk from the restoration of land following cessation of the quarry use.
	N/A
	

	[bookmark: 8.2_Will_the_project_present_a_risk_to_t]8.2 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)
	Yes
	Minor impacts from construction activities on site will be experienced e.g. noise, vibration, dust etc during remediation activity only.
	No
	These impacts are covered by existing conditions.  A CEMP can appropriately control the impacts of remediation without a new Environmental Statement.



	A Screening Criteria Question
	B Response to the Screening Criteria Question in Column A (Yes/No and explanation of reasons)
	C Is a Significant Effect Likely?
(Yes/No and explanation of reasons (nb if the answer in Column B is ‘No’, Column C is not applicable))

	[bookmark: 9._WATER_RESOURCES]9.	WATER RESOURCES

	[bookmark: 9.1_Are_there_any_water_resources_includ]9.1 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, particularly in terms of their volume and flood risk?
	No
	The site is within Flood Zone 1 and not at risk of Groundwater flooding.  There are small areas identified as susceptible to surface water flood risk. There are no rivers, lakes or ponds within or in proximity to the site


	N/A
	

	[bookmark: 10._BIODIVERSITY_(SPECIES_AND_HABITATS)]10.	BIODIVERSITY (SPECIES AND HABITATS)

	[bookmark: 10.1_Are_there_any_protected_areas_which]10.1 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 proposed development is located adjacent to/partly within the following designated nature conservation sites or designated landscapes:
• Salisbury Plain Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI)
• Bratton Downs Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and therefore has the potential for adverse effects on these designations. 
The site is also adjacent to the Salisbury Plain Special Area of Conservation (SAC) and Special Protection Area (SPA)
There are also a number of non-statutory designated sites, specifically Local Wildlife Sites (“LWS’), within 2 km of the quarry, including White
Scar Hanging LWS located approximately 156m to the south of the application site; White Scar Hanging Chalk LWS located approximately 250m to the north; Bratton Chalk LWS located approximately 870m to the east and Bratton Down Quarry LWS located approximately 710m to the east. Each of the above are notable for the presence of chalk/calcareous grassland habitat and/or presence of semi-natural broadleaved woodland.
There are nineteen off-site Priority Habitats within 250m of the application site comprising a combination of deciduous woodland and lowland calcareous grassland.
	No
	As the proposal relates to the revised remediation strategy for the restoration of the land, ecology surveys and mitigation measures accompanying the application can adequately deal with on and off-site impacts via conditions and legal agreement as appropriate. 

	[bookmark: 10.2_Could_any_protected,_important_or_s]10.2 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
	The site has not been used since 2009 and therefore is vegetated with various species which have regenerated (as detailed in submitted surveys)
	No
	As the proposal relates to the revised remediation strategy for the restoration of the land, ecology surveys and mitigation measures accompanying the application can adequately deal with on-site impacts via conditions and legal agreement.  



	A Screening Criteria Question
	B Response to the Screening Criteria Question in Column A (Yes/No and explanation of reasons)
	[bookmark: _bookmark0]C Is a Significant Effect Likely?
(Yes/No and explanation of reasons (nb if the answer in Column B is ‘No’, Column C is not applicable))

	[bookmark: 11._LANDSCAPE_AND_VISUAL]11.	LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL

	[bookmark: 11.1__Are_there_any_areas_or_features_on]11.1 Are there any areas or features on or around the location which are 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).
	Yes
	Whilst the site is not within a National Landscape designation, the site is adjacent to/partly within designated sites (as listed above) which are also of landscape/scenic value. 
	No
	Remediation of the site to secure its restoration would be beneficial in landscape/visual terms. A Landscape and Visual Appraisal would be sufficient to consider the impacts without Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment. An application would be accompanied by an:

· LVA
· LEMP
· Detailed planting plan
· Site Sections 

The above documents and plans would be sufficient to consider the landscape impacts of the development. Requirement for EIA is not necessary to inform the consideration of such impacts.

	[bookmark: 11.2__Is_the_project_in_a_location_where]11.2 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
	A Public Right of Way passes the site and as such the site is readily visible from that vantage point.  The use of the public right of way is likely to be limited in terms of overall numbers but for those using the public right of way would benefit from the cessation of the quarry use/remediation.   
	No
	Due to the proposal relating only to the remediation of the site not the quarry use. The effects of development would be localised and visually beneficial. 

	[bookmark: 12._CULTURAL_HERITAGE/ARCHAEOLOGY]12.	CULTURAL HERITAGE/ARCHAEOLOGY

	[bookmark: 12.1_Are_there_any_areas_or_features_whi]12.1 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).
	No
	The revised remediation of the site would not impact on heritage/archaeological assets to any greater extent than the approved scheme.


	N/A
	



1  See question 8.1 for consideration of impacts on heritage designations and receptors, including on views to, within and from designated areas.

	A Screening Criteria Question
	B Response to the Screening Criteria Question in Column A (Yes/No and explanation of reasons)
	C Is a Significant Effect Likely?
(Yes/No and explanation of reasons (nb if the answer in Column B is ‘No’, Column C is not applicable))

	[bookmark: 13._TRANSPORT_AND_ACCESS]13.	TRANSPORT AND ACCESS

	[bookmark: 13.1_Are_there_any_routes_on_or_around_t]13.1 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
	PROWs run adjacent to the site but not through it.  The remediation of the site would have beneficial impacts for users of the rights of way by removing quarry activity and vehicular movement on those rights of way. 
	No
	

	[bookmark: 13.2_Are_there_any_transport_routes_on_o]13.2 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
	The consented quarry use is highly likely to impact on transport routes and environmental impact.  The remediation of the site, within the terms required by the original permission, would remove such impacts.  However, the changes to the remediation scheme would not be likely to alter/increase the transport impacts compared with the approved scheme. A CTMP is sufficient to deal with any construction traffic associated with the remediation.  
	N/A
	

	[bookmark: 14._LAND_USE]14.	LAND USE

	[bookmark: 14.1_Are_there_existing_land_uses_or_com]14.1 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 areas, industry / commerce, farm/agricultural holdings, forestry, tourism, mining, quarrying, facilities relating to health, education, places of worship, leisure /sports / recreation.
	No
	The proposal would relate to the cessation of the quarry use which has already occurred (2009) and is highly unlikely to be reinstated due to the closure of the cement works. 
	N/A
	

	[bookmark: 14.2_Are_there_any_plans_for_future_land]14.2 Are there any plans for future land uses on or around the location which could be affected by the project?
	No
	Due to the proposal being a remediation scheme, affects on or around the location would be neutral/beneficial
	N/A
	

	[bookmark: 15._LAND_STABILITY_AND_CLIMATE]15.	LAND STABILITY AND CLIMATE

	[bookmark: 15.1_Is_the_location_susceptible_to_eart]15.1 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?
	No
	There have been no reported incidences of such issues at this location that could cause the project to present environmental problems.
	N/A
	



	A Screening Criteria Question
	B Response to the Screening Criteria Question in Column A (Yes/No and explanation of reasons)
	[bookmark: _bookmark1]C Is a Significant Effect Likely?
(Yes/No and explanation of reasons (nb if the answer in Column B is ‘No’, Column C is not applicable))

	[bookmark: 16._CUMULATIVE_EFFECTS]16.	CUMULATIVE EFFECTS

	[bookmark: 16.1_Could_this_project_together_with_ex]16.1 Could this project together with existing and/or approved development result in cumulation of impacts together during the construction/operation phase?
	No
	Due to the scheme being for remediation associated with the cessation of the quarry use, the restoration of the site would have no cumulative impacts.  
	N/A
	

	[bookmark: 17._TRANSBOUNDARY_EFFECTS]17.	TRANSBOUNDARY EFFECTS

	[bookmark: 17.1_Is_the_project_likely_to_lead_to_tr]17.1 Is the project likely to lead to transboundary effects?2
	No
	The scope of remediation/effects is limited to the immediate site, unlike the quarry use itself which would have greater potential for impacts off site. There are no transboundary impacts.
	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.



	[bookmark: CONCLUSIONS_–__ACCORDING_TO_EIA_REGULATI]18.	CONCLUSIONS – ACCORDING TO EIA REGULATIONS SCHEDULE 3

	The development relates to Schedule 1 development which was subject to EIA when granted.  However, the scope of change within the s73 application for variation of conditions relates solely to the remediation scheme and not to the use of land as a quarry and is therefore Schedule 2 development.  The screening opinion therefore considers whether the changes to the remediation scheme are so substantive in their nature or character to require a new Environmental Statement in order to consider the effects of the revisions to the remediation scheme.

In accordance with the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations 2017 (as amended) and Planning Policy Guidance, the development proposal has been considered against the criteria and requirements for EIA. The development proposed by the s73 amendment to conditions associated with the remediation and restoration of the quarry site following the cessation of use as an active quarry is not of such a substantial effect in terms of its scale and nature that the environmental impacts of the variation of the existing permission would be considered significant or indeed likely to extend beyond a significant wider geographic area of the site and its immediate surroundings. All environmental effects arising from this development can be suitably and comprehensively addressed and minimised through mitigation measures and existing/revised conditions, subject to full consideration of details and conditions and legal agreements as appropriate.  Therefore, the development is considered not to be EIA and as such, Environmental Statement (ES) is not required to be submitted.

Where it is determined that the proposed development is not Environmental Impact Assessment development, the authority must state any features of the proposed development and measures envisaged to avoid, or prevent what might otherwise be, significant adverse effects on the environment. As set out above, sound assessments in relation to interests of acknowledged importance such as landscape, ecology, drainage, cultural and heritage matters are required in support of any future application on the site. This includes the submission of the following information:

· Landscape and Visual Appraisal
· Landscape and Ecological Management Plan (including BNG metric)
· Ecological Impact Assessment 
· Flood Risk Assessment/Drainage Strategy
· Archaeological/Heritage Assessment 
· Construction Management Plan
· Construction and Environmental Management Plan 
· Full landscaping details
· Cross sectional drawings


	[bookmark: 19._SCREENING_DECISION]19.	SCREENING DECISION

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

	Is it necessary to issue a SO?
	Yes

	Is an ES required?
	No

	[bookmark: 20._ASSESSMENT_(EIA_REGS_SCHEDULE_2_DEVE]20.	ASSESSMENT (EIA REGS SCHEDULE 2 DEVELOPMENT)
	
OUTCOME

	Is likely to have significant effects on the environment
	ES required
	No

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

	More information is required to inform direction
	Request further info
	No

	[bookmark: 21._REASON_FOR_SCREENING]21.	REASON FOR SCREENING

	The proposal relates to a quarry where the surface of the site area exceeds 25 hectares, as defined by Schedule 1 Paragraph 19 of The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017. However the proposal is for a change to an existing permission relating to the remediation scheme which does not meet the threshold of Schedule 1 and therefore t due to the type and scale of development being limited to a variation of an existing permission through a s73 application, the proposal itself comprises Schedule 2 development which requires screening in accordance with the thresholds as set out in Schedule 2 Paragraph 1 Column 1 and 2 in relation to “2 Extractive Industry”.












Applicant’s Next Steps Following EIA Screening Decision
1. If the proposed development is determined to be EIA development:
Where Wiltshire Council has concluded that the proposed development is Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) development under the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 (as amended), the applicant is required to submit an Environmental Statement (ES) as part of any subsequent planning application.

Before doing so, the applicant is strongly encouraged to submit a formal request for a Scoping Opinion under Regulation 15 of the EIA Regulations. This request should be made to Wiltshire Council and must be accompanied by sufficient information to enable the Council to identify the scope and content of the environmental information to be included in the ES.

Wiltshire Council will then issue a formal Scoping Opinion, which will outline the environmental topics that must be addressed in the ES, helping to ensure that all relevant environmental effects are properly considered and assessed.

2. If the proposed development is determined not to be EIA development:
Where Wiltshire Council has determined that the development is not EIA development, the applicant may proceed to submit a planning application without the need for an Environmental Statement.

3. Right to Request a Screening Direction from the Secretary of State:
If the applicant disagrees with Wiltshire Council’s screening opinion—whether EIA is required or not—they have the right to request a Screening Direction from the Secretary of State under Regulation 5(7) of the EIA Regulations.

A request for a Screening Direction can be made to: The Planning Inspectorate Environmental Services Team:

Temple Quay House
2 The Square
Temple Quay
Bristol
BS1 6PN

Email: eia.enquiries@planninginspectorate.gov.uk

Yours faithfully 

Julie Mitchell
01722 434378
julie.mitchell@wiltshire.gov.uk
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Wiltshire Council





