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Bournemouth, Christchurch, Poole and Dorset Mineral Sites Plan
(previously the Bournemouth, Dorset and Poole Mineral Sites Plan )

Sites Proposed for Allocation - Screening for Cumulative Impacts

Introduction and work already undertaken

1.1. Following the hearing sessions in September/October 2018 the Mineral Planning Authority (MPA) carried out a screening exercise of the 'Cluster 4' sites (AS19 Woodsford Extension, AS25 Station Road and AS26 Hurst
Farm) to consider potential cumulative and in-combination impacts. This comprised the following steps:

a

(<}

O

)
)
)
)

o

Reviewing cumulative impact assessment work already been done
Considering subsequent evidence (including heritage assessment for individual sites) that has been prepared in support of the plan
Reviewing the results of the assessment

Recording the screening

Screening for Likely Significant Effects

1.2. The results of this screening were made available as MSDCC - 82 on the MPA website. It was presented as a matrix, based upon Annex 1 of the SEA Directive which sets out the requirement for Likely Significant Effects.
This includes the following:

The information to be provided under Article 5(1), subject to Article 5(2) and (3), (includes) the following:

(f) the likely significant effects’ on the environment, including on issues such as biodiversity, population, human health, fauna, flora, soil, water, air, climatic factors, material assets, cultural heritage including architectural and
archaeological heritage, landscape and the interrelationship between the above factors;

T These effects should include secondary, cumulative, synergistic, short, medium and long-term permanent and temporary, positive and negative effects.

1.3. Each matrix set out a list of receptors including those identified in the SEA Directive and each site was assessed against these in relation to:

a

o O O

)
)
)
)

e)

Whether or not there is a risk of a likely significant effect

If so, whether this is direct or secondary

The scope for cumulative impacts (allowing for other mineral sites or other proposed development in the area)
Whether any impacts could be synergistic (i.e. greater than the sum of their parts)

A summary of possible relationships between receptors.

1.4. The matrix also considered the potential timescale of impacts and whether or not these could be temporary or permanent.

The baseline for this assessment.

1.5. The ‘baseline’ for this matrix was the existing work presented as part of the submitted plan, principally the latest iterations of: the Sustainability Appraisal (MSPSD-11); the Mineral Sites Plan as annotated with the schedule of
proposed modifications (MSPSD - 15) and the Habitats Regulations Assessment (MSPSD-16); and relevant site assessments.
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What was recorded for this assessment?

1.6. In each box of the matrix the text shown in standard black font was taken directly, or summarised from, the baseline sources.

1.7. Where the baseline was considered deficient or not sufficiently transparent, further text was introduced and shown in red italics. This was informed by existing commentary on impacts or considerations recorded in the
baseline sources, together with the evidence that has been provided in support of the examination process and the hearing sessions. Where this flagged up potential cumulative or synergistic impacts, this was recorded.

1.8. The matrix considered whether or not the screening had identified a need for further modifications to the plan, to be recorded in the comments column. No further modifications over and above those which have already been

tabled were considered necessary.
Further work

1.9. As noted above, the preliminary screening exercise was only carried out on three of the sites proposed for allocation. The MPA considered it necessary and appropriate to carry out this screening for all the sites proposed for
allocation, to identify possible in-combination effects and whether additional modifications were needed for any sites proposed for allocation and to ensure that all sites are screened/assessed on an equal basis. The matrices
below have therefore extended the exercise described above to all 19 of the sites proposed for allocation in the Mineral Sites Plan. The baseline is the relevant and updated versions of the information as described above.

1.10. In cases where Main Modifications (MMs) to the Plan are proposed in response to a need for amendments or further protection identified through the Screening exercise (for both the original three sites screened, and all the
remaining sites subsequently screened) , the reference for each MM has been included. The MMs can be seen in the Schedule of Modifications on the Examination website at: https://www.dorsetcouncil.gov.uk/planning-

buildings-land/planning-policy/dorset-county-council/minerals-planning-policy/mineral-sites-plan/examination-library.aspx

1.11. The full range of sites screened is:

Site Reference

Name of Allocated Site

Mineral Type

AS06

Great Plantation

AS12

Philliol’'s Farm

AS13

Roeshot

AS15

Tatchell’s Extension

AS19

Woodsford Quarry Extension

AS25

Station Road

AS26

Hurst Farm

AS27

Land at Horton Heath

Aggregate - Sand/Sand and Gravel (8)

BC04

Trigon Hill Extension

Ball Clay (1)

PK16

Swanworth Quarry Extension

Crushed rock (1)

RAO1

White's Pit

Recycled aggregate (1)

PKO02

Blacklands Quarry Extension

PK10

Southard Quarry

PK17

Home Field

PK18

Quarry 4 Extension

PK19

Broadmead

Purbeck Stone (5)

BS02

Marnhull Extension

BS04

Frogden Extension

BS05

Whithill Extension

Other Building Stone (3)

19 sites screened

1.12. This screening exercise, for all the proposed site allocations, is presented as an addendum to the existing SA report, but is a separate document. Following the screening matrix prepared for each site, a summary of the
outcomes is provided, identifying possible in-combination effects and inter-relationships among receptors for each site. This summary, for each of the 19 site allocations, in addition to being presented in this screening report
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has also been copied into the relevant site assessment in Appendix A of the Sustainability Appraisal Report (May 2019) (MSPSD - 18) and also referenced in Section 8 of the Sustainability Appraisal Report (May 2019)
(MSPSD - 18).

1.13. The SA report itself has been updated to include an assessment of main modifications, as has the Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA).

1.14. In the text below, 'DG' represents Development Guideline and 'DGs' represents Development Guidelines.

1.15. The tables below refer to ‘MM’ Main Modifications proposed to the Pre-Submission Mineral Sites Plan. These are set out in the Schedule of Main Modifications (MSDCC - 83).
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AS06 Great Plantation

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor’ Comments
. . o Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
The site Potential for
provides open | negative
public access, | impacts on
and the loss of | biodiversity
this access through the
land could lead | development of
2. To maintain, conserve | to recreational | this site and
and enhance biodiversity | displacement others along _
Mineral extraction from effects on Puddletown W-It-hou-t
within the proposed area national and Foad. mltlg?tlon the
i i negative
may lead to effects on l;]etzimr?;’:i)gr?é Without imgacts resulting
European/international arougr’1 d the mitigation these from this
designations from proximity | ., impacts would development
and displacement of ' be expected to , Neaative Neaative , have the
recreation. There may also | Without be significant. | Potential imﬁqacts through imﬁqacts through | Creationof Heathland potential to be
be effects on species typical | mitigation Developers will | Synergistic loss of habitat | loss of habitat, | 20ditional habitat restoration on | o ikeant,
of European sites (including | these impacts | be expectedto | beneficial effect {5 0o otrcire | however offsite | 170U9N ON9ONG | 1 orary loss | AS06 @na other 22 7"
smooth snake, sand lizard, | would be identify and from large scale creation of creation of restoration and of biodiversit existing sites on | Mitigation will be
Dartford warbler, nightjar expected to be | implement creation of habitatis to be | habitat is to be | MPlementation |/ o Y the Puddletown | secured through
Biodiversity | and woodlark), on national | significant. appropriate heathlana in the implemented implemented o the compensatory Foad will provide | the requirements
(incl. flora | designations, local Developers will | mitigation to Puddietown Road prior to prior to Puddletown measures are direct and of the MSP to
and fauna) | designations and protected | be expected to | reduce any Policy Area. This | o elopment development foad Policy. proposed. This is | SYNer9/stic ensure that any
species identify and impacts to a link is highlighted hich will hich will This is secured . benefits. This is | impacts are
' - it | through a wiien wi whien wi through a secured through secured through | reduced to a
, e implement level such that it | {roug inimise thi inimise thi 9 ificati 9
Without mitigation these : modification to minimise this minimise this modification to | MOAMEatoNs {0 o' iication to | level such that
imoacts would be expected | 2PPropriate they are not . risk. This is risk. This is . DG (MM36). :
pacts wo P mitigation to considered the Restoration the Restoration the Restoration | they are not
to be significant. iqnifi Vision for this site | SECUred through | secured thiough | \ ;o o, this Vision for this considered
Developers will be expected reduce any significant. VIV39 a modification to | a modification to | ...~ 17 it MM B
to identify and implement :mvp?CtS tﬁ ,[?1 ¢ | However, there ( ) a DG (MM36). a DG (MM36). site (VIM39). site (VIM39). significant.
appropriate mitigation to revelsuch that - ore No further
it they are not modifications

reduce any impacts to a
level such that it they are
not considered significant.

These potential impacts are
addressed in the Natural
Environment DG for AS06.

considered
significant.

The proposal
will require
offsite habitat
creation and
provision of
alternative
public access
land to
compensate
for loss of

opportunities for
large scale
biodiversity
benefits through
creation of
heathland at this
site and other
sites along the
Puddletown
Road, through
implementation
of the
Puddletown

proposed for
ASO06 in addition
to those referred
to.

! Receptors are environmental features (for the purposes of Strategic Environmental Assessment) identified through Plan & Sustainability Appraisal preparation that could potentially be affected by the proposal
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor’ Comments
. . - Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
habitat and Road Policy
potential MS-7, as
recreational referenced in
displacement the DGs as
effects. This is | modified.
addressed
through the
DGs.
8. To protect and improve
air quality and reduce the
impacts of noise Without
Impacts on air quality mitigation the
expected to be negligible. hegative .
No AQMAs will be affected Impacts resulting
by the working of this site :‘jrom Ith's
proposal. Any dust hzxg ?ﬁénent
resulting from working will ial to b
be controlled through potential to be
[ significant.
normal dust-suppression
measures. Mitigation will be
Potential for Negative impacts | Negative impacts secured through
recreational through loss of | through loss of Restoration on | the requirements
17. To sustain the health benefits through recreational land, | recreational land, - | AS06 and other | of the MSP to
and quality of life of the implementation however offsite | however offsite ?mp orary OSIS existing sites on | ensure that any
population of the provision is to be | provision is to be /O rscfr)eat/ona the Puddletown | Impacts are
Human Impact on Sensitive Human Puddletown implemented implemented Creation of caonm’ eggva%fr Road may reduced to a
health - Receptors None Road Policy. N ted prior to prior to additional P Y provide direct level such that
including , expected. This link is one expected. development development recreational measures are - | peonefits. Thisis | they are not
noise Closest residences are highlighted which will which will opportunities. proposed. This is | oo e through | considered
approximately 200m to the through a minimise this minimise this Secu.??d through | " odification to | significant.
west, others within 250- modification to risk. This is risk. This is modifications to | y,o pestoration Impacts will be
500m buffers around site, the Restoration secured through | secured through DG's (MMS36). Vision for this addressed at the
including Hethfelton House. Vision for this a modification to | a modification to site (MM39). planning
Impacts could be significant site (MM39). a DG (MM36). a DG (MM36). application stage
and development is likely to as required by
require appropriate planning policy,
mitigation (such as visual e.g. Policy DM2
and noise attenuation of the Minerals
bunding, standoffs) to limit Strategy 2014.
Impacts. No further
Provision of appropriate modifications
mitigation, following proposed in
assessment of likely addition to those
impacts. referred to.
Restoration to improve
landscape of site where
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Receptor’

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

possible; and to seek to
increase public access.

Screening, bunding,
standoffs will be used to
mitigate impacts

Impact on Existing
Settlements

Stokeford lies within
approximately 400m of the
site, while Wool and
Bovington Camp are over
1km distant. The site is
unlikely to have any impact
on any of these sites.

Lorries would travel
northwards to the A35 and
in so doing may have some
impact on Bere Regis.

Impact on Recreational
Land

Although there are no
formal rights of way or
formal recreational uses on
the site, as Forestry
Commission land the site is
available for public access.
This would change during
working but after restoration
the site could be open to
public access again.

Alternative access land will
be provided prior to site
development. The need for
offsite mitigation in advance
of development is secured
through a modification to a
DG (MM36).

Noise mitigation will be
addressed at the planning
application stage, with
appropriate mitigation to be
included in the development
of the site.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor’ Comments
. . - Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
9. To maintain, conserve
and enhance soil quality.
The site comprises primarily
heathland, grassland and
woodland cover. Soils
expected to be relatively
poor and acidic. They are Potential for Further
likely to contain a heathland cumulative Phased assessment at
plants seedbank. Site impacts on soils, res?cs)reation will the planning
preparation and working in combination , be reducing the application stage
would require stripping and with other sites | Potential _ _ : 9 . _ . will determine
storage of the soils, to be along the synergistic Residual, non- | Residual, non- | Impacts as [Residual, non-significant negative impacts and
carried out following best Puddletown beneficial effect | significant significant stored soils are | impacts are expected to be appropriate
oractice approach. There None Road. from wider scale | negative impacts | negative impacts | re-spread. temporary, for the duration of mitigation to
Soil N be | : creation of soil | will be greatest | will be greatest | A modificati preparation and working. As :
will be impacts on the soil, | expected : _ _ modification to ensure impacts
. ' The Puddletown | management in | for duration of for duration of DG restoration proceeds, impacts will
but it is unclear what level Road Polic : : a secures reduce are not
of significance should be Y the Puddletown | preparation and | preparation and | the principle of : significant.
9 seeks to - : : . . . g
ascribed to these impacts. daress issues Road Policy working. working. restoration taking | No overall loss of soils expected. No furth
aaaress Issu Area. place as soon as o further
Further assessment at the such as this, a phase is modifications
planning application stage through finished (MM36) proposed in
will determine impacts and management at ' addition to those
appropriate mitigation to a wider scale. referred to.
ensure impacts are not
significant.
Restoration to heathland
this will require
reinstatement and retention
of acidic soils.
4. To maintain, conserve Further
and enhance the quality None expected _No significant No significant assessment at
of ground, surface and full None expected - impacts impacts the planning
sea waters and manage | ggsessment | (Ul @Ssessment expected. No expected. No application stage
the consumption of water | il be required | W' 2© required significant significant will determine
in a sustainable way. to assess toota:asr?tiejlsf or impacts impacts impacts and
e - d impacts and residual/non- residual/non- . . . . o
Assessment reauired to Impacts an ensure anificant anificant undertaken this | Timescale for potential for impacts mitigation to
Water determi O-lbl : s | Snsure. appropriate None expected. | S'9nican signitican will begin would be expected to be temporary, | €nsure impacts
etermine possible impacts | 555ropriate prop negative impacts | negative impacts | ' ~o duri . d worki are not
on hydrogeology. with O mitigation foll foll reducing the uring preparation and working. re T
ydrogeology, v mitigation i o’lowing orowing impacts. significant.
appropriate mitigation applied. applied. mitigation were mitigation were
identified and implemented. This is already | THIS i already to occur they to occur they No furth(e;r DGs
is is alrea roposed -
No impacts on Source addressed Y| addressed wouldbe wouldbe ﬁecF)essar
Protection Zones through a DG in expecteq during expecteq during y
_ _ ' Fhr%uggla DG | ine Plan. preparation and | preparation and safeguards have
Site overlies secondary in the Plan. working. working. already been
aquifer. included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor’ Comments
. . o Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
Surface Water
Drain runs within 50m of
proposed development
area.
5. To reduce flood risk
and improve flood
management.
The site is in Flood Risk
Zone 1 and working is not
considered to constitute, or
exacerbate an existing, a
flood risk.
Flood Risk Assessment to
be carried out and any
necessary mitigation
implemented if required.
No significant
impacts
expected. If Nrc())f%r;ggr_DGs
residual/non- Eecpessary
o , S|gn|f|.can.t safeguards have
Limited potential ?e”gatl_ve Impacts already been
Potential for for cumulative rr?it?vgtri]c?n were | No significant included.
8. To protect and improve | Sécondary impacts of dust 9 H impacts Furth
air quality and reduce the | effects of dust | or air pollution, to occur they expected. No urther
] - - inati Id be e assessment at
impacts of noise. or air pollution | in combination wou _ significant :
_ . beyond site with other sites expected durmg impacts the lplan.nlng
b o | pecte. i
P G- | Mitigation to be | Puddletown )y nific%nt residual/non- Yes, however as | impacts would be | Long-term or imbacts and
Air No AQMAs will be affected | jqentified at Road. None expected irr? acts significant restoration expected to be permanent a pro fiate
by the working of this site planning Mitigation to be P ' expecte d. No negative impacts | proceeds this will | temporary, during | impacts not mﬁtﬁ) aFt)ion o
proposal. Any dust application identified at i F;lifican.t following reduce impacts. | preparation and | expected. ensﬂre impacts
resulting from working will stage to planning irr?pacts mitigation were working. o6 not P
be controlled through ensure impacts | application expected. If to occur they significant.
normal dust-suppression are mitigated | stage to ensure residual/non- wouldbe _
measures applied at the to non- impacts are significant expected during These issues are
planning application stage. | sjgnificant mitiqated to gnihican preparation and addressed at the
9 gated i negative impacts ; lanni
level. non-significant following working. planning
level. mitigation were application stage
9 as required by
to occur they Policy DM2 of
would be . the Minerals
expected during Strategy 2014.
preparation and
working.

Page 8 of 209



Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor’ Comments
. . - Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
Policy CC1 of
the
Bournemouth,
Dorset and
Poole Minerals
Strategy seeks
to address and
minimise such
impacts through
requiring
operators to take
into
consideration
o o N climate change
.No significant .No significant No significant impacts and their
impacts impacts impacts possible
expected. No expected. No expected. No mitigation for any
significant significant significant _ proposed
14. To adapt to and impacts impacts impacts Itis expected that effects woglg t}:e minerals
mitigate the impacts of _ o , expected. If expected. If expected. If temporary, and associated with the | o o105 ment.
climate change. Potential for | Limited potential residual/non- residual/non- residual/non- production of GHGs. However, it is
_ _ secondary for cumulative significant significant significant not known how long the effects of The
Developing the site as a effects impacts of GHG negative impacts | negative impacts | negative impacts | the GHGs may last following their development
Climatic quarry is expected to have | resyiting from | production, in following following following production. mell_nggementDM
factors some negative impacts the production | combination None expected. | mitigation were | mitigation were | mitigation were | proposed Mitigation: policies, €.9.
regarding climate change, | of greenhouse | with other sites to occur they to occur they to occur they s 1, also address
due primarily to machinery | gases (GHGs) | along the would be would be would be Use energy efficient plant and the issue of
used and transportation of | peyong site Puddletown expected during | expected during | expected during | machinery. sustainable
mineral away from site. boundary. Road. preparation and | preparation and | preparation and | jmplement restoration which g%iggg‘%ﬂt

However, these will in
relative terms be negligible.

working. Itis
not known how
long the effects
of the GHGs are
felt after they are
produced.

working. . Itis
not known how
long the effects
of the GHGs are
felt after they are
produced.

working. . Itis
not known how
long the effects
of the GHGs are
felt after they are
produced.

provides appropriate habitats to help
to increase resilience of flora/fauna.

minimise climate
change.

Restoration to
some form of
vegetation will
offer benefits in
the form of
climate change
mitigation, but
again these
benefits will be
relatively small.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor’ Comments
Direct Secondary | Cumulative Synergistic Short;t;r)m (<5 M?g'%n y':‘:)r m L(c;gg\t;:;r)n Temporary Permanent
NB - The term 'material
assets' for the purposes of
this assessment is taken to
refer to Natural Assets
including minerals and land.
Built assets are considered
to be covered through other
aspects of this assessment.
The Sustainability Appraisal
includes the following
Sustainability Objectives: No further DG
. . Benefits of
. 10. To conseve and Bgneflts of Bgneflts of mineral supply Benefits are temporary and will proposed -
Material safeguard mineral mineral supply | mineral supply : 1B necessary
assets resources. Not expected. | Not expected. Not expected. while site is while site is glecrease as site | decrease as site is worked and safeguards have
11. To promote the use of working. working. IrSe:’:g:}e(cejd and restored. already been
alternative materials. ' included.
12. To provide an
adequate and affordable
supply of minerals to
meet society's needs.
The SA notes that the site
would make an important
contribution to the supply of
minerals, but does not
promote the use of
alternative minerals.
6. To maintai There is . Impacts could vary, from potentially | No further DGs
- To maintain, conserve potential for Potential for diroct , D ow. §
and enhance the historic imbacts on the | cumulative o o Irect Impacts on below-groun proposed -
environment (including tl?[in - impacts with _No significant _No significant _ archaeology to impacts on the necessary
archaeological sites, EZritage existing impacts impacts R_es[d.ual/non— setting of a more distant asset. safeguards have
historic buildings, 9 adjoining expected. No expected. No significant Potential for loss of archaeology. already been
conservation areas, ?hsse’gts around quarry. significant significant negative Impacts | joq impacts are expected to occur | included. in
historic parks and © ste. o Impacts mpacts could oceur during preparation and working - as | addition to those
Cultural gardens and other locally | This will be This will be expected. If expected. If during restoration begins impacts are referred to.
heritage - distinctive features and assessed prior assessed prior rgsu.jtljal/non- rgsu.jL_JaI/non- preparation, expected to decrease Eurth
archaeology/ their settings). to to development, |\ .o expected significant significant working and in _ . urther Cat
historic Archacolo development, | andall " | negative impacts | negative impacts | some cases Heritage assessment will ensure that 5:1339?3”1‘_3” a
landscapes Archaeolody and all necessary following following even after the all necessary mitigation is the IF_)an_n'ng
Two scheduled monuments | necessary mitigation mitigation were | mitigation were | site is restored, | implemented, to avoid impacts at all | aPb ication stage
lie in the vicinity of the mitigation implemented. to occur they to occur they depending on stages including restoration. This is | Will determine
boundary of the proposed implemented. | There is 2 DG would be _ would be _ how the site is secq(ed 'through a _DG. Furthqr |mpacts_atnd
site, with two others further This 4 | addressing the expected during | expected during | worked and/or clarification regarding the setting appropriate
away. They are located IS 1S SECUrea | - e of preparation and | preparation and | restored. assessment has been included mitigation to
.appr.oximately in a line that ;_fZ (r)tlfngelg aDG. cumulative working. working. through a modification (MM37). zPeSl;r; Impacts
is oriented north to south, |~ oot impacts. Restoration to open heathland could | gignificant
set on the r|dge that runs to reqarding the improve the Settings of the )
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor’ Comments
. . - Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
the east of Baker's Well setting Monuments. The Restoration Vision
Valley. assessment encourages this.
To the east of the barrows, gi?ugizn
the land is level with no throuah a
clear edge to the ridge. modizgl']cation
Since a major part of the (MM37).

setting of the barrows
essentially comprises the
ridge and the valley to the
west, it is important to
preserve these landscape
elements

A section of Battery Bank is
also present within the
valley.

While there is no question
of removing these
monuments, the question is
how close to them quarrying
could be allowed. Historic
England and the operator,
Hanson, have agreed a way
forward, to include further
evaluation at the planning
application stage.

Historic Landscapes

Much of the site, with the
possible exception of the
lower part of Baker’s Well
Valley, would have been
heathland before the
woodland was planted.

This heathland formed part
of the setting of the
Scheduled Monuments on
the site.

Unsympathetic extraction
and quarrying could have a
significant negative impact
on the setting of these
Monuments, but there is the
potential for an
improvement in that setting
through restoration to
heathland.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor’ Comments
. . o Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
Without mitigation these
impacts would be expected
to be significant.
Developers will be expected
to identify and implement
appropriate mitigation to
reduce any impacts to a
level such that they are not
considered significant.
6. To maintain, conserve
and enhance the historic
environment (including
archaeological sites,
historic buildings, No further DGs
conservation areas, No LSE proposed -
gardens and other locally None expected. | 2XPected: necessany
distinctive features and However, if any irr?g;;zr;r: W | There ran be ; Zﬁ:ﬁﬁya{)einave
their settings). None expected. | None expected. | N€galive IMpacts | ;o vitiad through tsr? mle € p anges 1o | luded.
Historic Buildings However, if any | However, if any | are identified more detailed b ©lan Sﬁa}[ﬁe
Cultural negative impacts | negative impacts | these are likely ut overall the Further
. : o a Ve’ Ve : assessment open character
heritage - The nearest listed building | None N 4 In g [areidentified are identified to be during these are likely 10 | of the Jand assessment at
historic which may have views of | expected. one expected. | None expected. | yhoce are likely | these are likely | Preparationand | /- temporary ° i be andscape | the planning
buildings part of the site across fields to be during to be during working. and during will be application stage
is Heath View at Stokeford reparation and | preparation and | g ; 9 maintained. See | will determine
_ ’ prepe prepe Site restoration | preparation and | Restoration imoacts and
over a kilometre to the working. working. should ensure no | working. Vision of the pacts
south-east. long term S _ appropriate
_ _ : Mitigation will be | DGs mitigation to
Maintenance/build-up of Impacts. identified and ensure impacts
vegetation around the edge implemented. are not
of the site will increase significant.
screening and restrict views
in.
Significant impacts not
expected.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor’ Comments
. . - Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
The scale of
excavations, in
combination
with the
orientation of
the slope, mean
that operations
will be visible
from elevated
L The scale of locations, such
7. To maintain, conserve | oycavations, in | as the Purbeck . :
and enhance the combination | Hills within the No significant No significant Yes —temporary impacts for duration | No further
landscape, including with the AONB. impacts impacts of preparation and working. modifications
townscape, seascape and | jgntation of Erom here th expected. No expected. No No significant There is an 'ecological mitigation proposed in
the coast. the sl orm hers e ignificant ignificant impacts idor’ i i addition to those
e slope, development signitca signitca P corridor' averaging some 80m wide terred t
mean that | | may have |mpactsd y |mpactsd y e_xpe_fc_:ted. No running along the southern edge of | f¢'€freato.
- operations wi expected. expected. signiticant the proposed extraction area. It Without
= adverse effects, . . . prop ou
Landscape Capacity be visible from | .~ residual/non- residual/non- impacts provides a physical link and wildlife | mitigation the
The site is spread across a | elevated considered significant significant expected. If corridor between the designated negative
south facing slope, witha | locations, such | 1 i o 4 negative impacts | negative impacts | residual/non- SACs to the southwest and east of | impacts resulting
total variation of as the Purbeck | ' 7 following following significant the proposed site. It also generally | from this
approximately 20m. Hills within the cumulative mitigation were mitigation were negative impacts | follows the conceptual alignment of development
- AONB. d p to occur they to occur they following the Scheduled Monument 'Battery have the
The impact on the open adverse effects Id b d b o chet : J
Landscape : From here the | i binati None expected. | would be woula be mitigation were | Bank' which may link the two potential to be
access land will need to be | From here the | in combination expected during | expected during | to occur the i ie | sianifi
. development nd sequence Y _ g p _ g y Scheduled Monuments which also lie | significant.
assessed and appropriate P a 9 reparation and | preparation and | would be
e : have with existin prepe prepe _ to the south west and east of the
mitigation measures built may g workin workin ted d ; e . Further
. . : g. 9. expected auring | site. The mitigation corridor also
into a comprehensive adverse sites. ; L assessment at
i i preparation and | serves as a landscape buffer, limiting ;
package. effects, when At 2 local level Appropriate Appropriate workin _ _ the planning
considered . mitigation mitigation g. the visual impacts of development. application stage

There is the potential to
affect the AONB to the
south of the site. Impacts
will need to be assessed
and appropriate mitigation
measures identified and
implemented.

individually, as
well as
cumulative
adverse
effects in
combination
and sequence
with existing
sites.

there is potential
for cumulative
visual impacts,
as Hyde Pit will
remain open
while Great
Plantation is
worked.

There are other
quarries along
Puddletown
Road, and new
development in
the area is
proposed
through the
Purbeck District
Plan

measures to be
identified and
built into a
comprehensive
package. This is
secured through
DG5.

measures to be
identified and
built into a
comprehensive
package. This is
secured through
DG5.

However as
restoration
proceeds
negative impacts
will reduce.

The reduced scale of the allocation
and the proposed mitigation
corridor/landscape buffer along the
southern boundary are considered to
reduce the potential landscape and
visual impacts to an acceptable
level.

will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor’ Comments
. . - Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
It is possible
there may be
some impacts
on properties
in the vicinity,
but it is
unclear what
level of
. significance
17.To su.staln the health should be No further DGs
and qualltv of life of the ascribed to Potential visual proposed -
population these impacts. | cumulative necessary
Im 1 Sensitive Human | Further impacts from o safeguards have
. Re_r;&Se siive Huma assessment at | more distant No significant | No significant falrtleaglydbeen
Amenity , the planning | Vantage points No significant impacts impacts expected. | No significant Inciuded.
NB this Closest residences are application such as Purbeck impacts expected. No | No significant impacts Mitigation will be
section approximately 200m to the stage will Hills to the south expected. No significant impacts expected. | expected. No secured through
relates west, others within 250- determine already noted; significant impacts If residual/non- significant the requirements
orimarily to | 200m buffers around site, | impacts and Further impacts expected. If significant impacts of the MSP to
visual including Hethfelton House. | 5p5rgpriate assessment at expected. If residual/non- | negative Impacts | expected. If ensure that any
amenity/impa mitigation to the planning residual/non- significant following residual/non- No permanent | Impacts are
ots from site . ensure impacts | @Pplication N teq. | Significant negative mitigation were t0 | sjgnificant h P reduced to a
related traffic; | \02act on Existing are not stage will one expected. 1 negative impacts | impacts occur they would | negative impacts | angte Sd level such that
0IS6 iS Settlements significant. determine following following be expected | following expected. they are not
considered Stokeford lies within Settlements in impacts and mitigation were to | mitigation were dﬁg”\g F:L‘i?r?arat'on mitigation were to considered
separately approximately 400m of the | /"~ vicinity are ap{c_)ro;;rlatte occur they would | to occur they | @nd working. occur they would significant.
above under | site, while Wool and not expected mitigation to be expected would be However be expected Impacts will be
Human Bovington Camp are over |, *\ - impacted ensure impacts during expected restoration will during addressed at the
Health 1km distant. The site is by the site are (}pt preparation and during _ reduce the preparation and planning
above. unlikely to have any impact | iieoit- there significant. working. preparation impacts as it working. application stage
on any of these sites. may be some | | Other and working. | progresses. as required by
Lorries would travel impacts from | cumulative planning policy,
northwards to the A35 and | site related | Impacts not €.g. Policy DM2
in so doing may have some | traffic on expected. of the Minerals
impact on Bere Regis. settlements Strategy 2014.

such as Bere
Regis,
however no
intensification
of traffic is
expected and
impacts not
expected to be
significant.
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There is potential for cumulative or in-combination effects in relation to biodiversity; human health; soil; air/dust; Greenhouse Gases; landscape and archaeology/heritage. Some effects are beneficial.
There are potential inter-relationships between biodiversity and human health/amenity while the site is being worked, as additional areas for both need to be provided.

ég?ﬁat?;ﬁat In most cases impacts would be expected in the short to medium term. In the longer term, as restoration proceeds, impacts are expected to reduce. The MPA is satisfied that identified impacts have
been satisfactorily addressed by DGs and existing/proposed policy. Proposed DG requires cumulative impacts to be taken into consideration.
Possible in-

The restoration vision promotes long term benefits, including possible creation of heathland and multi-functional green infrastructure which is identified in the restoration vision, including recreational,

combination effects. landscape, biodiversity and amenity benefits.

As this site lies within the boundary of the Puddletown Road Area, Policy MS-7, a long term and coordinated approach to development, restoration and management will be sought within this area.
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AS12 Philliol’s Farm

NB - following the Hearings into the Plan in Autumn 2018, and further advice from the Inspector, a modification (MM41) is proposed to remove Philliol’s Farm as a site
allocation from the Plan.

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

It is possible Dormouse
lives in the hedgerows
within the proposed area;
mitigation should be
possible.

There are a number of old
boundary trees, mainly oak,
within the proposed area
and the implications for the
biodiversity and Iongevity of

consideration,
and mitigated
against.

The haul route
is likely to pass
through forestry
areas which
support Annex 1
birds which may
be functionally

changes in land-
use at AS19
Woodsford
Extension and
AS26 Hurst
Farm.

Receptor? Comments
. . o Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
To maintain, conserve There are
and enhance biodiversity. | possible indirect
effects on
. European . Without the
There are records of Fairy heathland sites | No negative detail of
Shrimp from a pond at as the cumulative proposed
Philliol's Farm; this is a fully | extraction area | impacts with working there is
protected species under the | lies adjacent other mineral a risk of adverse
Wildlife & Countryside Act | along part of the | Sites, existing or effects on
and assessment of the northern proposed, European sites
implications of the boundary, the expected. but this risk
development for this mineral haul No other . . could almost
: : : No negative LSE | No negative LSE .
species will need_ to be fully | route is cumulative expectge J expectge J No negative LSE certainly be
asse:sseq, especially as t.he currentl_y_ impacts following following expected No negative LSE | removed
£ species is known to flourish l_mspecmed but expected. tioati tioati following No negative LSE | expected through careful
= in temporary pools and likely to be mitigation. mitigation. itiaat - lanni
@ ‘temporary pc p ial _ _ mitigation. expected following planning.
L mineral extraction would be | through otential for Benefits may Benefits may _ following mitigation L
» I T Wareham cumulative ; ; Benefits may i : Mitigation will be
likely to affect local remain, remain,
S5 | Biodiversity \ benefits of . . ; mitigation. If wetland i secured through
= | (inclflora | hydrology. Itis expected | Forestsocould | beneis of | None expected. | dependingon | dependingon | emain, - oo the requirement
= and fauna) | that negative impacts can pass close to nitrate reduction whether a whether a depending on If a wetland is created, and feheql\l/I“S?’ ents
o be appropriately mitigated - | the designated | in Poole wetland areais | wetland areais | wWhethera created, and land is long-term | Of the to
N if this is not possible, the areas. Harbour, in created as created as wetland area is | some land taken | taken out of _ensur? that any
2 : ’ bination created as out of agriculture, | agriculture Impacts are
< development will not go Displacement of | o proposed, or proposed, or I ’ e
ahead: full assessment will recszfe?af[;izn ZULO with other how much of the | how much of the | proposed, or benefits will be benefits could be Iree\(/j:IC:chOtﬁat
be required, to identify all to the haul route approaches e.g. land is returned | land is returned | how much of the | long-term. long-term to the arue ot
possible impacts and the must be taken possible to agriculture. to agriculture. land is returned permanent y
necessary mitigation must be fake reductions in to agriculture. C_ons_|Qered
y milig - into nitrates from significant.

All necessary
protections
already included.

No modifications
or further DGs
proposed.

2 Receptors are environmental features (for the purposes of Strategic Environmental Assessment) identified through Plan & Sustainability Appraisal preparation that could potentially be affected by the proposal
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Receptor?

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

these trees must be
assessed.

Trees to be protected
during working and their
habitats enhanced during

restoration where possible.

linked to Dorset
Heathlands
SPA and the
plantation is
well used as
recreation site
contributing to
the network of
areas which
help to reduce
human
recreational
pressure on
designated
heathlands.

It is expected
that negative
impacts can be
appropriately
mitigated - if this
is not possible,
the
development
will not go
ahead; full
assessment will
be required, to
identify all
possible
impacts and the
necessary
mitigation.

Positive
benefit: Area
through which
the haul route is
likely to pass
supports Annex
1 birds as part
of the existing
forestry crop
rotation.
Clearance of
trees would
result in
heathland
regeneration
and the open
habitat would
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Receptor?

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

rapidly become
suitable for
more Annex 1
birds. The site
has the
potential to be
included in a
revision to the
heathland SPA
boundary.

Risk based
approach
essential here.
Without the
detail of
proposed
working there is
a risk of
adverse effects
to Annex 1 birds
but this risk
could almost
certainly be
removed
through careful
planning.

Existing rides
support
significant
populations of
European
protected
species, Sand
Lizard and
Smooth Snake,
and common
protected
reptiles.
Depending on
the alignment of
the haul route,
mitigation for
effects on
reptiles may be
necessary. If so,
it seems likely
NE would be
able to issue a
disturbance
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor? Comments
. . I Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
licence if
required.
Positive benefit
of reduction in
nitrates entering
ground/surface
water, and
travelling to
Poole Harbour.
8. To protect and improve | a;,
air quality and reduce the | q;5lity/Noise
impacts of noise
_ _ No AQMAs will
Impacts on air quality be affected by
expected to be negligible. the working of
this site
17. To sustain the health 532??:2&@? _
and quality of life of the from working will Impacts will be
population be controlied addre_ssed at the
Impact on Sensitive Human | through normal Impacts will be Impacts will be Impacts will be glar:inclgﬁon stage
Receptors dust- mitigated but this | mitigated but this | mitigated but this agﬁe o byg
Residences adjacent suppression is not expected is not expected is not expected plann?ng policy
o o measures. to completely to completely to completely . ’
to/within _50m of the s_ltg,_ , N remove all remove all remove all ©.g. POI'.Cy DM2
other residences in vicinity | Noise mitigation amenity effects. | amenity effects. | amenity effects. of the Minerals
of site. will be However these However these However these Following mitigation residual Strategy 2014.
Human Without mitigation there will ?hded;?asﬁﬁﬁlgt are not expected | are not expected | are not expected | negative impacts expected to Modifications are
health - be amenity impacts e.g. it to be significant | to be significant | to be significant | remain, but not to be significant. proposed to
including noise, dus)':, vié)ual. ° application None expected. | None expected. I\ "\yiil reduce | and will reduce | and will reduce Expected to be temporary, during address the
noise Mitigation e.g. bunds, stage, with when the when the when the preparation and working; and issue of
screening will reduce this appropriate extraction is extraction is extraction is reduce as restoration progresses. recreational
but would not be expected | Mitigation to be coming to an coming to an coming to an displacement -
to completely remove it. included in the end, and end, and end, and MM.AS12.1
o development of restoration restoration restoration
Impact on Existing the site. progresses into | progresses into | progresses into No further DGs
Settlements " the final phase of | the final phase of | the final phase of proposed -
To mitigate phase of | the final phase of | the final phase o necessary
Nearest settlement is Bere | impacts beyond work. work. work. safeguards have
Regis, approximately 2.7 the site already been
km away. No visual or boundaries, included.
noise impacts will affect development
these settlements, but there | would require
may be transport related visual and noise
impacts. attenuation
Impact on Recreational bunding,
Land sf[ar)doffs and
similar
Although the site itself isin | measures.
agricultural use, with no
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor? Comments
. . I Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
formal/informal recreation A Transport
on the site, there are Rights | Assessment
of Way in the vicinity would be
The proposed haul road to requw.ed at
the public highway will run pIanpmg
through land used for appllcatlo_n .
recreation, and could have _stage, to identify
recreational displacement mpactg and
effects which must be mltlg_atlon
addressed and mitigated. require to
address such
impacts.
Full assessment
of all impacts on
Rights of Way,
and the access
road passing
through
recreational
land and the
likely
recreational
displacement
will be required,
with all
necessary
mitigation
identified.
9. To maintain, conserve
and enhance soil quality. No further DGs
proposed -
Some 75% of the site is necessary
identified as ‘Best and Most safeguards have
Versatile’ (BMV) agricultural already been
land. Working the site will included.
have impacts on this sail. Further
Soils will be protected assessment at
Soll during working and None expected. | None expected. | None expected. | None expected. None expected. | None expected. | None expected. None expected. | the planning
restoration could bring BMV application stage
land back into agricultural will determine
production. impacts and
Soil to be properly stripped ?nﬁﬁ rc:t)igitffo
and stored prior to working; ensgre impacts
protected during working; are not
and re-spread on site after significant.
working.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor? Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short;tg)m (<5 M?g'%n y':‘:)r m L(c;gg\t;:;r)n Temporary Permanent
Restoration to include high
quality agricultural land,
possibly with other uses as
well
4. To maintain, conserve
and enhance the quality
of ground, surface and
sea waters and manage
the consumption of water
in a sustainable way.
Groundwater Potential for
. . . , impacts
Ditches in proximity to site, doSvnstream
which are presumably from the site via
groundwater fed. No Bere Stream or
Source Protection Zones River Piddle.
are affected by the site. However any
Site overlies secondary potential ] No significant
' impacts must be [
aquifer. fu”p assessed No significant No significant Impacts
Environment Agency an ):nitig ated to | Possidle impacts impacts ggpn?ﬁézit No
concerns over effects of the satisfaction Eurr?ufl_?tlvi expected. No expected. No impacts No significant _ The need for
extraction on groundwater | of the MPA and I:)e Ie Ilj Ob significant significant expected. If impacts Benefits of assessment and
feeding ephemeral pond to the extent ~oole Harbour, impacts impacts residual/non- expected. wetland creation | mitigation is
supporting Fairy Shrimp : In conjunction expected. If expected. If would be long- dd din th
: that any impacts | . ' . ' : significant Benefits of addressed in the
Surface W will not be with other residual/non- residual/non- o enefits of term/permanent. | pGs. No further
Water Surface Water significant nitrate reduction | None expected. | significant significant negative Impacts | reduction in level 5 4DG DGs proposed -
Site is adjacent to Bere . operations such negative impacts | negative impacts | flOWIng of nitrates due to | "TOPOSE detall of | necessary
Stream and close to River | Also potential as proposed at following following mitigation were | cessation of sets out detall o safequards have
Pidd| for benefits from | AS19 itigati tigati to occur they agriculture for wetland - MM- 9
iddle. mitigation were | mitigation were | AS12.2 already been

Ponds on site

5. To reduce flood risk
and improve flood
management.

Site is FRZ 1 but is adjacent
to FRZ 2 and 3. Site is sand
and gravel site, with
extraction allowed within
functional floodplain.

Flood Risk Assessment to
be carried out and any
necessary mitigation
implemented.

Mitigation

Further assessment on
possible impacts on water

reduced nitrates
in
ground/surface
water, due to
reduction in
agriculture.

If a wetland is
created, these
benefits
increase and
are for longer
term.

Woodsford and
AS26 Hurst
Farm.

to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

expected during
preparation and
working.

mineral working
will be
temporary.

included.
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Receptor?

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

supplies and appropriate
mitigation if potential
impacts identified -
particularly regarding Fairy
Shrimp and its ephemeral
habitat.

Where necessary mitigating
measures should be
installed to maintain
groundwater levels and/or
monitor private water
supplies.

Alternative arrangements
should be in place in case
of a reduction in supply.

Hydrological assessment
required to determine
possible impacts, on ground
and surface waters, with
appropriate mitigation to be
implemented.

Appropriate arrangements
should be put in place to
ensure that the water
leaving the site and entering
the rivers/watercourses is of
an acceptable quality.

Any fuel on site should be
properly stored to avoid
contamination in case of
spillage.

Appropriate arrangements
should be installed for
surface water and silt
collection and fuel storage
to prevent contamination of
groundwater resources.

Land Drainage Consent to
be obtained from Dorset
County Council if works
may affect flow of an
ordinary watercourse.

Air

8. To protect and improve
air quality and reduce the
impacts of noise.

None expected.-
if there are
impacts it is

None expected.

None expected.

None expected.

None expected.

None expected.

N/A

N/A

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor? Comments
. . I Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent

Impacts on air quality expected that safeguards have
expected to be negligible. these will be already been
No AQMAS will be affected | Migatedto included.
by the working of this site Ievelsg These issues are
proposal. Any dust addressed at the
resulting from working will planning
be controlled through application stage
normal dust-suppression as required by
measures. Policy DM2 of
Noise mitigation will be gﬁ;:gg;?; 4
addressed at the planning
application stage, with
appropriate mitigation to be
included in the development
of the site. .
14. To adapt to and Policy CC1 of
mitigate the impacts of the
climate change. Bournemouth,
Developing land as a quarry Egcr:stl\?iggrals
is expected to have some Strategy seeks
negative impacts regarding to ad drgss and
climate change, due minimise such
primarily to machinery used : ts throuah
and transportation of Impacts not Impacts not Impacts not Impacts throug
mineral away from site. Potential for expected to be expected to be expected to be Le%l:g;g?s o take
H(l)wever, thess will ir: " secondary Potential for significant. If significant. If significant. If in?o
relative terms be negligible. . . any impacts any impacts any impacts . .

Poli I effects resulting cumulatlye were to occur were to occur were to occur Impacts not expected to be cqn3|derat|on
olicy CC1 of the from the effects with thev would be thev would be thev would be significant climate change
Bournemouth, Dorset and production of other quarry y ted duri y ted duri y ted duri 9 ' impacts and their

o Poole Minerals Strategy greenhouse sites in the None expected - exgec} ed dunng exgec} ed during exgecfe U9 1 1t is expected that any effects would | possible
Climatic seeks to address and gases (GHGs) | Puddletown emissions and after and after and after be temporary, and associated with mitigation for any
factors minimise such impacts beyond site Road area . expected to be prer})(f_:lratlon and prer})(f_:lratlon and preigratlon and | e production of GHGs . However it | proposed

through requiring operators | boundary. Not expected to relatively low working. working. working. is not known how long the effects of | minerals

to take into consideration Not expected to | be si rrl)ificant It is not known It is not known It is not known | the GHGs may last following their development.

climate change impacts and be si p.f. " Sig ’ how long the how long the how long the production. The

their possible mitigation for © significant, eT'S.S'OInSi are effects of the effects of the effects of the development

any proposed minerals emissions are relatively low. GHGs are felt GHGs are felt GHGs are felt eveopme
relatively low. management

development. after they are after they are after they are policies. e.g. DM

The development produced. produced. produced. 1, also address

management policies, e.g. the issue of

DM 1, also address and sustainable

seek to minimise the issue development

of sustainable development and seek to

and climate change. minimise climate

Restoration to some form of change.

vegetated environment will Restoration to

offer benefits in the form of some form of
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor? Comments
. . I Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
climate change mitigation, vegetation will
but again these benefits will offer benefits in
be relatively small. the form of
climate change
mitigation, but
again these
benefits will be
relatively small.
No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.
NB - The term 'material
assets' for the purposes of
this assessment is taken to
refer to Natural Assets
including minerals and land.
Built assets are considered
to be covered through other
aspects of this assessment.
The Sustainability Appraisal
includes the following
Sustainability Objectives:
. . Benefits of No further DGs
10} To co: serve aln d Benefits of Benefits of mineral supply Benefits are temporary and will proposed -
Material f:s?)%::;s minera Not expected. Not expected. Not expected. mlqera! supply mlnera! supply decrease as site | decrease as site is worked and necessary
assets . whlle_ site is whlle_ site is is worked and restored safeguards have
11. To promote the use of Work|ng. Work|ng. restored ) already been
alternative materials. ) included.
12. To provide an
adequate and affordable
supply of minerals to
meet society's needs.
The SA notes that the site
would make an important
contribution to the supply of
minerals, but does not
promote the use of
alternative minerals.
Cultural 6. To maintain, conserve | |mpacts No significant No significant Residual effects | Greatest residual | Some effects This is
her;;[agel— ) and enhance the historic | ¢xpected on N 4 In g impacts impacts will decline as effects will be could be addressed
ﬁir;:toerlieco 09y’ | environment (including heritage assets one expected. | None expected. expected. No expected. No restoration temporary, permanent, but | through a DG in
archaeological sites, around the site. significant significant progresses, but | during must be the Plan.
landscapes historic buildings, impacts impacts depending on preparation and | mitigated to
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor? Comments
. . o Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
conservation areas, These impacts expected. If expected. If restoration working, appropriate level, | No further DGs
historic parks and expected to be residual/non- residual/non- landform effects | declining in and not be proposed -
gardens and other locally | significant, and significant significant could be long- restoration significant. necessary
distinctive features and must be negative impacts | negative impacts | term. phase. safeguards have
their settings). apfro;;rga’iely :;)!![thr)gn r :;)!![thr)gn r However such i?: (r;lauaéjgdbeen
Archaeolog mitigated to an itigation were itigation were offects would :
acceptable to occur they to occur they have to be less Further
An archaeological level. would be would be oo
evaluation consisting of the expected during | expected during than significant, assessment at
with mitigation. the planning

excavation of trial trenches
was undertaken on parts of
this site in 2005; little was
found in many of the
trenches, but evidence of
Roman settlement was
found in the southernmost
part of the site. Unless the
area of Roman remains is
excluded from quarrying,
the development is likely to
have a significant impact on
archaeological remains.

The fields that were not
included in the 2005
evaluation still need to be
evaluated before a fully-
informed planning decision
can be made, and the
results could possibly show
further very significant
archaeological impacts.

The impact on the setting of
nearby barrows that are
protected as Scheduled
Monuments also needs to
be assessed.

More recent assessment
(September 2018 - MSDCC
- 75) states that the exact
impact on heritage assets
will depend on the eventual
sequence and methods of
extraction and landscape
restoration. Therefore, it is
considered that the degree
to which impacts can be
minimised during the
extraction phase cannot be
fully assessed.

preparation and
working.

preparation and
working.

application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.
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Receptor?

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

Consideration of parcel by
parcel extraction would
retain the historic network of
hedges and provide some
limitation to immediate
visual impact.

The avoidance of tall spoil
heaps during the extraction
process would reduce these
particularly visually intrusive
additions to views or the
appearance of a scarred
landscape.

However, given the
relatively small size of the
Site the degree to which
this could be achieved may
not be appreciable or
render the project
unfeasible. Given the
historic character of the
area and system of
boundaries within the Site,
and many relating to the
18th and early 19th century
development of the farm, it
would be desirable to
maintain as much of these
as possible. It would
certainly be necessary to
reinstate those which have
to be removed after
completion of extraction. An
approach to reinstatement
would need to be
considered which would
restore as much of the
existing landform as
possible. This would
mitigate the long-term
effects on setting, even if
the landform is permanently
altered and essentially a
reconstruction.

Historic Landscapes

The site is currently under
agriculture, and its
restoration to the same use
could have a neutral impact
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor? Comments
. . o Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
if properly mitigated through
restoration of hedgerows
and the like.
6. To maintain, conserve
and enhance the historic
environment (including
archaeological sites,
historic buildings,
conservation areas,
historic parks and
gardens and other locally
distinctive features and
their settings).
Historic Buildings
Given the location of the
buildings in relation to the
land, situated deliberately at
the heart of the historic , . No further DGs
holding, any benefits Residual/negativ proposed -
through mitigation by Impacts No significant No significant g eflf_ects will ”efcessarrclj/ ]
removing parts of the expected on Impacts Impacts ectlnet.as . Sla:sg?;ab:enave
scheme or moving heritage assets expected. If expected. If o oressas pyt | Credtestresidual | g oot mcluded
boundaries further from the | around the site. residual/non- residual/non- grogreg_ses, Ut | effects will be could be includea.
Cultural structures is difficult to . significant significant iepending on temporary, permanent, but | Further
. _ These impacts negative impacts | negative impacts | final restoration | qyring ’ men
heritage - assess expectedtobe | N d. Liollowi followi landform effects i 4 | mustbe assessment at
historic Greater separation from the | significant, and one expected. one expected. o. 9wmg o. 9wmg could be lona- prepgratlon an mitigated to the plan_nlng
g e g ) mitigation were mitigation were g Worklng, . app“caﬂon stage
buildings buildings from the proposed | must be to occur they to occur they term. declining in apgropngte level, will determine
area would reduce the | appropriately would be would be However such restoration and not be impacts and
potential impact of potential | mitigated to an i - significant. ,
Uibration. noise. dust and 2| expecteq during expecteq during | effects would phase. appropriate
odours a,nd ver;/ close ?e(\:/ceelp avble preparation and | preparation and | pave to be less mitigation to

views. However, the flat
topography means that it
would be impossible to
entirely mitigate both short
and long-term visual
impacts. Additionally, in
respect of Lower Stockley
farmhouse and Warren
House, the significance of
which is derived from their
own fabric and historic
relationships with their own
immediate settings, the
impacts are anticipated to
be largely visual, with some
impact from noise and dust
during extraction work.

working.

working.

than significant,
with mitigation.

ensure impacts
are not
significant.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor? Comments
. . I Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
The potential long term
visual changes to areas
immediately adjacent to
these two buildings are
regarded as creating less
than substantial harm.
Some mitigation could be
achieved in both cases by
moving the boundary of the
extraction area back,
although this would not
remove the impact of
changes to middle distance
views.
Removal of areas or moving
boundaries further back so
that they are not adjacent to
the Philliol's Farm Barn and
Granary, Warren House
and Lower Stockley Farm
would provide some
reduction in visual impact,
particularly in the latter
cases, although this cannot
be completely removed.
7. To maintain, conserve This is
and enhance the addressed
landscape, including . through a DG in
townscape, seascape and | NS the Plan
the coast. development Residual effects '
_ will have a Yes - any Yes - any will decline as No further DGs
Landscape Capacity negative impact residual effects | residual effects | "5 proposed -
This is considered to be an | on the following following b Greatest residual necessary
b ' e . e . progresses, but ) Some effects
intimate and sensitive part | landscape of the mitigation will be | mitigation will be | 4o o effects will be db safeguards have
of the Heath Forest Mosaic. | Site and its greatest during | greatestduring | 5~ otouo | temporary, could be b already been
Develooment would affect surroundings. preparation and | preparationand | |-~ "l L | during E)nelj;??)r;ent, ut | included.
Landscape the exispting rural character | Such impacts None expected. | None expected. | working. working. could be long- preparation and mitigated to Further
and views from close will be Itis prected . Itis prected . term. WorK”'?g, ] appropriate |eve|, assessment at
proximity sensitive visual | Significant that impacts will | that impacts will |, |decliningin and not be the planning
receptors (residential and | Without be mitigated to a | be mitigated to a | o'\ 0 g ristoratlon significant. application stage
bridleway). It would mitigation, and level considered | level considered have to be less phase. will determine
introduce a new obtrusive | Must be to be non- to be non- than significant impacts and
use into this landscape. ;n(igg;:g&teo significant. significant. with mitigation. ap{c?ro?riatte
. : mitigation to
The capacity to ‘absorb’_ this | |avels. ensﬂre impacts
proposed development is are not
low without mitigation and significant
medium/low with mitigation. .

Page 28 of 209




Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor? Comments
. . o Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
17. To sustain the health
and quality of life of the
population
Impact on Sensitive Human
Receptors
Residences adjacent
to/within 50m of the site; IQSI ?g%%otie% o Impacts will be
other residences in vicinity Ublic hiahwa addressed at the
of site. pL gnway planning
| willrun through application stage
Development would require | land used for as required by
appropriate mitigation (such | recreation, and planning policy,
. as visual and noise could have ; e.qg. Policy DM2
Amenity attenuation bunding, recreational Yes - any Yes - any Sﬁlsédeﬁln‘zﬁaeg s ofgthe Minyerals
NB this standoffs) to limit impacts to | displacement residual effects residual effects restoration Strategy 2014.
section non-significant levels effects which following following roaresses. but | Greatest residual
relates Impact on Existing must be mitigation will be | mitigation will be ge gendin o effects will be Some effects No further DGs
primarily to Settlements addressed and greatest during | greatest during | ¢ P 9ol temporar could be proposed -

- Settlements " : - inal restoration porary, ermanent, but | necessar
visual mitigated. preparation and | preparationand | o 40 erecrs | during o tbe f éll h
amenity; Nearest settlement is Bere working. working. _ must be safeguards have
el ig Regis, approximately 2.7 There are other | None expected. | None expected. . g . g could be long- preigratlon and mitigated to already been

- - Rights of Way in It is expected Itis expected term. working, - appropriate level, | included.
considered km away. No visual or o Ol . . . . declining in pprop ;
Lo . the vicinity that that impacts will | that impacts will 9 and not be
separately noise impacts will affect ) : " " However such restoration Further
will potentially be mitigated to a | be mitigated to a significant.
above under | these settlements, but there . - effects would hase assessment at
be affected by level considered | level considered P : ;
Human may be transport related . h 0 be non- to be non- have to be less the planning
Health impacts. gﬁ:”gg?eﬁ:i;l's significant significant than significant, application stage
above. Impact on Recreational impacts are with mitigation. Wi” determine
Land addressed g?)g?g;i:% d
Site is in agricultural use, through a DG mitigation to
with no formal/informal ﬁ{;ﬁgiiend for ensure impacts
recreation on the site.
| through MM- are not
Impact on Public Rights of | AS12.1 significant.
Way
There are no rights of way
across the site, although a
bridleway runs adjacent to
section of site boundary and
will require screening.
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AS12 Philliol’s Farm

Possible in-
combination effects.

There is potential for cumulative or in-combination effects in relation to biodiversity; human health; soil; air/dust; Greenhouse Gases; landscape and archaeology/heritage. Some effects are beneficial.
There are potential inter-relationships between biodiversity and human health/amenity while the site is being worked, as additional areas for both need to be provided.

In most cases impacts would be expected in the short to medium term. In the longer term, as restoration proceeds, impacts are expected to reduce. The MPA is satisfied that identified impacts can be
satisfactorily addressed by DGs and existing/proposed policy. Proposed DG requires cumulative impacts to be taken into consideration.

The restoration vision promotes long term benefits, including possible creation of heathland and multi-functional green infrastructure which is identified in the restoration vision, including recreational,
landscape, biodiversity and amenity benefits.

As this site lies within the boundary of the Puddletown Road Area, Policy MS-7, a long term and coordinated approach to development, restoration and management will be sought within this area.

Transport issues, specifically the potential level of minerals traffic on the C7 Wareham to A35 road, generated by AS12 Philliol’s Farm; BC04 Trigon Hill Extension and AS15 Tatchell’s was identified as a
potentially significant cumulative impact. This was addressed through two DGs, MM-AS12.3 and MM-AS12.4. It was considered that these DGs provided adequate protection.

However, following the Hearings in Autumn 2018 the MPA was advised by the Inspector to remove AS12 as a proposed site allocation in the Mineral Sites Plan. There was no indication that this was as a
response to perceived risks of cumulative impacts.

Therefore, a modification (MM41) is proposed to remove Philliol’s Farm as a site allocation from the Plan
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AS13 Roeshot

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts are
not significant.

It is possible that
there are common
protected reptile
populations around
the existing field
margins. Mitigation
would likely be
straightforward.

A modification is
proposed to the
DG’s to highlight
the presence of
other designations
and the need to
consider impacts
through an EIA at
the planning
application stage
(MM44),

Extraction from this
site could facilitate
restoration to open
ground including

details of the
development to
explain that there
should be no
simultaneous
extraction from
Dorset/Hampshire
sites to minimise
cumulative impacts
(MM42)

working.

working.

This principle of
restoration to
SANG is
secured through
a DG, further
clarification is
proposed
through a
modification to
the DG (MM47)

Receptor® Comments
. . - Short-term (<5 Medium-Term | Long-term (10+
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs) Temporary Permanent
2. To maintain, Potential for
conserve and impacts
enhance downstream from
biodiversity this site, and on
heathland and ,
other habitats in Potential for As phased It is expected
There are records | the vicinity, impacts along with restoration that any effects
of Southern including land with the Hampshire side proceeds on Damselﬂy
Damselfly from the | nature of the site. residual non- habitat will be
Mude River on the | conservation . o avoided through
. : These will be significant iding f
eastern boundary | designations. : : providing for a
; evaluated, and impacts will .

H bI d'
of the site and the . e , suitable stan
effects of Without mitigation | appropriate reduce. off from the river.
extraction on this develop_ment m/t/ggt/on identified No significant _No significant When the site i This is secured

. related impacts and implemented impacts impacts en the site Is
rare species would p P P leted and through a DG
need to be fully could be Further expected. No expected. No completec an o (MM43).
understood and significant. assessment at the significant significant de\_/eloped as Negatlvg impacts w_ould be expe_cted _
4 itiqated Further annin impacts impacts Suitable during site preparation and working, | Cumulative
=t mitigated. pfanning d. If d. If Alternative with a reduction in impacts as impacts with the
'¢=n Without mitigation assessment atthe | application stage fggﬁﬁﬁ/ﬁon fggﬁﬁtjmon Natural restoration proceeds. Hampshire side
planning will determine I i o i o ite wi
8 Biodiversity | development application stage | impacts and significant significant (Ssrizrgpilcgll Negative impacts not expected to be o;;tjhe site dW'” t;e
0 | (incl. flora and | related impacts will determine appropriate None expected. negative impacts | negative impacts (h ) l.(;Nl permanent. aI ressed at the
fauna) could be impacts and mitigation 1o following following then provide _ _ planning
™ significant. . pro ot ens?;re o acts are mitigation were | mitigation were | Peneficial As the SANG is created to be in- application
(15 Furth pprop re imp to occur they to occur they effects, diverting existence in perpetuity, the positive stage, through
< urther mitigation to not significant. would be would be access from benefits it provides will remain, Policy DM2 of
asses_sment at the ensure |_n_1pacts are | wrodifications are expected during | expected during other more offsetting access pressures from the Minerals
planning not significant. proposed to the preparation and | preparation and | S€nsitive areas. | housing to the south of the rail line. | Strategy 2014

Issues of SANG
and Damselfly
already
addressed - No
further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.

3 Receptors are environmental features (for the purposes of Strategic Environmental Assessment) identified through Plan & Sustainability Appraisal preparation that could potentially be affected by the proposal
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor® Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short;tresr)m (<5 Mig':’ (r)n ;‘:’se)rm Long-;c:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent
public open space
for informal
recreation to
mitigate against
effects of human
pressures on the
heaths of the New
Forest National
Park, thereby
providing positive
external benefits.
This is secured
through a DG, a
modification is
proposed to
provide clarification
(MM47).
8. To protect and
improve air
quality and
reduce the .
impacts of noise Approprlate
_ Potential for mitigation (such
Impacts on air L as visual and
quality expected to cgmulatlve impacts As phaged noise
be negligible. No _ vx(lth Hampsr_nre restoration attenuation
AQMAs will be Potentlal for some | side of the site; propeeds, bunding
affected by the Impacts; however as the two residualinon- | Negative impacts would be expected | standoffs) would
working of this site evaluation at sides are not to be _ _ significant during site preparation and working, | limit impacts.
proposal. Any dust planning worked Any residual Any residual impacts will with a reduction in impacts as This will be
resulting from application stage to | simultaneously non-significant non-significant reduce. restoration proceeds. addressed at the
H working will be identify impacts, (.ap_art from some effe_cts_folloyvmg ef_fgcts_follov_vmg When the site is | N o dtobe | planning
uman health controlled through | With appropriate limited crossover mitigation will be | mitigation willbe | o= =~ = egative impacts not expected to be ~oplication
- including ~ormal dust 9" | mitigation to be working) no None expected. greatest during | greatest during deveﬁoped as permanent. st%pe A00IVin
noise suppression implem_ented to significant effects prepgration and prepgration and Suitable As the SANG is created to be in thegdéverl)ggmgnt
MEeAsUres. ensure |_mpacts are | expected. working. working. Alternative existe.nc.e in pe.rpetuit.y, the ppsitive management
7. To sustain not .S|.gnnf|cant. This principle is Natural bene_gf[s it prowdgs v;nll remal?, pqlicies of the
the health and Positive impacts of | secured through a Greenspace ﬁrov'_ '”9[ c?ﬁvemetr; ict%ess 'Ircl)'m Minerals
quality of life of the SANG when it | modification to the (SANG) it will ousing 1o the south or the railline. | Strategy 2014.
the population is created (MM47). | details of the then prc_)wde No further
proposed beneficial modifications
Impa_c’g on development effects. proposed in
Sensitive Human (MM42) addition to those
Receptors

Waterditch Farm to
north and Burton
Village to west,
both with 300m;

referred to.
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Receptor®

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

properties to the
south screened by
railway
embankment.

Development is
likely to require
appropriate
mitigation (such as
visual and noise
attenuation
bunding, standoffs)
following
assessment of
likely impacts.

Restoration to
improve landscape
of site where
possible; and to
seek to increase
public access.

Screening,
bunding, standoffs
will mitigate
impacts to some
extent.

Impact on Existing
Settlements

Burton Village to
west; properties
(include Urban
Extension) to the
south screened by
railway
embankment.

Appropriate
mitigation (such as
visual and noise
attenuation
bunding, standoffs)
will be used where
identified as
necessary to limit
impacts.

Impact on
Recreational Land
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Receptor®

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary Permanent

Comments

Site is agricultural
land and has no
formal or informal
recreation use.

Part of the site
expected to be
used as Suitable
Alternative Natural
Greenspace to
provide public
access to
countryside,
primarily for the
benefit of the
housing proposed
to the south.

The principle of
this is secures
through a DG.

Soil

9. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance soil
quality.

Site is very good
agricultural land
and working the
site will have
impacts on this
soil.

Soils can be
protected and used
to restore at least
part of the site to
its agricultural use.

Soil to be properly
stripped and stored
prior to working;
protected during
working; and re-
spread on site after
working.

None expected.

None expected.

None expected.

Any residual
non-significant
effects following
mitigation will be
greatest during
preparation and
working.

Any residual
non-significant
effects following
mitigation will be
greatest during
preparation and
working.

Any residual
non-significant
effects following
mitigation will be
greatest during
preparation and
working,
however phased
restoration will
be reducing the
impacts.

Yes — residual/non-significant
negative impacts for duration of
preparation and working. As
restoration proceeds, impacts will
reduce.

No overall loss of soils expected.

Further
assessment at
the planning
application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.

Water

4. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance the
quality of g_jround,

Potential for
quarrying at this
site to have

Potential for limited
cumulative impacts

None expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. No
significant

No significant
impacts
expected. No
significant

Any residual
non-significant
negative effects
foIIowinc_;

Timescale for potential for
residual/non-significant impacts

No further
modifications are
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor® Comments
. . _— Short-term (<5 Medium-Term | Long-term (10+
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs) Temporary Permanent
surface and sea impacts with Hampshire impacts impacts mitigation will be | would be expected to be temporary, | proposed to the
waters and downstream. side of the site. expected. If expected. If greatest during during preparation and working. DGs
manage the . e . residual/non- residual/non- preparation and
consumption of Without mitigation | Apart from a brief significant significant working. Assessment
water in a development crossover period, negative impacts | negative impacts required to
: related impacts when both sides of gat P gatl P As restoration is determine
sustainable way. . following following . ara
could be the site may be mitiqation were mitigation were undertaken this possible impacts
Groundwater significant. being prepared o o?:cur the o ogccur the will begin on
: and/or worked, the y y reducing the hydrogeology.
The Mude is Further . : would be would be :
- : two sides will not . . impacts. Impacts to be
designated a main | assessment at the expected during | expected during :
river and is lanni be worked reparation and | preparation and appropriately
planning simultaneously prep prep mitigated.

adjacent to site
(forming the
eastern boundary)
and presumably
receives
groundwater
discharge derived
from the site.

Site overlies
secondary
aquifers. Not
within any Source
Protection Zone
designation.

Licensed extraction
within 500m.

Surface Water

Drains flow over
site into the River
Mude.

Without mitigation
development
related impacts
could be
significant.

Further
assessment at the
planning
application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts are
not significant.

application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts are
not significant.

This is already
addressed through
DG3 in the Plan.

(MM42).

One side may be
under restoration
while the other is
being worked.

Full assessment
will be required to
determine potential
impacts and
ensure appropriate
mitigation applied.

This is already
addressed in the
Plan.

working.

working.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor® Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short;tresr)m (<5 M‘?g':’ (r)n ;‘:’se)rm Long-;c:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent
5. To reduce
flood risk and
improve flood
management.
FRZ 2 and 3 on
part of site,
majority within FRZ
1.
As a sand and
gravel site,
extraction is
allowed within
functional
floodplain.
Flood Risk
Assessment to be
carried out and any
necessary
mitigation
implemented if
required.
%}Lﬁg{gt:ift and Potential for Limited potential
uality and ff for temporary
quality secondary effects | o myjative impacts
reduce the of dust or air of dust or air No further DGs
impacts of noise. pgllution beyond pollution, in proposed -
Impacts on air a;toer lggggiirc}i/}ofrr Om | combination with Yes, however as ne]f:essarc)j/ ]
uality expected to the Hampshire part . . restoration sareguards have
ge ne)gljligible. quarry related of the sitg. 8 Any residual Any residual proceeds this will | Timescale for already been
traffic non-significant | non-significant 1 oy imnacts | impacts would be | Long-term or included.
No AQMAs will be As no effects following | effects following ¢ k'F;] P ted 10 b rr% nent . _
Air affected by the Further simultaneous None expected. mitigation will be | mitigation will be Irom worf Ings. | expected 1o q © | permane These issues will
working of this site | @5sessment atthe | 51ing s greatest during | greatest during mpacts Ir om temporary, during mpacts;ot be addressed at
proposal. Any dust | Planning proposed, there preparation and | preparation and qu?frry r$| ated preigratlon and | expected. the planning
resulting from application stage would be no working. working. tra 'IIC Wi (I)cc_:ur working. application stage
working will be will determine cumulative impacts until completion as required by
controlled through | /mpacts and of quarry related of workings. Policy DM2 of
normal dust- appropriate traffic (MM42) the Minerals
suppression mitigation to Strategy 2014.

measures applied
at the planning
application stage.

ensure impacts are
not significant.

Impacts not
expected to be
significant.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor® Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short;tresr)m (<5 M‘?g':’ (r)n ;‘:’se)rm Long-;c:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent
Policy CC1 of
the
Bournemouth,
Dorset and
Poole Minerals
Strategy seeks
to address and
minimise such
impacts through
requiring
operators to take
into
consideration
climate change
impacts and
14. To adapt to their possible
and mitigate the Impacts not Impacts not Impacts not mitigation for
impacts of expected to be expected to be expected to be , any proposed
climate change. Limited potential significant. If significant. If significant. If ltelrfl e;(faerCte;nLhnggggiseévev?tlg t?% minerals
Developing the site for cumulative any impacts any impacts any impacts procfuctio):; of GHGs . However it is development.
. . impacts of GHG were to occur were to occur were to occur :
as a quarry is Potential for pacts or G th db h d b h d b not known how long the effects of The
expected to have | secondary effects | Production, in- ey woulld be ey woulld be ey would oe the GHGs may last following their development
some negative aary combination with expected during | expected during | expected during roduction management
Climatic . , resulting fromthe | " ' cive and after and after and after P : .
impacts regarding | sroquction of None expected : : : e policies, e.g. DM
factors climate change, reenhouse gases including the : preparation and preparation and preparation and | Proposed Mitigation: 1. also address
due primarily to ?GHGS) beyond Hampshire side of working. working. working. Use energy efficient plant and the issue of
machinery used site boundary. the site, particularly ltis notknown | Itis notknown | Itis notknown | machinery. sustainable
and transportation as there will be no how long the how long the how long the Mol t restorati hich development
of mineral away simultaneous effects of the effects of the effects of the mp %men restora 'Eonhwb'ltc is to hel and seek to
from site. working (MM42). GHGsarefelt | GHGsarefelt | GHGsarefelt | b o OB O e ora/taung, | Minimise climate
However, these will after they are after they are after they are " | change.
in relative terms be produced. produced. produced. Restoration to

negligible.

some form of
vegetation will
offer benefits in
the form of
climate change
mitigation, but
again these
benefits will be
relatively small.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor® Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short;tresr)m (<5 Mig':’ (r)n ;‘:’se)rm Long-;c:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent
NB - The term
'material assets' for
the purposes of
this assessment is
taken to refer to
Natural Assets
including minerals
and land. Built
assets are
considered to be
covered through
other aspects of
this assessment.
10. To conserve glznrteic;ycling
?nr:gesraafleguard constructed/is
operational,
resources. benefits will be
11. To promote _ _ primarily realised No further DGs
the use of B(_aneﬁtls of | Bgnefltls of | in the ’t;IOt ef>.<tpecf[|<|ad t<|) bbe perr’lr_1andenth-_I proposed -
. : mineral su mineral su - enefits will only be realised while a | necessary
Material assets ?rlltaetrer:iaatl“sl.e Not expacted. Not expected. Not expected. while site igp ’ while site igp ’ ﬁgxeg’rgr%?toratlon minerals extraction occurs and safeguards have
working. working. development. recycling facility is in operation. already been

12. To provide an
adequate and
affordable supply
of minerals to
meet society's
needs.

The SA notes that
an on-site inert
recycling facility
may be needed to
ensure proper
restoration.

If this was the
case, it would
promote
production/use of
alternative
materials.

Benefits of
mineral supply
decrease as site
is worked and
restored.

included.

Cultural
heritage -
archaeology/hi
storic
landscapes

6. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance the
historic
environment
(including
archaeological
sites, historic

No significant
impacts expected.

No significant
impacts expected.

No significant
impacts expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. No
significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-

No significant
impacts
expected. No
significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-

Any residual
non-significant
negative effects
following
mitigation will be
greatest during

Impacts potentially on below-ground
archaeology - potential for loss of
archaeology.

Impacts are expected to be limited to
the preparation and working period.

Heritage assessment will ensure that
all necessary mitigation is

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor® Comments
. . _— Short-term (<5 Medium-Term | Long-term (10+
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs) Temporary Permanent
buildings, significant significant preparation and | implemented, to avoid impacts at all | Further
conservation negative impacts | negative impacts | working. stages including restoration. assessment at
areas, historic following following the planning

parks and
gardens and
other locally
distinctive
features and their
settings).

Archaeology

Staple Cross, a
Scheduled
Monument, lies to
the south of the
proposed site.

The railway line
running on an
embankment
shields the site
from this
Monument
therefore its setting
is not affected by
the proposal.

There is likely to be
high archaeological
potential at this
site.
Archaeological
assessment and
evaluation would
be required before
an informed
planning decision
could be made
(DG2).

Historic
Landscapes

The site lies within
the broad flat
agricultural
landscape between
the river Avon on
the west and the
somewhat higher
ground of the New
Forest to the east.
There are distant

mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.
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Receptor®

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary Permanent

Comments

views to St.
Catherine’s Hill,
while views

towards the historic

centre of
Christchurch are
impeded by the
railway line.

Further evaluation

will be required.
When this has
been undertaken

possible impacts, if

any, will be better
understood.

Cultural
heritage -
historic
buildings

6. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance the
historic
environment
(including
archaeological
sites, historic
buildings,
conservation
areas, historic
parks and
gardens and
other locally
distinctive

features and their

settings).
Historic Buildings

No significant
impact on any of
the nearby listed

buildings expected
because of existing

screening.

None expected.

None expected.

None expected.

No significant
impacts
expected,
however if any
impacts are
identified
through more
detailed
assessment
these are likely
to be temporary,
and during
preparation and
working.

No significant
impacts
expected,
however if any
impacts are
identified
through more
detailed
assessment
these are likely
to be temporary,
and during
preparation and
working.

No significant
impacts
expected,
however if any
impacts are
identified
through more
detailed
assessment
these are likely
to be temporary,
and during
preparation and
working.

No significant impacts expected,
however if any impacts are identified
through more detailed assessment
these are likely to be temporary, and
during preparation and working.

The Heritage Assessment will
confirm whether any mitigation is
required, and it will be implemented.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.

Further
assessment at
the planning
application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor® Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Shortytresr)m (<5 M‘?g':’ (r)n y‘:’se)rm Long ;c:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent

7. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance the
landscape, including
townscape, seascape
and the coast. Further

. assessment at
Landscape Capacity the planning
The site is not directly application stage
overlooked by any will determine
properties but there are whether any
more distant views impacts are
from the edge of Burton likely and
Village (including the appropriate
Conservation Area) , mitigation to
and from adjacent Potential for ensure impacts
lanes. cumulative are not
Retention and Potential for impacts, as even No significant No significant If residual/non- significant.

: though both sides impacts impacts e
management of gn pac:jsth of the site won't be expected. No expected. No significant No further DGs
existing hedgerows, bgﬁﬁgaw if worked significant significant negative Impacts | ., ts will primarily be for duration | Proposed -
appropriate new the site simultaneously impacts impacts following of preparation and working. necessary
planting and bund , < (apart from brief expected. If expected. If mitigation were . safeguards have
screening is including on periods of time) ) ) : ] to occur they There will be some effects after already been
recommended to the New Forest ' n residual/non residual/non would be restoration - the site will be restored, | included
: one will be in significant significant . : > | Includea.
Landscape reduce any residual National Park. restoration while None expected. neqative i e expected during | but restoration cannot be exactly as

: ! 1 whil gative impacts | negative impacts : : MM42 expands
impacts. Potential Assessment the other is being following following prepgratlon and | the site was. the details of the
visual impacts from the | will identify worked, so there mitigation were | mitigation were \évorkmg, However, impacts will be mitigated | proposed
railway line. likely impacts will be cumulative to occur they to occur they rov;/ervc?[_r ?}S and the site will be restored in development
Appropriate mitigation ?h”d ensure visual impacts. would be _ would be _ perzcoe:dlg accordance with agreed guidelines. explai_ning that
(such as visual and prif)ee ﬁ;e These will be expected during | expected during impacts will there is to be no
noise attenuation N hiootod assessed and preparation and | preparationand | L - simultaneous
bunding, standoffs) will 9 ' appropriate working. working. extraction from

be used where
identified as necessary
to limit impacts.

Designated
Landscapes

Potential visual impacts
also exist on the New
Forest National Park.

Appropriate mitigation
(such as visual and
noise attenuation
bunding, standoffs) will
be used where
identified as necessary
to limit impacts.

mitigation identified
and implemented.

the
Dorset/Hampshir
e sides, apart
from a minimum
period while the
Dorset site is
being prepared
for working and
vice versa. This
should reduce
the impacts of
working.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor® Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short;tresr)m (<5 M‘?g':’ (r)n ;‘:’se)rm Long-;c:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent
17. To sustain the
health and quality of
life of the population
Impact on Sensitive
Human Receptors
Waterditch Farm to
north and Burton
Village to west, both
with 300m; properties
to the south screened
by railway Impacts will be
embankment. addressed at the
- planning
Impact on Existing The landscape application stage
Settlements . )
will be changed, [ as required by
Burton Village to N - which will result | planning policy,
west; properties Potential for il:lno Zlgtglflcant il\rlr? zlgtglflcant If residual/non- _ in a permanent e.g. Policy DM2
. (include Urban limited cumulative expecte d. No expecte d. No sianficant Yes - —potential | impact; the of the Minerals
Amenity Extension) to the impacts with xpected. xpected. gniican for some restored site will | Strategy 2014.
significant significant negative impacts ive i
NB this section | south screened by Hampshire side of . ) : negative Impacts | pe landscaped
X2 . , . impacts impacts following for duration of : No further DGs
relates railway embankment. | Potential for some | site - to be ted. If ted. If itioati _ and available for d-
imari impacts beyond assessed and all expected. expected. mitigation Were | preparation and | public access propose
primarily to Impact on site boundaries - | necessar residual/non- residual/non- to occur they working. taking some . necessary
visual amenity; | Recreational Land o b od mitioa tiony None expected significant significant would be _ recre%tional safeguards have
noise Is Site | icultural O DE assess mitg P ) negative impacts | negative impacts | expected during ApprOerate already been
considered lte is agricultura and all necessary | implemented. following following preparation and | Mitigation (such | Pressure from included.
separately land and has no mitigation Impacts will be mitigation were mitigation were | working as visual and other_ more
above under formal or informal implemented. reduced through i th ; th h ’ noise attenuation | sensitive areas. | Further
recreation use. the requirement o oceurthey 0 occur they owever bundi . assessment at
Human Health for no would be would be restoration will unding, It is expected the plannin
above. Part of the site SmUlANEoLS expected during | expected during | be reducing the | Standoffs) would | that the restored 2 IFi)cation %tage
expected to be used , preparation and | preparation and | impacts. limit impacts. site will have bb ,
. working (MMA42). . . will determine
as Suitable working. working. permanent impacts and
Alternative Natural positive appropriate
Greenspace to changes, in mitigation to

provide public access
to countryside,
primarily for the
benefit of the housing
proposed to the south
(MM47).

There could be
impacts on amenity
but it is unclear what
level of significance
should be ascribed to
these impacts.

Further assessment
at the pIanning

appearance and
use.

ensure impacts
are not
significant.
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Receptor®

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ? negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Comments

Short-term (<5 Medium-Term | Long-term (10+

Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs)

Temporary Permanent

application stage will
determine impacts
and appropriate
mitigation to ensure
impacts are not
significant.

AS13 Roeshot

Possible in-
combination effects.

There is potential for in-combination effects in relation to biodiversity; water environment, air/dust; Greenhouse Gases; and landscape. There are potential inter-relationships between biodiversity, air
(dust), amenity and landscape at the time when working is moving from Hampshire to Dorset and back again. The timescale for these impacts will be kept to the minimum necessary

In most cases impacts would be expected in the short to medium term. In the longer term, as restoration proceeds, impacts are expected to reduce. The MPA is satisfied that identified impacts can be
satisfactorily addressed by DGs and existing/proposed policy.

Restoration will be to use as Suitable Alternative Natural Greenspace (SANG) for the housing proposed south of the site.
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AS15 Tatchell's

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

be affected,
mitigation would

expected during

expected during

As restoration

Receptor* Comments
. . _— Short-term (<5 Medium-Term Long-term (10+
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs) Temporary Permanent
These points are
2. To maintain, already
conserve and - _— No significant addressed
enhance No S|gtn|f|cant No S|gtn|f|cant impacts expected. through DG’s in
iodiversi impacts impacts o _ o
biodiversity expected. No expected. No _NO significant Any residual non-significant effects the Plan.
Protected species significant significant impacts expected. | fo|lowing mitigation will be greatest | No further DGs
It is possible that | Quarrying at this impacts impacts Isfi ri?iccj::ilt/ non- during preparation and working. proposed -
there are common | Site is not expected expected. If expected. If ng ative impacts necessary
protected reptile to have impacts on residual/non- residual/non- foll%win P o safeguards have
Biodiversity | populations around | surrounding significant significant it atic?n were to Negative impacts not expected to glready been
(incl. flora and | the existing field biodiversity. None expected. None expected. negatiye impacts negati_ve impacts occgr they would be permanent. included.
fauna) margins. Restoration to following following be expected Further assessment at the planning | Further
mitigation were | mitigation were - .| application stage will determine t at
heathland could during preparation | 8PP g assessment a
goapnu%ac’?icc;[rr:sesﬁoul 4 | have wider to occur they to occur they and V\g/JoF?kir?g. impacts and appropriate mitigation | the planning
benefits. would be would be to ensure impacts are not application stage

significant.

will determine

controlled through
normal dust-
suppression
measures.

not significant.

and noise
attenuation
bunding) would
be used to limit

and noise
attenuation
bunding) would
be used to limit

0 _ preparation and | preparation and | proceeds, impacts impacts and
= likely be ' ' i
D _ working. working. would be appropriate
c straightforward. expected to mitigation to
) No significant reduce. ensure impacts
& impacts expected. are not
significant.
O
F
7)) 8. To protect and No significant No significant It is expected
< improve air _ impacts impacts that appropriate
quality and Potential for expected. If expected. If mitigation (such
_reduce the _ impacts b_eyond residual/non- residual/non- as visual and
impacts of noise | edge of site. significant significant noise
Impacts on air Further negative impacts | negative impacts o o attenuation
quality expected to assessment at the following following As phased non-significant negative impacts bunding,
Human health | P€ negligible. No p'a”I_”'”tg t mitigation were | mitigation were | 2P RS would bte, expegted during oite standoffs) would
. . AQMAs will be applicauon stage to occur they to occur they préparation and working, with a be used to limit
- including affected by the will determine None expected. None expected. would be would be proceeds,.” reduction in impacts as restoration | impacts.
hoise working of this site impacts and expected during | expected during 'nggés w proceeds. This will be
proposal. Any dust | @PPropriate preparation and | preparation and ' They would not be permanent dd
' toation 1o ; ; . addressed at the
resulting from mitig working. working. planning
: - ensure impacts are
working will be P Screening (visual | Screening (visual application

stage, applying
the development
management
policies of the

4 Receptors are environmental features (for the purposes of Strategic Environmental Assessment) identified through Plan & Sustainability Appraisal preparation that could potentially be affected by the proposal
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor* Comments
. . _— Short-term (<5 Medium-Term Long-term (10+
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs) Temporary Permanent
17. To sustain the impact of the | the impact of the Minerals
the health and site working. site working. Strategy 2014.
quality of life of No further DGs
pop proposed -

Impact on necessary
Sensitive Human safeguards have
Receptors already been

Residences within
300m.

Appropriate
mitigation (such as
visual and noise
attenuation
bunding, standoffs)
will be used where
identified as
necessary to limit
impacts.

Impact on Existing
Settlements

Wareham is the
closest settlement,
to the east of the
site and
approximately
450m at its closest.

Impact on
Recreational Land

Site is currently
agricultural land
and does not
contain any
recreational use,
either formal or
informal.

No significant
impacts expected.

included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor* Comments
. . _— Short-term (<5 Medium-Term Long-term (10+
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs) Temporary Permanent
9. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance soil
quality.
Site is very good
agricultural land
and working the
site will have No further DGs
impacts on this proposed -
soil. No significant No significant necessary
, impacts impacts No significant safeguards have
Soils can be : already been
expected. If expected. If impacts expected. y
protected and re- . . ) included
- residual/non- residual/non- If residual/non- .
used as required. o o T
, significant significant significant Yes - for duration of preparation and | Further
Soil to be properly negative impacts | negative impacts | negative impacts | working. As restoration proceeds, assessment at
Soll stripped and_stored None expected. None expected. None expected. fo!lpwipg fo!lpwing fo!lgwipg impacts will reduce. the planning
prior to working; mitigation were mitigation were mitigation were to _ application stage
protected during to occur they to occur they occur they would | No overall loss of soils expected. will determine
working; and re- would be would be be expected impacts and
spread on site after expected during | expected during | during preparation appropriate
working. preparation and | preparation and | and working. mitigation to
Further working. working. ensure impacts
assessment at the are not
planning significant.
application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts are
not significant.
4. To maintain, _ o No further
conserve and None expected - | None expected - No significant No significant modifications
enhance the Further Further Impacts Impacts are proposed to
quality of ground, | assessment at the | assessment at the expected. If expected. If the DGs
surface and sea planning planning residual/non- residual/non- A "
waters and application stage | application stage significant significant As restoration is | Timescale for potential for residual bsses;merll(t W
manage the will determine will determine negatlve impacts | negative Impacts | |\ yertaken any | non-significant impacts would be © undertaken to
Water consumption of | impacts and impacts and None expected. following following impacts would expected to be temporary, during determine
ter in i i mitigation were mitigation were . Lo possible impacts
water In a appropriate appropriate reduce. preparation and working.
sustainable way. | mitigation to mitigation to to occur they to occur they on
Groundwater ensure impacts are | ensure impacts are wouldbe would be hydrogeology.
- not significant. not significant. expecteq during eXpeCteq during Impacts to be
Site overlies preparation and | preparation and :
_ . . appropriately
secondary aquifer. working. working. mitigated.
Not within any
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Receptor*

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

Source Protection
Zone designation.

Licensed extraction
within 500m.

Surface Water

Pond within 50m of
site in existing
quarry to west of
site.

River Piddle within
250m of the site
boundary.

It is not clear
whether the
impacts could be
significant.

Further
assessment at the
planning
application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts are
not significant.

5. To reduce

flood risk and
improve flood
management.

Entire site is within
Flood Risk Zone 1,
no expected risk of
flooding or
contributing to
flooding.

Flood Risk
Assessment to be
carried out and any
necessary
mitigation
implemented if
required.

This is already
addressed through
DG3 of the Plan.

This is already
addressed through
DG3 of the Plan.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor* Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short;,tresr)m (<5 Mig':’ 31 ;:’:)rm Long-:,(:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent
8. To protect and
improve air
quality and
reduce the
impacts of noise.
Developing the site
as a quarry is
expected to have ,
some negative Potential for No further DGs
impacts regarding 3?30”?30’ effects None expected. No significant No significant proposed -
air quality and oraustorair impacts impacts necessary
noise due primarily | Po/lution beyond - expected. If expected. If ves, however as safeguards have
: site boundarv. Potential for . . restoration : already been
to machinery used y lative eff residual/non- residual/non- ds this will Timescale for _ y
and transportation | Further cumulative effects significant significant proceeds this wi impacts would included.
of mineral awa cos. on air quality from negative impacts | negative impacts reduce impacts be expected to Long-term or -

Air from site ! assegsment atthe quarry traffic on the None expected foll%win P foIIgowin P from workings. be terg orar permanent These issues
Howev r. th will plan_mng C7 from several P . miti atic?n were miti atign were Impacts from durin Porary impacts not wil be
rlowever, nese application stage | sjtes in the vicinity g g quarry related 9 expected. addressed at the
in relative terms be | will determine to occur they to occur they traffic will occur preparation and planning

negligible

No AQMAs will be
affected by the
working of this site
proposal. Any dust
resulting from
working will be
controlled through
normal dust-
suppression
measures applied
at the planning
application stage.

impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts are
not significant.

working together,
This issues is
covered by a
modification to the
Plan (MM50)

would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

until completion of
workings.

working.

application stage
as required by
Policy DM2 of
the Minerals
Strategy 2014.
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If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ? negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor* Comments

Short-term (<5 Medium-Term Long-term (10+

Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs)

Temporary Permanent

Policy CC1 of the
Bournemouth,
Dorset and Poole
Minerals Strategy
seeks to address
and minimise such
impacts through
requiring operators
to take into
consideration
climate change
impacts and their
possible mitigation
for any proposed
minerals

14. Tq a_éldapt to development.
_and mitigate the Impacts not Impacits not Impacts not It is expected that effects would | The development
impacts of expected to be expected to be ,
h e S expected to be be temporary, and associated management
climate change. significant. If significant. If o . . 1
any imoacts anv impacts significant. If any | with the production of GHGs . policies, e.g. DM 1,
Developing the site we);e tc?occur we);e tg)occur impacts were to However it is not known how also address the
as aquarry is Potential for Limited potential they would be they would be occur they would | long the effects of the GHGs issue of sustainable
expected to have | secondary effects | for cumulative expected during | expected during be expected may last following their development and
Climatic some negative resulting from the | impacts of GHG and after and after during and after production. se_ek to minimise
factors |r|r_1pacts rﬁgardmg production of production, in None expected. preparation and | preparation and preigratlon and Proposed Mitigation: climate change.
Y |mat§ change, greenhouse gases | combination with working. working. WOrking. = Restoration to some
due primarily to (GHGs) beyond other sites in the _ _ It is not known Use energy efficient plant and form of veaetation
machinery used ; i~inj It is not known It is not known machinery. : getation
and transportation how long the how long the , , :
. effects of the Implement restoration which the form of climate
of mineral away effects of the effects of the : - : e
) GHGs are felt provides appropriate habitats to | change mitigation
from site. GHGs are felt GHGs are felt : o . ’
. after they are help to increase resilience of but again these
However, these will after they are after they are roduced flora/fauna benefits will b
in relative terms be produced. produced. P ' ' elnte_ |ts| wi ﬁ
negligible. relatively small.
No further DGs
proposed -
necessary

safeguards have
already been
included.

The loss of Philliols
Farm as an
allocated site will
also reduce the
cumulative impacts
of minerals working
in this part of Dorset
(MM41)
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Receptor*

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary Permanent

Comments

Material assets

NB - The term
'material assets' for
the purposes of
this assessment is
taken to refer to
Natural Assets
including minerals
and land. Built
assets are
considered to be
covered through
other aspects of
this assessment.

10. To conserve
and safeguard
mineral
resources.

11. To promote
the use of
alternative
materials.

12. To provide an
adequate and
affordable supply
of minerals to
meet society's
needs.

The SA notes that
development of
this site would
provide a benefit in
terms of
contributing to the
provision of a
supply of minerals
to meet society’s
needs.

Not expected.

Not expected.

Not expected.

Benefits of
mineral supply
while site is
working.

Benefits of
mineral supply
while site is
working.

Benefits of
mineral supply
decrease as site
is worked and
restored.

Benefits are temporary and will
decrease as site is worked and
restored.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.
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Receptor*

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary Permanent

Comments

Cultural
heritage -
archaeology/hi
storic
landscapes

6. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance the
historic
environment
(including
archaeological
sites, historic
buildings,
conservation
areas, historic
parks and
gardens and
other locally
distinctive
features and their
settings).

Archaeology

Assuming the site
was heathland until
relatively recently,
its archaeological
potential is likely to
be low.

The Dorset Historic
Environment
Record records the
presence of 19th
century quarries on
and around the
site, so it would be
appropriate for an
assessment to
check whether
there are any
remains of
industrial
archaeological
significance of or
associated with
this quarrying on
the site.

If such remains
were present,
appropriate
recording should

No significant
impacts expected.

No significant
impacts expected.

No significant
impacts expected.

Impacts not
expected to be
significant. If
any residual
non-significant
impacts were to
occur they would
be expected
during and after
preparation and
working.

Impacts not
expected to be
significant. If
any residual
non-significant
impacts were to
occur they would
be expected
during and after
preparation and
working.

Impacts not
expected to be
significant. If any
residual non-
significant
impacts were to
occur they would
be expected
during and after
preparation and
working.

Negative impacts potentially on
below-ground archaeology -
potential for loss of archaeology.

Impacts are expected to be limited
to the preparation and working
period.

Heritage assessment will ensure
that all necessary mitigation is
implemented, to avoid impacts at all
stages including restoration. When
such assessment is undertaken
archaeological impacts, if any, will
be better understood.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.

Further
assessment at
the planning
application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.
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Receptor*

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary Permanent

Comments

take place before
development.

Historic
Landscapes

The site is
currently under
agriculture, and
historically it was
presumably
heathland. There is
map evidence of
quarrying here
(undoubtedly on a
much smaller
scale) from the
19th century.

It is not clear
whether the
impacts could be
significant.

Further
assessment at the
planning
application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts are
not significant, as
required by DG.

Cultural
heritage -
historic
buildings

6. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance the
historic
environment
(including
archaeological
sites, historic
buildings,
conservation
areas, historic
parks and
gardens and
other locally
distinctive

No significant
impacts expected.

No significant
impacts expected.

No significant
impacts expected.

No Likely
Significant
Effects
expected,
however if any
negative impacts
are identified
through more
detailed
assessment
these are likely
to be temporary,
and during

No Likely
Significant
Effects
expected,
however if any
negative impacts
are identified
through more
detailed
assessment
these are likely
to be temporary,
and during

No Likely
Significant Effects
expected,
however if any
negative impacts
are identified
through more
detailed
assessment these
are likely to be
temporary, and
during preparation
and working.

No LSE expected, however if any
impacts are identified through more
detailed assessment these are likely
to be temporary, and during
preparation and working.

Mitigation will be identified and The
Heritage Assessment will confirm
whether any mitigation is required,
and it will be implemented.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.

Further
assessment at
the planning
application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor* Comments
. . _— Short-term (<5 Medium-Term Long-term (10+
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs) Temporary Permanent

features and their preparation and | preparation and | Heritage ensure impacts
settings). working. working. assessment will are not
Historic Buildings Heritage Heritage Semiy e o significant.
Th . assessment will | assessment will | .

e nearest listed . . . ) impacts and

- identify the identify the .
building, Garey likelihood of likelihood of appropriate
House, is hidden mitigation.

from the site by
wooded areas so
there is no
significant effect on
the listed building.

such impacts
and appropriate
mitigation.

such impacts
and appropriate
mitigation.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor* Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short;,tresr)m (<5 Mig':’ 31 ;:’:)rm Long-:,(:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent

7. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance the
landscape,
including
townscape,
seascape and the
coast.
Landscape
Capacity
The site is For all potential
considered unlikely ) impacts,
to be visually Potential for assessment to
intrusive being CU,';’“/Z?’V‘Q impacts be undertaken,
screened from the with agjacent to identify
residential areas of quarry. pozsmle |m|c;ﬁcts
Wareham and It is not clear Impacts not Impacts not 2?e fiﬂsure ey
Northport by a whether the expected to be | expected to be it atg d
ridge of high land. impacts could be significant. If significant. If _ _ _ gated.
Appropriate significant. any residual any residual Yes, however as | Any impacts will be for duration of | Thjs will be done
mitigation will be Further non-significant non-significant restoration preparation and working. at planning

Landscape required along the | None expected. assessment at the | None expected. impacts were to | impacts were to | proceeds However, impacts will be mitigated | application
boundaries of the planning occur they would | occur they would | negative impacts | and the site will be restored in stage, as
site. application stage be expected be expected will reduce. accordance with agreed guidelines. | required by the

, will determine during and after | during and after Minerals
: ;18 ,?hOt Ctlﬁ ar impacts and preparation and | preparation and Strategy 2014
whetherfhe appropriate working. working. e.g. Policy DM2.
impacts could be taation t
significant. (ranr:sl,%?el?rgpce)lcts are No further DGs
roposed -

Further not significant. ﬁec%ssary
alssegsment at the safeguards have
planning

application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts are
not significant.

Designated
Landscapes

No significant
impact/negligible.

already been
included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts are
not significant.

Impact on Existing
Settlements
Wareham is the
closest settlement,
to the east of the
site and
approximately
450m at its closest.

Receptor* Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Shortytresr)m (<5 Mig':’ 31 y:’:)rm Long ;‘:2)" (10+ Temporary Permanent
17. To sustain
the health and
quality of life of
the population
Impact on
Sensitive Human
Receptors
. - Impacts will be
;{ggrlgences within addressed at the
' planning
Development application stage
would likely require as required by
appropriate planning policy,
mitigation (such as e.g. Policy DM2
_ visual and noise Yes - for of the Minerals
o Amenity attenuation Impacts not Impacts not duration of Strategy 2014.
=— | NB this section | Punding, standoffs) _ Potential for expected to be | expected to be preparation and No further DGs
@ | relates to limit impacts. Potential for some | cymyjative impacts significant. If significant. If working. oroposed -
S | primarily to It is not clear impacts beyond with adjacent any residual any residual Yes, however A iat No permanent | necessary
= | visual amenity; | whether the site boundaries - 10 | gyar7y. non-significant | non-significant | o onon Kl e | TR 2 significant safeguards have
© ise i ; be assessed and None expected. impacts were to | impacts were to . mitigation (such | S'9 9
= | noiselis impacts could be All appropriate reducing the as visual and impacts already been
considered significant all necessary ' app! occur they would | occur they would impacts _ expected included
10 | separately ' mitigation mitigation to be be expected be expected ' noise ' '
(7) above under | Further implemented. identified and during and after | during and after attenuation Further
<C | Human Health | @ssessment at the implemented. preparation and | preparation and bunding, assessment at
above. planning working. working. standoffs) would the planning
application stage limit impacts. application stage

will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.
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There is potential for in-combination effects in relation to air/dust; Greenhouse Gases; landscape and amenity.

AS15 Tatchell’s In most cases impacts would be expected in the short to medium term. In the longer term, as restoration proceeds, impacts are expected to reduce. Impacts from mineral traffic are likely until extraction
Possible in- ceases. The MPA is satisfied that identified impacts can be satisfactorily addressed by DGs and existing/proposed policy. The loss of Philliols Farm from the Plan, as an allocated site, will reduce the
combination effects. | potential for cumulative impacts from mineral working in the area. Proposed modifications MM-50 and MM-51 address these cumulative impact issues.

There is also potential for inter-relationships between amenity and landscape in the short/medium term, while the site is being worked.
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AS19 Woodsford Quarry Extension

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptor® Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Slz:;t;ri;m Term (5-10 Long-‘t;:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent
yrs)

The permanent

change of at least

part of the site area

from intensive

agriculture to

mineral extraction

restored to

extensive

grassland and
2. To maintain, water bodies would | porential risk of loss
conserve and be likely to resultin | o exjsting
enhance a_ reducnon In_ hedgeS/tree belts in Further assessment
biOdiverSity nltra_te_ levels in combination with at the planning
Water voles and :ﬁgeFl{er]:?ovr\;aeters of | adjacent site AS26, Benefits from | application stage will
other protected roundwater and due to shared loss of nitrate | determine impacts
species (including I%oole Harbour boundary. This is inputs through | and appropriate
otter) may be present | (SPA and Ramsar). gcggessed in the Benefits Benefits from | restoration of | mitigation to ensure
in watercourses If this can be 7 ., | Potential synergistic , from loss of , loss of nitrate | part of the site | impacts are not
contained within the anascape/Visual' | poneficial effect of | BEMEMS oM | i ate Benefits from inputs through | to wetland. significant.

) secured there for AS19. ; : loss of nitrate | loss of nitrate P g
Biodiversity (incl. proposed site. If they | would be strategic N . reduction of nitrates inputs through inputs inputs through chanfge of land- | |f Wet/an.d No fl:lrthe.r
flora and fauna) are pre_sent, nature conservation P03|t|\{e cumulg’uve from AS19, AS25 change of through restoration of use from restoration modifications
mitigation should not | 4ain (MM57). effect in reduction of | and AS26. Not land-use from | €h@nge of part of the site agriculture takes place on | proposed for AS19.
be difficult. This is . nitrates on quantifiable at this aariculture land-use o wetland during site AS19 and
addressed in the In addition, biodiversity (with stage. g ' from : preparation AS26 direct | PG to be added to
Natural Environment | feduction in AS25 and AS26) agriculture. and working. and Afsb26 todprevent loss
DG for AS19. g‘;gﬁ:ﬁrm Potential cumulative synergistic ﬁedg:povigtrees
Potential risk of loss | management of the | adverse effect on benefits could (MM66.1).
of existing fields between the | River Frome if water accrue _
. Landscape/Visual DG

hedges/tree belts. proposed extraction | quality is affected P

This is addressed in
the DG5
‘Landscape/Visual’

area and the R.
Frome would be an
additional
significant gain,
preventing more
direct runoff of
fertiliser into the
river and onward to
Poole Harbour.

Risk of impact on
Frome SSSI (e.g.
silt) during site

through other sites
being worked
simultaneously.

also addresses this.

> Receptors are environmental features (for the purposes of Strategic Environmental Assessment) identified through Plan & Sustainability Appraisal preparation that could potentially be affected by the proposal
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptor® Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short-term Term (5-10 Long-term (10+ Temporary Permanent
(<5 yrs) yrs) yrs)
clearance/working
unless carefully
managed.
It has been
suggested that,
following working,
the restoration of
land nearer to the
Frome could
significantly
enhance the river
by establishing a
wetland that would
remove nitrate,
phosphate and silt
as well giving
additional flood
alleviation capacity.
Potential for direct
impacts on
surrounding The main cumulative
receptors, including impact would occur
from noise generated if this site proposal
on the site. was to be worked No
8. To protect and simultaneously with o significant
ﬁpr ove air quality the proposed AS26 No significant Impacts
and reduce the Hurst Farm, Potential for impacts expected. If
L None expected. immediately to the syneraistic i i< if | expected. If residual/non Yes - f
impacts of noise. : ynergistic Impacts 1 : -significant es - 1or
east. This could AS19 and AS26 residual/non- gnit duration of
EOiSSdmiTigagor][ m” Potential for ![ead to disturbant%e were worked signifti.cant i”ﬂ?g:g,:’: Yes, however | preparation No permanent | No further DGs
e addressed at the o0 properties on the i negative - i -
cumanhealt - | Jenving pplcaton | mpscts eyond | RS | smuteneaush g | RS iolowng | Phesec | andorkno. | peath ipacts | proposed necessary
including noise | stage, with edge of site - all Frome. hasi pﬁh.p. following mitigation : phas P 9
s W o phasing. This is Howir be reducing the | restoration following already been
appropriate mitigation | Necessary : : addressed through | Mitigation were to impacts roceeds restoration included
to be included in the | Mitigation to be in | There is potential for 97 were to occur | occur they pacts. b ' : :
lace before cumulative adverse | Proposed db impacts will
dgvelopment of the \F/)vorkin boaing impacts in modifications to the | they would be :lev;uectei reduce.
site. IDEONS | combination with | DGs (MM56, MM54) | expected e
Environmental AS25 and AS26. during . ;
. o preparation preparation
protection measures This is addressed and working and
to reduce dust and through proposed ' working.

ensure noise is
appropriately
mitigated.

17. To sustain the
health and quality of

modifications in the
'‘Other’ section of the
DGs (MM56)
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptor® Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short-term Term (5-10 Long-term (10+ Temporary Permanent
(<5 yrs) yrs) yrs)
life of the
population

Impact on Sensitive
Human Receptors

Residences and
businesses within
250-500m. The site
is large enough that it
should be possible to
screen these
residences
satisfactorily.

Development would
likely require
appropriate mitigation
(such as visual and
noise attenuation
bunding, standoffs) to
limit impacts.

Impact on Existing
Settlements

Site is well screened
by existing
hedges/trees. The
site is large enough
that where necessary
it should be possible
to screen any
negative impacts
satisfactorily, using
mitigation such as
visual and noise
attenuation bunds.

Provision of
appropriate
mitigation, following
assessment of likely
impacts.

Restoration to
improve landscape of
site where possible;
and to seek to
increase public
access.

Screening, bunding,
standoffs will mitigate
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptor® Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short-term Term (5-10 Long-term (10+ Temporary Permanent
(<5 yrs) yrs) yrs)
impacts to some
extent.
Cumulative impacts
on surroundings of
working along with
the adjacent Hurst
Farm proposed site to
be taken into
consideration and
mitigated against.
9. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance soil
quality.
Site
contains/comprises
very good quality
agricultural land.
Working the site will
have impacts on this No
soil. ianifi
_ _ No significant significant
Restoration will return impacts Impacts Further assessment
the land to original expected. If expected. If _ at the planning
ground levels, and _ , residual/non- | residual/non Yes - for Depending on | gpplication stage will
will restore the quality There /s_potent/a/ for anifi -S|gn|f|cant . f final | determine impacts
significant duration o
of the land. cumulative adverse . negative . restoration itis | gnq appropriate
impacts through loss _nega’uve impacts Yes, however preparatlc_)n likely that itiaati
Mitigation of BMV land in Impacts followin phased and working. some BMV mitgation fo ensure
Soil _ None expected. e None expected. following rowing restoration will | As phased Impacts are not
Soil to be properly combination with e mitigation . . land could be | gignificant.
: mitigation be reducing the | restoration g
Stnpped and stored AS25 and AS26. were to oceur were to impaCtS proceeds lost. There
. S : ; i No further DGs
prior to working; However, no loss of thev would be | ©CCYr they imoacts will will be no
protected during soils is expected. y would be P overall loss of | Proposed - necessary
working; and re- during expecte Soll. already been
spread on site after reparation during _ y
; prep reparation included.
working. and working. gn dp
R_estoratipn to include working.
high quality
agricultural land -
MSP Appendix A
'AS19 Woodsford

Quarry Extension’
under 'Other 'in
DGs notes:

The site is BMV
agricultural land and
protection and
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptor® Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic S?fsrt;ri;m Term (5-10 Long-‘tl?;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent
yrs)
appropriate
management of soils
is required to enable
the land to retain its
longer term
capability.
4. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance the quality
of ground, surface
and sea waters and
manage the
consumption of
water in a
sustainable way.
Groundwater
Site is within 250 m of
licensed water No
supplies. Potential for . No significant §|gn|f|€[;ant No fl:lrthe.r
Overlies secondary secondary effects Potential for impacts Impac Sd . modifications are
aquifer, but does not e cumulative impacts expected. If expected. It | yes, however proposed to the DGs;
’ of siltation or fuel e p - residual/non o
affect any Source contamination of s:/tat/_on or fugl residual/non- ot phased_ _ - o f Benefits of th potential risks are
Protection Zone. bevond sit contamination, in Potential synergistic | significant -signilicant | restoration will Imescaie for enetits orihe | addressed through
eyona site combination with benefic : negative be reducing th potential for wetland and the existi lluti
: eneficial effect of negative : ucing the || _ e existing pollution
Assessment required | boundary. A ; ) : impacts : impacts would | effect of nitrate | reqi
Wat to determine possible | pyiantial for _ from AS19 and followin following _ _ be expected to | reduction
ater impacts on benefits on Poole | Fotential for L oWind mitigation | During this be temporary, | expected to be | Further assessment
hydrogeology. 9 ” cumulative benefits | AS26. Not _ mitigation were to phase the during long- at the planning
arbour it on Poole Harbour if | quantifiable at this | were to occur beneficial : application stage will
Impacts to be restoration includes : occur they preparation term/permane | @pplication stag
appropriately otland fo assist i | restoration to stage. they wouldbe | 11 be effects of the and working. nt. determine impacts
mitigated (DG5). removina nitrates wetland is expected expected wetland would and appropriate
from rogund and | mplemented on during during begin to be felt. mitigation to ensure
Surface Water surfage water AS26 as well. preparation oreparation impacts are not
River Frome runs and working. | o4 significant.
north of the site working.

boundary, and there
are many other
watercourses within
and near the site.

Restoration proposals
should incorporate
gain of wetland
features which will
contribute to the
aspirations of the
England Biodiversity
Strategy. Ensure no
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Receptor®

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term
(<5 yrs)

Medium-
Term (5-10
yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

impacts from this
development and no
increased
sedimentation.

Proposal will reduce
nitrate contamination
of surface water from
agricultural fertiliser

Small area of
northern part of the
site is within Flood
Zones 2 and 3, most
of site within FRZ 1.

Processing plant and
ancillary
infrastructure will be
sited outside of Flood
Zones 2 & 3 and will
not constitute a flood
risk. There will be no
storage of materials
within the flood plain.

Mitigation

Hydrological
assessment required
to determine possible
impacts, on ground
and surface waters,
with appropriate
mitigation to be
implemented.

Where necessary
mitigating measures
should be installed to
maintain groundwater
levels.

Appropriate
arrangements should
be put in place to
ensure that the water
leaving the site and
entering the
rivers/watercourses is
of an acceptable
quality.
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Receptor®

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term
(<5 yrs)

Medium-
Term (5-10
yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

Any fuel on site
should be properly
stored to avoid
contamination in case
of spillage.

Appropriate
arrangements should
be installed for
surface water and silt
collection and fuel
storage to prevent
contamination of
groundwater
resources.

Land Drainage
Consent to be
obtained from Dorset
County Council if
works may affect flow
of an ordinary
watercourse.

Preliminary
Hydrological Risk
Assessment

Refers to risks of
contamination of
controlled waters or
water supplies, due to
spillage/seepage of
fuel or silt in water.
Mitigation includes
ensuring silt is
removed from runoff;
storing fuel in
appropriate manner;
and on-going
monitoring.

Site assessment
(MSDCC 16) refers to
site being within
250m of licensed
water supplies;
ongoing objection of
Environment Agency;
potential impacts on
River Frome SSSI;
and small part of the
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptor® Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short-term Term (5-10 Long-term (10+ Temporary Permanent
(<5 yrs) yrs) yrs)
site is covered by
Flood Zones 2 and 3.
8. To protect and No
improve air quality No significant significant
and reduce the impacts impacts No further DGs
impacts of noise. expected. If | &XPected. It | yes, however as proposed - necessary
Impacts on air quality residualinon- | Sidualnon | restoration | safeguards have
expected to be . significant “significant | proceeds this | Timescale for already been
. . Potential for . negative will reduce potential for included.
negligible. Potential for L negative . !
_ seconaary effects cumulative {mpacts impacts |mpaqts impacts from impacts would | Long- Furth ,
Air No AQMAs will be of dust or air of dust or air None expected followin following workings. be expected to | term/permane LN assessmen
affected by the ollution beyond pollution, in P . miti atign mitigation be temporary, | ntimpacts not | atthe planning -~
working of this site gite boun da}r/y combination with werg 10 occur | Wereto Impacts from during expected. application stage will
proposal. Any dust ' AS26 and AS25. thev would be | 0ccur they | auarry related | preparation determine impacts
resulting from y ted would be traf_flc will OCCUr | and working. anq appropriate
working will be 3xp_ec e expected until completion mitigation to ensure
controlled through operation | during of workings. impacts are not
normal dust- gndpworking pr%paration significant.
suppression " |an
measures. working.
14. To adapt to and If negative Policy CC1 of the
mitigate the impacts impacts Bournemouth, Dorset
of climate change. If negative were to gnd Poole M:(nerals
. . impacts were | occur they | |mpacts from trategy seeks to
Developing the site to occur they | would be qugrry related address and
asaquarry 1 - - would be expected io Wi minimise such
expected to have Potential for Potential for P traffic will occur imoacts throuah
some negative Potential for cumulative impacts | synergistic impacts | €xpected during and | yntil completion | it is expected that effects would ; P irin rg tors t
impacts regarding secondary effects | of GHG production, | of AS19 being during and after of workings. be temporary, and associated tgl?glirlmtg operators to
climate change. due | reésulting from the | in combination with | worked after preparation with the production of GHGs . ideration i
Climatic factors PR 9e; production of AS26 and AS25, simultaneously with | Preparation and However it is not known how consideration climate
primarily to o . nd workin workin , change impacts and
machinery used and greenhouse gases | and/or other site other sites, and a orking. orking. It is not known long the effects of the GHGs their possible
transportation of (GHGs) beyond proposals/ and other | other development, | |tis not known | It is not how long the may last following their mitiggtion for any
mineral away from site boundary. ZXISfI/ng or p;oposed both /oc_z//}l/ and how long the | known how (e;ﬁg[s o: ﬂf]elt production. proposed minerals
site. However, these evelopment. more wiaely. effects of the | long the f sha cre development.
will in relative terms GHGs are felt | effects of | afterthey are
be negligible. after they are | the GHGs | Produced. The development
produced. are felt after management
The Bournemouth, they are policies, e.g. DM 1,
Dorset and Poole produced. also address the

Minerals Strategy

issue of sustainable
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptor® Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short-term Term (5-10 Long-term (10+ Temporary Permanent
(<5 yrs) yrs) yrs)
seeks to address and development and
minimise such seek to minimise
impacts through climate change.
PO"C.y CC1 which Restoration to some
requires operators 1o form of vegetation will
take into _ offer benefits in the
consideration climate form of climate
change impacts and change mitigation
their possible but again these ’
mitigation for any benefits will be
proposed minerals relatively small.
development.
No further DGs
Proposed proposed - necessary
Mitigation: safeguards have
Use energy efficient already been
plant and machinery. included.
Implement restoration
which provides
appropriate habitats
to help to increase
resilience of
flora/fauna.
MSDCC 16 -
Criterion C22: Site
will rely on road
transport, although
conveyors will be
used to move
material to the
processing plant
within the site
(MM53).
NB - The term
'material assets' for
the purposes of this
assessment is taken
:[: referlto NaIuraI . Benefits of | Benefits of No further DGs
ssets including Benefits of i I i I I Benefits are temporary and will roposed - necessar
. minerals and land. mineral supply mineral minera’ supply enetl mporary brop y
Material assets BUi Not expected. Not expected. Not expected. S supply while | decrease as site | decrease as site is worked and safeguards have
uilt assets are while site is e .
considered to be working. site is is worked and restored. glready been
working. restored. included.

covered through
other aspects of this
assessment.

The Sustainability
Appraisal includes
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptor® Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short-term Term (5-10 Long-term (10+ Temporary Permanent
(<5 yrs) yrs) yrs)

the following

Sustainability

Objectives:

10. To conserve and

safeguard mineral

resources.

11. To promote the

use of alternative

materials.

12. To provide an

adequate and

affordable supply of

minerals to meet

society's needs.

The SA notes that the

site would make an

important contribution

to the supply of

minerals, but does

not promote the use

of alternative

minerals.

Impacts on BMV land

and Existing

Settlements are

referred to elsewhere

in this assessment.

6. To maintain, N

conserve and Given the potential No significant | No

enhance the historic | pptential for for archaeological 'mpacts significant

environment secondary effects remains in this part exp_ecteld. If impacts ¢ | Potential No further DGs

(including on archaeological of the Frome Valley, | potential loss of residual/non- | expected. adverse impact proposed - necessary

; ; there is potential for : significant residual/non ) safeguards have
archaeological remains beyond the PUE comprehensive - i nifi on the setting of
: etori . . cumulative impacts - negative -significant : already been

buildi . from the existing haeoloav of th Impacts negative , " | Setting of included.
Cultural heritage | Su'@!Ngs, event that workings archaeology of the following impacts depending on etting of ,

conservation areas, | o5t in significant | 210 PrOPOSed Frome Valley if itigati i the stage of Frome Bridge - | Potential for | Fyrther assessment
- e , mineral workinas : mitigation following tag :

ist | Mistoric parks and | ¢ gjte changes to g cumulative itiqati hasin see short to loss of at the plannin
archaeology/hist 9 and other non- : were to occur | mitigation P g. e p! g
. gardens and other | 4 0/09y , archaeological loss long term archaeology. | application stage will

oric landscapes locally distinctive . mineral oceurs and assets they would be | were to Yes, however impacts. determine impacts

features and their These are developments in the | gre not adequately expected OCler they phased _ and appropriate

settings). addressed through | event that preserved or during would be restoration will mitigation to ensure

_ _ the DG for archaeological recorded. preparation expected be reducing the im gacts are not

Poten’f[lal for direct Historic/Cultural remains are and working. | during impacts. sigelificant

g‘:gﬁ:e% lc(;n cal Environment. damaged or Potential preparation '

remains aﬁd survivin de;troyed without adverse i i

g being adequately impact on the working.

earthworks of
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptor® Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic S?fsrt;ri;m Term (5-10 Long-‘t;:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent
yrs)
watermeadow recorded or setting of Potential
systems. Potential preserved. Frome Bridge, | adverse
for impact on the AS19 AS25 and depending on | impact on
setting of Frome ’ the stage of the setting
Bridge. These are ASZG each ha\_/e 2 phasing of Frome
addres.sed through requirement within . Bridge
the DG 2 ) the DGs for. depenéling
‘Historic/Cultural archaeological on the stage
Environment’ assessment and of phasing
(MM57.1) evaluation. The :
s MPA can secure
mitigation through
planning application
process if this is
required, or refuse
consent where
adverse impacts
cannot be
appropriately
mitigated
6. To maintain,
conserve and
::\r;iar gﬁ?nt::th'sm"c No significant No
g ) impacts o
archacological expected. If | significant
sites, historic Potential for residual/non- Ien;p:gtz 41 | impacts not There may be | No further DGs
buildings impacts from significant P dualn P 1od 10 b some changes | Proposed - necessary
conservation areas simultaneous negative ey 'l;'a i e.xpgfc_: ant If any i to the safeguards have
historic parks and ’ existing and impacts -significant | signi |qa|r1t. any |mg;§cts landscape but glready been
gardens and other potential mineral folowhg inn?g:g’:/se Zg\tzr:g: impact '?r:reolljjer?trlnlgga the open noluded.
Cultural heritage | Jocally distinctive workings, along with mitigation foII%wing varying pact, | etailged character of Further assessment
- historic features and their None expected. other non-mineral Not expected. were to occur mitigation according to the | assessment the landscape | at the planning
buildings settings). developments, wil they woud be were to stage of phasing | these are likely | "I P application stage will
: _ require expected ge ot phasing Y| maintained. determine impact
. : r the - phased to be pacts
No leely Slgnlflcant Environmental dunng occu y P . . See and appropriate
Effects identified Impact Assessment preparation would be restoration will ) temporary Restoration o ShProp
: xpected be reducing the o mitigation to ensure
through assessment at the stage of and working. | €XPecC \ 9 Vision of the | ; ts are not
to date. However as planning application . during impacts. DGs (MM57) IMpacts are no
a precaution the DGs ' varying preparation significant.
require assessment according to and
of any affected the stage of working.

heritage assets and
their settings
(MM57.1).

phasing.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptor® Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic S?fsrt;ri;m Term (5-10 Long-‘t;:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent
yrs)

There could be

cumulative

visual/landscape

impacts, depending

on how much of

previous working of

other parts of the

existing site have

been effectively
7. To maintain, restored when the
conserve and North East
enhance the Extension is worked.
andscape, This should be
townsca%e addressed at the
seascape and the planning application N

stage. Full visual o No further
coast. impact assessment No significant | Sianificant modifications
The landscape is will be required, to impacts Impacts There may be | proposed for AS19.
open and agricultural identify impacts and | potential for expected. It | &Xpected. If some changes

: . synergistic impacts if | residual/non- o . to the .
development has the | Landscape impacts ) , o -significant duration of land b Landscape/Visual
ial to i beyond the site There is potential for | AS19 and AS26 significant negative preparation andscape but |, jyresses the loss
photentla to |mp<;>icr'[1 on boundary are cumulative adverse | were worked negative impacts Yes, however and working the open of boundary
;[ edopenness of this possible, however | visual impacts in simultaneously and | impacts following phased _ The site will be character of hedgerows/trees
Landscape andscape. ’ combination with without appropriate | following e restoration will the landscape '
o these are . o e mitigation . restored, but )

Existing and new AS25 and AS26. phasing. This is mitigation be reducing the . will be Further assessment
g addressed through were to . restoration S ;
hedgerows and DG5 This is addressed addressed through | were to occur oceur they impacts. cannot be maintained. at the pl.annlng .
blocks of woodland | 1| angscape/Visual' | through proposed | PP osed they wouldbe | 14 be exactly as the See application stage will
provide an element of modification to the modifications to the | expected expected site was Restoration determine impacts

natural screening DG (MM54). DGs (MM54) during during ' Vision of the aqq ap_proprlate
which would assist in L preparation reparation DGs (MM57) mitigation to ensure
the mitigation of any Potential risk of loss and working. | PP impacts are not
quarry development of existing : and significant.

' hedges/tree belts in working.

Potential risk of loss
of existing
hedges/tree belts.
This is addressed in
the Landscape/Visual
DG.

combination with
adjacent site AS26,
due to shared
boundary. This is
addressed in the
Landscape/Visual
DG for AS19.

MSP
'Landscape/Visual’
DG 5 notes: A
Landscape and
Visual Impact
Assessment will be
required, with
appropriate

Page 68 of 209




Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptor® Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic S?fsrt;ri;m Term (5-10 Long-‘t;:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent
yrs)
mitigation identified
and implemented in
order to minimise
impacts on
surroundings,
including possible
cumulative impacts
with restoration of
the current site.
Mitigation:
health and quality of | is some 900m on surroundings of
life of the away. East working along with
Impact on Sensitive .?_?nocﬂfgn”;i:zﬁ’ Farm proposed site
Human Receptors: 700m to the north o be. taker] nto
There are two and Pallinaton consideration and Impacts will be
properties within the | 20 nort% cast mitigated against. addressed at the
proposed allocation Crossways is The main cumulative No No permanent | njanning application
boundary and further | - roximyatel 13 | impactwould occur No significant significant negative stage as required by
residences and kr%pto the soJ/th ' if this site proposal | Fotential for impacts impacts Impacts planning policy, e.g.
businesses within ' was to be worked synergistic impacts expected. If expected. If expected as Policy DM2 of the
Amenity 250-500m. The site is | Secondary effects | simultaneously with | through noise, residual/non- residual/non the open Minerals Strategy
_ _ large enough thatit | on amenity beyond | the proposed AS19 | affecting tranquillity | o= = -significant nature of the | 2014,
NB this section | should be possible to | the site boundary | AS26 Hurst Farm across a wider area, | 29" negative landscape will No further D
relates primarily | screen these are possible. W if AS19 and AS26 negative impacts ves, however Yes - for be reinstated o further DGs
i . oodsford impacts . phased . ; proposed - necessary
tovisual | residences However, these are | Extension were worked tollow following roration will | duration of following toonards have
amenity; noise Is | satisfactorily. addressed through immediatély to the simultaneously and rr?it?vgtri]c?n mitigation rbeesrce):jatjgg V\frlhe preparation working. :ﬁe 3&1 boon
considered Development would | the DG for ‘Other | \yest east. This without appropriate werg 0 occur | Were to impacts 9 and working. There may be | incly dg q
separately above | jikely require Issues'in the MSP | could lead to phasing. This is thev would be | ©¢cur they pacts. long term, '
E'”d?thubma” appropriate mitigation | (MM56). disturbance to addressed through exp):ectelél would be permanent Further assessment
ealth above. (such as visual and An EIA will also be | properties on the proposed during expected positive effects | at the planning
noise attenuation carried out as part | north side of the modifications to the preparation during . if restoration application stage will
bunding, standoffs) to of a planning Frome. The working | DGs and working preparation gives rise to determine impacts
limit impacts (DG5). application and of these sites will be | and recreational and appropriate
. , . hased to ensure working. opportunities. | Mitigation to ensure
DG ‘Other’ also appropriate phase pp

states that ‘... it may
be necessary to limit
extraction to the
winter months only on
some parts of these
sites.’ If necessary,
this would provide
mitigation (MM56)

mitigation will be
required. For
example visual and
noise attenuation
bunds and reducing
noise at source
where possible and
appropriate.

that they do not
work in adjacent
areas
simultaneously. The
northern boundary
of the site has been
pulled back to
provide a greater
buffer.

impacts are not
significant.
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Receptor®

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term
(<5 yrs)

Medium-
Term (5-10

yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

There is also
potential for
cumulative impacts
on amenity if this
site was to be
worked at the same
time as AS25, and
material from AS25
was processed in a
plant located on
AS26. There is also
potential for impact if
this site was worked
when other
development was
ongoing in the
vicinity. This is
addressed in the
'‘Other’ section of the
DG@Gs for this site.

Potential for
cumulative effects
on amenity beyond
the site boundary, in
combination with
AS26 and AS25.

These are
addressed through
the DG for 'Other' in
the MSP

AS19 Woodsford
Quarry Extension

Possible in-
combination effects.

There is potential for cumulative effects in relation to biodiversity; human health; soil; water; air/dust; climate/GHGs; cultural heritage (archaeology/Listed Buildings); landscape and amenity.

In most cases impacts would be expected in the short to medium term. In the longer term, as restoration proceeds, impacts are expected to reduce. Proposed modification to the DGs requires

cumulative impacts to be taken into consideration. The MPA is satisfied that identified impacts can be satisfactorily addressed by DGs and existing/proposed policy.

There is potential for in-combination effects in relation to landscape, amenity and heritage. This could occur in the short to medium term in respect of landscape which contributes to the setting of heritage
assets and where the amenity of residents and visitors could be affected by visual/noise impacts in this open landscape. In the long term restoration ensures that the open landscape will be maintained.

There is potential for increased public access, which would provide long-term amenity benefits.
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AS25 Station Road

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ? If following r_nltlgatlon there Is still a r!sk_of hegative LS.E’ or o.f non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?
Fieceptor6 Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Shortytresr)m (<5 M?g!l::)n y1r':)rm Long ‘t;:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent
The permanent
change of at
least part of the
site area from
intensive
agriculture to
mineral
extraction, with
restoration to
agriculture and
2. To maintain, other_tl)Jlses Further assessment
conserve and ﬁ]%?jélr?' , at the planning
enhance wetlan dgcoul 4 | Positive Benefits from _ application stage will
biodiversity ootentially cumulative effect loss of nitrate Benefits from determine impacts
Potential risk of loss | reduce nitrate | in reduction of g%u;s ethg?/iﬂ&_ ;zsitgftzlrtgateh and appropriate
of existing levels in nitrates on Potential 9 P roug Benefits from _mltlgatlon to ensure
g o] S o , ar. use from restoration of \ , mpacts are not
© hedges/tree belts receiving biodiversity (with | synergistic . agriculture during | part of the site to | 108s of nitrate Benefits from 'mpac
o noted in MSP waters of the | AS19.and AS26) | peneficial effect | 2Ee/MS from - - inputs through | loss of nitrate significant.
reparation and | non-agricultural o 9
oc Landscape/Visual R. Frome i of reduction of loss of nitrate prepe g change of land- | inputs through No further
c | Biodiversity (incl. NG5 . d , Potent/a/ trates f inputs through working. use. ; torati y dificat
O | flora and fauna) groundwater cumulative nitrates from change of land- | However as the | Further use from restoration o modifications
= This is addressed and ultimately | ggverse effect on | AS19, AS25 and use from oW g " agriculture part of the site to | proposed for AS25.
o through the Poole Harbour | Rjver Frome if AS26. Not agriculture ls’fed’s_ r l‘?lft?’ e assessment will | during site non-agricultural | pge bronosed for
n Historic/Cultural (SPA and water quality is | quantifiable at . an b s kl elyto | be rezg/red preparation and | use. Historic/Cultural
Te) Heritage DG2 and | amsan) affected through this stage. ggojricilc;tuioe (at ;i}gri:rulltzgr}a//non— working. Environment (DG2)
Sl) through a If this can be ths(f nges being least in part) agricultural will protect and
< requirement to secured there | WOrke which will reduce | restoration. prevent loss of
assess impacts and | would be simultaneously. benefits. boundary
identify/implement strategic nature hedgerows/trees
mitigation. conservation (MM61.1).
gain.
Risk of impact
on Frome SSSI
(e.g. silt) during
site
clearance/work
ing unless
carefully
managed
(DG1).
Human health - | g, To protect and The main Potential for No significant No significant Yes, however Yes - for No permanent No further DGs
including noise ir.nprove air quality cumulative impact | synergistic impacts impacts phased duration of negative health | proposed - necessary
would occur if this | impacts if AS25 expected. If expected. If restoration will be | preparation and | impacts are safeguards have

® Receptors are environmental features (for the purposes of Strategic Environmental Assessment) identified through Plan & Sustainability Appraisal preparation that could potentially be affected by the proposal
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

F{eceptor6 Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Shortytresr)m (<5 M(—;:g|1u(r)n y‘:’se)rm Long ‘t;:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent
and reduce the Potential for site proposal was | and AS26 were residual/non- residual/non- reducing the working. As expected already been
impacts of noise. impacts to be worked worked significant significant impacts. phased following included.
Noise mitigation will bgyond edge of simultaneous/y simu{taneous/y. negati_ve impacts negatiye impacts restoration restora}tion. Further assessment
be addressed at the site - all with the proposed | This is addressed fo!lgwmg fo!lpwmg _proceeds,_ Pot_entla! for at the planning
planning application necessary AS26 Hurst Farm, | through proposed | mitigation were mitigation were to impacts will positive impacts application stage will
. mitigation to be | to the north west. | modifications to to occur they occur they would reduce. on heath if L
stage, with : . . determine impacts
appropriate in pla}ce before | This is addressed | the DGs (MM60) | would be _ be gxpected restoration and appropriate
mitigation to be worl_qng throqgh p_ropqsed expecteq during | during _ prowdes green mitigation to ensure
included in the begins. modifications in preparation and | preparation and infrastructure impacts are not
the ' Cumulative working. working. links.

development of the
site.

Mitigation.

Environmental
protection measures
to reduce dust and
ensure noise is
appropriately
mitigated.

17. To sustain the
health and quality
of life of the

population

Impact on Sensitive
Human Receptors

Residential
properties adjacent
to site and in vicinity
of site. Site is large
enough to include
appropriate
mitigation to
adequately screen
surrounding
properties from
visual/noise
impacts.

Development is
likely to require
appropriate
mitigation (such as
visual and noise
attenuation bunding,
standoffs) to limit
impacts.

Mitigation:
Provision of
appropriate

Impacts' section
of the DGs
(MME60).

There is potential
for cumulative
adverse impacts
in combination
with AS26 Hurst
Farm. This is
addressed
through proposed
modifications in
the 'Other’
section of the
DGs.

significant.
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If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?
F{eceptor6 Comments
Short-term (<5 Medium-Term Long-term (10+
yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs)

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Temporary Permanent

mitigation, following
assessment of likely
impacts.

9. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance soil
quality.

Site
contains/comprises

good to moderate
quality agricultural

land. Working the No further DGs
_site will have o . ' proposed - necessary
impacts on this soil. There is potential safeguards have
R . for cumulative No significant No significant
Sr?clzllsrt\a’vrwot\)/‘zsﬂpgsd adverse impacts impacts impacts ﬁ:g?jggd??\lec? further
stored through loss of expected. If expected. If Yes - for Depending on DGs proposed -
: good quality residual/non- residual/non- duration of final restoration | hecessary
It is expected that agricultural land significant significant Yes, however preparation and there is potential | Safeguards have
restoration will None in combination negative impacts | negative impacts | phased working. As that some BMV | already been
Soil return at least part xpected with losses at None expected. | following following restoration will be | phased land could be included.

of the land to exp ' AS19 and AS26 mitigation were mitigation were to | reducing the restoration lost. There will
original ground and existing to occur they occur they would | impacts. proceeds, t;); ﬁo ofefall Further assessment
levels, and will quarries in the would be be expected impacts will oS of SOl atthe planning
restore the quality of vicinity. expected during | during reduce. : application stage will
the land. However, no loss preparation and preparation and de;[jermme |rr.1ptacts

e iIs i ' ' and appropriate
Mitigation. Z;;ggfelj. working. working. mitigation to ensure
Soil to be properly ir_npgqts are not
stripped and stored significant.

prior to working;
protected during
working; and
returned as part of
restoration.

Restoration to
include high quality
agricultural land.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

F{eceptor6 Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Shortytresr)m (<5 Mt:zg|1u(r)n y‘:’se)rm Long ‘t;:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent
4. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance the
quality of ground,
surface and sea
waters and
manage the
consumption of
‘;v:;?;ilnnagle wa If residual/non-
v No significant | Significant
Site working and Potential for imoacts negative impacts
restoration has the | secondary No significant exgecte d. If following
potential to reduce | offects of Potential for impacts residual/non- mitigation were
flow of nitrates into | gjjzation or fuel | cumulative expected. If sianificant to occur they
the groundwater, contamination | impacts of residual/non- nggative impacts would be No further
the Frome and beyond site siltation or fuel significant following expected during modifications are
ultimately Poole boundary. contamination, in negative impacts mitigation were to preparation and proposed to the DGs;
Harbour ) combination with | potential following thev would working. _ potential risks are
. Potential for | AS26 and AS19. | synergistic mitigation were | PoCUr teY VOU , Timescale for _ addressed through
Applicants or impacts of _ venoficial offect | to occur they be expected Restoration to potential for Benefits of the existing pollution
developers should | gyz/ity and Potential for . would be during some impacts would | effects of nitrate | control regime
be aware of their quantity of cumulative of reduction of exoected durin preparation and | combination of be expected to | reduction '
Water responsibilities to water flowing | benefits on Poole nitrates from pectec 9 | working. agriculture and | pe tem ted to b Further assessment
; preparation and ; lemporary, expected to be :
ensure that the through Harbour if AS19, AS25 and working There may be non-agricultural | gyring long- atthe planning
operations do not Moreton. restoration AS26. Not ' ositive impacts | US€ would preparation and | term/permanent. | @pplication stage will
interfere with _ involving quantifiable at There may be P tracti P reduce any non- | working. determine impacts
riparian owners' Potential for reduction in this stage. positive impacts | 2° dex racr:onl | significant and appropriate
common law rights | benefits on level/intensity of in the short term | 'éauces the leve impacts mitigation to ensure

to receive water
undiminished in
quantity or quality.

MSP under
'Hydrology/Flood
Risk' DG3 notes
that a water course
flows eastwards
through Moreton
Village from the
vicinity of the site.
Development of this
site must ensure
that the flow of
water is not affected
in any way.

Poole Harbour
if restoration
reduces level
and intensity of
farming and
fertiliser inputs.

farming is
implemented on
AS19 and AS26
as well.

as extraction
reduces the level
and intensity of
faming and
fertiliser inputs.

and intensity of
faming and
fertiliser inputs. If
land is restored
to agriculture
these benefits
may reduce.

associated with
quarrying, but
would also
increase impacts
associated with
nitrates in ground
and surface
water.

impacts are not
significant.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

F{eceptor6 Comments
. . . Short-term (<5 Medium-Term Long-term (10+
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs) Temporary Permanent
8. To protect and
improve air quality
and reduce the
impacts of noise. No significant No significant No further DGs
_ impacts impacts Yes, however as proposed - necessary
Any dust resulting expected. If expected. If . _ safeguards have
from working will be res?idual/r;on- resF)iduaI/ﬁon- restoration | Timescale for already been
controlled through | Potential for | Potential for ificant  ificant proceeds this will | potential for included.
d Iati significan significan: reduce impacts | i i d Lona-
normal dust- seconaary cumulative negative impacts | negative impacts : IMpacts wou ong Furth
Air suppression effects of dust | impacts of dustor | \ oo o oed Nollowin followin from workings. be expected to | term/permanent | Further assessment
measures or air pollution | air pollution, in P ' L oWing owing Impacts from be temporary, | impacts not atthe planning
. : A . mitigation were mitigation were to : application stage will
L beyond site combination with to occur the occur thev would | quarry related during expected. Hon
Mitigation. boundary. AS26 and AS19. y y traffic will occur | Preparation and determine impacts

Environmental

would be
expected during

be expected
during

until completion

working.

and appropriate
mitigation to ensure

Climatic factors

’?J?”[eedclj?:ﬂi'[azﬁges preparation and | preparation and of workings. impacts are not

oo working. working. significant.
ensure noise is
appropriately
mitigated.
14. To adapt to .
and mitigate the EOI'CY CCH ,[O}:tge i
impacts of climate ournemouth, Lorse
change. g?d tPooIe Mll?etrals

rategy seeks to

Developing the site address and
as a quarry is minimise such
expected to have Impacts not Impacts not Impacts not impacts through

some negative
impacts regarding
climate change, due
primarily to
machinery used and
transportation of
mineral away from
site. However,
these will in relative
terms be negligible.

The Bournemouth,
Dorset and Poole
Minerals Strategy
seeks to address
and minimise such
impacts through
Policy CC1 which
requires operators
to take into
consideration
climate change
impacts and their
possible mitigation

Potential for
secondary
effects
resulting from
the production
of greenhouse
gases (GHGs)
beyond site
boundary.

Potential for
cumulative
impacts of GHG
production, in
combination with
AS26 and AS19,
and/or other site
proposals/ and
other existing or
proposed
development.

Potential for
synergistic
impacts of AS25
being worked
simultaneously
with other sites,
and other
development,
both locally and
more widely.

expected to be
significant. If any
negative impacts
were to occur
they would be
expected during
and after
preparation and
working.

It is not known
how long the
effects of the
GHGs are felt
after they are
produced.

expected to be
significant. If any
negative impacts
were to occur
they would be
expected during
and after
preparation and
working.

It is not known
how long the
effects of the
GHGs are felt
after they are
produced.

expected to be
significant. If any
impacts were to
occur they would
be expected
during and after
preparation and
working.

It is not known
how long the
effects of the
GHGs are felt
after they are
produced.

It is expected that effects would be
temporary, and associated with the
production of GHGs . However it is
not known how long the effects of
the GHGs may last following their

production.

requiring operators to
take into
consideration climate
change impacts and
their possible
mitigation for any
proposed minerals
development.

The development
management
policies, e.g. DM 1,
also address the
issue of sustainable
development and
seek to minimise
climate change.

Restoration to some
form of vegetation
will offer benefits in
the form of climate
change mitigation,
but again these
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Fieceptor6

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

for any proposed
minerals
development.

The development
management
policies, e.g. DM 1,
also address and
seek to minimise
the issue of
sustainable
development and
climate change.

Restoration to some
form of vegetated
environment will
offer benefits in the
form of climate
change mitigation,
including provision
of habitat for
wildlife, but again
these will be
relatively small.

Mitigation.

Use energy efficient
plant and
machinery.

Implement
restoration which
provides
appropriate habitats
to help to increase
resilience of
flora/fauna.

benefits will be
relatively small.

No further DGs
proposed - necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.
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Fieceptor6

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary Permanent

Comments

Material assets

NB - The term
'material assets' for
the purposes of this
assessment is taken
to refer to Natural
Assets including
minerals and land.
Built assets are
considered to be
covered through
other aspects of this
assessment.

The Sustainability
Appraisal includes
the following
Sustainability
Objectives:

10. To conserve
and safeguard
mineral resources.

11. To promote the
use of alternative
materials.

12. To provide an
adequate and
affordable supply
of minerals to
meet society's
needs.

The SA notes that
the site would make
an important
contribution to the
supply of minerals,
but does not
promote the use of
alternative minerals.

Impacts on
agricultural land and
Existing Settlements
are referred to
elsewhere in this
assessment.

Not expected.

Not expected.

Not expected.

Benefits of
mineral supply
while site is
working.

Benefits of
mineral supply
while site is
working.

Benefits of
mineral supply
decrease as site
is worked and
restored.

Benefits are temporary and will
decrease as site is worked and
restored.

No further DGs
proposed - necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

F{eceptor6 Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Shortytresr)m (<5 Mig';’g‘ y‘:’:)rm Long ‘t;:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent
Given the
potential for
archaeological
remains in this
part of the Frome
Valley, there is
potential for
cumulative
6. To maintain, impacts from the
conserve and Potential for existing and
enhance the secondary proposed mineral Potential adverse
historic effects on workings and impact on the
environment archaeological | other non-mineral Potential adverse | Potential adverse | Moreton
(including remains developments in impact on the impact on the Conservation
archaeological beyond the site | the event that Moreton Moreton Area and its
z:ﬁz,i:lsstonc boundary in the | archaeological Potential loss of | Conservation Conservation setting, and No further DGs
consergat,ion evem" that remains are co;npreheg.?/ve . Areg and its Are_a and its Listed E%uﬂdmgz, proposed - necessary
areas, historic | wonioant | destioyed without | the archasology | ccumg.and | selting.and | e, s e
parks and gardens | f gjte being adequately | of the Frome d:;;i(:ldiglg cl)r;]gti,e di:;Zn dirl:Ig (l)r:]gti’e I aettlr;g of Potential for loss ;’i‘ L?Sdé’d.een
Cultural heritage | @nd otherlocally | c510es 10 recorded or Valley if stage of phasing. | stage of phasing mpacts ant b Core on of archaeology.
istinctive ; : urther assessmen
- distinct .| hydrology. preserved, cumulative ' ' e_xpe_fc_:te tto | fe Aonserv(;a'[ll_(?r][ 4 | Potential for Furth : t
Archaeology/hist | features and their b iy including archaeological Impacts not Impacts not signiticant. It any Br‘?l?j'an ISte changes to the atthe planning
oric landscapes | settings). otential for cumulative loss /impacton | expectedtobe | expectedtobe | negative impacts | Buildings - see | © 0 & - application stage will

Potential for direct
impacts on
archaeological
remains

Potential for impact
on the historic
landscape.

Potential for impact
on Moreton
Conservation Area
and its setting.

impacts on the
Moreton
Conservation
Area beyond
site boundary.

These are
addressed
through DG2
‘Historic/Cultur
al Environment’
(MM61.1)

impacts upon
hydrology. AS19,
AS25 and AS26
each have a
requirement
within the DGs for
archaeological
assessment and
evaluation. The
MPA can secure
mitigation through
planning
application
process if this is
required, or
refuse consent
where adverse
impacts cannot
be appropriately
mitigated.

hydrology occurs
and assets are
not adequately
preserved or
recorded.

significant. If any
negative impacts
were to occur
they would be
expected during
and after
preparation and
working.

significant. If any
negative impacts
were to occur
they would be
expected during
and after
preparation and
working.

were to occur
they would be
expected during
and after
preparation and
working.

Phased
restoration will be
reducing the
impacts.

short to long
term impacts.

landscape

determine impacts
and appropriate
mitigation to ensure
impacts are not
significant.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

F{eceptor6 Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short‘-ltresr)m (<5 M?g|1u(r)n ;‘:’se)rm Long-‘tl(:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent
6. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance the
historic
environment
(including
archaeological
sites, historic
buildings,
conservation
areas, historic
parks and gardens
apd_oth_e r locally Potential adverse
distinctive impact on the
features and their Moreton
settings). Potential adverse | Potential adverse | conservation
i i _ impact on the impact on the Area and i
I\?r:zgogni%?ﬁ ;Sides Potential for Moreton Moreton se?t?ng : gnt;
with an informal impacts from Conservation Conservation Listed Buildings, No further DGs
avenue of trees and simultaneous Area and its Area and its depending on the proposed - necessary
shrubs. The two Potential for | €XSting and setting, and setting, and stage of phasing. safeguards have
- - potential mineral Listed Buildings, | Listed Buildings i . already been
closest listed impacts on the : S gs, gs, Setting of Potential for loss | ; y
buildings are sited | Moreton workings, along depending on the | depending on the | Impacts not Moreton of archaeology included.
Cultural heritage | to face along the Conservation | Wt other non- stage of phasing. | stage of phasing. | @XPectedtobe | v 0o " | Furth t
ietari mineral significant. If any , Potential for urther assessmen
- historic road rather than Area and deve/opments Not eXpeCted. |mpacts not |mpacts not nega’[ive impaCtS Area and Listed at the p|ann|ng
idi ; ; - ) idi . changes to the A ,
buildings across it at the site. | Listed will require expected tobe | expectedtobe | were to occur Buildings - see istor application stage will
The avenue of trees | Buildings Environmental significant. If any | significant. If any | they would be short to long | 'S(;)”C determine impacts
will limit impacts on | beyond site Impact negative impacts | negative impacts | gxpected during | 1™ IMPacts. andscape and appropriate
these buildings and | boundary. Assessment at were to occur were to occur and after mitigation to ensure
their settings. the stage of they would be they would be preparation and impacts are not
The presence of planning exp(;eitted during exgecftted during | working. significant.
: inati and after and after
?Sisetish§;|:]2%$UteS a application. preparation and | preparation and Yﬁs’ hgwever
constraint that has working. working. phase

been given
considerable weight
and importance.
Mitigation

Full heritage
assessment
required to be
carried out, with
appropriate
mitigation identified
and implemented as
required.

If the impacts
cannot be mitigated

restoration will be
reducing the
impacts.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

F{eceptor6 Comments
. . . Short-term (<5 Medium-Term Long-term (10+
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs) Temporary Permanent
satisfactorily the site
will not be
developed
The DGs require
assessment of any
affected heritage
assets and their
settings.
7. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance the
landscape,
including
townscape,
seascape and the
coast.
Development will
create a medium There is limited No further
adverse impact on otential for modifications
the openness of the g mulative Impacts not proposed for AS25.
river valley pasture .
Iandscapey a?nd a adverse visual Impacts not Impacts not e_xpgfqted 0 It?e Yes - for There may be EGS prc;go?ed flor
significant adverse impacts in expected to be expected to be significant. Fany |y, ation of some changes istoric/Gultura
> combination with significant. If any | significant. If any | "S92tVe IMPACIS | oo ation and | to the landscape Environment will
impact on the A s o were to occur ; protect and prevent
pattern of field S26. negative impacts | negative impacts thev would be working. The but the open loss of boundar
boundar None A Landscape and were to occur were to occur y . site will be character of the y
Landscape hed y /t expected Visual | " t Not expected they would be they would be expected during restored, but landscape will hedgerows/trees.
edgerows/trees : isual Impac _ : ], ape
andgcopses. assessment will expected during | expected during ;p:pgfrtaetzon and | restoration be maintained. | Further assessment
o be required, to and after and after . cannot be See Restoration | at the planning
Ex:js’:!ng he]fitgerows identify impacts preparation and | preparation and \r’g;t[lélrna%iomvailﬁ %‘i exactly as the Vision of the application stage will
and lines of trees . : : ; ine i
orovide an element igforgfj-ﬁagg} as working. working. re ducitng the site was. DGs gﬁ;eranglpnri F|)rrri1§’[aec’[s
i ’ impacts. Y
ofhnar’:ural slcreemng L andscape/Visual P mitigation to ensure
which wou d _aSS|st impacts are not
gln’;h(equrglrtrlsatlon of significant.
development.
Potential risk of loss
existing field
boundaries. This is
addressed in the
Historic/Cultural
Environment DG2
(MM61.1).
Amenity Moreton There is potential Impacts not Impacts not Yes. however No permanent Impacts will be
_ _ 17. To sustain the | Village is for cumulative Not expected expected to be expected to be hased Yes - for changes addressed at the
NB this section | health and quality | adjacent to the | impacts on significant. If any [ significant. If any ?estoration will be duration of expected planning application

relates primarily

eastern end of

amenity if this site

negative impacts

negative impacts

stage as required by
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

F{eceptor6 Comments
. . . Short-term (<5 Medium-Term Long-term (10+
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs) Temporary Permanent
to visual of life of the the site. The was to be worked were to occur were to occur reducing the preparation and | Potential for planning policy, e.g.
amenity; noise is | population size of the site | at the same time they would be they would be impacts. working. positive impacts | Policy DM2 of the

considered

separately above

under Human
Health above.

Impact on Sensitive
Human Receptors:

Residential

properties adjacent
to site and in vicinity

of site.

Development would

likely require
appropriate

mitigation (such as

visual and noise

attenuation bunding,
standoffs) to limit

impacts.

Mitigation:
Provision of
appropriate

mitigation, following
assessment of likely

impacts.

and the level of
the existing
tree screening
should make it
possible to
effectively
screen the
workings from
the village.

Quarry traffic
will not enter
the village or
travel on
Station
Road/C33
itself, as
required by
DG4
Transport/Acce
ss.

Vehicular
access will be
directly onto
the B3390

only.

The conveyor
system would
take mineral
directly to the
processing
plant at AS26,
going under
both the B3390
and the C38.

Villages along
the B3390 may
be affected by
site traffic
depending on
where the site
is accessed.

Potential for
secondary
effects on
amenity
beyond the site
boundary.

as AS26, and
material from
AS25 was
processed in a
plant located on
AS26. If this
occurred there
could be a further
cumulative impact
in combination
with AS19.

There is also
potential for
impact if this site
was worked when
other
development was
ongoing in the
vicinity. This is
addressed in the
'‘Cumulative
impacts’ section
of the DGs for
this site (MME60).
Potential for
cumulative effects
on amenity
beyond the site
boundary, in
combination with
AS26.

expected during
and after
preparation and
working.

expected during
and after
preparation and
working.

in the long term,
permanent if the
landscape is
improved
through the
introduction of
green
infrastructure
links whilst
maintaining the
open character.

Minerals Strategy
2014.

No further DGs

proposed - necessary

safeguards have
already been

included. No further

DGs proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.

Further assessment

at the planning

application stage will

determine impacts
and appropriate

mitigation to ensure

impacts are not
significant.
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Fieceptor6

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ? negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Comments

Short-term (<5 Medium-Term Long-term (10+

Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs)

Temporary Permanent

These are
addressed
through the DG
for 'Other’ in
the MSP.

An EIA will also
be carried out
as part of a
planning
application and
appropriate
mitigation will
be required.
For example
visual and
noise
attenuation
bunds and
reducing noise
at source
where possible
and
appropriate.

Crossways is
approximately
1 km away.

AS25 Station Road

Possible in-
combination effects.

There is potential for in-combination effects in relation to biodiversity; human health; soil; water; air/dust; climate/GHGs; cultural heritage (archaeology/Listed Buildings); landscape and amenity. This could
occur in the short to medium term in respect of landscape which contributes to the setting of heritage assets and where the amenity of residents and visitors could be affected by visual/noise impacts if
there is a loss of existing tree belts.

There is potential for in-combination effects in relation to landscape, amenity and heritage. This could occur in the short to medium term in respect of landscape which contributes to the setting of heritage
assets and where the amenity of residents and visitors could be affected by visual/noise impacts if there is a loss of existing tree belts. In the long term restoration ensures that the openness of the river
valley pasture will be maintained. Potential long term benefits through restoration, including possible creation of multi-functional green infrastructure which is identified in the restoration vision.

Potential long term benefits through restoration, including possible creation of multi-functional green infrastructure which is identified in the restoration vision. Proposed modification to the DGs requires
cumulative impacts to be taken into consideration .

In most cases impacts would be expected in the short to medium term. In the longer term, as restoration proceeds, impacts are expected to reduce. There is potential for increased public access, which
would provide long-term amenity benefits. Proposed modification to the DGs requires cumulative impacts to be taken into consideration. The MPA is satisfied that identified impacts can be satisfactorily
addressed by DGs and existing/proposed policy.
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AS26 Hurst Farm

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor7 Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term | Long-term (10+ Temporary Permanent
yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs)
The permanent
change of at
least part of the
site area from
intensive
agriculture to
mineral
extraction
restored to No further
extensive Potential risk of modifications
grassland and loss of existing proposed for AS26.
water bodies hedges/tree belts
would be likely | in combination Impacts not DGs proposed for
to result in a with adjacent site Impacts not expected to be Historic/Cultural
reduction in AS19, due to Impacts not e_xpe_c;ted to be S|gn|f|_can.t. If any ' Enwronment (DG 2)
2. To maintain, nitrate levels in | shared boundary. e_xpgc_:ted to be S|gn|f|cant_. If negative impacts Benefits from will protect and
£ conserve and receiving waters Positi S|gn|f|.can.t. If any any negative were to occur {oss of nitrate prevent loss of
= enhance biodiversity | of the R. Frome, ositive Potential negative impacts | impacts were to | they would be Benefits from inputs through | boundary
I.‘IE o groundwater _cumula'uye effect synergistic were to occur occur they expected during loss of nitrate restoration of hedgerows/trees.
- gz?éi?;;?/; gflSk ofloss | 214 Poole Ir::t;z?euscgcr)ln of beneficial effect | they would be wouldbe | and after inputs through | Part of the site to | £ o occ oo oy
® | Biodiversity |, J0C 0 bors Harbour (SPA | & 0 (with of reduction of expected during | expected during | preparation and | change of land- | wetland. at the planning
3 | (incl. flora 9 ' and Ramsar). If | (o g 24 ),/AS25) nitrates from and after and after working; phased | se from If wetland application stage will
L | and fauna) This is addressed in | this can be (MM65) AS19, AS25 and | Preparation and | preparation and | restoration willbe | agricuiture restoration takes | determine impacts
© z:he DG5 ' ‘ secured there _ AS26. Not working. working. reducing the during site place on AS19 | and appropriate
N Landscape/Visual would be Potential quantifiable at Benefits from loss | Benefits from Impacts. preparation and | and AS26, direct | mitigation to ensure
2 fﬁd D_GZ strategic nature cumulative this stage. of nitrate inputs loss of nitrate Benefits from loss | Working. and synergistic | impacts are not
Historic/Cultural conservation adverse effect on through change of | inputs through | of nitrate inputs benefits could significant.
Heritage'. gain. River Frome if land-use from change of land- | through accrue. ,
iti water quality is agriculture use from restoration of part Potential for
In addition, affected through 9 : , / p negative/adverse
reduction in . ( agriculture. of the site to :
. : other sites being wetland. impacts, however
intensive worked : mitigation secured
agricultural simultaneously through the MSP
mar;_a?gment of (DG3). should ensure no
e fields LSE
between the
proposed
extraction area
and the R.
Frome would be
an additional
significant gain,
preventing more
direct runoff of

" Receptors are environmental features (for the purposes of Strategic Environmental Assessment) identified through Plan & Sustainability Appraisal preparation that could potentially be affected by the proposal
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F{eceptor7

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

fertiliser into the
river and
onward to Poole
Harbour.

Risk of impact
on Frome SSSI
(e.g. silt) during
site
clearance/worki
ng unless
carefully
managed
(DG1).

It has been
suggested that,
following
working, the
restoration of
land nearer to
the Frome could
significantly
enhance the
river by
establishing a
wetland that
would remove
nitrate,
phosphate and
silt as well
giving additional
flood alleviation
capacity
(MMB5).

Human
health -

including
noise

Potential for direct
impacts on
surrounding
receptors, including
from noise generated
on the site.

8. To protect and
improve air quality
and reduce the
impacts of noise.

Noise mitigation will
be addressed at the
planning application
stage, with
appropriate mitigation

Potential for
impacts beyond
edge of site - all
necessary
mitigation to be
in place before
working begins.

There is potential
for cumulative
adverse impacts
in combination
with AS19 and
AS25.

This is addressed
through proposed

modifications in
the ‘s Impacts’
section of the
DGs.

Potential for
synergistic
impacts if AS19
and AS26 were
worked
simultaneously
and without
appropriate
phasing.

This is addressed
through proposed
modifications in
the 'Cumulative
Impacts' section
of the DGs.

No significant

impacts expected.

If residual/non-
significant
negative impacts
following
mitigation were to
occur they would
be expected

during preparation

and working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

If residual/non-
significant
negative impacts
following
mitigation were to
occur they would
be expected
during
preparation and
working - phased
restoration will be
reducing the
impacts.

Yes - for
duration of
preparation and
working. As
phased
restoration
proceeds,
impacts will
reduce.

No permanent
health impacts
are expected
following
restoration.

Recreational
opportunities
may be created.

No further DGs

proposed - necessary

safeguards have
already been

included. No further

DGs proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.

Further assessment

at the planning

application stage will

determine impacts
and appropriate

mitigation to ensure
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If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ? negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Fieceptor7 Comments
. . _— Short-term (<5 Medium-Term | Long-term (10+
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs) Temporary Permanent
to be included in the impacts are not
development of the significant.
site.

Environmental
protection measures
to reduce dust and
ensure noise is
appropriately
mitigated.

17. To sustain the
health and quality of
life of the population

Impact on Sensitive
Human Receptors

Development is likely
to require appropriate
mitigation (such as
visual and noise
attenuation bunding,
standoffs) to limit
impacts.

Provision of
appropriate mitigation,
following assessment
of likely impacts.

Restoration to
improve landscape of
site where possible;
and to seek to
increase public
access.

Screening, bunding,
standoffs will mitigate
impacts to some

extent.

_ intai _ , No significant No significant No further DGs
gor.zer?:;";zhn’ There is potential impacts expected. | Impacts Yes - for Depending on proposed - necessary
enhance soil quality. for cumulative If residual/non- expected. If duration of final restoration | Safeguards have

_ adverse impacts significant residual/non- Yes, however preparation and | . already been
Site _ through loss of negative impacts | Significant phased working. As itis i EK/I{/ Iat 4 | included.

Soil contains/comprises None expected. | 90cd quality | None expected. | following negative restoration will be | phased sorr;g be | an Furth t
good to moderate agricultural land in mitigation were to | Impacts reducing the restoration _cl:_%u e_”obst. ’:J’:h erlassgssmen
quality agrlqultural . combination with occur they would fo!lgwmg impacts. proceeds, erewillbeno |a Ig planning "
land. Working the site losses at AS19 be expected mitigation were impacts wil overall loss of application stage wi
will have impacts on and AS25. during preparation to occur they reduce. soil. determine m_wpacts
this soil. However, no loss and working. would be and appropriate

expected during mitigation to ensure
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor’ Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short;tresr)m (<5 Mt:zg|1u(r)n ;‘:’se)rm Long-;c:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent
Mitigation: Soil to be of soils is preparation and impacts are not
properly stripped and expected. working. significant.
stored prior to
working; protected
during working; and
returned as part of
restoration.
Existing DG
addresses the issue
of protection of soils.
4. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance the quality
of ground, surface
rannadnzgz \tnll1a:ers and Potential for
consumption of secondary :
water in a effec_ts of Potent/a_/ for
sustainable way sr/tat/on'or zfue/ c_:umu/at/ve
contamination impacts of
Groundwater beyond site siltation or fuel Potential
Site boundary is boundary. conta(n/n'at/on,'/n synergistic
within 100 m of a Potential for Z?Sr?g/nagog Svgth beneficial effect No sianif No further
groundwater SPZ1 benefits on an 5. | of reduction of No significant modifications are
and there is a Poole Harbour if | Potential for nitrates from No significant 'mpacts Yes, however proposed to the DGs;
licensed abstraction | restoration cumulative AS19 and AS25. | impacts expected. | &XPected If phased . potential risks are
within 250m includes wetland | benefits on Poole | Not quantifiable | |t residual/non- residual/non- restoration will be Timescale for . addressed through
(adjacent). to assist in Harbour if at this stage. significant f]'égng,['i(\:/ aent reducing the ﬁ?ﬁ:@% q 32322? ;:];he the existing pollution
The proposed removing restoration to Further negative impacts imgacts impacts. bepexpected o | nitrate reduction control regime.
Water development will need nitrates from wetland is assessment at following following During this ph be temporary expected to be | Further assessment

to be supported with a ground and implemented on the planning mitigation were to mitigation were th:rllglgntefliséigl ase during ; ong. at the planning
hydrogeological risk surface water AS26 as well. application stage | occur they would to occur they effocts of the oreparation and | term/permanent. | application stage will
assessment at the Further Further will determine be expected | 0o be wetland would working. determine impacts
planning application assessment at | assessment at the | impacts and during preparation expected during | peqin to be felt and appropriate
stage as Hurst Farm | the planning planning appropriate and working. preparation and egin o be fet. mitigation to ensure
is on the border with a | application application stage | Mitigation to working. impacts are not
groundwater Source stage will will determine ensure impacts significant.
Protection Zone 1 determine impacts and are not
(SPZ1) and a licensed | impacts and appropriate significant.
abstraction (DG3). appropriate mitigation to
Development has the mitigatiqn fo ensure "”.’P?C.fs
potential to reduce the ensure impacts | are not significant.
level of nitrate are '7‘.”
entering the significant.
groundwater and
affecting the Frome
and Poole Harbour
(MMB65).
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Fieceptor7

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

Surface Water

There are
watercourses shown
running within the
proposed site and
River Frome runs
north of the site
boundary.

It will need to be
proved that the
minerals proposals
will not have an
adverse effect on the
natural hydrology and
water quality.

Restoration proposals
should incorporate
gain of wetland
features which will
contribute to the
aspirations of the
England Biodiversity
Strategy. Ensure no
impacts from this
development and no
increased
sedimentation.

Mitigation
Appropriate
arrangements should
be put in place to
ensure that the water
leaving the site and
entering the
rivers/watercourses is
of an acceptable
quality.

Any fuel on site
should be properly
stored to avoid
contamination in case
of spillage.

Appropriate
arrangements should
be installed for
surface water and silt
collection and fuel
storage to prevent
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Fieceptor7

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

contamination of
groundwater
resources.

Small area of northern
part of the site is
within Flood Zones 2
and 3, most of site
within FRZ 1.

Processing plant and
ancillary infrastructure
will be sited outside of
Flood Zones 2 & 3
and will not constitute
a flood risk. There will
be no storage of
materials within the
flood plain.

Air

8. To protect and
improve air quality
and reduce the
impacts of noise.

Impacts on air quality
expected to be
negligible.

Any dust resulting
from working will be
controlled through
normal dust-
suppression
measures.

Noise mitigation will
be addressed at the
planning application
stage, with
appropriate mitigation
to be included in the
development of the
site.

Environmental
protection measures
to reduce dust and
ensure noise is
appropriately
mitigated.

Potential for
secondary
effects of dust or
air pollution
beyond site
boundary.

Potential for
cumulative
impacts of dust or
air pollution, in
combination with
AS25 and AS19.

None expected.

No significant
impacts expected.
If residual/non-
significant
negative impacts
following
mitigation were to
occur they would
be expected
during preparation
and working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

Impacts from
quarry related
traffic will occur
until completion
of workings.

Timescale for
potential for
impacts would
be expected to
be temporary,
during
preparation and
working.

Long-
term/permanent
impacts not
expected.

No further DGs
proposed - necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

F{eceptor7 Comments
. . _— Short-term (<5 Medium-Term | Long-term (10+
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs) Temporary Permanent
14. To adapt to and
mitigate the impacts
of climate change.
Developing the site as _
a quarry is expected Policy CC1 of the
to have some Bournemouth, Dorset
negative impacts and Poole Minerals
regarding climate Strategy seeks to
change, due primarily address and minimise
to machinery used such impacts through
and transportation of requiring operators to
mineral away from takeinto
site. However, these consideration climate
will in relative terms change impacts and
be negligible. their possible
mitigation for any
Ehe Bourr:jegmulth, Impacts not Impacts not Impacts not proposed minerals
orset and Poole expected to be development.
Minerals Strategy expected to be anifi If expected to be
Seeks to address and i S|gn|f|cant If any Slgnl Icant: Slgnlflcant' If any The development
minimise such Potential for Potential for negative impacts | &Y negative impacts were to management policies,
impacts through Potential for cumulative synergistic were to occur 'mpac'f[i were 10 | occur they would e.g. DM 1, also
i occur the :
Policy CC1 which seconaary | impacts of GHG | 0 e o aso6 | they would be would bey be expected It is expected that effects would be | address the issue of
: effects resulting | production, in : expected durin during and after . : sustainable
requires operators to o . being worked P 9 | expected durin . temporary, and associated with the
o . from the combination with ) and after Y 9 | preparation and . | development and
Climatic take into . simultaneously and after ; production of GHGs . However it is oS
. , , production of AS19 and AS25, : . reparation and working. seek to minimise
factors consideration climate : with other sites, | PreP reparation and not known how long the effects of ;
. greenhouse and/or other site workin prep ; : climate change.
change impacts and GHG 1/ and and other 9. working the GHGs may last following their
their possible gases . s) proposais; an development It Kk ' : production Restoration to some
mitigation for an beyond site other existing or |y jocally and Nl Itis notknown | Itis not known . f f ion will
ro gosed minergls boundary. proposed more Wide}l/ now long the how long the how long the c;][m 8 ve?_eta_ttloE .

development.

The development
management policies,
e.g. DM 1, also
address and seek to
minimise the issue of
sustainable
development and
climate change.

Restoration to some
form of vegetated
environment will offer
benefits in the form of
climate change
mitigation, including
provision of habitat for
wildlife, but again
these will be relatively
small.

GHGs are felt
after they are
produced.

GHGs are felt
after they are
produced.

GHGs are felt
after they are
produced.

form of climate
change mitigation,
but again these
benefits will be
relatively small.

No further DGs
proposed - necessary
safeguards have
already been
included. No further
DGs proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.
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Fieceptor7

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary Permanent

Comments

Proposed Mitigation:

Use energy efficient
plant and machinery.

Implement restoration
which provides
appropriate habitats to
help to increase
resilience of
flora/fauna.

Material
assets

NB - The term
'material assets' for
the purposes of this
assessment is taken
to refer to Natural
Assets including
minerals and land.
Built assets are
considered to be
covered through other
aspects of this
assessment.

The Sustainability
Appraisal includes the
following
Sustainability
Objectives:

10. To conserve and
safeguard mineral
resources.

11. To promote the
use of alternative
materials.

12. To provide an
adequate and
affordable supply of
minerals to meet
society's needs.

The SA notes that the
site would make an
important contribution
to the supply of
minerals, but does not
promote the use of
alternative minerals.

Impacts on BMV land
and Existing

Not expected.

Not expected.

Not expected.

Benefits of
mineral supply
while site is
working.

Benefits of
mineral supply
while site is
working.

Benefits of
mineral supply
decrease as site
is worked and
restored.

Benefits are temporary and will
decrease as site is worked and
restored.

No further DGs
proposed - necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor7 Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short;tresr)m (<5 Mt:zg|1u(r)n ;‘:’se)rm Long-;c:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent
Settlements are
referred to elsewhere
in this assessment.
6. To maintain, Given the
conserve and . . potential for
enhance the historic archaeological
(a.nv:rc:jr]ment remains in this
(including . . part of the Frome
archaeological sites, Valley, there is
historic buildings, potenzfia/ for
conservation areas, cumulative
h|st:rlc pal‘tlj(s ta:d impacts from the No significant
Igar I?nza:ln ot_ er eXiSﬁng and NO S|gn|f|cant |mpaCtS
foc:l y disti d ct:hlv_e , proposed mineral impacts expected. If
eattyres and their Potential for workings and No significant expected. If residual/non-
settings). secondary other non-mineral impacts expected. | residual/non- significant
Potential for direct effects on developments in | p o iose o | If residual/non- significant negative impacts
impacts on archaeological | the event that ; ianifi - following
. bevond ; comprehensive | Signiticant negative Lo
archaeological I I‘jmafns eyon archaeological understanding of | negative impacts | impacts mitigation were to
remains and L e Slcl;e - remains are the archaeology | following following occur they would
Cultural watermeadow ount ;ryt/ © | damaged or of the Frome mitigation were to | mitigation were | be expected . No further DGs
heritage - systems. event tha destroyed without |\, ¢ occur they would | to occur they | during Setting of Hurst . oroposed - necessary
historic » the setting of Hﬁrst n significant off- | recorded or archaeological during preparation | expected during | Working. short to long of archaeology. alrea?d been
: g site changes to preserved. AS19, 9 and workin reparation and : term impacts. : y
landscapes Bridge. hydrology. 'AS25 and AS26 loss occurs and g. prepe Potential adverse included.
These are addressed each have a assets are not Potential adverse | ¥rKIn9: Impact on the
through DG2 for [hese are requirement within adequately impact on the Potential setting of Hurst
Historic/Cultural addressed tor | the DGs for preserved or setting of Hurst adverse impact | Bridge,
: through DG2 for - recorded. Bridge, depending | on the setting of | depending on the
Environment Historic/Cultural | @rchaeological ge, daep 9 oG O | e of phasin
(MM66.1). Environment assessment and OE the stage of I;urst E_rldge, ge orp g.
evaluation. The phasing. epending on Phased
Further assessment at (MM66.1). VP oo secure the stage of restoration will be
the planning : mitigation through phasing. reducing the
application stage will planning impacts
determine impacts application ’
and appropriate P
mitigation to ensure fercoqz?rsefjlfotﬁlrz;jse
ir_npa_l(_:ts are not consent’where
significant. adverse impacts
Mitigation will be cannot be
secured through the appropriately
requirements of the mitigated.
MSP to ensure that
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

F{eceptor7 Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Shortytresr)m (<5 M?g|1u(r)n y‘:’se)rm Long ‘t;:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent
any impacts are
reduced to a level
such that they are not
considered significant.
6. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance the historic
environment
(including
archaeological sites,
historic buildings,
conservation sress
gardenspand other Impacts from
locally distinctive s:mu(taneous Th b
features and their existing anq No LSE No LSE No LSE ore Ty >
. potential mineral No LSE expected, | expected, expected, some changes
settings). workings, along however if any however if any ﬁxpected_,f however if any | to the landscape No further DG
Cultural No Likely Significant with other non- impacts are impacts are in?wae;zra:r:ny impacts are but the open rcc)> lé)rsezr— negessar
heritage - Effects identified None exoected. | ™nera! Not expected identified through | identified id pmiﬁ Sttrough | identified character of the | P fp s P y
historic through assessment one expected. developments, will ot expected. more detailed through more entiried throug through more landscape will sareguards have
buildings to date. However as require assessment these | detailed more detailed detailed be maintained. | already been
. . . assessment included.
a precaution the DGs Environmental are likely to be assessment these are likely to | 25S€ssment See Restoration
require assessment of Impact temporary these are likely be temporar y these are likely | vision of the
any affected heritage Assessment at to be temporary porary to be temporary | pGs
assets and their the stage of
settings. planning
Further assessment at application.
the planning
application stage will
determine impacts
and appropriate
mitigation to ensure
impacts are not
significant.
7. To maintain, There is potential | Potential for . _ No further
conserve and for cumulative synergistic No significant If residual/non- modifications
enhance the adverse visual impacts if AS19 | No significant impacts significant Yes - for There may be | proposed for AS26.
landscape, including impacts in and AS26 were | impacts expected. | expected. If negative impacts | duration of some changes DGs proposed for
townscape, combination with | worked If residual/non- residual/non- | following preparation and | to the landscape Historic/Gultural
seascape and the AS19 and AS25. | simultaneously | significant significant mitigation were to | Working. The | but the open Environment wil
Landscape | coast. None expected. | This is addressed | @nd without negative impacts | negative occur they would | Site will be charater of the protect, and prevent
_ through proposed | appropriate following impacts be expected restored, but landscape will | ¢  bound
Development will R hasi mitiqation were to | followin durin restoration be maintained. 0ss o1, bounaary
. modifications to | Phasing. g liowing 9 : hedgerows/trees.
create a medium the DGs (MM62). | This is addressed | ©SCUr they would | mitigation were | preparationand | cannot be See Restoration
adverse impact on the o ' h s /sha resse d be expected to occur they working, exactly as the Vision of the Mitigation will be
openness of the river Potential risk of | (1" ‘3!)9 Ft)'r op Ofe during preparation | would be however phased | Site was. DGs secured through the
valley pasture loss of existing ”;)O 5 ’éa 1ons 10 1 and working. expected during | restoration will be requirements of the
landscape and a hedges/tree belts | the DGs MSP to ensure that
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

F{eceptor7 Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short;tresr)m (<5 M?g|1u(r)n ;‘:’se)rm Long-;c:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent

significant adverse in combination preparation and | reducing the any impacts are

impact on the pattern with adjacent site working. impacts. reduced to a level

of field boundary AS19, due to such that they are not

hedgerows. The shared boundary. considered

landscape is open This is addressed significant.

and agricultural in in the

character and Historic/Cultural

development has the Environment DG

potential to impact on for AS19

the openness of this ’

landscape. A modification of

. the DGs for AS26

Existing hedgerows is proposed to

and blocks of - reflect this

woodland provide an potential risk.

element of natural

screening which

would assist in the

mitigation of any

quarry development.

Potential risk of loss

of existing

hedges/tree belts.

This is addressed in

DG2 ‘Historic/Cultural

Environment'.

Further assessment at

the planning

application stage will

determine impacts

and appropriate

mitigation to ensure

impacts are not

significant.
Amenity 17. To sustain the Closest Cumulative ' No permanent Impacts will be

health and quality of | settlements impacts on Potential for changes addressed at the
NB this life of the population | include Moreton, | gyrroundings of synergistic expected. planning application
section " Tincleton and i impacts through _ _ i _ _ stage as required b
rolates Impact on Sensitive | 5o uae xﬁmﬂg 2L(Ijjggent noise, affecting | Yes — negative ?:ﬁ;factg?‘%?“ve Yes — negative There will be a plagning poollicy, e.g?/
primarily to | Human Receptors: Pallington lies to | to AS19 tranquillity across | impacts for duration of impacts for permanent Policy DM2 of the
visual There are residential | the north. (Woodsford a wider area, if | duration of preparation and | duration of Yes - for change tothe | \jinerals Strategy
amenity; properties within site, | Potential for Extension) to be | AS19 and AS26 | preparationand | i preparation and | duration of landscape from | o014,
noise is adjacent to site and in | secondary taken int were worked working. Impacts | | A be | Working. Impacts | preparation and agriculture to

idered icinity of sit effects on axen nto, simultaneous/ may be greater in Mpacls may be may be greater in | working. large scale No further DGs

conoers ey LSS ; consideration and - 4 certain phases of | Ireaterin certain phases of wetland. This proposed - necessary
separately including properties amenity beyond mitigated against. and without Y certain phases P ¢ ds h
above under | and businesses on the site _ appropriate development. of development, | development. should not S? eg(;JaL s have
Human the other side of the | boundary. Potential for phasing. This is ' negatively far?a d y q een
Health river. These are cumu/at/\{;) effects | addressed |mpaq'f[|r1[ included.
above. e addressed on amenity through proposed amenity terms Mitigation will be

Mitigation: through the DG | beyond the site P as the open secured through the
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Fieceptor7 Comments
. . _— Short-term (<5 Medium-Term | Long-term (10+
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs) Temporary Permanent
Provision of for 'Other boundary, in modiifications to character will requirements of the
appropriate mitigation, | /ssues’in the combination with | the DGs (MM62) remain. Positive [ MSP to ensure that
following assessment | MSP (MME66). AS25 (Station impacts may any impacts are
of likely impacts. : Road). arise through reduced to a level
Villages along . .
Restoration to B3390 may be | These are L?‘iégt?;?ocr:gn igﬁrs],ittjr;?te:jhey are not
improve landscape of | affected by site | addressed opportunities significant
site where possible; traffic depending | through the DG (I\F;IR/IGS) ° -

and to seek to
increase public
access.

upon where the
site is accessed.

An EIA will also
be carried out
as part of a
planning
application and
appropriate
mitigation for
these issues will
be will be
required. For
example visual
and noise
attenuation
bunds and
reducing noise
at source where
possible and
appropriate.

for 'Cumulative
Impacts' in the
MSP (MM62).

Further assessment
at the planning
application stage will
determine impacts
and appropriate
mitigation to ensure
impacts are not
significant.

AS26 Hurst Farm
Possible in-

combination effects.

There is potential for cumulative effects in relation to biodiversity; human health; soil; water; air/dust; climate/GHGs; cultural heritage (archaeology/Listed Buildings); landscape and amenity. These are
expected to occur primarily in the short to medium term. Phased working of the site and mitigation proposed through the MSP will minimise impacts.

There is potential for in-combination effects in relation to landscape, amenity and heritage. This could occur in the short to medium term in respect of landscape which contributes to the setting of heritage
assets and where the amenity of residents and visitors could be affected by visual/noise impacts in this open landscape.

Potential long term benefits through restoration, including possible creation of recreational opportunities which is identified in the restoration vision. In the long term restoration ensures that the open
landscape will be maintained. There are no permanent changes expected that will adversely affect amenity. The DGs require cumulative impacts to be taken into consideration .

In most cases impacts would be expected in the short to medium term. In the longer term, as restoration proceeds, impacts are expected to reduce. There are no permanent changes expected that will
significantly adversely affect amenity. Proposed modification to the DGs requires cumulative impacts to be taken into consideration. The MPA is satisfied that identified impacts can be satisfactorily
addressed by DGs and existing/proposed policy.
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AS27 Land at Horton Heath

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptor @ Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short-term (<5 Term (5-10 Long-term Temporary Permanent
10
yrs) yrs) (10+ yrs)
2 T s Possible cumulative
. To maintain, conserve impacts with
and enhance biodiversity recently permitted
Area AS27 lies to the west of quarry to the east;
Horton Common SSSI, a and other
component part of the Dorset | possible effects on | operations, e.g. o o
Heaths SAC and Dorset hydrology causing sewage sludge o No significant | No significant
Heathlands SPA/RAMSAR - impacts on Horton | spreading, in the No significant | impacts impacts
quarrying could lead to Common SSSI, area. |mpactsd . expected. If | expected. If
hydrological impacts on these | Dorset Heaths SAC | Mitigation will be expected. residual/non- | residual/non- Mitigation will be secured
Biodiversity | Lhere is alayer of Broadstone Heathlands requirements of the negative inrsggg,:;e inrsggg,:;e Restoration to acid grassland | of the MSP to ensure that
: Y | Clay beneath the sand and | SPA/RAMSAR MSP to ensure that : pac pac will provide benefits. Thisis | @ny impacts are reduced
%= | (incl. flora gravel and disturbance of this | pg1 ‘Natural any impacts are None expected. :cr’r}lpac.ts following following set out in the to a level such that they
© . . atura ollowing e L . N _
@| andfauna) | g affecting the hydrology of | Environment reduced to a level mitigation were vrcg;ga}[gogccur vrcg;ga}[gogccur Restoration/Vision DG. are not considered
I Horton Common SSSI. ingllude_s specifi_c_ sus[:h thaf[dtheydare to occur they they would they would significant.
c=> Loss of hedgerows could have | mitigation identified | NOt considere would be be expected | be expected No further DGs proposed.
-: impact on protected species through the HRA to significant. expected during during
o e.g. dormice reduce impacts to Further assessment during preparation | preparation
I Further assessment at the non-significant at the planning preparation and working. | and working.
© planning application stage will levels. application stage will and working.
P determine impacts
determine impacts and
-g approplriateI nf)itigation to ar!‘?' ap_propriate
3 ensure impacts are not mitigation to ensure
significant. impacts are not
significant.
N~
3‘) Potential for direct impacts on _ _ No significant No significant
<L surrounding receptors, Possible impacts, Possible cumulative impacts impacts
including from noise generated | without mitigation, impacts, without expected. If expected. If
on the site. on settlements along | Mitigation, with residual/non- | residual/non-
8. To protect and improve the G2 Horton Road, :[s,r:tftfllecr;neg’ﬁsarby significant significant g;agrslgggaﬁzsnegs%‘:;‘;;;
air quality and reduce the from lorries specifically around negare negare i mitigation
Human imbacts of noise travelling to/from the | SP Uily impacts impacts During Will end when site is worked g .
health (incl. P A31 Woolsbridge None expected. following following working and
and restored No further DGs proposed
noise) Imgaots ol_n aglr qusli’[yA g(haicted Further assessment mitigation were | mitigation restoration. ' - necessary safeguards
to be negligible. No s at the planning There should be o to occur they were to occur have already been
will be affected by the working o , ol would be they would included
of this site proposal. Any dust application stage will | cumulative impacts expected be expected '
resulting from working will be gﬁ:je;mmrz ”:;gtaewts with adjacent quarry during during
controlled through normal dust- | .- a?i%n E[)o “neure | working should preparation preparation
suppression measures. 9 be complete before and working. and working.

8 Receptors are environmental features (for the purposes of Strategic Environmental Assessment) identified through Plan & Sustainability Appraisal preparation that could potentially be affected by the proposal
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Receptor @

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short-term (<3 Term (5-10 Long-term Temporary Permanent
yrs) yrs) (10+ yrs)

Comments

Any impacts due to noise
resulting from mineral working
would be expected to be
satisfactorily minimised
through normal noise
mitigation measures, imposed
at the planning application
stage.

17. To sustain the health
and quality of life of the
population

There are a number of
residences within 500m, the
closest being approximately
50m.

Verwood is approximately 1
km to the north-east, and
Three Legged Cross over 1km
to the south-east. These
settlements are unlikely to
experience any visual or noise
impacts from working in the
vicinity of the site.

Lorries travelling from the site
to the A31 will pass through
Three Legged Cross and
Ashley Heath and could have
an impact. Detailed
assessment will be required at
the planning application stage,
with appropriate mitigation
identified and implemented.

Mitigation will be secured
through the requirements of
the MSP to ensure that any
impacts are reduced to a level
such that they are not
considered significant.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage will
determine impacts and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

impacts are not
significant.

commencement of
new quarry.

Mitigation will be
secured through the
requirements of the
MSP to ensure that
any impacts are
reduced to a level
such that they are
not considered
significant.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptor @ Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short-term (<3 Term (5-10 Long-term Temporary Permanent
yrs) yrs) (10+ yrs)
No significant
9. To maintain, conserve No significant No significant impac’[scI ’
and enhance soil quality. impacts Impacts expected.

o o expected. No expected. No | residual/non- | No significant No further DGs proposed
Soil is poor quality in significant significant significant impacts - hecessary safequards
ggrlcultural terms.but valugble impacts impacts negative expected. If have alreag beegn
in terms of potential for acid expected. If expected. If | impacts residual/non- included y
grassland restoration. residual/non- | residual/non- | following significant '

Soils to be stored/protected signifti_cant S|gn|ft|_cant m|t|gz§[t|on negative No
Soil during preparation and working | None expected. None expected. None expected. [ 92ive negative were 10 oceur | impacts permanent | |f appropriate, conditions
and properly reinstated during P P Impacts Impacts they would following significant could be attached to a
were to occur | expected. i i
Furthgr asse;smgnt at the . to occur they were to occur | preparation they would g:gjg 2%%%3:21{:;%
determine impacts and expected be expected | but during need to say it though
appropriate mitigation to during during restoration preparation y
ensure Impacts are not preparation preparation | will be and working.
significant. and working. and working. | improving
soil condition.
4. To maintain, conserve Potential impﬁcts on
and enhance the quality of | 9roundwater flows, No sianifi o
ground, surface and sea with further |mpa.cts No significant No SIth icant .NO significant
waters and manage the on foS|te_ ecological impacts impac Sd ’ impacts
consumption of water in a designations. expected. If rexpiZE;el/rion- expected. If
sustainable way. DG1 ‘Natural residual/non- s(ia;nificant rgs@fyal/ nton—
_ : : o significan
Hydrological assessment Environment’ | significant negative nggative
required to demonstrate no includes specific negative impacts impacts
significant negative impact on mltlgat;]omldafgﬂed Potential for impacts following following
hydrogeological connectivity | ! :jOUQ the 0| cumulative impacts following mitigation mitigation
and pathways and surface reduce iImpacts to |\ ' io sont quarr mitigation were | were to occur
. non-significant | quarry were to occur
water flow regimes. gnirica to be assessed to occur they they would h | Th ill either b No further DGs proposed
levels. This includes ' would be they would There will either be no - necessary safeguards
Water Assessment to demonstrate the need for a Adjacent/current None expected. expected be expected | be expected | impacts, or impacts will be have already been
that the proposed restoration | py goiogical quarry expected to duFr)in during during mitigated to acceptable level. | . " y
will have no significant impact | jnyestigation be finished before 9 preparation | preparation '
! . . preparation d workin :
on water quality and cause no o proposed site g King. - an 9, | and working,
deterioration in WFD No flooding impacts. | /' & o and working, assessment | assessment
tatus. This i ticular] o _ gins. assessment _ .
status. 1his 1S particuiarly Mitigation will be prior to working | Prior to prior to
relevant for sites adjacent o, | gecyred through the must establish | working must | working must
and which drain to, i fth L lish establish no
requirements of the no significant | establish no Stabl
watercourses and wetland MSP to ensure that impacts significant significant
features of interest. any impacts are capable of impacts |mpa<k:)’:s f
Appropriate arrangements reduced to a level mitigation. capable of capabe o
should be installed for surface | such that they are mitigation. mitigation.
water and silt collection and not considered
fuel storage to prevent significant.
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Receptor @

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-
Term (5-10
yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary Permanent

Comments

contamination of groundwater
resources.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage will
determine impacts and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

5. To reduce flood risk and
improve flood management.

Working is not considered to
constitute, or exacerbate an
existing, a flood risk. Land
Drainage Consent to be
obtained from Dorset County
Council if works may affect
flow of an ordinary
watercourse.

Air

8. To protect and improve
air quality and reduce the
impacts of noise.

Impacts on air quality expected
to be negligible. No AQMAs
will be affected by the working
of this site proposal. Any dust
resulting from working will be
controlled through normal dust-
suppression measures.

Any impacts due to noise
resulting from mineral working
would be expected to be
satisfactorily minimised
through normal noise
mitigation measures, imposed
at the planning application
stage.

Development is likely to
require appropriate mitigation
(such as visual and noise
attenuation bunding, standoffs)
to limit impacts.

Potential for

secondary effects of
dust or air pollution

beyond site
boundary.

None expected.

None expected.

If impacts were
to occur they
would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

If impacts
were to occur
they would
be expected
during
preparation
and working.

Impacts from
quarry
related traffic
will occur
until
completion of
workings.

Timescale for
potential for
impacts
would be Long-term or
expected to | permanent
be impacts not
temporary, expected.
during
preparation
and working.

No further DGs proposed
- necessary safeguards
have already been
included.

Climatic
factors

14. To adapt to and mitigate
the impacts of climate
change.

Potential for

secondary effects
resulting from the

production of

None expected.

None expected -
emissions

Impacts not
expected to be
significant. If
any negative

Impacts not
expected to
be
significant. If

Impacts not
expected to
be
significant. If

It is expected that effects
would be temporary, and
associated with the
production of GHGs .

Policy CC1 of the
Bournemouth, Dorset and
Poole Minerals Strategy
seeks to address and
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptor @ Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short-term (<3 Term (5-10 Long-term Temporary Permanent
yrs) yrs) (10+ yrs)
Developing land as a quarry is | greenhouse gases expected to be impacts were any negative | any impacts | However it is not known how | minimise such impacts
expected to have some (GHGs) beyond site relatively low to occur they impacts were | were to occur | long the effects of the GHGs | through requiring
negative impacts regarding boundary. would be to occur they | they would may last following their operators to take into
climate change, due primarily expected would be be expected | production. consideration climate
to machinery used and during and expected during and change impacts and their
transportation of mineral away after during and after possible mitigation for any
from site. However, these will preparation after preparation proposed minerals
in relative terms be negligible. and working. preparation and working. development.
Policy CC1 of the It is not known | &nd working. The development
Bournemouth, Dorset and how long the It is not . management policies, e.g.
Poole Minerals Strategy seeks effects of the known how Itis not DM 1, also address the
to address and minimise such GHGs are felt long the lknowrr: how issue of sustainable
impacts through requiring afterthey are | effects of the | '3 the development and seek to
operators to take into produced. GHGs are (eafﬁét: ;’rfethe minimise climate change.

consideration climate change
impacts and their possible
mitigation for any proposed
minerals development.

The development
management policies, e.g. DM
1, also address and seek to
minimise the issue of
sustainable development and
climate change.

Restoration to some form of
vegetated environment will
offer benefits in the form of
climate change mitigation, but
again these benefits will be
relatively small.

felt after they
are
produced.

felt after they
are
produced.

Restoration to some form
of vegetation will offer
benefits in the form of
climate change mitigation,
but again these benefits
will be relatively small.

No further modifications
are proposed to the DGs,
all necessary safeguards
already included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptor @ Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short-term (<3 Term (5-10 Long-term Temporary Permanent
yrs) yIs) (10+ yrs)
NB - The term 'material assets'
for the purposes of this
assessment is taken to refer to
Natural Assets including
minerals and land. Built assets
are considered to be covered
through other aspects of this
assessment.
The Sustainability Appraisal
includes the following
Sustainability Objectives: .
Benefits of Benefits of
10% To co:se_rve alnd Benefits of mineral mineral Benefits are temporary and | NO further DGs proposed
i safeguard minera i -
Material reso?lrces None expected. None expected. None expected. m|r_1era! su_pply supply while supply will decrease as site is necessary safeguards
Assets . while site is o decrease as have already been
. site is o worked and restored. )
11. To promote the use of working. workin site is worked included.
alternative materials. 9 and restored.
12. To provide an adequate
and affordable supply of
minerals to meet society's
needs.
The site will make an
important contribution to the
supply of aggregate for local
and wider markets. It does not
promote the supply of
alternative materials.
g;\;-gnnr::lr:‘;:l?ﬁ:ﬁ?ssti:‘i’: If the site is r_estored ata
environment (including Potential for impacts If any non-significant impacts E);ler;iVSLtrgfncﬁlrﬂd:é?%n
archaeological sites, historic | on the setting of Impacts not | Impacts not | &€ éxperienced, these could ho bori gf gh P
buildings, conservation Scheduled Impacts not have an ongoing effect. the heritage, further
gs, co expected to | expected to assessment at the
areas, historic parks and Monuments and expected to be Detail . "
d d other locall itage i significant. 1f |28 be etailed assessment planning application stage
gardens and other locally | other heritage in the : significant. If | significant. If | required to ensure thatthe | will determine impacts and
distinctive features and their | vicinity of the site. any negative i - - i . Lo e
Cultural X impacts were | 2Ny negative | any negative | restoration proposed will not | apnropriate mitigation to
heritage - settings). Mitigation will be 0 Fc))ccur the impacts were | impacts were | have permanent and ensure impacts are not
archagology An archaeological assessment | secured through the None expected. None expected. would be y to occur they | to occur they una_cceptable impact on the significant. DG2
and historic | and probably an evaluation of | requirements of the expected would be would be heritage. 'Historic/Cultural
landscapes | the site that considers all the MSP to ensure that during and Sﬁﬂ?}c’[iﬂd Sﬁﬂ?}c’[iﬂd Further assessment at the Environment' covers this.
Monuments and their settings, | any impacts are after g 9 planning application stage Further assessment at the
as well as other possible reduced to a level : after after i ina i . >
. ! preparation . . will determine impacts and lannina application stage
archaeological material on the | such that they are : preparation | preparation - o PY g applic 9
e y and working. . . appropriate mitigation to Il
site, is needed (DG2). not considered and working. | and working. : will determine impacts and
’ sianificant ensure impacts are not appropriate mitigation to
Quarrying impacts on g ' significant. ensure impacts are not
topography and historic significant.
landform could have very
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Receptor @

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-
Term (5-10
yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

significant impacts on the
settings of the SMs and their
inter-relationship within the
landscape.

The SMs here — prehistoric
barrows and land boundary
dikes - are all specifically
‘landscape monuments’, which
have an intimate and highly
significant relationship with the
local topography; their
relationship with the landform
and their inter-relationship with
each other across the
landscape are important
factors in their heritage
significance.

Appropriate restoration could
improve the settings of the
monuments.

Mitigation will be secured
through the requirements of
the MSP to ensure that any
impacts are reduced to a level
such that they are not
considered significant.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage will
determine impacts and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

No further DGs proposed
- necessary safeguards
have already been
included.

Cultural
heritage -
historic
buildings

6. To maintain, conserve
and enhance the historic
environment (including
archaeological sites, historic
buildings, conservation
areas, historic parks and
gardens and other locally
distinctive features and their
settings).

No impacts on Listed Buildings
are expected.

None expected.

None expected.

None expected.

None
expected.

None
expected.

None
expected.

None
expected.

None
expected.

No further DGs proposed
- necessary safeguards
have already been
included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

residences within 500m, the

timescale?
Receptor @ Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short‘-ltresr)m (<5 Term (5-10 L(c;gg;c:;r)n Temporary Permanent
yrs)
7. To maintain, conserve
and enhance the landscape,
including townscape,
seascape and the coast.
The site is also part of a Yes - for
prominent ridge line with open Could be cumulative duration of
views especially to the east. impacts on preparation
_ , Impacts could be and working.
The site has some landscape surrounding areas, synergistic, o
value and any future extraction | Development of the | especially on Rights depending on The site will
should be limited in extent and | Site could hgve of. Way and users of location viewed No significant be restored -
be based on a detailed and landscape/visual Rights of Way, when | .~ impacts restoration
independent assessment of impacts on landto | site development is o No significant | No significant | expected. If will be at _
landscape character so any the north. considered along Mitigation will be N impacts impacts residual/non- lower level, There will be
future operations conserve and | Mitigation will be with adjacent quarry; | secured through N axpected. If expected. If | significant SO some. some
enhance key features and secured through the photo voltaics; and | the requirements § residual/non- residual/non- | negative effects will be | changes to
views and mitigation and ; other uses. of the MSP to significant significant ; permanent, | the
requirements of the impacts
restoration reflects existin e . ensure that any neqgati neaati . essentialto | landscape
9 MSP to ensure that | Mitigation will be impacts are negative negative following assess these | but the oben
character (DGS). any impacts are secured through the reguced 0 a level Impacts Impacts mitigation and ensure charactefof No further DGs proposed
The adiacent bridlewav is a reduced to a level | requirements of the following following were to occur - necessary safeguards
Landscape 10 y such that they are [} mitigation were | mitigation h | they are the h :
key visual receptor. It is such thaf[ they are MSR to ensure that not considered they would acceptable landscape have a ready been
important that prior to any not considered any impacts are siqnificant to occurthey | were to occur | pe expected " | will be included.
application a full LVIA is significant. reduced to a level 9 ' would be they would | during Further maintained
carried out to assess impacts Further assessment such that they are Further exp_eCted be _eXpeCted preparatlgn assessment See )
f Il key visual . not considered assessment at the jj during during and working; | at the ,
rom all key visual receptors at the planning o . i i : . Restoration
(DG5). aoplication stage will | Significant. planning preparation preparation | ongoing planning Vision of the
o ppiication stag application stage fand working. | and working. | restoration application
Landscape and visual impact | determine impacts Further assessment will determine will be stage will DGs
assessment to identify and appropriate atthe planning impacts and reducing the | determine
impacts; adequate mitigation mltlgatlon to ensure appllca.tlon. stage will appropriate impacts. impacts and
of such impacts before and Impacts are not determine impacts mitigation to appropriate
during working. Protect and significant. aUC_j appropriate ensure impacts mitigation to
maintain the identified key mitigation to ensure | _ & significant. ensure
features of the site. Impacts are not impacts are
significant.
Further assessment at the not
planning application stage will significant.
determine impacts and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.
Amenit 17. To sustain the health Potential for impacts | Potential for impacts iqnifi iqnifi ignifi Yes - limited .
. y and quality of life of the I Y ! oinat pa . No significant No significant No significant ] Although site | Impacts W|I|.be addr_ess.ed
NB this lati on closest In combination wit Impacts Impacts Impacts non- to b at the planning application
s population residences. other existing uses expected. If expected. If | expected. If | significant o be .
section relates it in the vicinit None expected o ' o ' o ' impacts restoredto | Stage as required by
visual Receptors secured through the | Mitigation will be significant significant significant e a?ration no DM2 of the Minerals
amenity; noise | There are a number of requirements of the | secured through the negative negative negative gndpworkin permanent | Strategy 2014,
is considered MSP to ensure that | requirements of the iImpacts iImpacts iImpacts 9.
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If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ? significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptor @ Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short-term (<3 Term (5-10 Long-term Temporary Permanent
yrs) yrs) (10+ yrs)
separately closest being approximately any impacts are MSP to ensure that following following following changes No further DGs proposed
above under | 50m. reduced to a level any impacts are mitigation were | mitigation mitigation expected. - necessary safeguards
Human Health S . . such that they are reduced to a level to occur they were to occur | were to occur have already been
above. g/ll;trl%:;tloTa(n\{[liiu?lvsicl:lrggmng not considered such that they are would be they would they would included.
requirég but itgi’s likely that significant. npt c;c_msidered expected be gxpected be gxpected
there will still be impacts, Further assessment significant. dlrjermgration dlrjermgration dlrjermgration
including from lorries on the at the planning Further assessment gndpworkin gndpworkin gndpworkin
access road. Impacts to be application stage will | at the planning 9- 9- 9-
assessed and mitigated. determine impacts application stage will Restoration
Miigaton il e secured | G apppTELe | delomine s
through the requirements of mitig 19 approp
impacts are not mitigation to ensure effects.

the MSP to ensure that any
impacts are reduced to a level
such that they are not
considered significant.

significant. impacts are not

significant.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage will
determine impacts and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

Impact on Existing Settlements

Verwood is approximately 1
km to the north-east, and
Three Legged Cross over 1Tkm
to the south-east. These
settlements are unlikely to
experience any visual or noise
impacts from working in the
vicinity of the site.

AS27 Land at
Horton Heath

Possible in-
combination effects.

There is potential for cumulative effects in relation to biodiversity; human health; water; climate/GHGs; cultural heritage (archaeology); landscape and amenity. In most cases impacts would be expected
in the short to medium term. In the longer term, as restoration proceeds, impacts are expected to reduce. There are no permanent changes expected that will significantly affect amenity.

There are also potential in-combination effects between biodiversity and water - seeking to ensure best returns of aggregate while ensuring the clay layer is not damaged thereby causing biodiversity
impacts. Potential will remain during working, reducing during restoration.

The MPA is satisfied that identified impacts can be satisfactorily addressed by DGs and existing/proposed policy.
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PK16 Swanworth Quarry Extension

Receptors °

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

Comments

level such that they are not
considered significant.

are not considered
significant.

level such that they
are not considered
significant.

restoration.

Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short-term Term (5-10 Long-term (10+ Temporary Permanent
(<5 yrs) yrs) yrs)
Potential for
2. To maintain, conserve The need to cumulative impacts
and enhance biodiversity with ongoing o
protect, the Isle of operations in the _ I No significant

The Isle of Portland to Portland to cUrrent quarry s No significant | No significant impacts

Studland Cliffs SAC liesto | Studland Cliffs SAC | 7o >0 V8 ¥ S Impacts Impacts expected. If

the south of the site, and to the south are DG incl ged, expected. If expected. If | & o non-

- a DG included in residual/non- | residual/non- | > -
must be protected. acknowledged in he P dd O SO significant . I
the Development the Plan addresses significant significant eqative Any residual/non-significant

Further assessment at the Guidelines (DG1) in this (DG 'Other negative negative ned negative impacts expected to |\ ¢ o1
Biodiversity planning application stage the Plan. Issues to take into impacts impacts :cm|||oac.ts be temporary - mitigation rc:) l:)r;ezr_ n(-eacszessar
(incl. flora and will determine impacts and o _ con5|der|at|on b None expected. following following n?it?vgtri]c?n were | measures will be applied to gafg uards have y
fauna) appropriate mitigation to Mitigation will be (MM71). mitigation mitigation 0 o?:cur the ensure protection during alrea?d been included

ensure impacts are not secured _through Mitigation will be were to occur | were to occur would be y working and no impacts y )

significant. the requirements of secured through they would be | they would expected during expected after working.

Mitigation will be secured :Egtl\gﬁpi:ﬁ: earggre the requirements of expected be expected preparation and

through the requirements of are redy ceg 0 a the MSP to ensure during _ during _ working ,

the MSP to ensure thatany | sul::h that they | that any impacts preparation preparation declining with

impacts are reduced to a Y| are reduced to a and working. | and working.

PK16 Swanworth Quarry Extension

Human health
(incl. noise)

Potential for direct impacts
on surrounding receptors,
including from noise
generated on the site.

8. To protect and improve
air quality and reduce the
impacts of noise

Impacts on air quality
expected to be negligible.
No AQMAs will be affected
by the working of this site
proposal. Any dust resulting
from working will be
controlled through normal
dust-suppression measures.

Potential for noise
and dust and traffic
impacts beyond
boundary of site;
these will be
minimised through
mitigation
measures imposed
at the planning
application stage.

Proposal will be
worked as an
extension to the
current operation.

Further
assessment at the
planning
application stage

As the proposal is
an extension of an
existing site with no
intensification of
traffic movements
proposed, traffic
related cumulative
impacts are not
expected.

Visual and noise
cumulative impacts
could occur, as the
original site and the
new site would both
be operational
(although extraction
from the current
site would have
ceased by the time

Negative

synergistic traffic
impacts with other

Purbeck Stone
quarries in the

vicinity are

possible, but
unlikely as no
intensification is

proposed and the

extension is not

visible from other

Purbeck Stone
quarries.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation
were to occur
they would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation
were to occur
they would
be expected
during
preparation
and working.

Impacts from
quarry related
traffic will occur
until completion
of workings.

Any residual/non-significant
negative impacts expected to
be temporary - mitigation
measures will be applied to
ensure protection during
working and no impacts
expected after working.

No further DGs
proposed - necessary
safeguards have
already been included.

9 Receptors are environmental features (for the purposes of Strategic Environmental Assessment) identified through Plan & Sustainability Appraisal preparation that could potentially be affected by the proposal
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Receptors °

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term
(<5 yrs)

Medium-
Term (5-10
yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

Users of the Purbeck Way
will have to pass beneath the
bridge carrying lorries.

17. To sustain the health
and quality of life of the
population

Impact on Sensitive Human
Receptors

Closest property
approximately 350m to
north/east; others >500m to
south, Kingston Village
approximately 1km to north-
west.

Possibility of some visibility
from the north.

Appropriate mitigation (such
as visual and noise
attenuation bunding,
standoffs) will be used where
identified as necessary to
limit impacts.

Impact on Existing
Settlements

Kingston Village is
approximately 1km to north
west, Worth Matravers
approximately 1km to south
east. Limited if any visibility
from the north, limited if any
visibility from the south at
Worth Matravers — site would
be visible from the C135
north of Worth Matravers.

Appropriate mitigation (such
as visual and noise
attenuation bunding,
standoffs) will be used where
identified as necessary to
limit impacts.

Mitigation will be secured
through the requirements of
the MSP to ensure that any
impacts are reduced to a

will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to ensure
impacts are not
significant.

the extension was
being worked).

Traffic from other
Purbeck Stone
quarries and
service yards could
have cumulative
impacts on the area
along with the
proposed
extension.

This is
acknowledged and
addressed by DG5
- MM71).

Further
assessment at the
planning
application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to ensure
impacts are not
significant.
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Receptors °

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term
(<5 yrs)

Medium-
Term (5-10
yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary Permanent

Comments

level such that they are not
considered significant.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage
will determine impacts and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

9. To maintain, conserve
and enhance soil quality.

Site is ‘Good to Moderate’

No significant

_ No significant | No significant | impacts

agricultural land. impacts impacts expected. If

Soils will be stripped prior to expected. If expected. If | residual/non-

quarrying, resulting in residual/non- | residual/non- | significant

temporary loss of soil and significant significant negative Non-significant impacts

some damage expected. negative negative impacts expected to be temporary - No further DGs

Soil will be protected impacts impacts following mitigation during roposed - necessar
Soil following best practice during | None expected. None expected. None expected. following following mitigation were | stripping/storage will assist in gafgguar ds have y

preparation and working and mitigation mitigation to occur they protecting soil, and soil will already been included

reused on site as part of were to occur | were to occur | would be be returned as part of )

restoration. they would be | they would expected during | restoration.

expected be expected | preparation and

Furthc_ar assessment at the during during working -

planning application stage preparation | preparation | restoration will

will determine impacts and and working. | and working. | improve soil

appropriate mitigation to condition.

ensure impacts are not

significant.

4. To maintain, conserve Potential for impact | Potential for

and enhance the quality of | o the water cumulative impacts No significant | No significant —

ground, surface and sea resource and on with ongoing impacts impacts No significant

waters and manage the down gradient operations in expected. If | expected. If | MPACts Further assessment at

consumption of waterina | jicensed springs current quarry. residualinon- | residual/non- | &Pected. If the planning

sustainable way. and receiving Water | \ pioation will be significant significant rt_as;]qual/:ton- Any residual/non-significant | @pplication stage will

Groundwater course. secured through negative negative iggelltli(\:/ae negative impacts expected to | determine impacts and

Site overlies Principal Potential for the requirements of Impacts Impacts impacts be temporary - mitigation ? pp[]oprrlat%mltlg’;[atlorn
Water Aquifer. No impact on impacts on the MSP to ensure | None expected. following following following measures will be applied to Y ;9 su _?_ ptaC Sare

Source Protection Zones. Kingston water that any impacts mitigation mitigation mitigation were | SM'SUre protection during ot significant

No licenced supplies. supply. are reduced to a were to occur | were to occur |, . they working and no impacts No further DGs

_ . Mitioat b level such that they they would be | they would would be expected after working. proposed - necessary

Proposed extension overlies ligation will be are not considered expected be expected | . o ted durin safeguards have

part of the area from which | Secured through significant during during oty g already been included.

Kingston’s water supply the requirements of o ' preparation preparation prepkgratlon an

comes. Mitigation will be the MSP to ensure | This is already and working. | and working. working.

secured through the
requirements of the MSP to

that any impacts
are reduced to a

addressed through
DG3
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Receptors °

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

Comments

Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Sl(\:srt;tresr)m Term (5-10 Long-‘t;:;r)n (10+ Temporary Permanent
yrs)
ensure that any impacts are | level such that they | 'Hydrology/Flood
reduced to a level such that | are not considered | Risk'.
they are not considered significant.
significant. DG3 This i
, o s is already
;j)écirec;lggg/ tiliz od Risk addressed through
: DG3
Surface Water 'Hydrology/Flood
Surface water within Risk'.
approximately 500m of site
boundary, to the south.
5. To reduce flood risk and
improve flood
management.
Flooding/Coastal Stability
Site is entirely in Flood Risk
Zone 1, no risk of flooding.
8. To protect and improve
air quality and reduce the
mpacts of noise. There is potential Impacts not Impacts not
Impacts on air quality for noise and dust expected to expected to _ Further assessment at
expected to be negligible. No | to impact beyond be significant. | be Timescale for the planning
AQMAs will be affected by | Site boundary, but If any | significant. If potential for application stage will
the working of this site this is not expected negative any negative | Impacts from Impacts determine impacts and
proposal. to be significant , , impacts were | impacts were | quarry related woulld be Long-term or | appropriate mitigation
. _ and to be No impacts No impacts - expectedto | permanent t i t
Air Dust or noise could be . . to occur they | to occur they | traffic will occur ! 0 ensure iImpacts are
' satisfactorily expected. expected. , : be impacts not | ot significant
generated by extracting and | mitigated through would be would be until completion temporary expected. 9 '
working the stone. normal noise and gﬁﬂiﬁzﬂd Sﬁﬁ?}c’[‘;’]d of workings. during No further DGs
Mitigation will be secured | dust controls Stor o preparation proposed - necessary
through the requirements of | applied at the preparation | preparation and working. sla eg(;JaL S a}vel ded
the MSP to ensure that any | Planning and working. | and working already been Incitded.
impacts are reduced to a application stage. ' '
level such that they are not
considered significant.
14. To adapt to and Impacts not Impacts not | |mpacts not Policy CC1 of the
mitigate the impacts of Potential for expectedto | expectedto | expectedtobe | It is expected that effects Bournemouth, Dorset
climate change. Potential for be significant. | be significant. If would be temporary, and and Poole Minerals
Developing land seco/n'darl}(/ effe;:?ts cumulative impacts If any significant. It | any impacts associated with the Strategy seeks to
eveloping lanc as a quarry | resulting fromthe | o a1 production, None expected - negative any negative | were to occur production of GHGs . address and minimise

Climatic factors

is expected to have some
negative impacts regarding
climate change, due primarily
to machinery used and
transportation of mineral
away from site. However,

production of
greenhouse gases
(GHGs) beyond
site boundary.

in combination with
operations at
existing quarry.

emissions expected
to be relatively low

impacts were
to occur they
would be
expected
during and
after

impacts were
to occur they
would be
expected
during and
after

they would be
expected during
and after
preparation and
working.

However it is not known how
long the effects of the GHGs
may last following their
production.

such impacts through
requiring operators to
take into consideration
climate change
impacts and their
possible mitigation for

Page 107 of 209




Receptors °

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

Comments

Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short-term Term (5-10 Long-term (10+ Temporary Permanent
(<5 yrs) yrs) yrs)
these will in relative terms be preparation preparation any proposed minerals
negligible. and working. | and working. It is not known development.
It is not It is not how long the The development
known how known how effects of the management policies,
long the long the GHGs are felt e.g. DM 1, also
effects of the | effects of the | after they are address the issue of
GHGs are felt | GHGs are produced. sustainable
after they are | felt after they development and seek
produced. are to minimise climate
produced. change.
Restoration to some
form of vegetation will
offer benefits in the
form of climate change
mitigation, but again
these benefits will be
relatively small.
No further DGs
proposed - necessary
safeguards have
already been included.
NB - The term 'material
assets' for the purposes of
this assessment is taken to
refer to Natural Assets
including minerals and land.
Built assets are considered
to be covered through other
aspects of this assessment.
The Sustainability Appraisal
includes the following
Sustainablity Objectives: 2?:;2;['3 ° Eﬁr?ee:gls ° Eﬁr?ee:gfs%f I Benefits are temporary and No further DG
M . 10. To conserve and . : PRy . porary proposed - necessary
aterial Assets . Not expected. Not expected. Not expected. supply while supply while | decrease as site | will decrease as site is
safeguard mineral o o ) ked and worked and restored safeguards have
resources. site IS site IS IS worke ' already been included.
working. working. restored.

11. To promote the use of
alternative materials.

12. To provide an adequate
and affordable supply of
minerals to meet society's
needs.

This proposal will provide a
source of crushed rock
aggregates in a location
away from Portland -

Page 108 of 209




Receptors °

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term
(<5 yrs)

Medium-
Term (5-10
yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary Permanent

Comments

required to support the local
and wider economy, with
accompanying benefits to the
economy.

Cultural heritage

- archaeology
and historic
landscapes

6. To maintain, conserve
and enhance the historic
environment (including
archaeological sites,
historic buildings,
conservation areas,
historic parks and gardens
and other locally
distinctive features and
their settings).

Archaeology

A barrow that is protected as
a Scheduled Monument is a

constraint to quarrying here.

It occupies a location west of
the proposed extension.

There are other barrows and
other heritage assets below-
ground archaeology in the
vicinity.

Historic Landscapes

The presence of the
Monument and associated
constraints have been
discussed above.

As well as being part of a
landscape where quarrying
has taken part in the past,
the site appears to be one of
a number of relatively flat
locations around Combe
Bottom that were chosen as
locations for Bronze Age
barrows.

Mitigation will be secured
through the requirements of
the MSP to ensure that any
impacts are reduced to a
level such that they are not
considered significant.

Potential for
impacts on assets

and

settings of

assets around the

site.

Mitigation will be
secured through
the requirements of
the MSP to ensure

that

any impacts

are reduced to a

leve

| such that they

are not considered

sign

ificant.

This is addressed
through DG2
(MM68)
Historic/Cultural
Environment.

Some potential for
cumulative impacts

with existing site.

Mitigation will be
secured through

the requirements of
the MSP to ensure

that any impacts
are reduced to a

level such that they
are not considered

significant.

This is addressed
through DG2
(MM68)
Historic/Cultural
Environment.

None expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation
were to occur
they would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation
were to occur
they would
be expected
during
preparation
and working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working, and
during
restoration as
the site is
restored to
ground level.

Timescale for potential for
impacts would be expected to
be temporary, during
preparation and working and
restoration - site to be
restored to ground level, so
any impacts not expected to
be permanent.

Mitigation will be secured
through the requirements of
the MSP to ensure that any
impacts are reduced to a
level such that they are not
considered significant.

Further assessment at

the planning

application stage will
determine impacts and
appropriate mitigation
to ensure impacts are

not significant.
No further DGs

considered necessary.
Plan already contains

appropriate
safeguards.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptors ° Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short-term Term (5-10 Long-term (10+ Temporary Permanent
(<5 yrs) yrs) yrs)
This is addressed through
DG2 Historic/Cultural
Environment.
6. To maintain, conserve
and enhance the historic No significant | No significant I
environment (including impacts impacts irl:l]o:é?:ﬁlcant
archaeological sites, expected. If expected. If expecte d. If
historic buildings, residual/non- | residual/non- resF)idual/ﬁon-
conservation areas, significant significant significant
historic parks and gardens negative negative ng ative
Cultural heritage | and other locally impacts impacts imgacts None None No further DGs
- historic distinctive features and None expected. None expected. None expected. following following pac roposed - necessar
o X . L e following expected. expected. prop y
buildings their settings). mitigation mitigation mitigation were safeguards have
This is a quarry set in a }[';gevt% Olgcg; mirevtv% oIc(:jcur to occur they already been included.
quarrying landscape and the ox yectelé be )e/x el::te d would be
nearest listed buildings are d Fr)in durin b expected during
too far away to be affected. urng unng preparation and
preparation preparation workin
No significant impact and working. | and working. 9
expected.
7. To maintain, conserve Secondary effects Impacts are The site is to be restored to
and enhance the are expected - the Impacts are expected during ground level, so no Further assessment at
landscape, including proposal would Impacts are eXp_eCteq site preparation permanent impacts are the planning
townscape, seascape and | have a significant prected during site and working and expected. application stage will
' uring site reparation . ne i
the coast. adverse impact on g si preparatic restoration. Policy DM4 of Minerals determine impacts and
Land Capacit the physical preparation and working. S 5014 (MSDCC — 54) | @Ppropriate mitigation
a scape L-apacity Iandscape, Wh|Ch |S and Working. These In the |Ongel’ trateghy ( - ) to ensure |mpacts are
The site is located within the | highly valued and | Potential for These impacts will term, impacts notes that not significant.
Purbeck Plateau, an open protected. cumulative impact impacts will | be assessed | Wil begin to Development which affects | | 1 il be
coastal landscape that Proximi issues as existing be assessed | and decrease as the landscape will only be . iy .
' . . roximity to the . . esse a restoration (of ; o identified prior to
provides sweeping views Purbeck Wav and quarry will remain and mitigation | mitigation 107 permitted if it can be develooment and as
across a predominantly ublic i hw); s are | OPEN While identified and | identified and | PCth €xisting demonstrated that any far as possibl .
undeveloped context, often Eey issugs du)e/ to proposed extension applied. applied. a'rt]d ?ré))pqsed adverse impacts can be: mitig at%d Those that
Landscape incorporating characteristic . is developed. None expected. Sltes) begins Ui it
i geometric fields with stone Z'Sgitﬂﬁiﬁtﬁﬁié’ DG (b) (MM71) ° rlowever, rlowever. andjor - avolded; or \?veill?ggtc%emmglr?;;tegd in
boundaries. perall s , impacts may | impacts may | proceeds. ii. where an adverse impact P
This will result in under 'Other Issues continue to be | continue to _ . a way to be agreed.
, C . QT Hde. These impacts | cannot be avoided, the
Therefore, despite the upper | significant adverse | to take into significant be significant _ P . . : :
o - - . 9 g will be assessed | impact will be adequately The issues/impacts
western area being in the impacts on consideration' has even after even after ass€ ., ]
\ " . el d St and mitigation mitigated, are already addressed
Zone of Least Landscape sensitive visual been added to mitigation, mitigation, . nitig through DG5
and Visual Impact' it is felt receptors and address this point. and and identified and or iii. where adverse impacts Landscape/Visual in
access to this area interms | impact negatively compensation | compensatio | 2PPied: cannot be avoided or the Plan
of the impact on the coombe, | on the tranquillity in for such n for such However, adequately mitigated, '
the rest of the eastern facing | this part of the impacts would | impacts impa_lcts may compensatory en_vironmental No further DGs _
slopes and the Purbeck Way | AONB. be required in | would be continue to be enhancements will be made | proposed - appropriate
means at this scale it is not MMs 72 and 73 of this case. required in significant even | to offset the residual safeguards he}ve
appropriate for landscape this case. after mitigation, | landscape and visual already been included.

and visual reasons.

DG5
'Landscape/Visual'

and

impacts.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptors ° Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short-term Term (5-10 Long-term (10+ Temporary Permanent
(<5 yrs) yrs) yrs)
Designated Landscapes have been compensation If adverse impacts cannot be
o _ | proposed to for such impacts | fully and appropriately
Siltgeniglc\:/amir?%\/:r?; Eggcc;[f address this issue. wouI_d be_ _ mitigated, it is likely that
Outstanding Natural Beauty | The earthworks required in this some fgrm of compensation
and Heritage Coast. required would also case. :Zr Lt?reeldmpacts would be
create significant 9 '
adverse impacts on
the open and
sloping sides of the
valley above the
wooded edges and
actively impact on
the setting of the
adjacent tumuli.
17. To sustain the health
population expected during Impacts will be
Impact on Sensitive Human | Impacts expected Impacts are Sitz prepka_lration q addressed at the
from views into the and working an . e
Receptors rom vie Impacts are | expected restoration.g planning appll_ca;[jlobn
Closest property di expected during site stage as required by
_ surroundings. : ) . In the lonaer planning policy, e.g.
approximately 350m to during site preparation ong _
north/east; others >500m to | Assessment preparation and working. | t€rm, Impacts Policy DM2 of the
SOUth, Kingston V|||age reqUired. If and Working_ Th will begln to Minerals S’[rategy
approximately 1km to north- | @Ppropriate o These im e:;s will decrease as Impacts will | 2014.
west mltlgatlon for Cumyla.'tlve ImpaCtS . il b P d restorat_IOI_‘l (Of be identified Further assessment at
Amenit ' landscape impacts | Of existing quarry Impacts wi © assessed | both existing prior to the planning
y Possibility of some visibility | not possible, and proposed be assessed |and and proposed o development | apolication stage will
NB this section from the north. compensatory extension possible. and mitigation | mitigation sites) gets under | Thesiteisto | - = % e dpp Hon stag q
relates primarily to o ilb identified and | identified and | way/continues. | be restored n etermine impacts an
visual amenity: Impact on Existing measures will be Assessment applied. applied. _ to ground possi ed appropriate mitigation
oise is ’ Settlements required. required. If None expected. These impacts | |evel sono | Mtigated. to ensure impacts are
considered Kingston Village is Mitigation will be | appropriate _Howe\t/er, _Howe\{er,m will be assessed | permanent Thosettgat not significant.
separately above | approximately 1km to north | Secured through mitigation not |mp?c y f[nag |mpta_1c y t @ | and mitigation | impacts are Ca-? not de il | If mitigation not
under Human west, Worth Matravers the requirements of | POSsible, gt 'Ifr']ue o ck:)on !nui_ ant | dentified and expected. be o possible
Health above apprbximately 1km to south | the MSP to ensure | compensatory SI\?nrl] lcf?n: S sr:gnf[[ |ciant applied. bem nsated compenéation for
' t. Limited if isibility | that any impacts measures will be even atte even afte However compensated | . acts will be
east. Limited it any visibility are reduced 1o a required. mitigation, mitigation, ! ; in a way to pa
from the north, limited if any and and impacts may be agreed. required.
visibility from the south at level such that they compensation | compensatio | continue to be The i p ‘
Worth Matravers — site would | &ré not considered for such n for such significant even e issues/impacts
s ianificant - or if ) _ oot are already addressed
be visible from the C135 signiticant - or i impacts would | impacts after mitigation, ,
north of Worth Matravers. be required in | would be , Plan - no further DGs
o _ compensatory this case. required in compensation .
Mitigation will be secured measures are this case. for such impacts proposed, appropriate
through the requirements of | provided. would be safeguards have

the MSP to ensure that any
impacts are reduced to a

level such that they are not
considered significant - or if

required in this
case.

already been included.
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Receptors °

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ? significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the
timescale?
Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short-term Term (5-10 Long-term (10+ Temporary Permanent
(<5 yrs) yrs) yrs)

necessary compensatory
measures are provided.

PK16
Swanworth
Quarry
Extension

Possible in-
combination
effects.

There is potential for cumulative effects in relation to biodiversity; human health; water; air/dust; climate/GHGs; cultural heritage (archaeology); landscape and amenity. Impacts are expected to be primarily during
preparation/working, i.e. short to medium term; however, some such as landscape will continue until restoration is complete and the site is restored to ground level. This would also affect factors such as amenity
of residents and visitors. Noise and visual impacts would also continue during restoration.

There is potential for in-combination effects between human health, landscape and amenity, with all being affected during the working of the site. Landscape impacts that cannot be satisfactorily mitigated will
require appropriate compensation, as noted in the DGs. Compensation could benefit human health and amenity as well.

The DGs require cumulative impacts to be taken into consideration. The MPA is satisfied that identified impacts can be addressed by DGs and existing/proposed policy.
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RAO1 Land at White's Pit

NB: Whites Pit is currently operating under a temporary (7 year) planning permission.

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptors 10 Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short-term (<5 Term (5-10 Long-term Temporary Permanent
yrs) yrs) (10+ yrs)
Probably no No significant No significant | No significant
o significant impacts impacts impacts .

g.rrlr:n?eag;:)aér\;eﬁgﬂierve and impact, but more expected. If expected. If expected. If 'Fl)'(ljrpeeni?;l?ofror

information is residual/non- residual/non- | residual/non-
Probably no significant impact, but required to significant significant significant gi()rr]]_ificant
more information is required to determine the negative negative negative imgpacts Long-term or | No further DGs proposed

Biodiversity (incl. d‘?‘e”.m'”e the effect on Annex 1 effe.ct on Annex No impacts No impacts Impacts Impacts Impacts would be permanent - necessary safeguards
flora and fauna) Nightjar who are known to forage 1 Nightjar who expected expected following following following expected to impacts not have already been
north from Canford Heath towards are known to P ' P ' mitigation were | mitigation mitigation bep expecte d included y
the Stour River and may cross this forage north from to occur they were to occur | were to occur i P ' '
\ emporary,

site. Canford Heath would be they would they would during
Site is currently operating under a gwa:d§i$2$ and gﬁﬂﬁCted gﬁrcienxpected gﬁrcienxpected preparation
time-limited planning permission. ou . 9 9 9 and working.

may cross this preparation preparation preparation

site. and working. and working. | and working.
Potential for direct impacts on
surrounding receptors, including
from noise generated on the site.
8. T9 protect and improve air There are Any Any
ggia;:y and reduce the impacts of There are other | other waste grg dual/non- residual/non- | residual/non-

The site is an waste processing | processing significant significant significant
Impacts on air quality expected to existing facilities adjacent | facilities img acts will impacts will impacts will
be negligible. operation, with to this site. adjacent to ocgur during occur during | occur during | t db ted

is si i i mpacts would be expecte
No AQMAs will be affected by the r;](; ixef?g;(;gn Asanexisting | 1S Site: working. working. working. whri)le the site is opergtional No further DGs proposed
Human health | working of this site proposal. Any Intens : operation, no As an existing - As an As an : he si - necessary safeguards
(incl. noise) dust resulting from working willbe | No LSE cumulative operation,no = Tl | existing existing ceases operation and is have already been

controlled through normal dust- expected from impacts are synergistic eg octed that | OPeration, it | operation, it | restored. included.
suppression measures. the continued expected from impacts are thgse will be is expected is expected
Any impacts due to noise resulting oi?eratlon of the | the ;;cz[?tlr?u??h fri(pec’[ri(ijnfro;n capable of Lhea’é ;hzsb?ewcl)l: Lhea’é ;hzsb?ewcl)l:
from mineral working would be stte. :i?: ation ot the opeefacl)tion l:)? satisfactory satisfgctory satisfgctory
expected to be satisfactorily the site. mitigation. mitigation. mitigation.

minimised through normal noise
mitigation measures, imposed at the
planning application stage.

10 Receptors are environmental features (for the purposes of Strategic Environmental Assessment) identified through Plan & Sustainability Appraisal preparation that could potentially be affected by the proposal

Page 113 of 209




Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptors 10 Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short\-,tres;m (<5 Term (5-10 L(c;gg;c:;r)n Temporary Permanent
yrs)
17. To sustain the health and
quality of life of the population
Impact on Sensitive Human
Receptors
Site is existing aggregate recycling
site, well screened by existing
landform and existing trees. No
visual impacts expected, or
noise/dust impacts. No increase in
levels of traffic using the site
expected and no new access
proposed.
Impact on Existing Settlements
Site is existing aggregate recycling
site, well screened by existing
landform and existing trees. No
visual impacts expected, or
noise/dust impacts. No increase in
levels of traffic using the site
expected and no new access
proposed.
9. To maintain, conserve and
enhance soil quality. Subject to any further
Site is an existing aggregate L\leC;id al/non- L\lec;idual/non— L\lec;idual/non— permissions received, when No further DGs proposed
Soil recycling operation, located on land | No impacts No impacts No impacts signiflijcant significant significant the oper_af[ion eventually - necessary safeguards
previously quarried and landfilled in | expected. expected. expected. impacts impacts impacts ceases it is expgcteq that at have already been
restoration. expected expected expected that stage the site will be included.
: : . : ' ' covered with soil.
No further impacts on soil quality are
expected.
4. To maintain, conserve and Any Any
enhance the quality of ground, Any residual/non- | residual/non-
surface and sea waters and residual/mon- | oo iicant significant
maanzgsetgi\ﬁaﬁ:sxl:ptlon of water No impacts frl?QQfé??Ui.H impacts will | impacts wil
y- No impacts No impacts expected, occur during occur during | occur during Impacts would be expected
Groundwater expected, above | expected, above | above and working. working. working. thi)Ie the site is opergtional No further DGs proposed
Water Site overlies secondary aquifer. Not and beyond any | and beyond any | beyond any A isti As an As an and will cease when the site | ;. Nocessary safeguards
within any Source Protection Zone currents Impacts | currents impacts | currents Osezigﬁeoxr:s iltnig existing existing ceases operation and is have already been
designation. and the relevant | and the relevant | impacts and P , operation, it | operation, it | restored. included.
mitigation. mitigation. the relevant expected that | . expected | is expected
Licensed abstraction sites in mitigation. these will be that these will | that these will
proximity, any possible impacts to capable of be capable of | be capable of
be appropriately mitigated. satisfactory satisfactory | satisfactory
mitigation. e o
Surface Water mitigation. mitigation.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptors 10 Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short\-,tres;m (<5 Term (5-10 L(c;gg;c:;r)n Temporary Permanent
yrs)
Water quality issues may arise from
the contaminated land beneath the
site, or from the construction/
operation of the recycling centre.
All these issues must be considered
in the design and management of
the proposed development.
5. To reduce flood risk and
improve flood management.
Entire site is within Flood Risk Zone
1, no expected risk of flooding or
contributing to flooding.
Some potential
8. To protect and improve air I/Si;r;rgﬁ)ﬁg;[s An An
quality and reduce the impacts of Potential for waste Any res)i/ dual/non- res)i/ dual/non-
noise. Potential for dust | cumulative . residual/non- - o
and noise impacts with processing significant significant significant
Impacts on air quality expected to bevond site oﬂ:)er waste plant, and irr? acts will impacts will impacts will
be negligible. boﬁndaries rocessing plant other traffic ocf:)ur durin occur during | occur during
No AQMAs will be affected by th ' P 19 P generating ; 9 working. working. Impacts W(?UK_j be eXpe.Cted No further DGs proposed
0 . fs r\1/\.n e affecte | yA e For future in the vicinity. uses, in the working. A A while the site is operational  necessary safequards
Air noriing oLine Ste proposal [ | development For future vicinity. As an existing | 7> 2" s an and will cease when the site | | -7 0 P
ust resulting from working will be . T existing existing i di y
this is expected | development operation, it is A 2 ceases operation and Is incl
controlled through normal dust- to be controlled | this is expected For future expected ,that operation, it | operation, it | restored. included.
suppression measures. by normal 10 be conr’irolled deyglopment thepse will be is expected . is expected .
Noise mitigation will be addressed at | planning by normal ter;lséite d to be capable of Lhea::;heasb?ew(l)lfl Lhea::;heasljew(l)lfl
the planning application stage, with | controls. planning cogtrolled b satisfactory satisfgctor satisfgctor
appropriate mitigation to be included controls. normal y mitigation. mitigation y mitigation y
in the development of the site. planning 9 : 9 :
controls.
14. To adapt to and mitigate the Impacts not Impacts not | s not Policy CC1 of the
impacts of climate change. expected to be | expected to | 'MPACIS NO Bournemouth, Dorset and
The further devel t and significant. If | be gxpected to Poole Minerals Strategy
€ Turther aevelopment an Potential for any negative significant. If | P€ . seeks to address and
continued operation of this site is secondary Potential f imgac’[gl were ar?y negative | significant. If | Itis lexpected that effects minimise such impacts
expected to have some negative effects resulting otential for None to occur they | impacts were | any impacts | Wou d be tem_pr:)rﬁry, and through requiring
impacts regarding climate change, from the cumulative expected - would be to occur they | Were to occur assoma_ted with the operators to take into
Climatic factors | due primarily to machinery used and | yroquction of impacts of GHG | o iccions expected would be they would produgtion of GHGs . consideration climate
transportation of mineral away from | 5reenhouse proaduction, in ., | expected to be J during and expected be expected IHowet\1/er |;[f|s not ][(nho wgggw change impacts and their
site. However, these will in relative | 53505 (GHGS) combination wit relatively low J after during and during and ong the eftects of the S | possible mitigation for any
terms be negligible. beyond site nearby quarty. preparation after after ma)é last following their proposed minerals
The Bournemouth, Dorset and boundary. and working. | preparation pr%paratllgn production. development.
Poole Minerals Strategy seeks to Itis not known | @nd working. | @nd Working. The development
address an(_j minimise §uch impacts how long the It is not management policies, e.g.
through Policy CC1 which requires effects of the known how DM 1, also address the
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
Receptors 10 Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short-term (<5 Term (5-10 Long-term Temporary Permanent
yrs) yrs) (10+ yrs)
operators to take into consideration GHGs are felt | long the It is not issue of sustainable
climate change impacts and their after they are effects of the | known how development and seek to
possible mitigation for any proposed produced. GHGs are long the minimise climate change.
minerals development. felt after they | effects of the Restoration to some form
The development management are GHGs are of vegetation will offer
policies, e.g. DM 1, also address produced. felt after they benefits in the form of
and seek to minimise the issue of are climate change mitigation,
sustainable development and produced. but again these benefits
climate change. will be relatively small.
There will be benefits in reducing No further DGs proposed
the amount of new quarrying of land - necessary safeguards
needed. have already been
included.
NB - The term 'material assets' for
the purposes of this assessment is
taken to refer to Natural Assets
including minerals and land. Built
assets are considered to be covered
through other aspects of this Benefits of Benefits of Benefits of
assessment. produlct(ijon of produlct(ijon of produlct(ijon of | Benefits of production of
il ; recycle recycle recycle recycled aggregate, while site
Material Assets ;Lf;?ugg:tagafgi:gzvﬁppéilzginabim aggregate, aggregate, | aggregate, is working; conservation of No further DGs proposed
Objectives: g y N ed. | N 4 | None while site is while site is | while site is | minerals in the ground, - necessary safeguards
' one expected. one expected. expected. working; working; working; allowing highest and best have already been
conservation of conservation | conservation | ;ge. included.
10. To conserve and safeguard minerals in the | of minerals in | of minerals in Wil H o
mineral resources ground, the ground, | the ground, Il cease when site Is
) allowing allowing allowing closed and permission
11. To promote the use of highest and highestand | highestand | €Xpires or is surrendered.
alternative materials. best use. best use. best use.
12. To provide an adequate and
affordable supply of minerals to
meet society's needs.
6. To maintain, conserve and
enhance the historic environment
(including archaeological sites,
historic buildings, conservation
Cultural heritage - | areas, historic parks and gardens No No No No No
archaeology and and other locally distinctive None rclas@_Jal/non- rclas@_Jal/non- rclas@_Jal/non- rclas@_Jal/non- rclas@_Jal/non- No further DGs proposed
historic features and their settings). None expected. | None expected. expected. :s,lgmﬂ(t:ant :s,lgmﬂ(t:ant §|gn|f|<t:ant :s,lgmﬂ(t:ant :s,lgmﬂ(t:ant - necessary safeguards
impacts impacts impacts impacts impacts
landscapes Archaeology expected. expected. expected. expected. expected. ir:]ac\ﬁdilfady beer

Since this area has been quarried
and landfilled in restoration,
provided that works only take place
within the existing worked/restored
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Receptors 10

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-
Term (5-10
yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

area, there should not be a
significant impact.

The only way there could be
significant archaeological impact
would be if there were associated
works outside the previously-
quarried areas, or if the works had a
significant visual impact on several
Bronze Age barrows in the vicinity
that are protected as Scheduled
Monuments.

Historic Landscapes

Since this area has been quarried
and landfilled in restoration,
provided that works only take place
within the existing worked/restored
area, there should not be a
significant impact.

Cultural heritage -
historic buildings

6. To maintain, conserve and
enhance the historic environment
(including archaeological sites,
historic buildings, conservation
areas, historic parks and gardens
and other locally distinctive
features and their settings).

Historic Buildings

No impacts on any listed buildings
or settings of any listed buildings.

None expected.

None expected.

None
expected.

No
residual/non-
significant
impacts
expected.

No
residual/non-
significant
impacts
expected.

No
residual/non-
significant
impacts
expected.

No
residual/non-
significant
impacts
expected.

No
residual/non-
significant
impacts
expected.

No further DGs proposed
- necessary safeguards
have already been
included.

Landscape

7. To maintain, conserve and
enhance the landscape, including
townscape, seascape and the
coast.

Landscape Capacity

Landscape capacity to
accommodate the development is
high, provided it is co-ordinated and
designed in with the restoration of
the remainder of the area.

Designated Landscapes

No impact on any designated
landscapes.

None expected.

None expected.

None
expected.

No
residual/non-
significant
impacts
expected.

No
residual/non-
significant
impacts
expected.

No
residual/non-
significant
impacts
expected.

No
residual/non-
significant
impacts
expected.

No
residual/non-
significant
impacts
expected.

No further DGs proposed
- necessary safeguards
have already been
included.
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If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ? significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the
timescale?
Receptors 10 Comments
Medium-
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short-term (<3 Term (5-10 Long-term Temporary Permanent
yrs) yrs) (10+ yrs)

17. To sustain the health and

quality of life of the population

Impact on Sensitive Human

Receptors

Site is existing aggregate recycling
Amenity site, well screened by existing

landform and existing trees. No
NB this section visual impacts expected, or No No No No No
relates primarily to | Noise/dust impacts. No increase in N residual/non- residual/non- | residual/non- | residualinon- | residualmon- | NO further DGSf propc(;sed
visual amenity; levels of traffic using the site None expected. | None expected. one significant significant significant significant significant hneceslsarg SE eguaras
noise is considered | €xpected and no new access expected. impacts impacts impacts impacts impacts , a\l/e da (rjea y been
separately above | Proposed. expected. expected. expected. expected. expected. included.
under Human Impact on Existing Settlements
Health above. o N _

Site is existing aggregate recycling

site, well screened by existing

landform and existing trees. No

visual impacts expected, or

noise/dust impacts. No increase in

levels of traffic using the site

expected and no new access

proposed.

RAO1 White's Pit
Possible in-

combination effects.

There is potential for cumulative effects in relation to air/noise and climate/GHGs.
Impacts will occur while site is operation. As a currently permitted site, the MPA is satisfied that identified impacts can be satisfactorily addressed by DGs and existing/proposed policy.

No in-combination effects between receptors are expected.
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BC04 Trigon Hill Extension

NB - Since the Hearings into the Plan in Autumn 2018, this site has received planning permission and has been deleted as a site allocation in the Mineral Sites Plan

(MM77).
Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ? If following mltlgatlon there Is still a ".Sk.Of hegative LS_E’ or o_f non-significant
negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?
Receptor' Comments
. . - Short-term | Medium-Term | Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
2. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance
biodiversity There is potential for
European/Internat | negative impacts,
ional which could be
Designations significant, on
Proposed area Eurppeap )
lies just to the neel:gnnaa}tlons,
th of . .
g z?léurgpggnarea designations and No significant Further ot
= heathland. At this | Protected species. | There is potential for No significant | No significant | impacts ;S:'Z?:mﬁ:g ?
c stage, without There could be significant negative impacts impacts expected. If application stage
o detailed analysis | benefits for Annex 1 | cumulative impacts, expected. If expected. If residual/non- will determine
m of possible birds. partlcE[J_IarIy Wlthth residual/non- | residual/non- | significant impacts and
impacts, it is not e operations on otner significant significant negative i
= 5 diversity | 163 whether gﬂelggf;'g?h\;vg&gﬁ ihe | P2 of the site. negative negative impacts ;ﬁﬁé%%gﬁtteo
T (incl. flora there would be requirements of the | Further assessment | Not expected impacts impacts following Impacts expected to be temporary, | ensure impacts
c any likely i ollowing ollowing mitigation were | ending following restoration.
and f.auna) ny likel MSP to ensure that | &t the planning . foll foll tigat ding fol torat are not
o significant effect , licati ill mitigation were [ mitigation were | to occur they ianifi
o)) - any impacts are application stage wi significant.
= of mineral reduced to a level determine impacts to occur they to occur they wouldbe No further DG
- working on the such that thev are and appropriate would be would be expected during o further DGs
' designated area. L ney itiqati expected during | expected during | preparation and proposed -
not considered mitigation to ensure : : ;
g preparation and | preparation and | working, necessary
(&)
(01]

In principle it
should be
possible to avoid
effects on the
designated sites
through an
appropriate
stand-off from the
development.

Annex 1 Bird
Species

Area could
support Annex 1

significant.

Impacts have been
addressed through
the Habitat
Regulations
Appraisal - DG1
Natural
Environment.

impacts are not
significant.

working.

working.

reducing during
restoration.

safeguards have
already been
included.

" Receptors are environmental features (for the purposes of Strategic Environmental Assessment) identified through Plan & Sustainability Appraisal preparation that could potentially be affected by the proposal
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Receptor'’

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant

negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term
(<5 yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

birds as part of
the existing
forestry crop
rotation.
Clearance of
trees would be
likely to result in
heathland
regeneration and
the open habitat
would rapidly
become suitable
for more Annex 1
birds.

The site has the
potential to be
included in a
revision to the
heathland SPA
boundary. Risk
based approach
essential here.

National
Designations

Proposed area
lies just to the
south of an area
of Morden Bog
and Hyde Heath
SSSI. At this
stage, without
detailed analysis
of possible
impacts, it is not
clear whether
there would be
any likely
significant effect
of mineral
working on the
designated area.

In principle it
should be
possible to avoid
effects on the
designated sites
through an
appropriate
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Receptor'’

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant

negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term
(<5 yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary Permanent

Comments

stand-off from the
development.

Protected species

There are
numerous bat
records from
Trigon Hill
Plantation
suggesting the
plantation or trees
in the area may
provide important
roosting habitats;
assessment will
be required to
understand the
implications of
removal of the
plantation on
bats.

A large badger
sett is also known
in the plantation
and the effects of
working on this
species would
also require
assessment.

It is difficult to
assess whether
mitigation on bats
or badger would
be acceptable
without detailed
study on
population sizes
and locations.

Human
health -

including
noise

8. To protect
and improve air
quality and
reduce the
impacts of noise

Impacts on air
quality at/around
the site expected
to be negligible.

Ball clay traffic
travelling to/from
Devon along the
A35 would have
some impact on the
Chideock AQMA.

Further assessment
at the planning
application stage will
determine impacts

No significant
impacts expected.

No significant
impacts expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they

Any residual, non-significant impacts
expected to be temporary, reducing
during restoration and ceasing when
restoration complete.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant

negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor' Comments
. . o Short-term | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
Any dust resulting | and appropriate would be would be would be already been

from working will
be controlled
through normal
dust-suppression
measures.

Any impacts due
to noise resulting
from mineral
working would be
expected to be
satisfactorily
minimised
through normal
noise mitigation
measures,
imposed at the
planning
application stage.

17. To sustain
the health and
quality of life of
the population

Impact on
Sensitive Human

Receptors

Cold Harbour
properties some
380 m to the east,
other residential
uses further to
the north.

Development
would likely
require
appropriate
mitigation (such
as visual and
noise attenuation
bunding,
standoffs) to limit
impacts.

Adequate scope
to screen works,
using mitigation
such as visual
and noise

mitigation to ensure
impacts are not
significant.

Potential for impacts
on properties in the
vicinity and
settlements. Not
clear at this stage if
impacts will be
significant.

Further assessment
at the planning
application stage will
determine impacts
and appropriate
mitigation to ensure
any residual impacts
are not significant.

expected during
preparation and
working.

expected during
preparation and
working.

expected during
preparation and
working, and
restoration.

included.

Page 122 of 209



Receptor'’

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant

negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term
(<5 yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary Permanent

Comments

attenuation
bunds.

Impact on
Existing
Settlements

Cold Harbour is
closest settlement
to the east along
with other
properties along
the C7.

Screening (visual
and noise
attenuation
bunding) would
significantly limit
the impact of the
site working, but
there will be
impacts of lorries
entering/leaving
the site. This is
an extension and
should not result
in intensification
of any impacts.

Impact on
Recreational

Land

Site is agricultural
land and forestry,
private land with
no public access.
No formal or
informal
recreational use.

No impacts
expected.
Restoration to
consider options
for improving
public access in
the area.

Soil

9. To maintain,
conserve and

None expected.

None expected.

None expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. If

No significant
impacts
expected. If

No significant
impacts
expected. If

Yes - for duration of preparation and
working. As restoration proceeds,
impacts will reduce.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant

negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor' Comments
. . - Short-term | Medium-Term | Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
enhance soil residual/non- residual/non- residual/non- No overall loss of soils expected. safeguards have
quality. significant significant significant already been
Soils can be negative negative negative included.
protected and re- Ifrc?II%?/Sitr?g Ifrc?II%?/Sitr?g :«g}fﬁvﬁtﬁg Further
used as required. mitigation were | mitigation were | mitigation were ?hS: %IS:::]?:; at
Soil to be to occur they to occur they to occur they application stage
properly stripped would be would be would be Pb Stag
) . . : will determine
and stored prior expected during | expected during | expected during impacts and
to working; preparation and | preparation and | preparation and apbrooriate
protected during working. working. working. ptp r;: i
working; and re- mitigation to
q ’ it ensure impacts
s?rea OIT'Sl e are not
after working. significant.
Further
assessment at
the planning
application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.
4. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance the
. . otential for assessment a
ground, surface | potential for impacts cumulative impacts No significant | No significant | No significant the plannin
and sea waters | peyond the / P : : : planning
and manage the | poundary of the site. | With the other parts Impacts Impacts Impacts application stage
consumption of oundary ot the Site. | ¢4 site and the exp_ected. If exp_ected. If expected. If will determine
, Not known if such landfill. Not k if residual/non- residual/non- residual/non- ]
water in a impacts would be andfill. Not known i =o1UL -o1UL -S1dL impacts and
sustainable way. sig?]ificant such impacts would S|gn|f|_cant S|gn|f|_cant S|gn|f|eant appropriate
Groundwater ' be significant. ir;ﬁg:::';/se ir;ﬁg:::';/se inn?g:g,zlse Yes - for duration of preparation and | Mitigation to
Water e Further assessment | o v o0 o ccessment | None expected. pac pac pac working. As restoration proceeds, | €nsure impacts
No impact on any | at the planning at the plannin following following following impacts expected to reduce. are not
Source Protection | application stage will € pl g mitigation were | mitigation were | mitigation were significant.
- ine i application stage will to occur the to occur the to occur the
Zones. Site determine impacts | | ine i y y y No further DG
overlios a and appropriate etermine impacts would be would be would be o further DGs
L and appropriate d duri d duri d duri proposed -
Secondary mitigation to ensure NSRS expected during | expected during | expected during
Aquifer impacts are not mitigation to ensure preparation and | preparation and | preparation and necessary
qurter. - impacts are not Ki Ki Ki safeguards have
significant e working. working. working.
Possible ’ significant. already been
implications of included.
adjacent landfill,
including leachate
migration to be
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Receptor'’

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant

negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term
(<5 yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

considered/asses
sed.

Assessment
required to
determine
possible impacts
on hydrogeology,
including
considering
possible hydraulic
links with
adjacent nature
conservation
designations.
This is covered
by DG 3
Hydrology/Flood
Risk of the MSP.

Surface Water

Watercourse
within the site
boundary. There
appears to be a
pond close to the
northern edge of
the site and other
ponds in vicinity.

Assessment
required to
determine
possible impacts
on hydrogeology.
Impacts to be
appropriately
mitigated

5. To reduce

flood risk and
improve flood
management.

Entire site is
within Flood Risk
Zone 1, no
expected risk of
flooding or
contributing to
flooding.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant

negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor' Comments
. . o Short-term | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
8. To protect
and improve air
quality and
reduce the No further DGs
impacts of proposed -
noise. necessary
. safeguards have
Impacts on air already been
uality at/around . ignifi :
’?he si’?e expected Ball clay traffic No significant No significant No significant included. Further
1o be nealiible travelling to/from impacts impacts Impacts assessment at
FIOBE- 1 Devon along the expected. If expected. If expected. If the planning
Any dust resulting | A35 would have residual/non- residual/non- rgs@fyal/non— application stage
from working will | some impact on the significant significant significant will determine
![ohe conrt1rolled I Chideock AQMA. negative negative P;g:g,:’se Any residual, non-significant impacts |mpacts.atnd
: rough norma Further assessment impacts impacts : expected to be temporary, reducing | @Ppropriate
Alr dust-suppression | /i o planning None expected. None expected. following following 2:1?\’21?& were | during restoration and ceasing when mitigation to
measures. icati i mitigation were | mitigation were 9 restoration complete. ensure impacts
application stage will to occur they
Any impacts due | determine impacts tooccurthey | tooccurthey | 0 :iren?fioc;[ant
to noise resulting | and appropriate wouldbe | wouldbe expected during g '
from mineral mitigation to ensure expected during | expected during | oo ation and These issues
working would be | impacts are not preparation and | preparation and working, and are addressed at
expected to be significant. working. working. restoration. the planning
satisfactorily application stage
minimised as required by
through normal Policy DM2 of
noise mitigation the Minerals
measures, Strategy 2014.
imposed at the
planning
application stage.
14. To adapt to Impacts not Impacts not Impacts not Policy CC1 of
and mitigate the expected to be | expected to be | €xpected to be the
impacts of significant. If significant. If significant. If Bournemouth,
climate change. any negative any negative any impacts Dorset and
Developing the impacts were to | impacts were to | Were to occur Poole Minerals
site as a quarry is occur they occur they they would be _ Strategy seeks
expected to have would be would be expected during | Itis expected that effects would be | to address and
o some negative expected during | expected during | @nd after temporary, and associated with the | minimise such
Climatic impacts regarding | None expected. None expected. None expected. and after and after preparation and | production of GHGs . Howeveritis | impacts through
factors climate Change preparation and preparation and Work|ng. not known how |Ong the effeCtS Of requiring
. . ’ Ki ki the GHGs may last fO”OWlng their operators to take
due primarily to working. working. oroduction ( I?
i . . : into
mna:jchlnery used It is not known | Itis not known | it is not known consideration
a _ how long the how long the how long the climate change
transportation of effects of the effects of the effects of the impacts and
;Fc;rrfrsail’:eaway GHGs are felt | GHGs are felt | GHGs are felt their possible
However. these after they are after they are after they are mitigation for
will i rolative produced. produced. produced. any proposed
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant

negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor' Comments
. . - Short-term | Medium-Term | Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
terms be minerals
negligible. development.
The
development
management
policies, e.g. DM
1, also address
the issue of
sustainable
development
and seek to
minimise climate
change.
Restoration to
some form of
vegetation will
offer benefits in
the form of
climate change
mitigation, but
again these
benefits will be
relatively small.
No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.
NB - The term
'material assets'
for the purposes
of this
assessment is
taken to refer to
_Natur:_:ll Ass.ets _ _ Benefits of No further DGs
including minerals Benefits of Benefits of mineral suool Benefits are temoorary and will proposed -
Material and land. Built N mineral supply | mineral supply bRy mporary necessary
ot expected. Not expected. Not expected. L o decrease as decrease as site is worked and
assets assets are while site is while site is o safeguards have
. : . site is worked restored.
considered to be working. working. and restored already been
covered through ' included.
other aspects of
this assessment.
The Sustainability
Appraisal
includes the
foIIowing
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Receptor'’

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant

negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term
(<5 yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary Permanent

Comments

Sustainability
Objectives:

10. To conserve
and safeguard
mineral
resources.

11. To promote
the use of
alternative
materials.

12. To provide
an adequate and
affordable
supply of
minerals to meet
society's needs.

The SA notes that
the site would
make an
important
contribution to the
supply of
minerals, but
does not promote
the use of
alternative
minerals.

Cultural
heritage -
archaeology/
historic
landscapes

6. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance the
historic
environment
(including
archaeological
sites, historic
buildings,
conservation
areas, historic
parks and
gardens and
other locally
distinctive
features and
their settings).

Archaeology

The number of
prehistoric

Potential for
impacts, which could
be significant.

Mitigation will be
secured through the
requirements of the
MSP to ensure that
any impacts are
reduced to a level
such that they are
not considered
significant.

Further assessment
at the planning
application stage will
determine impacts
and appropriate
mitigation to ensure

Potential for
impacts, which could
be significant.

Mitigation will be
secured through the
requirements of the
MSP to ensure that
any impacts are
reduced to a level
such that they are
not considered
significant.

Further assessment
at the planning
application stage will
determine impacts
and appropriate
mitigation to ensure

None expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working, and
restoration.

Any residual, non-significant impacts
expected to be temporary, reducing
during restoration and ceasing when
restoration complete.

Further
assessment at
the planning
application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.
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Receptor'’

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant

negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term
(<5 yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

barrows in the
area in particular
indicates that the
site has
archaeological
potential.

There is a
Scheduled
Monument — a
barrow — to the
south-west of the
site. Part of the
setting of this
barrow has
already been lost.
Development of
the proposed site
is likely to have
an impact on the
remaining setting
area. Any harm
is given great
weight in the
assessment.

Mitigation will be
secured through
the requirements
of the MSP to
ensure that any
impacts are
reduced to a level
such that they are
not considered
significant. This is
addressed
through DG2,
Historic/Cultural
Environment,
including
modifications.

Historic
Landscapes

Historically much
or all of this site
would have been
heathland. This
heathland formed
part of the setting

impacts are not
significant.

This is addressed
through DG2,
Historic/Cultural
Environment,
including
modifications.

impacts are not
significant.
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Receptor'’

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant

negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term
(<5 yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary Permanent

Comments

of the barrows in
the area.

Unsympathetic
extraction and
quarrying could
have a negative
impact on the
setting of these
Monuments, but
there is the
potential for an
improvement in
that setting
through
restoration to
heathland.

Mitigation will be
secured through
the requirements
of the MSP to
ensure that any
impacts are
reduced to a level
such that they are
not considered
significant. This is
addressed
through DG2,
Historic/Cultural
Environment.

Cultural
heritage -
historic
buildings

6. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance the
historic
environment
(including
archaeological
sites, historic
buildings,
conservation
areas, historic
parks and
gardens and
other locally
distinctive
features and
their settings).

Historic Buildings

None expected.

None expected.

None expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working, and
restoration.

Any residual, non-significant impacts
expected to be temporary, reducing
during restoration and ceasing when
restoration complete.

Further
assessment at
the planning
application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.

Page 130 of 209



Receptor'’

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant

negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term
(<5 yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary Permanent

Comments

Belts of trees
separate Trigon
House, which is
the nearest listed
building to the
site. Therefore
the site has
negligible impact
on the listed
buildings.

Landscape

7. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance the
landscape,
including
townscape,
seascape and
the coast.

Landscape
Capacity

Potential to
impact adversely
on the open
access land to
the west and
north west. Due
to its position on
the west slopes of
the hillside its
sensitivity is
increased and its
capacity to
absorb
development is
significantly
reduced. DG5,
Landscape/Visual
, including
modification,
addresses this
issue.

Further
assessment at
the planning
application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate

Potential for
impacts, which could
be significant.

Further assessment
at the planning
application stage will
determine impacts
and appropriate
mitigation to ensure
impacts are not
significant.

DG5,
Landscape/Visual,
including
modification,
addresses this
issue.

Potential for
impacts, particularly
with other parts of
the Trigon site and
also with other
mineral sites in the
vicinity, which could
be significant.

Further assessment
at the planning
application stage will
determine impacts
and appropriate
mitigation to ensure
impacts are not
significant.

None expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working, and
restoration.

Any residual, non-significant impacts
expected to be temporary, reducing
during restoration and ceasing when
restoration complete.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant

negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor' Comments
. . - Short-term | Medium-Term | Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.
Mitigation will be
secured through
the requirements
of the MSP e.g.
DG5
Landscape/Visual
, to ensure that
any impacts are
reduced to a level
such that they are
not considered
significant.
Designated
Landscapes
Less significant
adverse impact.
the health and adereseed at
addressed at the
quality of life of | potential for impacts planning
the population on properties, but application stage
Impact on not clear whether as required by
Sensitive Human | these are significant planning policy,
Amenity Receptors or not. No significant | No significant No S|gtn|f|cant e%ghP?\I/ll.cy D'YIZ
NB this Cold Harbour Mitigation will be impacts impacts :ar’?(pac S of the Minerals
ND pected. If Strategy 2014.
section properties some | secured through the expected. If expected. If residual/non-
relates 380 m to the east, | requirements of the residual/non- residual/non- significant Further
primarily to other residential MSP to ensure that significant signifi_cant negative _ o _ assessment at
visual uses further to ané/ imr()jacts alre | _negative _nega’u;/e impacts Any retchjJILtJaIE)nc;n-&gmflcant ljmp_acts the Iplar;_nmgt
nitv: he north. reduced to a leve impacts impacts : expected to be temporary, reducing | application stage
f,‘gife ,tg the nort such that they are None expected. None expected. following following 2:1?\’21?& were during restoration and ceasing when | will determine
considered Further not considered mitigation were | mitigation were o o%cur the restoration complete. impacts and
separately assessment at significant. to occur they to occur they would be y appropriate
above under the planning Further assessment would be would be expected durin mitigation to
Human application stage , expected during | expected during pectea 9 ensure impacts
will determine at the planning ; , preparation and
Health _ - . preparation and | preparation and : are not
impacts and application stage will workin workin working, and significant
above. appropriate determine impacts 9- 9- restoration. g )
mitigation to and appropriate No further DGs
ensure impacts mitigation to ensure proposed -
are not impacts are not necessary
significant. significant. safeguards have
Development ie::;?sggdbeen
would likely '
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant

negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Receptor' Comments
. . o Short-term | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
require
appropriate

mitigation (such
as visual and
noise attenuation
bunding,
standoffs) to limit
impacts.

Adequate scope
to screen works,
using mitigation
such as visual
and noise
attenuation
bunds.

Impact on
Existing
Settlements

Cold Harbour is
closest settlement
to the east along
with other
properties along
the C7.

Further
assessment at
the planning
application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.

Screening (visual
and noise
attenuation
bunding) would
significantly limit
the impact of the
site working, but
there will be
impacts of lorries
entering/leaving
the site. This is
an extension and
should not result
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Receptor'’

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-significant

negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term
(<5 yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

in intensification
of any impacts.

The DG on
Cumulative
impacts
addresses the
issue of
cumulative
impacts, which
would include
amenity.

Impact on
Recreational

Land

Site is agricultural
land and forestry,
private land with
no public access.
No formal or
informal
recreational use.

No impacts
expected.
Restoration to
consider options
for improving
public access in
the area.

BCO04 Trigon Hill
Extension

Possible in-

combination effects.

There is potential for cumulative or in-combination effects in relation to biodiversity; human health; air/dust; landscape and archaeology/heritage. Some effects could be beneficial.

In most cases impacts would be expected in the short to medium term. In the longer term, as restoration proceeds, impacts are expected to reduce. The MPA is satisfied that identified impacts can be

satisfactorily addressed by DGs and existing/proposed policy. Proposed DG requires cumulative impacts to be taken into consideration.

The restoration vision promotes long term benefits, including possible creation of heathland and multi-functional green infrastructure which is identified in the restoration vision, including recreational,
landscape, biodiversity and amenity benefits.

NB - Since the Hearings into the Plan in Autumn 2018, this site has received planning permission and has been deleted as a site allocation in the Mineral Sites Plan (MM77).
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PK02 Blacklands

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

impacts of noise.

Noise mitigation will be
addressed at the
planning application
stage, with appropriate
mitigation to be
included in the

appropriately mitigated
will be identified and
applied at planning
application stage.

continuation along with
PK17 and PK18 may
intensify site related
traffic impacts in
relation to amenity.

Further assessment at
the planning

mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected
during
preparation
and working,
reducing during

will be
temporary, -
during working
(around 26
years).

are expected
following
restoration.

Receptor12 Comments
. . _— Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
Loss of Loss of
grassland grassland
during during
extraction. extraction. I\/Vhalte;/er the Further
evel o
2. To maintain, Not clear at this | Not clear at this | impacts, they ;S:i)ls:rf:ﬁ:; at
conserve and stage the stage the would be lcati
enhance biodiversity significance of | significance of | gxpected application
this impact - this impact - during stage will
Loss of grassland further further preparation ' Qetermme
during extraction. Positive cumulative assessment assessment and working, Re§f0f ation to |mpacts.and
Potential impact on effect in relation to will be will be reducing during Loss of unimpr oved appropriate
Biodiversity (incl. | Great Crested Newt. None identified provision of bat roosts, None identified required, to required, to restoration. grassland limestone mitigation to
flora and fauna) | ¢ one identined. referred to in one identiied. - 1 establish establish _ during grassland. ensure impacts
urther assessment at Development signifi iqnifi Benefits tracti o are not
the planning velop gnificance significance el extraction. Provision of e n
o : Guidelines (MM82) and necessary | and necessary | include bat roosts significant.

7 application stage will mitigation. mitigation. restoration to ' No further DG

o] determlne impacts _and limestone o further DGs

c appropriate mitigation Whatever the Whatever the grassland and proposed -

o to ensure impacts are level of level of possible necessary

= not significant. impacts, they impacts, they provision of bat safeguards

& would be would be roosts at end of have already

w ! been included.

m expected expected quarrying.

during during

AN preparation preparation

§ and working. and working.

m . .
Potential for direct There is potential for No significant | No significant | No significant Visual or noise
impacts on cumulative adverse impacts impacts impacts Impacts are not
surrounding receptors, impacts in combination expected. If expected. If exp_ected. If Impacts expected to
including from noise None expected - with PK17 and PK18. residual/non- | residual/non- | residual/non- | eypected to affelct these
generated on the site. | environmental This is addressed significant significant significant be non- No permanent f]etrt emet?tsr,

8. To protect and protection measures to | rough a DG - MM&1 negative negative negative significant health bg aWnIy ere
Human health - improve air quality reduce dust and No increase in traffic Impacts Impacts Ifg}ﬁ,a\l,:,:itr? following impacts, or intensification
including noise and reduce the ensure noise is movements but None expected. [ following following 9 mitigation, and | other impacts, of traffic

generated by
the proposed
extension.

However
existing traffic
levels
generated by

12 Receptors are environmental features (for the purposes of Strategic Environmental Assessment) identified through Plan & Sustainability Appraisal preparation that could potentially be affected by the proposal
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Receptor1 2

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
. . _ Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent

Comments

development of the
site.

17. To sustain the
health and quality of
life of the population

Impact on Sensitive
Human Receptors
Number of residential
properties within 350m
and within 500m. Row
of cottages just north
of Priest’'s Way.

Site is an extension of
existing quarry in an
area with a long
history of quarrying.

Further assessment at
the planning
application stage will
determine impacts and
appropriate mitigation
to ensure impacts are
not significant.

Impact on Existing
Settlements

Nearest settlement is
Acton, some 300m
north of the proposed
extension. Site
extension not visible
from Acton. Long
history of stone
quarrying in the area.

Further assessment at
the planning
application stage will
determine impacts and
appropriate mitigation
to ensure impacts are
not significant.

application stage will
determine impacts and
appropriate mitigation
to ensure impacts are
not significant.

restoration.
Restoration will
take place
following
extraction. Life
of quarry
around 26
years.

the current
operation will
continue for a
longer period of
time.

DG (MM81)
requires that
cumulative
impacts are
considered and
minimised.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards
have already
been included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

i 2
Receptor'2 timescale? Comments
. . _ Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
9. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance soil quality.
Site No significant
contains/comprises No significant | No significant |mpactsd i No significant
good to moderate impacts impacts expected. impacts
quality agricultural expected. If expected. If residual/non- expected. If
land. Working the site residual/non- | residual/non- f,fngt'ﬁ,aem residual/non-
will have impacts on significant significant imgacts significant No further DGs
this soil. negative negative folI%win negative There will be roposed -
Mitigation: Soil to be impacts impacts mitigatic?n were impacts no permanent ﬁecF)essary
Soil ly stripped and | None expected. None expected. None expected. | following following following impacts and
properly stripped an e e to occur they e safeguards
stored prior to working; mitigation were | mitigation were | = mitigation no overall loss have already
protected during to occur they to occur they expected were to occur | of soil. been included
working; and returned would be would be during they would be '
as part of restoration. expected expected preparation expected
during during . during
Further assessment at preparation preparation and working. | o 02 ation
the planning . and working. and working. Reuse of soil | working.
application stage will onsite in
determine impacts and restoration.
appropriate mitigation
to ensure impacts are
not significant.
4. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance the quality
of ground, surface
and sea waters and No significant No significant No significant
manage the impacts impacts impacts
consumption of expected. If expected. If expected. If Nrc())ftér;ggr_DGs
water in a residual/non- residual/non- residual/non- ﬁecpessar
sustainable way. significant significant significant safe uarélls
Groundwater negative negative negative havegalready
— impacts impacts impacts ) i
Water Site overlies None expected. None expected. None expected. | following following following N/A No permanent | been included.;

Secondary aquifers.
No impact on Source
Protection Zones. No
licenced supplies.

Surface Water
Watercourses
approximately 460m to
the west of the site,
but no significant
water interests in the
vicinity. Simple

mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

impacts.

potential risks
are addressed
through the
existing
pollution control
regime.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

Receptor'? timescale? Comments
. . _ Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
hydrological
assessment required.
Further assessment at
the planning
application stage will
determine impacts and
appropriate mitigation
to ensure impacts are
not significant.
Any dust
resulting from
working will be
8. To protect and controlled
improve air quality through normal
and reduce the No significant | No significant SSSt-ression
impacts of noise. Potential Potential for impacts impacts mepapsures_
Impacts on air quality sgciI:)clfaazryog focts of | CUmulative impacts of expected. If expected. If _ _
expected to be st or it sollution dust or air pollution, in residual/non- residual/non- Timescale for Noise _
negligible. rp combination with PK18 significant significant potential for mitigation will
_ beyond site boundary. | -\ puc17 negative negative Impacts from impacts would || . be addressed
No AQMAs will be Further assessment at impacts impacts quarry related | be expected ONG-1eTM OF 1 at the planning
Air affected by the the plannin Further assessment at | None expected. | following following traffic will occur | to be permanent application
working of this site pranning , the planning itioati itigati til letion | t Impacts not t ith
app“ca“on Stage will : . . mitigation were | mitugation were | unt Comp etion emporary, eXpeC’[ed. stage, V\./|
proposal. determine impacts and application stage will to occur they to occur they of workings. during appropriate
Further assessment at | appropriate mitigation determine impacts and would be would be preparation mitigation to be
the planning to ensure impacts are appropriate mitigation expected expected and working. included in the
application stage will | not significant. to ensure impacts are during during development of
determine impacts and not significant. preparation preparation the site.
appropriatg mitigation and working. and working. No further DGs
to ensure impacts are proposed -
not significant. necessary
safeguards
have already
been included.
14. To adapt to and Impacts not Policy CC1 of
mitigate the impacts Potential for Impacts not Impacts not expected to be the
of climate change. Potential for cumulative impacts of expected to be | expected to be | significant. If | It is expected that effects would | Bournemouth,
secondary effects GHG production, in significant. If | significant. If | gny impacts be temporary, and associated | Dorsetand

Climatic factors

Developing the site as
a quarry is expected to
have some negative
impacts regarding
climate change, due
primarily to machinery
used and
transportation of

resulting from the
production of
greenhouse gases
(GHGs) beyond site
boundary.

combination with PK17
and PK18, and/or
other site proposals/
and other existing
quarries on Purbeck
plateau.

None expected -
emissions
expected to be
relatively low

any negative
impacts were
to occur they
would be
expected
during and
after

any negative
impacts were
to occur they
would be
expected
during and
after

were to occur
they would be
expected
during and
after
preparation
and working.

with the production of GHGs .
However it is not known how

long the effects of the GHGs

may last following their

production.

Poole Minerals
Strategy seeks
to address and
minimise such
impacts
through
requiring
operators to
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

i 2
Receptor12 timescale? Comments
. . _ Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
mineral away from preparation preparation take into
and working. | and WOrk0 | ot o
s It is not known | Itis not known | how long the . g
negligible. impacts and
how long the how long the effects of the - -
. e their possible
No intensification of effects of the effects of the GHGs are felt e
. . . mitigation for
traffic/operations is GHGs are felt | GHGs are felt | after they are
L any proposed
expected as site is an after they are after they are produced. minerals
extension. produced. produced. development.
The
development
management
policies, e.g.
DM 1, also
address the
issue of
sustainable
development
and seek to
minimise

climate change.

Restoration to
some form of
vegetation will
offer benefits in
the form of
climate change
mitigation, but
again these
benefits will be
relatively small.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards
have already
been included.
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Receptor1 2

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

Material assets

NB - The term
'material assets' for
the purposes of this
assessment is taken to
refer to Natural Assets
including minerals and
land. Built assets are
considered to be
covered through other
aspects of this
assessment.

10. To conserve and
safeguard mineral
resources.

11. To promote the
use of alternative
materials.

12. To provide an
adequate and
affordable supply of
minerals to meet
society's needs.

The SA notes that the
site would make an
important contribution
to the supply of
Purbeck Stone for
Bournemouth, Dorset
and Poole and all
other potential
markets, but does not
promote the use of
alternative materials.

Impacts on agricultural
land and Existing
Settlements are
referred to elsewhere
in this assessment.

Not expected.

Not expected.

Not expected.

Benefits of
mineral supply
while site is
working.

Benefits of
mineral supply
while site is
working.

Benefits of
mineral supply
decrease as
site is worked
and restored.

Benefits are temporary and will
decrease as site is worked and

restored.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards
have already
been included.

Cultural heritage -
archaeology/histor
ic landscapes

6. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance the historic
environment
(including
archaeological sites,
historic buildings,
conservation areas,

None expected.

None expected.

None expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
foIIowing

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
foIIowing

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
foIIowing

Unknown at
this stage.

Potential for
loss of
archaeology.

Further
evaluation will
be required.
When this has
been
undertaken
possible
impacts, if any,
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

i 2
Receptor12 timescale? Comments
. . _ Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
historic parks and mitigation were | mitigation were | mitigation were will be better
gardens and other to occur they to occur they to occur they understood.
locally distinctive would be would be would be .
features and their expected expected expected This is already
- . : . noted in the
settings). during during during Plan - No
preparation preparation preparation
Archacology and working. and working. and working. furz[hgglejd(%s
The discovery of Iron prop
Age and Roman necessary
safeguards

period remains at the
Blacklands site to the
west and north of the
proposal site indicates
the present site’s high
potential for below-
ground archaeology.
There is also potential
for industrial
archaeological
evidence of early
quarrying.

Further assessment at
the planning
application stage will
determine impacts and
appropriate mitigation
to ensure impacts are
not significant.

Historic Landscapes

The local landscape
bears the imprint of
previous quarrying
dating from the Roman
period onwards. It
could be argued that
the present site would
be a continuation of
the process, and if the
site is to be restored
afterwards the impact
would be limited in
time anyway.

Further assessment at
the planning
application stage will
determine impacts and
appropriate mitigation

have already
been included.
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Receptor1 2

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
. . _ Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent

Comments

to ensure impacts are
not significant.

Cultural heritage -
historic buildings

6. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance the historic
environment
(including
archaeological sites,
historic buildings,
conservation areas,
historic parks and
gardens and other
locally distinctive
features and their
settings).

Potential impacts on
setting of Acton
Conservation Area.

Further assessment at
the planning
application stage will
determine impacts and
appropriate mitigation
to ensure impacts are
not significant.

None expected.

Potential for impacts
from simultaneous
existing and potential
mineral workings
south of Acton, along
with other non-mineral
developments, will
require more detailed
assessment at the
stage of planning
application. However,
the village is set within
a landscape of
traditional small scale
quarries.

Further assessment at
the planning
application stage will
determine impacts and
appropriate mitigation
to ensure impacts are
not significant.

Not expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

Restoration
would restore
landscape
setting.

No LSE expected, however if
any impacts are identified
through more detailed
assessment these are likely to
be temporary

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards
have already
been included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

Receptor12 timescale? Comments
. . _ Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
7. To maintain,
conserve and
enhance the
landscape, including
townscape,
seascape and the
coast. No significant
Landscape Capacity , , impacts Impacts will be
There i ntial for A . pac
Potential cumulative cusvja?ifgt: d\f:rsg No significant | No significant | expected. If addressed at
adverse impacts on visual impacts in impacts impacts residual/non- There may be | the planning
the amenity of users of combination with PK17 expected. |f expected. If significant some changes | application
Priests Way. and PK18, residual/non- residual/non- negative to the stage as
significant significant impacts Yes - for landscape but | required by
Restoration of This is addressed in negative negative following duration of the open planning policy,
adjacent quarries the Landscape/Visual impacts impacts mitigation were reparation character of e.g. Policy DM2
Landscape recommended to help | None expected. DG for PKO2. None expected. [ following following to occur they P dp i the landscape | of the Minerals
avoid any cumulative Further assessment at mitigation were | mitigation were | would be '?'Ee \;Vi?‘; vl\::lgl’ will be Strategy 2014.
landscape and visual : to occur they to occur they expected maintained.
impact. the Iplar;_nmgt i would be would be during be restored. See No further DGs
Further assessment at ggfelfrgi;l%nirisg;g Iand expected expected preparatign Rggtoration proposed -
h . , N during during and working - Vision of the | Necessary
e planning appropriate mitigation . ; h DG safeguards
application stage will to ensure impacts are preparation preparation ovever il S have already
determine impacis and not significant. and working. and working. restoration wi been included
appropriate mitigation reduce the '
to ensure impacts are Impacts.
not significant.
Designated
Landscapes
Less significant
adverse impact.
17. To sustain the There is potential for . S D
health and quality of cumulative adverse il\rlr? 2|3tr;|f|cant il;lno thr;lflcant il\rlr? 2|3tr;|f|cant Impacts will be
life of the population impacts in combination P P P addressed at
. B with PK17 and PK18, exp_ected. If exp_ected. If exp_ected. If the planning
Amenity Impact on Sensitive No incr n traffi residual/non- residual/non- residual/non- lication
NB this s_ectio_n Human Receptors m?)\l/efnzi?: lI)ut ane signifipant signifipant signifipant :& %:230
relates primarily to | Number of residential continuation along with negative negative negative Yes - limited | required by
V|s.ual amenity; properties within 350m PK17 and PK18 may N |fm”pac_ts :crn”pac_ts |fm”pac_ts impacts during ho permanent planning policy,
noise I1s and within 500m. Row None expected. intensify site related one expected o’lowing 0’ owing o’lowing preparation c angesd e.g. Policy DM2
CO”S'd‘fr‘Td o of cottages just north traffic impacts in ’[Elggciﬂ??hvev;re g'g%iﬂ??h\gire ’[Elggciﬂ??hvev;re and working. expected. of the Minerals
separately above iest i ;i
unger Hu%an of Priest’'s Way. relation to amenity. would be would be would be Strategy 2014.
Health above. Site is an extension of Further assessment at expected expected expected Appropriate
existing quarry in an the planning during during during mitigation to be
area with a long application stage will preparation preparation preparation provided,
history of quarrying. determine impacts and and working. and working. and working. following

Impacts could be

appropriate mitigation
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

i 2
Receptor12 timescale? Comments
. . _ Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
either ‘Less to ensure impacts are assessment of

Significant’ or ‘Not
Significant’, given the
context of the site.

The site boundary of
the Pre-Submission
Draft has been
amended following
planning permission
being granted for part
of site. The remaining
site allocation is a
small extension.

Impact on existing
settlements

Nearest settlement is
Acton, some 300m
north of the proposed
extension. Site
extension not visible
from Acton. Long
history of stone
quarrying in the area.

Visual or noise
impacts are not
expected to affect
these settlements, nor
will there be any
intensification of traffic
generated by the
proposed extension.
However existing
traffic levels generated
by the current
operation will continue
for a longer period of
time.

Further assessment at
the planning
application stage will
determine impacts and
appropriate mitigation
to ensure impacts are
not significant.

not significant.

likely impacts.

Restoration to
improve
landscape of
site where
possible; and to
seek to
increase public
access.

Screening,
bunding,
standoffs will
be used to
mitigate
impacts where
considered
necessary

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards
have already
been included.
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PK 02 Blacklands

Possible in-
combination effects.

There is potential for cumulative effects in relation to biodiversity; human health; air (noise); climate/GHGs; cultural heritage (historic buildings); landscape and amenity. Impacts are expected to be
primarily during preparation/working, i.e. short to medium term;

There is potential for in-combination effects between receptors such as human health/amenity, landscape and cultural heritage (Listed Buildings) given the concentration of sites in this area and the
Acton Conservation Area nearby. The DGs require cumulative impacts to be taken into consideration. The MPA is satisfied that identified impacts can be addressed by DGs and existing/proposed policy.
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PK10 Southard Quarry

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

i 2
Receptor'® timescale? Comments
. . - Short-term Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
Further
assessment at
the planning
Loss of Loss of a{o pllcat!lclm
grassland grassland zeig?mvﬁ]e
during during )
extraction extraction Whatever the impacts and
’ : level of appropriate
Not clear at Not clear at impacts, they mitigation to
this stage the | this stage the | would be ensure
significance of | significance of | expected impacts are
Positive this impact - this impact - during ' not significant.
cumulative effect further further preparation The site is
2. To maintain, conserve in relation to assessment assessment and working, within the
> ’ P . . will be will be reducing Loss of Restoration to .
and enhance biodiversity provision of bat . . ; ; existing
- iodi itv (i None identified roosts, referred None identified required, to required, to during grassland unimproved ermission
© E'Od've:js'fty (incl. o - J establish establish restoration. during limestone Eut o
3 ora andfauna) None identified. Development significance significance Benefits extraction. grassland. extraction is
- Guidelines ar)ql necessary a'?‘?‘ necessary | include allowed by
T (MM82) mitigation. mitigation. restoration to condition. The
g Whatever the | Whatever the | limestone area is
45- level of level of grassland and currently used
o impacts, they impacts, they | possible for storage.
(7)) would be would be provision of No further
o expected expected bat roosts at DGs
v during during end of roposed -
¢ preparation preparation quarrying. Frjmecrx)essary
o and working. and working. safeguards
have already
been
included.
Potential for direct impacts on | Potential for As the proposal No significant | No significant | No significant No further
surrounding receptors, noise and dust is part of an impacts impacts impacts DGs
including from noise generated | and traffic existing site with expected. If expected. If expected. If . No permanent proposed -
’ oalth on the site. impacts beyond | % & S b residual/non- | residual/non- | residual/non- Yesk-_durlng health impacts nefcessary
Human healt - 8. To protect and improve air | 20U7981 0T SI&; | o ypagic None expected. | Significant significant significant onene are expected safeguards
including noise qualits and reduce "F:e these will be ovements negative negative negative (around 50 following have already
impacts of noise. minimised proposed, traffic Impacts Impacts Impacts years) restoration. !oeTnd d
through rclated following following following Includea.
Noise mitigation will be mitigation lati mitigation were | mitigation were | mitigation were Any potential
addressed at the planning measures cumuiative to occur they to occur they to occur they

for impacts

13 Receptors are environmental features (for the purposes of Strategic Environmental Assessment) identified through Plan & Sustainability Appraisal preparation that could potentially be affected by the proposal
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

im le?
Receptor'® timescale Comments
. . . Short-term Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent

application stage, with imposed at the impacts are not would be would be would be will be dealt
appropriate mitigation to be planning expected. expected expected expected with through
included in the development of | application : during during during existing

. Traffic from the : . .
the site. stage. preparation preparation preparation arrangements.

other Purbeck and workin and workin and workin

Environmental protection Proposal is part | Stone quarries to 9. 9- 9
measures to reduce dust and of and within a the west could Restoration
ensure noise is appropriately current quarry have cumulative will take place
mitigated. operation. No impacts on the following

17. To sustain the health and
quality of life of the
population

Impact on Sensitive Human
Receptors

No properties within 250m,
closest property is
approximately 290m, other
properties within 500m and on
to Swanage.

Site likely to be screened from
closest properties, but there
could be more distant views
into site. Site screening may
be required.

Appropriate mitigation (such as
visual and noise attenuation
bunding, standoffs) will be
used where identified as
necessary to limit impacts.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage will
determine impacts and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

Impact on Existing Settlements

Closest settlement is
Swanage, to the north and
north-east, at around 480-
500m distant at the closest.
Site will be a continuation of
quarrying within an existing
quarry.

Further assessment at the

planning application stage will
determine impacts and

intensification
proposed

area, but these
are not new and
would be
addressed at the
planning

application stage.

Further
assessment at
the planning
application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.

extraction. Life
of quarry up to
50 years.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

i 2
Receptor'® timescale? Comments
. . . Short-term Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.
No significant
_ _— impacts
No significant | No significant | expected. If
9. To maintain, conserve and impacts impacts residual/non-
enhance soil quality. expected. If expected. If significant
Site is within existing quarry, rgs@fyal/nton— r§S|quaI/nton— negative No further
but contains/comprises good signi ,['.Can signi ,['.Can Impacts DGs
to moderate quality agricultural negative negative following Yes - for . proposed -
land. Working the site will Impacts Impacts mitigation were | quration of There will be no necessary
Soll havé im . . None expected. | None expected. None expected. following following to occur the . overall loss of
pacts on this soil. e L y preparation . safeguards
mitigation were | mitigation were | would be and working soil. have already
Mitigation: Soil to be properly to occurthey | to occurthey | expected ' been
stripped and stored prior to would be would be during included
working; protected during expected expected preparation '
working; and returned as part during during and working.
of restoration. preparation preparation _
and working. | and working. | Re-use of soil
onsite in
restoration.
4. To maintain, conserve
and enhance the quality of
ground, surface and sea
waters and manage the
consumption of water in a
sustainable way. No significant | No significant | No significant | No significant No further
Groundwater impacts impacts impacts impacts DGs
Site overlies Secondary expected. If expected. If expected. If expected. If proposed -
aquifers. No impact on Source residual/non- | residual/non- | residual/non- | residual/non- necessary
Protection Zones. No licenced significant significant significant significant safeguards
supplies. negative negative negative negative have already
impacts impacts impacts impacts No permanent been
Water Surface Water None expected. | None expected. | None expected. [ following following following following P included.

Spring within 500m of site. No
impacts expected on this.
Hydrological assessment
required

Mitigation

Appropriate arrangements
should be put in place to
ensure that the water leaving
the site and entering the
watercourses or groundwater

is of an acceptable quality.
Any fuel on site should be

mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

impacts.

Potential risks
are addressed
through the
existing
pollution
control
regime.
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Receptor1 3

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term
(<5 yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

properly stored to avoid
contamination in case of
spillage.

Appropriate arrangements
should be installed for surface
water and silt collection and
fuel storage to prevent
contamination of groundwater
resources.

The combined impacts of
Purbeck Limestone Quarries
should be assessed where a
number of sites affect the
same water resource or
receiving water course.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage will
determine impacts and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

Air

8. To protect and improve
air quality and reduce the
impacts of noise.

Impacts on air quality expected
to be negligible.

No AQMAs will be affected by
the working of this site
proposal. Any dust resulting
from working will be controlled
through normal dust-
suppression measures.

Noise mitigation will be
addressed at the planning
application stage, with
appropriate mitigation to be
included in the development of
the site.

Environmental protection
measures to reduce dust and
ensure noise is appropriately
mitigated.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage will
determine impacts and

Potential for
secondary
effects of dust or
air pollution
beyond site
boundary.

Further
assessment at
the planning
application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.

None expected.

None expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

Impacts from
quarry related
traffic will
occur until
completion of
workings.

Timescale for
potential for
impacts would
be expected to
be temporary,
during
preparation
and working.

Long-
term/permanent
impacts not
expected.

No further
DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards
have already
been
included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

im le?
Receptor13 timescale Comments
. . . Short-term Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.
14. To adapt to and mitigate Policy CC1 of the
the impacts of climate Bournemouth,
change. '\D/Iorsetlansd Poole
inerals Strate
Developing the site as a quarry seeks to addresgg
is expected to have some and minimise
negative impacts regarding such impacts
climate change, due primarily through requiring
to machinery used and operators to take
transportation of mineral away into consideration
from site. However, these will climate change
in relative terms be negligible. impacts and their
The Bournemouth, Dorset and '
Poole Minerals Strategy seeks Impacts not Impacts not Impacts not ﬁwc;’[si;glizn for any
to address and minimise such expected to be | expected to be | pgfc.:tedtto |?e proposed
impacts through Policy CC1 significant. If significant. If | Signincant. .
P g y any negative any negative any impacts minerals

Climatic factors

which requires operators to
take into consideration climate
change impacts and their
possible mitigation for any
proposed minerals
development.

The development
management policies, e.g. DM
1, also address and seek to
minimise the issue of
sustainable development and
climate change.

Restoration to some form of
vegetated environment will
offer benefits in the form of
climate change mitigation,
including provision of habitat
for wildlife, but again these will
be relatively small.

No intensification of
traffic/operations as site is an
extension.

Proposed Mitigation:

Use energy efficient plant and
machinery.

Potential for
secondary
effects resulting
from the
production of
greenhouse
gases (GHGs)
beyond site
boundary.

Potential for
cumulative
effects with
adjacent quarries
resulting from the
production of
greenhouse
gases (GHGs)
beyond site
boundary.

None expected -
emissions
expected to be
relatively low

impacts were
to occur they
would be
expected
during and
after
preparation
and working.

It is not known
how long the
effects of the
GHGs are felt
after they are
produced.

impacts were
to occur they
would be
expected
during and
after
preparation
and working.

It is not known
how long the
effects of the
GHGs are felt
after they are
produced.

were to occur
they would be
expected
during and
after
preparation
and working.

It is not known
how long the
effects of the
GHGs are felt
after they are
produced.

It is expected that effects
would be temporary, and
associated with the
production of GHGs .
However it is not known how
long the effects of the GHGs
may last following their
production.

development.

The development
management
policies, e.g. DM
1, also address
the issue of
sustainable
development and
seek to minimise
climate change.

Restoration to
some form of
vegetation will
offer benefits in
the form of
climate change
mitigation, but
again these
benefits will be
relatively small.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.
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Receptor1 3

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term
(<5 yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

Implement restoration which
provides appropriate habitats
to help to increase resilience of
flora/fauna.

Material assets

NB - The term 'material assets'
for the purposes of this
assessment is taken to refer to
Natural Assets including
minerals and land. Built
assets are considered to be
covered through other aspects
of this assessment.

The Sustainability Appraisal
includes the following
Sustainability Objectives:

10. To conserve and
safeguard mineral
resources.

11. To promote the use of
alternative materials.

12. To provide an adequate
and affordable supply of
minerals to meet society's
needs.

The SA notes that the site
would make an important
contribution to the supply of
Purbeck Stone for
Bournemouth, Dorset and
Poole and all other potential
markets, but does not promote
the use of alternative
materials.

Impacts on BMV land and
Existing Settlements are
referred to elsewhere in this
assessment.

Not expected.

Not expected.

Not expected.

Benefits of
mineral supply
while site is
working.

Benefits of
mineral supply
while site is
working.

Benefits of
mineral supply
decrease as
site is worked
and restored.

Benefits are temporary and will
decrease as site is worked and

restored.

No further
DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards
have already
been
included.

Cultural heritage -

archaeology/historic

landscapes

6. To maintain, conserve
and enhance the historic
environment (including
archaeological sites, historic
buildings, conservation
areas, historic parks and
gardens and other locally

None expected,
but further
assessment at
the planning
application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate

None expected,
but further
assessment at
the planning
application stage
will determine
impacts and
appropriate

None expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following

Unknown at
this stage.

Further
assessment at
the planning
application
stage will
determine

Potential for
loss of
archaeology.

No further
DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards
have already
been
included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

im le?
Receptor'® timescale Comments
. . I Short-term Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent

distinctive features and their | mitigation to mitigation to mitigation were | mitigation were | mitigation were | impacts and Existing
settings). ensure impacts ensure impacts to occur they to occur they to occur they appropriate policies

are not are not would be would be would be mitigation to provide all
Archaeology significant. significant.. expected expected expected ensure impacts necessary
It is considered that the site during during during are not protection.
has high potential for below- preparation preparation preparation significant. Further
ground archaeology and and working. and working. and working. assessment at
possibly industrial the plannin
archaeological evidence of app{i)cation 9
early quarrying. stage wil
Archaeological assessment determine
and evaluation would be impacts and
required before an informed appropriate
planning decision could be mitigation to
made. ensure

impacts are

Historic Landscapes

The local landscape bears the
imprint of previous quarrying
dating from the Roman period
onwards. It could be argued
that the present site would be
a continuation of the process,
and if the site is to be restored
afterwards the impact would
be limited in time anyway.
Mitigation

Archaeological survey of the
area required as part of
planning application to assess
possible presence and
significance of non-designated
remains and to assess
whether/how these should be
protected during working — no
further work required at site
allocation stage.

Adequate provision to be
made for preservation,
excavation or recording, as
appropriate. Further
consideration to be given to
restoration proposals, in terms
of historic landscapes.

This is addressed through
DG2 - Historic/Cultural
Environment

not significant.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

im le?
Receptor'® timescale Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic St(\:srt;tresr)m M?g':‘g‘ ;‘:‘:)rm I‘((:gg;‘:g)n Temporary Permanent
6. To maintain, conserve
and enhance the historic
environment (including
archaeological sites, historic
buildings, conservation No significant
areas, historic parks and impacts
g_arc_iens_ and other locally _ No significant | No significant exp_ected. If
settings). expected. If expected. If significant expected, some changes
This site extends a quarry residual/non- | residual/non- ir:re]g:;[:l’:/se however if any o the No further
away from its nearest listed significant significant foII%win Impacts are landscape but | DGs
building and the site as a _negatl’:/e _negah:e mitigatic?n were !{ﬂem'f'ﬁd the open proposed -
i .| whole is part of a quarrying Impacts Impacts rough more
Cultural heritage landscape. This means there | None expected. | None expected. | Not expected. following following to occurthey | detailed character of the | necessary
historic buildings landscape. o e would be landscape will safeguards
is minimal |mpact on the mltlgatlon were ml’[lgatlon were q assessment be maintained. have already
historic buildi to occur they | to occur they | expecte these will be
istoric building. . See been
would be would be during addressed at | . noluded
Further assessment at the expected expected preparation planning estoration Included.
planning application stage will during during and working. | application \élélon of the
determine whether any preparation preparation Restoration stage. s
impacts are likely and and working. | and working. | would restore
appropriate mitigation to landscape
ensure impacts are not settin P
significant. 9
This is addressed through
DG2 - Historic/Cultural
Environment
7. To maintain, conserve .
and enhance the landscape, No significant Impacts will
including townscape, There is potential N N impacts be addressed
seascape and the coast. ‘ 57 . _No significant .No significant expected. If at the.
i or cumuiatve Impacts Impacts residual/non- There may be planning
There may be an issue of adverse visual expected. If expected. If ghe h y application
Cumulat|ve Iandscape & VISU8.| lmpaCtS in residual/non_ residual/non_ Slgnl Ilcant some ¢ anges Stage as
impact, with potential for an combination with significant significant negative f ;[O the required by
adverse impact on the amenity the adjacent negative negative |fm”pac_ts Ies - Tor f andscape but planning
o e however the site : . mitigation were | preparation character of the | 5 . " Hvs o
Landscape Mitigation measures must limit | impacts beyond , rone None expected. fo!lpwmg fo!lpww_]g to oceur they and working. landscape will olicy 20
height of stock piles. site boundary. IS an extension mitigation were | mitigation were | = " The site will be | be maintained. | the Minerals
_ o rather than to occur they | to occur they 4 S " | Strategy
Appropriate mitigation (such as intensification. would be would be expected restored. ee 2014.
visual and noise attenuation Thie is addressed expected expected during Restoration
bunding, standoffs) will be | NIs 1S addresse aurin durin preparation Vision of the No further
d where identified in the 9 9 and working. - DGs DGs
used where iaentified as L Nisual preparation preparation N
DG for PK10. g 9 | e reducing necessary
Further assessment at the the impacts. safeguards

planning application stage will
determine whether any

have already
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

im le?
Receptor'® timescale Comments
. . I Short-term Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
impacts are likely and been
appropriate mitigation to included.
ensure impacts are not
significant.
This is addressed through
DG5 Landscape/Visual
17. To sustain the health and
guality of life of the
population
Impact on Sensitive Human
Receptors:
No properties within 250m,
closest property is
approximately 290m, other
properties within 500m and on
to Swanage. Impacts will
o be addressed
Further assessment at the No significant at the
planning application stage will N I impacts i
determine whether any No significant | No significant | _ "5 0 4 |« planning
: : impacts impacts P ' application
impacts are likely and P P residual/non-
i itiqati expected. If expected. If o stage as
appropriate mitigation to idual/ idual/ significant required by
Amenity ensure impacts are not residual/non- residual/non- negative o
. . significant significant significant : i planning
NB this section ' negative negative IMPACts . policy, e.g.
relates primarily to | Impact on existing settlements impacts impacts following Yes - “m('jted No permanent | Policy DM2 of
visual amenity; Closest settlement is None expected. | None expected. | None expected [ following following {nltlgatlo?hwere |mpactst. U9 | changes the Minerals
noise is considered mitigation were | mitigation were | 0 9¢CUr €y | preparation expected Strategy
separately above Swanage, to the north and g g would be and working. p . 2014
P y north-east, at around 480- tooccurthey | tooccurthey | o o g :
under Human i would be would be P
500m distant at the closest. during No further
Health above. _ L expected expected . DGs
Visually, site is likely to be durin durin preparation
ring g and working - proposed -
screened from closest ration reparation g
properties. Possibility of more prepara’io prepara’’o restoration will necessary
: and working. and working. reduce these safeguards

distant views into site and site
screening may be required.
Context of the site is area of
mineral working and waste
management.

There will be no intensification
of traffic generated by the
proposal. However existing
traffic levels generated by the
current operation will continue
for a longer period of time.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage will

impacts

have already
been
included.
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Receptor1 3

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ? significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the
timescale?

Comments

Short-term Medium-Term Long-term

Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs)

Temporary Permanent

determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

Mitigation:

Provision of appropriate
mitigation, following
assessment of likely impacts.

Restoration to improve

landscape of site where
possible; and to seek to
increase public access.

Screening, bunding, standoffs
will be used to mitigate
impacts where considered
necessary

PK 10 Southard

Possible in-
combination effects.

There is potential for cumulative effects in relation to biodiversity; human health; air (noise); climate/GHGs; landscape and amenity. Possible in-combination effects with landscape and amenity. Impacts
are expected to be primarily during preparation/working, i.e. short to medium term;

The DGs require cumulative impacts to be taken into consideration. The MPA is satisfied that identified impacts can be addressed by DGs and existing/proposed policy.
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PK17 Home Field

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ? significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the
i ?
Receptor'? timescale? Comments
. . - Short-term | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
Loss of
grassland Loss of
during
. grassland
extraction. duri
uring
Not clear at | extraction.
this stage
SAC grassland west the 3 {\:1?; giig;i;e
2. To maintain, conserve | Of the site - suitable s:cgrr]][f ICance | significance of
and enhance biodiversity | Stand-off to protect of this this impact -
, this will be required. impact - furth Loss of ) No further
Loss of grassland in part of » . further urther | Restoration fo | 5
the area identified Further assessment | Fositive cumulative assessment . grassland unimproved S
' at the planning effect in relation to assessment | .o Restoration to | during limestone proposed -
Biodiversity (incl. Further assessment atthe | gppjication stage will | Provision of bat None identified will be . required, to unimproved extraction - grassland - necessary
flora and fauna) planning application stage | identify appropriate | r00sts, referred to ' required, to | - blish limestone expectedto | 0" safeguards
will determine the mitigation to ensure | in Development e_sta.tf).llsh significance grassland. be a terr% /permanent have already
o] significance of impacts and | jmpacts are not Guidelines (MM82) SIgIICaNce | and necessary temporary | ¢ been
) appropriate mitigation to significant, and mitigation. effect. included.
™ ensure impacts are not addressed through necessary Whatever the
significant mitigation.
) g - DG 1 Natural Wh level of
i atever .
& Environment impacts, they
the level of
o . would be
T impacts, xpected
they would expecte
N~ y during
- be gxpected preparation
X during . and working
(a preparation ’
and working.
Potential for direct impacts There is potential No o o :
on surrounding receptors, for cumulative significant | O Significant | No significant DO requires
including from noise d i ts i impacts Impacts Impacts ,
\ adverse impacts in p ted. If ted. If cumulative
generated on the site. ination with d.I1f | &xpectea. expected. .
combination wit expected. dual/ dual/ impacts are
] idualinon- | residual/non- residual/non- (
8. To protect and improve PK02 and PK18. res| _fl_la significant significant Yes -during | No permanent | considered
Human health - air quality and reduce the Cumulative impacts significant | o ative negative working (up | nealth impacts | and
including noise impacts of noise. None expected. are addressed None expected. ngggée impacts impacts 10 20 years | &€ expected minimised.
Noise mitigation will be through a separate : following following per plot). following No further
following e o restoration
addressed at the planning DG - see MM81. mitigation mitigation were | mitigation were estoration. DGs
application stage, with to occur they | to occur they proposed -
: 196, V Further were to
appropriate mitigation to be assessment at the occur they would be would be necessary
included in the development i expected expected safeguards
_ planning would be . q

14 Receptors are environmental features (for the purposes of Strategic Environmental Assessment) identified through Plan & Sustainability Appraisal preparation that could potentially be affected by the proposal
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

i 2
Receptor14 timescale? Comments
. . - Short-term | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
Further assessment at the will identify during preparation preparation been
planning application stage appropriate preparation | and working. and working. included.
WI.||. |dent|fy approprlgte mltlgatlon to ensure and working. Restoration will
mitigation to ensure impacts impacts are not take ol
are not significant. significant. ae place
following
17. To sustain the health extraction.

and quality of life of the
population

Impact on Sensitive Human
Receptors

There are properties within
100 m to north-west; 250 m
to west and approximately
300 m to the north.
Campsites at approximately
400 m and 600 m to
north/north west.

Acton is approximately 300
m to the north  National
Trust will control rate of
quarrying. Only small areas
within the overall field will
be quarried — exact sites not
known yet.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage
will identify appropriate
mitigation to ensure impacts
are not significant.
Appropriate mitigation (such
as visual and noise
attenuation bunding,
standoffs) will be used
where identified as
necessary to limit impacts.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

i 2
Receptor14 timescale? Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic S?:srt;tresr)m M‘?g';’g‘ ;‘:’se)rm L(:gg;(:;r)n Temporary Permanent
No significant
e | o sianificant | TPECES
9. To maintain, conserve S1gni |<t:an 'rr? S|gtn| 'cant | expected. If
and enhance soil quality mpacts mpacs residual/non-
) expected. If | expected. If significant
Site contains/comprises residual/non- | residual/non- negative No further
good to moderate quality significant significant impacts DGs
agricultural land. Working negative negative following Yes - for proposed -
the site will have impacts on impacts impacts mitigation were | guration of There will be no necessary
Soll this soil. None expected. None expected. None expected. fo!lpwir_lg fo!lpwing to occur they preparation ovgrall loss of safeguards
Mitigation: Soil to be Vrc'et;gigon gltcl)%iﬂ(r)?hv‘;/ere would be and working. soil. have already
properly stripped and stored occur the would be y expected been
prior to working; protected would bey expected during . included.
during working; and expected durr)in preparation
returned as part of P 9 and working.
: during preparation _
restoration. preparation | and working. Re-use of soil
and working. onsite in
restoration.
4. To maintain, conserve
and enhance the quality
of ground, surface and
sea waters and manage
the consumption of water
in a sustainable way. Potential for
impacts on the No - - No
Groundwater springs. significant No significant | No significant | significant
Groundwater springs rising . impacts impacts impacts impacts No further
80 m to the west of the site. | VOt Cleﬁ‘r at this expected. If | expected. If expected. If expected. If modifications
These springs must be stage the residual/non- | residual/non- | residual/non- | residual/non-
ese spring ignificance of this o o o o are proposed
protected. sighificance o significant significant significant significant 10 the DGs:
_ _ impact - further negative negative negative negative =l ek
Site overlies Secondary assessment will be impacts impacts impacts impacts \ potential risks
Water aquifers. No impact on required, to None expected. None expected. following following following following imo zi{;nanent :(rjedresse d
Source Protection Zones. establish mitigation mitigation were | mitigation were | mitigation pacts. h h th
No licenced supplies. significance and were to to occur they | to occur they | were to t r_o;:_g the
existin
Further assessment at the | n€cessary occur they would be would be occur they pollutidqn
lannina application stage | Mitigation. would be expected expected would be
planiing app 9 Whatever the level : : control
will determine whether any : expected during during expected regime
impacts are likely and of impacts, they during preparation preparation during '
appropriate mitigation to would be expected preparation | and working. and working. preparation
ppropr 9 during preparation i i
ensure impacts are not and working. and working.

significant.
Surface Water

There are
watercourses/springs to the
west of the site, nearest is

and working.
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Receptor1 4

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

Comments

timescale?
. . - Short-term | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent

approximately 80 m from
the site.

Hydrological assessment
required to determine
possible impacts, on ground
and surface waters, with
appropriate mitigation to be
implemented.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage
will determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

Mitigation

Appropriate arrangements
should be put in place to
ensure that the water
leaving the site and entering
the watercourses or
groundwater is of an
acceptable quality.

Any fuel on site should be
properly stored to avoid
contamination in case of
spillage.

Appropriate arrangements
should be installed for
surface water and silt
collection and fuel storage
to prevent contamination of
groundwater resources.

The combined impacts of
Purbeck Limestone quarries
should be assessed where
a number of sites affect the
same water resource or
receiving water course.

Page 159 of 209



Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

i 2
Receptor14 timescale? Comments
. . - Short-term | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
8. To protect and improve
air quality and reduce the
impacts of noise.
Impacts on air quality , No No further
expected to be negligible. | Fotential for significant No significant DGs
_ secondary effects of impacts impacts
by the working of this site - expected. expected. Timescale necessary
y 9 beyond site residual/non- | residual/non- . f d
proposal. Any dust boundary. significant significant for potential Safeguards
resulting from working will _ ng ative neg ative Impacts from | ToF impacts have already
be controlled through Not clear at this neg neg P would be Long- been
normal dust-suppression stage the Impacts Impacts quarry related expected to | term/permanent | included.
Air significance of this | None expected. None expected. following following traffic will occur . _
measures. ) g ., . -, . . . be ImpaC’[S not Appropriate
impact - further mitigation mitigation were | until completion temoorar expected pprop _
Noise mitigation will be assessment will be were to to occur they | of workings. duriﬁ y: P : mitigation wil
addressed at the planning required, to occur they would be o a?ration be identified
application stage, with establish would be expected gndpworkin and
appropriate mitigation to be significance and expected during g. |mpleme_nted
included in the development necessary during preparation at pI.ann.mg
of the site. mitigation. preparation | and working. a{:)pllcatlon
i stage.
Environmental protection and working. 9
measures to reduce dust
and ensure noise is
appropriately mitigated.
14. To adapt to and Impacts not Policy CC1 of
mitigate the impacts of Expected to the
climate change. g Bournemouth,
_ g _ significant. | Impacts not Impacts not Dorset and
Developing the site as a If any expected to be | expected to be Pool
quarry is expected to have negative significant. If | significant. If Mci)r?e?als
some negative impacts impacts any negative any impacts Strate
regarding climate change, Potential for were to impacts were | Were to occur seeksg’ig
due primarily to machinery . cumulative impacts occur they | to occur they | they would be . address and
used and transportation of | Potential for of GHG production would be would be expected It is expected that effects minimise
mineral away from site. secondary effects in combi’r)) ation with | None exoected - expected expected during and would be temporary, and such impacts
However, these will in resulting from the PK02 and PK18 emissionz during and | during and after associated with the production | - hp
Climatic factors relative terms be negligible. | production of and/or other site expected to be after after preparation of GHGs . However it is not requigng
The Bournemouth, Dorset ?gﬁgﬁfﬁe Og,fl ; ifte proposals/ and relatively low preparation | preparation and working. ’t(hne()vc\;rlllgzwn:(;nglz::tefc?ﬂ?vﬁr? of operators to
and Poole Minerals Strategy | ,° " 4 other existing and and working. their o1 ductioyn 9 | takeinto
seeks to address and Y quarries on working. It is not known | It is not known P : consideration
minimise such impacts Purbeck plateau. It is not how lona the climate
. . g how long the h
through Policy CC1 which known how | effects of the change
: effects of the : d
requires operators to take long the GHGs are felt | GHGs are felt impacts an
into consideration climate effects of the | after they are after they are th_e_lr pqs&ble
change impacts and their GHGs are produced. produced mitigation for

possible mitigation for any
proposed minerals
development.

felt after they
are
produced.

any proposed
minerals
development.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

i 2
Receptor14 timescale? Comments
. . - Short-term | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
The development The
management policies, e.g. development
DM 1, also address and management
seek to minimise the issue policies, e.g.
of sustainable development DM 1, also
and climate change. address the
Restoration t ¢ ¢ issue of
estoration to some form o sustainable

vegetated environment will development
of.fer benefits in th.e. form of and seek to
climate change mitigation, minimise
including provision of climate
habitat for wildlife, but again change.

these will be relatively
small.

No intensification of
traffic/operations as site is
an extension.

Proposed Mitigation:

Use energy efficient plant
and machinery.

Implement restoration which
provides appropriate
habitats to help to increase
resilience of flora/fauna.

Restoration to
some form of
vegetation will
offer benefits
in the form of
climate
change
mitigation, but
again these
benefits will
be relatively
small.

No further
DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards
have already
been
included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

Receptor14 timescale? Comments
. . - Short-term | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
NB - The term 'material
assets' for the purposes of
this assessment is taken to
refer to Natural Assets
including minerals and land.
Built assets are considered
to be covered through other
aspects of this assessment.
The Sustainability Appraisal
includes the following
Sustainability Objectives:
10. To conserve and No further
safeguard mineral Benefits of | o cie o Benefits of DGs q
resources. mineral enefits o mineral supply | Benefits are temporary and will proposed -
Material assets Not expected. Not expected. Not expected. supply while m|r_1era! su_pply decrease as decrease as site is worked and | NScessany
11. To promote the use of p p p upply while site is ecr. safeguards
alternative materials. site is : site is worked | restored.
. working. have already
. working. and restored.
12. To provide an been
adequate and affordable included.
supply of minerals to
meet society's needs.
The SA notes that the site
would make an important
contribution to the supply of
Purbeck Stone for
Bournemouth, Dorset and
Poole and all other potential
markets, but does not
promote the use of
alternative materials.
There is a No No further
6. To maintain, conserve | Scheduled significant No significant | No significant DGs
and enhance the historic | Monument to the impacts impacts impacts proposed -
environment (including west of the site expected. If | expected. If expected. If necessary
archaeological sites, (SM33164 — ‘Pillow residual/non- | residual/non- | residual/non- safeguards
historic buildings, mound 145m south significant significant significant have already
cgnse-rvatlon areas, east of Eastington negative negative negative been
Cultural heritage - | historic parks and Farm’). This will be impacts impacts impacts Unk Potential for included.
archaeology/historic | 9ardens and other locally | 5n5r0priately None expected. None expected. following following following nknown at | s of
| distinctive features and oot . e this stage. Further
andscapes their settings) protected. mitigation mitigation were | mitigation were archaeology. assessment
. Further assessment were to to occur they to occur they at the
Archaeology at the planning occur they would be would be planning
, , , . . would be expected expected o
It is considered that the site | application stage will expected during during application
has high potential for below- | determine whether during preparation preparation stage will
ground archaeology and any impacts are preparation | and working and working determine
possibly industrial likely and and working ' ' whether any
appropriate ] impacts are
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Receptor1 4

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term
(<5 yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary Permanent

Comments

archaeological evidence of
early quarrying.

Archaeological assessment
and evaluation would be
required before an informed
planning decision could be
made.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage
will determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

This is addressed through
DG2 - Historic/Cultural
Environment

Historic Landscapes

The local landscape bears
the imprint of previous
quarrying dating from the
Roman period onwards. It
could be argued that the
present site would be a
continuation of the process,
and if the site is to be
restored afterwards the
impact would be limited in
time anyway.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage
will determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

mitigation to ensure
impacts are not
significant.

This is addressed
through DG2 -
Historic/Cultural
Environment

likely and
appropriate
mitigation to
ensure
impacts are
not
significant.

Cultural heritage -
historic buildings

6. To maintain, conserve
and enhance the historic
environment (including
archaeological sites,
historic buildings,
conservation areas,
historic parks and
gardens and other locally
distinctive features and
their settings).

Potential impact on
Acton Conservation
Area and its setting.

Further assessment
at the planning
application stage will
determine whether
any impacts are
likely and
appropriate

Potential for
cumulative
impacts, with other
existing and
proposed sites
(PKO2 Blacklands
and PK18 Quarry 4
Extension), on the
Acton Conservation

Not expected.

No
significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation
were to

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be

Further assessment at the

planning application stage will
identify appropriate mitigation
to ensure impacts are not
significant, and to ensure no
impacts during working and
restoration.

No further
DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards
have already
been
included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

i 2
Receptor14 timescale? Comments
. . I Short-term | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
There are Listed Buildings mitigation to ensure | Area and its occur they expected expected
at Eastington Farm, to the impacts are not setting. would be during during
west of the site. These are | significant. expected preparation preparation
not immediately adjacent to Further durin and workin and workin
: y ad This is addressed assessment at the 9 9- 9-
the site but derive character . preparation
from the overall landscape through DG2 - planning and workin
PE- | Historic/Cultural application stage 9-
It is expected that the Environment will determine
quarry will have no whether any
significant impact on the impacts are likely
listed buildings. and appropriate
The Acton Conservation mt'gi'sogr? rclaor][sure
Area lies to the north/west si F;]ificant
of the site, and must be 9 '
appropriately protected. This is addressed
This is addressed through mggag /gfﬁﬁ; ;al
DG2 - Historic/Cultural .
Environment Environment
7. To maintain, conserve
Iaannd dzggagci?l ::TS din There is potential
townscap e: seasca ge and for cumuiative
the coasf ’ P aaverse visual
) impacts where No
M . several plots are significant No significant No significant
Capacity/Designated There is potential for | developed within . , ,
Landscapes i g the boundary, and Impacts 'mpacts 'mpacts There may be
impacts beyond the in combination with expected. If | expected. If expected. If some chanaes
This site is within the zone | site boundary. adioining permitted residual/non- | residual/non- | residual/non- o the 9 No further
of least landscape and Further b jrbeckg gz‘one significant significant significant Yes - for landscape but | DGs
visual impact. (comprising assessment at the o negative negative negative : P
_ AL sites. . : ) duration of the open proposed -
the Purbeck Stone area of lanning application impacts impacts impacts :
) Y g app _ . : . preparation | character of the | necessary
Landscape search, designated through | stage will assess This is addressed | None expected. following following following and working. | landscape will | safequards
the Minerals Strategy 2014). | notential impacts through DG 5 mitigation mitigation were | mitigation were OrKINg. ape 9
g idontify Landscape/Visual were to to occur the to occur the The site will ) be maintained. | have already
Small areas, quantities, and identify P ' h b y b Y | be restored. | See been
progressive restoration and | @ppropriate Further OCle(rj bey wod ; 3 wod t z Restoration included.
in short campaigns with low | Mitigation to ensureé | assessment at the wou ‘ 3 (ejxpec © (ejxpec © Vision of the
stockpiles is recommended | Impacts are not planning expecte unng - uring DGs
significant. application stage during preparation preparation
Further assessment at the will identify preparation | and working. and working.
lanni licati _ )
planning application stage appropriate and working.

will determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

mitigation to ensure
impacts are not
significant.
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If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ? significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the
i 2
Receptor14 timescale? Comments
. . I Short-term | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
17. To sustain the health
and quality of life of the
population
Impact on Sensitive Human
Receptors. Impacts will
There are properties within btetﬁddressed
100 m to north-west; 250 m . . atthe
to west and approximately There is p oten tial planplng
300 m to the north for cumuiative application
) . adverse impacts stage as
Campsites at approximatel g
400 mands00mto due to a number of required by
north/north west Impact on ,tjvl;;ftﬁnbggiigorked plannlng
existing settlements policy, e.g.
A " 300 bounaary. Policy DM2 of
cton is approximate , :
M 1o the ngfth' Lan toyn Potential exists for | It is expected that No the Minerals
> -ang i the National Trust ianifi No sianifi No sianifi Strategy
Matravers is approximately | impacts beyond the . significant ~No significant | No significant 5014
750 m to north-west site boundary. as landowners, will impacts impacts impacts '
' Not clear at this control the rate at expected. If | expected. If expected. If No further
Amenity Impacts are expected to be stage the which the site is residual/non- | residual/non- | residual/non- DGs
_ _ minimal, given the rate of i gifi - ce of thi worked to minimize significant | significant significant proposed -
NB this section quarrying and context of the |Smg ac(tza—‘ fS?t r?er S impacts and negative negative negative Yes - limited necessary
rt_alates prlm_arlly to | site proposals. asgessment will be maintain the impacts impacts impacts impacts No permanent | safeguards
visual amenity; Mitigation: Provision of reauired. fo appearance of a None expected following following following during changes have already
noise is considered appropriate mitigation, esctlabli <H range of smaller mitigation mitigation were | mitigation were | preparation | expected. been
separately above following assessment of i q quarries on their were to to occur they | to occur they | and working. included.
under Human ikelv i significance an land. occur they | would be would be
Health above. ikely impacts. necessary would be expected expected Further
Restoration to improve mitigation. Further b P assessment
land ¢ site wh o assessment at the expected during during at the
andscape of site where Cumulative impacts | plannin during preparation preparation .
possible; and to seek to h h planning : : . planning
increase public access addressed throug application stage preparation | and working. | and working. application
p . DG (MM86) will identify and working. stage will
Screening, !ounding, appropriate determine
standoffs will be used to mitigation to ensure whether any
mitigate impacts where impacts are not impacts are
considered necessary significant. likely and
Further assessment at the Cumulative impacts approprlate
planning application stage addressed through mitigation to
will determine whether any DG (MM86 ensure
. ( ) .
impacts are likely and impacts are
appropriate mitigation to not
ensure impacts are not significant.
significant.
Cumulative impacts
addressed through DG
(MM86)
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There is potential for cumulative effects in relation to biodiversity; human health; air (noise/dust); climate/GHGs; landscape and amenity. Impacts are expected to be primarily during preparation/working,
i.e. short to medium term; However the scale of working is controlled by the National Trust as landowners to minimise adverse landscape and amenity impacts and to ensure quarrying is of a traditional
PK 17 Home Field scale in the landscape setting. Restoration would maintain open landscape and provide ecological enhancement.

Possi_ble '“ There is potential for in-combination effects between receptors such as human health/amenity, landscape and cultural heritage (Listed Buildings) given the concentration of sites in this area and the
combination effects. | Acton Conservation Area nearby.

The DGs require cumulative impacts to be taken into consideration. The MPA is satisfied that identified impacts can be addressed by DGs and existing/proposed policy.
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PK18 Quarry 4 extension

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

i 2
Receptor’® timescale? Comments
. . I Short-term Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
Loss of Loss of
grassland grassland No further
during during DGs
extraction. extraction. proposed -
Not clear at Not clear at necessary
this stage the | this stage the safeguards
o significance of | significance of have already
2. To mamtamz conserve this impact - this impact - been included.
and enhance biodiversity Positive cumulative further further Furth
Loss of grassland during effect in relation to assessment | assessment , , urther
o - provision of bat il i Restoration to Restoration to | @ssessment at
Biodiversity | extraction. roosts, referred to in il e il e unimproved Loss of unimproved the planning
— (|nCI. flora Furt‘her assessment at the None |dent|f|ed. Deve/épment None |dent|f|ed. rees(?;kl-:“esdﬁ to rees(?;g“esdh, to limestone graSS/a.nd durlng limestone app“cahon
o and fauna) planning application stage Guidelines (see significance significance grassland. extraction. grassland. stage will
— will identify appropriate ; ifinati determine
o b e ; Main Modification and necessary | and necessary
c mitigation to ensure impacts MM82). mitiaation mitigation whether any
Q are not significant. 9 ' 9 ' impacts are
-|>-<- Whatever the | Whatever the likelvy and
n level of level of a r¥o fiate
< impacts, they | impacts, they mﬁtﬁ) art)ion o
would be would be 9
> ensure
< expected expected impacts are
© during during noE[)si nificant
= preparation preparation 9 '
&/ and working. and working.
(o]
e POtentIa| fOI’dII’eCt ImpaC'[S Thel’e iS pO?enﬁa/ NO S|gn|f|cant NO S|gn|f|cant L . d NO further
X on surrounding receptors, for cumulative i i imited - any DG
o ( _ _ : . impacts impacts dual S
including from noise adverse impacts in expected. If expected. If resi _fl_Ja’ non- proposed -
generated on the site. combination with residual/non_ residual/non_ ?rggéé?:rxould necessary
8. To protect and improve PK0z and PK17. significant significant be expected safeguards
Human air quality and reduce the Not clear at this negative negative during EO rIJ(;r_manent have f’:llrelady
health - mpacts of nolse. None expected S1age e - None expected Ifr(;}E)a\l/Sitr? :‘gqllli))e\l/atr? working. ves -during a‘raeal éx wggzc&ts poen neluded.
including Noise mitigation will be P . significance of this P . miti atign were | miti atic?n were | Restoration working. foIIowiﬁ An additional
noise addressed at the planning impact - further to o?:cur the to ogc’;cur the will take place restorat?on development
lication st ith assessment will be y Y | following : guideline is
application stage, wi d would be would be . .
appropriate mitigation to be required, to expected expected extraction. Life proposed to
included in the development establish during during of quarry ensure that
of the site. Environmental significance and preparation preparation around 20 cumulative
: necessary .
protection measures to mitigation. and working. and working. years. gﬁgﬁ:rz:je

reduce dust and ensure

15> Receptors are environmental features (for the purposes of Strategic Environmental Assessment) identified through Plan & Sustainability Appraisal preparation that could potentially be affected by the proposal
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Receptor'®

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term
(<5 yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

noise is appropriately
mitigated.

17. To sustain the health
and quality of life of the
population

Impact on Sensitive Human
Receptors

Properties within 100 m to
north west and 500 m to the
north. Campsites within
500 m to north/north west.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage
will determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

Impact on Existing
Settlements

Acton is approximately 380
m to the north; Langton
Matravers is approximately
650 m to north east.

Minimal impacts expected,
given rate of quarrying and
context of the site proposals

Further assessment at the
planning application stage
will determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

Cumulative impacts
addressed through

DG - MM86

and
minimised.

Soil

9. To maintain, conserve
and enhance soil quality.

Site contains/comprises
good to moderate quality
agricultural land. Working
the site will have impacts on
this soil.

Mitigation: Soil to be
properly stripped and stored
prior to working; protected
during working; and

None expected.

None expected.

None expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected

Yes - for
duration of
preparation and
working.

There will be no
overall loss of
soil.

No further
DGs

proposed -
necessary
safeguards
have already
been included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

Receptor’® timescale? Comments
. . . Short-term Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
returned as part of during during during
restoration. preparation preparation preparation
Further assessment at the and working. and working. and working.
planning application stage Re-use of soil
will determine whether any onsite in
impacts are likely and restoration.
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.
4. To maintain, conserve
and enhance the quality
of ground, surface and
sea waters and manage
the consumption of water
in a sustainable way.
Groundwater
Site overlies Secondary
Aquifer. Private or local
water interests identified
ywthln 250 m of the site. .NO No significant | No significant | No significant I No further
impact on source protection impacts impacts impacts _No significant DGs
zones. impacts
expected. If expected. If expected. If expected. If proposed -
Surface Water residual/non- | residual/non- | residual/non- residual/r;on- necessary
No watercourses within S|gn|f|pant S|gn|f|pant S|gn|f|pant significant safeguards
500m. negative negative negative negative have glready
T impacts impacts impacts impacts No permanent been included.
Water Mitigation None expected. None expected. None expected. following following following foII%win - gcts - potential
Appropriate arrangements mitigation were | mitigation were | mitigation were mitigatign were P ' risks are
should be put in place to to occur they to occur they to occur they to oceur they addressed
ensure that the water would be would be would be would be thr_ou_gh the
leaving the site and entering exp_ected exp_ected exp_ected expected during existing
the watercourses or during : during . during , preparation and pollution
groundwater is of an preparation preparation preparation working. con_trol
acceptable quality. and working. and working. and working. regime.
Any fuel on site should be
properly stored to avoid
contamination in case of
spillage.
Appropriate arrangements
should be installed for
surface water and silt
collection and fuel storage
to prevent contamination of
groundwater resources.
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Receptor'®

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term
(<5 yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term
(10+ yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

The combined impacts of
Purbeck Limestone
Quarries should be
assessed where a number
of sites affect the same
water resource or receiving
water course.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage
will determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

Air

8. To protect and improve
air quality and reduce the
impacts of noise.

Impacts on air quality
expected to be negligible.

No AQMAs will be affected
by the working of this site
proposal. Any dust
resulting from working will
be controlled through
normal dust-suppression
measures.

Noise mitigation will be
addressed at the planning
application stage, with
appropriate mitigation to be
included in the development
of the site.

Environmental protection
measures to reduce dust
and ensure noise is
appropriately mitigated.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage
will determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

Potential for

secondary effects of
dust or air pollution

beyond site
boundary.

Not clear at this
stage the

significance of this

impact - further

assessment will be

required, to
establish
significance and
necessary
mitigation.

Potential for

cumulative impacts

of dust or air
pollution, in
combination with
PKO02 and PK17.

Not clear at this
stage the

significance of this

impact - further

assessment will be

required, to
establish
significance and
necessary
mitigation.

None expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

Impacts from
quarry related
traffic will
occur until
completion of
workings.

Timescale for
potential for
impacts would
be expected to
be temporary,
during
preparation and
working.

Long-
term/permanent
impacts not
expected.

No further
DGs

proposed -
necessary
safeguards
have already
been included.

Appropriate
mitigation will
be identified
and
implemented
at planning
application
stage.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

Receptor'® timescale? Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic S?:srt;tresr)m Mc:zg|1u(r)n ;‘:’se)rm L(t:r(;g;(:;r)n Temporary Permanent

Policy CC1 of the
Bournemouth,
Dorset and Poole
Minerals Strategy
seeks to address
and minimise

14. To adapt to and such impacts

mitigate the impacts of through requiring

climate change. operators to take

Developing the site as a g;;[rc:];:%n(s:;:ﬂaenragon

quarry is expected to have impacts and ?heir

some negative impacts ossible

regarding climate change, Impacts not Impacts not Impacts not P toration f

due primarily to machinery expected to be | expected to be | expected to be mitiga 'Og orany

used and transportation of significant. If | significant. If | significant. If ﬁ:ﬁ] pecr):lles

mineral away from site. any negative any negative any impacts develooment

However, these will in Potential for impacts were | impacts were r;/]ere to OIZCgr P '

i igible. ve i to occur the to occur the ey would be The development
ﬁ(l)a}lg\gl;tgirfrizzt?oenn;g||g|b|e Potential for g?gﬂg’;reomg i.g;s would be Y would be Y expected Itis expected that effects would managemerr)lt
traffic/operations as site is | Sécondary effects in combination with expected expected during and be temporary, and associated policies, e.g. DM

Climatic an extension. resulting from the PKO2 and PK17 None expected - during and during and after with the production of GHGs . 1, also address

factors p e production of and/or other site em|SS|ons.expected after after prepara’uo_n However it is not known how the issue of

roposed Mitigation: greenhouse gases | 1o coicrang to be relatively low [l preparation preparation and working. | long the effects of the GHGs sustainable

Use energy efficient plant t()GHCZS) beyond site | ,iner existing and working. | and working. ma)é Ia?_t following their development and
and machinery. ounaary. quarries on Purbeck It is not known | It is not known | |t is not known procduiction (S:l?r?]l;;[g (r;;:glnmg:ese
Implement restoration which plateau. how long the how long the how long the _ '
provides appropriate effects of the | effects of the | effects of the Restoration to
habitats to help to increase GHGs are felt | GHGs are felt | GHGs are felt some form of
resilience of flora/fauna. after they are | after they are | after they are vegetation will
Further assessment at the produced. produced. produced. offer benefts in

planning application stage
will determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

the form of
climate change
mitigation, but
again these
benefits will be
relatively small.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

Receptor'® timescale? Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic S?fsrt;tresr)m M‘?g':’g‘ ;‘:’se)rm L(:gg;(:;r)n Temporary Permanent
NB - The term 'material
assets' for the purposes of
this assessment is taken to
refer to Natural Assets
including minerals and land.
Built assets are considered
to be covered through other
aspects of this assessment.
The Sustainability Appraisal
includes the following
Sustainability Objectives:
10. To conserve and No further
safeguard mineral . : Benefits of DGs
Material resources. i?r?eerfgls sct)prpIy a?:::gls s?prpIy mineral supply | Benefits are temporary and will proposed -
assets 11. To promote the use of | Not expected. Not expected. Not expected. while site is while site is decrease as decrease as site is worked and necessary
alternative materials. working working site is worked | restored. safeguards
' ' and restored. have already
12. To provide an been included.
adequate and affordable
supply of minerals to
meet society's needs.
The SA notes that the site
would make an important
contribution to the supply of
Purbeck Stone for
Bournemouth, Dorset and
Poole and all other potential
markets, but does not
promote the use of
alternative materials.
6. To maintain, conserve
and enhance the historic No significant | No significant | No significant
environment (including impacts impacts impacts
archaeological sites, expected. If expected. If expected. If
historic buildings, residual/non- | residual/non- | residual/non-
conservation areas, significant significant significant No further
Cultural h'St:"c par(lj(s tar?d locall negative negative negative DGs
heritage - gardens and other locally impacts impacts impacts . : proposed -
archaeology/ | distinctive features and None expected. None expected. None expected. following following following Utnknown atthis Pfo ten}t:al f?r loss necessary
historic their settings). mitigation were | mitigation were | mitigation were | 529 ot archaeology. | safeguards
landscapes | Archaeology to occur they to occur they to occur they have already
, would be would be would be been included.
The discovery of Iron Age expected expected expected
and Roman period remains during during during
at the Blacklands site to the preparation preparation preparation
west and north of the and working. | and working. | and working.
proposal site indicates the
present site’s high potential
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Receptor'®

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
. . . Short-term Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent

Comments

for below-ground
archaeology. There is also
potential for industrial
archaeological evidence of
early quarrying.

Archaeological assessment
and evaluation would be
required before an informed
planning decision could be
made.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage
will determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

Historic Landscapes

The local landscape bears
the imprint of previous
quarrying dating from the
Roman period onwards. It
could be argued that the
present site would be a
continuation of the process,
and if the site is to be
restored afterwards the
impact would be limited in
time anyway.

DG 2 - Historic/Cultural
Environment addresses this
issue.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage
will determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

i 2
Receptor’® timescale? Comments
. . . Short-term Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
6. To maintain, conserve
and enhance the historic
environment (including
archaeological sites,
historic bUiIdings, Potential for
conservation areas, /mpacts from
hist:ric Pargs tar?d ocall simultaneous No significant | No significant | No significant
gardens and other locally existing and impacts impacts impacts
distinctive features and potential mineral expected. If expected. If expected. If
their settings). workings south of residual/non- | residual/non- | residual/non-
Potential impacts on setting Acton, along with significant significant significant . No further
Cultural of Acton Conservation Area other non-mineral negative negative negative Short and long term impacts to be | DGs
heritage - Eull ilb developments, will impacts impacts impacts identified at plannln_g app!lpatlgn proposed -
historic ull assessment will be None expected. require further Not expected. following following following stage, and appropriate mitigation necessary
ouTdinas req_wre_d. Appropna’[@T detailed mitigation were | mitigation were | mitigation were | identified to ensure no impacts safeguards
9 ml'ggatl_on (Stf[mh a?_ visual assessment at the to occur they | to occur they | to occur they | during working and restoration. have already
and noise attenuation : .
_ _ stage of planning would be would be would be been included.
bunding, standoffs) will be application. expected expected expected
used where identified as However, the village during during during
necessary to limit impacts is set within a preparation preparation preparation
Further assessment at the landscape of and working. and working. and working.
planning application stage traditional small
will determine whether any scale quarries.
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.
7. To maintain, conserve There is potenﬁa/
and enhance the for cumulative
landscape, including adverse visual
townscape, seascape and impacts in No significant | No significant No significant
the coast. combination with impacts impacts impacts
Landscape ] , PK17 and PKO2. expected. If expected. If expected. If There mav be
Capacity/Designated There is potential . residual/non- | residual/non- | residual/non- some cha)rllges
for impacts beyond | Not clear at this ignificant ignificant ignificant No further
Landscapes the site boundar stage the significan significan signitican Yes - for to the landscape | NO furthe
_ . Y- anifi thi negative negative negative duration of but the open DGs
Potential cumulative . signifncance o this t t t uration o d
adverse impacts on the Appropriate impact - further impacts Impacts IMpacts preparation and | character of the | Proposed -
Landscape v of P f Priest mitigation to be assessment will be None expected. following following following working. The landscape will necessary
amenily ot users ot Friests |\ . weied and . mitigation were | mitigation were | mitigation were | .~ " intai safeguards
W identified an required, to site will be be maintained.
ay. imol - to occur they | to occur they | to occur they _ have already
implemented at establish restored. See Restorat ;
Restoration of adiacent : ot e would be would be would be ee nestoralion | peen included.
estora J planning application | significance and Y% f th
rries recommended to expected expected expected ision of the
quarries re . stage. necessary - : : DGs
help avoid any cumulative mitigation during during during
|andscape and visual e ) . preparatlon preparatlon preparatlgn
impact. This is addressed in and working. and working. and working.
the
Further assessment at the Landscape/Visual
planning application stage DG for PK18.
will determine whether any
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

Receptor'® timescale? Comments
. . o Short-term Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.
17. To sustain the health
and quality of life of the
population
Impact on Sensitive Human
Receptors:
Properties within 100 m to
north west and 500 m to the ] ]
north. Campsites within There is potential
500 m to north/north west. for cumulative
adverse impacts in
Further assessment at the combination with
planning application stage PK17 and PK02.
will determine whether any ) , .
impacts are likely and ;Vof;UCf ease in t In;gacts vgll t;)e
i it qati raffic movements addressed a
Amenity :ﬁga?re)rilr%tp?a@tl:%argonno’to but continuation No significant | No significant | No significant the planning
NB thi significant along with PK17 impacts Impacts impacts application
Q:tiolr? - an d Pf.<02.may expectel;j. If expgctel;j. If exp_gctel;j. If stagg as
olates Implact on existing intensify site related rgs@fya non- | resi .fl:la non- resi .fL.Ja nton- required by
orimarily to settlements traffl(? impacts in S|gn|t|_cant &gm;pant S|gn|t|_can mannmg
visual Acton is approximately 380 relation to amenity. ir;r?g:cl':/se inn?ggcl':/se ir;r?g:cl':/se Yes - limited No permanent policy, e.g.
amenity: m to the north; Langton N d Not clear at this N d f ”p . f ”p . f ”p . impacts during | - P Policy DM2 of
ekt Matravers is approximately one expected. one expecte ollowing ollowing ollowing preparation and changes the Minerals
hoise Is PP stage the mitigation were | mitigation were | mitigation were ; expected. Strateqy 2014
considered | 650 mto north east. significance of this to occur they | to occur they | to occur they working. W '
Separately Visual or noise impacts are impaCt - further would be would be would be No further
above under | not expected to affect these assessment will be expected expected expected DGs
Human settlements, nor will there required, to during during during proposed -
Health be any intensification of establish preparation preparation preparation hecessary
above. traffic generated by the significance and and working. | and working. | and working. safeguards
proposed extension. necessary have already
However existing traffic m|t|gat|0n been included.
levels generated by the This issue is
current operation will addressed through
continue for a longer period the DG on
of time. cumulative impacts
Further assessment at the - MM88.
planning application stage
will determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.
Mitigation:
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Receptor'®

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?
. . . Short-term Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent

Comments

Provision of appropriate
mitigation, following
assessment of likely
impacts.

Restoration to improve

landscape of site where
possible; and to seek to
increase public access.

Screening, bunding,
standoffs will be used to
mitigate impacts where
considered necessary

PK 18 Quarry 4
Extension

Possible in-
combination effects.

The DGs require cumulative impacts to be taken into consideration. The MPA is satisfied that identified impacts can be addressed by DGs and existing/proposed policy.

There is potential for cumulative effects in relation to biodiversity; human health; air (noise/dust); climate/GHGs; landscape and amenity. Impacts are expected to be primarily during preparation/working,
i.e. short to medium term; However the scale of working is controlled by the National Trust as landowners to minimise adverse landscape and amenity impacts and to ensure quarrying is of a traditional
scale in the landscape setting. Restoration would maintain open landscape and provide ecological enhancement.

There is potential for in-combination effects between receptors such as human health/amenity, landscape and cultural heritage (Listed Buildings) given the concentration of sites in this area and the
Acton Conservation Area nearby.
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PK19 Broadmead Field

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

Receptor'® Comments
. . - Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
Loss of Loss of
grassland grassland
Potential impact Positive auing aumng
on Greater P cumulative effect extraction. extraction. Appropriate
Horseshoe Bat in relation to Not clear at this | Not clear at this | whatever the mitigation to
e provision of bat stage the stage the be identified
2. To maintain. conserve and | although it is likely tage tage level of
enhance biodiversity that appropriate | /00StS, referred fo significance of | significance of | impacts, they and
s of aracl . mitigation could be ’gu[l)je"ﬂgg’?fg; this impact - | this impact- | would be Z?E'.Z?ﬁﬁ;ed
oss of grassland during put in place if Vain further | further | expected during Restoration | application
T extraction. necessar . assessment will | assessment will | yrenaration and | Loss of pp
Biodiversity Y Modifications). R be required, to | be required, to prop: grassland fo stage.
(incl. flora and | Further assessment at the Further None identified. blish ’ blish ’ working, auri unimproved
fauna) planning application stage will Further establis establis reducing during | 9Urng limestone No further
: . assessment at the h significance significance : extraction D
determine whether any impacts | planning alssegsment at the and necessary | and necessary restoration. ' grassland. Gs g
e are likely and appropriate application stage | P29 mitiqation mitiqation Benefits include proposea -
o mitigation to ensure impacts are | wjl| identify application stage gation. gation. restoration to necessary
= not significant. appropriate will identify Whatever the | Whatever the | jimestone ﬁafeguards
mitigation to appropriate level of level of grassland ave already
© ; mitigation to ' h ' h ' been
Q are not significant. | Sou'e MPACS wouldbe wouldbe includea.
= are not significant. expected during | expected during
© preparation and | preparation and
g working. working.
E
Potential for direct impacts on There is potential No significant The National
o surrounding receptors, including for cumulative :
- ; . ted on the sit : impacts Trust, as
¢ rom noise generated on the site. adverse impacts No significant | No significant | expected. If landowners,
2 B 8. To protect and improve air due to a number of impacts impacts residual/non- will control
quality and reduce the impacts plots being worked expected. If expected. If significant the rate at
of noise. within the site residual/non- residual/non- negative which the
o bounadary. significant significant impacts No site is
Noise mitigation will be addressed neqative neqative followin permanent worked to
Human health | at the planning application stage, Further imgacts imgacts mit atic?n were | Yes -durin health minimize
- including with appropriate mitigation to be | None expected. assessment at the | None expected. foII%win foII%win o o?:cur the workin 9 | impacts are impacts and
noise included in the development of planning rowing rowing y 9- expected pact
the site application stage mitigation were | mitigation were | would be followin maintain the
' will determine to occur they to occur they expected during restoraﬁqon appearance
Environmental protection whether any would be would be preparation and ' of a range of
measures to reduce dust and impacts are likely expected during | expected during | working. smaller
ensure noise is appropriately and appropriate preparation and | preparation and | po 4o oo il quarries on
mitigated. mitigation to working. working. take place their land.
17. To sustain the health and ensure Impacts following An additional
quality of life of the population are not significant. extraction. Life development

16 Receptors are environmental features (for the purposes of Strategic Environmental Assessment) identified through Plan & Sustainability Appraisal preparation that could potentially be affected by the proposal
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

Receptor'® timescale? Comments
. . - Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
Impact on Sensitive Human of quarry guideline is
Receptors around 20 proposed(thr
Properties within 100 m to north years. gugh MM92)
west and 500 m to the north. tﬁaetnsure
Campsites within 500 m to lati
north/north west. cumuiative
impacts are
Impact on Existing Settlements considered
Acton approximately 250m to ar.ld. .
east; Langton Matravers within minimised.
750m further east. No further
Sites will be relatively low impact. DGs
Limited visibility towards the east. proposed -
With appropriate screening, visual necessary
impacts would be further reduced. safeguards
have already
Further assessment at the been
planning application stage will included.
determine whether any impacts
are likely and appropriate
mitigation to ensure impacts are
not significant.
No significant
i i impacts
No significant No significant expected. If
9. To maintain, conserve and impacts impacts residual/non-
enhance soil quality. expected. If expected. If significant
Site contains/comprises good to residual/non- residual/non- negative No further
: : significant significant impacts DGs
moderate quality agricultural land. . . pac v ¢ d
Working the site will have impacts negative negative following es - for There will be | PrOPOSeC -
, o impacts impacts mitigation were | duration of o overall necessary
Soil on this soil. None expected. None expected. None expected. following following to occur they oreparation Io?s,: o(fa :oil safeguards
Mitigation: Soil to be properly mitigation were | mitigation were | would be and working. ' have already
stripped and stored prior to to occur they to occur they expected during been
working; protected during would be would be preparation and included.
working; and returned as part of expected during | expected during | working.
restoration. preparation and | preparation and _
working. working. Reuse of soil
onsite in
restoration.
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If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ? significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the
i 2
Receptor'® timescale? Comments
. . - Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
4. To maintain, conserve and enhance
the quality of ground, surface and sea
waters and manage the consumption of
water in a sustainable way.
Groundwater
Sprin_g rises 240m fromlthe site. . Site No further
overlies Secondary aquifers. No impact on modifications
Source Protection Zones. No licenced are
supplies. No proposed to
Surface Water No significant | No significant | No significant | significant the DGs:
_ _ impacts impacts impacts impacts potential
There is a watercourse approximately expected. If expected. If expected. If expected. If fisks are
240m from the site. Proposed residual/mon- | residual/non- | residual/non- | residual/non- addressed
development could have Significant significant significant significant significant through the
:—Tgaclt’ fgrtr?er assessment reqw(rjed- negative negative negative negative No existing
ydrological assessment require impacts impacts impacts impacts ollution
Water Mitigation None expected. | None expected. | None expected. following following following following ﬁﬁgg;rslent 2ontrol
. . mitigation were [ mitigation were | mitigation were | mitigation ' regime.
Appropriate arrangements should be put in to occur they to occur they to occur they were to occur
place to ensure that the water leaving the would be would be would be they would be No further
site and entering the watercourses or expected during | expected during | expected during | expected DGs
groundwater is of an acceptable quality. preparation and | preparation and | preparation and | during proposed -
Any fuel on site should be properly stored working. working. working. preparation nefcessarré/
to avoid contamination in case of spillage. and working. saleguards
have already
Appropriate arrangements should be been
installed for surface water and silt included.
collection and fuel storage to prevent
contamination of groundwater resources.
The combined impacts of Purbeck
Limestone Quarries should be assessed
where a number of sites affect the same
water resource or receiving water course.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

Receptor'® timescale? Comments
. . - Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
8. To protect and improve air
quality and reduce the impacts
of noise.
Ibmpact? qgl air quality expected to No significant
e negligible. impacts
No AQMAs will be affected by the | Potential for L L expected. If
working of this site proposal. Any | secondary effects No significant | No significant | yesidual/non-
dust resulting from working will be | of dust or air Impacts Impacts significant
controlled through normal dust- pollution beyond expected. If expected. If negative Timescale for
suppression measures. site boundary. residual/non- residual/non- impacts potential for No further
_ L . _ significant significant following . i DGs
Noise mitigation will be addressed | Not clear at this negative negative mitiqation were | pacts Long- proposed -
A at the planning application stage, | stage the N ted N ted impacts impacts to o%cur they would tb?j ‘ term/perman | necessary
Ir with appropriate mitigation to be | significance of this | NON€ expected. one expected. following following would be expected 10 | otimpacts | safeguards

included in the development of
the site.

Environmental protection
measures to reduce dust and
ensure noise is appropriately
mitigated.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage will
determine whether any impacts
are likely and appropriate
mitigation to ensure impacts are
not significant.

impact - further
assessment will be
required, to
establish
significance and
necessary
mitigation.

mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

expected during
preparation and
working.

Impacts from
quarry related
traffic will occur
until completion
of workings.

be temporary,
during
preparation
and working.

not expected.

have already
been
included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

i 2
Receptor® timescale? Comments
. . - Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
14. To adapt to and mitigate
the impacts of climate change. Policy CC1 of th
olic of the
Developing the site as a quarry is Bour%emouth,
expected to have some negative Dorset and Poole
impacts regarding climate Minerals Strategy
change, due primarily to seeks to address
machinery used and and minimise such
transportation of mineral away impacts through
from site. However, these will in requiring operators
relative terms be negligible. to take into
The Bournemouth, Dorset and consideration
Poole Minerals Strategy seeks to climate change
address and minimise such | ts not impacts an_d_the_lr
impacts through Policy CC1 Impacts not Impacts not mpacts no possible mitigation
which requires operators to take expected to be | expected to be | €xpected to be for any proposed
into consideration climate change significant. If | significant. If | significant. If minerals
impacts and their possible any negative any negative any impacts _ development.
mitigation for any proposed impacts were to | impacts were to | Were to occur | [tis expected that The development
would be would be ’ o
The development management seconaary effects | ... expected - | None expected - d duri d during | and after associated with the policies, e.g. DM 1,
o resulting from the . L expected during | expected during . . also address the
Climatic policies, e.g. DM 1, also address roduction of emissions emissions and after and after preparation and | production of GHGs . , ;
factors and seek to minimise the issue of Zreen house gases | &Pected to be expected to be preparation and | preparation and | Working. However it is not known ;Sj;(:iiﬁable
sustainable development and relatively low relatively low working. working. how long the effects of

climate change.

Restoration to some form of
vegetated environment will offer
benefits in the form of climate
change mitigation, including
provision of habitat for wildlife, but
again these will be relatively
small.

No intensification of
traffic/operations as site is an
extension.

Proposed Mitigation:

Use energy efficient plant and
machinery.

Implement restoration which
provides appropriate habitats to
help to increase resilience of
flora/fauna.

(GHGs) beyond
site boundary.

It is not known
how long the
effects of the
GHGs are felt
after they are
produced.

It is not known
how long the
effects of the
GHGs are felt
after they are
produced.

It is not known
how long the
effects of the
GHGs are felt
after they are
produced.

the GHGs may last
following their
production.

development and
seek to minimise
climate change.

Restoration to
some form of
vegetation will
offer benefits in the
form of climate
change mitigation,
but again these
benefits will be
relatively small.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

i 2
Receptor'® timescale? Comments
. . - Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
NB - The term 'material assets'
for the purposes of this
assessment is taken to refer to
Natural Assets including minerals
and land. Built assets are
considered to be covered through
other aspects of this assessment.
The Sustainability Appraisal
includes the following
Sustainability Objectives:
10. To conserve and safeguard No further
mineral resources. _ _ Benefits of DGs
Benefits of Benefits of ) , proposed -
11. To promote the use of . ; mineral supply | Benefits are temporary and
. . . mineral supply | mineral supply . o necessary
Material assets | alternative materials. Not expected. Not expected. Not expected. while site is while site is decrease as will decrease as site is safeguards
12. To provide an adequate and working. working. site is worked worked and restored. have already

affordable supply of minerals
to meet society's needs.

The SA notes that the site would
make an important contribution to
the supply of Purbeck Stone for
Bournemouth, Dorset and Poole
and all other potential markets,
but does not promote the use of
alternative materials.

Impacts on BMV land and
Existing Settlements are referred
to elsewhere in this assessment.

and restored.

been
included.

Cultural
heritage -
archaeology/hi
storic
landscapes

6. To maintain, conserve and
enhance the historic
environment (including
archaeological sites, historic
buildings, conservation areas,
historic parks and gardens and
other locally distinctive
features and their settings).

Archaeology

There are various archaeological
sites in the area, most notably an
Iron Age and Roman period
settlement and shale-working site
just to the north-west. There is
also potential for industrial

None expected.

None expected.

None expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

Unknown at
this stage.

Potential for
loss of
archaeology.

No further
DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards
have already
been
included.
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If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ? significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the
Receptor'® timescale? Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short‘-ltresr)m (<5 M‘?g':’g‘ ;‘:’se)rm L(:gg;(:;r)n Temporary | Permanent
archaeological evidence of early
quarrying.
Archaeological assessment and
evaluation would be required
before an informed planning
decision could be made.
Further assessment at the
planning application stage will
determine whether any impacts
are likely and appropriate
mitigation to ensure impacts are
not significant.
Historic Landscapes
The local landscape bears the
imprint of previous quarrying
dating from the Roman period
onwards. It could be argued that
the present site would be a
continuation of the process, and if
the site is to be restored
afterwards the impact would be
limited in time anyway.
Further assessment at the
planning application stage will
determine whether any impacts
are likely and appropriate
mitigation to ensure impacts are
not significant.
6. To maintain, conserve and Acton .NO significant
enhance the historic Conservation Area Impacts Th b
environment (including 235m east of the No significant | No significant | expected. If ere may be
archaeological sites, historic site - evaluation at impacts impacts residual/non- No LSE Sﬁme i
buildings, conservation areas, | planning expected. If expected. If S|gn|f|pant 0 tod f[:h anges 1o
historic parks and gardens and | application stage residual/non- residual/non- negative ﬁxpec © .’f I © d No further
other locally distinctive will identify significant significant impacts owever | , t";‘”t tffape DGs
Cultural features and their settings). possible impacts negative negative following any .'(;npa.?. S 4 rl: © opefn proposed -
heritage - Histori i and appropriate impacts impacts mitigation were | are identifie character o necessary
historic istoric Buildings mitigation None expected. Not expected. following following to occur they throggh more | the safeguards
- . e I o e detailed landscape
buildings Listed building in the vicinity - Not ¢l tthi mitigation were | mitigation were | would be . i ilb have already
evaluation at planning application ot clear at this to occur they to occur they expected during | 8Ssessmen Wil be been
stage will identify possible stage the . would be would be preparation and | these are maintained. |1 ded.
impacts and appropriate significance of this expected during | expected during | working. likely to be See
o impact - further : ; temporary Restoration
mitigation. assessment will be preparation and | preparation and | Restoration Vision of the
Further assessment at the planning | required, to working. working. would restore DGs
application stage will determine establish Iandscape
whether any impacts are likely significance and setting.
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If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ? significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the
i 2
Receptor'® timescale? Comments
. . - Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
and appropriate mitigation to necessary
ensure impacts are not significant. | mitigation.
Addressed through
DG 2 -
Historic/Cultural
Environment
o There is potential
7. To maintain, conserve and for cumulative
enhance the landscape, :
. . aadverse visual C
including townscape, seascape impacts where No significant
and the coast. impacts
: . several plots are No significant No significant | expected. If There may be
Landscape Capacity/Designated developed within : " : " idual/ some
Landscapes the boundary IMPacts IMpacts residuaynon- changes to
’ expected. If expected. If significant the
Site is in the zone of least Further residual/non- residual/non- negative landscape No further
landscape and visual impact so it assessment at the significant significant impacts Yes - for but the g on DGs
will be how the area is worked planning negative negative following duration of charactefof proposed -
Landscape which will determine its capacity. None expected application stage None expected impacts impacts mitigation were | preparation the necessary
P i P ' will determine P ' following following to occur they and working. safeguards
Small areas, quantities, e o - landscape
: : : whether any mitigation were | mitigation were | would be The site will : have already
progressive restoration and in . . . will be
. . impacts are likely to occur they to occur they expected during | be restored. o been
short campaigns with low and appropriate would be would be reparation and maintained. included
stockpiles is recommended. 1d approp . . prepe See '
mitigation to expected during | expected during | working. - Restoration
Further assessment at the ensure impacts preparation and | preparation and | however Vision of the
planning application stage will are not significant. working. working. restoration will DGs
determine whether any impacts . reduce the
are likely and appropriate -I;]ht'ﬁ is addressed impacts.
mitigation to ensure impacts are In the .
not significant. Landscape/Visual
DG for PK19.

Page 184 of 209



If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ? significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the
i 2
Receptor'® timescale? Comments
. . - Short-term (<5 | Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
17. To sustain the health and
quality of life of the population
Impact on Sensitive Human There is potential
Receptors: for cumulative
Residential properties adjacent, Zg;et;s: m’gggg of
within 250m and 500m. plots being worked Impacts will
Impact on existing settlements within the site be
. boundary No significant addressed at
Acton approximately 250m to ' impacts the planning
east; Langton Matravers within The National No significant No significant | expected. If application
i 750m further east. Trust, as impacts impacts residual/non- stage as
Amentty Sites will be relatively low impact landowners, wil exgected If exgected If significant required by
NB this section | |imited visibility towards the east. control the rate at residualinon- | residual/inon- | negative planning
relates With appropriate screening visual which the site is significant significant impacts o policy, e.9.
primarily to . ’ worked to . . . Yes - limited Policy DM2
_ _ impacts would be further reduced. minimize impacts negative negative following impacts No y
visual amenity; e ©1mp impacts impacts mitigation were P permanent of the
noise is Mitigation: None expected. and maintain the None expected following following to oceur they during _ changes Minerals
gggzig?é?; P(?vis:pn o;‘ ?lppr_opriate t ?grﬁ)geeaf;nscn?;nfe? mitigationhwere mitigationhwere would bi | gﬁjp\?vz)artlici)r?g expected. ng‘fgy
mitigation, following assessmen : : to occur they to occur they expected during ' :
above ulr-llde:th of likely impacts. guna:jrrles on their would be would be preparation and No further
uman Hea . i i - -
above. Restoration to improve landscape Not ¢l tthi expecte? durlng expeote? durlng :/_vo_rtklgg. ; DGs
of site where possible; and to to c ?sr at this pre;})(gra ion an pre;})(gra ion an (;m|_e impacts proposed -
seek to increase public access. :iggi?ica(ralce of this o e plrjenp?gration and ne;: essaré/
_ _ _ safeguards
Screening, bunding, standoffs will impact - further working. havegalready
be used to mitigate impacts assessment will be been
where considered necessary required, to included.
Further assessment at the e§ta$_llsh d
planning application stage will significance an
determine whether any impacts necessary
are likely and appropriate mitigation.
mitigation to ensure impacts are
not significant.

PK 19 Broadmead
Field

Possible in-

combination effects.

There is potential for cumulative effects in relation to biodiversity; human health; air (noise/dust); climate/GHGs; landscape and amenity. Impacts are expected to be primarily during preparation/working,
i.e. short to medium term; However the scale of working is controlled by the National Trust as landowners to minimise adverse landscape and amenity impacts and to ensure quarrying is of a traditional

scale in the landscape setting. Restoration would maintain open landscape and provide ecological enhancement.

There is potential for in-combination effects between receptors such as human health/amenity, landscape and cultural heritage (Listed Buildings) given the concentration of sites in this area and the

Acton Conservation Area nearby.

The DGs require cumulative impacts to be taken into consideration. The MPA is satisfied that identified impacts can be addressed by DGs and existing/proposed policy.
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BS02 Marnhull Quarry Extension

Receptors 17

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

Comments

Biodiversity
(incl. flora
and fauna)

timescale?
. . . Short-term Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
2. To maintain, conserve No significant |\ <o oiiean No significant
and enhance biodiversity impacts o signitican impacts
expected. If Impacts expected. If
residual/r;on— expected. I residual/r;on—
Site is within 250m of significant residual/non- significant
Chivrick's BrOOk; limited nega’[ive Slgnlfl_cant nega’[ive
possibility of impacts on impacts negative impacts
biodiversity. None expected | None expected | None expected. Jfollowing Qﬁt:g following LSE not expected;
Further assessment at the mitigation mitigation

planning application stage will
determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

were to occur
they would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

were to occur
they would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

No further DGs
proposed - necessary
safeguards have
already been included.

Human health
(incl. noise)

BC02 Marnhull Quarry Extension

8. To protect and improve
air quality and reduce the
impacts of noise

Impacts on air quality
expected to be negligible.

No AQMAs will be affected by
the working of this site
proposal. Any dust resulting
from working will be
controlled through normal
dust-suppression measures.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage will
determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

17. To sustain the health
and quality of life of the
population

Potential for
noise and dust
impacts beyond
boundary of site;
minimise through
noise and dust
mitigation
measures
imposed at the
planning
application
stage.

Traffic
movements
generated are
low, and are not
expected to
cause secondary
impacts.

Not clear at this
stage the
significance of
this impact -
further
assessment will
be required, to
establish

Not expected as
the site is
relatively
isolated, with low
traffic
movements .

As the proposal
is an extension
of an existing
site, cumulative
impacts are not
expected.

Traffic
generation from
these relatively
small building
stone quarries
(including
Redlands to the
north, and others
in the area) is
not expected to
contribute to
significant
cumulative
impact impacts.

None expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation
were to occur
they would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative
impacts
following
mitigation
were to occur
they would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

Impacts from
quarry related
traffic will
occur until
completion of
workings.

LSE not expected;

No further DGs
proposed - necessary
safeguards have
already been included.

7 Receptors are environmental features (for the purposes of Strategic Environmental Assessment) identified through Plan & Sustainability Appraisal preparation that could potentially be affected by the proposal
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

i 2
Receptors 17 timescale? Comments
. . . Short-term Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
Sensitive Human Receptors | significance and | Further
o necessary assessment at
Closest property is just over mitigation. the planning

500m to the north east.
Existing Settlements

Nearest settlement is
Marnhull, at approximately
800m to north west.

There is potential for impacts
of lorries accessing the site -
as this is an extension and
vehicle movements are low
impacts are expected to be
minimal.

application stage
will determine
whether any
impacts are likely
and appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.

9. To maintain, conserve
and enhance soil quality.

No significant

No significant

No significant

licensed abstraction points
within 500m.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage will
determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to

assessment will
be required, with
mitigation
identified.

were to occur
they would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

were to occur
they would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

impacts imoacts impacts
Site is ‘Good to Moderate’ expected. If P ted. If expected. If
agricultural land. Soils will be residual/non- regsﬁgﬁael/ﬁon— residual/non-
e s corfoant | sgnicant | S9meant | impactswil b temporay -
Eeuged on site as part o% imgacts negative imgacts mingation during i ist i No further DGs
. . P f I:O : impacts f I:O : stripping/storage will assist in proposed - necessary
Soil restoration. None expected. | None expected. | None expected. ollowing following ollowing protecting soil. safeguards have
Furth_er assessment at the _ vrcg:gigogccur mitigation were vrcg:gigogccur No overall loss of soil is already been included.
planning application stage will thev would be to occur they thev would be | €xpected.
determine whether any exp):ected would be exp):ected
impacts are likely and during expected during during
appropriate mtltlgatlon Io preparation \;I)vr;:rpk?r:atlon and preparation
ensure Impacts are no and working. 9 and working.
significant.
4. To maintain, conserve
and enhance the quality of No significant I No significant
ground, surface aorl1d se‘; impac?s irl:lqoas(lzg[;glflcant impac?s
waters and manage the Potential for expected. If expecte d. If expected. If
consumption of waterina | ground/surface residual/non- resF)iduaI/ﬁon- residual/non-
sustainable way. water leaving the significant significant significant
Grourd Wter No urther DGs
Water No impgct on Source the site; full None expected. | None expected. [ following }g}%ﬁ? following LSE not expected; g;?gojzfd; r}:zc\:/eessary
Protection Zones and no hydrological mitigation 9 mitigation 9

already been included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

i 2
Receptors 17 timescale? Comments
. . N~ Short-term Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
ensure impacts are not
significant.
Surface Water
Site boundary is within 250m
of Chivrick’s Brook
watercourse
Assessment required to
determine possible impacts
on hydrogeology; and
impacts to be appropriately
mitigated.
5. To reduce flood risk and
improve flood
management.
Entire site is within Flood
Risk Zone 1, no expected risk
of flooding or contributing to
flooding.
No significant
There is potential impagts
fOI’ nOise and expected |f
dust to impact residual/non-
Beyogd S"[% " No significant |\ gionificant | Significant
oundary, but i ; .
8. To protect and improve | ; y i Impacts impacts negative
: j is expected this expected. If impacts
air quality and reduce the | .5, pe residualmon- | expected. If followin
impacts of noise. satisfactorily significant residual/non- mitigatign Timescale for
Impacts on air qualit controlled. negative significant were to occur | Potential for
exSected to beqnegliéible imgacts negative they would be impacts would | Long-term or No further DGs
Air | Further No impacts No impacts followin impacts expected be expected to | permanent proposed - necessary
Any dust or noise resulting assessment at expected. expected. rowing following P be temporary, | impacts not safeguards have
from working would be the planning mitigation mitigation were during during expected already been included
expected to be satisfactorily | application stage were 10 oCeur |4’ oo they preparation preparation . .
oy will determin they would be and working. :
mitigated through controls etermine would be and working.
applied at the planning whether any Zﬁﬁﬁded expected during | Impacts from
application stage. mgaots are _“‘f[ely prepz?ration preparation and | quarry related
and appropriate - ic wi
itigation 10 and working. | "*°""% oaouy unti
ensuret impacts completion of
are no workings.
significant. J
14. To adapt to and Potential for Potential for None expected - [| Impacts not | Impacts not Impacts not | It is expected that effects would | Policy CC1 of the
Climatic mitigate the impacts of secondary cumulative emissions expected to be | expected to be | expected to be | be temporary, and associated | Bournemouth, Dorset
factors climate change. effects resulting | . acts of GHG | expected to be significant. If | significant. If significant. If | with the production of GHGs . and Poole Minerals
Developing land as a quarry | from the prg duction. in relatively low any negative | any negative any impacts However it is not known how Strategy seeks to

is expected to have some

production of

impacts were

impacts were to

were to occur

long the effects of the GHGs

address and minimise
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

i 2
Receptors 17 timescale? Comments
. . I Short-term Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
negative impacts regarding greenhouse combination with to occur they occur they they would be | may last following their such impacts through
climate change, due primarily | gases (GHGS) nearby quarry. would be would be expected production. requiring operators to
to machinery used and beyond site expected expected during | during and take into consideration
transportation of mineral boundary. during and and after after climate change impacts
away from site. However, after preparation and | preparation and their possible
these will in relative terms be preparation working. and working. mitigation for any
negligible. and working. proposed minerals

Policy CC1 of the

It is not known

It is not known
how long the

It is not known

development.

Sustainability Objectives:

10. To conserve and
safeguard mineral
resources.

11. To promote the use of
alternative materials.

and restored.

Bournemouth, Dorset and how long the | effects of the how long th The development
Poole Minerals Strategy effects of the GHGs are felt ow long the management policies,
seeks to address and GHGs are felt | after they are g{_'ecc;ts of ﬂf]elt e.g. DM 1, also address
minimise such impacts after they are | produced. f share e the issue of sustainable
through requiring operators to produced. after they are development and seek
take into consideration produced. to minimise climate
climate change impacts and change.
their possible mitigation for .
any proposed minerals ?estoratlon to some
development. orm of vegetation will
offer benefits in the
The development form of climate change
management policies, e.g. mitigation, but again
DM 1, also address and seek these benefits will be
to minimise the issue of relatively small.
sustainable development and
climate change. ;%Ségggr [:Sgessary
Restoration to some form of safeguards have
vegetated environment will already been included.
offer benefits in the form of
climate change mitigation, but
again these benefits will be
relatively small.
NB - The term 'material
assets' for the purposes of
this assessment is taken to
refer to Natural Assets
including minerals and land.
Built assets are considered to
be covered through other _ , Benefits of
Material aspects of this assessment. i?:eerfglss%fpply Ew?rz]:rfgfs%fpply mineral supply | Benefits are temporary and wil s%;%gggr—[ﬁgessary
Assets The Sustainability Appraisal None expected. | None expected. | None expected. while site is while site is d_ecr_ease as decrease as site is worked and safeguards have
includes the following working. working. site is worked | restored. already been included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

Archaeological evaluation
would be required for
planning application to
assess the likely
archaeological impact of
quarrying and identify
appropriate mitigation.

Historic Landscapes

The field system on and
around the site is possibly
medieval in origin, but not
considered to be of
significance.

they would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

to occur they
would be
expected during

preparation and

working.

they would be
expected
during
preparation
and working.

Assessment.

Receptors 7 timescale? Comments
. . . Short-term Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
12. To provide an adequate
and affordable supply of
minerals to meet society's
needs.
The SA notes that the site
would make an important
contribution to the supply of
building stone but does not
promote the use of alternative
materials.
6. To maintain, conserve
and enhance the historic
environment (including
archaeological sites,
historic buildings,
conservation areas,
historic parks and gardens
and other locally distinctive
features and their settings).
Archaeology _No significant No significant _No significant
. impacts . impacts
Human remains were found expected. If |mpac:[[s d.If expected. If
near the site during residual/non- expgc el/' residual/non- _
quarr_lxlhng abOLilé iOO yearsf significant ;?;iflijc?ar?ton_ significant Permanler}t r:affec’[s could_ mcludéa
Cultural ago. They could be part of a negative _ negative removal of human remains, an
. isti : negative : i _ No further DGs
hertiage - .Cr(;nftlan. cetm e gf aFn th No impacts No impacts No impacts Impacts impacts Impacts 105 ofthe field system proposed - necessary
archaeology | Indeterminate period. rurther expected ted ted following followi following These can be addressed at the f ds h
. . uarrving could impact on pectea. expected. expected. ", . ollowing ", . : i - safeguards have
and historic | quarrying col P mitigation mitigation were mitigation planning application stage already been included
landscapes remains still in the ground. were to occur were to occur | following detailed Heritage '
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If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ? significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the
i 2
Receptors 17 timescale? Comments
. . . Short-term Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
6. To maintain, conserve
and enhance the historic
environment (including
archaeological sites,
gm_tt‘"a' historic buildings, \ \ \ \ No fU”h‘Zr DGs
eritage - conservation areas one one one one proposed - necessary
historic historic parks and g’jardens None expected. | None expected. | None expected. expected. None expected. expected. expected. expected. safeguards have
buildings and other locally distinctive already been included.
features and their settings).
No buildings likely to be
affected.
7. To maintain, conserve
and enhance the
landscape, including .
townscape, seascape and | Potential for
the coast. impacts beyond No siarificant No sianificant
Development could lead to without impacts irl:l]gas(;?glflcant impacts
adverse impacts; appropriate expected. If expected. If expected. If
appropriately designed mitigation residual/non- dual/n residual/non-
mitigation can minimise these ’ significant resiguaynon- significant
to cause no significant Further negative significant negati
g . gative , .
adverse effects. assessment at impacts negative impacts Depending on restoration, No further DGs
Landscape Abrid| | " the planning No impacts No impacts folEnwing impac_ts folEnwing impacts on the landscape could | proposed - necessary
bridleway runs along the | o 1 ation stage | expected. expected. itioati following Higati be permanent; however safeguards have
eastern boundary of the site; ) . mitigation ot mitigation ot 0 miti :
_ " will determine mitigation were mitigation will mitigate these. already been included.
approp”ate and sensitive whether an were to occur to occur they were to occur
mitigation will be required to | . yl'k | they wouldbe | = "' pe they would be
minimise impacts. Impacts are likely expected - expected
P d . expected during .
Further assessment at the ar_lt. aE[)_pro?nate during preparation and during
lanning application stage will Cnsure o preparation working preparation
getermigr’]e F\3vri1e’[her any ’ ensuret mpacts and working. | and working.
are no
impacts are likely and significant.
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.
i i . Potential for iqnifi iqnifi
Amenity ;Zld TCL’I aslliltStca):‘nli:‘georflfsgh Potential for impacts in irl:l}o:;?:ﬁwant No significant imo:é?:mcant Impacts will be addressed
NB this section quatty impacts on closest | o n with P impacts P There may be | 4t the planning application
lat population residences expected. If i expected. If permanent .
relates o ' other existing uses residual/non- expected. residual/non- i t stage as required by
p.rlme}rlly to ] ::Tpactton Sensitive Human | Not clear at this in the vicinity significant resudfual/non- significant Yes - limited :/rglzi? sn?gnity planning policy, e.g.
visual amenity; eceptors . significant . i i J Policy DM2 of the
noise is y s?aglelthe .| Not clear at this None expected. negative neaative imoacts | "€9ative Impacts fjur|ng depending on Mi Y Is Strateqy 2014
ConSIdered Closest property |S Toogoods .S|gn|f|cance of this stage the impaCtS ¢ ”g ) p impaCtS preparatlon and restoration: nerals rategy .
Farm, just over 500m to the impact - further i ; following oflowing following working. N No further DGs proposed
separately ) significance of this mitigation were to mitigation
2bove under north east. assessment will be impact - further mitigation were | T ol | Mitigation were required to - necessary safeguards
Human Health | Impact on Existing reduhed 1o assessment will be tooceurthey | g expectyed to occur they minimise. have already been
establish i would be . would be included.
above Settlements it required, to during
: E— significance and establish expected during expected during
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

i 2
Receptors 17 timescale? Comments
. . . Short-term Medium-Term Long-term
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic (<5 yrs) (5-10 yrs) (10+ yrs) Temporary Permanent
Nearest settlement is necessary significance and preparation and | preparation and preparation and
Marnhull, at approximately mitigation. necessary working. working. working.
800m to north west. mitigation.

No significant impacts on
surrounding receptors
expected - mitigation to be
applied to minimise any
impacts.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage will
determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

BS02 Marnhull
Possible in-

combination effects.

There is potential for cumulative effects in relation to climate and amenity. There are also expected secondary effects for human health; water; air (noise/dust) and landscape. No in-combination effects

between receptors are expected.

Impacts are expected to be primarily during preparation/working, i.e. short to medium term;

open landscape and provide ecological enhancement.

The MPA is satisfied that identified impacts can be addressed by DGs and existing/proposed policy.

However the quarries are small, at a traditional scale in the landscape setting. Restoration would maintain
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BS04 Frogden Quarry Extension

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

i 2
Receptors 18 timescale? Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short;tresr)m (<5 Mig';’g‘ ;‘:’se)rm Long-‘tl(:;r)n (10+ Temporary | Permanent
No significant No significant No significant
impacts impacts impacts
expected. If expected. If expected. If
residual/non- residual/non- residual/non- No further
2. To maintain, conserve and signifi.can.t signifi_can_t signifi_can_t DGs proposed
Biodiversity (incl. | €nhance biodiversity negative impacts | negative impacts | negative impacts ~ hecessar
v ) _ o _ None expected None expected | None expected. J following following following LSE not expected; y
floraand fauna) | No impacts on biodiversity are safeguards

expected.

mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

have already
been included.

Human health
(incl. noise)

8. To protect and improve air
quality and reduce the
impacts of noise

Impacts on air quality expected
to be negligible.

No AQMAs will be affected by
the working of this site proposal.
Any dust resulting from working
will be controlled through normal
dust-suppression measures

17. To sustain the health and
quality of life of the
population

Sensitive Human Receptors

Closest properties are at edge
of Sherborne, some 430m to
south west; other properties
within 500-600m. There is a
secondary school at the edge of

Potential for
noise and dust
impacts beyond
boundary of site;
these will be
minimised
through
mitigation
measures
imposed at the
planning
application
stage.

Traffic
movements
generated are
low, and
proposal will be
worked as an
extension to the
current

Not expected as
the site is
relatively
isolated, with low
traffic
movements .

As the proposal
is an extension
of an existing
site, cumulative
impacts are not
expected.

Traffic
generation from
these relatively
small building
stone quarries
(including
Whithill to the
south-west of
Sherborne) is

Sherborne, 430m distant. operation. not expected to

Further assessment at the Further contribute to

planning application stage will assessment at significant

determine whether any impacts | the planning cumulative

are likely and appropriate application stage | IMmpacts.

mitigation to ensure impacts are | Will determine Further

not significant. whether any assessment at
impacts are likely | the planning

None expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

LSE not expected;

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards
have already
been included.

'8 Receptors are environmental features (for the purposes of Strategic Environmental Assessment) identified through Plan & Sustainability Appraisal preparation that could potentially be affected by the proposal
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Receptors 1

8

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the
timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary | Permanent

Comments

Existing Settlements

Nearest settlement is
Sherborne, 430m to the south-
west.

There is potential for impacts of
lorries accessing the site, and
also for noise and dust to be
generated.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage will
determine whether any impacts
are likely and appropriate
mitigation to ensure impacts are
not significant.

and appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.

application stage
will determine
whether any
impacts are likely
and appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.

9. To maintain, conserve and
enhance soil quality.

No significant

No significant

No significant

and is not within any Source
Protection Zone area. Not
known whether there are any
licensed extraction facilities in
the vicinity.

Surface Water

evaluation will be
required, with
mitigation
identified.

to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

impacts impacts impacts
Site is ‘Good to Moderate’ expected. If expected. If expected. If
agricultural land. Soils will be residual/non- rgsicjgal/non- rgsicjgal/non- No further DGs
stripped and protected during significant significant significant Impacts will be temporary | proposed -
preparation and working and negative impacts | negative impacts negative impacts | _ mitigation during necessary
Soil reused on site as part of None expected. | None expected. | None expected. fo!lpwir)g fo!lpwirjg fo!lpwmg stripping/storage will safeguards
restoration. g'g%iﬂ??h‘gsre glt(l)%gﬂcr)?hvevire glggcgﬂf?hvev;re assist in protecting soil have glready
Further assessment at the would be would be would be been included.
planning application stage will expected during | expected during | expected during
determine whether any impacts preparation and | preparation and | preparation and
are likely and appropriate working. working. working.
mitigation to ensure impacts are
not significant.
4. To maintain, conserve and
enhance the quality of No significant No significant No significant
ground, surface and sea Potential for impacts impacts impacts
waters and manage the ground/surface expected. If expected. If expected. If
consumption of water in a water leaving the residual/non- residual/non- residual/non- N
; . o o e o further
sustainable way. site to have significant significant significant DGs proposed
Ground Water impacts beyond negative impacts | negative impacts | negative impacts - nec epss apry
Water o o _ the site; full None expected. | None expected. [ following following following LSE not expected; safequards
Site is on a Principal Aquifer hydrological mitigation were | mitigation were | mitigation were 9

have already
been included.
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Receptors 18

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the
timescale?

Short-term (<5

Medium-Term

Long-term (10+

Comments

not significant.

Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs) Temporary | Permanent
There is a watercourse
approximately 430m from the
site.
Further assessment at the
planning application stage will
determine whether any impacts
are likely and appropriate
mitigation to ensure impacts are
not significant.
5. To reduce flood risk and
improve flood management.
Entire site is within Flood Risk
Zone 1, no expected risk of
flooding or contributing to
flooding.
8. To protect and improve air _ . .NO S|gtn|f|cant
quality and reduce the There is potential QE?&Z o1t
impacts of noise. EOJS??éSﬁn%r;it No significant No significant residual/non-
Impacts on air quality expected beyond site impacts impacts significant Timescale
to be negligible. No AQMAs will boundary, but expected. If expected. If negative impacts | for potential
be affected by the working of . ’ residual/non- residual/non- i for impacts
y 9 this is expected o o> following No further DGs
this site proposal. 10 be limited and S|gn|f|_can_t S|gn|f|_can_t mitigation were would be Long-term proposed -
_ . . negative impacts | negative impacts | 15 occur they expected to | or
. Dust or noise could be can be No impacts No impacts . . necessary
Air ’ . , following following would be be permanent
generated by extracting and satisfactorily expected. expected. e s _ . safeguards
: iy mitigation were mitigation were expected durin temporary, | impacts not
working the stone. mitigated through to occur they to occur they P Hi 3 during expected have already
- reparation an . -
Further men h normal noise and would be would be prop: preparation been included.
urther assessment at the dust controls _ _ working.
planning application stage will | applied at the expected during | expected during Impacts from and
determine whether any impacts | planning preparation and | preparation and ugrr related working.
are likely and appropriate application working. working. ’?rafficywill Soour
mitigation to ensure impacts are | giage. until completion

of workings.
14. To adapt to and mitigate Impacts not Impacts not Impacts not Policy CC1 of
the impacts of climate expected to be expected to be expected to be tE?e "
. s e S ournemouth,
change. Potential for S|gn|f|.can.t. If any S|gn|f|.can.t. If any §|gn|f|cant. If any It is expected that effects | porset and
secondary Potential for negative impacts | negative impacts | impacts were to would be temporary. and :
effects resulting | . oot o None expected - | Yvere to occur were to occur occur they would associated wi?h they’ Poole Minerals
Developing land as a quarry is | from the impacts of GHG emissionz they would be they would be be expected roduction of GHGs Strategy seeks
Climatic factors expected to have some negative | production of rf duction. in expected to be expected during | expected during | during and after ﬂowever it is not known to address and
impacts regarding climate greenhouse proauction, in pe and after and after preparation and minimise such
h LS combination with | relatively low . . , how long the effects of impacts
change, due primarily to gases (GHGs) preparation and | preparation and | working.

. . nearby quarry. . ; the GHGs may last through
machinery used and beyond site working. working. . . . . 19
transportation of mineral away boundary _ _ It is not known following their production. requiring
from site. However. these will in ’ It is not known It is not known how long the operators to
relative terms be négligible. how long the how long the effects of the take into

effects of the effects of the GHGs are felt consideration
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Receptors 18

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary | Permanent

Comments

GHGs are felt
after they are
produced.

GHGs are felt
after they are
produced.

after they are
produced.

climate change
impacts and
their possible
mitigation for
any proposed
minerals
development.

The
development
management
policies, e.g.
DM 1, also
address the
issue of
sustainable
development
and seek to
minimise
climate
change.

Restoration to
some form of
vegetation will
offer benefits in
the form of
climate change
mitigation, but
again these
benefits will be
relatively small.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards
have already
been included.

Material Assets

NB - The term 'material assets'
for the purposes of this
assessment is taken to refer to
Natural Assets including
minerals and land. Built assets
are considered to be covered
through other aspects of this
assessment.

The Sustainability Appraisal
includes the following
Sustainability Objectives:

None expected.

None expected.

None expected.

Benefits of
mineral supply
while site is
working.

Benefits of
mineral supply
while site is
working.

Benefits of
mineral supply
decrease as site
is worked and
restored.

Benefits are temporary
and will decrease as site
is worked and restored.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards
have already
been included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

not significant.

are not
significant.

i 2
Receptors 18 timescale? Comments
. . - Short-term (<5 Medium-Term Long-term (10+
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs) Temporary | Permanent
10. To conserve and
safeguard mineral resources.
11. To promote the use of
alternative materials.
12. To provide an adequate
and affordable supply of
minerals to meet society's
needs.
The SA notes that the site would
make an important contribution
to the supply of building stone
but does not promote the use of
alternative materials.
No impacts
gh::nr:eam?ir.r;’sfgr?:ewe and ﬁé‘?:gg%n?ig?rt No significant No significant No significant
. . . : impacts impacts impacts
envtl‘ronrlner?t (llnc_ludlnhg . gﬁﬁftso?n expected. If expected. If expected. If
g[ﬁl da:zgsogggzszlrt\?:t,iorlls;?;fs Sherlc?orne residual/non- residual/non- residual/non-
historic parks and gardens | Castle(s). This significant significant significant No further
d other locallv distinctive must be taken negative impacts | negative impacts | negative impacts o _ DGs proposed
?n i d thy' tti into following following following Mitigation and restoration | . necessary
eatures and their settings). consideration mitigation were | mitigation were | mitigation were | to be designed to safeguards
There are no indications of likely and aporo ria{te to occur they to occur they to occur they minimise all impacts to have already
Cultural heritage - | archaeological impacts. mitiga?ipc))n P would be would be would be acceptable levels, during | peen included.
archaeology and | There are no indications that the | applied. No impacts No impacts expecteq during expecteq during expecteq during | and after working. - need for
historic location has any particular expected. expected. preparation and | preparation and | preparation and | poiq o) non-significant | evaluation of
landscapes historic significance, although it Furtherm nt at working. working. working. negative impacts, if they impgcts on
might form part of the view from ?hs: e?:nn?n Mitigation and Mitigation and Mitigation and occur, expected to be setting of
locations such as Sherborne a IFi)cation %ta o restoration to be | restoration to be | restoration to be | short-term, during the life | Sherborne
New Castle and its grounds. wFi)IIIOdetermine g designed to designed to designed to of the site. Castle(s) is
Further assessment at the whether any minimise all minimise all minimise all ?'r?agyd
i i i included.
planning application stage will impacts are likely |mpacts;? mpac’;sgf) mpac’;sgf)
determine whether any impacts | and appropriate acceptable acceptap’e acceptan’e
are likely and appropriate mitigation to levels, during levels, during levels, during
mitigation to ensure impacts are | ensure impacts and after and after and after
working. working. working.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

visual impacts will be limited.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage will
determine whether any impacts
are likely and appropriate
mitigation to ensure impacts are
not significant.

appropriate
mitigation.

during extraction.

during extraction.

during extraction.

however mitigation is
expected to satisfactorily
mitigate these.

i 2
Receptors 18 timescale? Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Short;tresr)m (<5 M‘?g':’g‘ ;‘:’se)rm Long-‘tl(:;r)n (10+ Temporary | Permanent
6. To maintain, conserve and
enhance the historic
environment (including
arqhqeological sites,_historic No impacts
buildings, conservation areas, | o, octed, apart o o o
historic parks and gardens from poténtial .No significant _No significant _No significant
and other locally distinctive impacts on impacts impacts impacts
features and their settings). setting of expected. If expected. If expected. If
. . residual/non- residual/non- residual/non-
The nearest listed buildings are | Sherborne _ significant significant significant No furth
within a settlem_ent and the Castle(s). This negative impacts | negative impacts | negative impacts D(g urtner d
current quarry lies between must be taken following following following neScepsrs?e?rose
them a_nd the proposed into . mitigation were mitigation were mitigation were safequards
extension. There are other consideration, g
. o : to occur they to occur they to occur they have already
listed buildings some 500 m to aqq appropriate would be would be would be Mitigation and restoration been included
ultural heritage - | gxpected that the proposed applied. 0 Impacts 0 Impacts ti d ii d ii d | minimise all impacts to - heea for
historic buildings | gxiension will have expected. expected. preparation an preparation an preparation an table levels. duri evaluation of
. Further working. working. working. acceptable levels, during |, -«
unacceptable impacts on these assessment at and after working. Pz
listed buildings. the planning Mitigation and Mitigation and Mitigation and Zittmt? of
_ Jiall i i i erborne
Impacts on the setting of application stage restoration to be restoration to be restoration to be Cact :
. . designed to designed to designed to astle(s) is
Sherborne Castle and Old will determine minimise all minimise all minimise all already
Castle must be considered, and | whether any impacts t impacts t impacts t included.
the site designed/worked with impacts are likely acg:;t:lb?e acf::thb?e acf::thb?e
alny appropriate mitigation in and appropriate levels, during levels, during levels, during
ace. itigati ’ ’ ’
P mitigation to ; and after and after and after
Further assessment at the ensure impacts working. working. working.
planning application stage will are not
determine whether any impacts | Significant.
are likely and appropriate
mitigation to ensure impacts are
not significant.
7. To maintain, conserve and To minimise
enhance the landscape, impacts, the
including townscape, scale of
seascape and the coast. development
. . , , . should be
Potential exists for impacts on Potential f Depending on restoration, inimised
the amenity of users of the rotentia tor . . . some elements of the minimised
. : impacts beyond Any potential Any potential Any potential . where possible
adjacent bridleway but apart . . : : : : impacts on the landscape :
Landscape from that the landscaoe and the site boundary | No impacts No impacts impact would impact would impact would could be permanent: and extraction
P X without expected. expected. primarily occur primarily occur primarily occur P ’ should take the

form of short
campaigns and
progressive
restoration.

Stockpiles and
other
infrastructure
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

one point.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage will
determine whether any impacts
are likely and appropriate
mitigation to ensure impacts are
not significant.

Impact on Existing Settlements

Sherborne is closest settlement,
within 500m. Although impacts
are expected to be minimal,

ensure impacts
are not
significant.

these impacts.

i 2
Receptors '8 timescale? Comments
. . - Short-term (<5 Medium-Term Long-term (10+
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs) Temporary | Permanent
must not be
placed on
skyline, which
must be
protected.
No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards
have already
been included.
17. To sustain the health and
quality of life of the
population
Impact on Sensitive Human
Receptors
Closest properties are
approximately 430m, to edge of
Sherborne. The Gryphon
School is also approximately . ,
430m at edge of Sherborne. Limited potential Impacts will be
for impacts on o P
Blackmarsh Farm to south east residences: Yes - limited impacts addressed at
is approximately 500+m and o No significant No significant No significant during preparation and the planning
Oborne_ to pc;rtg/(;agst is Potenilal for impacts impacts impacts working. application
Amenity approximately m. '()T?ﬁ: sr%rllet\:vsaers expected. If expected. If expected. If Mitigation during working | Stage as
_ _ Rising ground screens views of y residual/non- residual/non- residual/non- and restoration to ensure | réquired by
NB this section the existing site. Further Further significant significant significant impacts are not planning policy,
rglates prlmgrlly 10 | assessment will be required to assessment at No impacts No impacts negative impacts | negative impacts | negative impacts | significant. e.g. Policy
visual amenity; accurately assess potential the planning ox ec?ed ox ec?ed following following following If there mav be DM2 of the
noise is considered | impacts from the proposed application stage | ®XP ' P ' mitigation were | mitigation were | mitigation were y Minerals
separately above i i i permanent impacts on Strategy 2014
P y extension and can be will determine to occur they to occur they to occur they : . gy :
under Human , visual amenity, these
undertaken at the appropriate whether any would be would be would be A, No further DGs
Health above . . , . . must not be significant.,
: stage. impacts are likely expected during | expected during | expected during depending on restoration: proposed -
A bridleway runs to the south ?nr:ﬁ ﬁgﬁ)gme evr()eri?r:atlon and \F/)vrc?ri?r:a“on and \F/)vrc?ri?r:a“on and appropriate mitigation to [ ecessary
west of the site, touching it at 9 g g g be required to minimise safeguards

have already
been included.
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Receptors 1

8

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ? significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the
timescale? Comments
. . - Short-term (<5 Medium-Term Long-term (10+
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs) Temporary | Permanent

further assessment will be
carried out as required.

Site traffic will be required to
use Castle Town Way and could
have an impact on Sherborne
but amount of traffic expected to
be low.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage will
determine whether any impacts
are likely and appropriate
mitigation to ensure impacts are
not significant.

BS04 Frogden
Possible in-

combination effects.

There is potential for cumulative effects in relation to climate. There are also expected secondary effects for human health; water; air (noise/dust); cultural heritage; amenity and landscape. No in-
combination effects between receptors are expected.

Impacts are expected to be primarily during preparation/working, i.e. short to medium term; However the quarries are small, at a traditional scale in the landscape setting. Restoration would maintain
open landscape and provide ecological enhancement. The MPA is satisfied that identified impacts can be addressed by DGs and existing/proposed policy.
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BS05 Whithill Quarry Extension

Receptors 1

9

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the
timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary | Permanent

Comments

BCO05 Whithill Quarry Extension

Biodiversity
(incl. flora
and fauna)

2. To maintain, conserve
and enhance biodiversity

No impacts on biodiversity
are expected.

None expected

None expected

None expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

LSE not expected;

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.

Human health
(incl. noise)

8. To protect and improve
air quality and reduce the
impacts of noise

Impacts on air quality
expected to be negligible.
No AQMAs will be affected
by the working of this site
proposal. Any dust resulting
from working will be
controlled through normal
dust-suppression measures.

17. To sustain the health
and quality of life of the
population

Sensitive Human Receptors

Residential properties within
500m. School approximately
1km away, to south/east.
Site is screened by hedges
and by the topography. No
intensification of traffic
expected.

Site will be screened as
required and worked on a
campaign basis to limit
impacts. Further evaluation

Potential for
noise and dust
impacts beyond
boundary of site;
these will be
minimised
through
mitigation
measures
imposed at the
planning
application
stage.

Traffic
movements
generated are
low, and
proposal will be
worked as an
extension to the
current
operation.

Further
assessment at
the planning
application stage
will determine
whether any

As the proposal
is an extension
of an existing
site, cumulative
impacts are not
expected.

Traffic
generation from
these relatively
small building
stone quarries
(including
Frogden to the
north-east of
Sherborne) is
not expected to
contribute to
significant
cumulative
impact impacts.

None expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

LSE not expected;

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.

19 Receptors are environmental features (for the purposes of Strategic Environmental Assessment) identified through Plan & Sustainability Appraisal preparation that could potentially be affected by the proposal
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Receptors 1

9

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the
timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary | Permanent

Comments

likely to be required to
accurately assess potential
impacts from the proposed
extension and can be
undertaken at the appropriate
stage.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage
will determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

Existing Settlements

Lillington approximately
500m to south, Longburton
approximately 1.5 km south
east, Thornford
approximately 2km to south
west.

Visual impacts not expected.
Potential for traffic impacts
on Longburton if mineral is
taken to A352 for distribution.
No intensification expected.

Site is likely to be worked on
a campaign basis, to limit
impacts.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage
will determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

impacts are likely
and appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.

Sail

9. To maintain, conserve
and enhance soil quality.

Site is ‘Good to Moderate’
agricultural land. Soils will be
stripped and protected during
preparation and working and
reused on site as part of
restoration. Best practice for
soil protection to be followed.

None expected.

None expected.

None expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during

, No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during

Impacts will be temporary
- mitigation during
stripping/storage will
assist in protecting soil

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.
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Receptors 1

9

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the
timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary | Permanent

Comments

preparation and
working.

preparation and
working.

preparation and
working. , but
restoration will
improve soil
condition.

Water

4. To maintain, conserve
and enhance the quality of
ground, surface and sea
waters and manage the
consumption of water in a
sustainable way.

Ground Water

Site is on a Secondary
Aquifer and is not within any
Source Protection Zone area.
Not known whether there are
any licensed extraction
facilities in the vicinity.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage
will determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

Surface Water

Watercourse within 50m of
the site.

This site lies uphill and
immediately across the road
from springs feeding
tributaries of the River
Wriggle.

Hydrological assessment
required to determine
potential impacts on water
quality/flow of these if the
site is developed.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage
will determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

Potential for
ground/surface
water leaving the
site to have
impacts beyond
the site; full
hydrological
evaluation will be
required to
determine
whether any
impacts are likely
and appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.

None expected.

None expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

LSE not expected;

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

Receptors 19 timescale? Comments
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic Shortytresr)m (<5 M(—'zgu:(r)n y‘:’se)rm Long ;c:;r)n (10+ Temporary | Permanent
5. To reduce flood risk and
improve flood
management.
Entire site is within Flood
Risk Zone 1, no expected
risk of flooding or contributing
to flooding.
There is potential
for noise and
dust to impact
beyond site
8. To protect and improve bqundary, but
air quality and reduce the this is _ex_pected
impacts of noise. Ig Eg limited and
Impacts on air quality satisfactorily _No significant .No significant _
expected to be negligible. No | mitigated impacts impacts Timescale
AQMAs will be affected by through normal exp_ected. If expected. If for potentlal
the working of this site noise and dust resu;leal/non- res@gal/non- for impacts No further DGs
proposal. controls applied significant significant Impacts from would be Long-term proposed -
] D . ld b at the planning No impacts No impacts negatl_ve impacts negat[ve impacts quarry related expected to | or necessary
Air ust or noise could be application following following traffic will occur | be permanent p dsh
generated by extracting and stage expected. expected. mitigation were | mitigation were | until completion | temporary, | impacts not sla eg(;]a{) S have
working the stone. ' to occur they to occur they of workings. during expected. ;g?adgd een
Further assessment at the Further wouldbe wouldbe preparation vaed.
planning application stage assessment at expected during | expected during and
will determine whether an the planning preparation and | preparation and working.
. . y application stage Ki Ki
impacts are likely and will determine working. working.
appropr_iate mitigation to whether any
ensure Impacts are not impacts are likely
significant. and appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.
14. To adapt to and Impacts not Impacts not Policy CC1 of the
mitigate the impacts of P ol f expected to be expected to be |mpaCtS not Bournemouth,
climate change. otentclia or significant. If any | significant. If any | €xpectedtobe | |tis expected that effects | Dorset and Poole
Developing land as a quarry Z?fg?:lt?s ferg ulting | Potential for negative impacts | negative impacts | Significant. lf:any | would be temporary, and M'”Ems Sér(;ategy
is expected to have some from the cumulative None expected - [ were to occur were to occur Impacts were to associated with the seg s 1o address
Climatic negative impacts regarding | production of impacts of GHG | emissions they would be they would be occur they would | production of GHGs . an hmlnlmlse
factors climate change, due primarily | greennouse production, in expected to be expected during | expected during | e expected However it is not known S#C practS_ _
to machinery used and gases (GHGs) combination with | relatively low and after and after during and after | how long the effects of t rouq[ reﬁ“{”ﬂg
transportation of mineral beyond site nearby quarry. preparation and | preparation and preieratlon and | the GHGs may last ?n?ce)focr)]rssidgr ;[ioen
away from site. However, boundary. working. working. working. following their production. climate change
these will in relative terms be It is not known It is not known impacts and their
negligible. how long the how long the possible mitigation
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If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-
Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ? significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the
Receptors '° timescale? Comments
. . _— Short-term (<5 Medium-Term Long-term (10+
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs) Temporary | Permanent
effects of the effects of the It is not known for any proposed
GHGs are felt GHGs are felt how long the minerals
after they are after they are effects of the development.
produced. produced. GHGs are felt The development
after they are management
produced. policies, e.g. DM
1, also address
the issue of
sustainable
development and
seek to minimise
climate change.
Restoration to
some form of
vegetation will
offer benefits in
the form of climate
change mitigation,
but again these
benefits will be
relatively small.
No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.
NB - The term 'material
assets' for the purposes of
this assessment is taken to
refer to Natural Assets
including minerals and land.
Built assets are considered to
be covered through other
aspects of this assessment. . . Benefits of No further DG
R _ Benefits of Benefits of eral | Benefit i proposed -
Material The Sustainability Appraisal mineral supply mineral supply mineral supply enetils are temporary necessary
Assets includes the following None expected. | None expected. | None expected. while site is while site is _decrease as site fand will decrease as site safeguards have
Sustainability Objectives: working. working. Irség\tlg:ggd and is worked and restored. already been
10. To conserve and ' included.
safeguard mineral
resources.
11. To promote the use of
alternative materials.
12. To provide an adequate
and affordable supply of
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Receptors 19

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the
timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary | Permanent

Comments

minerals to meet society's
needs.

The SA notes that the site
would make an important
contribution to the supply of
building stone but does not
promote the use of
alternative materials.

Cultural
heritage -
archaeology
and historic
landscapes

6. To maintain, conserve
and enhance the historic
environment (including
archaeological sites,
historic buildings,
conservation areas,
historic parks and gardens
and other locally distinctive
features and their settings).

Archaeology

Human burials were found in
the adjacent existing quarry a
few years ago. It is expected
that an archaeological
watching brief for future
development of the site
would be adequate to
mitigate damage to known
and potential deposits.

Further assessment at the
planning application stage
will determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

Historic Landscapes

The site is on the north-
eastern end of Lillington Hill,
which is also known at
Knighton Hill at the opposite
end by Knighton village, on
the western side of the
Blackmore Vale. Seemingly
much of the Vale remained
wooded until the Middle
Ages, and so the field system

No impacts
expected.

No impacts
expected.

No impacts
expected.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

No significant
impacts
expected. If
residual/non-
significant
negative impacts
following
mitigation were
to occur they
would be
expected during
preparation and
working.

Mitigation and restoration
to be designed to
minimise any impacts that
may arise to acceptable
levels, during and after
working.

No further DGs
proposed -
necessary
safeguards have
already been
included.
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Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

i 2
Receptors '° timescale? Comments
. . _— Short-term (<5 Medium-Term Long-term (10+
Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs) Temporary | Permanent
on and around the site may
well be Medieval in origin.
The Mineral Planning
Authority is not aware of
anything particularly
significant about these fields.
Further assessment at the
planning application stage
will determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.
6. To maintain, conserve No significant No significant No significant
and_enhance the Ihl:_torlc impacts impacts impacts No impacts expected, but
e:\th‘romlneri‘ (Ilnc;tu ing expected. If expected. If expected. If if any arose it is expected
archaeological sites, resu;igal/non— res@eal/non— res@gal/non— that they could be No further DGs
Cultural historic buildings, significant significant significant permanent, depending on q
ultura conservation areas, . , , negative impacts | negative impacts | negative impacts | restoration. proposea -
heritage - historic parks and gardens | No impacts No impacts No impacts following following following : necessary
historic and other locally distinctive | €xpected. expected. expected. mitigation were | mitigation were | mitigation were | Mitigation and restoration safeguards have
buildings features and their settings). to occur they to occur they to occur they would be designed to elrea(;iy dbeen
inimi i included.
Listed buildings are too far wouldbe wouldbe wouldbe m|n|mlsi|alll |mp|act§ to
away to be affected. No expected during | expected during | expected during accepfta e e;:_e S, during
significant impacts on historic preparation and | preparation and | preparation and and after working.
buildings expected. working. working. working.
Potential for
7. To maintain, conserve | impacts beyond
and enhance the the site boundary Scale of
i i without development
landscape, including aporopriate No significant No significant No significant shouldpbe
townscape, seascape and pprop - " : t : t o
the coast. mitigation. Impacts impacts impacts minimised where
_ expected. If expected. If expected. If possible and
Itis idual/non- idual/non- residual/non- Depending on restoration i
The proposed development residual/non residual/no esidL p g » | extraction take the
may be open to expansive recommended significant significant significant some elements of the form of short
views in this rural landscape | that the scale of No impacts No impacts negative impacts | negative impacts | negative impacts | impacts on the landscape | campaigns and
Landscape so mitigation measures will development is ox ecE[)e q ox ecE[)e g following following following could be permanent; progressive
be critical to its integration. mmlmtllse?hWherﬁ P : P : mitigation were mitigation were mitigation were however mitigation is restoration.
ossible throu i '
Further assessment at the Eneasures sucﬁ to occur they to occur they to occur they ex_p_ected to satisfactorily No further DGs
. . would be would be would be mitigate these.
planning application stage as small scale : ; : proposed -
, : : _ expected during | expected during | expected during
will determine whether any campaians with . : : necessary
. . paig preparation and | preparation and | preparation and
impacts are likely and rogressi . : : safeguards have
, L progressive working. working. working.
appropriate mitigation to restoration. already been
ensure impacts are not included.
significant. Further
assessment at
the planning
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Receptors 19

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the
timescale?

Short-term (<5

Medium-Term

Long-term (10+

Comments

above.

Impact on Existing
Settlements

Lillington approximately
500m to south, Longburton
approximately 1.5 km south
east, Thornford
approximately 2km to south
west. No visible impacts.

Site will be screened as
required. Site likely to be
worked on a campaign basis,
to limit impacts. As an
extension, there would be no
intensification.

mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.

preparation and
working.

preparation and
working.

preparation and
working.

Direct Secondary Cumulative Synergistic yrs) (5-10 yrs) yrs) Temporary | Permanent
application stage
will determine
whether any
impacts are likely
and appropriate
mitigation to
ensure impacts
are not
significant.
17. To sustain the health
and quality of life of the
population
Impact on Sensitive Human
Receptors
Residential properties within
500m. School approximately
1km away, to south/east.
Site is screened by hedges
and by the topography. o _
Traffic levels expected to be ;—'m't_ed ?Ote”t'm impacts will be
as at present. or visua
. p impacts.  No No significant No significant No significant addressed at the
Amenity Site will be screened as intensification impacts impacts impacts planning
NB this section ;eacgrl]ur:id r?g(;gs;gelﬁn?tn a expected. expected. If expected. If expected. If application stage
relates i apctsg Further assessment | Further residual/non- residual/non- residual/non- Potential for limited as required by
primarily to at E[)he lanning aplication assessment at significant significant significant impacts during planning policy,
visual amenity: P! 9 app the plannin . : negative impacts | negative impacts | negative impacts | preparation and working. | &9- Policy DM2 of
ual Y: | stage will determine whether planning No impacts No impacts followin following following prep 9 | the Minerals
g any impacts are likely and application stage | expected. expected. mitigatic?n were | mitigation were | mitigation were | APpropriate mitigation to | Strategy 2014.
considered appropriate mitigation to will getermine to occur the to occur the to occur the be required to minimise
separately ensure impacts are not whether any y y I y these impacts. No further DGs
above under | gignificant. impacts are likely wouldbe wouldbe wouldbe proposed -
Human Health and appropriate expected during | expected during | expected during necessary

safeguards have
already been
included.
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Receptors 19

Is there a risk of likely significant effects (LSE) without mitigation ?

If following mitigation there is still a risk of negative LSE, or of non-

significant negative impacts, or of beneficial impacts, what is the

timescale?

Direct

Secondary

Cumulative

Synergistic

Short-term (<5
yrs)

Medium-Term
(5-10 yrs)

Long-term (10+
yrs)

Temporary

Permanent

Comments

Further assessment at the
planning application stage
will determine whether any
impacts are likely and
appropriate mitigation to
ensure impacts are not
significant.

BS05 Whithill

Possible in-
combination effects.

There is potential for cumulative effects in relation to climate. There are also expected secondary effects for human health; water; air (noise/dust); amenity and landscape. No in-combination effects
between receptors are expected.

Impacts are expected to be primarily during preparation/working, i.e. short to medium term;
open landscape and provide ecological enhancement.

The MPA is satisfied that identified impacts can be addressed by DGs and existing/proposed policy.

However the quarries are small, at a traditional scale in the landscape setting. Restoration would maintain
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