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Minerals and waste planning Applications

F/04/0227:
Extraction of sand and gravel and importation of construction and demolition waste to recycle into aggregates and soils for site restoration to agriculture, grass heath with ponds.  Land at Bay Farm, Worlington

Applicant:  

M Dickerson Ltd

Plans displayed:
BFW/WP/3 – Phased working




BFW/RP/5 – Restoration proposals




BRIEF Summary OF REPORT

1. This application is for the extraction of sand and gravel from Site P48 in the Adopted Minerals Local Plan.  1.5 million tonnes would be extracted on a phased extraction/restoration basis over a site life of 15 years.  The application is supported by a full Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA). 

2. The application site is for a larger area than in the Local Plan through the inclusion of an area roughly centre of the site formerly worked as a borrow pit for the Red Lodge bypass construction.  This area is proposed as the plant site location.

3. The application also includes arrangements for importation and recycling of inert waste at an estimated rate of 60,000 tonnes per year, of which 25,200m3 of soils would be utilised in site restoration above the water table.

4. A principal issue is the exposure of water which may attract birds causing a ‘birdstrike’ hazard to aviation in the area.  The northern part of the site, containing the deepest and gravel rich deposits, would be extracted from groundwater without dewatering.  Part of this area would be backfilled but restoration proposals would leave two ponds in this area and an area of wet woodland and wetland habitat.  Defence Estates has no objection subject to modifications to restoration to delete areas of reed and marsh, and the implementation of a bird management plan during site working.

5. English Nature and Suffolk Wildlife Trust have reservations about the restoration afteruse.  The RSPB considers more could be done to protect the habitat of breeding Woodlark on the site and Stone Curlew, both protected species and UK Bio-diversity Action Plan priority species.  The restoration detail remains subject of discussion between Defence Estates and the applicant's ecology consultant.  Amendments have been submitted to address the nature conservation interests which are currently subject of further consultation. 

6. The Highways Agency has directed that the application not be approved until further traffic information has been provided to supplement the traffic impact assessment submitted as part of the EIA.  This has now been provided and is currently subject of re-consultation with the Highways Agency.

7. Red Lodge Parish Council and two near residents have submitted objections to the proposals in respect of noise, dust, traffic, landscape, wildlife and restoration issues.  The objections from residents have been addressed in amendments to the application to provide additional off-site planting to close off oblique views across the northern parts of the site.

8. In view of the scale and the issues raised, it is recommended that committee  visits the site prior to determination of the application at a future meeting.

Action Recommended

9. That committee formally inspects the site prior to determination, to familiarise themselves with the site and surroundings. 

reason for recommendation

10. The site is included in the Adopted Suffolk Minerals Local Plan as a proposed sand and gravel working site (P48).  The proposals map identifies a range of issues to be addressed which have now been given detailed consideration in the planning application.  Restoration, land use and traffic impact remain subject of negotiation, and the Highways Agency has issued a direction that the application not be approved until further traffic information is made available and considered.   Given the scale of the development and issues involved it would be appropriate in this case for committee to visit the site prior to determination.

ALTERNATIVE OPTIONS
11. None appropriate.

Sources of further information

a) None.
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