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MOSS LANE, CRANAGE
Preliminary Environmental Information Report

I write concerning your letter of 30th September 2014 seeking the views of Cheshire
East Council as a prescribed consultee under Section 42 of the Planning Act 2008.
We welcome the opportunity to comment on the Preliminary Environmental Information
Report for the Keuper Gas Storage Project and hope that our comments assist you in
delivering a full and comprehensive assessment of the environmental impacts of the
project and are able to positively influence the final scheme design.
For assistance our comments are set out in topic headings and make reference to the
Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR) where applicable.
Nature Conservation
At its closest point the project boundary is located approximately 550m from Cheshire
East Council administrative boundary. This distance, and the presence of the B5081
limits the potential range of adverse impacts on nature conservation assets that are
likely to occur as a result of the development within the Cheshire East area.
The proposed scheme does however have the potential to have an adverse impact
upon a number of sites designated as Sites of Special Scientific Interest and Ramsar as
a result of any deterioration air quality. The PEIR states that no significant effects on
ecological receptors were identified in the air quality assessment. We assume that the
advice of Natural England will be sought as part of this statutory consultation stage.
They will be best placed to advise upon the potential impacts of the proposed
development upon national and internationally designated sites. In accordance with
planning policy, we consider that opportunities for biodiversity enhancement should be

maximised and should form an integral part of the scheme design; with the development
resulting in an overall net gain in habitat value.
Environmental Protection
It is noted that the worst case receptors for noise impacts within the Cheshire East
administrative boundary are approximately 650 metres beyond the nearest sensitive
receptor considered in the noise impact assessment. The additional noise
attenuation provided by this extra distance to the noise sources should ensure that
noise impacts would be not significant providing that sufficient noise mitigation
measures are incorporated into the scheme design to achieve acceptable noise levels
at the identified noise sensitive receptors.
However, the noise mitigation that is assumed to be achievable is relatively high in the
report, and at this stage there is little information to show how and if this would be
realised. The noise assessment also works on the assumption that there would be no
tonal noise characteristics to the operation noise impacts. These assumptions are key
to the significance of the noise impacts of this proposal and therefore would need to be
confirmed.
The most significant air quality impacts are predicted to be from construction activities.
The only anticipated impacts on receptors in the Cheshire East administrative boundary
are likely to be arising from construction traffic. These impacts are considered to be
transient and some mitigation measures have been proposed, therefore no further
design mitigation is considered necessary at this stage. The provision of mitigation for
both air quality and noise impacts should be discussed and agreed in liaison with local
residents, technical officers of the Council and interested parties including neighbouring
parish and town councils.
Highway Impacts
In forming advice on this scheme we have liaised directly on the transport implications
of the scheme with the Highway Development Control team at Cheshire West and
Chester Council. There is agreement that the key traffic generation issues will arise
during the construction phase and this is considered to be a finite impact which will
cease on completion of the construction.
The traffic will issue onto King Street and it seems from the transport statement that
whilst some of the traffic will head north on the M6 via junction 19, some will also head
south on the M6 via junction 18. The accompanying Transport Assessment assumes a
50% split against this distribution.
The Highways Agency has no concerns with the impact at junction 18 where there is
capacity. The main section of highway therefore which has the potential to be of some
concern to Cheshire East is the short link from King Street via Centurion Way when the
construction traffic is using junction 18 to access or take egress route from the M6.
Once the traffic is on the A564 heading towards the M6 the traffic quickly enters
Cheshire West and Chester administrative boundary before again re-entering highway
infrastructure within Cheshire East administrative boundary towards junction 18.
The Transport Assessment shows that under both Department for Transport and EIA
assessment methodologies, the traffic impact does not breach any set threshold which
would require specific mitigation for such temporary impacts.

In real terms the volume of traffic is not unreasonable. We consider that given that the
period of traffic impact is finite and will cease after the construction period, there are no
significant concerns at this stage; although care should be taken to ensure that
construction traffic is carefully managed and this should be achieved with direct liaison
with the highways authority and local interest groups including Middlewich Town
Council.
Once the installation is operational traffic will be negligible with only operational staff on
site. None of these impacts could be considered severe in planning policy terms.
Flood Risk
The PEIR appears (chapter 7 part 7.1.5) to capture the need for detailed flood risk
assessment (FRA) as part of the submission. The FRA should consider water
management risks from all sources in detail particularly surface water runoff generated
by the construction compounds/infrastructure developed on site.
Landscape and Visual
The Landscape and Visual Assessment chapter of the PEIR (chapter 14) for the ‘main
assessment area’ is sufficiently scoped to provide all of the relevant considerations that
we would expect to see addressed in the report. The distance of the project from the
Cheshire East Council administrative boundary is likely to lessen any visual and
landscape impacts experienced at receptors within Cheshire East Council. We would
encourage the provision of adequate mitigation for any loss of landscape features at a
scale which would provide an overall net gain for the local landscape assets.
Heritage
The views from our heritage section will be forwarded on separately.
General
We would reiterate the comments provided in our scoping response and ask that the
submission ensures these points are addressed in full.
We are pleased that the PEIR has taken on board views expressed at the Scoping
stage in respect of the need to contain a thorough assessment of both geological
conditions and impacts on land stability. The views of the Brine Compensation Board
should be sought in refining the final scheme design.
We also welcome the consideration given in the assessment to the cumulative impacts
of other major developments. This should include consideration of any cumulative
impacts during the construction phase of the Government HS2 proposals, particularly
with regard to impacts on the local road network.
With regards to the planning policy context chapter (page 2-3, paragraphs 2.3.5 and
2.3.7) reference is made to the Cheshire East emerging Core Development Framework.
Cheshire East Council is in the process of preparing the new Cheshire East Local Plan
which will consist of the Local Plan Strategy; Site Allocations and Development Policies
document, and a Waste Development Plan document.
Cheshire East Council
submitted its Local Plan Strategy to the Secretary of State for Communities and Local

Government on 20th May 2014 and it is currently undergoing an independent
examination. In view of this and given the degree of consistency with national planning
guidance, it is appropriate to give due regard to the policies of the Cheshire East Local
Plan Strategy - Submission Version in the PEIR.
I trust the above is of assistance to you and we look forward to engaging positively
throughout this process.

Yours sincerely,

Emma Williams
Principal Planning Officer
Cheshire East Council

