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30 CHOICE OF SITE 

30.1 INTRODUCTION 

30.1.1 As described in Chapter 28, above, AMEP will have a number of impacts on 

the designated features of the Humber Estuary, which will require 

compensation under the requirements of the Habitats Directive.  

 

30.1.2 Able UK and Natural England have discussed the nature of the impacts 

resulting from AMEP, and the requirements for compensatory habitat. 

Natural England have advised that habitat compensation should be provided 

in the middle estuary (between the Humber Bridge and Grimsby), and that it 

should provide both estuary features, and sufficient resource to maintain the 

feeding potential of the designated site. In order to provide suitable 

compensatory habitat required, a number of different options regarding the 

nature and location of the habitat have been considered.    

 

30.1.3 A study of Crown Estate land on the north side of the Humber Estuary was 

carried out in 2010 to identify potentially suitable sites in their ownership for 

providing the required compensatory habitat; this is reported in Annex 30.1.  

Following consultation feedback, a further, high level review of potential 

alternative sites for compensatory habitat was carried out covering a large 

part of the Humber Estuary in 2011, which is reported in Annex 30.2.  Details 

of both studies are provided below. 

 

30.2 HIGH LEVEL ASSESSMENT OF ALTERNATIVE SITES FOR COMPENSATORY HABITAT 

30.2.1 The High Level Assessment of alternative sites in Annex 30.2 identified the 

most suitable areas for the creation of the compensatory habitat within the 

middle estuary. A number of constraints and criteria were used to direct the 

process of identifying suitable sites for habitat compensation:  

 

 Natural England has stipulated that the compensatory habitat should be 
located within the Humber middle estuary. Although this is between the 
Humber Bridge and Grimsby, a larger zone was searched on both banks of 
the Humber Estuary from Brough in the west to Skeffling in the east to 
ensure a suitable site just outside the middle estuary was not overlooked.  

 

 Avoidance of properties and infrastructure including, road rail and 
industrial areas.  

 

 For the purposes of site identification, the size of the site required was 
assumed to be a nominal 100 ha, either as a single site or from a 
combination of two smaller sites.  

 



ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT ABLE UK LTD 

30-2 

30.2.2 A total of 18 sites were identified in the high level assessment that could 

potentially be suitable for habitat compensation.  These sites are shown on 

Figure 30.1.  Consideration of the criteria for the compensatory habitat led to 

screening out of five sites on the basis that they provided less than 50 ha and 

so were considered too small to be suitable for compensation for the AMEP 

development. A further two sites were screened out on technical grounds 

due to the location of these sites causing uncertainty in their feasibility of 

development. 
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Figure 30.1 The 18 Potential Locations for Compensatory Habitat Identified in High Level Assessment 
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30.2.3 A more detailed assessment was undertaken of the remaining 11 sites based 

on consideration of the key constraints and criteria.  The assessment involved 

searching Local Development Plans and publicly available information 

including environmental and heritage databases.  

 

30.2.4 The detailed assessment of the remaining 11 sites indicated that there are 

certain sites which would be more favourable as compensatory habitat than 

others, although this is not to the exclusion of other sites which still remain 

potentially feasible.  A summary of the detailed assessment is provided in 

Table 30-1. 

 

Table 30-1 Summary of High Level Assessment 

Site Comments 

Favourable 

4 – Cherry Cobb Sands Site is in middle estuary as requested by Natural England.  

Historic landfill site could be avoided.  

8 – Outstray Farm No major constraints identified, though site is just outside the 

middle estuary. 

12 – New Holland Site is in middle estuary. Site is bounded by higher ground at the 

rear. Site of Importance for Nature Conservation could be 

avoided.  

Some constraints but still feasible 

3 – Little Humber Limited location where breach could be sited due to Scheduled 

Monument which could result in difficulties with design.  Site is 

only just over 100 ha.   

5 – Stone Creek Whole site lies within a Built Conservation Area.  

6 – South Farm Whole site lies within a Built Conservation Area. 

7 - Hawkin’s Point More than 90% of the site lies within a Built Conservation Area.  

10 - Skeffling Site is bounded by higher ground at the rear, but is more than 5 

km away from the middle estuary.  

15 – Halton Marshes Site is subject to a Planning Application and has been identified as 

a prime area for industrial development. Site is bounded by 

higher ground at the rear and is adjacent to the AMEP Site.  

Constraints may make site  not feasible 

11 - Winteringham Site is 75 ha and so less than required.  The site is not in the 

middle estuary as requested by Natural England.  Site is adjacent 

to Winteringham village. Site is bounded by higher ground at the 

rear. 

14 - Goxhill Three agricultural fields within the site are designated as SPA, 

Ramsar and SSSI. Designated sites could be avoided but it would 

result in a much smaller compensation site (likely to be less than 

50ha).   

 

30.2.5 The high level assessment identified three sites as being most favourable, 

namely Cherry Cobb Sands and Outstray Farm on the north bank of the 

Humber and New Holland on the south bank.  These sites were likely to 

comply with most selection criteria and pose the least environmental 

constraints.  Of the three sites, Cherry Cobb Sands is the closest in distance to 

the proposed AMEP site. 
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30.2.6 At the time of the high level assessment of alternative sites, no data on 

ground levels at these sites was used apart from the information from flood 

mapping that they were within the Humber flood plain.  The ground levels 

will have an impact on the types of habitat that are likely to form following 

saline inundation of terrestrial habitats, which may be important in terms of 

a site’s suitability for providing compensation.  Whilst no detailed 

assessment of the likely evolution of habitat type was completed for each 

site, the ground levels for the sites are within the range at which intertidal 

habitat is expected to form. From previous similar managed realignment 

sites (e.g. Paull Holme Strays, Welwick and Chowder Ness) it is likely that 

the habitats that will form at the three favourable sites will be a complex of 

mudflat and saltmarsh communities, with grassland where the site is 

bounded by high ground. 

 

30.3 DETAILED ASSESSMENT OF ALTERNATIVE SITES FOR COMPENSATORY HABITAT 

30.3.1 A more detailed study was undertaken of sites within Sunk Island owned by 

the Crown Estate.  With its sparse population, this area was considered likely 

to be a favoured location for compensatory habitat as the High Level 

Assessment confirmed.  The close location of the Cherry Cobb Sands site to 

the AMEP is advantageous as it provides a potential alternative feeding site 

for black-tailed godwits in relatively close proximity to the foreshore to be 

developed for AMEP and from which birds will be displaced.  

 

30.3.2 Five sites on Sunk Island were subject to the detailed assessment, as shown 

in Figure 30.2.  Full details of the assessment are contained within Annex 30.1, 

and the results summarised in Table 30.2 below.  All five sites are included 

within the list of sites identified in the High Level assessment (listed in Table 

30-2).   Sites A and B were found to be ‘Favourable’ in the High Level 

Assessment and sites C, D and E were considered to have ‘Some constraints 

but still feasible’. 
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Figure 30.2 The Five Potential Locations for Compensatory Habitat Identified at Sunk Island 
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Table 30-2 Summary of Detailed Assessment 

Site 

 

Benefits Disbenefits 

A 

 

(part of HLA 

site 4) 

No saltmarsh will be disrupted 

when existing embankment is 

breached 

 

Can be combined with Site B to 

provide a site >100 ha 

 

The nearest residential property to 

the site is 100m from the 

embankment and the nearest non-

residential property is 315 m away 

 

The site is within the Middle 

Humber estuary 

Land has already been earmarked by the 

Environment Agency as a planned 

habitation creation site 

 

Overtopping of the new embankment 

could cause damage to Cherry Cobb 

Sands Road 

 

The Public Right of Way running along 

the existing embankment will have to 

be permanently diverted when the 

embankment is breached 

 

B 

 

(part of HLA 

site 4) 

No saltmarsh will be disrupted 

when existing embankment is 

breached 

 

Can be combined with Site A to 

provide a site >100 ha 

 

Is used by a single tenant, which 

may assist with future 

negotiations, when compared with 

the other sites 

 

The nearest residential property to 

the site is 240 m from the 

embankment and the nearest non-

residential property is 380 m away 

 

The site is within the Middle 

Humber estuary 

Land has already been earmarked by the 

Environment Agency as a planned 

habitation creation site 

 

Overtopping of the new embankment 

could cause damage to Cherry Cobb 

Sands Road 

 

The Public Right of Way running along 

the existing embankment will have to 

be permanently diverted when the 

embankment is breached 

 

 

C 

 

(HLA site 5) 

The nearest residential property to 

the site is 160 m from the 

embankment and the nearest non-

residential property is 110 m away 

 

The site is within the Middle 

Humber estuary 

 

Located in a Built Conservation 

Planning Area 

 

Saltmarsh seaward of the existing flood 

defence will need to be excavated to 

construct drainage channel 

 

Has longest embankment length of the 

five sites 

 

Access to Coastal Battery will become 

elongated, when accessing from the 

west 

 

Is used by four tenants, which would 

complicate future negotiations, when 

compared to the other sites 

D 

(HLA site 6) 

Has shortest embankment length 

of the five sites 

 

Located in a Built Conservation 

Planning Area 
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Site 

 

Benefits Disbenefits 

The nearest residential property to 

the site is 170 m from the 

embankment and the nearest non-

residential property is 150 m away 

 

The site is within the Middle 

Humber estuary 

Saltmarsh seaward of the existing flood 

defence will need to be excavated to 

construct drainage channel 

 

Construction may upset the stability of 

Hawkins Point and might affect the 

morphology of the Humber Estuary 

E 

 

(HLA site 7) 

The nearest residential property to 

the site is 285 m from the 

embankment and the nearest non-

residential property is 150 m away 

 

Located in a Built Conservation 

Planning Area 

 

Saltmarsh seaward of the existing flood 

defence will need to be excavated to 

construct drainage channel 

 

The site is within the Outer Humber 

Estuary  

 

Construction may upset the stability of 

Hawkins Point and might affect the 

morphology of the Humber Estuary 

Note: HLA site number refers to site number in Table 30.1.   

30.3.3 The detailed study identified five potential sites between Paull Holme Strays 

and Welwick where a nominal 100 ha of compensatory habitat could be 

developed within land owned by the Crown Estate.  This site selection 

considered the location of residential and other property, infrastructure 

(roads and main drains), heritage features (scheduled monuments and listed 

buildings), ecological interest and designations (BAP habitats, International 

designations, SSSI, SNCI), landscape (Built Conservation planning area) and 

agriculture (agricultural land grade). 

 

30.3.4 Two of the potential sites were located on the frontage between Paull Holme 

Strays and Stone Creek, two between Stone Creek and Hawkins Point and 

one just east of Hawkins Point (as shown in Figure 30.2)   Comparison of 

these five sites found that none of the sites enclosed any property, directly 

affected any designated ecological or heritage sites or impinged on the area 

of Grade 1 agricultural land at Sunk Island and all had similar ground levels 

based on available Ordnance Survey mapping.  

 

30.3.5 The two sites north of Stone Creek were considered more favourable as they 

were the only ones outside the Built Conservation planning area, were rather 

more remote from surrounding property than the other sites and the strip of 

saltmarsh separating them from the remainder of the Humber intertidal area 

is narrower than at the other sites.  These two sites were also the ones closest 

to AMEP and satisfy the Natural England preference for a site within the 

middle Humber Estuary.  These sites were thus selected as the preferred 

location for further investigation and EIA.  These sites together formed Site 4 
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– Cherry Cobb Sands, which was identified as one of the three sites that were 

considered ‘Favourable’, in the subsequent High Level Assessment. 

 

30.3.6 Further discussions with Natural England confirmed the need for some form 

of compensatory habitat to be in place before the proposed intertidal 

compensatory habitat could be fully effective since construction of AMEP 

would be taking place at the same time.  To meet this need Able proposed 

the development of wet grassland to provide an alternative habitat that 

would be of particular value to black tailed godwit and other bird species 

that might be displaced by construction of the AMEP.   

 

30.3.7 Accordingly, land Old Little Humber Farm is proposed to be re-profiled to 

provide the wet grassland habitat required until the intertidal habitat at 

Cherry Cobb Sands develops into fully functioning habitat for the affected 

bird species.  This land is within 1.5 km of the estuary and has no features 

that would discourage birds in the estuary from flying to this site to feed or 

roost.  Land in the vicinity is already recorded to be utilised for high tide 

roosting and feeding (Mander, Cutts and Thomson, 2006). 

 

30.4 CONSULTATION 

30.4.1 Consultation responses were received in relation to the location of the 

compensatory habitat.  The consultation responses are provided in Annex 2.2 

along with a summary of how these have been addressed. 

 

30.5 CONCLUSIONS 

30.5.1 To ensure the coherence of the Natura 2000 network of sites is maintained, a 

site at Cherry Cobb Sands has been chosen for habitat creation, 

supplemented by the provision of wet grassland at Old Little Humber Farm 

for the period until habitat at the Cherry Cobb Sands becomes fully 

functioning.  The site has been chosen for its proximity to the AMEP site and 

its relative benefits compared to other sites nearby. 

 

30.5.2 The Cherry Cobb Sands site is considered favourable for development as a 

managed realignment, is in close proximity to the proposed AMEP site, and 

satisfies the preference of Natural England for a site within the middle 

Humber Estuary.  The provision of wet grassland at Old Little Humber Farm 

will provide necessary short term compensatory habitat fairly close to the 

Humber Estuary. 

 

 

 

 




