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Screening Opinion

Application Number: WNS/2022/0786/SCR

Location: Land North Of Barley Mow Farm Buckingham Road Evenley

Development: Screening Opinion for proposed anaerobic digestion facility
 

Applicant: Acorn Bioenergy Ltd

Agent: SLR Consulting Limited

Case Officer: Saffron Loasby

Ward: Middleton Cheney

1 RECOMMENDATION

1.1 EIA Required for the reasons set out at the end of this report.

2 THE PROPOSAL

2.1 The proposed development would consist of approximately 6ha of developed area 
and approximately 300m of new access track to link the site to the B4031.

2.2 The Anaerobic Digestion facility would accept in the region of 98,000 tonnes per 
annum of feedstock from local farms.  

2.3 The proposed Anaerobic Digestion facility would be located on agricultural land 
belonging to Elm Tree Farm and used to treat around 98,000tpa of agricultural 
feedstock. The feedstock would likely comprise silage (rye, maize and grass)’ straw, 
dairy slurry, farmyard manure; and poultry litter.  The feedstock would be transported 
to site in tractors and HGVs from surrounding farms and once at the site, would 
undergo a process of controlled decomposition (anaerobic digestion) within the 
proposed facility. The process produces biomethane (biogas) which would be stored 
on site prior to being transported by tanker to a central gas injection point. The 
resultant digestate would be used as an agricultural fertiliser. CO2 suitable for almost 
all industrial and commercial applications in the UK would also be produced. 

3 SITE DESCRIPTION

3.1 The 5.66 Ha (13.99) acre site comprises arable field in open countryside, adjacent to 
the A43. The A43 is dual carriageway in this location and is part of the Strategic Road 
Network (SRN) managed by National Highways. The site is currently accessed via an 
informal access on to the A43, which provides direct access to Brackley to the north
and Bicester to the south. The access to the AD facility is proposed to be via a new 
access from the B4031 to the south, across land owned by the farmer. The B4031 
joins the A43 at a roundabout further east.



3.2 The land is Grade 3 agricultural land and in Flood Zone 1 (low risk).  The site is 
bound by a native hedge, which separates it from arable land to the north and west 
and the A43 to the east. To the south is an area of mixed grassland and woodland 
(The Grove), which appears to be connected to the nearest residential property, 
Barley Mow Farm, which comprises a number of dwellings, including Barley Mow 
Barn Farm and Paddock House. The rear elevation of the most northerly Barley Mow 
Farm dwelling is approximately 280m from the south eastern boundary of the site.  

4 CONSTRAINTS

4.1 AHAS - Archaeological Assets, Name: Warmington to Buckingham Turnpike, 
Monument ID: MNN135319 - Distance: 0

4.2 AHAS - Archaeological Assets, Name: Possible Settlement, Undated, Monument ID: 
MNN3316 - Distance: 0

4.3 SWFH - High Risk of Surface Water Flooding Flooding - Distance: 0
4.4 SWFM - Medium Risk of Surface Water Flooding - Distance: 0
4.5 SWFL - Low Risk of Surface Water Flooding - Distance: 0
4.6 AC4 - Aerodrome Consults, Height Consultation: 90m Obstacles - Distance: 0
4.7 CR02 - RAF Croughton Safeguarding Area, Constraint: ANY LARGE CONC OF 

BUILDINGS OR SOIL ENGINEERING - Distance: 0
4.8 SGW - Technical Site Safeguarding Map for Wind Turbine Developments (all wind 

turbine applications must be forwarded to NATS for consultations, irrespective of size 
and location) - Distance: 0

4.9 LWSB - Local Wildlife Site - Within 2km buffer, Name: The Moors, Site ID: S272 -
Distance: 0

4.10 LWSB - Local Wildlife Site - Within 2km buffer, Name: Evenley Fishpond, Site ID: S283 
- Distance: 0

4.11 LWSB - Local Wildlife Site - Within 2km buffer, Name: Old Astwick Village Moat, Site 
ID: S295 - Distance: 0

4.12 LWSB - Local Wildlife Site - Within 2km buffer, Name: Evenley Common, Site ID: S340 
- Distance: 0

4.13 LWSB - Local Wildlife Site - Within 2km buffer, Name: Slade Covert, Site ID: S366 -
Distance: 0

4.14 LWSB - Local Wildlife Site - Within 2km buffer, Name: Croughton Spinney, Site ID: 
S419 - Distance: 0

4.15 LWSB - Local Wildlife Site - Within 2km buffer, Name: Croughton Spring Copse, Site 
ID: S494 - Distance: 0

4.16 LWSB - Local Wildlife Site - Within 2km buffer, Name: South Ground Covert, Site ID: 
S578 - Distance: 0

4.17 CIL - CIL Charging Zones, Name: Rural Areas, Charge: 100 pounds (sites at or above 
affordable housing threshold) or 200 pounds (sites below affordable housing threshold) 
- Distance: 0

5 RELEVANT PLANNING HISTORY 

5.1 None relevant to this application

6 RELEVANT PLANNING POLICIES AND CONSIDERATIONS

6.1 Development Plan
• West Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy Local Plan (Part 1)
• Local Plan Part 2
• Neighbourhood Development Plans 



6.2 Material Considerations
• Supplementary Planning Guidance
• National Policies the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 

7 RESPONSE TO CONSULTATIONS

7.1 No consultations carried out for this Screening Opinion.  

8 RESPONSE TO PUBLICITY

8.1 There have been no consultations carried out for this Screening Opinion.

9 APPRAISAL

9.1 A screening request has been submitted for the above site, in accordance with the 
Town and Country Planning (EIA) Regulations

The development is not of a type listed in Schedule 1.  

The site is not within a ‘sensitive area’ as defined in Regulation 2(1) of the EIA 
Regulations and in this regard the development is not of a type requiring mandatory 
EIA.  

The development is of a type that does not fall easily within the Schedule 2 list

9.3 It is agreed that the proposed development does not fall easily within any of the 
categories within Schedule 2 of the EIA Regulations. 

9.4 The proposed development is for an on-farm AD facility. Part 1 of Schedule 2 deals 
with Agriculture and aquaculture, but the proposed development is not of a type listed 
in sub-parts (a) to (e).  

9.5 It is acknowledged that the proposed facilities can be used to generate electricity, 
however, the proposed development does not include electricity production in this 
instance and therefore cannot be wholly considered as an “Industrial installation for 
the production of electricity, steam and hot water” as envisaged by Part 3(a).  

9.6 The feedstock for the proposed development includes crops (such as silage and 
straw) as well as agricultural by-products (e.g. farm yard manure and poultry litter). 
The agricultural by-products form around 40% of the feedstock total. It is considered 
that the proposed development does not fall within paragraph 11(b) “Installations for 
the disposal of waste (unless included in Schedule 1)” of Schedule 2 as the feedstock 
is not predominantly waste products. 

9.7 However, in terms of Schedule 2 Criteria and thresholds, the application site is in 
excess of 0.5 hectares and 5 hectares.  The proposed floor area is very likely to be in 
excess of 500sq.m thus the proposed development falls within several of the 
Schedule 2 categories.  



Will the development be ‘likely to have significant effects on the environment’?

9.8 When considering whether this is the case, consideration has to be given to the 
selection criteria in Schedule 3 of the Regulations and the indicative criteria and 
thresholds set out in the Planning Practice Guidance (PPG).  

9.9 The development is not in an environmentally sensitive area but it does exceed the 
indicative thresholds and criteria contained within the PPG. The selection criteria in 
Schedule 3 of the Regulations includes reference to the characteristics of the 
development, size, accumulation, use of natural resources, production of waste and 
pollution, the location of development and the characteristics of the potential impact.

9.10 In my opinion and in accordance with the PPG guidance, the most significant
environmental impacts are likely to relate (but not limited) to an increase in traffic on 
the highway network due to the quantity and frequency of trips, air quality emissions, 
light/odour/noise pollution and local and wider landscape and visual impact. Given the
prevailing undisturbed greenfield character of the site, it is also anticipated that there
would be significant impacts upon ecology and archaeology.

9.11 It is considered that the implications could not be addressed properly through the 
Council’s normal consultation procedures.

9.12 The proposed development is a large-scale anaerobic digestion that would lead to a 
significant production of waste material, visual impact and given the site context with 
associated highway works and infrastructure necessary to serve the development an 
impact also on traffic and transport.  There is specific concern within Schedule 3 of 
the Regulations where reference is made to the Types and Characteristics of the 
potential impact of the development, taking into account, a) the magnitude and spatial 
extent of the impact (for example geographical area and size of the population likely 
to be affected); (d) the intensity and complexity of the impact; (e) the probability of the 
impact and (g) the cumulation of the impact with the impact of other existing and/or 
approved development. 

9.13 The Local Planning Authority has considered the factors above, the criteria in
Schedule 3 to the EIA Regulations 2017 and Planning Practice Guidance and
thresholds and criteria set out in the Annex, the particular aspects of the proposal,
characteristics of the potential impact, the sensitivity of this particular location and
other developments. 

9.14 In making the determination, the Local Planning Authority has judged whether the 
likely effects on the environment of this particular development will be significant in 
this particular location. It is considered that the development proposed is significant 
and will have a significant visual and environmental effect on the area by virtue of its 
scale, nature and location, the impact of which can only be properly assessed by the 
submission of an Environmental Statement.

10. CONCLUSION  

10.1 In conclusion I am of the opinion that due to the scale of development, the site
characteristics, its location and context and the nature of the development, the
proposal is likely to give rise to significant environmental effects, particularly in
respect of traffic, air quality emissions, light/odour/noise, ecology, archaeology and 
local and wider landscape and visual impact and hence an EIA is required in this 
instance.
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