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EPR Compliance Assessment Report 

 

Report ID: BL9500IJ/0533969  
   

This form will report compliance with your permit as determined by an Environment Agency officer 

Site Whinney Hill (Phase 2) Landfill EPR/BL9500IJ Permit Ref BL9500IJ 

Operator/ Permit holder SUEZ RECYCLING AND RECOVERY LANCASHIRE LTD  

Date 20/09/2024  Time in 10:30 Out 12:30 

What parts of the permit 
were assessed 

Operational Areas 

Assessment Site Inspection EPR Activity: Installation X Waste Op  Water Discharge  

Recipient’s name/position Site Manager 

Officer’s name  -  Date issued 23/12/2024 
 

Section 1 - Compliance Assessment Summary 

This is based on the requirements of the permit under the Environmental Permitting Regulations (EPR).  A detailed explanation 
and any action you may need to take are given in the “Detailed Assessment of Compliance” (section 3).  This summary details 
where we believe any non-compliance with the permit has occurred, the relevant condition and how the non-compliance has 
been categorised using our Compliance Classification Scheme (CCS).  CCS scores can be consolidated or suspended, where 
appropriate, to reflect the impact of some non-compliances more accurately.  For more details of our CCS scheme, contact your 
local office. 

Permit Conditions and Compliance Summary                     Condition(s) breached 
a) Permitted activities  1. Specified by permit A   

b) Infrastructure 1. Engineering for prevention & control of pollution N   

2. Closure & decommissioning NA   

3. Site drainage engineering (clean & foul) N   

4. Containment of stored materials N   

5. Plant and equipment N   

c) General management 1. Staff competency/ training N   

2. Management system & operating procedures N   

3. Materials acceptance N   

4. Storage handling, labelling, segregation N   

d) Incident  management 1. Site security N   

2. Accident, emergency & incident planning N   

e) Emissions 
 

1. Air N   

2. Land & Groundwater N   

3. Surface water N   

4. Sewer N   

5. Waste N   

f) Amenity 1. Odour A   

2. Noise N   

3. Dust/fibres/particulates & litter A   

4. Pests, birds & scavengers A   

5. Deposits on road N   

g) Monitoring and records, 
maintenance and reporting 

1. Monitoring of emissions & environment N   

2. Records of activity, site diary, journal & events N   

3. Maintenance records N   

4. Reporting & notification N   

h) Resource efficiency 1. Efficient use of raw materials N   

2. Energy N   

KEY:  C1, C2, C3, C4 = CCS breach category ( * suspended scores are marked with an asterisk), 
A = Assessed (no evidence of non-compliance), N = Not assessed, NA = Not Applicable, O = Ongoing non-compliance – not scored 
MSA, MSB, TCM = Management System condition A, Management System Condition B and Technically Competent Manager condition which are 
environmental permit conditions from Part 3 of schedule9 EPR (see notes in Section 5/6). 
 

Number of breaches recorded  0 Total compliance score 
(see section 5 for scoring scheme) 

0 

If the Total No Breaches is greater than zero, then please see Section 3 for details of our proposed enforcement response 
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Section 2 – Compliance Assessment Report Detail 

This section contains a report of our findings and will usually include information on: 

 the part(s) of the permit that were assessed (e.g. 
maintenance, training, combustion plant, etc) 

 where the type of assessment was ‘Data Review’ details of 
the report/results triggering the assessment 

 any non-compliances identified  
 any non-compliances with directly applicable legislation  
 details of any multiple non-compliances  

 information on the compliance score accrued inc. 
details of suspended or consolidated scores. 

 details of advice given 
 any other areas of concern  
 all actions requested 
 any examples of good practice. 
 a reference to photos taken 

This report should be clear, comprehensive, unambiguous and normally completed within 14 days of an assessment. 
 

This was an unannounced site inspection.  Weather was Sunny and dry with a moderate wind from the east.  
  
I wore appropriate PPE include gas alarm. I signed in at the weighbridge and was accompanied by the site 

supervisor when on site. 
  
The inspection had been triggered by a number of dust complaints.  Using the site’s CCTV, it was 

demonstrated that a tractor and bowser was used at least twice a day along the main haul road into the site. 

  This was also observed in action was we went along the pedestrian path onto the site.   I consider the site to 

be using appropriate measures to control dust at the time of the visit.  
  
We proceeded into the operational area (phase6) .  Contractors were connecting recently installed gas wells. 

 There was occasional landfill gas odour, which was attributable to the connection works.  A new section of 

haul road had also been prepared to allow wagons delivering waste to get higher and closer to the tipping 

face. The tip face remained long and narrow and more areas had been covered with inert material (ahead of 

capping) and raytex.   
  
Whilst raytex is effective at minimising windblown litter, I am unclear who effective it is at deterring 

scavenging creatures. However, at the time of the visit there were 10’s of birds in the air above the site, 

although there was a significant number (100’s) loafing on the flank of phase 5.   The bird control contractor 

was on site.   I consider the site to be employing appropriate measures at the time of the visit, but I would 

encourage a greater thickness of inert cover where possible. 
  
Site supervisor explained progress and the next areas to be worked.  The next lifts of the liner protection layer 

are expected next week.  These are building towards being able to access the cell from phase 5, which should 

result in a smaller operational area.  
  
We proceeded up onto phase 5 and saw contractors placing soils.  As we did so, we noticed a distinct plume 

of landfill gas.  This was traced back to a well that had been temporarily disconnected but not isolated to 

allow access for the dump trucks.  This was fixed immediately and it was explained to the machine driver that 

both the well and the flow lines need to be isolated in future.  
  
The dump trucks were generating dust.  However, it was considered potentially counterproductive to try to 

use the tractor and bowser as this was likely to create mud (damaging the soil structure) and / or soft spots. 

 The dust was a distinctive browny yellow of the soils being used and is likely to be the cause of complaint 

about a brown / yellow smog that had been received.      

  
The IBC of Diesel Exhaust Fluid noted on CAR form reference BL9500IJ/0518246 had been removed.  
  
  
  

 

 
 
 

Section 3- Enforcement Response Only one of the boxes below should be ticked 








