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steve raasch
Stephen, Andrew
Fwd: FW: Bromtrees Farm Ltd - EPR/KP3239ED/A001
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Hi Andrew
Please see response below from modelling consultant
Operator is making a BACS payment for the £620 fee
Regards
Steve
---------- Forwarded message --------From: <stevesmith@asmodata.co.uk>
Date: Fri, 7 Oct 2022 at 08:56
Subject: RE: FW: Bromtrees Farm Ltd - EPR/KP3239ED/A001
To: steve raasch <stephenraasch@gmail.com>

Morning Steve,

Birds are spread evenly, based on area of floor, Table below.
Turkeys
EX1
EX2
EX3
EX4
EX5
EX6
EX7
PR1

Area
1672.3
1672.3
1672.3
1672.3
1872.0
1872.0
1872.0
1872.0

PR2
PR3

38794
5272.11778
5272.11778
5272.11778
5272.11778
5901.84296
5901.84296
5901.84296

Broilers
E
0.075178
0.075178
0.075178
0.075178
0.084158
0.084158
0.084158
0

370000
34525.7
34525.7
34525.7
34525.7
38649.6
38649.6
38649.6
38649.6

EF
0.034
0.034
0.034
0.034
0.034
0.034
0.034
0.034

E
0.037198
0.037198
0.037198
0.037198
0.041641
0.041641
0.041641
0.041641

1872.0

0

38649.6

0.034

0.041641

1872.0

0

38649.6

0.034

0.041641

0.553188

370000

38794

EF
0.45
0.45
0.45
0.45
0.45
0.45
0.45

0.39863614

0.398636

The old EA modelling guidance referred to is and always has been incorrect on this matter (and indeed
others) and it should be withdrawn. Modelling point sources in the lea of a building will produce model
“artefacts” i.e. completely incorrect results. The model (ADMS) is designed to work out how much of a
pollutant from an elevated point sources is entrained into building wake, not the other way around. If the
EA want to catch up on this subject I would suggest starting with, “A review of the limitations and
uncertainties of modelling pollutant dispersion from non-point sources”, J. Stocker, A. Ellis, S. Smith, D.
Carruthers, A. Venkatram & W. Dale. In any case, cowled side fans do not behave like point sources at all.

Regards,
Steve Smith.

AS Modelling & Data Ltd.
Email stevesmith@asmodata.co.uk
Telephone: 01952 462500
Mobile: 07523 993370

From: steve raasch <stephenraasch@gmail.com>
Sent: 07 October 2022 08:04
To: <stevesmith@asmodata.co.uk> <stevesmith@asmodata.co.uk>
Subject: Fwd: FW: Bromtrees Farm Ltd - EPR/KP3239ED/A001

---------- Forwarded message --------From: Stephen, Andrew <andrew.stephen@environment-agency.gov.uk>
Date: Thu, 6 Oct 2022 at 10:46
Subject: FW: Bromtrees Farm Ltd - EPR/KP3239ED/A001
To: steve raasch <stephenraasch@gmail.com>

Hi Steve

I’ve received feedback (red text below) from our modelling team quicker than I expected and they
have the following observations that are relevant for me to pass on at this time:
It is useful to receive the break down of animal numbers per shed and the corresponding
emission calculations in an excel sheet. Is this something that can be provided?
I note the consultant has modelled the cowled side fans as Volume sources. I don’t think this
is the correct way of modelling these sources and they would be better represented by ground
level point sources or a line source as described in our IF modelling guidance. However, as
this is a betterment proposal and therefore a direct comparison between the existing and
proposed scenario and both have been modelled this way any impact should be proportional.
Therefore remodelling is not necessarily required. I’m raising this point as depending on
whether the modelling needs to be amended in response to my questions below, this is

something that could be looked at, at the same time.

They did have one or two other points, but I’ve mainly already dealt with them in my message
yesterday.
Regards
Andrew

From: Stephen, Andrew
Sent: 05 October 2022 16:39
To: steve raasch <stephenraasch@gmail.com>
Subject: FW: Bromtrees Farm Ltd - EPR/KP3239ED/A001

Hi Steve

We need more information about your application and Underpayment of application charge.

Application reference: EPR/KP3239ED/A001
Operator: Bromtrees Farm Limited
Facility: Bromtrees Hall Poultry Unit

I need to ask you for some missing information before I can do any more work on your application.
Please see questions 1-7.

You need to send us a Dust and Bio-aerosol Management Plan in line with our guidance
(https://www.gov.uk/guidance/intensive-farming-risk-assessment-for-your-environmentalpermit#air-emissions-dust-and-bioaerosols). The charge for our assessment of this plan is not
included in your baseline application charge. You will therefore need to make an additional
payment of £620. Please see question 1 for further details.

1. Dust and Bioaerosol Management Plan
You will need to produce and submit a dust and bioaerosol management plan with your application
if there are relevant receptors within 100 metres of your farm, such as the farmhouse or farm
worker’s houses. There appears to be one receptor within 100m of the installation boundary:
BROMTREES HALL, STOKE LACY, BROMYARD, HR7 4HZ. You will therefore need to
provide a plan.
In your dust and bioaerosol management plan, you must give details of control measures you will
use to manage the risks from dust and bioaerosols from your farm. Tables 1 and 2 and checklist 1
and 2 in ‘assessing dust control measures on intensive poultry installations’ explain the methods

you should use.
The format of your dust and bioaerosol manangement plan should be similar to your odour and
noise management plan. In addition to the dust and bioaerosol management plan, please submit the
associated fee of £620 (please see Table 1.19 of the fees and charges scheme The Environment
Agency (Environmental Permitting and Abstraction Licensing) (England) Charging Scheme 2022
(publishing.service.gov.uk).

2. Modelling files
Please provide the modelling files that underpin the modelling report that has been submitted with
the application.

3. Placement of turkeys

a. Please provide evidence that supports the case that turkeys have been present on site for at
least the past five years.
b. Please confirm the occupancy levels of the turkeys currently stocked on site (i.e., are they
there 100% of the time?). If they are not there 100% of the time, please provide details of the
occupancy levels.
c. How many cycles of turkeys are there per annum?
d. Please expand upon the information within the spreadsheets provided detailing placement of
turkeys, including further details of the breeder source, the meaning of ‘G.O’, and so on.
e. In the spreadsheet provided detailing historic placement of turkeys, the farm name is
described as Pudge Farm. I have assumed that Pudge Farm is the same as Bromtrees Hall
Poultry Unit? If the spreadsheet provided is for a different farm, please provide the correct
spreadsheet for Bromtrees Hall Poultry Unit.

In order for us to accurately assess the betterment scenarios proposed in the application, it is
important to be able to understand and accept the baseline scenario and be able to confirm its
accuracy. Details of farm records, invoices for bird numbers placed on site, etc., would all aid in
confirming the baseline scenario. Please note that the spreadsheet provided (Pudge Placements
2017-2021) so far detailing bird numbers are not deemed as sufficient in of themselves and it
would be helpful if information within the spreadsheets were expanded upon, as explained in
question 5d, above.

4. Biomass boilers
a. In the biomass boiler document provided with the application it states that the thermal input
is 1.54MW. Is this the aggregated number for all seven boilers?
b. Please confirm that no individual boiler has a net thermal input greater than 1 MWth.
c. Please confirm that the biomass boiler appliance and its installation are eligible for the
Renewable Heat Incentive.

5. Ventilation details and modelling report

The pre-application ammonia screening results were based on the fact that all houses have/will

have high velocity roof fans. The non-technical summary states: ventilation is controlled by a
negative pressure system using high velocity roof mounted extraction fans on all houses, all houses
will have gable fans for summer cooling. Furthermore, the technical standards has the following
information:

The modelling report states: Emissions from the cowled side fans on four of the existing houses are
represented by volume sources within ADMS (EX1_SIDE to EX4_SIDE). Emissions from the side
mounted chimneys on four of the existing houses are represented by three point sources per house
(EX1_ZHL 1, 2 & 3 to EX4_ZHL 1, 2 & 3). Emissions from the gable mounted chimneys on three
of the existing houses are represented by three point sources per house (EX1_GAB 1, 2 & 3 to
EX3_GAB 1, 2 & 3). Emissions from the ridge mounted chimneys on three of the existing houses
and the proposed houses are represented by three point sources per house (EX5_RID 1, 2 & 3 to
EX7_RID 1, 2 & 3 and PR1_RID 1, 2 & 3 to PR3_RID 1, 2 & 3).

a. Can you confirm if house 4 has ridge mounted high velocity roof fans? If not, the nontechnical summary and technical standards will need to be amended and re-submitted
(furthermore, it appears that all houses have ventilation other than what has been described in
the technical standards table above; please amend the technical standards accordingly).
b. Have the emissions from the gable end fans on houses 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 been modelled?
It is not clear from the information above that this is so.
c. The gable end fans on the layout plan (Bromtrees Hall Farm Layout Drainage) appear to
have not been labelled. Please amend the plan accordingly.
d. On the layout plan, houses 1-4 have high velocity roof fans located at the side of the houses,
but also side fans are labelled at the side of the houses. Is this correct?
e. Please provide more information on the side mounted chimneys on houses 1-4. Do these
chimneys discharge air vertically or horizontally?
f. The conclusion in the modelling report states: At all wildlife sites considered, the process
contribution to the ammonia concentration and the nitrogen deposition rate from the
proposed poultry houses would be below the Environment Agency’s lower threshold
percentage of the relevant Critical Level or Critical Load for the site (20% of Critical Level
or Load for a SSSI and 100% of Critical Level or Load for a LWS). Is this statement just
based on the emissions from houses 8, 9 and 10? The conclusions don’t seem to address the
fact that Table 6b (Predicted process contributions from the existing and proposed poultry
houses to the maximum annual mean ammonia concentrations, nitrogen deposition rates –
Proposed Broiler Chickens) of the modelling report shows that the process contribution as a
percentage of the critical level and load is >100% for Bromtree’s Coppice AW – as high as
766%.
g. Can you confirm whether the following sites have been included in the modelling: Hopton
Dingle LWS and Ponds at Lower Moorend Farm LWS. We didn’t request modelling for
these sites at the pre-application stage, but I note that other sites, for which we did not
request modelling have been captured in the report (I assume because they are within the
relevant screening distances) but these two particular sites don’t appear to be among them.

6. Standby generator

Please confirm if the standby generator on site is tested and/or in use for more or less than 50
hours per/annum.

7. Incinerator
In the layout plan (Bromtrees Hall Farm Layout Drainage) the incinerator is described as
disused. However, in the Technical Standards the incinerator is present within the table of
emission points. Please confirm if there is a carcass incinerator on site and whether it is in use
or not. If it is not currently in use, are there any plans for this to change? If the incinerator is in
use or there are plans to recommission it, please provide details of the incinerator i.e. its
capacity in kg/hr.

Please note that the ammonia modelling report submitted with the application is currently being
looked at as part of standard pre-duly making checks by our air quality team. They may have other
questions, which may need to be addressed before the application can be duly made. However, I
don’t yet know when they’ll be able to look at the report, so deemed it best to send the other
questions at this stage to you.

Please send the information and payment by Tuesday 25 October. Details of how to pay are given
in Part F of the application form.

If we do not receive the information and/or payment by Tuesday 25 October we may have to return
your application.

If we do receive the requested information and payment by Tuesday 25 October, we’ll continue to
check your application. We’ll check to see if there’s enough information for the application to be
‘duly made’. Duly made means that we have all the information we need to begin determination.
Determination is where we assess your application and decide if we can allow what you’ve asked
for.

We’ll let you know by letter whether your application can be duly made. If it can’t be duly made,
we’ll return your application to you.

If we do have to return your application we’ll send you a partial refund of your application
payment. We’ll retain 20% of the application charge to cover our costs in reviewing your
application and requesting information. This maximum amount we’ll retain is capped at £1,500.
Further information on charging can be found at:
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/environmental-permitting-charging-scheme-2019.

Please note that I am on annual leave from Monday 17 October – Monday 24 October, inclusive.

Kind regards

Andrew

From: steve raasch <stephenraasch@gmail.com>
Sent: 27 September 2022 15:39
To: Stephen, Andrew <andrew.stephen@environment-agency.gov.uk>
Subject: Re: Bromtrees Farm Ltd - EPR/KP3239ED/A001

Thanks Andrew

Am waiting for a list of sites from AVARA, hopefully before thursday

Regards

Steve

On Tue, 27 Sept 2022 at 14:13, Stephen, Andrew <andrew.stephen@environment-agency.gov.uk>
wrote:
Hi Steve

I just wanted to let you know I’ve taken on the application you have submitted on behalf of
Bromtrees Farm Ltd for Bromtrees Hall Farm. I’ll get to grips with it as soon as possible and
come back to you.

Following on from our call last Friday, you said you were going to send me an email just giving
a bit of background to Avara not accepting turkeys anymore, which may precipitate the need for
many farmers to switch to broilers. Can you provide that information? I believe there is an
internal call on Thursday of this week to discuss betterments and I was hoping to pass on your
information ahead of that call.

Regards
Andrew

Andrew Stephen
Senior Permitting Officer – Installations | National Permitting Service (Part of Operations – Regulation, Monitoring
& Customer)
Environment Agency | Richard Fairclough House. Knutsford Road, Warrington, Cheshire, WA4 1HT

andrew.stephen@environment-agency.gov.uk
Internal: 30409 | External: 02030 250409 | Mobile: 07584 005016

Information in this message may be confidential and may be legally privileged. If you have
received this message by mistake, please notify the sender immediately, delete it and do not copy
it to anyone else. We have checked this email and its attachments for viruses. But you should
still check any attachment before opening it. We may have to make this message and any reply to
it public if asked to under the Freedom of Information Act, Data Protection Act or for litigation.
Email messages and attachments sent to or from any Environment Agency address may also be
accessed by someone other than the sender or recipient, for business purposes.
Information in this message may be confidential and may be legally privileged. If you have
received this message by mistake, please notify the sender immediately, delete it and do not copy it
to anyone else. We have checked this email and its attachments for viruses. But you should still
check any attachment before opening it. We may have to make this message and any reply to it
public if asked to under the Freedom of Information Act, Data Protection Act or for litigation.
Email messages and attachments sent to or from any Environment Agency address may also be
accessed by someone other than the sender or recipient, for business purposes.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

steve raasch
Stephen, Andrew
Re: FW: Bromtrees Farm Ltd - EPR/KP3239ED/A001
18 October 2022 19:38:29
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Hi Andrew
Hope you had a good holiday.
1. Dust Bioaerosol plan attached, fee paid.
2. Modelling files submitted
3. Operator has supplied a PDF listing all placements and numbers
4. Site has 7 boilers with a combined thermal input of 1.54mw, no boiler with a thermal input
exceeding 1mw (all 7 identical size)
All eligible for RHI
5. Ventilation for all houses is per the modelling report, houses 1-4 have chimney fans (discharging
vertically) at the side of the houses for
primary ventilation and side fans for additional
ventilation, in addition houses 1-3 have HV roof mounted fans at the eastern gables (slightly lower
release height).
Houses 5-10 are all high velocity roof mounted, Non Tech, Tech Standards and layout plan revised
and attached (apologies for confusion)
5 f&g Revised modelling report submitted, conclusion revised and the two LWS's listed
6. Standby Generator will be tested weekly for 1 hour minimum (insurance requirement) so is likely
to exceed 50hrs run per annum
7. Incinerator will be removed (removed from layout)
Regards
Steve
On Wed, 5 Oct 2022 at 16:39, Stephen, Andrew <andrew.stephen@environment-agency.gov.uk>
wrote:
Hi Steve

We need more information about your application and Underpayment of application charge.

Application reference: EPR/KP3239ED/A001
Operator: Bromtrees Farm Limited
Facility: Bromtrees Hall Poultry Unit

I need to ask you for some missing information before I can do any more work on your application.
Please see questions 1-7.

You need to send us a Dust and Bio-aerosol Management Plan in line with our guidance
(https://www.gov.uk/guidance/intensive-farming-risk-assessment-for-your-environmentalpermit#air-emissions-dust-and-bioaerosols). The charge for our assessment of this plan is not
included in your baseline application charge. You will therefore need to make an additional
payment of £620. Please see question 1 for further details.

1. Dust and Bioaerosol Management Plan
You will need to produce and submit a dust and bioaerosol management plan with your application
if there are relevant receptors within 100 metres of your farm, such as the farmhouse or farm
worker’s houses. There appears to be one receptor within 100m of the installation boundary:
BROMTREES HALL, STOKE LACY, BROMYARD, HR7 4HZ. You will therefore need to
provide a plan.
In your dust and bioaerosol management plan, you must give details of control measures you will
use to manage the risks from dust and bioaerosols from your farm. Tables 1 and 2 and checklist 1
and 2 in ‘assessing dust control measures on intensive poultry installations’ explain the methods
you should use.
The format of your dust and bioaerosol manangement plan should be similar to your odour and
noise management plan. In addition to the dust and bioaerosol management plan, please submit the
associated fee of £620 (please see Table 1.19 of the fees and charges scheme The Environment
Agency (Environmental Permitting and Abstraction Licensing) (England) Charging Scheme 2022
(publishing.service.gov.uk).

2. Modelling files
Please provide the modelling files that underpin the modelling report that has been submitted with
the application.

3. Placement of turkeys

a. Please provide evidence that supports the case that turkeys have been present on site for at
least the past five years.
b. Please confirm the occupancy levels of the turkeys currently stocked on site (i.e., are they
there 100% of the time?). If they are not there 100% of the time, please provide details of the
occupancy levels.
c. How many cycles of turkeys are there per annum?
d. Please expand upon the information within the spreadsheets provided detailing placement of
turkeys, including further details of the breeder source, the meaning of ‘G.O’, and so on.
e. In the spreadsheet provided detailing historic placement of turkeys, the farm name is
described as Pudge Farm. I have assumed that Pudge Farm is the same as Bromtrees Hall
Poultry Unit? If the spreadsheet provided is for a different farm, please provide the correct
spreadsheet for Bromtrees Hall Poultry Unit.

In order for us to accurately assess the betterment scenarios proposed in the application, it is
important to be able to understand and accept the baseline scenario and be able to confirm its
accuracy. Details of farm records, invoices for bird numbers placed on site, etc., would all aid in
confirming the baseline scenario. Please note that the spreadsheet provided (Pudge Placements
2017-2021) so far detailing bird numbers are not deemed as sufficient in of themselves and it
would be helpful if information within the spreadsheets were expanded upon, as explained in
question 5d, above.

4. Biomass boilers

a. In the biomass boiler document provided with the application it states that the thermal input
is 1.54MW. Is this the aggregated number for all seven boilers?
b. Please confirm that no individual boiler has a net thermal input greater than 1 MWth.
c. Please confirm that the biomass boiler appliance and its installation are eligible for the
Renewable Heat Incentive.

5. Ventilation details and modelling report

The pre-application ammonia screening results were based on the fact that all houses have/will
have high velocity roof fans. The non-technical summary states: ventilation is controlled by a
negative pressure system using high velocity roof mounted extraction fans on all houses, all houses
will have gable fans for summer cooling. Furthermore, the technical standards has the following
information:

The modelling report states: Emissions from the cowled side fans on four of the existing houses are
represented by volume sources within ADMS (EX1_SIDE to EX4_SIDE). Emissions from the side
mounted chimneys on four of the existing houses are represented by three point sources per house
(EX1_ZHL 1, 2 & 3 to EX4_ZHL 1, 2 & 3). Emissions from the gable mounted chimneys on three
of the existing houses are represented by three point sources per house (EX1_GAB 1, 2 & 3 to
EX3_GAB 1, 2 & 3). Emissions from the ridge mounted chimneys on three of the existing houses
and the proposed houses are represented by three point sources per house (EX5_RID 1, 2 & 3 to
EX7_RID 1, 2 & 3 and PR1_RID 1, 2 & 3 to PR3_RID 1, 2 & 3).

a. Can you confirm if house 4 has ridge mounted high velocity roof fans? If not, the nontechnical summary and technical standards will need to be amended and re-submitted
(furthermore, it appears that all houses have ventilation other than what has been described in
the technical standards table above; please amend the technical standards accordingly).
b. Have the emissions from the gable end fans on houses 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 been modelled?
It is not clear from the information above that this is so.
c. The gable end fans on the layout plan (Bromtrees Hall Farm Layout Drainage) appear to
have not been labelled. Please amend the plan accordingly.
d. On the layout plan, houses 1-4 have high velocity roof fans located at the side of the houses,
but also side fans are labelled at the side of the houses. Is this correct?
e. Please provide more information on the side mounted chimneys on houses 1-4. Do these
chimneys discharge air vertically or horizontally?
f. The conclusion in the modelling report states: At all wildlife sites considered, the process
contribution to the ammonia concentration and the nitrogen deposition rate from the
proposed poultry houses would be below the Environment Agency’s lower threshold
percentage of the relevant Critical Level or Critical Load for the site (20% of Critical Level
or Load for a SSSI and 100% of Critical Level or Load for a LWS). Is this statement just
based on the emissions from houses 8, 9 and 10? The conclusions don’t seem to address the
fact that Table 6b (Predicted process contributions from the existing and proposed poultry
houses to the maximum annual mean ammonia concentrations, nitrogen deposition rates –

Proposed Broiler Chickens) of the modelling report shows that the process contribution as a
percentage of the critical level and load is >100% for Bromtree’s Coppice AW – as high as
766%.
g. Can you confirm whether the following sites have been included in the modelling: Hopton
Dingle LWS and Ponds at Lower Moorend Farm LWS. We didn’t request modelling for
these sites at the pre-application stage, but I note that other sites, for which we did not
request modelling have been captured in the report (I assume because they are within the
relevant screening distances) but these two particular sites don’t appear to be among them.

6. Standby generator
Please confirm if the standby generator on site is tested and/or in use for more or less than 50
hours per/annum.

7. Incinerator
In the layout plan (Bromtrees Hall Farm Layout Drainage) the incinerator is described as
disused. However, in the Technical Standards the incinerator is present within the table of
emission points. Please confirm if there is a carcass incinerator on site and whether it is in use
or not. If it is not currently in use, are there any plans for this to change? If the incinerator is in
use or there are plans to recommission it, please provide details of the incinerator i.e. its
capacity in kg/hr.

Please note that the ammonia modelling report submitted with the application is currently being
looked at as part of standard pre-duly making checks by our air quality team. They may have other
questions, which may need to be addressed before the application can be duly made. However, I
don’t yet know when they’ll be able to look at the report, so deemed it best to send the other
questions at this stage to you.

Please send the information and payment by Tuesday 25 October. Details of how to pay are given
in Part F of the application form.

If we do not receive the information and/or payment by Tuesday 25 October we may have to return
your application.

If we do receive the requested information and payment by Tuesday 25 October, we’ll continue to
check your application. We’ll check to see if there’s enough information for the application to be
‘duly made’. Duly made means that we have all the information we need to begin determination.
Determination is where we assess your application and decide if we can allow what you’ve asked
for.

We’ll let you know by letter whether your application can be duly made. If it can’t be duly made,
we’ll return your application to you.

If we do have to return your application we’ll send you a partial refund of your application
payment. We’ll retain 20% of the application charge to cover our costs in reviewing your

application and requesting information. This maximum amount we’ll retain is capped at £1,500.
Further information on charging can be found at:
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/environmental-permitting-charging-scheme-2019.

Please note that I am on annual leave from Monday 17 October – Monday 24 October, inclusive.

Kind regards
Andrew

From: steve raasch <stephenraasch@gmail.com>
Sent: 27 September 2022 15:39
To: Stephen, Andrew <andrew.stephen@environment-agency.gov.uk>
Subject: Re: Bromtrees Farm Ltd - EPR/KP3239ED/A001

Thanks Andrew

Am waiting for a list of sites from AVARA, hopefully before thursday

Regards

Steve

On Tue, 27 Sept 2022 at 14:13, Stephen, Andrew <andrew.stephen@environment-agency.gov.uk>
wrote:
Hi Steve

I just wanted to let you know I’ve taken on the application you have submitted on behalf of
Bromtrees Farm Ltd for Bromtrees Hall Farm. I’ll get to grips with it as soon as possible and
come back to you.

Following on from our call last Friday, you said you were going to send me an email just giving
a bit of background to Avara not accepting turkeys anymore, which may precipitate the need for
many farmers to switch to broilers. Can you provide that information? I believe there is an
internal call on Thursday of this week to discuss betterments and I was hoping to pass on your
information ahead of that call.

Regards

Andrew

Andrew Stephen
Senior Permitting Officer – Installations | National Permitting Service (Part of Operations – Regulation, Monitoring
& Customer)
Environment Agency | Richard Fairclough House. Knutsford Road, Warrington, Cheshire, WA4 1HT
andrew.stephen@environment-agency.gov.uk
Internal: 30409 | External: 02030 250409 | Mobile: 07584 005016

Information in this message may be confidential and may be legally privileged. If you have
received this message by mistake, please notify the sender immediately, delete it and do not copy
it to anyone else. We have checked this email and its attachments for viruses. But you should
still check any attachment before opening it. We may have to make this message and any reply to
it public if asked to under the Freedom of Information Act, Data Protection Act or for litigation.
Email messages and attachments sent to or from any Environment Agency address may also be
accessed by someone other than the sender or recipient, for business purposes.
Information in this message may be confidential and may be legally privileged. If you have
received this message by mistake, please notify the sender immediately, delete it and do not copy it
to anyone else. We have checked this email and its attachments for viruses. But you should still
check any attachment before opening it. We may have to make this message and any reply to it
public if asked to under the Freedom of Information Act, Data Protection Act or for litigation.
Email messages and attachments sent to or from any Environment Agency address may also be
accessed by someone other than the sender or recipient, for business purposes.
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To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

steve raasch
Stephen, Andrew
Re: FW: Bromtrees Farm Ltd - EPR/KP3239ED/A001
26 October 2022 12:21:47
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Hi Andrew
Thermal input 975kw
Regards
Steve
On Wed, 26 Oct 2022 at 09:56, Stephen, Andrew <andrew.stephen@environment-agency.gov.uk>
wrote:
Hi Steve

Can you confirm what the size of the generator is i.e. the thermal input?

Regards
Andrew

From: Stephen, Andrew
Sent: 25 October 2022 11:20
To: steve raasch <stephenraasch@gmail.com>
Subject: RE: FW: Bromtrees Farm Ltd - EPR/KP3239ED/A001

Hi Steve

Thanks for this, I’ll take a look and come back to you. Kate Cummins has also received the modelling
files and they have been saved to our document management system. And yes, I had an excellent
holiday, thank you for asking.

Regards
Andrew

From: steve raasch <stephenraasch@gmail.com>
Sent: 18 October 2022 19:38
To: Stephen, Andrew <andrew.stephen@environment-agency.gov.uk>
Subject: Re: FW: Bromtrees Farm Ltd - EPR/KP3239ED/A001

Hi Andrew

Hope you had a good holiday.
1. Dust Bioaerosol plan attached, fee paid.
2. Modelling files submitted
3. Operator has supplied a PDF listing all placements and numbers
4. Site has 7 boilers with a combined thermal input of 1.54mw, no boiler with a thermal input
exceeding 1mw (all 7 identical size)
All eligible for RHI
5. Ventilation for all houses is per the modelling report, houses 1-4 have chimney fans (discharging
vertically) at the side of the houses for
primary ventilation and side fans for additional
ventilation, in addition houses 1-3 have HV roof mounted fans at the eastern gables (slightly lower
release height).
Houses 5-10 are all high velocity roof mounted, Non Tech, Tech Standards and layout plan revised
and attached (apologies for confusion)
5 f&g Revised modelling report submitted, conclusion revised and the two LWS's listed
6. Standby Generator will be tested weekly for 1 hour minimum (insurance requirement) so is likely
to exceed 50hrs run per annum
7. Incinerator will be removed (removed from layout)

Regards

Steve

On Wed, 5 Oct 2022 at 16:39, Stephen, Andrew <andrew.stephen@environment-agency.gov.uk>
wrote:
Hi Steve

We need more information about your application and Underpayment of application charge.

Application reference: EPR/KP3239ED/A001
Operator: Bromtrees Farm Limited
Facility: Bromtrees Hall Poultry Unit

I need to ask you for some missing information before I can do any more work on your application.

Please see questions 1-7.

You need to send us a Dust and Bio-aerosol Management Plan in line with our guidance
(https://www.gov.uk/guidance/intensive-farming-risk-assessment-for-your-environmentalpermit#air-emissions-dust-and-bioaerosols). The charge for our assessment of this plan is not
included in your baseline application charge. You will therefore need to make an additional
payment of £620. Please see question 1 for further details.

1. Dust and Bioaerosol Management Plan
You will need to produce and submit a dust and bioaerosol management plan with your application
if there are relevant receptors within 100 metres of your farm, such as the farmhouse or farm
worker’s houses. There appears to be one receptor within 100m of the installation boundary:
BROMTREES HALL, STOKE LACY, BROMYARD, HR7 4HZ. You will therefore need to
provide a plan.
In your dust and bioaerosol management plan, you must give details of control measures you will
use to manage the risks from dust and bioaerosols from your farm. Tables 1 and 2 and checklist 1
and 2 in ‘assessing dust control measures on intensive poultry installations’ explain the methods
you should use.
The format of your dust and bioaerosol manangement plan should be similar to your odour and
noise management plan. In addition to the dust and bioaerosol management plan, please submit the
associated fee of £620 (please see Table 1.19 of the fees and charges scheme The Environment
Agency (Environmental Permitting and Abstraction Licensing) (England) Charging Scheme 2022
(publishing.service.gov.uk).

2. Modelling files
Please provide the modelling files that underpin the modelling report that has been submitted with
the application.

3. Placement of turkeys

a. Please provide evidence that supports the case that turkeys have been present on site for at
least the past five years.
b. Please confirm the occupancy levels of the turkeys currently stocked on site (i.e., are they
there 100% of the time?). If they are not there 100% of the time, please provide details of the
occupancy levels.
c. How many cycles of turkeys are there per annum?
d. Please expand upon the information within the spreadsheets provided detailing placement of
turkeys, including further details of the breeder source, the meaning of ‘G.O’, and so on.
e. In the spreadsheet provided detailing historic placement of turkeys, the farm name is
described as Pudge Farm. I have assumed that Pudge Farm is the same as Bromtrees Hall
Poultry Unit? If the spreadsheet provided is for a different farm, please provide the correct
spreadsheet for Bromtrees Hall Poultry Unit.

In order for us to accurately assess the betterment scenarios proposed in the application, it is
important to be able to understand and accept the baseline scenario and be able to confirm its
accuracy. Details of farm records, invoices for bird numbers placed on site, etc., would all aid in
confirming the baseline scenario. Please note that the spreadsheet provided (Pudge Placements

2017-2021) so far detailing bird numbers are not deemed as sufficient in of themselves and it
would be helpful if information within the spreadsheets were expanded upon, as explained in
question 5d, above.

4. Biomass boilers
a. In the biomass boiler document provided with the application it states that the thermal input
is 1.54MW. Is this the aggregated number for all seven boilers?
b. Please confirm that no individual boiler has a net thermal input greater than 1 MWth.
c. Please confirm that the biomass boiler appliance and its installation are eligible for the
Renewable Heat Incentive.

5. Ventilation details and modelling report

The pre-application ammonia screening results were based on the fact that all houses have/will
have high velocity roof fans. The non-technical summary states: ventilation is controlled by a
negative pressure system using high velocity roof mounted extraction fans on all houses, all houses
will have gable fans for summer cooling. Furthermore, the technical standards has the following
information:

The modelling report states: Emissions from the cowled side fans on four of the existing houses are
represented by volume sources within ADMS (EX1_SIDE to EX4_SIDE). Emissions from the side
mounted chimneys on four of the existing houses are represented by three point sources per house
(EX1_ZHL 1, 2 & 3 to EX4_ZHL 1, 2 & 3). Emissions from the gable mounted chimneys on three
of the existing houses are represented by three point sources per house (EX1_GAB 1, 2 & 3 to
EX3_GAB 1, 2 & 3). Emissions from the ridge mounted chimneys on three of the existing houses
and the proposed houses are represented by three point sources per house (EX5_RID 1, 2 & 3 to
EX7_RID 1, 2 & 3 and PR1_RID 1, 2 & 3 to PR3_RID 1, 2 & 3).

a. Can you confirm if house 4 has ridge mounted high velocity roof fans? If not, the nontechnical summary and technical standards will need to be amended and re-submitted
(furthermore, it appears that all houses have ventilation other than what has been described in
the technical standards table above; please amend the technical standards accordingly).
b. Have the emissions from the gable end fans on houses 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 been modelled?
It is not clear from the information above that this is so.
c. The gable end fans on the layout plan (Bromtrees Hall Farm Layout Drainage) appear to
have not been labelled. Please amend the plan accordingly.
d. On the layout plan, houses 1-4 have high velocity roof fans located at the side of the houses,
but also side fans are labelled at the side of the houses. Is this correct?
e. Please provide more information on the side mounted chimneys on houses 1-4. Do these
chimneys discharge air vertically or horizontally?
f. The conclusion in the modelling report states: At all wildlife sites considered, the process
contribution to the ammonia concentration and the nitrogen deposition rate from the

proposed poultry houses would be below the Environment Agency’s lower threshold
percentage of the relevant Critical Level or Critical Load for the site (20% of Critical Level
or Load for a SSSI and 100% of Critical Level or Load for a LWS). Is this statement just
based on the emissions from houses 8, 9 and 10? The conclusions don’t seem to address the
fact that Table 6b (Predicted process contributions from the existing and proposed poultry
houses to the maximum annual mean ammonia concentrations, nitrogen deposition rates –
Proposed Broiler Chickens) of the modelling report shows that the process contribution as a
percentage of the critical level and load is >100% for Bromtree’s Coppice AW – as high as
766%.
g. Can you confirm whether the following sites have been included in the modelling: Hopton
Dingle LWS and Ponds at Lower Moorend Farm LWS. We didn’t request modelling for
these sites at the pre-application stage, but I note that other sites, for which we did not
request modelling have been captured in the report (I assume because they are within the
relevant screening distances) but these two particular sites don’t appear to be among them.

6. Standby generator
Please confirm if the standby generator on site is tested and/or in use for more or less than 50
hours per/annum.

7. Incinerator
In the layout plan (Bromtrees Hall Farm Layout Drainage) the incinerator is described as
disused. However, in the Technical Standards the incinerator is present within the table of
emission points. Please confirm if there is a carcass incinerator on site and whether it is in use
or not. If it is not currently in use, are there any plans for this to change? If the incinerator is in
use or there are plans to recommission it, please provide details of the incinerator i.e. its
capacity in kg/hr.

Please note that the ammonia modelling report submitted with the application is currently being
looked at as part of standard pre-duly making checks by our air quality team. They may have other
questions, which may need to be addressed before the application can be duly made. However, I
don’t yet know when they’ll be able to look at the report, so deemed it best to send the other
questions at this stage to you.

Please send the information and payment by Tuesday 25 October. Details of how to pay are given
in Part F of the application form.

If we do not receive the information and/or payment by Tuesday 25 October we may have to return
your application.

If we do receive the requested information and payment by Tuesday 25 October, we’ll continue to
check your application. We’ll check to see if there’s enough information for the application to be
‘duly made’. Duly made means that we have all the information we need to begin determination.
Determination is where we assess your application and decide if we can allow what you’ve asked
for.

We’ll let you know by letter whether your application can be duly made. If it can’t be duly made,
we’ll return your application to you.

If we do have to return your application we’ll send you a partial refund of your application
payment. We’ll retain 20% of the application charge to cover our costs in reviewing your
application and requesting information. This maximum amount we’ll retain is capped at £1,500.
Further information on charging can be found at:
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/environmental-permitting-charging-scheme-2019.

Please note that I am on annual leave from Monday 17 October – Monday 24 October, inclusive.

Kind regards
Andrew

From: steve raasch <stephenraasch@gmail.com>
Sent: 27 September 2022 15:39
To: Stephen, Andrew <andrew.stephen@environment-agency.gov.uk>
Subject: Re: Bromtrees Farm Ltd - EPR/KP3239ED/A001

Thanks Andrew

Am waiting for a list of sites from AVARA, hopefully before thursday

Regards

Steve

On Tue, 27 Sept 2022 at 14:13, Stephen, Andrew <andrew.stephen@environment-agency.gov.uk>
wrote:
Hi Steve

I just wanted to let you know I’ve taken on the application you have submitted on behalf of
Bromtrees Farm Ltd for Bromtrees Hall Farm. I’ll get to grips with it as soon as possible and
come back to you.

Following on from our call last Friday, you said you were going to send me an email just giving
a bit of background to Avara not accepting turkeys anymore, which may precipitate the need for
many farmers to switch to broilers. Can you provide that information? I believe there is an
internal call on Thursday of this week to discuss betterments and I was hoping to pass on your
information ahead of that call.

Regards
Andrew

Andrew Stephen
Senior Permitting Officer – Installations | National Permitting Service (Part of Operations – Regulation, Monitoring
& Customer)
Environment Agency | Richard Fairclough House. Knutsford Road, Warrington, Cheshire, WA4 1HT
andrew.stephen@environment-agency.gov.uk
Internal: 30409 | External: 02030 250409 | Mobile: 07584 005016
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received this message by mistake, please notify the sender immediately, delete it and do not copy
it to anyone else. We have checked this email and its attachments for viruses. But you should
still check any attachment before opening it. We may have to make this message and any reply to
it public if asked to under the Freedom of Information Act, Data Protection Act or for litigation.
Email messages and attachments sent to or from any Environment Agency address may also be
accessed by someone other than the sender or recipient, for business purposes.
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