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Hi Kate
 
All the information and updates requested attached.
Taken a few days longer than expected on account other RFIs on my desk and been
away for a couple of days for a graduation.
 
Kind regards
Karl
 
 

From: SM-Defra-RESP-notifications (DEFRA) <RESP-notifications@defra.gov.uk> 
Sent: 03 December 2025 18:16
To: Karl Collett <k.collett420@btinternet.com>
Cc: Kate Wray <kate.wray@environment-agency.gov.uk>
Subject: EPR/TP3130QY/V003 We Need More Information About Your Application
CRM:0278319
 

Dear Karl 

Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2016

Application reference: EPR/TP3130QY/V003 

Operator: Multiple operators

Facility: Old Hall Farm EPR/TP3130QY, Hall Road, Diss, IP22 5TF

Thank you for your application received on 19/11/2025. 
I have completed our duly making checks and we require additional information
and/or revisions to documents before the application can be duly made, as
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Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2016

Application reference: EPR/TP3130QY/V003 

Operator: Multiple operators

Facility: Old Hall Farm EPR/TP3130QY, Hall Road, Diss, IP22 5TF

Thank you for your application received on 19/11/2025. 


I have completed our duly making checks and we require additional information and/or revisions to documents before the application can be duly made, as follows:


 


1. From the site layout/drainage plan provided, it appears that the standby generator and fuel tank are located outside of the installation boundary. Please address the following:





· Confirm whether Section 6.9 A(1)(a)(ii) activity is the principal user of the standby generator and fuel tank.


· If the primary purpose is to serve the Section 6.9 A(1)(a)(ii) activity, the generator and fuel tank must be included within the installation boundary. Please extend the boundary to include this additional land on both the site boundary plan and the site layout/drainage plan. You will also need to update the site condition report to include this additional land.





The Section 6.9 A(1)(a)(ii) activity for rearing pigs is not the principal user of the standby generator and fuel tank. They are in place for bird welfare to provide electricity for ventilation of the poultry houses for breeder chickens at Old Hall Farm in event of mains electricity outage. Pig houses would benefit from continuity in supply, but it is not essential for the pig’s welfare provided that an outage is not prolonged. If it were not for the poultry houses, then the generator and fuel tank would not be in place. Following discussion on 04/12/2025 it was agreed it was not necessary to include them inside the permitted installation. Reviewed and removed references to a standby emergency generator and fuel tank in the supporting documents, attached: - 


· Application Variation V003 Summary, Technical Standards & Control 11122025


· Summary of Proposed Change pp2-3


· Summary of Environment Management System p4


· Emissions to Air, Water and Land p7


· Application Variation V003 Environmental Risk Assessment 11122025 p16


· Application Variation V003 Site Plan11122025


· Application Variation V003 Surface Water Drainage Plan 11122025


· Application Variation V003 Slurry Drainage Plan 11122025.


1. From the site layout/drainage plan provided, it appears that the French drains extend beyond the installation boundary until they reach the point of discharge to the ditch, at emission points W1, W2 and W3. As French drains provide attenuation for the site surface water they must be included within the installation boundary. Please extend the boundary to include this additional land on both the site boundary plan and the site layout/drainage plan. You will also need to update the site condition report to include this additional land. Alternatively, the French drains will need to be changed to a solid pipe at the point they leave the installation boundary. Note: if there is a mix of French drains and solid pipes please make this clear in the legend to the plan.





Small number of French drains filled with stones inside the installation boundary and do not extend beyond it: -





· Existing French drains filled with stones act as soakaway for roof water under eaves of house F5 (south) and G1 (north) extend to the workshop only, any excess conveyed in solid underground pipes to emission point W2.


· Existing French drains filled with stones act as soakaway for roof water under eaves of house F3 (west) and F4 (east), any excess conveyed in solid underground pipes from south side of F3 to emission point W3.


· Proposed French drains filled with stones act as soakaway for roof water under eaves of house F7 (east) and G6 (west) for any residual after rainwater harvesting. No connection to any solid underground pipes.





Updated labels on French Drains on the Surface Water Drainage Plan for clarity, attached. Extend the boundary and update the SCR for French drains not required. 





1. Complete Section 4.0 of the Site Condition Report to include the changes you are proposing with this variation. 





Completed Section 4.0 of the Site Condition Report including relocated some relevant information reported in previous sections and recent developments since the permit was issued on pp9-1. Application Variation V003 Site Condition Report 11122025, attached.





1. Please submit the data input files associated with the ammonia modelling report.





Submitted AS Modelling & Data Ltd (July 2025) Report on the Modelling of the Dispersion and Deposition of Ammonia from the Existing and Proposed Piggeries at Old Hall Farm. Near Burston in Norfolk and modelling files via Google WeTransfer for large files.





1. Crude protein (CP) reduction - You have confirmed, at the ammonia screening assessment stage, that the average CP in the feed for pigs 7 to 30kg is 18.3% and for pigs >30kg it is 16.5%; reductions to the standard emission factors (EFs) have currently been applied in-line with these averages in the ammonia screening assessment and detailed ammonia modelling.. Please provide evidence (e.g. diet sheets, feed dockets) of the actual CP% in the feed at each stage of the cycle for pigs 7 to 30kg and pigs >30kg, to support the reductions to the standard EFs. Please include details of your workings out to show how you calculated the two average CP%.





Application Variation V003 Calculate Bespoke Emission Factors for Low %CP Diets 23062025, attached.


 


Please submit this information by 12/12/25. 


 


Please reply directly to this email with your information and copy me in.

If we do not receive this by this deadline, we will return your application. 

If we receive what is missing by the deadline, we will 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 email 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 correct application charge to cover our costs in reviewing your application. This maximum amount we’ll retain is capped at £1,613. Further information on charging can be found at: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/environmental-permits-and-abstraction-licences-tables-of-charges 

Note: Our email system has a file size limit of 25MB, if your returns exceed this limit you will have to arrange an online file transfer. Please ensure the file transfer link does not have a time limit on it.


As discussed earlier, I have now completed a revised ammonia screening assessment based on the revised proposal for 6,320 pigs >30kg and 4,500 pigs 7-30kg. Two additional Local Wildlife Sites require modelling due to the increased ammonia emissions from the pig unit. These have been considered in the ammonia modelling report submitted with the application, so no further action is required with regards to the modelling at this stage.



If you have any questions, please let me know.
 
Kind regards
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Application Variation V003 Site Condition Report 11122025.pdf




SITE CONDITION REPORT 
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For full details, see H5 SCR guide for applicants v2.0 4 August 2008 
 



COMPLETE SECTIONS 1-3 AND SUBMIT WITH APPLICATION 
 



DURING THE LIFE OF THE PERMIT: MAINTAIN SECTIONS 4-7 



 
AT SURRENDER: ADD NEW DOC REFERENCE IN 1.0; COMPLETE SECTIONS 8-10; & SUBMIT 



WITH YOUR SURRENDER APPLICATION. 



 



1.0 SITE DETAILS 
 



 



Name of  the applicant 



 



Mr Karl Calton, Mr Will Calton trading as Calton Brothers 



Activity address 



 



EPR/TP3130QY Old Hall Farm, Burston, Diss, Norfolk, IP22 



5TF 



 



National grid reference 



 



Study area for SCR centred on TM 13102 84502 in the permit. 



 



Document reference and dates for 



Site Condition Report at permit 



application and surrender. 



 



 



1. Updated the SCR for Application Variation V003 to increase 



the installation boundary to enclose more land (the study 



areas) to apply for additional houses and places for pigs, 



details in Section 4 Changes to the Activity. 



 
2. Used desk top study to identify and examine in broad terms 



readily available information without intrusive investigation 



and a site walkover on 31st October 2025.  



 



Document references for site 



plans (including location and 



boundaries) 



 



3. Groundsure; Old Hall Farm, Hall Road, Burston, Norfolk,  



IP22 5TF 13/11/2025; 1:1250 scale  



 



 



Note: 



 



In Part A of  the application form, you must give us details of  the site’s location and provide us with a 



site plan. We need a detailed site plan (or plans) showing: 



 



• Site location, the area covered by the site condition report, and the location and nature of  



the activities and/or waste facilities on the site. 



• Locations of  receptors, sources of  emissions/releases, and monitoring  points. 



• Site drainage. 



• Site surfacing. 



 



If  this information is not shown on the site plan required by Part A of  the application form, then you 



should submit the additional plan or plans with this site condition report.  
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2.0 Condition of the land at permit issue 
 



Environmental setting including: 



 



• geology 



• hydrogeology 



• surface waters 



 



 



 



Landscape setting  



 



1. Study areas located in National Character Area Prof ile: 83 



South Norfolk and High Suf folk Claylands5. Area 



characterised by relatively f lat topography, incised by stream 



and river valley corridors that drain the plateau and are mostly 



small in scale. The underlying bedrock is Late Cretaceous 



Chalk overlain by a chalky glacial till (also known as boulder 



clay) on the plateau and with bands of  glacial outwash sands 



and gravels on the valley sides. In the north the deposits are 



typically less chalky and include far-travelled erratics of  



igneous rock brought here by the ice sheets. The underlying 



chalk forms the principal aquifer which supplies East Anglia. 



The principal river, the Waveney, f lows into the southern part 



of  The Broads at Earsham on its route out to the North Sea. 



 



2. The till gives rise to typical stagnogley soils on the plateau, 



which dif f icult to work when wet, are extremely fertile when 



drained. The area is predominantly agricultural with arable 



farming dominating, particularly cereals, sugar beet, and 



oilseed rape. Intensive pig and poultry rearing takes place in 



large units. 



 



Topography 



 



3. The study areas are at an altitude of  around 53m. The land 



onsite and the surrounding land of fsite rises to slightly higher 



ground to the north and falling to the south. 



 



Geology 



 



4. Artif icially modif ied landscaped ground is to be expected 



result of  earthworks for construction of  pig houses including 



removed a limited amount of  topsoil and granular subsoil. 



 



5. Natural superf icial deposit onsite is Lowestof t Formation – 



Diamicton (chalky boulder clay). Sedimentary superf icial 



deposit formed between 480 and 423 thousand years ago 



during the Quaternary period1. 



 



6. Bedrock geology onsite is Lewes Nodular Chalk, Seaford 



Chalk, Newhaven Chalk, Culver Chalk and Portsdown Chalk  



Formations – Chalk. Sedimentary bedrock formed between 



93.9 and 72.1 million years ago during the Cretaceous 



period1. 



 



7. Local geology has been logged below ground level (bgl) at 



0.74km to the west at Back Heywood Road BGS borehole 



reference TM18SW2 and at 1.09km to the southeast of  the 
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study area at Wood Cottage Farm BGS borehole reference 



TM18SW862: -  



 



BGS borehole reference TM18SW2 Depth bgl  



Chalky boulder clay 13.4m 



Glacial sand and gravel 21.0m 



Upper Chalk 45.7m 



Chalk with f lints 48.8m 



  



BGS borehole reference TM18SW86 Depth bgl 



Boulder clay and gravel 3.0m 



Boulder clay and chalk 9.0m 



Clay, chalk, and some f lint 12.0m 



Clay and chalk 18.0m 



Clay, chalk, and sand/gravel 24.0m 



Chalk 51.0m 
 (Create table at bottom of page, copy & paste in) 



 
Soil vulnerability classification - leaching potential 



 



8. Soilscape 18 onsite, characterised as slowly permeable 



seasonally wet slightly acid but base-rich loamy and clayey 



soils. Impeded drainage. Main risks are associated with 



overland f low f rom compacted or poached f ields. Organic  



slurry, dirty water, fertiliser, pathogens, and f ine sediment can 



all move in suspension or solution with overland f low or drain 



water10. 



 



Hydrogeology 



 



9. Principal bedrock aquifer onsite8. Geology of  high 



intergranular and/or f racture permeability usually providing a 



high level of  water storage and may support water supply 



(drinking waste supply) and/or rivers base f low on a strategic  



scale7.  



 



10.  Secondary (undif ferentiated) superf icial drif t aquifer onsite8. 



In general, these layers have been designated as both minor 



and non-aquifer in dif ferent locations due to the variable 



characteristics of  the rock type. 



 



11.  Secondary superf icial drif t aquifer has medium groundwater 



vulnerability8. Assessment of  the vulnerability of  groundwater 



to a pollutant discharged at ground level based on the 



hydrological, geological, hydrogeological and soil properties 



within a one-kilometre square grid. Groundwater vulnerability 



is described as High, Medium, or Low as follows: - 



 



High Areas able to easily transmit pollution to 
groundwater. They are likely to be 
characterised by high leaching soils and the 



absence of  low permeability superf icial 
deposits. 
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Medium Intermediate, between high & low 



vulnerability 



Low Areas that provide the greatest protection 



f rom pollution. They are likely to be 



characterised by low leaching soils and/or 



the presence of  superf icial deposits 



characterised by a low permeability. 



 



12.  Study area located inside a Drinking Water Safeguard Zone 



for surface water4. Catchment areas that inf luence the water 



quality for their respective Drinking Water Protected Area  



(Surface Water). They are identif ied where the protected area  



has been assigned at being “at risk” of  failing the drinking 



water protection objectives of the Water Framework Directive 



(WFD). Safeguard zones are one of  the main tools for 



delivering the objectives where actions and measures will be 



targeted to address water contamination and avoid or 



minimise extra purif ication treatment needed by water 



companies in the production of  drinking water. 



 



13.  Study area located inside a nitrate vulnerable zone4. Areas 



designated as being at risk f rom agricultural nitrate pollution. 



Farmers operating within these areas must follow mandatory 



rules to tackle nitrate loss f rom agriculture including when 



land spreading manure and slurry f rom pig houses. 



 



14.  There are no groundwater abstractions onsite. 



 



Surface waters, hydrology & catchment  



 



15.  Study area located within the Frenze Brook water body, a 



tributary of  the River Waveney operational catchment and 



Broadland Rivers management catchment3. The Water 



Framework Directive (WFD) is an EU led f ramework for the 



protection of  inland surface waters, estuaries, coastal waters, 



and groundwater through river basin-level management 



planning. In terms of  surface water these basins are broken 



down into small units known as management, operational and 



water body catchments. 



 



16.  Overall ratings for the Frenze Brook water body and the 



Waveney (Frenze Beck to Dove) water body are Moderate 



and Bad Ecological Status3, respectively as recently as 2022. 



To achieve purpose of  the WFD, environmental objectives 



have been set and are reported on by the Environment 



Agency at the end of  each six-year cycle.  



 



17.  Study area located in the Broadland Rivers Chalk and Crag  



groundwater body and overall rating was Poor as recently as 



20193. Groundwater bodies are also covered by the Directive 



and the same regime of  objectives and reporting.  
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18.  There are no surface water features or networks in the study 



areas. 



 



Sources of flooding 



 



19.  Study areas located in Flood Zone 16. Present day chance of  



f looding f rom rivers and the sea is very low staying at very low 



between 2036 and 2069. Less than 0.1% chance of  a f lood 



each year5. Low lying areas that are close to rivers or the sea 



are more likely to f lood when water levels rise.  



 



20.  Yearly chance of  surface water f looding is Very Low staying 



at Very Low between 2040 and 2060. Less than 0.1% chance 



of  a f lood each year7. Note, outside study areas there is 



present day potential for localised ponding around pig houses 



F2&F3, and future potential for ponding around houses G1-



G4 between 2040 and 2060 with climate change7. Surface 



water f looding is sometimes known as f lash f looding happens 



when rainwater cannot drain away through normal drainage 



systems. 



 



21.  Highest risk of  groundwater f looding is Low7. Study areas are 



outside of  a groundwater f lood alert area7. Groundwater 



f looding is caused by unusually high groundwater levels when 



the water table rises above the ground surface or within 



underground structures such as basements or cellars. 



Groundwater f looding tends to exhibit a longer duration than 



surface water f looding, lasting weeks, or months.  



 



Pollution history including: 



 



• pollution incidents that may 



have af fected land. 



• historical land-uses and 



associated contaminants  



• any visual/olfactory 



evidence of  existing 



contamination 



• evidence of  damage to 



pollution prevention 



measures  



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Pollution incidents that may have affected land.  



 



22.  No records for any potentially contaminative land uses8 or 



pollution incidents that may have af fected land within the 



study areas. 



 



Historical land-uses and associated contaminants 



 



23.  Established historical land-uses f rom OS maps at the 1:2,500 



and 1:1,250 scale9 and aerial photographs8: - 



 
1884 
 



Greenf ields with f ield boundaries with mature 
trees, arable agriculture or pasture for grazing  
animals, a pond and one small building.  



1905 



 



Greenf ields with f ield boundaries although the 



mature trees appear to have been removed, 
arable agriculture or pasture for grazing animals,  
the pond has been enlarged and one small 



building.  



1928 
 



Greenf ields with f ield boundaries, arable 
agriculture or pasture for grazing animals and a 
pond. Approx a third of the land appears to have 
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scrubby vegetation and the small building has 



been removed. 



1977 Greenf ields with f ield boundaries for arable 
agriculture. Some f ields have been enlarged and 
much like present-day with a single boundary 



across the centre of  the site. The pond has been 
inf illed. Erected 4no. buildings including pig 
houses F1&G1 and another on same location as 



G2 in the present-day but smaller, the grain 
store and the base slab for the workshop. There 
is a track crossing the site diagonally f rom south-



east to north-west and continues of fsite. 



1994 Unchanged. 



1999 Aerial photograph shows greenf ield for arable 
agriculture has been reduced and now limited to 
the west side owing to further developments 



across three-quarters of  the site. Erected a 
further thirteen buildings including pig houses 
F2&F5, G2-G5, W1-W3 and an earth-banked  



slurry lagoon, straw barn, machinery store, fuel 
store, workshop, and a concrete apron around  
most buildings. Manure heaps are visible in the 



same location as present-day. The track 
crossing the site has been removed. 



2003 Unchanged. 



2005  Aerial photograph shows the straw barn has 
been extended otherwise generally unchanged. 



2017 Aerial photograph shows greenf ield for arable 



agriculture on west side has been reduced 
owing to further developments having erected  
pig house F3 and extended the concrete apron 



and extended W3. The smaller pig house next to 
G2 has been removed. 



2020 Aerial photograph shows greenf ield for arable 
agriculture on west side has been further 



reduced owing to further development having 
erected pig house F4 and extended the concrete 
apron. Manure heap appears to have been 



extended or very full. 



2022 Aerial photograph shows further development 
having erected another pig house alongside F4 
and extended the concrete apron. Hardly any 



greenf ield for arable agriculture remaining on 
west side and overall, the installation appears 
much as it does in the present-day. 



 



24.  Record of  a slurry bed for waste storage, processing and 



disposal8 close to the study areas appears to be consistent 



with the location of  a manure heap on concrete hardstanding 



in the same place. Otherwise, not found evidence for any 



historical land use that may have af fected land inside the 



study areas prior to development of  Old Hall Farm for 



intensively rearing pigs8. 
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Licensed industrial activities (Part A(1)) 



 



25.  Not found evidence for any previous licensed industrial 



activities inside the study areas proposed to be enclosed in 



the environmental permit for intensively rearing pigs. Part A(1) 



installations are regulated under the Environmental 



Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2016 for release 



of  substances to the environment. 



 



26.  Most recent pollution inventory substances released to the 



environment included ammonia, methane, nitrogen oxides 



(NO and NO2) as NO28. The pollution inventory (substances) 



includes reporting on annual emissions of  certain regulated  



substances to air, controlled waters, and land. Impacts on the 



study areas to be enclosed inside the boundary are 



considered to have been insignif icant. 



 



27.  Most recent pollution inventory waste transfers included 



plastics (except packaging), metal, paper and cardboard 



packaging, engine and gear and lubricating oils (hazardous 



waste)8. The pollution inventory (waste transfers) includes 



reporting on annual transfers of fsite and recovery/disposal of 



controlled wastes f rom a site. Impacts on the study areas to 



be enclosed inside the boundary are considered to have been 



insignif icant. 



 



28.  Activities involving the storage, treatment, use or disposal of  



wastes that are exempt f rom needing a permit. Impacts on the 



study areas to be enclosed inside the boundary are 



considered to have been insignif icant. 



 



Visual/olfactory evidence of existing contamination 



 



29.  No visual/olfactory evidence of  existing contamination inside 



the study areas during the site walkover on 31st October 2025.  



 



Evidence of damage to pollution control measures 



 



30.  No evidence of  damage to any pollution control measures 



inside or outside the study areas during the site walkover on 



31st October 2025. 



 



Evidence of  historic 



contamination, for example, 



historical site investigation, 



assessment, remediation, and 



verif ication reports (where 



available) 



 



31.  No evidence of  historic contamination or records for any 



historical site investigation, assessment, remediation, or 



verif ication. 
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Note: 



 



In Part B of  the application form, you must tell us about the activities that you will undertake at the site. 



You must also give us an environmental risk assessment. This risk assessment must be based on our 
guidance (Environmental Risk Assessment - EPR H1) or use an equivalent approach. 
 



It is essential that you identify in your environmental risk assessment all the substances used and 
produced that could pollute the soil or groundwater if  there were an accident, or if  measures to protect 
land fail.  



 



Baseline soil and groundwater 



reference data 



 



 



32.  Based on the information available intrusive investigation to 



establish baseline soil and groundwater reference data in the 



study areas was not considered warranted. 



 



References 
& supporting 



information 



1. British Geological Survey; Geology Viewer. Available at 



https://www.bgs.ac.uk/map-viewers/bgs-geology-viewer/ 



2. British Geological Survey; Onshore borehole records. Available at  
https://www.bgs.ac.uk/information-hub/borehole-records/ 



3. Defra website; Catchment Data Explorer. Available at 



https://environment.data.gov.uk/catchment-planning 



4. Government website; Drinking Water Safeguard Zones (Surface Water) 



(England), Nitrate Vulnerable Zones 2017 Designations (England). Available at  
https://magic.defra.gov.uk/ 



5. Government website National Character Area Profiles: information for local 



decision making. Available at  https://www.gov.uk/guidance/national-character-



area-prof iles-information-for-local-decision-making 



6. Government website; at https://f lood-map-for-planning.service.gov.uk/ 



7. Government website; at https://www.gov.uk/check-long-term-f lood-risk 



8. Groundsure Enviro Insight; Old Hall Farm, Hall Road, Burston, Norfolk, IP22 



5TF, Date 04/11/2025; Available at https://insights.groundsure.io/ 



9. Groundsure Map Insight; Old Hall Farm, Hall Road, Burston, Norfolk, IP22 5TF, 



Date 04/11/2025; Available at https://insights.groundsure.io/ 



10.  Landis; Soilscapes Viewer. Available at https://www.landis.org.uk/soilscapes/ 



 



 



3.0 Permitted activities. 
 



Permitted activities.  



 
Schedule 1; Part 2; Section 6.9; Part A(1)(a) Rearing poultry or 



pigs intensively in an installation with more than - (ii) 2,000 



places for production pigs (over 30kg). 



 



Non-permitted activities 
undertaken. 
 



Waste exemptions. Adverse impacts in the study areas to be 



enclosed inside the boundary are considered  to have been 



insignif icant. 



Document references for: 



 



• plan showing activity layout; 
and 



• environmental risk 
assessment. 



 



Groundsure; Old Hall Farm, Hall Road, Burston, Norfolk, IP22 



5TF 04/11/2025; 1:1250 scale  



Application Variation V003 Environmental risk assessment  





https://www.bgs.ac.uk/map-viewers/bgs-geology-viewer/


https://www.bgs.ac.uk/information-hub/borehole-records/


https://environment.data.gov.uk/catchment-planning


https://magic.defra.gov.uk/


https://www.gov.uk/guidance/national-character-area-profiles-information-for-local-decision-making


https://www.gov.uk/guidance/national-character-area-profiles-information-for-local-decision-making


https://flood-map-for-planning.service.gov.uk/


https://www.gov.uk/check-long-term-flood-risk


https://insights.groundsure.io/


https://insights.groundsure.io/


https://www.landis.org.uk/soilscapes/
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These include substances that would be classif ied as ‘dangerous’ under the Control of  Major Accident 
Hazards (COMAH) regulations and raw materials, fuels, intermediates, products, wastes, and ef f luents.  



 
If  your submitted environmental risk assessment does not adequately address the risks to soil and 
groundwater, we may need to request further information f rom you or even refuse your permit 



application. 
 
Sections 4.0-10.0 not required for the permit application. 



4.0 Changes to the activity 



 
Have there been any changes 



to the activity boundary? 
 



1. Updated the SCR for Application Variation V003 to increase 



the installation boundary to enclose more land (the study 



areas) to apply for additional houses and places for pigs: - 



 



• Greenf ield agricultural land (approx. 0.384ha) adjacent 



west side of  existing boundary to erect 2no proposed 



pig houses and enclose an existing pig house as built in 



2021 (retrospective) 



• Greenf ield land approx. (0.972ha) adjacent east side of  



existing boundary to include existing drainage features 



- a ditch acting as a soakaway for uncontaminated roof  



and surface water runof f  and existing concrete apron 



used for scraping (retrospective) 



• Total installation to be approx. 3.35ha af ter enclosures. 



 



2. Used desk top study to identify and examine in broad terms 



readily available information without intrusive investigation 



and a site walkover on 31st October 2025. 



 



 
Have there been any changes 
to the permitted activities? 



 



3. For Application Variation V003 propose to erect 2no pig 



houses and permit an existing pig house as built in 2021 



(retrospective) to increase capacity for Schedule1; Part 2; 



Section 6.9; Part A(1)(a) (ii) places for production pigs (over 



30kg) f rom 3,000 to 6,320. Houses designed to be operated 



in accordance with SGN EPR 6.09 and Best Available 



Techniques (BAT) Conclusions Document. Also increase 



places for rearing pigs to 30kg (directly associated activity) 



f rom 3,000 to 4,500 in existing housing.  



 



4. Potential sources of  ground contamination in the study 



areas are associated with an existing pig house as built in 



2021 (retrospective) - solid feedstuf fs storage silos, scraped 



concrete apron. These sources may have resulted in 



contamination migrating into soil, surface water runof f , and 



seepage into groundwater. Potential contaminants 



associated with these sources include nutrient nitrogen, 



phosphorous, ammoniacal nitrogen, biological and chemical 



oxygen demand. Impacts on the study areas to be enclosed 



inside the boundary are considered to have been 



insignif icant. 
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5. Registered waste exemptions, mostly associated with 



arable operations at Old Hall Farm, since permit issue: - 



 



• WEX380722 - D7 Burning waste in the open, S1 storing 



waste in secure containers, S2 Storing waste in a 



secure place and U8 using waste for a specified 



purpose, registration date 02/09/2023, expiry date 



06/09/2026. 



• WEX468632 - D1 Depositing waste f rom dredging 



inland waters, D4 Depositing agricultural waste 



consisting of  plant tissue under a Plant Health Notice, 



D6 Disposal by incineration, D7 Burning waste in the 



open, T1 Cleaning, washing, spraying or coating 



relevant waste, U10 Spreading waste to benef it 



agricultural land, U13 Spreading plant matter to provide 



benef its, U14 Incorporating ash into the soil, U15 



Spreading of  pig and poultry ash, U4 Burning of  waste 



as a fuel in a small appliance, U8 Using waste for a 



specif ied purpose registration date 09/08/2025, expiry 



date 08/08/28. National Grid reference for WEX468632 



is TM 13133 84452 inside the existing boundary (south 



of  workshop). 



 



33.  All the waste exemptions are common on-farm exemptions. 



Provided operators adhere to relevant wastes and specific 



conditions deterioration of  land and groundwater in the 



study areas is not expected.  Impacts on the study areas to 



be enclosed inside the boundary are considered to have 



been insignif icant. 



 



Visual/olfactory evidence of  existing contamination 



 



6. No visual/olfactory evidence of  existing contamination 



inside the study areas during the site walkover on 31st 



October 2025. 



 



Evidence of  damage to pollution control measures 



 



7. No evidence of  damage to any pollution control measures 



inside the study areas during the site walkover on 31st 



October 2025. 



 
8. Most recent pollution inventory waste transfers included 



engine and gear and lubricating oils (hazardous waste)8.  



Provided operators adhere to relevant wastes and specific 



conditions for storage in secure containers and 



consignment to registered carriers’ deterioration of  land and 



groundwater in the study areas is not expected.  Impacts on 



the study areas to be enclosed inside the boundary are 



considered to have been insignif icant. 
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Have any ‘dangerous 
substances’ not identified in 



the Application Site Condition 
Report been used or produced 
as a result of the permitted 



activities? 



9. Not found evidence for use or production of  any relevant  



hazardous ‘dangerous substances’ substances besides 



those already identif ied in the SCR. 



 



Checklist of 
supporting 
information 



Application Variation V003 Environmental risk assessment 
Application Variation V003 Surface Water Drainage Plan. 
 



 



 
 



5.0 Measures taken to protect land. 
 



 
Use records that you collected during the life of  the permit to summarise whether pollution prevention 



measures worked. If  you can’t, you need to collect land and/or groundwater data to assess whether 
the land has deteriorated. 
 



Checklist of 



supporting 
information 



• Inspection records and summary of  f indings of  inspections for all pollution 
prevention measures 



• Records of  maintenance, repair, and replacement of  pollution prevention 
measures 



 



 
6.0 Pollution incidents that may have had an impact on land, and their remediation. 



 



 
Summarise any pollution incidents that may have damaged the land. Describe how you investigated 
and remedied each one. If  you can’t, you need to collect land and /or groundwater reference data to 



assess whether the land has deteriorated while you’ve been there. 
 



Checklist of 
supporting 



information 



• Records of  pollution incidents that may have impacted on land. 



• Records of  their investigation and remediation 



 



 
7.0 Soil gas and water quality monitoring (where undertaken) 
 



 



Provide details of  any soil gas and/or water monitoring you did. Include a summary of  the f indings. 
Say whether it shows that the land deteriorated as a result of  the permitted activities. If  it did, outline 
how you investigated and remedied this. 



 



Checklist of 
supporting 
information 



• Description of  soil gas and/or water monitoring undertaken 



• Monitoring results (including graphs) 



 
 
8.0 Decommissioning and removal of pollution risk 



 



 
Describe how the site was decommissioned. Demonstrate that all sources of  pollution risk have been 
removed. Describe whether the decommissioning had any impact on the land. Outline how you 



investigated and remedied this. 
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Checklist of 
supporting 
information 



• Site closure plan 



• List of  potential sources of  pollution risk 



• Investigation and remediation reports (where relevant) 



 



 
9.0 Reference data and remediation (where relevant) 



 



 
Say whether you had to collect land and/or groundwater data. Or say that you didn’t need to because 
the information f rom sections 3, 4, 5 and 6 of  the Surrender Site Condition Report shows that the land 



has not deteriorated. 
 
If  you did collect land and/or groundwater reference data, summarise what this entailed, and what 



your data found. Say whether the data shows that the condition of  the land has deteriorated, or 
whether the land at the site is in a “satisfactory state.” If  it isn’t, summarise what you did to remedy 
this. Conf irm that the land is now in a “satisfactory state” at surrender.  



 



Checklist of 
supporting 
information 



• Land and/or groundwater data collected at application (if  collected) 



• Land and/or groundwater data collected at surrender (where needed) 



• Assessment of  satisfactory state 



• Remediation and verif ication reports (where undertaken) 



 



 



10.0 Statement of site condition 
 



 
Using the information f rom sections 3 to 7, give a statement about the condition of the land at the site. 



This should conf irm that: 
 



• the permitted activities have stopped. 



• decommissioning is complete, and the pollution risk has been removed. 



• the land is in a satisfactory condition. 
 



 
 



 
 



 
 












Application Variation V003 Site Plan 11122025.pdf











Application Variation V003 Slurry Drainage Plan 11122025.pdf
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Summary, Technical Standards & Controls for 



EPR/TP3330QY/V003, Old Hall Farm, Burston, Diss, Norfolk, IP22 5TF  
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2 About your proposed change 



 



Q2b Summary of proposed change 



 



Application for Administrative Variation 



 



1. Note, we have previously submitted a separate application for an administrative variation 



to remove the names of persons who have left the farming partnership and ceased to be 



operators of day-to-day intensive pig rearing activities at Old Hall Farm under the permit. 



To remove Mr Stuart Geoffrey Calton having left the farming partnership to pursue other 



ventures, Mr Geoffrey Hugh Richard Calton (retired), and Mrs Rosemary Calton (retired). 



Mr Karl Calton continues to be the operator trading as 'Calton Brothers'. 



 



Application for transfer 



 



2. Note, we have previously submitted a separate application for transfer to a new operator 



owing to having added a new partner who has day-to-day responsibility for intensive pig 



rearing activities at Old Hall Farm under the permit. Applied to transfer permit to Mr Karl 



Calton and Mr William Calton and continue trading as Calton Brothers. 



 



Application Variation V003  



 



3. Application to vary permit to increase the installation boundary for additional houses and 



places for pigs and existing features omitted in the original permit application: - 



 



• Erect 2no pig houses F7&G6 for rearing pigs >30kg including finishers and growers 



• Addition of house F6 for rearing finishers >30kg as built in 2021 (retrospective) 



• Increase capacity for production pigs >30kg to 6,320, up from 3,000 places 



• Increase capacity for pigs <30kg to 4,500, up from 3,000 places (DAA) 



• Addition of existing drainage features including a ditch acting as a soakaway for 



uncontaminated roof and surface water runoff and existing concrete apron used for 



scraping (retrospective) 



• Addition of emergency back-up generator (thermal input 0.142MW) (retrospective). 



 



4. New pig houses G6 for rearing growers <30kg and F6 and F7 for finishers >30kg designed 



to be operated in accordance with SGN EPR 6.09 and Best Available Techniques (BAT) 



Conclusions Document – 4.7.5.9 Straw flow system on a solid concrete floor with natural, 



side ventilation, no ridge ventilation. Concrete floors poured over a continuous damp proof 



membrane, steel portal frame construction with low-pitched insulated roofs covered with 



steel cladding, precast concrete grain wall panels and a concrete apron for access.  



 



5. Existing pig houses will continue to be used as described in the permit without changes in 



capacity or operation - 13no. houses numbered W1-W3 for 7-15kg pigs (weaners), G1-G5 



for 15-30kg pigs (growers) and F1-F5 for pigs over >30kg (finishers). Houses designed to 



be operated in accordance with SGN EPR 6.09 and Best Available Techniques (BAT) 



Conclusions Document – 4.7.4.14 Full litter system (in case of solid concrete floor) for 



weaners and growers and .7.5.9 Straw flow system on a solid concrete floor for finishers. 
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All have natural, side ventilation, no ridge ventilation. Weaners delivered from breeding 



farms elsewhere for rearing onsite and transport to a local abattoir. 



 
6. Straw bedding spread over lying areas prior to pigs being moved into any houses. Use 



sufficient straw to bind all the dung and urine to prevent ponding and minimise ammonia 



and odour. Dunging & laying areas pushed out regularly and replaced with new straw. 



Drinking water provided via non-leaking drinkers to keep bedding dry to minimise ammonia 



and odour, and water consumption will be monitored.  



 
7. Feed all the pigs a four-stage pelleted diet appropriate to pigs’ nutritional requirements at 



each stage of growth. A lower percentage crude protein and phosphorous in each diet will 



be supplemented with essential amino acids, inorganic phosphates, and authorised 



additives to minimise nitrogen and phosphorous excretion and odour. Store feedstuffs in 



fully enclosed package silos and feed delivery equipment to minimise waste, dust, and 



odour and with kerbs or barriers as required to protect them from collision damage. 



 



8. Separate surface water and slurry drainage to prevent cross-contamination and pollution 



in any watercourse, underlying geology, or groundwater. Sustainable urban drainage 



system (SuDS) for clean roof water including rainwater harvesting to be installed on 



houses F7&G6 to supplement mains water for all the houses and French drains filled with 



stones act as soakaways to infiltrate any surplus into the ground. Gutters and downpipes 



on most pig houses and other buildings convey clean roof water runoff via solid 



underground pipes and discharge into offsite ditches, tributaries of the River Waveney.  



 
9. The concrete apron gets dirty when pushing out solid manure and straw and when washing 



houses after destocking. There is a separate slurry drainage system via sloping concrete, 



catch-pits and pumped via solid underground pipes into an earth-banked slurry lagoon - 



covered with a fixed plastic membrane to minimise ammonia emissions and odour. 



Emergency back-up generator (thermal input 0.142MW).in event of any power outage. 



Solid manure and straw stored on heaps on the concrete apron with collection channels 



for slurry runoff. Slurry and solid manure exported offsite for spreading on land owned by 



the operators or a third party to confer agricultural benefit in accordance with a manure 



management plan in NVZ and the Code of Good Agricultural Practise. The existing slurry 



lagoon and manure heaps have sufficient storage capacity for the additional pig places. 



 
10. Pig mortalities removed from houses daily and recorded. Carcasses stored in secure, 



covered containers to minimise odour and flies and frequently removed offsite by an 



approved transporter under the National Fallen Stock Scheme.  



 
11. Shelfanger Meadows Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) within 5km and three local 



wildlife sites within 2km. Computer dispersion modelling of ammonia from pigs predicted 



no adverse impact on any of the wildlife sites. Residential dwellings and agricultural 



premises are sensitive receptors for dust, odour and noise within 400m. 
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4 Management systems 



 



Table 1: Summary of environment management system for Old Hall Farm  



EMS  • Implementing Environment Agency (2010) EPR 6.09 Sector Guidance Note: 



How to comply – Intensive Farming Version 2. 



• Stock movements and pig numbers onsite recorded as per statutory 



requirements in Nitrate Pollution Prevention Regulations 2015, and Pigs 



(Records, Identif ication and Movement) Order 2011. 



• Manure management complies with Nitrate Pollution Prevention Regulations.  



• Storage facilities comply with the Water Resources (Control of  Pollution) 



(Silage, Slurry and Agricultural Fuel Oil) (England) Regulations 2010 



(SSAFO). 



• AHDB Model Template B3.5 6a Environmental Risk Assessment 



• AHDB Model Template B3.5 8b Odour Management Plan 



• AHDB Model Template B3.5 8c 1 Noise Management Plan 



• AHDB Model Template B3.5 8c 2 Bioaerosol Management Plan 



• Staf f  are trained and aware of  their own and contractors’ responsibilities.  



 



Normal 



operations 



• Daily records are kept on all aspects of  the farm’s operation including:  



o Pig movements 



o Feed consumption and deliveries 



o Delivery of  goods and materials 



o Medication 



o Mortalities 



o Temperatures of  areas within pig housing. 



• Weekly records of  water and fuel consumption are kept.  



• Staf f  carry out daily inspections to ensure all plant is operating correctly. 



• Operators f requently review information and operations with staf f  to identify 



any unexpected or abnormal changes in operation and agree suitable remedial 



action, if  necessary. 



 



Maintenance 



schedule and 



records 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



• A programme of  planned preventive maintenance is carried out on all plant 



and equipment including: 



o ventilation equipment 



o sensors and detectors 



o feed and water systems. 



• Inspection & maintenance schedule based on manufacturer’s  



recommendations. 



• Buildings and equipment on site are inspected weekly and checked for visual 



signs of  leakage, corrosion and structural damage, security, and correct 



operation.  



• Emergency backup diesel-f ired generator in place at Old Hall Farm to 



guarantee suf f icient air renewal for chicken welfare and benef it pig rearing 



installation including the slurry pumps. Thermal input 0.142 MW (165 KVA) 



less than 1 MW so not a specif ied generator under the Environmental 



Permitting Regulations and not in scope of  Medium Combustion Plant 



Directive. Operated for the purpose of  testing for not more than 50 hours per 



year or operated for not more than 500 hours per year averaged over three 



years, including testing. 



• A record of  all faults, maintenance work and inspections is kept in the farm 



of f ice. 
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Incidents and 



abnormal 



operations 



 



• Measures are in place to identify incidents and abnormal operations such as 



breakdowns, damage, etc.  



• Staf f  are trained to notice and respond to abnormal changes in operations by 



investigating the causes. They then either take steps to get back to normal 



operation and ensure the problem does not reoccur or report issues that 



cannot be immediately addressed. 



• A copy of  the permit is available and accessible for staf f  to read.  



• Staf f  have been given training on the potential environmental impacts of  the 



unit and their role in ensuring environmental impacts are minimised.  



 



Complaints 



system 



 



• Complaints relating to the farm’s activity are logged and referred to the 



Operators for investigation and follow-up action (a copy of the forms to can be 



found in the Dust, Odour and Noise Management Plans). 



• A record is kept of  any remedial action to prevent or minimise the causes, and 



staf f  also respond to concerns raised by the local community, as appropriate.  



• On receipt of  the environmental permit, we will place a site identif ication notice 



at the entrance of  the site clearly visible f rom a public highway in accordance 



with ‘How to comply with your environmental permit for intensive farming 



Version 2; 2010 (EPR 6.09 SGN). The sign will notify neighbours and members 



of  the public about the nature of  the farm and who they can contact for further 



information or to notify a concern. 



 



Accidents 



 



• The Site has an Accident Management Plan which will be implemented if  an 



accident occurs.  



• Events or failures that could damage the environment have been identif ied in 



the Environmental Risk Assessment.  



• All staf f  are aware of  the location and content and their responsibilities in event 



of  an accident. 



 



Training and 



qualif ications 



 



• All staf f  are suitably qualif ied to work at the installation.  



• All staf f  receive formal training f rom both operators and external training  



providers, which includes making them aware of  their (and contractors) roles 



and responsibilities. 



• All staf f  will have received formal training on health and safety, the accident 



management plan and will be trained in the requirements of  the environmental 



permit and pollution prevention. 



• New staf f  are mentored as part of  their on-the-job training. 



• Staf f  and contractors have def ined roles and understand what is required of  



them and what others will carry out. 



• Training and instruction of  staf f and contractors is recorded in the training plan 



which is kept in the farm of f ice. 



• As a Red Tractor Assured farm, key staf f  are registered members of  the Piig 



Industry Professional Register (PIPR). 



 



Site security 



 



• The site does not have a secure perimeter fence but is hidden f rom the nearby 



road by trees, hedgerows and other farm buildings. Located at some distance 



f rom the public highway and accessed via a private roadway.  



• Pig houses, sheds, stores, tanks, and equipment are securely locked at night. 



• The site gates locked at night to prevent pedestrian and vehicle access out of  



hours. 



• The fuel oil tanks are secure and locked. 
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• Signs are placed around perimeter to warn people against entering the site. 



• There is no public footpath through any part of  the site. 



 



Site closure/ 



decommissioning 



plan 



 



• This plan indicates how buildings, inf rastructure and any remaining manures 



and wastes will be dealt with when a site if  closed or decommissioned. 



• The plan also includes a record of  any pollution incidents, such as spillage of  



oil, leaking stores, etc that have occurred during the operation of  the permitted 



site, together with he steps taken to remedy that pollution at the time. This will 



help to establish whether the site is in a satisfactory state when the permitted 



Schedule 1 Activity (pig production) ceases and the permit is surrendered.  



• A Site Closure/decommissioning Plan will be created to apply to surrender the 



permit. 
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7 Emissions to air, water, and land  



 



Table 2 Emissions (releases) at Old Hall Farm 



Emission point description and location Source 



Point source emissions to air 



A1 Natural side ventilation as shown on the 



Groundsure Old Hall Farn, Burston, Norfolk, 



IP22 5TF block plan dated 13/11/2025 



included with the application for 



EPR/TP3130QY/V002 



Pig houses F1-F7, G1-G6 & W1-W3 



A2 Vent as shown on the Groundsure Old 



Hall Farn, Burston, Norfolk, IP22 5TF block 



plan dated 13/11/2025 included with the 



application for EPR/TP3130QY/V002 



Diesel tank 



A3 Exhaust outlet as shown on the 



Groundsure Old Hall Farn, Burston, Norfolk, 



IP22 5TF block plan dated 13/11/2025 



included with the application for 



EPR/TP3130QY/V002 



Emergency backup diesel-fired generator  



A4 Vent off fuel tank as shown on the 



Groundsure Old Hall Farn, Burston, Norfolk, 



IP22 5TF block plan dated 13/11/2025 



included with the application for 



EPR/TP3130QY/V002 



Diesel tank for backup generator  



Point source emissions to water 



W1 Outlet at NGR TM 1317 8453 into offsite 



ditch east of boundary, a tributary of the River 



Waveney as shown on the Groundsure Old 



Hall Farn, Burston, Norfolk, IP22 5TF block 



plan dated 13/11/2025 included with the 



application for EPR/TP3130QY/V002 



Uncontaminated roof water runoff from pig 



houses G4&G5, W3, straw barn, 



machinery store and concrete apron (no 



mucking-out or washing) 



W2 Outlet at NGR TM 1318 8426 into offsite 



ditch south of boundary, a tributary of the 



River Waveney as shown on the Groundsure 



Old Hall Farn, Burston, Norfolk, IP22 5TF 



block plan dated 13/11/2025 included with 



the application for EPR/TP3130QY/V002 



Uncontaminated roof water runoff from pig 



houses F1, F2&F5, G1-G3, W1&W2, 



grain store, workshop and diesel store 



and concrete apron (no mucking-out or 



washing) 



W3 Outlet at NGR TM 1308 8429 into offsite 



ditch south of boundary, a tributary of the 



River Waveney as shown on the Groundsure 



Old Hall Farn, Burston, Norfolk, IP22 5TF 



block plan dated 13/11/2025 included with 



the application for EPR/TP3130QY/V002 



Uncontaminated roof water runoff from pig 



houses F3-F4&F6 and concrete apron (no 



mucking-out or washing) 



W5 Outlet at NGR TM 1306 8456 into slurry 



lagoon as shown on the Groundsure Old Hall 



Farn, Burston, Norfolk, IP22 5TF block plan 



Slurry runoff from inside pig houses F1-



F7, G1-G6 & W1-W3, solid manure heaps 



and runoff the concrete apron used for 



mucking and washing out  
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dated 13/11/2025 included with the 



application for EPR/TP3130QY/V002 



W6 Outlet at NGR TM 1305 8456 into slurry 



lagoon as shown on the Groundsure Old Hall 



Farn, Burston, Norfolk, IP22 5TF block plan 



dated 13/11/2025 included with the 



application for EPR/TP3130QY/V002 



Slurry runoff concrete apron for loading 



slurry 



Point source emissions to land 



L1 French drain filled with stones act as 



soakaway as shown on the Groundsure Old 



Hall Farn, Burston, Norfolk, IP22 5TF block 



plan dated 13/11/2025 included with the 



application for EPR/TP3130QY/V002 



Uncontaminated roof water runoff from pig 



house W3 



L2 Ditch act as soakaway as shown on the 



Groundsure Old Hall Farn, Burston, Norfolk, 



IP22 5TF block plan dated 13/11/2025 



included with the application for 



EPR/TP3130QY/V002 



Uncontaminated roof water runoff from pig 



houses F5, G1-G3, W1&W2 and concrete 



apron in between F5&G1 and F5&G2 (no 



mucking-out or washing) 



L3 French drains filled with stones act as 



soakaways as shown on the Groundsure Old 



Hall Farn, Burston, Norfolk, IP22 5TF block 



plan dated 13/11/2025 included with the 



application for EPR/TP3130QY/V002 



Uncontaminated roof water runoff from pig 



houses F5&G1 (no mucking-out or 



washing) 



L4 French drains filled with stones act as 



soakaways as shown on the Groundsure Old 



Hall Farn, Burston, Norfolk, IP22 5TF block 



plan dated 13/11/2025 included with the 



application for EPR/TP3130QY/V002 



Uncontaminated roof water runoff from pig 



houses F3-F4 (no mucking-out or 



washing) 



L5 French drain filled with stones act as a 



soakaway as shown on the Groundsure Old 



Hall Farn, Burston, Norfolk, IP22 5TF block 



plan dated 13/11/2025 included with the 



application for EPR/TP3130QY/V002 



Uncontaminated roof water runoff from pig 



houses F7&G6 (overspill from rainwater 



harvesting system) 



Point source emissions to sewer, effluent treatment plants or other transfers offsite 



None  
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8 Operating techniques 



 



Table 3 Technical Standards for Old Hall Farm 



Schedule 1 activity  • Section 6.9; Part A(1)(a) Rearing poultry or pigs intensively at installation 



with more than – (ii) 2,000 places for production pigs (over 30kg) 



 



Technical guidance • Environment Agency (2010) EPR 6.09 Sector Guidance Note: How to 



comply – Intensive Farming Version 2.  



• Best Available Techniques (BAT) Reference Document for the Intensive 



Rearing of  Poultry or Pigs 2017. 



 



 



Table 4 Main measures to control emissions from Old Hall Farm  



Selection and use 



of  feed 



 



Technical standard: 



you must take 



appropriate 



measures to 



provide a diet which 



minimises the 



excretion of  



nitrogen and 



phosphorous. 



Nitrogen & Phosphorous 



 



• Protein and phosphorous levels in the rations are matched to the animals’  



needs by providing at least two dif ferent feed formulations.  



• Nutritionist to regularly review and reformulate diets - optimise production 



and minimise excretion of  nutrients. 



• More detail on techniques used to minimize nitrogen and phosphorous 



excretion under Nutritional Management for BAT3 & BAT4 (below). 



 



Buildings and associated inf rastructure& 



• All buildings and associated inf rastructure, i.e., feed storage bins will be 



package bins, designed to allow at least a two-stage feeding regime. 



 



Pig housing design 



and management. 



 



Technical standard: 



you must take 



appropriate 



measures in the 



design and 



management of  



housing to minimize 



the emissions f rom 



those systems 



Appropriate measures for design  



• Package nipple drinkers designed to prevent leakage (waste). 



• Solid f loor system comprising: 



o Scraped areas that prevent ponding or build of  urine. 



o Dung passages and bedding areas are sloped to drain urine and 



prevent ponding. 



 



Appropriate measures for management  



• Dunging and lying areas are clearly dif ferentiated to ensure that the lying 



areas are kept clean and dry. 



• Scraped areas will be operated to prevent ponding or buildup of  urine. 



• Dunging areas will be cleaned out by scraping regularly. 



• Bedded areas will have suf f icient straw or other bedding material to keep 



the lying areas clean and dry, and to bind nitrogen to reduce ammonia 



emissions. 



• Floors will be kept f ree f rom urine or slurry puddles, either through: 



o Provision of  additional bedding material to soak it up, or 



o Management to address puddles as they arise by scraping. 



 



Ventilation 



• Draughts will be avoided in lying areas. 



• Dunging areas in naturally ventilated buildings sited beneath air inlets.  
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Temperature 



• The minimum temperature such that pigs do not need to huddle together 



will be maintained. 



 



General management 



• Package drinkers will be operated to prevent leakage. 



• Floors and walls will be kept clean. Keeping the pigs clean will help keep 



the walls clean. 



• Cracks and damaged areas of  walls will be repaired. 



 



Livestock numbers 



and movements 



 



• Keeping a record of  the capacity of  the installation.  



• Record animal movements on and of fsite and will be available on request. 



 



Slurry spreading 



and manure 



management 



planning – of fsite 



activity 



Spreading of manure and slurry on land outside of the installation boundary is not 



considered to part of the permitted installation. In the rare circumstances where 



spreading occurs within the installation boundary the requirements are covered by the 



existing operating techniques permit condition. 



 



• Solid manure and slurry will be exported of fsite for: - 



• Spreading on land owned by the operator and a third party to confer 



agricultural benef it in accordance with a management plan in an NVZ. 



• We will maintain written evidence of  the arrangements including:  



• Records of  the quantities and date of  transfers 



• Names and addresses and land acreage available where manure and 



slurry will be exported for spreading to land 



• Alternatively, where any third party accepts liability for removing manure 



or slurry f rom the installation, we will provide acceptable conf irmation that:  



as a minimum, the third party will ensure the manure is spread to land in 



accordance with the Code of  Good Agricultural Practise; or 



• that the spreading will be in accordance with a manure management plan 



for the receiving land  



• There are contingency arrangements in place should the land become 



unavailable.  



 



Slurry spreading 



and manure 



management 



planning – onsite 



activity 



• No manure of  slurry will be spread onsite. 



 



Waste sent of fsite 



 



• Waste collected by a registered carrier with transfer documentation.  



  



Fugitive emissions 



 



Appropriate measures for preventing and minimising fugitive emissions.  



 



General building and site maintenance 



• We will maintain buildings in good repair to minimise water leaks into the 



houses which may increase the moisture content of  the manure. 



• We will keep areas around buildings f ree f rom build-up of  manure, slurry, 



or spilt feed. 



• We will maintain impervious surfaces and containment kerbs where these 



may be contaminated with potentially polluting substances. For example, 
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concrete areas around buildings will be kept f ree f rom cracks (cracks in 



concrete yards can pose a risk to groundwater). 



 



Management of  drainage systems and runof f  



• All drainage systems will be identif ied on the drainage plan submitted with 



Application Variation V003. 



• Clean water systems will not be contaminated. Under no circumstances 



will slurry (including seepage f rom solid manure) be allowed to enter 



surface water drains or enter the ground. 



• Contamination of  the yard area will be minimised to reduce the amount 



of  contaminated water that requires disposal. This will include: 



o Keeping yards visibly clean 



o Keeping drainage channels clear 



o Cleaning up accumulations of  spilt feed and dust.  



• Drainage f rom animal housing and water f rom cleaning out is slurry and 



will be collected in the earth-banked slurry lagoon prior to land spreading. 



• Drainage f rom yards likely to be contaminated by manure or slurry will be 



collected in the slurry lagoon. 



• The collection system is constructed to deal with the volumes contained.  



 



Disinfectant footbaths 



• Disinfectant footbaths are designed not to overf low. 



• Spent disinfectants f rom footbaths will be added to the manure or slurry 



and exported of fsite. 



 



Feedstuf f  



• Store potentially dusty feedstuf fs in package purpose-built silos. 



• Use package transfer systems with augers and pipes to automatically 



transfer feedstuf fs f rom the storage silos direct into feeders in the houses. 



 



Housing ventilation 



• Ventilation systems will be operated to achieve optimum air quality 



conditions at each stage of  growth in all weather and seasonal conditions. 



• Ventilation will be appropriate to the age, weight and health of  the animal.  



 



Slurry storage (including pig slurry and wash water)  



• Will continue to use existing slurry drainage system and earth-banked 



slurry lagoon, no enlargement required for Application Variation V002 for 



more houses and places for pigs. 



• Slurry system conforms with the technical measures detailed in the Water 



Resources (Control of  Pollution) (Silage, Slurry and Agricultural Fuel Oil) 



Regulations 2010, amended. 



• Slurry lagoon is covered with a f ixed, f loating plastic membrane.  



• Minimum slurry lagoon storage capacity is six months in a NVZ including 



allowance for rainwater.  



 



Manure storage 



• Will continue to store solid manure in the yard on the concrete apron 



providing an impermeable base, no enlargement required for Application 



Variation V003 for more houses and places for pigs. 
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• Provided a collection and containment system for the liquid runof f  (slurry). 



Conforms with the technical measures detailed in the Water Resources 



(Control of  Pollution) (Silage, Slurry and Agricultural Fuel Oil) Regulations 



2010, amended. 



 



Carcase management  



• Carcasses will be stored in secure, covered containers to minimise odour 



and f lies and f requently removed of fsite by an approved transporter under 



the National Fallen Stock Scheme. 



 



Appropriate measures for bunding and containment 



 



Agricultural fuel oil and other chemical storage 



• Agricultural fuel oil, pesticides, and veterinary medicines will be contained 



in areas capable of  retaining any spillage. 



• Agricultural fuel oil storage facilities will be bunded. Package, fuel oil 



storage tank will meet requirements of  the Water Resources (Control of  



Pollution) (Silage, Slurry and Agricultural Fuel Oil) Regulations 2010,  



amended  



• Pesticides and veterinary medicines will be kept in a store that is resistant 



to f ire, dry, f rost-f ree, and secure against unauthorised access. 



• Vermin control chemicals are brought onsite by a registered contractor 



for use as needed.   



 



Dust & bio-aerosols, noise and odour 



• The H1 Environmental Risk Management submitted with Application 



Variation V003 for more houses and places for pigs identif ied sources of  



dust & bio-aerosols, noise, and odour with potential to cause annoyance 



for sensitive receptors within 100 and 400m, respectively. Updated the 



dust & bioaerosols, noise and odour management plans to support the 



overall EMS. 
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Q8a Technical standards contd. EC (2017) Best Available techniques (BAT) Reference 



Document for the Intensive Rearing of Poultry or Pigs at Old Hall Farm 



 



Environment Agency issued the permit EPR/TP3330QY in 2019, following the adoption of the 



Best Available Techniques (BAT) Reference Document for the Intensive Rearing of Poultry or 



Pigs 2017. Concluded the operator will be compliant with the Environmental Permitting 



Regulations/Industrial Emissions Directive if they are compliant with their permit including 



modern permit conditions and schedules. Included the Agency’s typical permitting decisions 



(italic) in how the site is demonstrating compliance in Table 5: - 



 



Table 5 Measures in accordance with EC (2017) Best Available techniques (BAT) Reference Document  



BAT Description How is the site demonstrating compliance 



BAT 1 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



EMS 



 



In order to improve the 



overall performance of 



farms, BAT is to implement 



and adhere to an 



environmental 



management system 



(EMS) that incorporates all 



the following features [in 



the BAT conclusions 



document]. 



 



Operator already holding a written management system comprising a 



suite of documents to help identify and minimise the risk of pollution. 



These include an accident management plan, maintenance plan, staff 



training and where necessary odour and noise management plans. 



This is a requirement of the existing general management condition in 



the permit. 



 



By 21 February 2021, the operator will be required to update their 



management system to include an environmental policy statement and 



demonstrate their commitment of their management to the EMS. This 



will be checked during routine compliance inspections.  



 



Operator has an Environmental Policy statement in place. 



 



BAT 2 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Good housekeeping 



 



In order to prevent or 



reduce the environmental 



impact and overall 



performance, BAT is to use 



all the techniques given [in 



the BAT conclusions 



document]. 



The operator is already required to manage their operation as set out 



in the existing general management and operating techniques 



conditions in the permit. In complying with these conditions, we expect 



the operator to use most of the techniques identified in BAT2. 



 



Operator is using all of the techniques given: - 



• Proper location of the plant/farm and spatial arrangements of the 



activities in order to: 



o Reduce transport of animals and materials (including 



manure) 



o Take into account prevailing climatic conditions (e.g., wind 



and precipitation).  



o prevent the contamination of water. 



• Educating and training of staff, in particular for: 



o relevant regulations, livestock farming, animal health and 



welfare, manure management, worker safety, and operator 



and stockmen have formal qualifications. 



o manure transport and land-spreading 



o planning of activities  



o emergency planning and management 



o repair and maintenance of equipment. 
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• Prepared an emergency plan for dealing with unexpected 



emissions and incidents such as pollution of water bodies. This 



includes: 



o a plan of the farm showing the drainage systems and water 



/effluent sources  



o plans of action for responding to certain potential events for 



example fire, uncontrolled run-off from manure heaps, oil 



spillages, etc. 



o available equipment for dealing with a pollution incident for 



example spill kit for oil spillages. 



• Regularly check, repair, & maintain structures & equipment such 



as: 



o slurry stores for any sign of damage, degradation, leakage 



o slurry pumps  



o water and feed supply systems 



o silos, and transport equipment,  



o cleanliness of the farm, and pest management. 



• Storie dead animals in such a way as to prevent or reduce 



emissions.  



 



Nutritional management 



BAT 3 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



In order to reduce total 



nitrogen excreted and 



consequently ammonia 



emissions while meeting 



the nutritional needs of 



the animals, BAT is to 



use a diet formulation 



and nutritional strategy 



which includes one or a 



combination of the 



techniques given [in the 



BAT conclusions 



document]. 



Operator already required to have a nutritional strategy to reduce 



nitrogen and phosphorous. This requirement is incorporated into the 



existing operating techniques condition in the permit. 



 



In addition, the variation included a new condition requiring the 



operator to report annually the levels of nitrogen and phosphorous 



excretion per animal place to demonstrate compliance with the BAT-



associated total nitrogen and phosphorous excreted. The operator will 



now need to submit monitoring to demonstrate they are compliant. If 



they are not compliant with the BAT-associated total nitrogen and total 



phosphorous excreted, they will be in breach of the permit and will 



need to revisit their nutritional management techniques. Based on our 



review, and engagement with industry, we expect all operators to meet 



the BAT-associated excretion levels. 



 



Where the BAT-associated total nitrogen and total phosphorous 



excreted level is not met the operator will be required to consider and 



adopt alternative diets or feed additives which enable them to meet the 



level. 



  



Operator is using a combination of the techniques given: - 



 



• Reduce the crude protein content using a N-balanced diet based 



on the energy needs and digestible amino acids. Soya bean meal 



added into feedstuffs during milling to increase crude protein and 
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supplement otherwise low natural levels in cereal grains. 



Percentage of soya reduced as pigs grow.  



• Multiphase feeding with a diet formulation adapted to the specific 



requirements of the production period – four separate diets will be 



provided which contain an increasingly lower percentage of crude 



protein as pigs grow. 



• Addition of controlled amounts of essential amino acids to a low 



crude protein diet – highly digestible amino acid analogues will be 



added into all feedstuffs during milling, including lysine, 



methionine, threonine, and valine to supplement otherwise low 



natural levels in cereal grains. 



 



BAT 4 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



In order to reduce total 



phosphorous excreted 



while meeting the 



nutritional needs of the 



animals, BAT is to use a 



diet formulation and 



nutritional strategy which 



includes one or a 



combination of the 



techniques given [in the 



BAT conclusions 



document]. 



 



As BAT 3. 



 



Operator is using a combination of the techniques given: - 



 



• Multiphase feeding with a diet formulation adapted to the specific 



requirements of the production period – four separate diets will be 



provided which contain an increasingly lower percentage of 



phosphorous as pigs grow. 



• Use of authorised feed additives which reduce the total 



phosphorous excreted. Specifically, 6-phytase enzyme will be 



added into all the feedstuffs during milling, otherwise pigs 



normally lack sufficient intestinal phytase. The enzyme degrades 



the bound phytate phosphorous in wheat grains and soya during 



digestion, making more of this naturally occurring phosphorous 



and other nutrients available to the pigs. 



• Use of highly digestible inorganic phosphates for the partial 



replacement of conventional sources of phosphorous in the feed. 



Specifically, dicalcium phosphate will be added during milling into 



the first of the four diets for younger pigs. 



 



BAT 5 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Efficient use of water 



 



In order to use water 



efficiently, BAT is to use a 



combination of the 



techniques given [in the 



BAT conclusions 



document]. 



 



Operator is already required to minimise the use of water as set out in 



the existing efficient use of raw materials in the permit. 



 



Operator is using a combination of the techniques given: - 



• Keep a record of water use. 



• Detect and repair water leakages. 



• Use high pressure cleaners for cleaning animal housing and 



equipment. 



• Select and use suitable equipment e.g. package nipple drinkers 



ensuring water availability (ad-libitum).  



• Re-use uncontaminated rainwater as cleaning water. 
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Emissions from wastewater 



BAT 6 



 



 



 



 



 



 



In order to reduce the 



generation of wastewater, 



BAT is using a combination 



of the techniques given [in 



the BAT conclusions 



document]. 



 



These requirements are fulfilled through existing permit conditions on 



general management, the efficient use of raw materials and emissions 



of substances not controlled by emissions limits. 



 



Operator is using a combination of techniques given: - 



• Keep the fouled yard areas as small as possible. 



• Minimise use of water. 



• Segregate uncontaminated rainwater from wastewater streams 



that require treatment. 



 



BAT 7 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



In order to reduce 



emissions to water from 



wastewater, BAT is to use 



one or a combination of the 



techniques given [in the 



BAT conclusions 



document]. 



 



The operator is already required to minimise emissions of wastewater 



through existing permit conditions on general management, operating 



techniques and emissions of substances not controlled by emissions 



limits. 



 



Where appropriate the operator is already expected to have dedicated 



slurry and/or wash water storage which is compliant with BAT 



standards (equivalent to the standards set out in The Silage Slurry and 



Agricultural Fuel Oil Regulations (SSAFO). These requirements also 



apply to reception pits, channels, underground tanks, and pipework 



and requires that slurry is collected and contained. 



 



Operator is using a combination of the techniques given: - 



• Drain wastewater to a dedicated container or to a slurry store 



• Land spreading wastewater [offsite]. 



 



BAT 8 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Efficient use of energy 



 



In order to use energy 



efficiently in a farm. BAT is 



to use a combination of the 



techniques given [in the 



BAT conclusions 



document]. 



The operator is already required to minimise the use of energy through 



existing permit conditions on general management and energy 



efficiency. 



 



Operator will be using a combination of the techniques given: - 



• Insulation of the walls, floors and/or ceilings of animal housing. 



• Use of energy efficient lighting. 



• Apply natural ventilation. 



Noise emissions 



BAT 9 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



In order to prevent, or 



where that is not 



practicable, to reduce 



noise emissions, BAT is to 



set up and implement a 



noise management plan, 



as part of the 



environmental 



management system (see 



BAT 1).  



A noise management plan (NMP) is in place when there are relevant 



receptors within 400m of the installation boundary or there have been 



substantiated complaints. This reflects our current approach, and no 



change is required. 



 



This conclusion is only applicable where we expect noise pollution, or 



it has been substantiated. We anticipate the potential for noise 



pollution within 400m of sites, and require operators with receptors 



located within this distance, or at sites where noise complaints have 



been substantiated at receptors outside this distance, to have an NMP. 
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BAT 9 is only applicable to 



cases where a noise 



nuisance at sensitive 



receptors is expected 



and/or has been 



substantiated. 



This is already detailed in the existing permit condition on noise and 



vibration in the permit. This condition allows for us to require a NMP if 



not previously in place. In the event of noise complaints or other 



evidence of risk of noise pollution beyond the installation boundary. 



 



The NMP needs to be regularly updated and reviewed to prevent noise 



pollution and ensure compliance. 



 



Dwelling houses and agricultural premises within 400m of Old Hall 



Farm Pig are sensitive receptors. Submitted an updated NMP for 



Application Variation V002 for more places and houses for pigs 



which includes the following elements: 



 



• A protocol containing appropriate actions and timelines 



• A protocol for conducting noise monitoring 



• A protocol for response to identified noise events. 



 



Operator has no records or recollections of having substantiated any 



noise concerns or complaints, so a noise reduction programme to 



implement elimination and/or reduction measures is not considered 



necessary. 



 



BAT 10 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



In order to prevent, or 



where that is not 



practicable, to reduce 



noise emissions, BAT is to 



use one or a combination 



of the techniques given [in 



the BAT conclusions 



document]. 



 



Nose minimisation has been considered in equipment location and 



operation in the permit determination stage. 



 



The operator is already required to prevent and minimise noise 



through the existing permit conditions on general management, 



operating techniques and noise and vibration. The existing operating 



techniques permit condition already allows us to require the operator 



to update the NMP to introduce additional BAT measures to minimise 



the risk of noise pollution beyond the installation in the event of 



substantiated noise complaints at local receptors. 



 



Operator will be using a combination of the techniques given: - 



 



• Equipment location for example installed package feed bins on 



every house to minimise the length of feed delivery pipes and 



minimise movement of vehicles on the farm. 



• Operational measures include: 



o Equipment operated by experienced staff 



o Avoidance of noisy activities at night and during weekends 



wherever possible 



o Provisions for noise control during maintenance activities 



o Operating augers full of feed 



o Keep outdoor scraped areas to a minimum in order to reduce 



noise from scraper tractors. 



• Low noise equipment. This includes equipment such as: 
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o Pumps and compressors 



o feeding system which reduces the pre-feeding stimulus 



including use of package feeders and ad-libitum feeding in 



place. 



 



The BAT measures have also been identified in the NMP. 



 



BAT 11 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Dust emissions 



 



In order to reduce dust 



emissions from each 



animal house, BAT is to 



use one or a combination 



of the techniques given [in 



the BAT conclusions 



document]. 



Techniques are already in place to reduce dust generation inside 



sheds such as ad-libitum feeding. 



 



The operator is already required to minimise dust emissions through 



existing permit conditions on general management, operating 



techniques and emissions of substances not controlled by emission 



limits. 



 



Operator will reduce dust generation inside livestock buildings. For this 



purpose, a combination of the following techniques will be used: - 



 



• Use coarser long barley or wheat straw for bedding 



• Applying fresh straw bedding by hand 



• Ad-libitum feeding 



• Pelleted feed 



• Equip dry feed stores which are filled pneumatically with dust 



separators 



• Designed and operate ventilation system with low air speed inside 



the pig houses. 



 



Odour emissions 



BAT 12 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



In order to prevent, or 



where that is not 



practicable, to reduce 



odour emissions from a 



farm, BAT is to set up, 



implement and regularly 



review an odour 



management plan, as part 



of the environmental 



management system (see 



BAT 1), that includes the 



following elements [in the 



BAT conclusions 



document]. 



An odour management plan (OMP) is in place when there are relevant 



receptors within 400m of the installation boundary or there have been 



substantiated complaints. This reflects our current approach, and no 



change is required. 



 



This conclusion is only applicable where we expect odour pollution, or 



it has been substantiated. We anticipate the potential for odour 



pollution within 400m of sites, and require operators with receptors 



located within this distance, or at sites where odour complaints have 



been substantiated at receptors outside this distance, to have an OMP. 



This is already detailed in the existing permit condition on odour in the 



permit. The condition allows for us to require an OMP if not previously 



in place, in the event of odour complaints or other evidence of risk of 



odour pollution beyond the installation boundary. 



 



The OMP needs to be regularly updated and reviewed to prevent 



odour pollution and ensure compliance. 



 



Dwelling houses and agricultural premises within 400m of Old Hall 
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Farm Pig are sensitive receptors. Submitted an updated NMP for 



Application Variation V002 for more places and houses for pigs. 



which includes the following elements: 



 



• A protocol containing appropriate actions and timelines 



• A protocol for conducting odour monitoring 



• A protocol for response to identified odour events. 



 



Operator has no records or recollections of having substantiated any 



odour concerns or complaints, so an odour reduction programme to 



implement elimination and/or reduction measures is not considered 



necessary. 



 



BAT 13 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



In order to prevent, or 



where that is not 



practicable, to reduce 



odour emissions and/or 



odour impact from a farm, 



BAT is to use a 



combination of the 



techniques given [in the 



BAT conclusions 



document]. 



 



Odour minimisation has been considered in equipment location and 



operation in the permit determination stage. 



 



The operator is already required to prevent and minimise odour 



through the existing permit conditions on general management, 



operating techniques, and odour. The existing operating techniques 



permit condition already allows us to require the operator to update the 



OMP to introduce additional BAT measures to minimise the risk of 



odour pollution beyond the installation in the event of substantiated 



odour complaints at local receptors. 



 



Dwelling houses and agricultural premises within 400m of Old Hall 



Farm Pig are sensitive receptors. Submitted an updated OMP for 



Application Variation V002 for more places and houses for pigs. 



which includes using a combination of the techniques given: - 



 



• Use a housing system which implements a combination of the 



principles including keeping pigs and the surfaces dry and clean 



(e.g. avoid feed spillages) 



• Use a combination of the techniques for storage of manure 



including cover slurry during storage and minimise stirring of slurry 



• Use a combination of the techniques for manure landspreading 



include a band spreader, shallow injector or deep injector for 



slurry landspreading and incorporate manure as soon as possible. 



 



The BAT measures have also been identified in the OMP. 



 



Emissions from solid manure storage 



BAT 14 



 



 



 



 



 



In order to reduce 



ammonia emissions to air 



from the storage of solid 



manure, BAT is to use one 



or a combination of the 



techniques given [in the 



The operator is already required to prevent and minimise emissions of 



ammonia from solid manure through the existing permit conditions on 



general management, operating techniques and emissions of 



substances not controlled by emission limits. 



 



Operator will be using one of the techniques given: - 
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BAT conclusions 



document]. 



• Reduce the ratio between the emitting surface and the volume of 



the solid manure heap. 
 



BAT 15 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



In order to prevent, or 



where that is not 



practicable, to reduce 



emissions to soil and water 



from the storage of solid 



manure, BAT is to use a 



combination of the 



techniques given [in the 



BAT conclusions 



document]. 



The operator is already required to prevent and minimise emissions to 



soil and water through the existing permit conditions on general 



management, operating techniques and emissions of substances not 



controlled by emission limits. 



 



Operator will be using a combination of the techniques given: - 



• Store solid manure on solid impermeable floor equipped with a 



drainage system and a collection tank for the runoff 



• Selected a storage facility with a sufficient storage capacity to hold 



the solid manure during periods in which landspreading is not 



possible 



• Store solid manure in field heaps placed away from surface and/or 



underground watercourses which liquid runoff might enter. 



 



Emissions from slurry storage 



BAT 16  In order to reduce 



ammonia emissions to air 



from a slurry store, BAT is 



to use a combination of the 



techniques given [in the 



BAT conclusions 



document]. 



 



The operator is already required to prevent and minimise emissions of 



ammonia from slurry through the existing permit conditions on general 



management, operating techniques and emissions of substances not 



controlled by emission limits. 



 



Operator will be using and earth-banked slurry store (lagoon) (BAT17) 



 



BAT 17 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



In order to reduce 



ammonia emissions to air 



from an earth-banked 



slurry store (lagoon), BAT 



is to use a combination of 



the techniques [in the BAT 



conclusions document]. 



 



The operator is already required to prevent and minimise emissions of 



ammonia from slurry through the existing permit conditions on general 



management, operating techniques and emissions of substances not 



controlled by emission limits. 



 



Operator will be using a combination of the techniques given: - 



• Minimise stirring of slurry 



• Cover the earth-banked slurry store (lagoon) with a flexible plastic 



sheet. 



 



BAT 18 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



In order to prevent 



emissions to soil and water 



from slurry collection, 



piping and from a store 



and/or an earth-banked 



storage (lagoon), BAT is to 



use a combination of the 



techniques given [in the 



BAT conclusions 



document]. 



 



Existing permit conditions on general management, operating 



techniques and emissions of substances not controlled by emission 



limits will ensure this requirement is met. 



 



Operator will be using a combination of the techniques given: - 



• Use stores that can withstand mechanical, chemical and thermal 



influences. 



• Select a storage facility with sufficient capacity to hold the slurry 



during periods in which landspreading is not possible 



• Construct leak-proof facilities and equipment for collection and 



transfer of slurry (e.g. catchpits, channels, drains, pump stations) 
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• Store slurry in earth-banked store (lagoon) with an impermeable 



base and walls e.g. with clay lining 



• Check structural integrity of stores at least once every year. 



 



BAT 19 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



On farm processing of 



manure 



 



If on farm processing of 



manure is used, in order to 



reduce emissions of 



nitrogen, phosphorous, 



odour and microbial 



pathogens to air and water 



and facilitate manure 



storage and/or land 



spreading, BAT is to 



process the manure by 



applying one or a 



combination of the 



techniques given [in the 



BAT conclusions 



document]. 



No on-farm processing of manure. 



 



 



Manure land spreading 



BAT 20 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



In order to prevent or, 



where that is not 



practicable, to reduce 



emissions of nitrogen, 



phosphorous, and 



microbial pathogens to soil 



and water from manure 



land spreading BAT is to 



use all the techniques 



given [in the BAT 



conclusions document]. 



Spreading of manure and slurry on land outside of the installation 



boundary is not considered to part of the permitted installation. In the 



rare circumstances where spreading occurs within the installation 



boundary the requirements are covered by the existing operating 



techniques permit condition. 



 



No manure land spreading onsite. 



  



BAT 21 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



  



In order to reduce 



ammonia emissions to air 



from slurry land spreading, 



BAT is to use a 



combination of the 



techniques given [in the 



BAT conclusions 



document]. 



 



Spreading of manure and slurry on land outside of the installation 



boundary is not considered to part of the permitted installation. In the 



rare circumstances where spreading occurs within the installation 



boundary the requirements are covered by the existing operating 



techniques permit condition. 



 



No slurry land spreading onsite.  



 



BAT 22 



 



 



In order to reduce 



ammonia emissions to air 



from manure land 



Spreading of manure and slurry on land outside of the installation 



boundary is not considered to part of the permitted installation. In the 



rare circumstances where spreading occurs within the installation 
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spreading, BAT is to 



incorporate the manure 



into the soil as soon as 



possible. 



boundary the requirements are covered by the existing operating 



techniques permit condition. The time delay between land spreading 



and incorporation into the soil is now a maximum of 12 hours. 



 



No solid manure or slurry land spreading onsite.  



 



BAT 23 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



In order to reduce 



ammonia emissions from 



the whole production 



process for the rearing of 



pigs (including sows) or 



poultry, BAT is to estimate 



or calculate the reduction 



of ammonia emissions 



from the whole production 



process using the BAT 



implemented on the farm.   



An operator complying with the relevant existing conditions in the 



permit will meet this BAT conclusion in so far as they will have reduced 



ammonia emissions compared to those they would have produced had 



they not implemented BAT. The operator is not required to report they 



are meeting the BAT-AELs annually. 



 



 



Monitoring of emissions and process parameters 



BAT 24 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



BAT is to monitor the total 



nitrogen and total 



phosphorous excreted in 



manure using one or more 



of the following techniques 



[in the BAT conclusions 



document] with at least the 



frequency given [in the 



BAT conclusions 



document]. 



The operator will now be required to comply with a new permit 



condition which sets out a requirement to monitor nitrogen and 



phosphorous levels in livestock manure. 



 



This can be carried out using a mass balance of nitrogen based on the 



feed intake, dietary content of crude protein and animal performance 



or estimation by using manure analysis for total nitrogen content and 



the equivalent for phosphorous. 



 



Operator is monitoring total nitrogen and phosphorous excreted in 



manure using one the techniques with at least the frequency given: 



 



• Calculation by using a mass balance a mass balance of nitrogen 



and phosphorous based on the feed intake, crude protein content 



of the diet, total phosphorous and animal performance. 



 



For annual reporting from January 2025 for the 2024 calendar year 



use the Pig Excreta Mass Balance Model. Available at 



https://ahdb.org.uk/knowledge-library/environmental-permitting-



regulations 



  



BAT 25 



 



 



 



 



 



 



BAT is to monitor ammonia 



emissions to air using one 



of the following techniques 



with at least the frequency 



given [in the BAT 



conclusions document].  



The operator will now be required to comply with a new permit 



condition setting out a requirement for annual reporting on ammonia 



emissions. This should not represent a new requirement as they 



already submit this in their Pollution Inventory return. 



 



We expect all operators will demonstrate compliance using emissions 



factors (one of the identified techniques) however they may choose to 





https://ahdb.org.uk/knowledge-library/environmental-permitting-regulations


https://ahdb.org.uk/knowledge-library/environmental-permitting-regulations
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monitor ammonia emissions using a suitable and agreed monitoring 



protocol. 



 



Operator is monitoring ammonia emissions to air using one the 



techniques with at least the frequency given: 



 



• Estimation by using emission factors 



 



For annual pollution inventory reporting use government emission 



factors. Available at https://www.gov.uk/guidance/ammonia-emission-



factors-for-pig-and-poultry-screening-modelling-and-reporting 



 



BAT 26 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



BAT is to periodically 



monitor odour emissions to 



air. 



Routine monitoring (e.g., subjective ‘sniff testing’) is not expected in 



most cases, as we would expect the odour management plan to 



minimise and prevent any odour pollution. It will only be expected as 



part of ongoing odour management at sites where there have been 



substantiated odour complaints. 



 



Dwelling houses and agricultural premises within 400m of Old Hall 



Farm Pig are sensitive receptors. Submitted an updated OMP for 



Application Variation V003 for more places and houses for pigs. 



which includes ‘sniff-testing’ (as required). 



 



BAT 27 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



BAT is to monitor dust 



emissions from each 



animal house using one of 



the following techniques 



with at least the frequency 



given [in the BAT 



conclusions document]. 



The operator will now be required to comply with a new permit 



condition setting out a requirement for annual reporting of dust 



emissions. For pigs this is a new requirement. 



 



We expect all operators will demonstrate compliance using the 



emissions factors techniques. 



 



For pigs, particulate matter is not normally expected. Unless operators 



have information to the contrary they can leave the column blank in 



the pollution inventory according to advice on the government website.  



Available at https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/pollution-



inventory-reporting-guidance-notes/intensive-farming-pollution-



inventory-reporting#part-2-releases-to-air 



 



BAT 28 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



BAT is to monitor 



ammonia, dust and/or 



odour emissions from each 



animal house equipped 



with an air cleaning system 



by using all of the following 



techniques with at least the 



frequency given [in the 



BAT conclusions 



document]. 



If an air scrubber or cleaning system is in place, the operator will be 



required to comply with this BAT conclusion.  Air abatement systems 



are not common as they are costly and only work with closed housing 



systems so are not appropriate for a retrofit to older housing. Where 



such abatement is in place (for ammonia or odour abatement) the 



criteria has been met via process monitoring.   



 



No air cleaning systems are proposed. 



  





https://www.gov.uk/guidance/ammonia-emission-factors-for-pig-and-poultry-screening-modelling-and-reporting


https://www.gov.uk/guidance/ammonia-emission-factors-for-pig-and-poultry-screening-modelling-and-reporting


https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/pollution-inventory-reporting-guidance-notes/intensive-farming-pollution-inventory-reporting#part-2-releases-to-air


https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/pollution-inventory-reporting-guidance-notes/intensive-farming-pollution-inventory-reporting#part-2-releases-to-air


https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/pollution-inventory-reporting-guidance-notes/intensive-farming-pollution-inventory-reporting#part-2-releases-to-air
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BAT 29 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



BAT is to monitor the 



following process 



parameter at least once 



every year: - 



• Water consumption 



• Electric energy 



consumption 



• Fuel consumption 



• Number of incoming and 



outgoing animals 



• Feed consumption 



• Manure generation. 



 



The operator is already required to keep records for these parameters 



in their current permit through existing permit conditions on energy 



efficiency, efficient use of raw materials and operating techniques. 



These will be checked during routine compliance inspections. 



 



Operator is keeping records on all the specified process parameters. 



 



 



BAT 30 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Ammonia emissions 



from pig houses 



 



In order to reduce 



ammonia emissions to air 



from each pig house, BAT 



is to use one or a 



combination of the 



techniques given [in the 



BAT conclusions 



document]. 



 



We are confident that pig farm installations will be able to comply with 



the objective of BAT 30 via the usage of existing housing and operating 



techniques. 



 



This is based on the operator using techniques listed in this conclusion 



and achieving the BAT-AELs or by demonstrating the method used 



produces an equivalent level of protection. ‘Equivalence’ will need to 



be confirmed through emissions monitoring to show compliance with 



the BAT-AELs. Our review of housing types in England indicates that 



all operators should already be compliant with the techniques set out 



in BAT30. This will be checked during routine compliance inspections. 



 



The operator is required to comply with the new permit condition to 



carry out annual monitoring and reporting. The results will need to 



meet the associated BAT-AELs. We expect the operator will 



demonstrate compliance using emission factors. 



 



Compliance with AELs is covered under a new condition and 



associated process monitoring table.  



 



Operator is using a combination of techniques which apply the 



principles to increase the frequency of slurry (manure) to external 



storage and keep litter clean and dry: - 



 



• Full litter system (in case of a solid concrete floor) for weaners (7-



15kg) and fattening pigs (growers) (15-30kg) 



• Straw flow system (in case of a solid concrete floor) for housing 



production pigs (>30kg)  



 



BAT 31 Ammonia emissions 



from houses for laying 



hens, broiler breeders or 



pullets 



 



Not applicable at Old Hall Farm 
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In order to reduce 



ammonia emissions to air 



from each house for laying 



hens, broiler breeders or 



pullets, BAT is to use one 



or a combination of the 



techniques given [in the 



BAT conclusions 



document]. 



 



BAT 32 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Ammonia emissions 



from houses for broilers 



 



In order to reduce 



ammonia emissions to air 



from each house for 



broilers, BAT is to use one 



or a combination of the 



techniques given [in the 



BAT conclusions 



document]. 



 



Not applicable at Old Hall Farm 



 



BAT 33 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Ammonia emissions 



from houses for ducks 



 



In order to reduce 



ammonia emissions to air 



from each house for 



ducks, BAT is to use one 



or a combination of the 



techniques given [in the 



BAT conclusions 



document]. 



 



Not applicable at Old Hall Farm 



 



BAT 34 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Ammonia emissions 



from houses for turkeys 



 



In order to reduce 



ammonia emissions to air 



from each house for 



turkeys, BAT is to use one 



or a combination of the 



techniques given [in the 



BAT conclusions 



document]. 



Not applicable at Old Hall Farm 
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8 Operating Techniques 
 



Proposed changes for Application Variation V003 for more houses and places for pigs will not significantly change the raw materials inventory. 



 



Table 6 Raw materials inventory for Old Hall Farm 



Raw materials inventory Quantity 



stored onsite 



(litres/kg)  



Quantity used 



per year 



(litres/kg) 



Justification for use of this material 



 



Biocides (includes disinfectants, wood preservatives, slimicides) 



Disinfectants for housing and equipment tbc tbc Defra Disinfectants Approved for use in 



England, Scotland, and Wales. 



Pesticides (including herbicides, vertebrate control products, biological pesticides) 



Rodenticide baits, often in proprietary bait boxes tbc tbc HSE UK List of Authorised Biocidal Products 



Veterinary medicines (excluding dietary additives) 



Provided only in accordance with a veterinary 



prescription as required 



tbc tbc Pig welfare/disease/pest control 



Bedding types 



Barley straw generally preferred subject to availability, 



or wheat straw. 



tbc tbc UK industry standard, readily available, efficacy 



& cost. Barley straw is softer, more palatable 



and less dusty. 



Fuels and oils 



Gasoline (red diesel) for tractors  tbc tbc Agricultural industry standard, efficacy & cost 



Inventory will be reviewed every 4 years and updated if alternative products are available. 
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10 Resource efficiency and climate change 
 



Proposed changes for Application Variation V003 for more houses and places for pigs will 



not significantly change energy use or the basic measures for improving energy efficiency. 



 



Table 7 Energy use at Old Hall Farm 



Energy source Use  



Grid electricity  Lighting, feed augers, water pumps, slurry pumps. 



Red diesel Tractors & scrapers. 



 



Table 8 Basic measures for improving how energy efficient activities are at Old Hall Farm 



Activity Basic energy efficiency measures 



Lighting • Low energy LED lighting installed/proposed across the whole site 



Tractors & 



scrapers. 



• Planned preventive maintenance with professional engineers in 



accordance with manufacturer’s instructions and keeping records. 



Monitoring  



 



• Supplier invoices, electricity meter readings for kWh used. 



• Supplier invoices for red diesel litres delivered. 



• Keeping records. 



Climate 



change 



agreement  



• Not proposing to enter into a climate change agreement on 



account use relatively low electricity kWh. Not cost effective on 



account of the high entry and annual administration fees in a CCA 



versus the savings from climate change levy discount on invoices. 



 



 



Q10c How we avoid producing waste in line with Council Directive 2008/98/EC on 



waste at Old Hall Farm  



 



12. Proposed changes for Application Variation V003 for more houses and places for pigs will 



not change how we avoid producing waste. 



 



13. Solid manure, slurry, and packaging waste arising from the pig rearing activities will be 



treated in accordance with the waste hierarchy referred to in Article 4 of the Waste 



Framework Directive. Waste will be segregated and securely stored for export offsite for 



recycling and recovery by land treatment to confer agricultural or ecological benefit.   



 



14. Carcasses of dead pigs will be treated in accordance with EU 142/2011 Commission 



Regulation implementing Regulation 1069/2009 of The European Parliament and of the 



Council laying down health rules as regards animal by-products ‘The EU Implementing 



Regulation. Animal by-products segregated and securely stored for export offsite by an 



approved transporter under the National Fallen Stock Scheme 
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H1 Environmental Risk Assessment for Old Hall Farm 
 



What do you do that can harm and what could be harmed? Managing the risk Assessing the risk 



Hazard Receptor Pathway Risk management 
Probability of 
exposure 



Consequence 
What is the 
overall risk? 



What has the potential to 
cause harm? 



What is at risk? 



What do I wish to 
protect? 



How can the 



hazard get to 
the receptor? 



What measures will you take to reduce the risk? If it occurs, who is 
responsible for what?  



How likely is 
this contact? 



What harm can 
be caused? 



What is the risk 
that remains?  



The balance of 
probability and 
consequence 
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Table 1 Assessment of odour risk 
 



Odour f rom feed 



delivery, storage 



 



 



 



 



Sensitive 



receptors 



within 400m 



(Dwellings & 



agricultural 



premises) 



 



Air Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Odour Management Plan in place. 



• Feed delivery will be sealed to minimise atmospheric dust. 



• Any spillage of  feed around bins is immediately cleaned up.   



• The condition of  feed bins is checked f requently so that any 



damage or leaks can be identif ied. 



• The unit is relatively isolated so there is minimal risk of  dust  



causing direct odour nuisance. 



 



Unlikely Odour 



annoyance 



Not signif icant  



• Odour arising 



f rom problems 



with the 



ventilation 



system 



• Inadequate air 



movement in the 



house leading to 



high humidity & 



wet bedding. 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Sensitive 



receptors 



within 400m 



(Dwellings & 



agricultural 



premises) 



 



Air Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• The ventilation system will be regularly adjusted according 



to the age and requirements of  the pigs 



• The ventilation system will be designed to ef f iciently remove 



moisture f rom the house 



• Stocking density maintained at or below levels set out in 



welfare regulations. 



Unlikely Odour 



annoyance 



Not signif icant  











What do you do that can harm and what could be 
harmed? 



Managing the risk Assessing the risk 



Hazard Receptor Pathway Risk management 
Probability of 
exposure 



Consequence 
What is the 
overall risk? 



What has the 
potential to cause 
harm? 



What is at 
risk? What do 



I wish to 
protect? 



How can the 
hazard get to 
the receptor? 



What measures will you take to reduce the risk? If it occurs, who is 
responsible for what?  



How likely is 
this contact? 



What harm 
can be 
caused? 



What is the 
risk that 
remains?  
The balance of 
probability and 
consequence 
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Manure and slurry 



management: 



 



• Odours arising 



f rom poorly 



managed muck 



and slurry 



collection, 



removal and 



distribution 



• The use of  



insuf f icient or 



poor-quality 



straw 



• Spillage of  water 



f rom drinking 



systems 



• Disease and vice 



outbreaks. 



 



Sensitive 



receptors 



within 400m 



(Dwellings & 



agricultural 



premises) 



 



Air Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Controls on feed and ventilation (see above) help to 



maintain air quality 



• Additional controls include insulated walls and ceilings to 



prevent condensation 



• Regular maintenance and correct positioning to avoid 



overf low f rom feed and drinking systems 



• Concrete f loors to prevent water ingress and surfaces 



arranged to avoid build-up of  stagnant water 



• Stocking density at optimal levels to prevent overcrowding  



• Pens and yards kept clean 



• Slurry collection systems enclosed and regularly emptied to 



avoid anaerobic conditions 



• Frequent removal of  manure and slurry; wind direction 



observed. 



 



 



Unlikely Odour 



annoyance  



Not signif icant  



Carcase disposal:  



 



• Inadequate 



storage of  



carcases onsite 



 



 



Sensitive 



receptors 



within 400m 



(Dwellings & 



agricultural 



premises) 



 



Air Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Carcases are placed in sealed containers immediately af ter 



they are removed and regularly removed by an approved 



transporter under the National Fallen Stock Scheme 



 



Unlikely Odour 



annoyance  



Not signif icant  











What do you do that can harm and what could be 
harmed? 



Managing the risk Assessing the risk 



Hazard Receptor Pathway Risk management 
Probability of 
exposure 



Consequence 
What is the 
overall risk? 



What has the 
potential to cause 
harm? 



What is at 
risk? What do 



I wish to 
protect? 



How can the 
hazard get to 
the receptor? 



What measures will you take to reduce the risk? If it occurs, who is 
responsible for what?  



How likely is 
this contact? 



What harm 
can be 
caused? 



What is the 
risk that 
remains?  
The balance of 
probability and 
consequence 
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Buildings:  



 



• Cleaning and 



disinfection 



• Emptying slurry 



pit 



• Removal of  



slurry & manure 



Sensitive 



receptors 



within 400m 



(Dwellings & 



agricultural 



premises) 



 



Air Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Pens and yards kept clean 



• Slurry collection systems enclosed and regularly emptied to 



avoid anaerobic conditions 



• Frequent removal of  manure and slurry, wind direction 



observed 



• Slurry not agitated on removal unless necessary and 



potentially odorous spillages cleared up. 



 



Likely Odour 



annoyance 



Not signif icant  



Odour arising f rom 



manure and slurry 



spreading 



 



 



 



 



Sensitive 



receptors 



within 400m 



(Dwellings & 



agricultural 



premises) 



Air As above 



 



• Manure mainly exported to other farms for use 



• Any that is spread on land is highlighted in the manure 



management plan and comply with NVZ regulations 



• Intermittent activity only. 



Likely Odour 



annoyance 



Not signif icant  



Odour arising f rom 



manure and slurry 



Sensitive 



receptors 



within 400m 



(Dwellings & 



agricultural 



premises) 



 



Air Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Site will operate under odour management plan 



 



Likely Odour 



annoyance 



Not signif icant 



if  managed in 



accordance 



with the odour 



management 



plan 











What do you do that can harm and what could be 
harmed? 



Managing the risk Assessing the risk 



Hazard Receptor Pathway Risk management 
Probability of 
exposure 



Consequence 
What is the 
overall risk? 



What has the 
potential to cause 
harm? 



What is at 
risk? What do 



I wish to 
protect? 



How can the 
hazard get to 
the receptor? 



What measures will you take to reduce the risk? If it occurs, who is 
responsible for what?  



How likely is 
this contact? 



What harm 
can be 
caused? 



What is the 
risk that 
remains?  
The balance of 
probability and 
consequence 
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Storage – slurry 



lagoon, FYM f ield 



heaps 



Sensitive 



receptors 



within 400m 



(Dwellings & 



agricultural 



premises) 



 



Air Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Feed selection to minimise excretion of  nutrients 



• Storage areas (including f ield heaps) sited away f rom 



neighbours 



• Reduced surface area of  above ground store 



• Slurry lagoon covered 



• Areas of  open, dirty concrete minimised 



• Stores emptied regularly. 



 



Likely Odour 



annoyance 



Not signif icant  



 



Table 2 Assessment of noise risk 
 



Noise problems f rom 



large vehicles 



travelling to and f rom 



the farm.  



 



Mobile source 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Sensitive 



receptors 



within 400m 



(Dwellings & 



agricultural 



premises) 



 



Air Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Vehicles are required to be driven on to and of fsite with due 



consideration for neighbours  



• Deliveries of  feed and fuel are made only during the 



daytime, if  possible, so that disturbance is minimised  



• General animal movements made during daylight hours and 



of  short duration, with minimum stress 



• All vehicles maintained so as to minimise engine noise and 



are driven slowly to and f rom the site  



• Roads and tracks maintained to minimise noise produced. 



Unlikely Noise 



annoyance 



Not signif icant  











What do you do that can harm and what could be 
harmed? 



Managing the risk Assessing the risk 



Hazard Receptor Pathway Risk management 
Probability of 
exposure 



Consequence 
What is the 
overall risk? 



What has the 
potential to cause 
harm? 



What is at 
risk? What do 



I wish to 
protect? 



How can the 
hazard get to 
the receptor? 



What measures will you take to reduce the risk? If it occurs, who is 
responsible for what?  



How likely is 
this contact? 



What harm 
can be 
caused? 



What is the 
risk that 
remains?  
The balance of 
probability and 
consequence 
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Large vehicles onsite 



for delivering feed, 



loading live pigs at 



end of  the growing 



period, removal of  



muck and slurry f rom 



houses. 



 



Mobile source 



 



Sensitive 



receptors 



within 400m 



(Dwellings & 



agricultural 



premises) 



 



Air Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Vehicles need to be well maintained and must be driven 



slowly around the site 



• Engines to be switched of f  when not in use 



• Vehicles which are f itted with an audible 'vehicle reversing' 



warning system are generally used only in the daytime 



• Idling of  machines avoided and engine revs kept low with an 



ef fective silencer 



• Need for scraping minimised and underground slurry 



transfer systems to slurry lagoon in place 



• Slurry tanker f illing & emptying will be an intermittent activity  



• Machinery & equipment sited as far as possible f rom 



neighbours. 



 



Unlikely Noise 



annoyance 



Not signif icant  



Small vehicles 



travelling to and f rom 



the farm e.g., staf f  



and visitors’ cars, 



courier van 



deliveries, etc 



  



Mobile source 



 



Sensitive 



receptors 



within 400m 



(Dwellings & 



agricultural 



premises) 



 



Air Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Small vehicles arrive during the normal working day and 



therefore are seen as low risk 



Unlikely Noise 



annoyance 



Not signif icant  











What do you do that can harm and what could be 
harmed? 



Managing the risk Assessing the risk 



Hazard Receptor Pathway Risk management 
Probability of 
exposure 



Consequence 
What is the 
overall risk? 



What has the 
potential to cause 
harm? 



What is at 
risk? What do 



I wish to 
protect? 



How can the 
hazard get to 
the receptor? 



What measures will you take to reduce the risk? If it occurs, who is 
responsible for what?  



How likely is 
this contact? 



What harm 
can be 
caused? 



What is the 
risk that 
remains?  
The balance of 
probability and 
consequence 
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Feed transfer f rom 



lorry into bins 



 



Fixed source 



 



 



 



 



Sensitive 



receptors 



within 400m 



(Dwellings & 



agricultural 



premises) 



 



Air Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Buildings act as screen between delivery vehicle discharge 



point and nearest dwelling. 



• Vehicles are well maintained and designed so that noise 



during feed transfer is minimised  



• Conveyors and augers not operated when empty 



• Blower and vacuum type delivery vehicles f itted with low 



noise units. 



 



Unlikely Noise 



annoyance 



Not signif icant  



Pigs 



 



Mobile source 



 



 



 



 



 



Sensitive 



receptors 



within 400m 



(Dwellings & 



agricultural 



premises) 



 



Air Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Noise f rom pigs may be considered to be a likely cause for 



complaint during the growing period 



• During loading, noise f rom animals is minimised by careful 



handling and by prompt removal of  the lorry f rom the site 



when full 



Unlikely Noise 



annoyance 



Not signif icant  



Personnel 



 



Mobile source 



 



 



 



 



 



Sensitive 



receptors 



within 400m 



(Dwellings & 



agricultural 



premises) 



 



Air Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Staf f  and other contractors are required to carry out their 



work without creating excessive noise f rom shouting and 



use of  radios, etc. 



Unlikely Noise 



annoyance 



Not signif icant  











What do you do that can harm and what could be 
harmed? 



Managing the risk Assessing the risk 



Hazard Receptor Pathway Risk management 
Probability of 
exposure 



Consequence 
What is the 
overall risk? 



What has the 
potential to cause 
harm? 



What is at 
risk? What do 



I wish to 
protect? 



How can the 
hazard get to 
the receptor? 



What measures will you take to reduce the risk? If it occurs, who is 
responsible for what?  



How likely is 
this contact? 



What harm 
can be 
caused? 



What is the 
risk that 
remains?  
The balance of 
probability and 
consequence 
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Repairs 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Sensitive 



receptors 



within 400m 



(Dwellings & 



agricultural 



premises) 



 



Air Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Noise management plan (NMP) in place 



• If  repairs to the site are required, the work is undertaken with 



due regard for possible noise nuisance and during the 



normal working day  



• In the event of  major repair work being undertaken which is 



likely to cause signif icant noise and disruption, neighbouring 



residents will be notif ied in advance. 



Unlikely Noise 



annoyance 



Not signif icant  



Manure/slurry 



spreading 



Sensitive 



receptors 



within 400m 



(Dwellings & 



agricultural 



premises) 



 



Air Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Machinery operated at reasonable times, where possible, 



and idling avoided 



• Equipment maintained to optimum standards 



• Intermittent activity. 



 



Unlikely Noise 



annoyance 



Not signif icant  



 



 











What do you do that can harm and what could be 
harmed? 



Managing the risk Assessing the risk 



Hazard Receptor Pathway Risk management 
Probability of 
exposure 



Consequence 
What is the 
overall risk? 



What has the 
potential to cause 
harm? 



What is at 
risk? What do 



I wish to 
protect? 



How can the 
hazard get to 
the receptor? 



What measures will you take to reduce the risk? If it occurs, who is 
responsible for what?  



How likely is 
this contact? 



What harm 
can be 
caused? 



What is the 
risk that 
remains?  
The balance of 
probability and 
consequence 



 



 
Application Variation V003 | Page 8/17 



Table 3 Assessment of fugitive emissions risk 
 



To air       



Dust  



(Including  



bioaerosols)  



 



Sources:  



• Straw  



• Feed 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Sensitive 



receptors 



within 100m 



(Dwellings & 



agricultural 



premises): - 



• Nuisance 



• Contributes 



to odours 



• Human 



health 



(inhalation) 



 



Surrounding 



vegetation: 



Covers leaves 



and inhibits 



photosynthesis 



 



Surrounding 



land: Nutrient 



enrichment of  



soils 



 



Air Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Use of  suitable bedding materials and good storage of  such 



materials  



• Use of  pelleted feed delivered in sealed systems and stored 



in covered containers 



• Regular clearing of  dust to prevent build up within buildings, 



on roofs and around vents, as part of  the disease control 



strategy 



 



Dust could 



potentially 



reach the 



sensitive 



receptors 



when a 



strong wind 



blows in that 



direction 



which it does 



on most 



occasions. 



 



Management 



actions 



should 



prevent this 



happening. 



 



  



 



 



Nuisance: 



dust on 



surrounding 



vegetation, 



cars, clothing 



 



Smothering 



and direct 



damage to 



nearby 



vegetation. 



 



 



Pigs/staf f  



may get 



stressed and 



become 



unwell. 



Not signif icant 



if  managed in 



accordance 



with the dust 



management 



plan  











What do you do that can harm and what could be 
harmed? 



Managing the risk Assessing the risk 



Hazard Receptor Pathway Risk management 
Probability of 
exposure 



Consequence 
What is the 
overall risk? 



What has the 
potential to cause 
harm? 



What is at 
risk? What do 



I wish to 
protect? 



How can the 
hazard get to 
the receptor? 



What measures will you take to reduce the risk? If it occurs, who is 
responsible for what?  



How likely is 
this contact? 



What harm 
can be 
caused? 



What is the 
risk that 
remains?  
The balance of 
probability and 
consequence 
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Contributes to 



respiratory 



problems for 



pigs and staf f . 



 



Ammonia 



 



Source:  



Pig housing and 



manure and slurry 



storage, removal & 



spreading  



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Sensitive 



receptors 



within 400m 



(Dwellings & 



agricultural 



premises) 



 



Pigs and staf f : 



High levels 



can cause 



respiratory 



problems. 



 



Also perceived 



as nuisance as 



it contributes 



to odours 



 



Surrounding 



vegetation: 



Direct toxic 



ef fect and 



Air 



 



Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Mitigation measures as for odour 



• Feed formulated to match pig requirements and to minimise 



amount of  ammonia produced 



• Rations under periodic review 



• Provision of  suf f icient straw in bedding to bind nitrogen, 



where appropriate 



• Ventilation and heating control systems designed to provide 



optimal environment and regularly monitored & maintained 



• Frequency of  manure/slurry removal to optimise pen 



cleanliness 



• Dedicated purpose-built facilities for slurry and manure 



• Manure/slurry spread at low level and in accordance with 



the Manure Management Plan and NVZ rules. 



• Fully trained operators 



• Soils regularly analysed and applications made in response 



to crop requirements to avoid spreading more slurry/manure 



than is needed. 



 



 



 



The impact 



of  ammonia 



on air 



emissions 



f rom the 



installation 



has been 



addressed 



using the H1 



methodology 



and detailed 



air dispersion 



modelling. 



The results 



predict there 



will be little 



likelihood of  



impact to 



nearby 



wildlife site. 



 



. 



Aerial 



deposition 



and direct 



toxic ef fect 



on trees 



 



Nutrient 



enrichment & 



acidif ication 



of  soils and 



changes to 



sensitive 



ecosystems  



 



Respiratory 



problems in 



humans and 



mammals  



 



 



 



 



Not signif icant  











What do you do that can harm and what could be 
harmed? 



Managing the risk Assessing the risk 



Hazard Receptor Pathway Risk management 
Probability of 
exposure 



Consequence 
What is the 
overall risk? 



What has the 
potential to cause 
harm? 



What is at 
risk? What do 



I wish to 
protect? 



How can the 
hazard get to 
the receptor? 



What measures will you take to reduce the risk? If it occurs, who is 
responsible for what?  



How likely is 
this contact? 



What harm 
can be 
caused? 



What is the 
risk that 
remains?  
The balance of 
probability and 
consequence 
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changes to 



sensitive 



ecosystems 



 



Surrounding 



land: Nutrient 



enrichment 



and 



acidif ication of  



soils.  



 



Shelfanger 



Meadows Site 



of  Special 



Scientif ic 



Interest  



was identif ied 



in the 



Preapplication 



Screening 



Report dated 



28/05/2025.  



 



 











What do you do that can harm and what could be 
harmed? 



Managing the risk Assessing the risk 



Hazard Receptor Pathway Risk management 
Probability of 
exposure 



Consequence 
What is the 
overall risk? 



What has the 
potential to cause 
harm? 



What is at 
risk? What do 



I wish to 
protect? 



How can the 
hazard get to 
the receptor? 



What measures will you take to reduce the risk? If it occurs, who is 
responsible for what?  



How likely is 
this contact? 



What harm 
can be 
caused? 



What is the 
risk that 
remains?  
The balance of 
probability and 
consequence 
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Zoonoses and 



notif iable diseases 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Human health 



and livestock 



health 



Air/direct 



contact 



Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Detailed biosecurity precautions in place, e.g., f requent 



stock inspection, use of  disinfectants and appropriate clean 



overalls, boots, etc for staf f , visitors, and contractors, to 



prevent spread of  disease 



• Secure site visitor policy 



• Livestock monitored for signs of  disease and incidents 



reported quickly 



• Use of  a health plan, with specialist veterinary input in place. 



 



Unlikely Human and 



livestock 



health 



implications 



Not signif icant 



if  managed 



carefully 



To water             



Nutrients such as N 



and P plus organic 



matter 



 



Source: Wash water 



runof f  to nearby 



watercourse, manure 



and slurry spreading  



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Adjacent 



watercourse 



 



Nutrient 



leaching f rom 



soil to surface 



waters and 



ground waters 



causing 



eutrophication           



and increased 



biochemical 



oxygen 



demand of  



watercourses 



Land Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Wash water runof f  is diverted to slurry lagoon 



• Kerbing prevents wash water entering any nearby 



watercourse 



• Used bedding/feed spilt on yard/roadways during clean out 



is cleaned up. 



• Field manure heaps sited away f rom watercourses and 



boreholes. 



• Manure management plan followed, including NVZ rules for 



spreading manure and slurry. 



 



Unlikely Pollution of  



watercourse 



leading to 



eutrophicatio



n and 



poisoning of  



f lora and 



fauna 



 



Not signif icant 



if  managed 



carefully 











What do you do that can harm and what could be 
harmed? 



Managing the risk Assessing the risk 



Hazard Receptor Pathway Risk management 
Probability of 
exposure 



Consequence 
What is the 
overall risk? 



What has the 
potential to cause 
harm? 



What is at 
risk? What do 



I wish to 
protect? 



How can the 
hazard get to 
the receptor? 



What measures will you take to reduce the risk? If it occurs, who is 
responsible for what?  



How likely is 
this contact? 



What harm 
can be 
caused? 



What is the 
risk that 
remains?  
The balance of 
probability and 
consequence 
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Spillages f rom 



storage and use  



of  pesticides and 



fuel/chemicals 



 



 



 



 



 



Vulnerable 



groundwater 



beneath site 



Land Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Management techniques employed aimed at avoiding or 



minimising use where possible 



• Use of  approved chemicals only 



• Operators fully trained and all equipment regularly 



maintained to avoid any in-f ield spillage or discharge 



• All tanks bunded and compliant with legislation. 



Unlikely Contaminate 



surface and 



groundwater 



 



Killing f lora 



and fauna 



Not signif icant  



To land       



Ammonia f rom 



storage of  slurry, 



manure, and  



housing 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Sensitive 



nature and 



conservation 



site Shelfanger 



Meadows Site 



of  Special 



Scientif ic 



Interest  



was identif ied 



in the 



Preapplication 



Screening 



Report dated 



28/05/2025.  



 



 



Air As for ‘Assessment of  odour risk’ and ‘To water’ above 



  



• Feed selected to minimise excretion of  nutrients 



• Storage sites sited away f rom sensitive receptors 



• Slurry lagoon covered. 



 



Unlikely  



 



The impact 



of  ammonia 



on air 



emissions 



f rom the 



installation 



has been 



addressed 



using the H1 



methodology 



and detailed 



air dispersion 



modelling, 



above 



. 



Direct toxic 



ef fect on 



trees, 



nutrient 



enrichment & 



acidif ication 



of  soils 



 



Changes to 



sensitive 



ecosystems  



 



 



Not signif icant  











What do you do that can harm and what could be 
harmed? 



Managing the risk Assessing the risk 



Hazard Receptor Pathway Risk management 
Probability of 
exposure 



Consequence 
What is the 
overall risk? 



What has the 
potential to cause 
harm? 



What is at 
risk? What do 



I wish to 
protect? 



How can the 
hazard get to 
the receptor? 



What measures will you take to reduce the risk? If it occurs, who is 
responsible for what?  



How likely is 
this contact? 



What harm 
can be 
caused? 



What is the 
risk that 
remains?  
The balance of 
probability and 
consequence 
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Waste materials, 



packaging, etc. 



 



Source: Non-organic 



waste storage and 



disposal 



 



 



 



 



Neighbouring 



dwellings and 



surrounding 



habitats and 



countryside  



Air Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Policy to avoid production where possible 



• Dedicated storage areas and facilities 



• Collected by licensed contractors for recycling or disposal 



• Regular checks made for rubbish dumped by third parties. 



Unlikely Amenity 



value of  



countryside 



spoilt by 



rubbish 



 



Possibility of  



causing 



harm to 



wildlife. 



Not signif icant 



Pests       



Flies on manure 



heap could move 



of fsite and af fect 



nearby residents 



 



Also, birds, rats, etc 



 



Neighbouring 



dwelling 



houses 



Air Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Pest management program in place 



• Manure heap is regularly inspected for maggots and f leas 



• Heaps will be treated with pesticides and covered with 



sheeting if  f lies become an issue 



• Food sources covered and secure f rom pests 



• Pest control program in operation. 



Unlikely Flies and 



rats are a 



vector of  



pollution that 



can harm 



human 



health 



 



Concerns 



about this 



pollution can 



cause 



of fence and 



af fect 



amenity 



  



Not signif icant 



if  carefully 



managed 



 











What do you do that can harm and what could be 
harmed? 



Managing the risk Assessing the risk 



Hazard Receptor Pathway Risk management 
Probability of 
exposure 



Consequence 
What is the 
overall risk? 



What has the 
potential to cause 
harm? 



What is at 
risk? What do 



I wish to 
protect? 



How can the 
hazard get to 
the receptor? 



What measures will you take to reduce the risk? If it occurs, who is 
responsible for what?  



How likely is 
this contact? 



What harm 
can be 
caused? 



What is the 
risk that 
remains?  
The balance of 
probability and 
consequence 
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Table 4 Assessment of accident risk 
 



Spillages f rom 



pesticide and biocide 



handling and storage 



areas escaping 



 



Potentially 



polluting 



liquids f low 



over yard to 



clean drain 



inlet, ditch, 



stream, pond, 



swale or 



surrounding 



land 



 



Groundwater 



beneath site is 



vulnerable to 



pollutant 



discharged at 



ground level. 



 



Flowing over 



yard or 



through 



cracks in 



poor 



impermeable 



surface and 



through the 



ground 



Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Accident Management Plan in place  



• Repair any inf rastructure and design appropriate 



containment measures 



• Maintenance and regular inspection procedure designed 



and implemented 



• Foot dips on good concrete with drains to slurry system and 



located where overf lowing gutters will not dilute 



• Regular inspection of  the facilities and records kept 



• Dedicated containers for storage with impermeable hard 



standing within bund 



• Removed f rom site by licensed contractor 



• Damaged or suspect packaging rejected at time of  delivery. 



 



Very unlikely Contaminatio



n of  local 



groundwater 



and potential 



nearby 



abstractions 



Not signif icant 



with measures 



indicated 



Fuel oil in storage 



tanks or vehicles 



escaping the 



containment 



 



 



Land, 



vulnerable 



groundwater 



beneath site 



The surface 



water 



drainage 



system  



Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Regular inspection in accordance with the site maintenance 



and inspection procedure and complies with SSAFO 



regulations 



• Concrete base and bund containing tank and f ill point 



• Double valves locked when not in use 



• If  spills occur, the oil spill equipment is located nearby. 



Very unlikely Contaminatio



n of  local 



water course  



Not signif icant 











What do you do that can harm and what could be 
harmed? 



Managing the risk Assessing the risk 



Hazard Receptor Pathway Risk management 
Probability of 
exposure 



Consequence 
What is the 
overall risk? 



What has the 
potential to cause 
harm? 



What is at 
risk? What do 



I wish to 
protect? 



How can the 
hazard get to 
the receptor? 



What measures will you take to reduce the risk? If it occurs, who is 
responsible for what?  



How likely is 
this contact? 



What harm 
can be 
caused? 



What is the 
risk that 
remains?  
The balance of 
probability and 
consequence 
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Incorrect disposal of  



wash water 



 



 



Clean drain, 



ditches, local 



watercourse & 



soakaways 



Drains, 



ditches, land 



Measures as described in SGN EPR 6.09 ‘How to comply’ V2: 



 



• Staf f  trained in correct operation procedures 



• All drains marked 



• All drains shown on drainage plan. 



Unlikely Contaminatio



n of  ground 



and surface 



waters 



 



Not signif icant 



Acts of  vandalism 



which cause damage 



to structures and 



f ittings  



Surrounding 



land, surface 



and ground 



water  



Land, water • Site security 



 



Low Contaminatio



n of  soil 



and/or water  



Low 



Flooding and other 



storm damage 



 
 
 



 
 
 



 
 



Surrounding 



land, surface 



and ground 



water 



Land, drains, 



watercourses 



• Good site layout and design 



• Maintenance of  site inf rastructure 



• Observe weather forecasts and warnings. 



Flood zone 1 



chance of  
f looding from 
rivers & the 



sea is low 
 
Yearly 



chance of  
surface water 
f looding 



(f lash 
f looding) is 
very low. 



Potential risk 
of  ponding 
around some 



pig houses. 
 



Water and 



soil pollution 



Low 











What do you do that can harm and what could be 
harmed? 



Managing the risk Assessing the risk 



Hazard Receptor Pathway Risk management 
Probability of 
exposure 



Consequence 
What is the 
overall risk? 



What has the 
potential to cause 
harm? 



What is at 
risk? What do 



I wish to 
protect? 



How can the 
hazard get to 
the receptor? 



What measures will you take to reduce the risk? If it occurs, who is 
responsible for what?  



How likely is 
this contact? 



What harm 
can be 
caused? 



What is the 
risk that 
remains?  
The balance of 
probability and 
consequence 
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Power outage 



causing failure of  



slurry pumping 



systems resulting in 



tanks overf lowing 



Failure of  automatic 



liquid level control 



sensors & devices.  



Surrounding 



land, surface 



and ground 



water 



Land, drains, 



watercourses 



• Mobile generator. Low Overf low of  



storage 



facilities  



Low 



Fire  



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Livestock, 



staf f , buildings, 



fuel and oils, 



chemicals, 



bedding, feed, 



local habitats, 



neighbouring 



dwellings 



Air  • Regular inspection and maintenance of  equipment 



• Maintain general f ire precautions & farmworkers checking 



precautions during the day. 



Unlikely Toxic smoke 



and other 



pollutants, 



surface run-



of f  f rom 



f iref ighting 



water, 



surface run-



of f  f rom 



failed 



storage 



tanks, pipes 



and stores 



 



Exploding 



gas and fuel 



canisters and 



containers 



 



Not signif icant 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 











What do you do that can harm and what could be 
harmed? 



Managing the risk Assessing the risk 



Hazard Receptor Pathway Risk management 
Probability of 
exposure 



Consequence 
What is the 
overall risk? 



What has the 
potential to cause 
harm? 



What is at 
risk? What do 



I wish to 
protect? 



How can the 
hazard get to 
the receptor? 



What measures will you take to reduce the risk? If it occurs, who is 
responsible for what?  



How likely is 
this contact? 



What harm 
can be 
caused? 



What is the 
risk that 
remains?  
The balance of 
probability and 
consequence 
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Increased 



numbers of  



dead animals 



for disposal. 



Below ground slurry 



drainage blockages 



& overf lows 



(including spent 



disinfectant) 



Slurry f low 



overs yard to 



clean drain 



inlets into 



watercourses 



Surface 



water 



drainage 



system 



• Kerbing to prevent water entering any watercourse 



• Use of  Defra approved disinfectants 



• Block drain inlet with sandbags 



• Notify the Environment Agency. 



Unlikely Contaminatio



n of  local 



watercourse 



Not signif icant 



Used AHDB Pork Model Template B3.5 6A Environmental Risk Assessment. Available at https://ahdb.org.uk/knowledge-library/environmental-permitting-regulations 
 



 



Change history Date Name 



Last updated 08/11/2025 Karl Collett 



Last review 08/11/2025 Karl Collett 



Next review 07/11/2026 - 



08/11/25 Updated Environmental Risk Assessment using AHDB Pork Model Template B3.5 6A Environmental Risk 



Assessment to apply to vary permit V002 for additional places and proposed houses for pigs.  
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follows:
 

1. From the site layout/drainage plan provided, it appears that the standby
generator and fuel tank are located outside of the installation boundary.
Please address the following:
Confirm whether the Section 6.9 A(1)(a)(ii) activity is the principal user of the
standby generator and fuel tank.
If the primary purpose is to serve the Section 6.9 A(1)(a)(ii) activity, the
generator and fuel tank must be included within the installation boundary.
Please extend the boundary to include this additional land on both the site
boundary plan and the site layout/drainage plan. You will also need to
update the site condition report to include this additional land.

2. From the site layout/drainage plan provided, it appears that the French
drains extend beyond the installation boundary until they reach the point of
discharge to the ditch, at emission points W1, W2 and W3. As French drains
provide attenuation for the site surface water they must be included within
the installation boundary. Please extend the boundary to include this
additional land on both the site boundary plan and the site layout/drainage
plan. You will also need to update the site condition report to include this
additional land. Alternatively, the French drains will need to be changed to a
solid pipe at the point they leave the installation boundary.             Note: if
there is a mix of French drains and solid pipes please make this clear in the
legend to the plan.

3. Complete Section 4.0 of the Site Condition Report to include the changes
you are proposing with this variation.

4. Please submit the data input files associated with the ammonia modelling
report.

5. Crude protein (CP) reduction - You have confirmed, at the ammonia
screening assessment stage, that the average CP in the feed for pigs 7 to
30kg is 18.3% and for pigs >30kg it is 16.5%; reductions to the standard
emission factors (EFs) have currently been applied in-line with these
averages in the ammonia screening assessment and detailed ammonia
modelling.. Please provide evidence (e.g. diet sheets, feed dockets) of the
actual CP% in the feed at each stage of the cycle for pigs 7 to 30kg and pigs
>30kg, to support the reductions to the standard EFs. Please include details
of your workings out to show how you calculated the two average CP%.

 
Please submit this information by 12/12/25. 
 

Please reply directly to this email with your information and copy me in.

If we do not receive this by this deadline we will return your application. 

If we receive what is missing by the deadline, we will 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 email 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 correct application charge to cover
our costs in reviewing your application. This maximum amount we’ll retain is
capped at £1,613. Further information on charging can be found
at: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/environmental-permits-and-
abstraction-licences-tables-of-charges 

Note: Our email system has a file size limit of 25MB, if your returns exceed this
limit you will have to arrange an online file transfer. Please ensure the file transfer
link does not have a time limit on it.
As discussed earlier, I have now completed a revised ammonia screening
assessment based on the revised proposal for 6,320 pigs >30kg and 4,500 pigs 7-
30kg. Two additional Local Wildlife Sites require modelling due to the increased
ammonia emissions from the pig unit. These have been considered in the
ammonia modelling report submitted with the application so no further action is
required with regards to the modelling at this stage.

If you have any questions please let me know.
 
Kind regards
Kate 

Kate Wray BA (Hons), PER (Practising Environmental Regulator)

Senior Permitting Officer 
 

Installations Intensive Farming Permitting Team

 
Environment Agency | Trentside, Scarrington Road, West Bridgford, Nottingham, NG2 5FA
 
kate.wray@environment-agency.gov.uk
 
External: 02030 253297 | Mobile: 07721 117 199
Working days: Tuesday to Friday.
Website:  www.gov.uk/environment-agency
 
 
 
Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (Defra) This email and any
attachments is intended for the named recipient only. If you have received it in error
you have no authority to use, disclose, store or copy any of its contents and you

https://eur03.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.gov.uk%2Fgovernment%2Fpublications%2Fenvironmental-permits-and-abstraction-licences-tables-of-charges&data=05%7C02%7Ckate.wray%40environment-agency.gov.uk%7C873a49644f9c44d7208808de38d1153c%7C770a245002274c6290c74e38537f1102%7C0%7C0%7C639010669141395541%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=ni7Zlmm9U3A0POu3TtN25rj%2BmOeiQ26K1z4MSb9otpM%3D&reserved=0
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should destroy it and inform the sender. Whilst this email and associated
attachments will have been checked for known viruses whilst within Defra systems
we can accept no responsibility once it has left our systems. Communications on
Defra's computer systems may be monitored and/or recorded to secure the effective
operation of the system and for other lawful purposes.


