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CHAPTER 1  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

 

1.1 Purpose of Report 

 

1.1.1 J & M Richards of Eden Ridge have instructed Acorus Rural Property Services Ltd 

(Acorus) to prepare an Environmental Statement (hereinafter referred to as the 

‘ES’) to be used in conjunction with a planning application for the extension of 

four broiler chicken rearing houses and upgrade of ventilation systems at Eden 

Ridge, Chard, Somerset, TA20 2TL.  

 

1.1.2 The applicant operates an established broiler rearing unit on site which comprises 

of four existing rearing houses which provide accommodation for 146,000 broiler 

chickens. The proposal seeks to expand the existing operation by providing an 

eastwards extension to each building, thus providing accommodation for a total 

of 209,000 bird places thereafter.  

   
1.2 Environmental Impact Assessment 

 

1.2.1 The EIA Regulations require that, for certain types of development under the Town 

and Country Planning Act 1990, an EIA be undertaken before planning permission 

can be granted.  Government guidance on the regulations is provided on the 

Government’s Planning Practice Guidance website:  

 

https://www.gov.uk/guidance/environmental-impact-assessment 

 

1.2.2 The main aim of the EIA Regulations is to ensure that the authority giving the 

primary consent (the 'competent authority') for a particular project makes its 

decision in the knowledge of any likely significant effects on the environment.  The 

EIA Regulations, therefore, set out a procedure that must be followed for certain 

types of project before they can be given 'development consent'.  This procedure, 

known as Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA), is a means of drawing 

together, in a systematic way, an assessment of a project's likely significant 

environmental effects. 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.gov.uk/guidance/environmental-impact-assessment
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1.2.3 The requirements of Environmental Impact Assessment are provided within the 

Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 

2017.  These are referred to as the EIA regulations within this document.  These 

regulations require that any development which is listed in Schedule 1 be subject 

to EIA.  

 

1.2.4 Section 17 of Schedule 1 defines ‘Installations for the intensive rearing of poultry 

or pigs’ as being installations with more than — 

 

(a) 85,000 places for broilers or 60,000 places for hens; 

(b) 3,000 places for production pigs (over 30 kg); or 

(c) 900 places for sows. 

 

1.2.5 As the proposed installation is less than 85,000 broiler places, it is not considered 

to be Schedule 1 development, unless the unit as a whole is taken into 

consideration.  Whilst the development falls within the Schedule 2 development 

on the basis that the floorspace created is greater than 500m2, as outlined in the 

Planning Practice Guidance, as the proposal is below the indicative threshold 

quoted for Schedule 2 development of 60,000 broilers) and the environmental 

effects of the proposal are not considered significant, the installation is not 

considered to be EIA development.  

 

1.3 Screening/Scoping  

 

1.3.1 The process of determination whether a proposed development requires an EIA is 

called ‘screening’.  The EIA Regulations permit for a developer to request a 

screening opinion from the Local Planning Authority (LPA) to determine whether 

the EIA process should be followed.  Given the nature and scale of the 

development was in the Schedule 1 scale, a screening/scoping opinion was not 

sought.  

 

1.4 Assessment and Reporting Methodology  

  

1.4.1 Following identification of environmental effects, technical assessments were 

carried out in order to predict potential effects associated with the development 

and where necessary proposed measures to mitigate the effects. These 

assessments are contained within the Environmental Statement. 
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1.4.2 In terms of effects, these have been graded as follows:- 

 

None The development will not produce any effects beyond those 

which may be experienced within the current farming regime. 

 

Low There will be an effect, this will be localised and will not impact 

on the environment and other features to their detriment when 

relating to existing uses (e.g. distance too far). 

 

Medium There will be an effect which will impact on the environmental 

features, but not significantly. 

 

High A significant effect. 

 

 

1.5 The Environmental Statement  

 

1.5.1 The Environmental Statement has been prepared to accompany an application for 

planning permission for the extension of the four broiler chicken rearing houses.  

The application has been submitted to South Somerset District Council under the 

terms of the Town and County Planning Act 1990.  

 

1.5.2 The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 

2017, Schedule 4, requires that an Environmental Statement should include a 

description of the development, including in particular: 

 

(a) a description of the location of the development; 

(b) a description of the physical characteristics of the whole development, 

including, where relevant, requisite demolition works, and the land-use 

requirements during the construction and operational phases; 

(c) a description of the main characteristics of the operational phase of the 

development (in particular any production process), for instance, energy 

demand and energy used, nature and quantity of the materials and natural 

resources (including water, land, soil and biodiversity) used; 

(d)  an estimate, by type and quantity, of expected residues and emissions (such 

as water, air, soil and subsoil pollution, noise, vibration, light, heat, radiation 

and quantities and types of waste produced during the construction and 

operation phases.  
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1.5.3 Point 4 of Schedule 4 requires a description of the factors likely to be significantly 

affected by the development: population, human health, biodiversity (for example 

fauna and flora), land (for example land take), soil (for example organic matter, 

erosion, compaction, sealing), water (for example hydromorphological changes, 

quantity and quality), air, climate (for example greenhouse gas emissions, 

impacts relevant to adaptation), material assets, cultural heritage, including 

architectural and archaeological aspects, and landscape. 

 

1.5.4 Point 5 requires that an Environmental Statement should include a description of 

the likely significant effects of the development on the environment resulting 

from: 

 

(a)  the construction and existence of the development, including, where relevant, 

demolition works; 

(b)  the use of natural resources, in particular land, soil, water and biodiversity, 

considering as far as possible the sustainable availability of these resources; 

(c)  the emission of pollutants, noise, vibration, light, heat and radiation, the 

creation of nuisances, and the disposal and recovery of waste; 

(d)  the risks to human health, cultural heritage or the environment (for example 

due to accidents or disasters); 

(e)  the cumulation of effects with other existing and/or approved projects, taking 

into account any existing environmental problems relating to areas of 

particular environmental importance likely to be affected or the use of natural 

resources; 

(f)  the impact of the project on climate (for example the nature and magnitude 

of greenhouse gas emissions) and the vulnerability of the project to climate 

change; 

(g)  the technologies and the substances used.  

 

1.5.5 Whilst an ES should provide a full factual description of the development, the 

emphasis of Schedule 4 of the EIA Regulations is on the “main” or “significant” 

environmental effects to which a development is likely to give rise.  The ES should 

therefore be proportionate and not be any longer than is necessary to assess 

properly those effects.  Where, for example, only one environmental factor is likely 

to be significantly affected, the assessment should focus on that issue only.  

Impacts which have little or no significance for the particular development in 

question will need only very brief treatment to indicate that their possible 

relevance has been considered.  
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1.6 The Developer and Project Team 

 

1.6.1 J & M Richards is the developer and operator of the proposed development.  James 

Whilding of Acorus has prepared the Environmental Statement which draws on 

the technical information supplied by the following experts: 

 

Odour     - AS Modelling and Data  

Drainage & Surface Water Management  - Acorus/J & M Richards 

Ammonia & Nitrogen Deposition   - AS Modelling and Data 

Ecology      - Richard Green Ecology 

Noise      - Acorus/J & M Richards 

Transport and Access   - Acorus/J & M Richards   

Landscape Impacts    - Acorus 

Heritage     - Acorus 

 

1.7 Copies of the Statement 

 

1.7.1 Copies of the ES are available from: 

 

Acorus Rural Property Services Ltd 

Addlepool Business Centre 

Woodbury Road 

Clyst St George 

Exeter 

EX3 0NR 

 

1.7.2 A fee of £75 is charged for a hard copy of the report and £25 for an electronic 

copy on CD to account for the cost of reproducing and postage. 

 

1.7.3 Copies of the ES will otherwise be available at the planning department of South 

Somerset Council and on their planning website.  
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CHAPTER 2  ENVIRONMENTAL PERMIT  

  

2.1 An Environmental Permit is required for poultry operations exceeding 40,000 bird 

places. The Environment Agency (EA) issues such permits under the 

Environmental Permitting Regulations 2010.  The purpose of the legislation is to 

minimise the risk of pollution.  Pollution is defined in the Regulations as:  

  

‘any emission as a result of human activity which may be harmful to human health 

or the quality of the environment, cause offence to any human senses, result in 

damage to material property, or impair or interfere with amenities and other 

legitimate uses of the environment.’  

  

2.2 A permit is required for the business to operate.  The EA will only issue a permit 

or variation if they believe that significant pollution will not be caused and the 

operator has the ability to meet the conditions of the permit.  In this case, the 

existing permit (EPR/JP3331LC) allows the business to operate at a total of up to 

159,000 bird places.  Following the grant of planning permission, a permit 

variation will be submitted to account for the increase in bird numbers. 

 

2.3 As part of the application process, the EA consider the following in detail: 
 
 

1. Proximity and impacts to 

local residents  

Considered via environmental risk assessments and 

mitigated by actions within noise/odour/dust 

management plans which need to be agreed with the 

Environment Agency, and are a requirement of the 

permit.  

2. Odour  Considered via an environmental risk assessment and 

controlled by mitigation actions within an odour 

management plan which need to be agreed with the 

Environment Agency, and are a requirement of the 

permit.  

3. Noise  Considered via an environmental risk assessment and 

controlled by mitigation actions within a noise 

management plan which need to be agreed with the 

Environment Agency, and are a requirement of the 

permit.  

4. Dust and bio-aerosols  For all applications considered as part of a basic 

environmental risk assessment.  The national policy is 

that dust or bio aerosol monitoring is not required.  
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5. Land spreading of manure 

and wash water  

In cases where the plan is to spread some or all of the 

by-product on the same farm (and by the same 

operator), a manure management plan is required.  In 

cases where the by-product is to be transferred to 

another legal entity (e.g. removed from the farm), the 

permit holder is required to keep records of dates and 

quantities removed.   

If the land is in the Nutrient Vulnerable Zone then the 

Nitrates Regulations will apply and will be the main form 

of regulation.  

The Code Of Good Agricultural Practice (COGAP) may 

apply but it is a statutory guidance document which 

makes reference to statutory requirements.  

6. Manure storage (field 

heaps)  

Some control will be possible via the actions set out in 

the manure management plan.  Some control will also 

be possible via Nitrates Regulations if the farm is in a 

Nitrate Vulnerable Zone. 

7. Traffic, access and vehicle 

movements  

This is not considered directly.  The mitigating actions in 

the noise management plan may control hours of 

operation for certain night time activities, e.g. to reduce 

noise when vehicles are inside the permitted boundary.  

8. Visual impacts  These are not considered in the permitting process.  

9. Bird place numbers  Considered for example when assessing the potential 

for pollution to the environment (e.g. noise, odour, dust 

and ammonia emissions).  Less than 40,000 birds would 

not be subjected to an environmental permit.  

10. Flies and vermin  Considered by the environmental risk assessment.  A 

vermin management plan may be required.  

 

11. Biomass boilers and their 

air emission points  

Regulated.  The predicted emissions are screened for 

public health protection.  

12. Flood via risk assessment  Should be considered to mitigate pollution from flooding 

e.g. a flood risk assessment and flood management 

plan may be required.  

13. Animal welfare  Not considered directly.  However, the permit may 

require a high degree of good site management, for 

example management of fallen stock, and bio security 

measures.  

14. Alternative locations Not considered.  

15. Operational hours  Not directly considered.  The noise management plan 

may restrict certain noisy activities to times during the 

day.  
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16. Ammonia emissions  Considered to ensure that ammonia emissions do not 

impact on statutory and certain non-statutory 

designated habitats.  

17. Protection of statutory 

and non-statutory 

designated habitats  

Considered through consultation with Natural England 

and both internal ecologists and the Local Authority 

Ecology section.  

 

2.4 The EA carry out, as a minimum, annual compliance assessments such as 

inspections on the activity and follow up any reports on incidents made to them.  

Non-compliance can result in the EA taking enforcement action which for serious 

cases can include prosecution and permit revocation.  

  

2.5 It is therefore in the best interest of the operator to ensure that that the facility 

is managed in accordance with the requirements of the permit.  Failure to do so 

would have serious implications on the progression of the business and its ability 

to generate any income. 
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CHAPTER 3  BACKGROUND 

 

3.1 Existing Site  

 

3.1.1 There are four poultry houses at Eden Ridge, built between 10 and 15 years ago. 

The site and the business are well established and successfully rear broiler 

chickens over a 7 week cycle which are then sold to a processor. The farm is 

located in a rural area surrounded by predominantly arable farmland, with 

multiple other farms in the locality.  

 

3.1.2 The poultry unit at Eden Ridge is operated by J & M Richards and houses 

approximately 146,000 birds in total (159,000 birds under permit) over four 

buildings based on the following approximate sizes. 

 

 House 1 - 68 m x 24 m 

 House 2 - 68 m x 24 m 

 House 3 - 83 m x 20 m 

 House 4 - 83 m x 20 m 

 

3.1.3 This is a particularly small facility compared to other standard broiler units in the 

region and in order to be economically viable in the future, output and the number 

of birds needs to increase. Despite the age of buildings, the existing farm site is 

exceptionally well-maintained with a clean and debris free yard.  

 

3.2 Physical Characteristics 

 

 Designations 

 

3.2.1 A site check of the holding against data provided by the Multi‐Agency Geographic 

Information for the Countryside (MAGIC) Interactive Map and the Cranfield 

University Soil & Agrifood Institute Soilscapes Viewer shows the soilscape of the 

site and land designations of the subject holding as follows based on a Centroid 

Grid Reference: ST31920634. 
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Name Main Surface 
Texture 
Class 

Natural 
Drainage 
Type 

Natural 
Fertility 

Characteristic 
Semi-natural 
Habitats 

Main 
Land 
Cover 

Slightly acid 
loamy and 
clayey soils 
with impeded 
drainage 

Loamy some 
clayey  

Slightly 
impeded 
drainage 

Moderate to 
high 

Wide range of 
pasture and 
woodland types 

Arable 
and 
grass 
land 

 

Source-Cranfield Soil and Agrifood Institute Soilscapes 
 

3.2.2 A 1:50,000-scale bedrock geology map search describes the land as: Zig Zag 

Chalk Formation – Chalk. Sedimentary bedrock formed approximately 94 to 101 

million years ago in the Cretaceous Period. Local environment previously 

dominated by warm chalk seas.  

 
Designation Designation Present Designation Not Present 

AONB   X 

Ancient woodland (2km)  X 

Local Nature Reserve (2km)  X 

National Nature Reserves (2km)  X 

SSSI (5km) X  

RAMSAR Sites (10km)  X 

SAC (10km) X  

SPA (10km)  X 
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3.2.3 Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) 

 

 There are five nationally designated sites within 5km.  

 

Name: Furley Chalk Pit  

Location: Approximately 4.6 km to the West of the site.  

 

Name: Snowdon Hill Quary 

Location: Approximately 2.5 km to the North of the site.  

 

Name: Stowell Meadow  

Location: Approximately 1.3 km to the East of the site.  

 

Name: Broom Gravel Pits       

Location: Approximately 3.9 km to the South of the site.  

 

Name: River Axe  

Location: Approximately 3.8 km to the South of the site.  

 

Name: Woolhayes Farm  

Location: Approximately 4.3km to the North of the site.  

 

Source - MAGIC 
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3.2.4 Special Area of Conservation (SAC) 

 

Two designated sites within 10km.  

 

Name: River Axe (Two sites) 

Location: Approximately 3.8 km to the South of the site at the nearest point.  

 

 

Source - MAGIC 

 

3.2.5 Land Form 

 

The buildings are bounded by mature trees and hedgerows, and surrounded by a 

mixture of arable and grassland.   

 

3.2.6 The nearest watercourse to the site is an unnamed tributary of the River Kit, which 

eventually goes to serve as a tributary of the River Axe. This lies 600m to the 

West of the site as indicated on the image below: 
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Source - MAGIC 
 

3.2.7 Provisional information provided by the 2010 South West Region Agricultural Land 

Classification (ALC) map suggests the land in the vicinity is Grade 2 which is 

defined (by the latest survey) as follows: 

 
Grade 2 - very good quality agricultural land 

Land with minor limitations which affect crop yield, cultivations or harvesting. A wide range 

of agricultural and horticultural crops can usually be grown but on some land in the grade 

there may be reduced flexibility due to difficulties with the production of the more 

demanding crops such as winter harvested vegetables and arable root crops. The level of 

yield is generally high but may be lower or more variable than Grade 1. (MAFF Agricultural 

Land Classification of England and Wales ‘Revised Guidelines and Criteria for Grading 

Agricultural Land 1988’). 
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Source – Natural England South West Region ALC Map 

 

3.3 Nearby Buildings and Dwellings 

 

Surrounding Properties  

 

3.3.1 There are some residences and commercial receptors in the area surrounding the 

site of the poultry unit.  Excluding the associated residence at Eden Ridge, the 

closest residences are Chardstock Lodge, approximately 375 m to the north; 

Chardstock House, approximately 390 m to the north-north-west and residences 

in Burridge, the closest of which are approximately 390 m to the west. 
  

Surrounding Towns and Villages 

 

3.3.2 The subject site lies in a rural area, approximately 2.4 km to the south of the 

centre of Chard.  Other centres of population are listed below. 

 

Hamlet/Village Town  Direction  Approx. Distance 

Tatworth South East 1.3 km 

Chardstock South 2.0 km  

Axminster South 8.1km 

Crewkerne  East  12.5 km  

Ilminster South West 9.8 km 

 



E d e n  R i d g e  –  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t a t e m e n t   P a g e  | 15 

 

 
 
 

3.4 Cultural Heritage 

 

 The Site 

 

3.4.1 The application site is an existing poultry unit with woodland on the eastern edge 

of the overall site. Within a 500 m radius of the site there are two Grade II listed 

buildings. No listed buildings form part of the current farming operations or the 

Eden Ridge residence associated with the farm. 

 

3.4.2 The site is bounded on all sides by farmland under grass and arable cropping, and 

this is similar to much of the surrounding rural landscape. 

 

3.4.3  The farmstead lies on ground such that its buildings are screened by mature tree 

and hedges on all sides, and although on an elevated position in the area there is 

enough screening to obscure almost all of the modern buildings from public view.  

 

Designated Sites/Listed Buildings 

 

3.4.4 The only designated heritage assets within the study area are a small number of 

listed buildings.  

 

3.4.5 The closest listed building to the site lies 381 m away at The Old Farmhouse in 

Burridge. This, like Chardstock House 400 m North of the site, is Grade II listed. 

Three separate Grade II listings can also be found 700 m to the south-east at 

Parrocks Lodge. There are no grade I listings in the wider vicinity of the site.  

 

Non-designated HER Sites 

 

3.4.6  Approximately 100m North West of the site on the oposite side of Burridge Cross 

Lane, Somerset Historic Environment Record describes a ‘Post-medieval 

extractive pit’ (HER 37980). This is an oval pit circa 38 by 30 metres in size was 

visible as an earthwork on aerial photographs of 1947 onwards.  

The visible earthworks correspond with two smaller pits, one of which contains 

the site of a limekiln, depicted on the 19th century. The pit is interpreted as the 

remains of an extractive pit, probably a chalk pit of post-medieval to 19th century 

date that had passed out of use by the late-19th century.  

This has possibly been partly levelled. 
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3.4.7  Further to the West of the site at a distance of approximatley 790m lies another 

site designated as a ‘Post-medieval extractive pit’ (HER 37981). This is a circular 

pit circa 25 metres in diameter was visible as an earthwork and cropmark on aerial 

photographs of 1947. The visible earthwork does not correspond with any pit 

depicted on the 19th century maps. The pit is therefore interpreted as the remains 

of an extractive pit, probably a chalk pit of post-medieval to 19th century date 

that had passed out of use by the late-19th century.  

The pit was visible as a cropmark on aerial photographs of 1996, and has probably 

been levelled. 

 

3.4.8 Aproximatley 400m to the north of the site at there is ‘A possible former Orchard 

north of Chardstock House’ (HER 38005). The remains of broad curvilinear parallel 

ridges spaced approximately 15 metres apart, were visible as subtle earthwork 

banks over an area of circa 0.75 ha to the north of Chardstock House. The ridges 

resemble earthworks recorded throughout the Blackdown Hills as evidence of 

former orchard planting, although the curvilinear nature of the earthworks is 

atypical. It is possible that the ridges are evidence of an orchard that was cleared 

for parkland prior to the late 19th century.  

 

3.4.9  300m to the west of the site is what is described by HER 15261 as a ‘Stone 

Quarry’. This Quarry is shown on the 1886 OS 6” map of this location. 

 

3.4.10  South east from the site at a distance of 420m, Somerset HER describes ‘Tatworth 

Middle Field’ (HER 31517). The Tatworth Middle Field maps of 1599 are two of 

many surviving documents from the Petres family from the Manor of Tatworth. In 

medieval times it had a three-field system. The current appearance of the Middle 

Field is very different from that before enclosure. The enclosure before 1599 

depicts three enclosures, delimited by hedgebanks and drove roads.  

 

3.5 Access and Road Network 

 

Road Network 

 

3.5.1 The site is accessed off Burridge Cross Lane which heads north-south parallel to 

the A258 between Chard and Chardstock. Paradise Lane links Burridge Cross Lane 

with the A358, which then can allow access north to Chard, the A30, or A303. It 

also allows access to Axminster and the A35 in the south. 
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 Public Rights of Way 

 

3.5.2 The following Public Rights of Way (PRoW) are identified in the area and located 

on the map overleaf, none of which is located on, or would be affected by, the 

proposed development.  The development proposals will therefore not result in 

any need to close, divert or modify any Public Rights of Way. 

 

 Footpath CH 5/16 – Located 349 m to the North East (At the closest point) 

 Footpath CH 5/17 – Located 773 m to the North 

 Footpath CH 25/UN – Located 942 m to the West 

 Bridleway CH 5/15 – Located 398 m to the South 
 

Source - roam.somerset.gov.uk 
 

 

  



E d e n  R i d g e  –  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t a t e m e n t   P a g e  | 18 

 

 
 
 

CHAPTER 4  THE DEVELOPMENT 

 

4.1 Project Description 

 

4.1.1 The proposal seeks to expand the existing operation through the extension of 4 

No. poultry buildings which are pre-existing on the site, and to upgrade their 

ventilation systems. 

 

4.1.2 As a result, the applicants have submitted a planning application to South 

Somerset Council for the extension of poultry buildings 1 and 2 by 40m (130ft) in 

length, making the size 68m x 24m, with allowance for the installation of 

uncapped high-speed ridge fans.  Extension of poultry buildings 3 and 4 are also 

included in the application, where they will be extended by 24m (80ft) in length, 

making the size 107m x 20m, also with inclusion of uncapped high-speed ridge 

fans.  
 Source – Acorus1 

 

 

 

                                           
1 Location/Block Plan – Refer to Drawing Set 
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Source: Acorus2  

 

4.1.3 The proposed development will increase overall capacity on the unit from the 

current permitted limit of 159,000 bird places to 209,000 birds places. 

 

4.1.4 The buildings will be clad to match existing with a 0.5mm thick polyester painted 

box profile steel sheet on a main framework of U.B. stanchions with a galvanised 

finish set at 4.45m centres fixed to stanchion pads. Main rafters of U.B. sections 

painted with red oxide will be bolted to stanchions to form a truss giving a 12-

degree roof pitch. Purlins will be CE marked nominal sawn timber typically fixed 

at 1200mm centres. The main framework will be designed to Class II of B.S.5502. 

Side walls will be lined externally with 0.5mm thick box profile & flat polyester 

painted steel sheet. They will then be insulated with 100mm thick fibreglass quilt.  

 

4.1.5 The proposed building extensions will be identical to existing and will have pan 

feeders, non-drip nipple drinkers and modern thermostatically controlled hot 

water fuelled space heaters to heat the buildings which are fuelled by Biomass 

(woodchip), with the fuel source itself stored in a separate part of the building to 

the boiler.  

 

4.1.6 The extended buildings will be ventilated using uncapped high velocity ridge or 

roof fans, with gable end fans to provide supplementary ventilation in hot weather 

conditions.   

                                           
2 Elevation Plans as Proposed – Refer to Drawing Set 
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House no Existing Fans Existing Gable  

End Fans 

Proposed  

Roof Fans 

Proposed  

Gable Fans 

1 15 x 630mm roof  4 23 x 630mm 8 

2 20 x 710mm 

sidewall 

0 16 x 820mm 8 

3 16 x 630mm roof 5 23 x 630mm 8 

4 16 x 630mm roof 5 23 x 630mm 8 

  

4.1.7 The system will be alarmed for high and low temperature, feeding system failure 

and power failure and will be linked to an ‘auto dial’ computer system which alerts 

personnel via mobile phone to any system failures.  

 

4.1.8 As existing, the proposed poultry unit will produce standard birds.  The chicks will 

be placed within the building as day olds.  Finished birds are removed in 2 stages; 

20% of the crop is thinned at day 32 with the remainder cleared day 38.  A further 

5-7 days at the end of each cycle is taken for cleanout and preparation of the 

buildings for the incoming flock.  On average, there are 7.5 crops per annum.  

 

4.1.9 Feed from a UFAS accredited mill will be delivered in 28 tonne capacity covered 

lorries and stored on-site in galvanised steel bins.  Four diets are fed over the 

growing cycle with the protein and phosphorous content being reduced as the 

birds get older. 

 

4.1.10 Carcasses will be stored on-site in locked covered containers ready for collection 

by a licensed contractor.  The carcasses are disposed of in accordance with the 

Animal By Products Regulation.  Bins are treated with an odour neutraliser.  

Following each site depletion carcass bins are washed and disinfected to avoid any 

build up, washings directed to underground holding tanks and removed along with 

other contained dirty water.  Carcass bins are located away from sensitive 

receptors and where possible stored in cool shaded areas. 

 

4.1.11 During the growing cycle temperature will be controlled within the building.  The 

building is pre-warmed to a temperature of 32ºC on day 1 of the cycle reducing 

to 18ºC over the growing cycle.  The temperature is controlled by heating and 

ventilation systems.   
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4.1.12 Modern thermostatically controlled hot water fuelled space heaters are used 

primarily for the heating of the buildings and will be fuelled by biomass (wood 

pellet).  The fuel source itself is stored in purpose built silos with a direct auger to 

carry the pellets to the boilers, albeit all part of the same biomass building. As 

backup each of the buildings also have a number of LPG heaters connected to the 

existing LPG supply which would come in to use should there be any breakdown 

in any of the boilers or in the solid fuel supply delivery system. 

 

4.1.13 At the end of each flock cycle, the buildings are cleaned out and the manure 

removed and sent to an Anaerobic Digestion plant in Chard for use in renewable 

energy, of which the by-products (digestate) can go to be used as agricultural 

fertiliser.  

 

4.1.14 Following manure removal, the buildings will be washed out with high-pressure 

power-washers and prepared for the incoming flock.  The inside of the building 

and concrete apron are drained to an underground dirty water tank between shed 

3 and 4 which will be emptied periodically.   

 

4.2 Characteristics and Production Processes  

 

4.2.1 The use of the proposed building extensions is for the rearing of day old broiler 

chickens through to finished table weight.   

 

4.3 Expected Residues and Emissions  

 

4.3.1 The proposed broiler unit requires a permit under the Environment Agency IPPC 

permitting regime.  The permit must take into account the whole environmental 

performance of the plant, covering e.g. emissions to air, water and land, 

generation of waste, use of raw materials, energy efficiency, noise, prevention of 

accidents, and restoration of the site upon closure.  The purpose of the Directive 

is to ensure a high level of protection of the environment taken as a whole.  

 

4.3.2 As the poultry unit will continue to be controlled under the IPPC permitting regime, 

the likelihood of significant impact on the environment from the proposed 

development is negligible due to the strict regime of control.  
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4.3.3 Expected residues and emissions from the site are limited to:  

 

 Airborne emissions in the form of odour, ammonia, nitrogen and dust 

 Noise emission from mechanical ventilation 

 Production of waste in the form of poultry manure and dirty water 

 

4.4 Forecasting Methods   

 

4.4.1 The forecasting methods used within this assessment are detailed within the 

individual chapters and assessments.  With few exceptions, the assessment for 

impacts for a development of this nature are controlled through the Environmental 

Permitting Regulations (England and Wales) 2010, with specific regulatory 

requirement as to how the impacts are forecast.  
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CHAPTER 5  PLANNING POLICY 

 

5.1 National Planning Policy 

 

5.1.1 The National Planning Policy Framework sets out the Government’s planning 

policies for England.  The presumption is in favour of sustainable development.  

Paragraph 8 details the three dimensions to sustainable development; economic, 

social and environmental.  

 

 Economic -  contributing to building a strong, responsive and 

competitive economy, by ensuring that sufficient land of the right type is 

available in the right places and at the right time to support growth and 

innovation; and by identifying and coordinating development requirements, 

including the provision of infrastructure; 

 

 Social - supporting strong, vibrant and healthy communities, by providing 

the supply of housing required to meet the needs of present and future 

generations; and by creating a high quality built environment, with 

accessible local services that reflect the community’s needs and support its 

health, social and cultural well-being; and 

 
 Environmental - contributing to protecting and enhancing our natural, 

built and historic environment; and, as part of this, helping to improve 

biodiversity, use natural resources prudently, minimise waste and 

pollution, and mitigate and adapt to climate change including 

moving to low carbon economy.  

 

5.1.2 Section 6 is entitled ‘Building a strong, competitive economy’ and paragraphs 83-

84 apply under the heading ‘Supporting a Prosperous Rural Economy’ and state: 

 

83. Planning policies and decisions should enable: 

 

a)  the sustainable growth and expansion of all types of business in rural areas, 

both through conversion of existing buildings and well-designed new 

buildings; 

b)  the development and diversification of agricultural and other land-based 

rural businesses; 

c)  sustainable rural tourism and leisure developments which respect the 

character of the countryside; and 



E d e n  R i d g e  –  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t a t e m e n t   P a g e  | 24 

 

 
 
 

d)  the retention and development of accessible local services and community 

facilities, such as local shops, meeting places, sports venues, open space, 

cultural buildings, public houses and places of worship. 

 

84. Planning policies and decisions should recognise that sites to meet local 

Business and community needs in rural areas may have to be found adjacent 

to or beyond existing settlements, and in locations that are not well served 

by public transport. In these circumstances it will be important to ensure 

that development is sensitive to its surroundings, does not have an 

unacceptable impact on local roads and exploits any opportunities to make 

a location more sustainable (for example by improving the scope for access 

on foot, by cycling or by public transport). The use of previously developed 

land, and sites that are physically well-related to existing settlements, 

should be encouraged where suitable opportunities exist. 

 

5.1.3 Paragraph 103 states that the planning system should actively manage patterns 

of growth in support of these objectives. Significant development should be 

focused on locations which are or can be made sustainable, through limiting the 

need to travel and offering a genuine choice of transport modes. This can help to 

reduce congestion and emissions, and improve air quality and public health. 

However, opportunities to maximise sustainable transport solutions will vary 

between urban and rural areas, and this should be taken into account in both 

plan-making and decision-making. 

 

5.1.4 Paragraph 109 also states that development should only be prevented or refused 

on highways grounds if there would be an unacceptable impact on highway safety, 

or the residual cumulative impacts on the road network would be severe. 

 

5.1.5 Paragraph 172 states that great weight should be given to conserving and 

enhancing landscape and scenic beauty in National Parks, the Broads and Areas 

of Outstanding Natural Beauty, which have the highest status of protection in 

relation to these issues. The conservation and enhancement of wildlife and cultural 

heritage are also important considerations in these areas, and should be given 

great weight in National Parks and the Broads. The scale and extent of 

development within these designated areas should be limited.  
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5.1.6 Planning authorities have an important role to play in delivering the Government's 

objectives for rural areas, through their operation of the planning system and the 

application of the policies set out in this guidance and their Local Development 

Documents (LDD). 

 

5.1.7 Paragraph 117 of the NPPF advises that planning policies and decisions should 

promote an effective use of land in meeting the need for homes and other uses, 

while safeguarding and improving the environment and ensuring safe and healthy 

living conditions. Strategic policies should set out a clear strategy for 

accommodating objectively assessed needs, in a way that makes as much use as 

possible of previously-developed or ‘brownfield’ land. 

 

5.1.8 The above policy statements and issues have been used as a basis for the 

preparation of this report with the major issues given the appropriate weight in 

initial consultations, and addressed accordingly. 

 

5.2 Local Plan Policy - South Somerset Local Plan  

 

5.2.1 The SSDC Local Plan (2006-2028) adopted March 2015.  There are no specific 

policies within the local plan which relate to the provision of new agricultural 

buildings.   

 

5.2.2 The Plan however recognises that the maintenance of the number of agricultural 

based businesses in the district and increase in land farmed in the district is 

important and must be monitored.  However, whilst there is a growth in the 

number of farm holdings, the size of holdings is declining and the amount of land 

farmed is declining (between 2007-2010, there has been an 8% reduction in the 

amount of land farmed in South Somerset) illustrating a shift in the rural way of 

life and the general rise in 'hobby farming'. 

 

5.2.3 Farming and its associated businesses remain integral to the present and future 

of South Somerset. Food security, local produce and reducing 'food-miles' remain 

nationally important, and an increasing onus on a low carbon economy, will 

provide opportunities for key sectors such as land based industries and renewable 

energy. Whilst the Plan recognises that it is important to establish policy, which 

supports a productive countryside and the transition from traditional to new rural 

enterprises, it relies on the NPPF policies as the material consideration. 
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CHAPTER 6  FARM WASTE AND CLEAN WATER MANAGEMENT 

 

6.1 Farm Waste 

 

6.1.1 The cleaning process of the buildings, existing and proposed, is undertaken at the 

end of each flock cycle.  With the exception of 20% of the flock being removed at 

day 32, bird depopulation occurs at day 38 and thereafter the cleaning process is 

commenced.  The buildings are cleaned by means of compressed air being used 

to remove dust build up from the building internals and equipment before litter is 

removed.  Spent litter is taken from site to an Anaerobic Digestion (AD) plant in 

Chard.   

 

6.1.2  Use of an AD plant in the waste disposal process helps to generate renewable heat 

and energy. This helps cut fossil fuel use and reduce greenhouse emissions. Once 

the materials are broken down the remaining material (digestate) is rich in 

nutrients and so can be used as a fertiliser. 

6.1.3 Post removal of waste, the buildings are washed clean using high pressure water 

which is channelled to an on-site SSAFO compliant underground tank of 20,000 

litre capacity situated between shed 3 and 4. This waste water is periodically 

pumped from this site for spreading on agricultural land. All building internals are 

disinfected to point of run.  The buildings are ready for clean bedding with 

shavings and pre-warmed in readiness of the incoming flock. Clearing out and 

washing down will take 5-7 working days for each cycle.  

 

6.2 Dirty Water 

 

6.2.1 During cleanout, shed washings and waste water discharges to the dirty water 

collection tank situated between Houses 3 and 4. These are closely monitored to 

remain at a manageable level throughout the process.  To ensure no pollution 

risks are posed this effluent must be handled appropriately.   

 

6.2.2 Within the last 2 years, draining of waste water has been developed from being 

located in an open lagoon to being stored in the 20,000 litre underground tank. A 

suction pipe comes out of the front of House 3 to ease the process of emptying 

the tank when full.  
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6.2.3 The washing out process is undertaken at the end of every 38 day growing cycle. 

The waste water from interior washing is drained to an underground tank as 

detailed above. The effluent containment system must conform to the 

requirements of Schedule 2 of the ‘The Water Resources (Control of Pollution) 

(Silage, Slurry and Agricultural Fuel Oil) (England) Regulations 2010’.  The tanks 

will be periodically emptied by vacuum system for disposal on agricultural land.    

 

6.2.4 The provision of separate drainage systems is a requirement of the IPPC permit 

and the facilities and methods of disposal in this case are agreed and monitored 

by the EA.  

  

6.3 Clean Water 

 

6.3.1 Under normal circumstances run off (clean water) from roofs discharge via a 

network of pipes running alongside each of the buildings which discharge into the 

main drainage system going into the on-site open lagoon. 

 

6.3.2 The same system of surface water management will be adopted following the 

extension of the four buildings and expansion of the poultry flock.  

 

6.4 Impact Significance 

 

6.4.1 The management of waste and clean/dirty water conforms to best practice and is 

approved and monitored by the EA.  Impacts are assessed as of low/none 

significance.  
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CHAPTER 7  FLOOD RISK ASSESSMENT 

 

7.1 Assessment  

 

7.1.1 The proposed development is located entirely within Flood Zone 1, beyond the 

limits of the 1:1,000 year flood, so the Sequential and Exception Tests are not 

required. 

 

Source – Environment Agency 

 

7.1.2 The nearest area of land designated as Flood Zone 2 or Flood Zone 3 is located 

approximately 1.7 km east of the site and is associated with the un-named 

tributary of the River Axe. There are also more minimal Flood Zone 2 and 3 areas 

1.8 km to the south-west.  

 

7.1.3 Likewise, access from the site onto the public highway is shown to be at ‘low’ risk 

of surface water flooding (see mapping overleaf) and as a result safe emergency 

access and egress is unaffected. 
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Source – gov.co.uk long term flood risk information 

 

7.1.4 The risk of flooding on site is regarded as low for all sources, so no person on the 

site would be put at additional risk as a result of the development. 

 

7.2 Mitigation  

 

7.4.1 The proposed development will continue to use the existing mitigation measures 

and plans which is one of containment and removal of water. Water is stored in 

an on-site lagoon, which like underwater storage tanks, is emptied periodically. 

Therefore, in an occurrence where the lagoon becomes full, it will be emptied at 

the appropriate moment. Existing procedures at the site will not be significantly 

changed due to this development and therefore the continuation of existing 

methods is most appropriate.  

 

7.3 Cumulative Impacts 

 

7.3.1 The surface water drainage mitigation proposals ensure no residual impacts.  Foul 

and surface water drainage arrangements are separated, with all dirty water 

directed to a sealed containment system, negating any potential for ground or 

surface water pollution.  

 

7.3.2 Operational characteristics and environmental management of the unit are to best 

practice and strictly monitored by the Environment Agency ensuring no 

unacceptable residual impact.  
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7.6 Impact Significance 

 

7.6.1 The design, drainage, operational and environmental management of the unit 

conform to best practice.  The mitigation proposed will ensure that the proposed 

poultry building extensions do not present any potential for negative impact on 

water resources or unacceptable impacts on residential amenity.  Impacts are 

assessed as minor significance.  
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CHAPTER 8  ODOUR ASSESSMENT 

 

8.1 Introduction 

 

8.1.1 Odour pollution can generally be avoided and is certainly not anticipated at this 

site where the buildings will be extended using Best Available Techniques (BAT). 

 

8.1.2 A key guide is the Protection of Water, Soil and Air - A Code of Good Agricultural 

Practice for Farmers, Growers and Land Managers.  It describes the main causes 

of air pollution from different agricultural activities and provides a practical guide 

to help farmers and growers avoid causing air pollution from odours, ammonia, 

smoke and greenhouse gases.  In the case of a poultry unit, the most important 

factors relating to potential air pollution are ammonia and odours and the terms 

of the code will be strictly adhered to in the management practices used on the 

site.   

 

8.1.3 A detailed Odour Impact Analysis3 of the expanded poultry unit has been prepared 

by AS Modelling and Data.  The assessment of odour and the intensity of impact 

is controlled through Environment Agency benchmark requirements which are set 

out within the Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2010 

and the 2011 H4 Odour Management guidance produced by the EA. 

 

8.2 Assessment 

 

8.2.1 The following sources have been identified as contributing to a potential medium 

risk odour source. 

 
 Odour emissions from compound feed selection 

 Odour emissions from feed delivery and storage 

 Odour emissions from ventilation techniques 

 Odour emissions from litter conditions and management 

 Odour emissions from carcass storage and disposal 

 Odour emissions from fluctuations in bird stocking densities  

 Odour emissions from drinking water systems  

 Odour emissions from de-stocking  

 Odour emissions from cleanout (litter removal) 

 Odour emissions from dirty water generation and storage 

 Odour emissions from litter/manure 

 Odour emissions from dust build up 

 

                                           
3 Appendix 1 – Eden Ridge Odour Report 
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8.2.2 The pathway for all of the above sources would be via the atmosphere, with the 

most sensitive receptors being inhabitants of nearby residential dwellings.  The 

wind direction will significantly influence how receptors are affected. 

 

8.2.3 ADMS was effectively run twelve times, once for each year of the four year 

meteorological record and for each of the three crop cycles. Statistics for the 

annual 98th percentile hourly mean odour concentration at each receptor were 

compiled for each of the twelve runs. 

 

8.2.4 A summary of the results of these twelve runs at the receptors is provided in Table 

3, where the maximum annual 98th percentile hourly mean odour concentration 

is shown. A contour plot of the maximum annual 98th percentile hourly mean 

odour concentrations is shown in Figure 6. 
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8.3 Summary of Principle Findings 

 

8.3.1 Odour emission rates from the poultry houses have been assessed and quantified 

based upon an emissions model that takes into account the likely internal odour 

concentrations and ventilation rates of the poultry houses. The odour emission 

rates so obtained have then been used as inputs to an atmospheric dispersion 

model which calculates odour exposure levels in the surrounding area. 

 

8.3.2 The modelling predicts that, at all nearby residences considered that are not 

associated with Eden Ridge, the odour exposure would be well below the 

Environment Agency’s benchmark for moderately offensive odours, which is a 

maximum annual 98th percentile hourly mean concentration of 3.0 ouE/m3. It is 

clear to see that the only receptor site with a concentration of over 3.0 ouE/m3 is 

the Eden Ridge farmhouse (7.74 ouE/m3), and due to being directly involved with 

the farming operations this can be discounted as a cause for concern.  

 

8.4 Cumulative Impacts  

 

8.4.1 At all of the receptors not associated with the farm, the proposed development is 

below Environment Agency threshold of 3ouE/m3.  The level of impact is therefore 

not significant and should be considered compliant with the Environmental 

Permitting Regulations (England and Wales) 2010.   
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8.5 Impact Significance 

 

8.5.1 The proposed extensions of the four broiler rearing houses at Eden Ridge involves 

the upgrading of all ventilation systems to modern uncapped high-speed ridge 

fans, each with a short chimney. Currently, the operation runs with one rearing 

house utilising cowled side mounted fans. The proposed replacement of these 

side-mounted fans with the modern system will provide a more efficient odour 

control for that house, and reduce the overall odour present (exclusive of the 

added extensions). 

 

8.5.2  Given odour levels proposed are within EA recommended thresholds, odour 

impacts from the proposed development are therefore assessed as being of low 

significance. 
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CHAPTER 9  NOISE 

  

9.1 Introduction 
 
9.1.1 There are a number of sources of noise in and around a poultry unit, including 

ventilation fans, lorries and other vehicles. The building will have modern 

ventilation fans which are contained within cowls directed upwards (Draper 710 

mm diameter fans or similar). Poultry units with modern fans do not cause noise 

problems, especially given the distances involved. 

 

9.1.2 In addition, the noise of feed being blown into the bulk bins might occasionally be 

heard. The noise of lorries and other vehicles may be heard in the vicinity, 

however these will be no different to the current scenario which is not understood 

to have caused any problems. 

 

9.1.3 Whilst there are no protected dwellings within close proximity to be affected by 

noise, the site does operate noise management and control measures for the site 

as a means of mitigation. 

     
Noise Related Issue Potential Risk and Problems Actions taken to prevent and minimise risk 

Noise from vehicle 

accessing and 

manoeuvring 

Specifically HGV’s   

Vehicles arriving at the site. 

 

 

Revving of engines 

 

Rattling of empty trailers loading with 

catching modules (depopulation specific). 

Rattling of empty bulker trailers. 

Release of air brakes.  

15mph speed restriction in place for any HGV’s 

coming to or leaving the site, 10mph restriction 

once on site. 

Revving of engines to be kept to a minimum at all 

times.  

Speed restrictions to be observed at all times.  

 

 

 

Noise from machinery 

working on site 

 

 

 

Catching forklifts 

(depopulation 

specific) 

 

Skid steer, long reach 

loaders and 

compressors  

(muckout specific) 

Loading and unloading of live bird modules 

on/off intake trailers and movement around 

site. 

 

 

Cleaning out machines scraping internal 

floors to remove litter. 

 

 

High pressure compressed air used for 

blowing down building internals. 

 

 

Catch teams are to unload no more than 4 modules 

at any one time and to work in a one on one off 

basis to minimise movements to a specific area. 

 

Machine operators are to work inside buildings. 

There is to be no scraping of external concrete 

aprons – these areas are to be mechanically 

brushed only. 

High pressure air compressors are to be positioned 

within the building being blown down to help reduce 

external noise through running of engines. 

 

Ventilation systems 

and operational 

techniques 

Noise created from backdraft shutter in vent 

chimneys. 

 

 

All fan chimney backdraft shutters are mechanically 

operated and sit on a tight rubber dampener to 

minimise movement while non-operational. 
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Noise created from worn fan motors and 

bearings. 

 

Noise created from large belt driven. 

All fan are inspected and maintained at the end of 

each cycle to maintain operational efficiencies   

All fan are inspected and maintained at the end of 

each cycle to maintain operational efficiencies. 

Noise from feed 

deliveries  

(Delivery of feed into 

feed silos) 

 

 

 

Engine noise from both vehicles and blowing 

motors. 

Delivery of feed through pipework into silos 

Location of feed silos in relation to sensitive 

receptors. 

 

 

Request the use of modern well silenced vehicles. 

 

Delivery drivers will be requested to deliver feed 

under minimum pressure. 

All silos are positioned at the furthest locations 

possible away from any sensitive receptor without 

comprising operational requirement.  

Noises from washing 

/ disinfection 

operations 

Prolonged engine noise from wash pumps 

running. 

Location of washing trailers in relation to 

sensitive receptors. 

Modern low noise pumps requested through the 

approved contractor. 

All wash pumps will be located with the service area 

(concrete apron). 

Excessive noise 

created by bird 

depletion  

Bird excitement / stress. 

 

 

Loading of modules onto trailers. 

 

  

Only approved contractor trained in the catching of 

poultry are to be instructed to load drawers in 

modules.   

Schedule loading so that birds are quickly loaded 

onto trailers and removed from site once complete. 

Noise from standby 

emergency generator 

 

Routine testing of generator. 

 

As it is a requirement to ensure the generator is in 

working condition at all time the power unit must 

be run and documented for two hours every week. 

This will be done by two single one hour test. 

 

Following any failure in power supply to the 

site the generator will automatically take over 

the supply to the site and will therefore run 

for as long as required without any restriction. 

 

9.2 Impact Significance 

 

9.2.1 On the basis of the assessed noise sources and the distance of receptors, the 

significance is considered to be low.   
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CHAPTER 10  DUST 

 

10.1 Introduction 

 

10.1.1 Within a poultry building, the main sources of dust are the birds, their food and 

the floor litter.  The particles of dust inside the building are emitted to the 

atmosphere via the ventilation system.  The amounts of dust emitted are 

influenced by the level at which the ventilation system is operating.  In hot 

summer weather, for example, the system will be operating at a high rate. 

 

10.1.2 The larger dust particulates found within the building tend to fail to migrate to the 

ventilation fans.  With a ridge extract ventilation system in place the smaller 

particles of dust will be carried on the wind, with deposition continuing under the 

natural turbulent flow of the air. 

 

10.1.3 With increasing distance from the source there will come a point where the 

concentration of dust particles which originate from poultry buildings fall into a 

level below air quality guideline values as laid down by the EU and eventually be 

indistinguishable from normal background dust levels. 

 

10.2 Baseline Conditions 

 

10.2.1 Dust is unlikely to cause any problems to nearby protected properties because: 

 

 Receptor properties are located sufficient distances away from proposed 

buildings. 

 Modern ventilation systems ensure that any fugitive dust particles will be 

quickly dispersed thus reducing localised concentrations. 

 Appropriate litter management will ensure that dust generation is minimal. 

 

10.2.2 Feed delivery systems are sealed to minimise atmospheric dust.  Cyclone dust 

catchment systems are in place on all silos.  At the end of each cycle the cyclones 

are emptied onto the litter within the house ready for disposal.  Each unit is then 

cleaned and checked ready for the next flock. 
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10.3 Assessment and Cumulative Effect 

 

10.3.1 It is recognised that dust from poultry houses may contain small particulate 

matter (PM10’s and PM2.5) and that in certain circumstances this can have an 

unacceptable effect on local air quality including for dwellings inhabited by persons 

directly involved with the poultry farming operation. 

 

10.3.2 The assessment of dust from poultry farms formed part of a DEFRA research 

project (AC0104).  It found that bioaerosol concentrations in the building 

represent a risk to poultry workers in terms of respiratory allergy or disease, but 

the levels emitted are sufficiently diluted over a short distance from the building 

so as not to pose a risk to those living in the vicinity of poultry operations.  PM10 

particulate levels were reduced to background levels by 100m downwind of even 

the highest emitting poultry houses, therefore are unlikely to pose a risk to those 

living in the vicinity of poultry operations.” 

 

10.3.3 LAQM Technical Guidance 2016 is designed to support local authorities in carrying 

out their duties under the Environment Act 1995 and subsequent regulations.  

LAQM is the statutory process by which local authorities monitor, assess and take 

action to improve local air quality.  The primary users will be technical officers 

within local authorities charged with air quality duties.  The threshold criteria for 

PM10 in relation to poultry farms is where housing is in excess of 400,000 birds 

(if mechanically ventilated), 200,000 birds (if naturally ventilated), 100,000 birds 

(if turkey unit) and exposure within 100m from the poultry units. 

 

10.3.4 As bird numbers will be below 400,000 birds further assessment is not required. 

 

10.4 Impact Significance 

 

10.4.1  Given the scale of the operation and the mitigation in place the impact is 

considered to be of low significance. 
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CHAPTER 11  ECOLOGY 

 

11.1 Introduction 

 

11.1.1 Any new development in the countryside can have an impact on ecology, namely:- 

 

a) The site of the new buildings removing habitat, especially any elements 

constructed on previously undeveloped land. 

 

b) The impact on species that might use the site temporarily or immediate 

surrounding area. 

 

c) The impact of emissions on sites of ecological interest further afield, 

principally ammonia. 

 

11.2 Baseline Conditions 

 

11.2.1 The farm is located in a rural area, surrounded by predominately arable farmland, 

with multiple other farms in the locality. 

 

11.2.2 The site consists of a series of poultry sheds surrounded by hardstanding, semi-

improved grassland, and ruderal vegetation with areas of bare ground bounded 

by a line of trees. The wider landscape consists of agricultural fields bounded by 

hedgerows and areas of broad leaf woodland.  

 

11.3 Assessment/Cumulative Impact 

 

11.3.1 In terms of a) and b) an Extended Phase 1 Habitat Survey4 has been undertaken 

by Richard Green Ecology.  In terms of (c) and the effect of emissions, the key 

issue is that of ammonia and nitrogen deposition which is considered in the 

subsequent Chapter.   

 

11.3.2 The habitat survey has concluded the following: 

 

                                           
4 Appendix 2 – Ecological Appraisal by Richard Green Ecology 
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 The proposed development of the site would result in the loss of 

approximately 0.2ha of ruderal vegetation and 300m² of semi-improved 

grassland.  

 The poultry sheds are constructed of tin and tightly sealed with no potential 

access points for bats or nesting birds. 

 The trees on the site are likely to be used by foraging and commuting bats. 

However, it is understood that these are to remain unaffected by the 

proposed development.  

 The trees would also provide opportunity for nesting birds and suitable 

dormouse habitat. 

 Given the small size of the site, and the availability of favourable bat 

commuting and foraging habitats in the wider landscape, e.g. network of 

hedges, areas of woodland etc., the site was considered to be of no more 

than of local value for commuting and foraging bats, nesting birds and 

dormice. 

 There was no evidence found of reptiles, great crested newts or badgers on 

site.  

 There are no statutory designated site within a 500m search area.   

 Semi-improved grassland and ruderal vegetation are common and 

widespread habitats and the loss of these habitats would result in negligible 

ecological impact. It is understood that the line of trees on site is to remain 

intact. The proposed development is, therefore, considered to have no 

impact on bats, dormice or nesting birds.  

 As an ecological enhancement it is recommended to install two wooden bat 

boxes on suitable trees on the site boundary. 

 

11.4 Impact Significance 

 

11.4.1 Overall, the impact of the development on the local habitat is considered to be of 

low significance. 
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CHAPTER 12  AMMONIA   

 

12.1 Introduction 

 

12.1.1 Around 90% of the ammonia emitted in the UK arises from agriculture, mainly 

from the breakdown of excreted urea from farm livestock, mainly cattle, or uric 

acid from poultry (DEFRA 2002).  Ammonia (NH3) is highly water soluble and 

reacts with other substances to form ammonium compounds such as ammonium 

nitrate and ammonium sulphate. 

 

12.1.2 Following emission to the atmosphere, ammonia and ammonium compounds are 

deposited in rainfall causing a nitrogen fertilising effect with serious impacts on 

natural ecosystems.  Certain habitats are particularly sensitive including 

heathlands, bogs, grasslands and ancient woodland.  Mosses and lichens are also 

often very sensitive to increased nitrogen deposition and some species can be lost 

altogether close to sources of ammonia emissions (Environment Agency 2010).  

Increased nitrogen levels as a result of deposition can also lead eutrophication of 

water courses and acidification of land and water.  Ammonia emissions are 

therefore an issue of concern for the conservation of ecosystems.  

 

12.1.3 Problems posed by ammonia are well known and mitigation is included in several 

international agreements and regulations, including the UNECE Gothenburg 

Protocol, the EU National Emissions Ceiling Directive (NEC), and the Integrated 

Pollution Prevention and Control Directive (IPPC).  The IPPC Directive requires 

certain types of installations, including pig and poultry farms above a given size, 

to implement best available technologies for a wide range of pollutants including 

NH3 (Commission, European 2006). 

 

12.2 Assessment/Cumulative Effect 

 

12.2.1 The proposed development has been assessed via an Atmospheric Dispersion 

Modelling System for ammonia and nitrogen deposition levels.  A copy of the 

results tables are provided overleaf and detailed in the modelling.  

 

 

 



E d e n  R i d g e  –  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t a t e m e n t   P a g e  | 42 

 

 
 
 

Sources: AS Ammonia Modelling Report5 

 

12.2.2 The modelling predicts that should the proposed development proceed, and 

assuming the strictest Critical Level of 1.0 μg-NH3/m3 is adopted, then: 

 

 At all sites designated as LWSs, the process contributions to the annual 

mean ammonia level would be below the Environment Agency’s lower 

threshold percentage of Critical Level for non-statutory sites (100%). 

 

 At all sites designated as SSSIs, the process contributions to the annual 

mean ammonia level would be below the Environment Agency’s lower 

threshold percentage of Critical Level for SSSIs (20%). 

 

 At all sites designated as SACs or SPAs, the process contributions to the 

annual mean ammonia level would be below the Environment Agency’s 

lower threshold percentage of Critical Level for SACs and SPAs (4%).   

 
 

                                           
5 Appendix 3 Eden Ridge Ammonia Modelling Report 
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12.3 Impact Significance 

 

12.3.1 Based on predicted modelling, the impact of the development on the wider nature 

conservation sites is considered to be of low significance. 

  



E d e n  R i d g e  –  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t a t e m e n t   P a g e  | 44 

 

 
 
 

CHAPTER 13  LANDSCAPE 

 

13.1 Introduction 

 

13.1.1  The existing site use is as an established broiler chicken rearing business. It is an 

agricultural site, organised as a collection of 4 main rearing houses on an east-

west axis. The site is surrounded by trees and the proposed area of extension has 

heavy tree covering, with a pond slightly further to the east. The site is hidden 

from view in the surrounding landscape due to the height of surrounding trees 

and vegetation. The local landscape is flat with gentle undulation and laid out as 

fields in agricultural use with hedgerow and tree field boundaries. 

 

13.1.2  There are a number of other farm complexes in the surrounding landscape, as 

well as a collection of small villages and outlying houses. Larger settlements are 

to the east in Tatworth, and the north in Chard. 

 

13.1.3  The site falls within national character area 147 – Blackdowns (NE566) as defined 

by Natural England in their national scale assessment.  The key characteristics of 

this area are defined as follows: 

 

 Long, flat-topped Greensand ridges create distinctive landscape features 

offering far-reaching views. Narrow, steep-sided valleys with a strong sense 

of enclosure dissect the ridges and contrast with the broad, open valley of the 

River Axe with its flood plain. 

 A dynamic coastline of tall, often crumbling cliffs and open, exposed cliff-top 

plateaux, incised by steep, enclosed combe valleys or open estuaries and tidal 

marsh. Narrow sand, shingle and pebble beaches feature along the coast. 

 A landscape drained by small streams radiating out from the ridges into rivers 

with relatively short courses south to the sea. Springs emerge from the 

interface of the Greensand and clays. 

 Densely-wooded, steep scarp slopes with both ancient oak woodland, 

carpeted in bluebells and primroses, and conifer plantations which extend 

onto the ridges. Across the valleys a strong hedgerow pattern with hedgerow 

trees and small broadleaved woodlands exists with carr woodland along some 

watercourses. The combination of these woodlands and their location gives 

the perception that the area is relatively well wooded. 
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 A mainly pastoral landscape with small, irregular fields of medieval origin on 

the slopes and in the smaller valleys. Across the wider valleys and flood plains 

there is a transition to larger fields and the occurrence of some arable. 

Regular modern and Parliamentary enclosure fields of medium and large scale 

feature on the Greensand ridges; medium-sized, regular fields reflecting late 

enclosure of waste, now often under arable production, feature on the coastal 

chalk plateau. 

 Beech-topped hedgebanks, many now grown out, characterise the Greensand 

plateau, with wider historic banks in the upper farmed valleys and more 

species-diverse Devon hedgerows (for example, beech, sycamore, ash, hazel, 

blackthorn and gorse) with flower, fern and moss-rich banks on the lower 

slopes. 

 A mosaic of diverse semi-natural habitats: chalk grassland to unimproved 

acidic grassland; ancient oak woodland to carr woodland; springline mires to 

estuary mudflats. 

 A very strong time-depth across the area, evident in bronze-age barrows in 

elevated positions on the ridges; iron-age hill forts on upper valley slopes; 

Roman roads including the Fosse Way; ruined castles and abbeys; and 

Second World War defences. 

 An ancient dispersed settlement pattern with clustered hamlets and villages 

at road or river crossings, along springlines or at the mouth of rivers and 

estuaries. Farmsteads scattered throughout, nestled in dips or along 

springlines, with a noticeable occurrence of beech shelterbelts. 

 Strong local vernacular reflecting the geology: cob and thatch, grey limestone 

buildings, sandstone buildings with slate roofs and red brick detailing, Beer 

stone churches, and the locally distinctive chert (flintlike nodules) with red 

brick detailing and slate roofs. 

 The ridges are characterised by straight roads with verges and featuring 

beech avenues. These descend abruptly to sinuous lanes tightly enclosed by 

hedgebanks. 

 An area offering opportunities to experience tranquillity, outstanding natural 

beauty in three designated Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONBs) and 

recreation, particularly along the South West Coast Path National Trail and 

the East Devon Way regional route.  
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13.2 Assessment/Cumulative Effect 

 

13.2.1 The assessment considers the effect on the landscape resource (both direct effects 

on the physical landscape resource and indirect effects on how the development 

would change the way that the landscape character is perceived) and the effect 

on visual amenity (views). 

 

13.2.2  Landscape assessment is the systematic description and analysis of the landscape 

features and elements within the landscape (collectively referred to as the 

‘landscape resource’) and of the landscape character, followed by an assessment 

of the effects of the proposed scheme on this landscape resource and character. 

 

13.2.3 Visual assessment is the description and analysis of specific views of the landscape 

and the general visual amenity of the area as experienced by people residing, 

visiting and travelling through the landscape, this is followed by an assessment of 

the effects of the proposed scheme on these views and visual amenity.  The 

physical resource that can be seen as a “view” is interpreted as visual amenity. 

 

13.2.4 The assessment seeks to achieve the following: 

 

• To identify, evaluate and describe the current landscape character of the site 

and its surroundings and also any notable individual landscape features within 

the context of the site; 

 

• To determine the sensitivity of the landscape to the type of development 

proposed; 

 

• To identify potential visual receptors (i.e. people who would be able to see 

the development) and to evaluate their sensitivity to the type of changes 

proposed; and 

 

• To identify and describe any impacts of the development in so far as they 

affect the landscape and/or views of it and to evaluate the magnitude of 

change due to these impacts. 

 

13.2.5 The proposal is considered in its three phases: construction, operation, and 

decommissioning.  The assessment concludes the following: 
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Construction 

13.2.6 The effects of the construction part of the development on the landscape fabric of 

the site is considered to be low.  The extension of buildings, together with 

associated traffic, parking, and lighting can temporarily change the landscape 

character of an area and impact upon its existing visual and/or recreational 

amenity. In this already established site, these issues are expected to be minimal.  

 

13.2.7 In order to minimise potential impacts, together with the optimum benefit for 

landscape character and visual amenity the proposals should provide 

environmental enhancement and make a positive contribution to the landscape, 

not only of the development itself, but to its wider setting.  This should include 

visual barriers as close to the viewer as possible.  Its principal objectives are to: 

 

• Minimise views from residential areas 

• Assist visual integration of the development 

• Provide an internal site landscape structure and enhance internal road corridors 

• Reinforce the opportunity to maintain wildlife corridors at the site boundaries. 

 

13.2.8 The initial works stage will give rise to temporary, short term impacts. This is less 

extensive than the full construction phase that would have been undertaken when 

the site was established. Any modifications that occur from time to time in the 

future will also give rise to this short term construction impact. 

 

Operation 

13.2.9 The operational direct effects would be considered minor/negligible as they are 

not uncharacteristic when set within the attributes of the existing landscape.  

 

13.2.10 The visual impact and the significance of the proposed extension on the 

surrounding countryside have been assessed as potentially moderate/minor 

without mitigation. 

 

Decommissioning 
13.2.11The extension to the current site would be permanent and therefore no 

decommissioning is proposed. 

 

13.2.12It is only necessary to assess potentially significant cumulative effects and due to 

the surrounding landscape conditions and distances involved between sites in the 

area, it can be expected that there is no potential for significant cumulative visual 

impact related to the scheme at Eden Ridge. 
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13.3 Mitigation 

 

13.3.1 The visual effects of the development are minimal due in most part to tall and 

dense vegetation between potential viewers and site, the topography in the area 

and the similar surrounding agricultural landscape. It can be noted that the 

extensions being made to the buildings are at the back of the site, away from 

closest public highways and behind the existing structures.  

 

13.3.2 Potential mitigation measures could include: 

 

• Localised gap planting to ensure that any existing areas which allow the 

modern buildings to be viewed from a public footpath or highway are filled; 

• Management and maintenance of existing surrounding hedgerow and trees; 

• The use of materials for the external envelope of the buildings which minimise 

potential visual intrusion and follow the local vernacular to aid visual blending. 

 

13.3.3 With suitable mitigation measures, the extension of buildings will have a minor 

visual impact in the surrounding area, i.e. not significant. 

 

13.4 Impact Significance 

 

13.4.1 Allowing for proposed mitigation, the impact of the development on the wider 

landscape is considered to be of low significance. 
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CHAPTER 14 ARCHAEOLOGY 

 

14.1  Introduction 

 

14.1.1 A desk based archaeology and heritage statement has been completed for a site 

at Eden Ridge.  The Somerset Historic Environment Record (HER) was consulted 

together with online sources.  

 

14.2 Baseline Conditions 

 

14.2.1 To avoid repetition, baseline data is detailed in the Cultural Heritage section. 

  

14.3 Assessment/Cumulative Effect 

 

14.3.1 It is noted that nothing of archaeological interest is recorded within or close to 

the site by the HER.  Indeed, few archaeological sites are noted within the study 

area. None are on the area of land worked by the current operations. 

 

14.4 Mitigation  

 

14.4.1 The proposals would minimally affect any heritage site by nature of being simply 

an extension of the existing operations. Nothing of archaeological significance is 

recorded within or close to the site by the HER.  Indeed, few archaeological sites 

are noted within the study area and the earliest certainly dated remains are post-

medieval. 

 

14.4.2 Given low archaeological potential, no further archaeological work should be 

required. 

 

14.5 Impact Significance 

 

14.5.1 Overall, the impact of the development on archaeology is considered to be of low 

significance.  



E d e n  R i d g e  –  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  S t a t e m e n t   P a g e  | 50 

 

 
 
 

CHAPTER 15 HIGHWAYS 

 

15.1 Introduction 

 

15.1.1 The site of the broiler rearing houses at Eden Ridge is located 1.3 km to the south 

of Chard in South Somerset, in a rural area. The site has one existing access point 

from Burridge Cross Lane, and links to the A358 (Two Ash Hill) on the north-east 

approach.  

 

15.2.2 Access on Burridge Cross Lane is narrow and characteristic of a rural single width 

lane. This links to the similarly sized Paradise Lane to the north and continues to 

the small village of Chardstock to the south. 

 

15.2.3 Burridge Cross and Paradise lanes link to the A358 on the north and south sides 

of Eden Ridge, and have an opportunity to avoid the village of Chardstock. The 

A358 provides a main route between Horton Cross and Axeminster, and links the 

site well to National road networks.  

 

15.2.4 Data regarding traffic collisions on the immediately surrounding roads to Eden 

Ridge shows that in the last 10 years there has been just one collision and injury 

on a route that could be used as access the site from the A358. This was regarded 

as ‘Slight’ in severity, and was importantly not adjacent to the site entrance. This 

incident was also not on the expected route of traffic to the site, which should 

follow a northern approach due to the angled nature of the site entrance. On this 

basis, there is no evidence to suggest there is an existing road safety issue and 

no specific road safety mitigation measures are required as a result of the 

development proposals. 

 

15.2 Assessment 

 

15.2.1 The existing development comprises of 4 poultry buildings producing 146,000 

birds per crop.  Subject to planning permission, the expansion will result in 

extension of the 4 poultry buildings, allowing them to produce 209,000 birds per 

crop.  The facility will continue to operate on an all-in all-out basis. 
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HGV Routing 

15.2.2 All traffic entering the site will continue in the same way as the current operation, 

and will approach from Burridge Cross Lane and Paradise Lane, after having left 

the A358. The nature of the site entrance and the location of the village of 

Chardstock to the south mean that it is unlikely an HGV could follow a route 

approaching from the south.  

 

15.2.3 On days 32 and 38 of the cycle, the birds are transported to the Hook2Sisters 

processing site in Cullompton. Vehicles will exit the site northwards towards Chard 

and then join the A30.  

 

15.2.4 There will be no change to the existing routing of vehicles carrying waste litter 

towards Chard. Minor increase in vehicle frequency will take place but due to 

efficient loading this is likely to be of minimal impact. 

 

 Traffic Movements 

15.2.5 The following tables detail total traffic generation during a flock cycle, and 

compares current output to that of the proposed extensions.  

  

Existing 
 

Week 1 Week 2 Week 3 Week 4 Week 5 Week 6 Week 7 
        

Gas/Biomass 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

Bedding 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

Chicks in 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Feed 2 5 5 6 3 2 0 

Birds out 0 0 0 0 8 22 0 

Waste Litter 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 

Totals 6 6 5 6 11 24 15 

 

 Proposed 
  Week 1 Week 2 Week 3 Week 4 Week 5 Week 6 Week 7 

Gas/Biomass 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

Bedding 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 

Chicks in 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Feed 3 6 6 8 5 3 0 

Birds out 0 0 0 0 10 25 0 

Waste Litter 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 

Totals 8 7 6 8 15 28 21 
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15.2.6  The existing facility generates a total of 73 HGV/tractor & trailer trips per crop 

(146 two-way movements). Extension of the current four rearing houses will 

generate 95 HGV/tractor & trailer trips per crop (190 two-way movements), an 

additional 22 trips (44 two-way movements) compared to the existing situation.  

 

15.2.7 Weeks 5-7 are the busiest traffic periods of the cycle, and at worst this equates 

to around 4 trips (8 two-way movements) per day. 

 

15.3 Mitigation 

 

15.3.1  It is considered that there are no existing road safety issues that would warrant 

mitigation measures as a result of the current proposals and it is concluded that 

the intensification of the site will not result in a detrimental impact on the 

operation or safety of the existing highway network. 

 

15.4 Impact Significance 

 

15.4.1 Despite a small increase in traffic numbers as a result of the expansion, the impact 

of the development in planning terms is not severe.  On this basis it is concluded 

that there are no grounds for refusal on highway grounds. 

 

15.4.2 Overall, the impact of the development on an increase in HGV vehicles in 

particular on the local highway network is considered to be of low significance.  
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CHAPTER 16 OTHER POTENTIAL IMPACTS 

 

16.1 Flies 

 

16.1.1 There is a legal and permit responsibility on the keeper to ensure that adequate 

pest control measures are in place.  The successful control of flies is based on 

preventive measures, monitoring and recording both inside and outside of the 

building.   

 

16.1.2 Flies are not a problem on a well-managed and hygienically run site.  In addition 

due to the feeding habits of poultry any maggots that hatch in the bedding are 

soon eaten. 

 

16.1.3 Fly problems in the poultry industry are mainly associated with deep pit egg 

production units, where the long-term storage of manure in the pit beneath the 

birds often results in common housefly (Musca domestica) being able to breed 

successfully in damp conditions.   

 

16.2 Vermin 

 

16.2.1 Rats can be attracted to poultry units, but are rarely a problem on well managed 

modern poultry units, and particularly permitted sites, because: 

  

 Modern building construction does not allow rats to enter the building easily, 

whereas older sheds are more difficult to control, particularly timber. 

 

 Bait points will be provided at regular intervals replaced monthly, which will 

control any rats that do appear. 

 
 Vermin control is currently undertaken on a flock by flock basis by an 

approved specialist contractor.   

 

16.3 Lighting  

 

16.3.1 The level of external lighting to be provided will be similar to existing and be of a 

modest amount and represent the bare minimum required to allow farming 

operations to be carried out in a safe manner.   
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16.3.2 Switched low energy lighting based on a single low energy 500W flood light at 

each end of the building is proposed and shown in Fig.1 (or similar).  Switched 

from the inside, the lighting will not be triggered by wildlife.  It will be positioned 

to light only 20 feet from the doors to help in the placing and catching of birds at 

each end of a laying cycle. 

 

 
Fig.1 

 

16.3.3 The Bulkhead LED Wall Lamp as shown in Fig.2 (or similar) is IP44 rated, PIR 

500lm 6W per lamp with a 12m detection range and will be located above 

personnel doors into control rooms. 

 

 
Fig.2   

  

http://www.google.co.uk/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=imgres&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwiq5tLut9rRAhVrBMAKHbNVC0UQjRwIBw&url=http://vieltha.net/backyard-lights/2840-backyard-led-flood-lights.html&psig=AFQjCNFeMMq5jvUxMByMWihwHFSUSfAvSw&ust=1485335445775661
http://www.google.co.uk/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&ved=0ahUKEwiJtuLcuNrRAhXhLMAKHZ-gCsUQjRwIBw&url=http://www.screwfix.com/p/lap-bulkhead-led-wall-lamp-with-pir-500lm-6w/86524&psig=AFQjCNFO5iEmg6Z3ETW-TZkqmZ4unNbI6g&ust=1485335607913567
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CHAPTER 17 ALTERNATIVE SITES 

 

17.1 Introduction 

 

17.1.1 The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 

2017 requires an ES to cover alternatives studied.  

 

17.2  Industry Need 

 

17.2.1 Within the poultry sector, and particularly the intensive broiler sector, there is 

some growth.  With the recent focus on Brexit, food security and reducing food 

miles, the efficient volume production of quality UK bred and reared chickens has 

become a driver for the poultry industry.  Therefore this increased demand has 

promoted the need to expand to meet market requirements. 

 

17.2.2 Whilst demand has increased there is always pressure on margins due to increases 

in costs and large modern units are usually more efficient and therefore at an 

advantage.  As with other sectors of agriculture, there is an on-going trend of 

production being concentrated in the hands of fewer producers, with average flock 

sizes doubling over ten years.   

 

17.2.3 The business supplies to Hook2Sisters (H2S) with their processing facility located 

at Willand, Cullompton.  They have invested significantly in recent years, 

increasing capacity at both hatchery and processing levels to accommodate 

further expansion of production in the region. 

 

17.3 Business Need 

 

17.3.1 The site at Eden Ridge currently produces flocks of 146,000 birds. With increasing 

movement to efficient volume production and larger broiler units, it is expected 

that this business will expand to meet demand of consumers and processors. In 

the ‘do nothing’ scenario, the business would not be working to fill demand of 

customers and could jeopardise contracts. The South Somerset Local Plan (2006-

2028) adopted March 2015 recognises a need to support the farming industry 

(p.132) and the sustainable viability of existing enterprises.   

 

17.3.2 The expansion to 209,000 bird places is therefore much needed for the 

continuation of the business, and is supported by H2S. 
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17.4 Alternative Locations 

 

17.4.1 The application is for an agricultural development, and therefore the area of 

search in terms of site selection is limited to the applicant’s land ownership.  The 

application site is also an established and permitted unit which has been operated 

as a broiler rearing installation for many years. 

 

17.4.2 Overall the site is well screened from public vantage points which is beneficial for 

both security and biosecurity factors.  Closest structures nearby include other 

agricultural facilities, and the existing operations on the site would not experience 

excessive increase in intensity as a result of this development.  

 

17.4.3 The most efficient method for the facility to increase their bird numbers from 

146,000 to 209,000 is to carry out the proposed extensions to the existing four 

buildings on the site. This avoids the need for an entirely new structure which 

would be more of a strain on the land available and more noticeable visually.  
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CHAPTER 18  CONSTRUCTION PHASE 

 

18.1 Introduction 

 

18.1.1 The construction of the unit will most likely involve the following phases:- 

 

 Preparation of site and delivery of materials 

 Site clearance/levelling  

 Installation of services   

 Concreting and building works 

 

18.1.2 It is anticipated that the works will take approximately 12-16 weeks and comprise 

the following: 

 

Groundworks and New Foundations – 5-6 weeks 

Shed Build – 5-6 weeks 

Fitting Out (electric and equipment etc) – 2-4 weeks 

 

18.2 Cumulative Impact  

 

18.2.1 During construction there will be an increase in vehicle movements, but these will 

last for only a short period whilst materials are being delivered.   

 

 


