Natural Resources Wales permitting decisions 

Bespoke permit/Variation 
We have decided to issue the variation for Minffordd Poultry operated by Mr Richard Mills.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]The variation number is EPR/MP3939UM/V002.
The permit variation is to add four biomass boilers to the directly associated activities. They will comprise of three 223 Kilowatt (input) and one 1120 Kilowatt (input). There will be a total aggregated thermal input of 1789Kilowatts.
We consider in reaching that decision we have taken into account all relevant considerations and legal requirements and that the permit will ensure that the appropriate level of environmental protection is provided.

Purpose of this document

This decision document:
· explains how the application has been determined
· provides a record of the decision-making process
· shows how all relevant factors have been taken into account
· justifies the specific conditions in the permit other than those in our generic permit template.
Unless the decision document specifies otherwise we have accepted the applicant’s proposals.


Structure of this document

· Key issues 
· Annex 1 the decision checklist
Key issues of the decision 

Potential emmissions to Air:
The potential for emissions from the biomass boilers to have impacts on nearby sensitive receprors was considerd in detail
[bookmark: _GoBack]HRA is not required because there is no conceivable impact pathway to any Natura 2000/Ramsar site.



How We Reached Our Decision
The  application was duly made on the 19th December  2016. This means we considered it was in the correct from and contain sufficient information for us to begin our determination. 

What The Regulated Facility Does
Minffordd  Farm  is situated approximately 500 meters from the village of Llangadfan. The  installation is approximately centered on National Grid Reference SJ 01314 10911.
The installation is operated by the limited company Mills Poulty Limited. It will house 195,000  broiler chickens. 
Birds will be brought in from a hatchery and transported to a processing plan at the end of the growing period. Both the hatchery and processing plant are at different locations and run by different operators. The average cycle length is 63 days.
The site is comprised of six poultry sheds, two of which have side inlets and roof ridge extraction fans, two have ridge inlets and side extraction fans and the remaining two have high-velocity ridge extraction fans. All are sited on concrete bases with associated LPG space heaters and feed storage enclosed, galvanised steel bins and fibre glass bins. 
Birds that die during the production cycle are recorded and removed from houses on a daily basis. Carcasses are held in vermin proof bins prior to collection. At the end of the growing cycle, wash water is held in underground tanks prior to spreading. Lightly contaminated roof water from all buildings will be collected via a combination of stone soakaways and French drains running parallel to the poultry sheds.  Used litter is removed from site and spread on separately owned agricultural land.

Annex 1: decision checklist 
This document should be read in conjunction with the Duly Making checklist, the application and supporting information and permit/ notice.


	Aspect considered
	Justification / Detail
	Criteria met

	
	
	Yes

	European Directives

	Applicable directives 
	All applicable European directives have been considered in the determination of the application.

	

	The site

	Extent of the site of the facility 
	The operator has provided a plan which we consider is satisfactory, showing the extent of the site of the facility 

	

	Site condition report

	The operator has provided a description of the condition of the site.

We consider this description is satisfactory.  The decision was taken in accordance with our guidance on site condition reports – guidance and templates (H5).

	

	Biodiversity, Heritage, Landscape and Nature Conservation
	The application is within the relevant distance criteria of a site of heritage, landscape or nature conservation, and/or protected species or habitat .

A full assessment of the application and its potential to affect the [site(s)/species/habitat][delete as appropriate] has been carried out as part of the permitting process.  We consider that the application will not affect the [features of the site/species/habitat].[delete as appropriate]
OR
[bookmark: OLE_LINK3][bookmark: OLE_LINK4]A full assessment of the application and its potential to affect the [site(s)/species/habitat][delete as appropriate] has been carried out as part of the permitting process.  We consider that the application will affect the [features of the site/species/habitat].[delete as appropriate] 
[Operational controls/emission limits] have been placed on the permit to mitigate against these effects. [delete as appropriate] 
[list any operational controls/ emission limits]

	

	Environmental Risk Assessment and operating techniques

	Environmental risk

	We have reviewed the operator's assessment of the environmental risk from the facility.  
The operator’s risk assessment is satisfactory. 

	

	Operating techniques
	We have reviewed the techniques used by the operator and compared these with the relevant guidance notes. 

The proposed techniques/ emission levels for priorities for control are in line with the benchmark levels contained in the TGN and we consider them to represent appropriate techniques for the facility. 

	

	The permit conditions

	Raw materials

	We have specified limits and controls on the use of raw materials and fuels. 

	

	Operator Competence

	Environment management system 
	There is no known reason to consider that the operator will not have the management systems to enable it to comply with the permit conditions.  The decision was taken in accordance with RGN 5 on Operator Competence.
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