Natural Resources Wales (‘NRW’) permitting decisions

Bespoke permit Variation
  
We have decided to issue the permit variation for Upper Triley Farm operated by A.T. Whittal-Williams, E.B. Whittal-Williams & J. Whittal-Williams.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]The variation  number is EPR/BT0332IK/V003.
This permit variation is to increase the footprint of the installation making space for an additional poultry house to be constructed. However this variation does not increase the total number of birds which are permitted to be kept on the site.
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.








How we reached our decision

The Application was duly made on 1st June 2016.  This means we considered it was in the correct form and contained sufficient information for us to begin our determination but not that it necessarily contained all the information we would need to complete that determination.  After assessing the application in more detail, we were concerned about potential unacceptable odours at a nearby sensitive receptor.  Therefore on 9 August 2016 we required additional odour modelling to establish if lower and acceptable odour levels could be achieved at the sensitive receptor of concern. A response was received on 22 August which did indeed show that satisfactory odour levels could be achieved if certain changes were made.  These changes were required in a pre-operation condition.

The Applicant made no claim for commercial confidentiality. We have not received any information in relation to the Application that appears to be confidential in relation to any party.


What the Regulated Facility Does

The installation will comprise four poultry houses, accommodating a maximum of 199,999 broiler chickens (an expansion from the current three poultry houses permitted for 199,999 birds). The birds will be brought to the site at approximately one day old and the houses will be depopulated when the birds are around 40 days old.  Between cycles the houses will be empty for approximately 7 days.   There will be  7 cycles per annum.  The birds will be delivered and removed on an “all in, all out” basis, which means that the entire flock will be removed from all of the houses before a new flock cycle begins. As a result, there will be no overlap between different flocks of birds.
 
After the birds are removed the litter will be removed and spread on land outside the installation boundary. The buildings will then be cleaned, disinfected and dried prior to the re-stocking of birds. All wash waters will be collected and disposed of appropriately.

 
Structure of this document

· Key issues 
· Annex 1 the decision checklist



Odour

This variation application is for an increase in the installation boundary only and does not involve an increase in the number of birds permitted.  Therefore this variation considers  the distribution of emissions from the site, as the permitted total emissions are not being increased.

The present installation cannot accommodate the full number of birds that the installation is currently permitted to have, without constructing a two tier poultry house on site. As an alternative to this, the applicant has applied to increase the boundary of the site, to allow a new single story poultry house to be constructed on land further away from the nearest sensitive receptors than all of the three existing poultry houses.  The existing poultry houses accommodate 140,000 birds and the new more distant house would accommodate a further 59,999 birds.  As stated previously, the existing site is already permitted to house 199,999 birds. 

The updated odour modelling report supplied by the applicant shows that odours at Pentre Farm, where the new poultry house will be nearer than the existing houses are not at levels that would cause concern (maximum predicted odour concentration of 1.84 odour units).

With regard to the nearest sensitive receptor, where the new poultry house will be further than the three existing poultry houses, Pentre Barn, the predicted odours are higher. The existing poultry houses lie approximately 110 metres from Pentre Barn and the new poultry house will be approximately 220 metres away. The odour modelling shows an average maximum potential odour concentration of 3.49 odour units. This is at a level which is not likely to result in an adverse impact at the receptor, and is likely to be a reduction on the odours previously present at that receptor. 

The nearby stables, menage and horse riding facilities, are owned by the applicants. In adition these activities create their own smells and might be expected to be less sensitive to poultry odours than some other receptors. 

We are unaware of any reports of odour problems from the existing site which has been operating with a permit since 2003.

The applicant has submitted an odour management plan for the installation as required by EPR 6.09 “How to Comply with your Permit for Intensive Farming” because there are sensitive receptors within 400 metres of the installation.  The Odour Management Plan describes the measures and controls in place to minimise odour and includes twice daily olfactory checks.  We have compared the measures proposed for the site to the BAT standards in EPR 6.09 and are satisfied that the techniques represent appropriate measures for the installation. The techniques described in the documents submitted in support of the application have been incorporated into table S1.2 of the permit as operating techniques.  Permit condition 2.3.1 requires the operator to operate the installation in accordance with the techniques listed in Table S1.2 of the permit.

It is clear that the odours that would be expected at these nearest receptors will be lower with these birds housed on the additional land than they would be if the birds were all housed on the existing site. It is also concluded that the odours are unlikely to have a significant effect on nearby sensitive receptors

In order to ensure that this is the case we have added a pre-operational condition. This condition requires that the measures that were identified as being necessary to achieve the acceptable odour levels must be put into place before the additional bird housing can be stocked with birds.

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


	Aspect considered
	Justification / Detail

	
	

	Consultation

	Scope of consultation 
	The consultation requirements were identified and implemented.  The decision was taken in accordance with NRW guidance, our Public Participation Statement and our Working Together Agreements.


	Responses to  web publicising 
	The web publicising responses (Annex 2) were taken into account in the decision.  

The decision was taken in accordance with our guidance. 


	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 

A plan is included in the permit and the operator is required to carry on the permitted activities within the site boundary.


	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 NRW 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 number of nature conservation sites.

[bookmark: _GoBack]The increase in area of the site does not bring it significantly nearer to designated habitat sites and this variation does not increase the permitted emissions. Therefore no significant adverse affect is anticipated. HRA is not required because there is no conceivable increase in impact to any Natura 2000/Ramsar site 



	Environmental Risk Assessment and operating techniques

	Environmental risk

	We have reviewed the operator's assessment of the environmental risk from the facility.  

We have reviewed the Applicant’s risk assessment and are satisfied that the management techniques and infrastructure described within this document are in accordance with the Best Available Techniques (BAT).  We are satisfied that with the use of BAT these risks listed above will be adequately controlled.

	Operating techniques
	We have reviewed the techniques used by the operator and compared these with the relevant NRW guidance notes, including EPR 6.09 “How to Comply with your Environmental Permit for Intensive Farming”, 2014

The proposed techniques are in line with the Technical Guidance Notes and we consider them to represent appropriate techniques for the facility.


	The permit conditions

	Use of conditions other than those from the template
	Based on the information in the application, we consider that we need to impose conditions other than those in our permit template, which was developed in consultation with industry having regard to the relevant legislation. 

Condition 2.3.3 has been included in order to ensure that adequate records are kept of manure or slurry exported from the installation, in terms of how much is being exported and to where.  The Operator is required to record the date that manure and slurry is exported from the site, the quantity exported and details of the receiving site.  This condition will enable us to establish if there is any relationship between manure export and any reported pollution incident.  It will also enable us to discuss best practice with the receiving farm owner to minimise the risk to local water courses.


	Emission Limits and Monitoring
	We have reviewed the risk assessment for this site against the relevant technical guidance, including the European Commission BAT Reference (BRef) document “Best Available Techniques for Intensive rearing of Poultry and Pigs” (July 2003).  The BRef does not propose the setting of emission limits for this sector. The requirements of the BRef are incorporated into NRW technical guidance note EPR 6.09 “How to Comply with your Environmental Permit for Intensive Farming” (October 2014) which accordingly sets no BAT emission benchmarks set  the sector.  

We are satisfied that compliance with the BAT standards at this site means that emission limits and associated monitoring are not required.


	Operator Competence

	Environment management system 
	NRW is satisfied that the operator will have a management system that enables it to comply with the permit conditions.  

The applicant has provided a summary of their proposed environmental management system, which includes maintenance, reference to the Emergency Plan, provision for staff training and logging of complaints and routine checks.  Written odour and noise management plans have also been supplied and these have been incorporated into Table S1.2 of the permit as operating techniques. 

Permit condition 1.1.1 requires the operator to have a written management system in place.  
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