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Application for a review of an IPPC licence from Messrs Jim & Mark 1 RE: Wright (t/a JMW Fariiis), 52 Cortynan Road, Tynan, Co. Armagh, BT60 
4QZ, Northern Ireland, Licence Register No. PO696-02. 

Class of activity: 

Catdgoi-y of Activity under IPPC 
Directivc (2008/1 /EC): 

Licence revicw application 
received: 

Notices under Section 90 issuccl: 

6 2 "The rearing of pigs in an installation, whether 
within tlic siinie complex or within 100 metres of the 
w i i e  coiiiplex, U here thc capacity cxcccds 750 
places lor w w s  in a breeding unit", U here a breeding 
unit ~ i ic~ins  a piggciy 111 wliicI1 pigs arc brcd and 
real ed up to 30kg 111 weight 

6.6 (c) 

2 1 .Itlnc 20 10 

29 . I L I I ~  2010 24 5 No\iember 2010 

Iiiforniatioii under Section 90 
rccc1\ cd. 

Sub ni 1 s s 1 () n s r ec el ved : 

15 Scptcmhci- 20 IO 24 10 No\ ember 20 10 

h . T L I ~ >  20 IO Mr I'ctcr S\\ eetman 24 As\ocl:ites 
27 J u l j  301 0 Monaghan County Council 

13 J~i ly  2010 Site Visit and Notice Inspection: 
____.___ 

Introduction 

'Ihis licence review application rclates t o  a11 installation located at Crosses. Monaghan, CO 
Monaghan, which was granted a licence, I'O696-Ol, on the 20 January 2005. Licence 
Register No. P0696-01 was issuecl t o  Mr John Erskine. Messrs. Jim and Mark Wright 
purchased the existing installation from Mr .John Erskine. The Agency granted a licence 
transfer from Mr John Erskine to Messrs. Jim & Mark Wright (tia JMW Farms) on the 10'" 
June 2010. 

Mr John Erskine had applied to Monaghan County Council for planning peimission to 
completely rcdevelop the iiistallation. planning reference no. 071993, received by the 
Council on the 18"' May 2007. 'I'lie planning applicatioi, related to the following: 
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tlcc.oiri17iis.sioti (5' 11o. e.i-i.stii ig pig I1 o 1 I.vc>.\ , 4 110. ci.yi.st ivrg ~ I Y J ~  f ti lwicli t c ~ l  pig I1 o 1 i.sci~s ( I  I id 
u i i c , i / l i i t y  .sti-iictiiiw.c t imi  to coii,sti-iict 2 110. rc~pliicc~iiieiit pig I i o i i . w ~ s  (Hoiisc, I i i j t l i  (1 

iloiihlc ( r p . x -  roc!f> Hoii.se 2 ii.it11 A i n r ! f .  dc>sigii) mill I 110. i i ict i l  stoi-c togetliei. \i.itli ull 
aticillarv s t i~ irc tu i~~.~  iind ris.vociiitcd .sitcl i i 'odi .v  uri.siiig, fi-on1 the t~hoiie tleivlopinc?nt. 

Tlic planning application was supported by an  Eiivironmental Impact Statement, which was 
also submitted in support of this licence review application. Plamiing peniiission was 
granted for the proposed redevelopnient on the 16'" August 2007 subject to 5 no. conditions. 

The activity licensed by the Agciicy under PO696-01 was a pig rearing activity with the 
capacity to accommodate 700 sows, rearing approximately 60% of pigs born to factory 
weight and 40% to 35kgs. The redevelopment of the installation involved the 
decommissioning o f  all but one pig house and one ovei-ground circular slurry storage tank. 

This licence review is for an activity with tlie capacity to accommodate 1200 sows and their 
progeny to approximately 35kgs, i.e. a brecding unit' with a capacity of 1200 SOUS. 

I undertook a site notice inspection and site visit on the 13'" July 2010. On the day of the 
site visit tlie site had been substantially redeveloped and animals had been housed in the 
new buildings. Some ancillary structures and associated site works were still under 
construction. However, the animal housing and associated under house slurry storage tanks 
(2 new buildings) and iiical store had been constructed. 

The pig unit when fully operational will cinploy 5 full-time workers. The production on the 
site is continuous. However, operative staff are present, and deliveries and collections are 
norinally undertaken, between 06.00 and 20.00 hours. 

Process Description 

1 he operation ofthc installation i lxeediiig site in\.olves the breeding of sou's on site and 
the rearing of the progeny to a lit of approximately 35kgs. When the progeny reach 21 

weight of about 35kgs they arc sold as production pigs- to be reared to iinishecl (slaughtcr) 
weights at other installations. So\vs at the cncl of their breeding life will be fattened and sold 
#.jiff site for processing. Keplaceinent breeding sows will be selected from tlic proyeiiy horn 
on-s i t e or rep I accni en t s w i I I be i I npo rt ed to tlie ins t a 11 ;i t i on. 

Sluii-y storage is pro\.idetl in undcr house storage tanks. These tanks have been constructed 
over a leak detection systcni. Tlic nveiyround sluri-y storage tank, which was retained on- 
sit c 1.0 1 1 owing d cc o 111 in i s s i o 11 i i i  g of t lie 1x1 i 1 d i 11 g b  ;is so c i a t cd \\, i t  11 t lie 12 rev io 11 s p i g I-ca ri ng 
acti\,ity. is ciiri-cntly being used ;IS a rainnxtei- btorage tank. I-hinwater collected from thc 
two main building roofs is collected in a sump and then p~iiiiped to the nv-ergrouncl storage 
tank. 7'hc collected 
rainwatcr is iisctl for cleaning ancl \\ 

Tlic applicant has identilicd I I'ai-mcr (custoiner farin), on which there is a nutrient clemancl, 
a ncl \v licre sl ui-ry g en era t ed o 11-5 it e MJ i I 1 be rcco\-ci-ed by 1 and s prea d i iig . The fa rin i tl en t i ii ed 
is in ('ounty Louth (in the ai-cii south 01' Ilundalk). The farm identified is approxiinately 
50kni from the installation. I'hc applicant has indicated that  they may in the fiitiii-e add 
add i t i ona 1 fa 1-11 is 1 oca t eci c I os cr to t h c i list ii 1 1 at i o 11. 

'The applicant submitted a nutrient management plan, in a confidential format, in respect of 
the farm on which pig slurry inay be recovered as fertiliser. Where pig slurry is ~ised as a 
fei-tiliser on agricultural land, in accordance with European Communities (Good 
Agricultural Practice for Protection of Waters) Regulations 20 10 and the conditions of the 
Recomniendcd 1)etermination (RD) it  is not expected that such application will cause 
po 11 11 t i  on. 

-. 

. 7  

I3ccss isinwattlr is tli\ ertccl to the adjoining surface \vater drain. 
lii iig L1.i t liin the ani mal hou 

' 'Bi-eeding unit' iiieans a piggery in which pigs are bred and reared up to 30kg in weight. 
'Integrated unit' Iiieaiis a piggery in \\liich pigs arc bred and reared to slaughter. 
'Sow' Iiicans a feniale pig aftcr its tirst farro\\ing. 
2 'Production pig' means a n y  pig ovcr 3Okg in \!,eight U hich is hein? iattened tbr slaughter 

Page 2 of!, 



Emissions 

Emission to Air 

'l'he main atmospheric emission froin tlie installation is ventilation air from pig houses and 
gas volatilisation fi-om the organic manure. Odour emissions are also associated with 
activities on-site such as tlie loading and movement of pig manure. 

The new buildings represent a significant itiiprovetiieiit in design, layout and air handling 
than the buildings which were previously on-site. Tlie change in activity (700 sow unit 
rearing c.60% of progeny to finished weights on site compared to a 1200 breeding unit) 
results in  similar odour emissions, based on data in the EPA 2001 publication 'Otloirr- 
It?ipacts urid Odoirr Eiiiixvioi~ Control Mea.~rires , f i r  luiten.shv Agt*ictultirt-c '. A pig rearing 
activity has been operated at the installation for approximately 30 years. 

The new buildings (2 no.) have been fitted with a centralised exhaust system whicli aims to 
optiniise ventilation capacity. Tlie system facilitates different ventilation rates to  the 
individual rooms within tlie main building. 7'he applicant identifies that the ventilation 
system compares fivourably with Best Available Techniques (BAT) and reference 
documents on HAT (BREI:). I n  particular it provides mechanical ventilation, optimises the 
design of tlie ventilation system in each house to provide good temperature control and 
provides for the achievement of minimum ventilation rates in winter. in addition, there is 
minimal movement of animals outside of the two new buildings. Whet-e movement takes 
place outside of the buildings, the area will be regularly cleaned and wash water directed to 
slurry storage tanks. 

I here is a dwelling house located on the western boundary of tlie site. 'Ihe house is owned 
by tlie applicant and is to be used Ihr tlie pi-oi.isioii of staff facilities. I-lowever i t  has not 
hcen incluctecl within thc site boundary. Other dwelling houses in thc area arc located 
approximately 175-200 metres t o  the west. north and south-east of tlie installation bouiidary. 

it is considered that the acti\:ity has the potcntial to cause odour nuisance beyond the 
boundary of the sitc, given the scale of the acti\rity and the proximity 01' dwelling houses. 
'Iherel'orc, Condition 5.4 of the R t l  1-quires the submission of an odour managcmcnt 
prog~-amme within otic ycar of  the date of' grant 01' licence, outlining oclour 1-eduction 
iiieasui-es appi-opriate t o  the sitc, M,liich shall be agreed by the Agency. I he odour 
iiianagenient programme shall be Liptlatcd and i-c\;ie\\,etl annually. 

E in i s s i oiis to S C ~ . C I -  

.l'hei-c ;ire no emissions to sewer 1.1-om this installation 

-. E mi ss i oiis t o  Water 

'l'hcrc are no process emissions to \vatcrs from this installation 

Surf 'ac e W a t cr 

Rainwatcr har\,esting has bccn installed as part of tlie sitc rcdcvelopment. 'I'he surface 
water collccted from the roof's of' thc two new buildings is directed to ;I sump at the rcar 
(no~tliern boundary of the site). 'l'lic collected water is then pumped to an overground 
storage tank retained from tlie previous pig rearing activity. Collected rainwater i n  excess 
of requirements is directed to an adjoining surface water drain. Tlie rainwater collected is 
used for wasliing on the farm. Tlie applicant states that other viable options Cor use 011 the 
fann will be explorcd. 

Rainwatcr in excess of what is harvested and reused on site is discharged to surface water 
via discharge point SW-1 at the northeni boundary of the site. SW-I discharges to a small 
field drain which in turn drains in a north-easterly direction to a river which Ibl-iiis a 
tributary of the Clontibret Stream. Surfacc water collected in tlie southei-n area of the sitc, 
including clean yards. is directed off site to field clrains via SW-2. Thc cxact location of 
this monitoring point shall be pi-ovitled by the licensec following completion of 
construction or within 3 months of tlie clate of grant of licence wliiclievei- occurs sooncr. 

_ _  
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‘l’lic field drain tlo\i~ in a nortli-\vestcrn direction t o  a tributary o f  the (’loiitibi-et Stream. 
The Clont i bret S t rea111 is appi-ox ima t el y 7 k m  north o f  the instal la t ion. 

Tliere are no EPA water quality monitoring stations 0 1 1  the drains, which tbi-ni ;I tributary of‘ 
tlie Clontibret Stream, into which surfirce water li-om tlie installation discharge. 

I n  accordance with the Water Framework Directive, the Clontibret Stream (XI3 - -  03 9) 
status in 2009 was ’Poor‘ and the risk-score is l a  ’at risk of not achieving good status‘. 
Agriculture and sewerage are suspected pollutants according to the Blackwater Water 
Management Unit Action Plan. There is an extended deadline of 2021 proposed for thc 
Clontibret Stream under the Action Plan. 

Surface water from the installation should be uncontaminated and therefc~-e should have no 
impact on surface water quality off-site. Condition 6.8.5 of the RI1 requires that there shall 
be no unauthorised discharge of polluting matter to water. In accordance with Condition 
6.8.6 and Sclict/it/e C.2.3 Mot7iroi.ing ofStot.t i i  CVuter- Enii.vsion.s of  the KD the applicant is 
required to monitor BOD/COD quarterly and to carry out a weekly visual inspection of tlie 
emissions from SW-1 and SW-2. 

Eniissions to Ground 

There are no emissions to ground from the activity. 

The applicant installed a groundwater well within 20 metres of the site boundary. The well 
installed was sunk to a depth of approxiinately 400 feet. However, due to inadequate water 
supply the well has not been developed further or conimissionecl. Water supply to the site 
is from a group water scheme, supplemented by rainwater harvesting which siipplics n ~ i t e r  
for washing pui-poses. 

While tlie \\;ell installed outside tlie site houndary. but within 20 meti-es of the site 
boundary. M’X not commissioned as a supply well it provides an opport~~nity for monitoring 
o f  groundwater. .5’c/ieilit/c C7. 6. I of  the RD requires annual monitoring of  the \vcll installed 
south o f  the installation houndary for nitrate, total ammonia and faecal and to ta l  coli foi-nis. 

The grouncl\vatcr body at the inst;illation is cl, i fieil. under the Wat er I~’raii ic~s~ork 
Directive, ;IS ‘good. overall status ancl  ?(a) ’probably not at risk ‘_ 

I’r i o I- to con st 1x1 c t i on (3 I ‘  t li c t ivo iicw b ii i 1 clings o ti-s i t c the a p p 1 i ca iit i ns t a 1 1 ccl a 1 ca k d et ec t i o n 
system under the slurry storage tanks. The leak detection system coniprisc~ of. drainagc 
pipes inictcr the s l~ i r ry  storagc tanks wliicli drain to t\vo leak detection inspcctinn nianliolcs. 
The applicant pi-oposes to \,isually inspect di-ainage to these inspection inanliolcs monthly 
and t o  sa nip I c ;I 11 cl ;I 1x1 1 y se fh r 11 i t ra t c s. ;I ni nio 11 in  a ntl tot ;I I pho sp ho rii s a 11 n ua I I J , .  ~ I‘lic I<D 
i ncl ut1 es. U iid cr Sc~h c ~ t l i  /IC. C ‘ 6.3. mo n i t  o I-i  ng req LI i renien t s a t t lie I C;I k d et cc t i ) i 1 ma i i l io  I c s. 

Conclition 6.5 t-cquii-cs an  a I l l  ell t 0 f 11 ndcrgro Lllltl and 0 \.e rgro 11 11 ci t‘ fll 11 c I1 t s t 01-21 y e  t 21 I 1  k s 
inclucling integrity testing 01‘ pipelines and liquid f’eecl storage tanks. I’ro~x~sals I’m- repair of 
any defects identilied are to be includccl in a tank and pipeline ;~ssessnient I-eport to be 
suhniitted as part of the Annual I~n~~i i -o~imenta l  Kcport. Such asscssment i l l  higlilight any 
potentia 1 SOLI re es of gro u ndw a t er c ont a 111 i na t i o t i  o n-s i t e, i f p rcscn t . 

~- M a i i  urc M snag e m  eiit ~IKJ I< cco\~cry 

‘I’lie operation of the pig unit as a 1200 sow breeding unit will result in the production of‘ 
approximately 10,857 ni’ of  slurry per annum (inc~uc~ing wasliwater). ~ ~ i e  storage capacity 
available for slurry. is c. 10,38 1 111’ (including deductions for freeboard) and equates to 
approximately 50 weeks, which is i n  excess of tlie 26 weeks required under the European 
Communities (Good Agricultural Practice for Protection of Waters) Rcgulations, S. 1 . No. 
61 0 of 201 0. All the slui-I-y storage capacity on-site is provicteti under the animal houses; 
there are no o\~crgi-ound slurry storage facilities. 

The applicant has identified one f ~ m i c r  who is available/seeking to accept slurryI’niani~re 
from tlie installation as f‘crtiliser for liis Ihrni. The applicant has calculatcd that this I‘arm 
has a need for up  to 13.X35n1‘ of pig slurry/manure per annum based on the nitrogen 
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- .  balance Ibr tlie fai-iii (nutricnt plan). I he identilicd far111 is a tillage farin located in tlie 
vicinity o 1' Duiida I k, CO iiii t y Lout li approximately 5 0 k I 11 from t lie install at i o 11. The 
applicant has stated that they may identify additional lands in  the vicinity of the installation 
when the installation has been fiilly established. .4ny additional lands may be included for 
the recovery of slurry/maiiure from tlie installation subject to the applicant deliionstrating a 
nutrient need by iiieaiis of a nutrient management plan. Conclition 8 of the RD requires that 
pig slurry/inanure is recovered in accordance with the requirements set out in the European 
Coinniunities (Good Agricultural Practice for Protection of Waters) Regulations 20 10 and 
the conditioiis o f the  KD. 
Waste 

Waste arising on-site includes animal carcasses, domestic waste, packaging, veterinary 
waste and fluorescent tubes. Waste generated on-site is sent off site for disposal or 
recovery. Animal carcasses and animal t issue waste is stored on-site teiiiporarily prior to 
collection and transportation to College Proteins, which is a licensed rendering plant (Reg. 
No. PO037-03). 

Vcteriiiary waste arising at the site (including sharps) shall be taken off site for appropriate 
disposal. 71'lie applicant identifies SRCL Ltd. or 'Iransafe Ltd. as the possible coinpanies to 
undertake the collection and appropriate disposal of such waste. 

Used tluoresccnt tubes are stored on-site and regularly taken to a local civic amenity centre 
or returned to the supplier. Domestic waste is ternporarily stored oii-site prior to regular 
removal for disposal at Monaghan County Council Ia id t i l l  (Scotch Collier I~andtill, Waste 
licence Keg. No. WOO30-03). The RD, Condition I 1 . requires maintcnance of records on 
matters relating t o  tlie U 

Noise 

The site is located in ;I rural location of Co. Monaghan. Whilc there arc resitlcntial d\vclling 
liouscs within close proximity to the iiistallation, it is not anticipated that noisc emissions 
f'rom the uii i t \vi I 1 c ii 11 se disturbance. 1 here fore, st anda rcl 71 o i se c o nd i t i 011 s a iid emission 
limit \ alucs Iia\.e lxxn included in the 1111. 

Use of Resources 

3'hc acti\.ity involves the consumption of animal feed, water, electricity. iiiedications ancl 
detergents. b'atei- iistd a t  the pig unit is supplied from ii group \\':iter sclicmc and is 
supplemcntecl by rainwater har\.estiiig. currently used t o  supply ivashing Li'atcr 
requirement s. 

Llccti-icity I S  tlie maiii source o f  energy used on-site ft)r li$titig. fccd distribution s\'stems, 
vcnt i 1 ;it i o 11, 1 oca 1 i sed lica t i iig f h r piglets a ncl equ i p ~ i c  ti t us cd i 11 the ma i nt eiiaiic e and 
running of the acti\,ity. 

The two IICM' buildings are insulated to ensure miniinal heat loss through roofs and walls 
and to coiiserve heat within houses. I n  acldition, tlie \.entilation system is mechanically 
controlled which avoids excessive ventilation rates. .l'he applicant notes in the application 
form that all equipment \ , i l l  be serviced regularly. Condition 7 of the I1D includcs 
conditions on resource use and energy efficiency. 

Compliance with EU Directives 

-. IPPC Directive (200WliEC) 

The installation falls bvitliiii  tlie scope of Category 6.6 (c), in.vtrr1lntiori.s ,/Or thc interisi,v 
r.eir~ir7g of poultry 01- pigs \\>ith r i i o w  t/ii117 750 p1occJ.v .for. .so\i:s, of Aiinex 1 of Coiincil 
Directive 200X/l/EC concerning integrated pollution prevention and control. 

The RI) ;IS drafted takes account of thc requirements of this 1IircctiL.e. In particular, 
Coiidition 7 Ke.soiircc l1.w urd L ' r i c > q v  /7fficie~c:v pro\,idcs conditions clealing \vith \\'atcr. 
energy and raw materials use, reduction and el'liciency on site. BAT is takcn to be 

te management operations and practices at this site. 

- .  
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represented by guidance given in tlic I P I Y '  1-ct'crciicc clocument on BAT thr Intensivc 
Rearing of Poultry and Pigs. July 2003. 

Water Framework Directive (2000/60/EC) 

The only emission to surface water from this installation is uncontamiiiated storni water 
l'rom roofs and unpaved areas. The applicant has installed a rainwater harvesting system to 
collect surface water froiii the two new buildings constructed on-site. The collected 
rainwater is stored in an overground tank, retained during the redevelopmeiit of the site, and 
used on-site for washing of houses. The applicant has itlentified that they will explore 
additional uses for rainwater collected. 

Storin water is discharged to surface water drains to the north and south of thc installation. 
Discharge to these drains is via monitoring points labelled as SW-I and SW-2. Condition 
6.8.5 of the RD states that there shall be no unauthorised discharge of pollutin, (1 matter to 
water. 

Water supply to the installation is provided from a group water scheme, Condition 7.3 
specifies that tlie licensee shall identify opportunitics lkir tlic reduction in tlie quantity of 
water used on-site including recycling and reuse initiatives. Condition 6.7 of' the RD 
specifies that all slurry/manure generated on site shall bc stored in a iiianiier which does not 
pollute ground o r  surface water. 

Slutry/iiianure generated on tlie installation shall be recovered to land as fertiliser in 
accordance with the European Communities (Good Agricultural Practice for the Protection 
of Waters) Regulations, 20 10 and the conditions of the IiD. 

These measures will assist towards achieving tlie target of goocl water quality by 201 5 
uind er the W a t cl- 11-amen. o r k 1) i rec t i \ e ( I1 i rcc t i \.e 2 0 00Yf.A);' EC ) o I t h e ex t cn dctl dca d 1 i ne of 
2021 proposed in the Blackwater Water Management L J n i t  Action Plan l'or the Clontibret 
s t real-ll. 

EU Nitrates Directive (91/676/EEC) 

Tlic Nitrates Dircctivc (91 /676/EEC) 1x1s the ob-jecti\.e 01' reducing water pollution caused 
01- induced by nitrates from agricultural soui'ces ancl to further preveiit such pollution with 
the primary emphasis being o i i  the managemcnt ot' li\-cstock iiiaiiures and othcr fertilisers. 
This Dii-ective is currently ti-ansposed into Irish Icgislation by the Europcan ('ommunities 
(Good .4gricultural I'racticc for Protection ol' Waters) Regulations 201 0 (S.I. No. 61 0 01' 
2010). s.1. 610 01.2010 revokcc~ S.I. 101  of2000 \vitIi cft'ect fi-om tlie 20"' Decciiibei- 2010. 

Tiliere is ~~l>l.'mxiiiiatcly0 uzceks slurry storage capacity at  the installation. l 'hc IiI) 
speci lies thc iiiiiiimuiii slurry storagc rcquircincnts I i ) r  this installation i n  accordance Lvitli 

the Nitrates Regulations. The RD requires that ~vliel-c pig manurc is lantlsprcad, such 
practice shall be undertaken in accortiancc n.itli the Iicgulations ancl the conditions of' the 
RI). 
_.__ Habitats IIirecti\.c ~- (92/43/1C) 81 Birds Directi\.c (7y3jEj/1iL13 

There are no identified designated arcas in tlic \-icinity of' the installation. Uiicontaminntcd 
surface water run-off from the roofs and clcan yards on site is clischargcd to surface water 
drains. Pig slurry shall be recovered on land as fertiliser in accordance with the E L I I - ~ ~ E I I ~  
Communities (Good Agricultural Practice Ibr I'rotcction of' Waters) Regulations 201 0 and 
the conditions of tlic RD. 

Submissions 

Two submissions have been reccivcd in rclation to this review application. 

6"' July 2010 MI-. Peter Sweetinan X: Associates 

Mr. Sweetman identilies that  Article 3 of European Directive 85/337./EEC' as amended by 
Directives 97/1 l/EC and 2003/35/EC statcs: 
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l l i e  environtnental impact absessiiient shall iclcntif'y, describe and assess in an  appropriate 
manner. i n  light of each indi\~idual case and i n  accordance \vir11 Articles 4 to I 1 .  the direct 
and indirect effects of a project on the following factors: 

Human beings, I'auna and flora; 

Soil, water, air, climate and tlic landscapc; 

Material assets and the cultural heritage; 

The interaction between the factors mentioned in the first, second and third indents 

Mr. Sweetman asks that the Agency fulfils its obligations under tlie Directive. 

Response: 

Article 94 and Schedule 6, of the Planning and Ikvelopmcnt Regulations 2001 (S.I. 600 of 
2001) outlines tlie information to be contained i n  an EIS. Tlic ISIS submitted in support of 
the IPPC licence review application ancI adctitional infot-mation received on the 10"' 
November 20 10 addresses the requirements of Article 04 and Schedule 6. 

27"' July 20 10 Monaghan County Council 

Monaghan County Council notes that the pig manure production figures for the upgraded 
facility sliow a significant increase over figures submitted in 2004 with the original 
application (Reg. No. 696). The submission states that tlie Council would Iiave concerns 
about the cumulative effects of manure disposal i f  tlie exemption under Article 34(3) of S.I. 
101 of 2009 (Nitrates Regulations) resulted in the application of  phosplioi-us in excess of 
crop I-equireincnts, particularly in sensitive catchments. arcas of gley soils, ai-cas of 
signi f?cant landslope, areas of extrcnie groundwater \ulnei-ability, eutrophic lake catclimcnts 
and \vater supply source catchments. Sustainable disposal of 1ntcnsix.e Agricultui-al 
I<nterprisc (IAE) manures on suitable land-banks and disposal in accordance with crop 
nut ri en t I-eclu i remcnt s i t i  part i cul a r phosphorus i s c 01 1 si cl el-ed iicc cssary t o  i i i  i ti i m i se l i i  rt 11 el- 
euti-ophicatioii problems i n  County Monaghan. 

The M o i ~ ~ g h c ~  17 A,yir:l/ / r  I I I Y I  I 11 i rst CJ A.lr/m/g:.eu IC'// t S ' t~ I(/), ( ' I  'ea g a se 1 9 94 ) 21 ncl 7'11 LJ Slr dg c .  
lkfu/iugcn~c~r~/ I'liiii,fi)i. Coiiiiry :V/o/~trglit/i7 (3002) highlight sonic of the problcms faced in  CO 
Monaghan. The Monaghan Groundwater Protection Scheme and the associated 
(;i.oitnt/~i,r//cJ/-- P i . o i ~ ~ ~ f i o i 7  R c . v ~ ~ o ~ ~ s c ~ s  .fi)i. I,riiii/.st,~.c,citli,lp - ,5'////1//1t/i;\. proi,ide adclitional 
I-ec o mi1 ci i d  a t io 11 s on 1 and spi-ea cl i ti g I A 1: ma 11 11 rcs . 
"C>uaiitilicatioti of Phosphorus Loss from Soil t o  Water" Syiithesis lieport (III'A) discusses 
pl~ospliorus loss fi-om soils and areas of' high risk 01.1' loss. 

Monaghan County Council 1-ec1uests that a niap aucl plan for tlic disposal of manure lrom 
this licensed fhcility be provided. For devclopnients \\.it11 estcnsive yard areas, the use of 
S LI st a i ti a h I c Ilra i nage Systems is rec o inme nd ccl t o  ti i i i i  i in i sc con  t a i i i  i 11 at  io t i  by si Its o I- 

occasional contaminants. 

Response : 

The applicant provides figures for the annual sl~ii-i-y/iiiai1~1i-c procluction basecl on Schedule 2 
.l'able 1 of S.I. 101 of 2009. I'he operation of the pig unit as ;I 1200 sow bt-eeding unit will 
result in tlic production of approximatcly 10,857 t i l 7  of slurry per annum (including 
washwater). 'l'he original licence application, received in 2004, related to a 700 sow unit 
rearing c. 60?4 of tlie pogeny to slaughter weights. Based on ;I revienr of' the inspector's 
report, the quantity of ~ILII-I-y generated was 7,9941n' per annum. 'Ihe applicant claims that 
the quantity of slurry presented in the original licence application was basecl on itifonnation 
available at that time. The quantity of slurry proclucecl from a 700 sow unit rearing c.6004 of 
the pi-ogcny to slaughter weights, based on the figures in  S.1. 101 of 2009 is 9.347111' (based 
on a water t o  meal ratio of 2:l) increasing to lO.286111' (water t o  meal ratio o f 2 . S : l )  and 
I 1,225111' (based o i l  a water to mea1 ratio oE3: I ). 

'Th c a i  \ ,  i r o  11 I nci it  ;i 1 re 

. .  



The concerns expressed by the Council i n  relation to cumulati\.e effects are acknowlcdged 
by thc Agency and Iiavc been considel-cd in my consideration of this licence review 
application. Article 34(3) oI’S.1. 61 0 of 20 10 is a ‘transitional provision’ which provides for 
the application t o  land of phosphorus in excess of the quantities otherwise prescribed in the 
regulation in a case where the excess arises from the application of spent mushroom 
conipost or manure produced by pigs or poultry. The regulation limits the excess phosphors 
application from 1’‘ Januaiy 201 3 to Skglhectare, reducing t o  3 kghectare from 1 ’‘ January 
2001 5 and Okg/hectare from 1 ‘I January 20 17. 

The reports referred to in the submission identify the sigiiificant quantities of manures and 
sludges arising in County Monaghan. The EPA‘s rcscai-ch report identifies the following 
tentative priorities: reduce farmyard losses, correct rates o f  sprcading of animal manure and 
fertiliser, correct time of spreading, riparian or sensitive areas, soil P should not be 
excessive, nutrient management planning and other measures. 

The applicant has identified one tillage fai-mer i n  County Louth who has lands in the vicinity 
of Dundalk. A location map on which the farin is identificd \vas provided in support of’the 
licence review. The nutrient plan for the fanii was provided in a confidential forniat and is 
therefore not available on the public file. The farm has a f‘ci-tilisei- requirement for the 
quantity of slurry/manure generated at the pig rearing activity. The applicant has calculated 
that this fami has a need for up to 12,825m’ of pig slurry/manure per annum based on the 
nitrogen balance for the farm (nutrient plan). The identificd fann is c.50km from the 
installation and therefore transport costs will be significant. l’hc applicant has identified 
that they may identify additional lands in the vicinity ofthe installation when the installation 
has been fully established. Any additional lands may be included for the recovery o f  
s 1 U ~-ry/nianure from the ins t a 1 1 at ion subj ec t to t lic a p pl ica ii t tl en10 ns t ra t i ng a nut ri en t need by 
means of a nutrient managcnient plan. Conclition S of‘ the RD requires t h a t  pig 
slun-y/inanui-e is i-eco\~ered in accordaiice \zit11 thc I-ccluiremeiits set out i n  the European 
Communities (Good i\griculturaI I’racticc 101- Protection ol’ Waters) Regulations 20 IO and 
tlic conditions of the KD. 

Article 30(2) of tlie i”\.”frofe.v R ~ ~ g ~ / / r / f i o i l . s  (S.I. A‘o. fi/O o j ’  30 /0 )  specifics that ii local 
Autliority shall carry out or cause to he carried out such inspections of fhmi holdings ai; is 
necessary for tlie p u i p s e  of the regulations. 

Surface water di-ainagc from tlie installation discliarges via tn:o monitoring locat ions, SW- 1 
ancl  SW-2.. The applicant has  installed i-ain\\.atcr hai-\.cst iiig at the installation u.Iiicli \\.ill 
reduce the quantity of sui-tiice \vater tlischargcd. 

Site Visit 

I visited the site on the 13”’ duly 201 0,  ancl conductccl ;I sitc iiispcction accompanicct t>y ~ r .  
Peter Kenny, C h u p  I’roduction Manager. and  Mr. I’aclraic 1:aq’. coiwltant for the applicant. 
I also confirmcd that tlie site notice was present at the entrance to the installation. rI‘lic t \ i ’o 
new 1x1 i I (1 i ng s , a nc i 1 1 ary s t 1-uc t ures a ncl ;is soc i a t ed s i t e \\,ark s \I. cre s U bs t an t i a 1 1 y conip I c t ccl . 
The applicant had moved a substantial numbcr of  sou‘s onto the installation. I n  
correspondence received after the sitc visit the applicant conlii-med that sow numbers cvcre 
approaching 1 200. 

Cross Office Liaison 

Extensive commuiiication has  taken place between the environmental licensing programmt: 
and the Office of Environmental Enforccmcnt ( O I E )  in relation to licensing of the intensi\ie 
agricultural sector. Advice aiid guidance issucd by tlie 0 1  co-ordinated Intensive 
Agriculture Sectoral Working Group was fi~llou~ctl in iny assessiiient of this application. 

E: nvi ron m e n t a I I m p ac t Stat em en t 

I have examined and assessed tlic EIS submittccl in support of tlie licence application, and 
having regard to  tlie statutory responsibilities ol’tlw I;PA. I am satisfied that i t  complies with 



Article 94 and Schedule 6 of thc I’lanning and I>evelopmciit Kcgulations 2001 (S.1. 000 of 
2001) and EPA Licensing licyulations (S.I. 89 01’ 1994, as amended). 

Best Available Techniques (HAT) 

I have examined ancl assessed thc application documentation. I ani satisfied that the site, 
technologies and techniques specitied i n  the application ancl as confirmed, modified or 
specified in the attached 1x11 comply with tlie requircmcnts and principles of BAT. I 
colisider the technologies and tcchniques as described in the application, in this report, and 
in the KD, to be most effective in achieving a high general level of Protection of the 
environinent having regard - as may be relevant - t o  tlie way tlie installation is located, 
designed, built, managed, maintained, operated and decotiitiiissioned. 

Fit & Proper Person Assessment 

The Fit & Proper Person test requires three elements of cxaminatioii: technical ability, legal 
standing atid financial standing. It is my view that the applicant can be deemed a Fit and 
Proper Person for the purpose of this licence. 

Charges 

‘The RD requires that the licensee pay an annual charge ol’C4.828 to the Agency to cover the 
anticipated enforcement effort for the site. 

Recommendation 

I recommend that the PI-oposed Detet-niination he issued subject to tlie conditions and for the 
rcasons as drafted. 

S igned, 

s C l i i  Pr Inspect 0 I-. 

Oflice of Climate Changc, Ltccnsing a n c l  Rcsour cc Usc 

Procedural Note 

I n  the event that no ohjectiotis arc rccci\,ccl to the I’t-o~)osetl tktcrminntion of. the 
application, a licence \ \ i l l  bc grantccl in accordancc \\.it11 Scction S5(4) of tlie Environ!ncntaI 
Protection Agency Act 1092 ;IS soon 21s may hc. 


