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Dear Sir
 
PROPOSED ERECTION OF A 2,500 BREEDING SOW PIG REARING UNIT   
LAND OFF UTTOXETER ROAD FOSTON      
 
Thank you for referring the above application which was received on 13 April 2011.
 
The Environmental Statement submitted in support of the Planning Application does not 
address any of these comments. Consequently we OBJECT to the proposed development.
 
We have reviewed the report ‘Environmental Statement – Proposed development of a pig 
farm operation together with an associated bio digestion facility on land adjacent to Foston 
Prison’ (Fisher German, March 2011) submitted in relation to this planning application. We 
have the following comments to make which relate solely to the protection of ‘Controlled 
Waters’, matters relating to Human Health should be directed to the relevant department 
of the Local Authority. 
 
Environment Agency position 
We OBJECT to the application as submitted because the applicant has not supplied 
adequate information to demonstrate that the risks posed to groundwater can be 
satisfactorily managed. We recommend that planning permission should be refused on 
this basis. 
 
Reasons 
Government policy as set out in Planning Policy Statement 23 notes the key role that the 
planning system plays in determining the location of development which may give rise to 
pollution, either directly or indirectly, and in ensuring that other uses and developments 
are not, as far as possible, affected by major existing or potential sources of pollution. 
 
Our approach to groundwater protection is set out in our recently revised policy 
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‘Groundwater Protection: Policy and Practice’ (2008). In implementing our policy we will 
oppose development proposals that may pollute groundwater especially where the risks of 
pollution is high and the groundwater asset is of high value. We also seek to ensure that 
applicants provide adequate information to demonstrate that the risks posed by 
development to such groundwater assets can be satisfactorily managed. In this instance 
the applicant has failed to provide this information.  
 
In this case we consider that the proposed development may pose an unacceptable risk of 
causing a detrimental impact to groundwater quality because of the underground storage 
of potentially hazardous pollutants potentially below the water table. 
 
In accordance with the Environment Agency’s recently revised groundwater protection 
policy we will maintain our objection until we receive a satisfactory risk assessment that 
demonstrates that the risks to groundwater posed by this development can be 
satisfactorily managed.
 
Note for the LPA/Applicant
Underground and Potentially Sub-water Table Storage: 
The Environmental Statement indicates that pig waste will flow from the piggery to an 
underground tank 3.5 metres deep, the material is then split into liquids (which go, and 
remain, above ground) and solids which are digested below ground (the Site Layout Plan 
indicates digesters are 4 metres deep). 
 
This solid waste will be mixed with co-digestate wastes imported to site – which may be 
liquid or solid – prior to underground digestion. The process will include further separation 
of liquids and solids after digestion. Overall this indicates there will be liquid, potentially 
hazardous pollutants underground and possibly sub-water table. 
 
In response to the Scoping Opinion for the Environmental Impact Assessment we 
commented (letter to Derbyshire County Council dated 18th February 2011, Our Ref: 
LT/2011/112464/01-L01, Their Ref: SCOW/9/38): 
 
The Environmental Impact Assessment should include: 
 
• Information which clarifies the nature of the materials to be stored underground and 
determines whether the materials are classed as ‘hazardous’ under the Water Framework 
Directive. 
• Information which justifies why there are genuine and overriding reasons why the 
storage of any hazardous substances must be underground. 
• Information on the level of the water table at the site in comparison to the base of the 
proposed underground storage facility. This information should consider seasonal 
variations and any likely future changes in levels. 
• Site specific information which clearly shows that the risks to groundwater and water 
supplies are acceptable as they can be appropriately mitigated.  
 
The above information is required for the following reasons: 
 
…the site is located on a Secondary (A) Aquifer and includes underground storage of 
pollutants. Therefore the following policies in Part 4 of our ‘Groundwater Protection: Policy 
and Practice’ document are relevant to this proposal: 
 
• P1-8 Underground storage (planning) 



We will object to the underground storage of hazardous substances in Source Protection 
Zone 1. On principal and secondary aquifers outside Source Protection Zone 1 we also 
object, unless there are genuine and overriding reasons why: 
 
a) the activity cannot take place on unproductive strata, and 
b) the storage must be underground (for example public safety), in which case we expect 
the risks to be appropriately mitigated. 
 
Where such storage already exists we will work with operators to mitigate the risks, with 
an aim to meet this policy. 
 
• P1-9 Sub-water table storage (planning) 
We will object to storage of pollutants below the water table in principal or secondary 
aquifers. 
 
Where such storage already exists or where the water level subsequently rises, we will 
work with operators to mitigate the risks, with an aim to change to above ground storage. 
 
General Comments 
The Environmental Statement indicates that an abstraction from a borehole will be used to 
pressure test parts of the anaerobic digestion facility. Additionally, although not discussed 
in the application, it would appear that a significant volume of water will be required to 
supply the facility. 
 
The applicant should be made aware that an abstraction licence will be required for any 
abstraction of volumes greater than 20 m3/d. Such a consent is irrespective of any 
Planning Permission granted and may be withheld. We recommend that the applicant 
consult the Environment Agency’s web-site for information regarding the need, and 
applying, for an abstraction licence (see: http://www.environment-agency.gov.uk/business/
topics/water/32020.aspx). 
 
The Environmental Statement indicates that waste and foul water generated in the mess 
block and the adjacent properties will be disposed of via a package treatment plant with 
soakaway. 
 
It should be noted that under the terms of the Water Resources Act 1991, the prior written 
consent of the Environment Agency is required for any discharge of sewage or trade 
effluent into ‘Controlled Waters’ or the ground. Such a consent is irrespective of any 
Planning Permission granted and may be withheld. (‘Controlled Waters’ include rivers, 
streams, underground waters, reservoirs, estuaries and coastal waters). The applicant 
should consult the Environment Agency’s web-site for information regarding applying for a 
Discharge Consent (see: http://www.environment-agency.gov.uk/business/topics/
water/32038.aspx) and if necessary discuss the proposal with the National Permitting 
Team. 
 
At the time of applying for a Discharge Consent the applicant will have to justify why 
connection to the public foul sewer is not possible. 
 
For the avoidance of doubt and to assist you in considering other matters at this stage, 
should the above matter be satisfactorily resolved,  we would recommend the following;
 
Condition



The development permitted by this planning permission shall only be carried out in 
accordance with the approved Flood Risk Assessment (FRA) Revision 2 dated 24 March 
2011, undertaken by Waterman Environmental and the following mitigation measures 
detailed within the FRA:
 

1.      Sections 1.6, 5.4, 5.6 and 5.7, Limiting the surface water run-off generated by 
all events up to the 100 year (1% chance in any one year) critical rain storm so that 
it will not exceed the run-off from the undeveloped site and not increase the risk of 
flooding off-site.
2.      Sections 1.6, 5.4, 5.6 and 5.7, Provision of sufficient surface water run-off 
storage attenuation to accommodate the difference between the allowable 
discharge rate and all events up to the 100 year (1% chance in any one year) 
critical rain storm.
3.      Section 4.18 Finished floor levels are set no lower than 61.00m above 
Ordnance Datum (AOD). However the Environment Agency recommend a 
minimum finished floor level of 61.50m AOD, based on the worst case 100 year 
flood event level applicable at the site.

 
Reasons 
To prevent flooding by ensuring the satisfactory storage of/disposal of surface water from 
the site.  To reduce the risk of flooding to the proposed development and future occupants. 
 
Condition 
Development shall not begin until a surface water drainage scheme for the site, based on 
sustainable drainage principles and an assessment of the hydrological and 
hydrogeological context of the development, has been submitted to and approved in 
writing by the local planning authority. The scheme shall subsequently be implemented in 
accordance with the approved details before the development is completed.  
 
The scheme shall include: 
 
Limiting the surface water run-off generated by all events up to the 100 year (1% chance 
in any one year) critical rain storm so that it will not exceed the run-off from the 
undeveloped site and not increase the risk of flooding off-site.
Provision of sufficient surface water run-off storage attenuation to accommodate the 
difference between the allowable discharge rate and all events up to the 100 year (1% 
chance in any one year) critical rain storm. In accordance with the SUDs management 
train detailed within CIRIA document C697 the SUDs Manual.
Details of how the scheme shall be maintained and managed after completion.
 
Reason 
To prevent the increased risk of flooding, to improve and protect water quality, improve 
habitat and amenity, and ensure future maintenance of the surface water drainage 
system.  
 
Permit Requirements
The site will require a permit to cover intensive pig production, anaerobic digestion, waste 
acceptance and treatment and land spreading of waste materials for agricultural benefit. 
 
No activity can take place on site until such a permit is in place.
 
The proposed installation as planned would be viewed as a baseline for emissions.



 
Local views will be sought as part of the permitting process and given the extreme 
proximity of some receptor dwellings the proposed mitigation measures for noise, 
vibration, odour and light will need to reviewed and updated as time goes on in line with 
technological advances to meet public expectations.
 
 
 
In our response to the scoping request we flagged up that more information would need to 
be provided about 'the borehole'.  'The borehole' is mentioned in 4.60 of the ES but with 
no more detail than was in the scoping document.   
 
If more than 20 cubic metres per day is abstracted from 'the borehole'  then an abstraction 
licence will be required.  This quantity is a daily maximum not an average.  There is no 
guarantee that a licence could be granted. The statutory procedures for obtaining a 
licence can be quite lengthy.  
 
Abstraction without the requisite licence is an offence. 
 
We also note that dewatering may be required during construction.  Dewatering is 
currently exempt from the requirement for an abstraction licence.   This exemption is due 
to be removed in 2012 but the timetable will be decided by Defra.  Once the exemption is 
removed, abstraction licences will be required for dewatering works if more than 20 cubic 
metres/day will be abstracted. 
 
The Agency needs to compile reports to meet DEFRA high level targets and consequently 
a copy of the required decision notice should be forwarded following determination of the 
application.    
 
Yours faithfully
 
 
 

 
 
 
Information in this message may be confidential and may be legally privileged. If you have received 
this message by mistake, please notify the sender immediately, delete it and do not copy it to 
anyone else.
 
We have checked this email and its attachments for viruses. But you should still check any 
attachment before opening it.
We may have to make this message and any reply to it public if asked to under the Freedom of 
Information Act, Data Protection Act or for litigation.  Email messages and attachments sent to or 
from any Environment Agency address may also be accessed by someone other than the sender or 
recipient, for business purposes.





Planning Application Comment Form Response:
Date: 20/04/2011 11:14:16

Application code No: CW9/0311/174

The individual understands that this correspondence will be placed on the Council's 
website and wishes us to include their name and address.

Thank you for allowing me to comment on the above development. In this instance we do not object to the development as 
proposed. However, we must emphasize the following; - Western Power Distribution has Network within close proximity to this 
site. - For advice and support on locating our equipment and safe working around our network, contact CableSafe on 0800 015 
0927 or see http://eon-uk.com/distribution/safety.aspx for more information. We must emphasise that any alteration, building or 
ground works proposed in the vicinity of our network that may or may not directly affect our cables, must be notified in detail to 
Western Power Distribution.  

 
 



     

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   
 
How would you like to be informed of further progress on this application? Please indicate 
your preferred choice below:

 Letter  Telephone  email



Civic Offices, 
Civic Way, 
Swadlincote, 
Derbyshire, 
DEI I  OAH 

For the attention of Ian Stephenson 

19 April 201 1 

Dear Sirs 

Re: Application No. 9.1563.5 
Land off Uttoxeter Road Foston Derbys 

With reference to the above planning application the 
company's observations regarding sewerage are as follows. 

I confirm that Severn Trent Water Limited has no objection to 
the proposal subject to the inclusion of the following;' 

Condition 1 
The development hereby permitted shall not commence until 
drainage plans for the disposal of surface water and foul 
sewage have been submitted to and approved by the Local 
Planning Authority. The scheme shall be implemented in 
accordance with the approved details before the 
development is first brought into use. 

SEVERN TRENT WATER Ltd 
Asset Protection 
Waste Water - East 
Leicester Water Centre 
Gorse Hill 
Leicester LE7 7GU 

Tel: 0116 234 3834 
Fax: 01 16 234 3035 

Contact: Michael Shapland 
Direct Line: 0116 2343255 

Your Ref: 9.1563.5 
Our Ret  ASBOO76 

Reason 
To ensure that the development is provided with a 
satisfactory means of drainage as well as to reduce the risk 
of creating or exacerbating a flooding problem and to 
minimise the risk of pollution. 





 

 

14/04/2011 
  
Mr I Stephenson, 
DCC - Environmental Services Department 
Shand House 
Dale Road South 
Matlock 
Derbyshire 
DE4 3RY 
 
Mr Stephenson, 
 
Re: Application: CW9/0311/174-Midland Pig Producers Ltd 
 
With regards to the above planning application, it was resolved by the Parish Council that they strongly object 
to the application on the below grounds: 

General concerns that this is an agricultural and industrial application, there are different effects associated 
both with the pig farm and the anaerobic digestion facility. The “green credentials” of this proposal rely on pig 
manure from the unit being combined with other organic waste to power a generator which will sell electricity 
to the national grid. Given the amount of organic waste material likely to be imported into the site for this 
purpose, this part of the development could effectively be considered as a waste transfer station, in other 
words an industrial operation.  

Whilst the application suggests that there is unlikely to be any air pollution by way of smells associated with 
the pig farm, there is concern that this may not be the case. Councillors considered that it’s not just the smells 
from the pig farm but also the smells from the vehicular movement of waste into the site and for the purposes 
of the anaerobic digestion facility. 

The noise pollution from all applications on the site is a concern. These include but are not limited to, the noise 
from the site operating on a 24 hours basis, vehicle noise of incoming and outgoing vehicles, generators and 
plant noise and other general operating noise that would be associated with both an agricultural and industrial 
operation. 

Concern that the lighting from the site would be overbearing to local residents and vehicles from the view of 
the A50.  
 
If there should happen to be any disease outbreak and DEFRA (or the equivalent of) felt the need to impose an 
exclusion zone around the site, there is the concern as to how this would affect local roads, this would cause 
issues within the radius of the exclusion zone, possibly limiting the movements of local residents and the 
possibly of affecting the A50 traffic movements. Similarly should there be any waste accidents or spillage the 
adjacent watercourse could become contaminated. 
 
The buildings detailed in the plan are alien to the environment on a green field site. The concern is that the 
landscaping will not provide cover and the buildings effect the view from the west side of Foston Hall (an 
English Heritage building). The visual affect on the landscape are also to be considered as the site and buildings 
will be visible from as far away as Hanbury. It is the Parish Councils opinion that the buildings are overbearing 
on the local community, especially for the residents who’s properties are along either side of the proposed 
site. 

Although specific details of HGV numbers visiting and/or generated by the proposed development are not 
apparent in the accompanying documentary support for the application, the Parish Council suspects that the 
majority of inward loaded HGV’s will be carrying waste material for the anaerobic facility and will not have 
anything directly to do with the pig breeding operation. It is said that there will be a total of 25,000 pigs on site 
at any one time and so there will be a steady flow of HGV’s delivering feedstuffs, not to mention transporting 
pigs away for slaughter.  



 

The application form only mentions parking for 21 employee cars and no mention at all of traffic generation 
details. Parking of HGV’s within the site, together with the number intended to be based there permanently is 
again not adequately addressed by the application. When one considers that large amounts of waste from a 
large radius will need to be brought by road to Foston to make the electricity generation element viable, it is 
the Parish Council’s assertion that the “green credentials” of the proposal are nullified by the many HGV 
journeys required to deliver waste material to the site. 

Obviously access will be by left in, left out off the A50 and so all departing vehicles heading east will have to go 
west to Sudbury island (A511) before coming back along the eastbound carriageway. The junction in question 
is located on the inside of a long lefthand sweep of the A50 and so visibility, whilst probably acceptable in 
theory, is less than desirable for drivers emerging from the site. Many local residents say that the deceleration 
and acceleration lanes are too short for intensive use by HGV’s. The Parish Council sympathises with this view 
and can foresee real problems for A50 traffic caused by slow vehicles, especially HGV’s, entering a high speed 
traffic flow. Furthermore those vehicles intending to transfer to the eastbound carriageway have only a 
comparatively short distance to get up to speed and cross into the fast lane ready to do a u-turn at Sudbury 
island. Considering that traffic has at this point has had an unimpeded twenty mile run from the M1, the Parish 
Council confidently predicts many accidents and near misses occurring on this stretch, not to mention an 
increase in accidents at the A50/A515/Aston Lane (Sudbury) island.  

It is noted from the supporting documentation that the applicants have already agreed to pay for 
improvements to Sudbury island, but these are not specified and so the Parish Council remains sceptical about 
the implications for road safety on the A50 if this development is permitted. 

It is noted by the Parish Council that section 106 money should be made available for improving 
services/facilities for benefit of residents of Foston & Scropton, as well as improving a road that the highways 
agency is responsible for. 

It should not be overlooked that Uttoxeter Road already serves a closed prison and several private houses. The 
original junction layout proved inadequate to deal safely with the traffic generated by these properties and 
had to be improved in recent years. This traffic comprises mostly private cars, LGV’s and the occasional HGV. It 
is the resident’s contention, supported by the Parish Council, that the proposed development would result in a 
step change in the number and types of vehicles using this junction to the detriment of road safety, not to 
mention the constant noise caused by the braking and gear changing of HGV’s as the enter or leave the 
junction. 

The application has not demonstrated, in the opinion of the Parish Council and residents, that the additional 
traffic generated by the proposed development will not result in increased danger not only for ALL traffic using 
the junction, but also through traffic using this high speed, high volume road connecting the M1 and M6. There 
will inevitably be significant disturbance to residents caused by additional vehicle noise over and above that 
generated by the A50. Furthermore, the necessary continuous importation of additional waste material to 
make electricity generation viable, at the very least puts the “green credentials” of the development in 
considerable doubt. 

 
Please advise the date of the planning and Control Committee meeting,  in order for me to make Parish 
Councillors aware. 
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FA0 Planning Control 
Derbyshire County Council 
Environmental Services Department 
Shand House 
Dale Road South 
Derbyshire 
DE4 3RY 

Our Ref: CW9/0311/174 Your Ref: 9.1 563.5 19 May 2011 

Dear SirIMadam, 

CONSULTATION FROM DERBYSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL IN CONNECTION WITH PROPOSED 
ERECTION OF A 2,500 BREEDING SOW PIG REARING UNIT, ASSOCIATED ANAEROBIC 
DIGESTION FACILITY ETC, AT LAND OFF UTTOXETER ROAD, FOSTON. APPLICATION CODE 
NO: CW9/03111174 

I refer to your letter dated 8 April 201 1 and write to confirm the observations of the County Council 
as Mineral and Waste Planning Authority in relation to the above application. 

I note that my earlier comments on the scoping study for the Environmental Statement supporting 
this application have been reflected in the final version of that document. Staffordshire County 
Council has no additional comments to make with regard to the mineral and waste implications of 
the proposed development. 

Under the powers delegated from the Corporate Director (Development Services) this letter 
confirms that the County Council, acting as the Waste and Minerals Planning Authority, has NO 
OBJECTION to the proposed erection of a 2,500 breeding sow pig rearing unit, associated 
anaerobic digestion facility etc, at land off Uttoxeter Road, Foston 
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1 2 ~  May 201 1 

Plmmg Contml 
mbyshire C O W  Cowoil 
Environmental Sewices 
Shand House 
Dale Road Sou& 
Matlock 
Derby 
DM 3RY 

lhx Sir or Madam 

A&plicafion &+.! CW9/0311/174 

psposed e n f a  2,500 W i g  SOW &@n~unif wrtbgtarn store. feed mill. feed 
t b u j l ~ t o ~ e t b r  witkstorase buildhas ffeedi@g..m h mess block. Water treatmen 

s t &  anaerobic dipetionfacilitv. service build&&@l& and m & m  Qns stOf@@ 
m a n  electxicitv meration faoilitv and inocmratiap a vi&w cmtm 4 
apricu)tumI workm dwellinns w i t h m - n a ,  &Q l-ne. imludinp t& &mation 
ot bun&, a s d ~ q ~ t e r  awurrtion m d .  and &wa&retention ~ f e a  wiihsl-tiep&i& 
f~cilities. we.iMdges. securitv fmeinp: and associated intiash- land off Uttoxeler 
goad. F m n  for Midland Pip P d u m .  

Thank you for Morning the Parish Council of the above plming application and aRer due 
consideration Councillors have no direct objections but would request limitations of simitar 
developments in the nearby vicinity.. 

 



From:

To: ES Planning Control (Environmental Services); 

CC:

Subject: FW: Application CW9/0311/174 Midland Pig Producers Ltd

Date: Thursday, June 02, 2011 4:45:13 PM

Attachments:

 
 

To: Stephenson,Ian (Environmental Services) 
Subject: Application CW9/0311/174 Midland Pig Producers Ltd
 
Dear Mr Stephenson
 
I wish to register my objection to the above application in support of the 
residents of Foston and Scropton.  The grounds for objection are as follows:
 

1.       “Green credentials rely on a substantial amount of waste being 
brought into the site.

 
2.       Increased HGV movements to and from the site.
 
3.       Odours from the site.  Potential infestation of flies.  MPP cannot 
guarantee 100% that there will be no smells emanating from the site.
 
4.       Noise pollution, from 24 hour operation, lorry movements and 
general plant noise.
 
5.       In my opinion there has been no consideration given to the impact 
on the village of Foston and Scropton and surrounding community.
 
6.       Concern over type of waste materials to be brought on site which 
may include turkey waste.   Residents are already experiencing 
problems with another factory site transporting turkey waste which has 
been reported several times to the Environment Agency. 
 

I would also wish to speak at the planning committee meeting.   
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Yours sincerely
 
 



E N G L I S H  H E R I T A G E  
EAST MIDLANDS REGION 

Mr Ian Stephenson 
Debyshire County Cou 
Shand House 
Dale Road South 
Matlock 
Derbyshire 
DE4 3RY 

Dear Mr Stephenson 

Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act T990 
EnvironmentlDCMS Circular 0112001 
Town and Country Planning (General Development Procedure) Order 1995 

LAND OFF UTTOXETER ROAD, FOSTON, DERBYSHIRE 
Application No CW9/0311/174 

Thank you for your letter of 27 May 201 1 notifying English Heritage of the application 
for listed building consentlplanning permission relating to the above site. On the basis 
of the information provided, we do not consider that i t  is necessary for t h i s  
application to be notified to English Heritage under the relevant statutory 
provisions, details of which are enclosed. 

If you consider that this application does fall within one of the relevant categories, or if 
there are other reasons for seeking the advice of English Heritage, we would be 
grateful if you could explain your request. Please do not hesitate to telephone me if 
you would like to discuss this application or the notification procedures in general. 

We will retain the application for four weeks from the date of this letter. Thereafter we 
will dispose of the papers if we do not hear from you. 

44 DERNGATE. NORTHAMPTON, NN? ?UH 

Telephone 01604 735 400 Facsimile 01604 735 401 
m,engl ish-her i tage.org. uk 
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E N G L I S H  H E R I T A G E  
EAST MIDLANDS REGION 

Enclosure: List of applications requiring notification to English Heritage 

APPLICATIONS REQUIRING NOTIFICATION TO ENGLISH HERITAGE 

English Heritage must be notified of the following planning applications (by virtue of 
s.67(3) and (4) and 73(1) of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) 
Act 1990 and the direction in paragraph 8 of DETR & DCMS Circular 1-01 
Arrangements for Handling Applications - Notification and Directions by the Secretary 
of State - except where indicated otherwise): 

(a) development which in the opinion of the local planning authority affects the setting 
of a grade 1 or ll* listed building; or (b) development which in the opinion of the local 
planning authority affects the character or appearance of a conservation area and 
which involves: (i) the erection of a new building or the extension of an existing 
building where the area of land in respect of which the application is made is more 
than 1,000 square metres; (ii) the material change of use of any building where the 
area of land in respect of which the application is made is more than 1,000 square 
metres; or (iii) the construction of any building niore than 20 metres in height above 
ground level. 
(c) development likely to affect any grade I or grade II" historic park or garden (Article 
10(l)(o) of the Town and Country Planning (General Development Procedure) Order 
1995); (d) development likely to affect the site of a scheduled monument (Article 
10(l)(n) of the Town and Country Planning (General Development Procedure) Order 
1995). 

In addition paragraph 11 of Circular 01101 advises that "it would be helpful if authorities 
would also send English Heritage details of applications for planning permission for 
development likely to involve the demolition of the whole or part of, or the material 
alteration of, a grade I or II* building (including ecclesiastical buildings shown in the list 
as grade A, B or C)". 

English Heritage must be notified of the following listed building consent 
applications (by virtue of s.15 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation 
Areas) Act 1990 and the direction in paragraph 15 of DETR & DCMS Circular 1101 
Arrangements for Handling Applications - Notification and Directions by the Secretary 
of State - except where indicated otherwise: 

(a) for works in respect of any grade I or II* listed building; (b) for works for the 
demolition of a principal grade II (unstarred) listed building; (c) for works for the 
alteration of any grade II (unstarred) listed building which comprise or include: (i) the 
demolition of a principal external wall of the principal building*; or (ii) the demolition of 

44 DERNGATE, NORTHAMPTON, NNI 1UH 

Telephone 01604 735 400 Facsimile 01604 735 401 
wwwenglish-herifage,org.uk 

En3 s n  Her,tage s sh,ecr ro rhe Freerbrn of .nfornlar on ACI All r~for,nal.or: neld uy me organ sar,o,l :..I1 ue x c e s s  ole , r ,  
response lo 3 Fleelorn of ~lformar~orl ,eqc.est *ln esr one of rlle txenlpr ons llie Acr apples 



E N G L I S H  H E R I T A G E  
EAST MIDLANDS REGION 

all or a substantial part of the interior of the principal building* 

* For these purposes: (a) a proposal to retain less than 50 per cent of the surface area of 
that part of a principal building represented on any elevation (ascertained by external 
measurement on a vertical plane, including the vertical plane of any roof) shall be treated 
as a proposal for the demolition of a principal external wall; 
(b) a proposal to demolish any principal internal element of the structure including any 
staircase, load-bearing wall, floor structure or roof structure shall be treated as a 
proposal for the demolition of a substantial part of the interior. 

English Heritage, November 2003 

44 DERNGATE, NORTHAMPTON, NNI 1UH 

Telephone 01604 735 400 Facsimile 01604 735 401 
wwwenglish-heritage,org.uk 

English Heritage is subject to the Freedom of lnformation Act. All information held by the organisation will be accessible in 
response to a Freedom of lnformation request, unless one of the exemptions in !he Act applies. 



From:

To: ES Planning Control (Environmental Services); 

CC:

Subject: CW9/0311/174 , Pig farming adjacent to Foston Prison

Date: Monday, June 06, 2011 1:38:50 PM

Attachments:

I can confirm that there are no objections to the granting of 
planning permission from
 DCC as Highway Authority for the section of Uttoxeter 
Road between the site access and the 
A50, subject to conditions to the following effect –
 
1. Before any other operations are commenced, a scheme 
shall be submitted to the Local 
Planning Authority for written approval indicating the 
proposed temporary means of 
construction access, site accommodation, storage of plant 
and materials, and areas for 
parking and manoeuvring of site operatives and visitors 
vehicles and loading, unloading and 
manoeuvring of goods vehicles.
 
2. Before any other operations are commenced, excluding 
demolition and site clearance, the 
access and on-site facilities the subject of condition 1 
above shall be laid out and constructed 
in accordance with the approved scheme and retained 
throughout the construction period free 
from any impediment to their designated use.
 
3. Throughout the period of construction vehicle wheel 
cleaning facilities shall be provided 
and retained within the site. All construction vehicles shall 
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have their wheels cleaned before 
leaving the site in order to prevent the deposition of mud or 
other extraneous material on the 
public highway.
 
4. Prior to the development being taken into use a new 
access shall be created to Uttoxeter 
Road in accordance with the application drawings. 
Thereafter it shall, unless otherwise agreed 
in writing by the Local Planning Authority, be retained as 
the sole means of access to the site.
 
5. Unless otherwise agreed in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority there shall be no gates 
within 30m of the highway boundary at the Uttoxeter Road 
access.
 
6. The development shall not be taken into use until the 
associated roadways, parking and 
manoeuvring facilities have been constructed in 
accordance with the approved plans and 
thereafter those facilities shall be retained free of any 
impediment to their designated use.
 
Notes –
 
(i) Pursuant to Section 184 of the Highways Act 1980 and 
Section 86(4) of the New Roads 
and Streetworks Act 1991, at least 12 weeks prior 
notification should be given to the 
Environmental Services Department of Derbyshire County 
Council on 01629538595 before 
any works commence on the vehicular access within 
highway limits.
 



(ii) Pursuant to Sections 149 and 151 of the Highways Act 
1980, the applicant must take all 
necessary steps to ensure that mud or other extraneous 
material is not carried out of the site 
and deposited on the public highway. Should such deposits 
occur, it is the applicant's 
responsibility to ensure that all reasonable steps (eg; street 
sweeping) are taken to maintain 
the roads in the vicinity of the site to a satisfactory level of 
cleanliness. 
Regards
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Our ref: K183317 
Your ref: CW9/0311/174 
 
 
Ian Stephenson 
Derbyshire County Council 
Shand House, Dale Road South 
Matlock 
Derbyshire 
DE4 3RY 
 

 
3 May 2011 

 
Dear Mr Stephenson 
 
A50 Land off Uttoxeter Road, Foston, Derbyshire 
 
 
I am in receipt of a planning application received by the Highways Agency in 
Birmingham on 11th April 2011, regarding the proposed erection of a 25,000 pig 
breeding unit at the above location. 
 
Following extensive discussions in 2009 the issues associated with the proposed 
development identified and mitigation agreed at pre application stage. I am therefore in 
a position to provide a substantive response to this application. 
 
The initial point of access from the development onto the A50 is considered acceptable. 
However, the proposals will inevitably generate an impact on the A50/A515 Sudbury 
Roundabout, which is congested at peak times. Therefore shift patterns at the proposed 
development must be arranged so as to minimise the impact of the development, and a 
proportionate contribution to the holistic junction improvement agreed at the conjoined 
South Derbyshire Housing Sites Public Inquiry.  
  
I would therefore confirm that while the principle of the development remains acceptable 
to the Highways Agency, the proposals as they stand have the potential to generate 
unacceptable impacts on the Strategic Road Network as described above.  Therefore, if 
your council is minded to grant permission for this application, please ensure that the 
following conditions are attached to the decision notice. 
 
Condition:  
Weekday shifts shall commence at 07.00 for off site staff, and shall last for a period of 8 
or 9 hours, unless in exceptional circumstances. 
 
Reason for the above conditions:   
To ensure that the A50 Trunk Road continues to serve its purpose as part of a national 
system of routes for through traffic in accordance with Section 10 (2) of the Highways 
Act 1980 by minimising disruption on the trunk road resulting from traffic entering and 
emerging from the application site in the interests of road safety. 
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I note from the Environmental Statement submitted with the application that the agreed 
contribution to works at the A50 Sudbury junction is expected to be secured under an 
appropriate Agreement. Should this term not be included in the Agreement I would be 
grateful for further consultation on this application. 



An Executive Agency of 
The Department for Transport  

 
 
Developments Affecting Trunk Roads and Special Roads 
Highways Agency Response to an Application for Planning Permission 

To: Derbyshire County Council 

 

Council's Reference: CW9/0311/174 
 
 
Referring to the notification of a planning application dated 11th April 2011, your reference 
CW9/0311/174, in connection with the A50 Trunk Road, Land off Uttoxeter Road, Foston, 
Derbyshire, notice is hereby given under the Town and Country Planning (Development 
Management Procedure) Order 2010 that the Secretary of State for Transport:- 
 

a) offers no objection; 
 
b) advises that planning permission should either be refused, or granted only 

subject to conditions 
 

c) directs conditions to be attached to any planning permission which may be 
granted;   

 
d) directs that planning permission is not granted for an indefinite period of time; 

 
e) directs that planning permission not be granted for a specified period (see Annex 

A).  
 

 (delete as appropriate) 

TR110 (October 2010) 
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Annex A 
 

Condition:  
Weekday shifts shall commence at 07.00 for off site staff, and shall last for a period of 8 or 9 
hours, unless in exceptional circumstances. 
 
 
Reason for the above condition:   
To ensure that the A50 Trunk Road continues to serve its purpose as part of a national system 
of routes for through traffic in accordance with Section 10 (2) of the Highways Act 1980 by 
minimising disruption on the trunk road resulting from lighting within the site and drainage 
issues arising from the onsite bund, in the interests of road safety. 
 
 















Sent: 17 August 2011 11:16 
To:  
Subject: Foston 

Hi, 

Response as discussed.   Please note that in addition to previous comments, Natural 
England would expect any development that has a potential to affect high quality agricultural 
land to be accompanied by a full assessment of the soil resource present, impacts and 
mitigation measures, to include both the handling and protection of soils during construction, 
and also the long term use of the soil resource. 

<<21377 CW9_0311_1742500breeding sow unit Uttoxeter Rd adj Foston Prison RH.pdf>>  

Please do come back to me if you need anything further. 

Regards, 

Land Use Operations Team 

Natural England  

Endcliffe 

Deepdale Business Park 

Ashford Road 

Bakewell 

Derbyshire 

DE45 1GT 

This email and any attachments is intended for the named recipient only. If 
you have received it in error you have no authority to use, disclose, store 
or copy any of its contents and you should destroy it and inform the sender. 
Nothing in the email amounts to a legal commitment on our part unless 
confirmed by a signed communication. Whilst this email and associated 
attachments will have been checked for known viruses whilst within the 
Natural England systems, we can accept no responsibility once it has left 
our systems. Communications on Natural England systems may be monitored 
and/or recorded to secure the effective operation of the system and for 
other lawful purposes.  
















