SOS Resident Action Group
c/o 13 Springhead Terrace
Thornton BRADFORD BD13 3RB
12 July 2012
Dear Councillors,
Re: Environment and Waste Overview and Scrutiny Committee Meeting 24 July 2012
SOS Resident Action Group submit our comments to help you understand the continued concerns
of residents of Thornton, Well Heads, Keelham and Denholme in preparation for the Environmental
and Waste Overview Scrutiny Committee meeting to be held at City Hall on 24 July 2012 at
17:30pm.
Contrary to belief, residents continue to be negatively impacted by Omega Proteins operations (e.g.
grounding of plume, odour) and transportation of animal waste by HGVs to and from the plant. We
resubmit the original petition summary, petition speech and photographic evidence within the
appendix of this correspondence. Unfortunately, these issues still remain principal concerns.
As you are aware, the Council Offices (Planning, Enforcement and Legal) have made a settlement
agreement/penalty in the amount of £27,000 (£12,000 fine and £15,000 bond) with Omega
Proteins regarding the illegal out of hour movements from 31 March 2011 for an eight week period
of time only.
An article recently published by Fast Track in association of the Sunday Times states,
”The company claims it processes 650,000 tonnes of waste every year, extracting 70m litres of
fat and providing 130,000 tonnes of ingredients to the pet food industry. Under managing
director Daniel Sawrij, international sales grew 35% a year from £5.4m in 2009 to £9.8m in
2011.” (Source: http://www.fasttrack.co.uk/fasttrack/leagues/dbintDetails.asp?siteID=8&compID=3440&yr=2012)
Residents believe the settlement sum is grossly inadequate and has not provided enough incentive
for the company to fully comply with all conditions. Many issues remain unresolved despite
resolutions as set out by Chris Eaton’s letter to residents (many residents have yet to receive this
letter and they have a fundamental right to receive this communication).
From the information gathered by residents during discussion with Council Offices, residents
strongly believe that these Offices have not adequately acted upon the violations from June 2011
until 21 June 2012 to current despite and as a result from lengthy negotiations between the Offices
and Omega Proteins and “legal advice” received. Further clarification is needed especially with
regards to the conditions of planning and permissions that were not adequately addressed as set
out by the Appeals Decision 2010 and at the time of these negotiations.
Residents feel that after 10 years of complaints and communications between many Council
Offices, the processes in place are still much too slow and not transparent enough to protect
residents negatively impacted by the operations of this type of industry.
There is still much needed work to be done on a local and national level regarding the
transportation and processing of Category 1, Category 2 and Category 3 rendering of animal waste
products. In particular:
·

·
·

Enforcement Guidelines – Environment
o Odour from processing
o Odour from transportation (local and national)
o Noise from operations
Highway Enforcement and Safety from transportation (local and national)
Enforcement guidelines – Planning

(,/cont)
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Enforcement Guidelines – Environment
We understand from John Major, Assistant Director of the Environmental and Regulatory
Services for Environment & Sport, Bradford Metropolitan District Council (BMDC) are
participating in a “national review of the rendering industry” conducted by the Scotland and
Northern Ireland Forum for Environmental Research (SNIFFER).
Mr. Major states “We hope that our participation in this review will assist us in the regulation
of the Omega Proteins installation.” (E-mail correspondence, 15 June 2012) “Hope” is not
sufficient in this case.
·

We ask you to demand that the Environmental Officers ensure that residents’ concerns
are known during this consultation to ensure that the rendering industry improves their
working practices; protecting residential homes and the Environment should be at the
moral and ethical forefront to drive improvements.

Whilst the Environment Officers take “concerns and the problems” seriously, residents are
still subjected to odour escaping Omega Proteins property boundaries as far away as
Thornton Village and Denholme Clough depending on the wind direction; therefore, the
current Environmental Permit is not robust enough to ensure these Offices can take decisive,
prompt and effective action.
Once a complaint is received by the Environmental Offices, the Officer contacts the plant to
inform them and then the Officer arranges a visit to the plant and surrounding areas to
investigate. Due to the human resources constraint, the investigation often occurs at least 45 hours (sometimes the next day) after the complaint has been raised hence these Offices
are unable to “identify” the source of the horrible stench – often resembling burning flesh and
rotting fish.
The Environmental Offices do not have an “out of hour emergency call out system” for
Environmental Officers to investigate the horrible stench that infiltrates private residences.
This procedure does not adequately protect residents from smoke and odour that escapes
the plant boundaries and residents’ distress is disheartening.
How many times is the firm allowed to pollute residential properties until decisive action is
formally taken? Chance after chance is given to the firm to “rectify” failing equipment and
resolve issues raised by complaints but yet no adequate enforcement measures have been
put in place by the Environmental Offices. It is time that adequate enforcement fines are
issued and it is paramount that this department takes decisive and effective action.
Considering the number of years residents have complained, we believe that the
Environmental Offices should investigate the complaint then notify the company after an
investigation takes place.
·

We demand that you consider the proposed changes to current working practice to
investigate complaints by the Environmental Offices to assist in protecting the
environment and residents’ rights to enjoy their private homes, gardens and surrounding
environment.

·

We ask you to raise our concerns to Members of Parliament and House of Lords to
ensure all communities in the United Kingdom do not have to endure the negative impact
of this industry’s operations. Changing the 28 Day Enforcement Notices to close loop
holes in current planning legislation and Environmental Permit guidelines as issued by
Defra are just a few examples of how this can happen.
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Mr. Major also indicated that the Chief Executive of the Council is meeting with Omega
Proteins and its suppliers to discuss “ways to reduce the negative impact of the plant’s
operations.” (E-mail correspondence, J Major, 15 June 2012)
Since the submission of the SOS Resident Action Group petition to Full Council on 27 March
2012, we have not received any correspondence about developments or the Council’s efforts
to actively seek resolutions to the concerns raised within the petition nor has the group been
invited to take an active role in seeking resolutions to the issues as outlined in the petition.
Residents believe that they have a right to participate in such negotiations to ensure their
concerns are fully understood and listened to by all parties involved including the operator of
the site. There is an increase risk of alienation onto residents by Planning, Enforcement and
Environment which will further deepen the indignation between the Council Officers and
Omega Proteins.
·

We ask you to ensure that the Environmental Offices and the Chief Executive involve
residents in determining ways forward to ensure that our communities remain a
sustainable and enjoyable environment to which we live by holding a public forum.

Odour and BAT Regulations
Residents are often advised that Omega Proteins uses the latest BAT systems so as to
prevent disturbance to its neighbours therefore, the Environmental Offices are unable to
provide sufficient remedies to residents’ objections and plights.
Tests carried out by Odournet commissioned by Omega Proteins in August 2011 are a very
important confirmation of the Company standards. These tests conclusions found that:
1

Bio Filter 2 was only 10% efficient in odour removal. As per an email correspondence
between residents and Phil Best on 27 September, 2011, Mr Best wrote,
“Odournet believe that the most likely reasons for the poor performance of bio filter 2
is through compaction of the bio filter media and channelling/short circuiting of process
odour through the bed. [Odournet] recommend that the integrity and distribution of the
media is investigated to assess whether it can be improved.”

If BAT is used and maintained appropriately, odour levels should be controlled and these are
in the sole control of the operators of the equipment at the plant. Adequate alarm systems
are necessary on the Bio filter fans in order to detect high and low air quantity flows as a
result of blockage of holes in the filter material. These alarms shall be tested on a regular
basis and their action needs to be demonstrated to a Council Official who should have to
hand details of these tests in order to enable a casual check in a similar manner to which the
Factory Inspector inspects less dangerous dust extraction plants etc at Factories.
2

The Thermal Oxidizer which one would expect to omit 500 to 3000 units of odour was in
fact omitting more than double the worst emissions one would expect or about 12 times
what could be expected under some conditions. Mr Best wrote on 27 September, 2011 to
residents regarding the Thermal Oxidizer:
“The average emitted odour concentration from the thermal oxidiser was 6,284 odour
units per cubic metre Odournet reported that they believed the odour concentration from
a correctly functioning thermal oxidiser would fall within the range of 500 to 3000 odour
units per cubic metre. They suggest that the unit may not be achieving an optimal level
of treatment and suggest possible reasons include process air breakthrough into the
stack or incomplete oxidation. Odournet recommend that the thermal oxidiser is
inspected to identify the possibility of the afore-mentioned scenarios.”
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·

In view of the above we ask you to ensure these matters are investigated by more
frequent monitoring and testing; and in more detail in order to assess if the Company and
the Regulation is implemented in a manner to eliminate odour escaping from the plant
boundaries.

·

A tightening of national and local environmental legislation to ensure all loop holes are
closed is demanded by residents who have suffered and continue to suffer as a result of
the industry’s operations.

The original design of the plant specified a taller chimney was required but one was not
erected due to planning permission/restrictions. This means that tighter regulation of the flue
emissions than the standard guidelines must be necessary to prevent local pollution. This
should be at the forefront of enforcement of environmental issues when setting monitoring,
throughput and control standards but any increase in height of the chimney is deemed even
more intrusive and would not be a suitable solution at this site.
Environmental Offices dismiss claims of smoke and odour escaping the plant boundaries
regardless of photographic evidence submitted to these Offices by residents. The plant must
not omit smoke no matter what direction the wind is in and hence a smoke detector and
alarm is required in the flue input rather than its output in order for the Public not to have
to suffer from pollution and act as an alarm system for the company's plant. (Refer to
Appendix, p. 12-15)
·

We ask you to ensure frequent “surprise” site visits, bi-annual testing and reporting of the
Thermal Oxidiser and bio-filters operating levels to ensure there is speedy identification
of faulty machinery and rectification of such faults to ensure full compliance and use of
BAT and the Environmental Permit so residents are not subjected to the horrendous
odours of burning flesh that invade their gardens and intrude into their homes.

The Dispersion Modelling Survey was conducted by Omega Proteins in October 2011 at the
request of the Environmental Offices to determine the extent of odour escaping the
company’s boundaries. As a result, a report has been submitted in the beginning of 2012 and
the Environmental Office has sought clarifications of “issues raised” and “hope[s] to meet
with the Company” week commencing 18 June 2012 to “discuss the way forward”. (E-mail
correspondence, J. Major 15 June 2012)
·

Again, we ask you to ensure tighter timescales and deadlines are managed and set by
the Environmental Offices so they can properly ascertain whether or not the BAT is
functioning as it should and the TRUE impact onto residents of the grounding plume and
odour dispersion from rendering operations at the plant.

·

We ask you to ensure that no further development of the plant occurs as a result of this
discussion until the Council Offices hold a proper and full public consultation. Residents
are not privy to behind the scenes negations although it greatly and negatively impacts
their day to day lives.

·

The continued negotiations to change planning conditions and environmental permits
must not occur without public consultation and any changes to these documents must
be open and fair; a fundamental right in a democracy.
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Highways Enforcement Inadequate
HGV Monitoring
The Planning and Enforcement Offices have yet to find an adequate way to enforce the
number of HGV movements along the rural road network.
Through this Office’s own admission, the Council cannot fully ascertain the true impact to
highway safety and monitoring of HGV movements due to the restrictions of legislation
pertaining to 24 hour surveillance and practicality of traffic surveys due to constraints of
Council resources. (E-mail correspondence 22 February 2012, Carole Howarth).
Residents continue to submit complaints that record the number of HGV in excessive of 50
per day to date (100 movements). Although the Planning and Enforcement Officers value the
information supplied by residents, the company continues to breach conditions within the
Appeal 2010 Decision that maximum of 70 movements (35 HGVs per day) is permitted
despite the determined and agreed settlement of £27,000.
Current permission as per the Appeal Decision 2010 state:
“[n]o more than 60 movements per day (30 in and 30 out of the site) shall be permitted
by HGVs (as defined as Other Goods Vehicles Classes 1 and 2 in Dot’s Design manual
for Roads and bridges). This number shall be averaged over a one week period and the
maximum number in any one day shall not exceed 70 (35 in and 35 out). Records of all
heavy goods vehicle movements shall be kept for a minimum period of three years in a
form to be agreed with the Local Planning Authority, and shall be made available to the
Authority on request.” (page 17, ref.91)
·

We ask you to ensure that the Planning and Enforcement Offices including the Senior
Managers of this Department quickly determine an adequate and enforceable method of
HGV surveillance and enforcing violations to planning conditions including regular checks
of the daily logs held by Omega Proteins (e.g. GPS). This process is taking far too long
and must be agreed now. Again, over reliance that the firm will comply because these
Offices said so is unacceptable.

A current planning application to erect an illuminated sign at the site entrance indicating
operating times provides no guarantee and only further develops this industrial site and is
deemed contrary to its greenbelt location by residents.
Residents fear that HGVs will try to gain access out of hours and if/when this occurs, HGVs
will be required to reverse on to the public carriageway and the drivers will inevitably park up
overnight on the lay-by at the junction of Well Heads and Half Acre Road further increasing
the dangers to highway safety; furthermore eliminating any responsibility by Omega Proteins
to control HGV movements.
·

We ask you to ensure that the Enforcement Officer at Planning ensures that Omega
Proteins fully comply with this condition and that any contractors entering their site
(regardless of where they have come from such as Wales, South of England, Scotland)
are made fully aware of the permitted times to ensure that HGV drivers do not try to
access the site between 22:00 and 08:00; a measure that can be fully controlled by an
adequate traffic management scheme by the firm if they fundamentally wish to do so.

·

We demand that you ensure bi-weekly monitoring and record checking occurs to ensure
full compliance. The current methodology is not robust or effective enough to ensure the
firm complies and does not profit from violations to conditions.
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·

We ask you to ensure that each HGV carrying Category 1, 2 and 3 animal wastes display
“Hazardous Waste” signage on the back of each trailer to inform the general public of
vehicles transporting dangerous and contaminated waste across the country and along
the local road network to the plant.

·

We ask you to ensure that any future violations of planning permissions receive adequate
and sufficient penalties in relation to their profits as a disincentive for the company to
receive income from such violations to protect residents and in accordance to the World
Health Organisation Guidelines. Any out of hour movements and excessive movements
must be and is deemed not in accordance with WHO Guidelines and EU legislation.

·

We demand that you raise our concerns with the SNIFFER consultation that
transportation of such waste across national boundaries (Wales and Scotland) and long
distances (from Devon, Cornwall, along the A1 corridor, etc) is restricted to minimise the
risk of spillages and festering of the transported animal waste during the travel that is
carried in tarpaulin covered trailers units.

The risk of spillages (A1/M1, Keelham School, Keighley Town Centre, etc.) is unacceptable
and the Government has a fundamental obligation to ensure health and safety along the
country’s road networks.

HGV Routes – Appeals Decision 2010
Omega Proteins are increasing the use of the road network along Back Heights Road, Rock
Lane, Egypt and Black Dyke Lane. Residents are increasingly becoming more apprehensive
and concerned for highway safety along this route especially at the blind junction at the Rock
and Heifer Public House.
Residents believe that the road network at this junction is inadequate to cope with the
increase in HGV traffic and day to day traffic as this route is used as a “rat” run between
villages and the City.
Recently, a large hole has appeared in the road to the depth of approximately 14 inches. The
foundation concrete has collapsed and water is now pouring up and out from the hole
indicating substandard material of road foundations and surfaces. Since then the road has
been closed. The HGVs used by Omega Proteins cannot negotiate this blind junction and
corner safely. (Refer to Appendix p. 19)
Mr. Robinson and Mr Chris Eaton do not believe that the Council can enforce a condition as
set out by the 2010 Appeals Decision that specifically states that the route in which Omega
Proteins and contractors must take to enter and leave the site until “serious harm” is proven.
Residents question whether a person has to lose a life before this junction is deemed severe
and dangerous.
Mr McPhearson, Inspectorate states in the Appeal Decision 2010 document:
"A Section 106 unilateral planning obligation was submitted at the time of the 2002
appeal which requires all heavy good vehicles to access and egress the site via Half Acre
Road, Well Heads and Brighouse Road. Where the vehicles are not operated by the
Appellants there is a requirement that the contract will include this route. This
undertaking remains in force." (Page 4, ref. 8)
·

We ask you to debate concerns raised by residents from the increase use by the firm
along the road network of Back Heights Road, Egypt and Black Dyke Lane and ensure
that enforcement of this condition is upheld and the firm fully complies with this condition
as per the Appeal Decision 2010 planning permissions.
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·

We ask you to debate why this permission and Section 106 Unilateral Planning
Obligation has been waived and ignored by Planners and City Legal teams.

·

If any conditions in permissions are changed then again, it should be open to public
consultation and changes to such planning conditions must be properly debated amongst
all parties involved. Currently, this is not the case and negotiations “behind closed doors”
is rampant and these decisions further diminish the quality of lives of residents along the
rural road network to/from the plant.

·

We ask you to ensure that Planning and Highways conduct a thorough traffic survey to
determine the number, speed and types of vehicles using this road network to
scientifically ascertain levels of traffic and the true use of these rural narrow lanes.

·

For several years, residents have urged Planning and Highways to conduct such a
survey and to investigate weight limit restrictions along these routes except for access by
local small haulage firms as these small businesses are an integral part of this
community.

Public Consultations
There are many additional issues that negatively impact residents as highlighted by the
petition signed by over 240 residents of this area. Only through a well managed and proper
public meeting between residents and the Environment, Planning, Enforcement and
Highways Offices can these issues be fully addressed to determine adequate resolutions.
Although this Committee is carefully considering the issued raised to determine appropriate
action:
·

We ask you to arrange such a public meeting at a local venue that involve all
Departments concerned with the operation and continued expansion of this industrial site
within the greenbelt of Bradford and invite residents of Thornton, Well Heads, Keelham
and Denholme to attend.

Planning Applications
As you are aware, the firm is located in the Bingley Rural planning area and many residents
of Thornton who are directly impacted by HGV traffic, odour, noise, spillages and expansion
and site development plans are not aware of planning permissions submitted by the firm
despite public notification on the telegraph pole outside the site entrance and newspaper
notifications.
Since this plant is located on the boundaries of two constituencies:
·

We ask you to ensure constituents in Thornton are made fully aware of any future
planning applications to develop the Omega Proteins site by increasing the planning
notification sign locations to include Hill Top, Egypt, Black Dyke Lane and Back Lane,
Wilsden as the HGVs leaving and entering the site are increasingly using this road
network.

Finally, we are pleased that as a result of the Full Council Motion and petition surrounding
the rendering and transportation of this industry, this matter has been referred to the
Environment and Waste Overview Scrutiny Committee for further discussion.
·

We ask you to ensure that residents of Thornton, Well Heads, Keelham and Denholme
are informed about the progress and outcome from this Overview and Scrutiny
Committee meeting to deal with the many issues that continue to plague residents.
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We would like to thank you in advance for your work to help not only residents of Bradford
but the many Council Offices to improve the City’s reputation as a place that people want to
live and work.
We cannot afford any further decline in the national perception of this City and we urge you
to ensure that positive and effective change occurs to protect residents’ well being and the
sustainability of these small communities within the District.
Yours truly,
L. Cadamarteri
Secretary
SOS Resident Action Group
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Appendix
PETITION TO FULL COUNCIL – March 2012

On behalf of residents, we, Stop Omega Stink Resident Action Group (S.O.S.), submit this
petition to Full Council to bring to your attention the plight of residents and raise your awareness
of their concerns.
Omega Proteins, a Category 1 Animal Waste rendering plant, a subsidiary of the Leo Group
operating within the greenbelt of Thornton & Denholme areas of the District continually violate
planning permissions and create negative environmental impacts because of their operations.
The firm continues to avoid adequate enforcement, penalties and fines at the expense of tax
payers’ monies and council resources.
Despite several years of correspondences, complaints and diary keeping between residents and
the Planning Offices (Minerals and Waste Team), and the Environment Offices, and Highways at
Bradford, residents believe planning permissions have not been adequately enforced thus failing
to protect the fundamental rights of residents to enjoy their homes and safeguard the
environment.
The following issues continue to degrade residents’ well being and continue to cause
unnecessary stress. Despite the numerous complaints made within the last ten years to Council
Offices, the following issues have not been resolved at these levels and continue to negatively
impact residents and the environment beyond the conditions as set out in the Appeals Decision
December 2010 and the current Environment Permit:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.

Excessive HGV movements
Out of Hours HGV movements
Out of Hours Plant operation
Ineffective monitoring of HGV movements to and from the plant including necessary signage
of vehicles displaying company name by the Planning Offices
Decrease in highway safety at junction by Keelham School
Increase of use along Back Heights Road, Rock Lane, Egypt and Black Dyke Lane
Inadequate Environmental Permit, use of Best Available Techniques by the plant and lack of
enforcement by the Environmental Office
Offensive odours from the plume and rendering operations encroaching on residential
boundaries thus negatively impacting resident’s rights to enjoy their homes and gardens
Invasive plume of steam/smoke from rendering operations that are often seen grounding on
adjacent agricultural fields and residential properties
Slow and/or inadequate Odour Testing and Dispersion Modelling in a variable windy area
conducted by Omega Proteins and the Environmental Offices.
Smells from rotting category 1 animal waste emitted from passing HGVs to and from the plant
Spillages of category 1 animal waste due to inadequate loading and sealing of trailers by the
recently voluntary liquidation of Alba Transport, a subsidiary of the Leo Group.

Residents do not believe that the processes in place to enforce the Appeals Conditions and the
Environmental Permit are robust and quick enough to protect resident rights and highway safety;
yearly checks on the plant equipment is unsatisfactory and does not ensure that the thermal
oxidiser and condensers are working efficiently.
At a time when we need to ensure the most vulnerable in our society receive adequate public
services, residents urge the Full Council to investigate and debate the concerns raised by this
petition. And help the Planning Department, Environment Offices and Highways to fully enforce
planning permissions and environmental permits to ensure Omega Proteins fully comply once
and for all.
The following appendices to this petition include photographic evidence to support the concerns raised by
residents as outlined above.
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Supporting Speech – Petition March 2012

On behalf of over 240 residents of Thornton, Well Heads, Keelham and Denholme, we,
S.O.S Resident Action Group (Stop Omega Stink Resident Action Group), submit this
petition to Full Council to raise your awareness to the plight of residents about the
operations and environmental impact of Omega Proteins, a subsidiary of the Leo Group.
Omega Proteins is an A2 rendering plant and authorised by DEFRA to accept Category 1
animal waste. It operates and continues the site development within the greenbelt of the
District.
For over 10 years, residents have complained to the Planning Officers, Environmental
Health Officers and Highways, about excessive HGV movements, decrease in highway
safety, out of hour operations and offensive odours emitted from transportation and
rendering of animal wastes by the plant. We ask that the legislation surrounding rendering
and transportation of animal waste is fully enforced, with effective monitoring to ensure that
residents’ rights are upheld.
The conditions as set out in the Appeals Decision December 2010 and the Environmental
Permit do not protect the fundamental rights of residents to enjoy their homes and the
environment and are not robust enough to protect residents’ rights and highway safety
despite the efforts made by the Offices to uphold the conditions.
We ask for you to uphold our rights and protect residents’ welfare in seeking ways to
improve legislation and actions by the Officers to stop the negative impact of operations by
this firm, and to protect our greenbelt from further depletion and development.
Excessive HGV movements and Out of Hours HGV movements
Residents are continually subjected to the noise and foul odours from passing HGVs and
disturbance generated by excessive movements outside permitted hours. (Appeals
Decision Appeal A items 105.6-105.9, p.19-20) Complaints made by residents to the
Officers demonstrate that HGVs both access and leave the site outside of the permitted
hours thus eliminating any reprieve from passing HGVs to residents.
Traffic monitoring by residents shows that there are on average approximately 20 excess
movements and 20 out of hour movements per day equating to approximately 12,000 illegal
movements per annum.
Although the Offices acknowledge resident complaints, they are unable to use this data to
enforce conditions (Freedom of Information Request 3 February 2012). Residents believe
the only way to effectively record breaches in planning permissions is for the Offices to
implement a 24 hour/7 days a week monitoring programme.
Decrease in highway safety at junction by Keelham School
There is widespread concern regarding the decreasing highway safety at the Keelham
School junction. Both residents and road users are greatly concerned that highway safety is
severely compromised by HGV movements where trailers routinely over run the curb;
greatly endangering the safety of school children and parents/carers. (Appeals Decision,
Item 63, p.12) Despite years of raising this concern, residents believe there are no
adequate measures in place to safeguard pedestrians and other road users.

The following appendices to this petition include photographic evidence to support the concerns raised by
residents as outlined above.
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Out of Hours Plant Operation
The firm is not permitted to operate on Sundays, Public and Bank Holidays. (Appeals
Decision Appeal A item 105.4, p.19). Residents have repeatedly complained to the Council
describing HGV movements, noises from machinery and the offensive odours discharging
from the plant on these days, and whilst the Officers acknowledge these complaints,
nothing changes further diminishing residents’ rights to enjoy their homes.
Increase of use along Back Heights Road, Rock Lane, Egypt and Black Dyke Lane
Despite complaints and a Section 106 unilateral planning obligation at the 2002 Appeal, the
firm is increasingly turning left out of the plant and using the road network along Back
Heights and Black Dyke Lane at the blind junction by the Rock and Heifer Pub where limited
driver sightlines and pedestrian pavements exist. (Appeals Decision, Background Item 8,
p.4)
The Council is unable to take any action unless it “receives different advice or
circumstances change substantially”. (B. Robinson, email correspondence, 24 February,
2012).
Smells from Rendering Operations Encroach upon Residential Boundaries
Pervasive odours emitted from the rendering processes, encroaches upon residential
boundaries causing additional erosion of residents’ rights to enjoy their homes and gardens.
The odour is so strong, residents feel physically sick. The smell seeps into their homes,
making it impossible for residents to escape the odours causing detrimental impacts to their
physical and psychological health.
Whilst this is a breach in the Environmental Permit (Environmental Conditions Permit A237,
Item 4.1, p. 3), the Environmental Health Offices believe that “enforcement of this particular
condition is a virtual impossibility” (J. Lawrence, letter correspondence, 30 November 2011).
Consequently, residents believe the Environmental Permit is inadequate and does not
protect residents’ basic rights. We do not accept that breaches are unenforceable, and
require that expert legal advice is sought.
Grounding of Plume on to Residential Properties and Agricultural Fields
The plant is located within the greenbelt in a windy location above Doe Park Reservoir. The
plume frequently grounds into residential properties and adjacent fields. Odours within the
plume are carried a considerable distance causing widespread nuisance to residents. Whilst
the Environmental Offices deem the grounding of the plume unacceptable, no enforcements
have been made.
Residents sincerely believe that the current guidelines issued by DEFRA inhibit the
appropriate Council Offices to protect residents in their homes and the environment.
Petition Summary
Residents feel demoralised and imprisoned within the boundaries of their homes and
gardens which must always be a safe haven for people to live. It is clear that residents are
suffering.
Despite expenditure of tax payers’ monies and Council resources residents believe there
are negligible use of enforcements, penalties and fines to adequately protect residents and
their environment from the problems associated with this site.
We are desperate for your assistance to ensure rigorous enforcement of planning
conditions and the Environmental permit through the courts occurs, and urge you to take
the necessary actions to protect us.
The following appendices to this petition include photographic evidence to support the concerns raised by
residents as outlined above.
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Appeal Decisions, McPherson, JI. 9 December 2010.

·
·
·
·
·
·
·
·
·
·
·

Appeals Decisions, Item 8, p.4
Appeals Decisions, Item 63, p.12
Appeals Decisions, Item 87, p.16
Appeals Decisions, Item 88, p.17
Appeals Decisions, Item 92, p. 92
Appeals Decisions Appeal A, Item 105.4, p. 19
Appeals Decisions Appeal A, Item 105.6, p. 19
Appeals Decisions Appeal A, Item 105.7, p.19-20
Appeals Decisions Appeal A, Item 105.8, p. 20
Appeals Decisions Appeal A, Item 105.9, p. 20
Appeals Decisions Appeal A, Item 105.11, p. 20

Environmental Permitting (England & Wales) Regulation 2010 Statutory Instrument
2010 No. 675 (As Amended)

·
·
·
·
·
·
·
·
·
·
·
·
·
·
·
·
·
·
·
·
·

Emission Limits, Monitoring and Other Provisions, Item 2.1
Emission Limits, Monitoring and Other Provisions, Item 2.2
Emission Limits, Monitoring and Other Provisions, Item 2.3
Emission Limits, Monitoring and Other Provisions, Item 2.6
Emission Limits, Monitoring and Other Provisions, Item 2.7
Emission Limits, Monitoring and Other Provisions, Item 2.9
Odour, Item 4.1
Odour, Item 4.2
Odour, Item 4.3
Odour, Item 4.8
Odour, Item 4.17
Odour, Item 4.18
Materials handling and processing, Item 5.3
Materials handling and processing, Item 5.9
General, Item 7.1
General, Item 7.2
Waste Handling, Item 13.1.b
Energy, Item 15.3
Accidents/Incidents/Non Conformance, Item 16.1
Noise and Vibration, Item 17.1
Monitoring and Reporting, Item 18.1-18.11

Other Sources
Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs www.defra.gov.uk/environment/
Fast Track in Association of the Sunday Times,
http://www.fasttrack.co.uk/fasttrack/leagues/dbintDetails.asp?siteID=8&compID=3440&yr=2012
Leo Group, www.leogroupltd.co.uk/social-responsibility
Stop Omega Stink Resident Action Group, www.stopomegastink.co.uk
World Health Organisation, www.who.int/en/

The following appendices to this petition include photographic evidence to support the concerns raised by
residents as outlined above.
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PLUME
Plume Grounding onto Adjacent Agricultural Fields

Plume engulfing residential property at Slippershaw Farm 28 Feb 2012.

The following appendices to this petition include photographic evidence to support the concerns raised by
residents as outlined above.

13

SOS Resident Action Group – Letter to Councillors
Plume grounding on agricultural fields. The offensive odour is ever present.

Plume Vapour.
Highly offensive
odour

Plume over neighbouring farm buildings and agricultural land.

The following appendices to this petition include photographic evidence to support the concerns raised by
residents as outlined above.

14

SOS Resident Action Group – Letter to Councillors
Plume Grounding on to residential properties and agricultural fields – 9 June 2012

The following appendices to this petition include photographic evidence to support the concerns raised by
residents as outlined above.

15

SOS Resident Action Group – Letter to Councillors
Plume – Odour and Smoke 11 July 2012 at 21:00pm

The following appendices to this petition include photographic evidence to support the concerns raised by
residents as outlined above.

16

SOS Resident Action Group – Letter to Councillors
Plume Seen from Residence 1km from plant confirming ubiquitous (ever-present) visual impact.

Plume in horizontal position and grounding into residential property at Slippershaw Farm.

The following appendices to this petition include photographic evidence to support the concerns raised by
residents as outlined above.

17

SOS Resident Action Group – Letter to Councillors
Invasive plume dispersing in a horizontal position toward residences at Well Heads.

No plume of steam from processing but strong stench of rotting/burning animal waste. Taken
Sunday 29.1.2012.

The following appendices to this petition include photographic evidence to support the concerns raised by
residents as outlined above.

18

SOS Resident Action Group – Letter to Councillors
Double plume from plant operation; weather conditions - calm and cold. The double plume
increases the visual intrusion to residents.

The following appendices to this petition include photographic evidence to support the concerns raised by
residents as outlined above.

19

SOS Resident Action Group – Letter to Councillors
HIGHWAY SAFETY
HGV Tanker reversing towards plant entrance on side of opposing traffic on Half Acre Road at
blind bend. Road conditions are icy.

HGV Travelling along Back Heights Road towards Rock Lane - Lower Heights Road – Egypt - Black
Dyke Lane. Road is used by walkers, runners, cyclists, horse riders, agricultural vehicles. There
are no pedestrian pavements between plant and Ten Yards Lane.

The following appendices to this petition include photographic evidence to support the concerns raised by
residents as outlined above.

20

SOS Resident Action Group – Letter to Councillors
HGV Negotiating and intruding on opposing traffic lane at Junction of Rock Lane and Black Dyke
Lane. Substantial hole in road indicating substandard of road foundations.

The following appendices to this petition include photographic evidence to support the concerns raised by
residents as outlined above.

21

SOS Resident Action Group – Letter to Councillors

KEELHAM SCHOOL – JUNCTION WELL HEADS/DENHOLME BRIGHOUSE ROAD
Keelham School Junction - Well Heads/Denholme Brighouse Road Junction. Track marks from
vehicles over running sunken curb; grossly decreasing highway safety of children and pedestrians.

Inadequate curbing, potholes and road marking outside of school.

The following appendices to this petition include photographic evidence to support the concerns raised by
residents as outlined above.
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