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1. PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
Some members may recall that this application was deferred by them at the Western area 
Planning Committee (WAPC) on 5th December 2012.  The 3 deferral reasons given by 
members at that time were; 
 

1) The applicants submit their application to the Environment Agency for the permit 
required by the EA for the operation of the proposed facility; 
 
2) A site visit by members of the Western Area Planning Committee has taken place; 
 
3) Officers prepare a report on potential reasons for refusal on traffic and amenity 
grounds for further consideration by the Western Area Planning Committee following the 
site visit Committee. 

 
The planning application has been revised since that which went before the previous 
WAPC in 2012 from the original proposal of erecting 5 new poultry buildings to erecting 
4 new poultry buildings to replace the existing 4 poultry buildings on site. 
 
Councillor Fleur de Rhe-Philipe originally requested that this item be determined by 
Committee due to: 
 

Visual impact upon the surrounding area 
Relationship to adjoining properties 



Environmental/highway impact 
 
The above call-in reasons still apply. 
  
The purpose of the report is to assess the merits of the proposal against the policies of the 
development plan and other material considerations and to consider the recommendation 
that the application be approved. 
 
2. REPORT SUMMARY 
 
The main issues to consider are:- 
Policy Context 
Visual impact 
Ecology 
Heritage Assets 
Local amenity 
Highway implications 
Other matters 
 
3. SITE DESCRIPTION 
 
The site is an existing poultry farm, situated to the west of Sutton Veny on the southern 
edge of the Deverill Road Trading Estate, a small industrial estate which is located 
between the villages of Sutton Veny and Longbridge Deverill. 
 
The site extends to 3.17 hectares located in the Parish of Longbridge Deverill entirely 
within the Cranborne Chase and West Wiltshire Downs Area of Outstanding Natural 
Beauty. 
 
The site is relatively flat but slopes in a southerly direction from north to south comprising 
of grassland containing a number of trees and hedges, areas of hard standing and four 
poultry buildings, associated infrastructure and a farm dwelling all of which have been 
disused for a number of years. Prior to the decommissioning of the poultry farm in 2007 the 
four buildings provided approximately 155,000 broiler rearing places. 

 
The site is already partly screened by an earth bund on the southern boundary and by 
existing vegetation in all directions. However, it has been identified that there is potential 
to strengthen the planting along the southern, eastern and western boundaries of the 
site. 

 
The land around the site is predominantly agricultural but the land directly to the north and 
adjacent to the site is a former army camp which has been used for light industrial uses, 
with this site being characterised by a range of built development and light industrial 
activity.  To the northeast of the site is a horse riding establishment. The horse 
stables/offices for the horse riding business are approximately 255m from the site 
boundary but its grazing/riding fields are within 40m of the site boundary. There is also 
an allotment to the west of the site, within 30m of the site boundary.  
 
Isolated rural properties predominantly form the residential provision within the area though 
the nearest lies within the trading estate and is approximately 150 m from the development 
site. The edge of the village of Sutton Veny is some 400m distant. 
 
Access to the site is via Deverill Road, a classified road (C41). Access to the surrounding 
area is provided by the A350 which is approximately 3/4 mile to the west, though the A36 
is also only 1 mile to the east which also provides access to the wider road network. 



 
There is a single public footpath linking Longbridge Deverill and Sutton Veny that 
crosses the holding situated north of where the proposed poultry buildings will be 
erected. 
 
Since the previous WAPC meeting in 2012 the site has obtained an Environmental Permit 
authorised by the Environment Agency for the rearing of poultry in a facility with a capacity 
for 179,120 and subject to the conditions of that permit.  
 
4. PLANNING HISTORY 
 
W08/2632/OUT – C.O.U. of land from Poultry Farm to light industrial/Office use – withdrawn 
28th November 2008 
  
5. PROPOSAL 
 
The scheme has been revised since that which was originally reported to members at the 
Western Area Planning Committee on the 5th December 2012.  This has resulted in the 
number of poultry buildings originally proposed being reduced from 5 to 4 units each with the 
capacity to house 44,780 birds and the reduction of birds in total from 223,900 to 179,120 
(44,780 birds less). 
 
The proposal involves the demolition of the four existing poultry buildings currently in 
place (capable of housing approximately 155,000 birds) and replacing them with four new 
poultry houses (built in accordance with BAT – best available techniques) each measuring 
97.6m x 23.2m and 4.8m to the ridge which operate a fan ventilated fully littered floor 
system for broilers.  
 
The buildings provided will be sited predominantly on the existing built area on new 
concrete slabs and a steel framed construction, clad with box profile polyester coated 
steel sheeting, coloured Merlin Grey on the gable and side elevations and goose wing 
Grey on the roof.  
 
The buildings will all be insulated to modern high standards with glass fibre insulation. 
This efficient insulation reduces condensation and the level of energy input required to 
maintain a stable environment. The new buildings will also allow for the use of low 
electrical consumption equipment further improving the efficiency of the unit. 
 
Along the side elevations of the buildings close to the eaves will be a number of glazed 
windows fitted with internal blackout blinds. These windows will allow natural light into 
the buildings in accordance with current thinking on bird welfare. 
 
The change in ventilation system from a ridge to chimney based system does alter the 
view of an individual building.  The height to the top of the chimney stack which is 
situated at the eastern end  of each building is approximately 8.1m from the ground 
level compared to the previously proposed fans situated along the ridge which extended 
to 6.5m from the ground level.  This additional height is required to provide the odour 
mitigation measures required by the Environment Agency.  The use of the gabled end 
fans are operated infrequently to maintain temperature, typically in the summer months. 
 
The ventilation system will consist of high velocity roof extract computer-controlled 
mechanical ventilation. Use of such a system will result in a well controlled environment 
inside the houses, with no condensation to cause litter to dampen. Good control of the 
internal environment will be the prime factor influencing litter quality, which in turn 



influences the amount of odour being emitted from a site. A drier litter is a less odorous 
one. 
 
The scheme also seeks to provide the necessary site infrastructure including dirty and 
clean water handling facilities, feed bins and concrete yard areas. 
 
The new buildings will be served by a total of 6 feed bins (previously 9 bins) which will 
be 3.35m in diameter and 6.87m high and coloured green. 
 
The houses will be stocked with day old chicks, which will be grown until they reach 
slaughter weight (approximately 42 days).  There is likely to be an average of 7 production 
cycles each year. Litter and dirty water will be removed from all four poultry houses at the 
end of each growing cycle. 
 
Access to the site is via an existing entrance on the west side currently serving the holding.  
All farm traffic will use this entrance. Full turning arrangements are proposed within the site 
thereby allowing vehicles to leave the site in a forward direction.  
 
The application is accompanied by a Design and Access Statement and an 
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) which assesses the impact of the proposal on 
the local environment under a number of topic headings and sets out proposed 
measures to mitigate these identified impacts. 
 
The main issues covered within the EIA are: - Farm Waste & Clean Water Management; 
Flood Risk; Air Bourne Pollution; Ecology; Landscape; Highways; Other potential impacts; 
Alternatives/Need. 
 
Also submitted were a Historic Environment Assessment report and further information on 
Emissions assessment Ammonia and Odour Emissions Booklet. 
ADAS - Addendum to A Study of the Impact of Ammonia and Odour Emissions from the 
Redevelopment of the Broiler Chicken Rearing Unit at Sutton Veny Farm, Warminster in 
Wiltshire 
 
6. PLANNING POLICY 
 
Wiltshire Core Strategy: 

Core Policy 1  : Settlement Strategy 
Core Policy 2  : Delivery Strategy 
Core Policy 31: Warminster Community Area 

Core Policy 34: Additional employment land 

Core Policy 48: Supporting rural life 

Core Policy 50: Biodiversity and Geodiversity  

Core Policy 51: Landscape  

Core Policy 52: Green Infrastructure 

Core Policy 55: Air Quality 

Core Policy 57: Ensuring high quality design and place shaping  

Core Policy 58: Ensuring the conservation of the historic environment 

Core Policy 62: Development impacts on the transport network 

Core Policy 67: Flood Risk 

Core Policy 68: Water Resources 

Core Policy 69: Protection of the River Avon SAC 

 



West Wiltshire Local Plan (‘saved’ policies) 

Policy C3: Special Landscape Areas 

Policy U1a: Foul Water Disposal 

 

National Planning Policy Framework 2012 (NPPF) 
National Planning Policy Guidance (NPPG)  
 
7. SUMMARY OF CONSULTATION RESPONSES 

 
Longbridge Deverill Parish Council   
 
Object for the following reasons; 

 
The proposed development should not be permitted because of the inadequate access road 
between the site and the A350 at Longbridge Deverill which reflects the decision of the 
planning authority in 2008, where the application for industrial units on the site was refused 
on highway grounds. 
Should permission be granted the following conditions should be made as part of the 
planning decision:- 
• No lorry or tractor & trailer movements to or from the site on Saturdays Sundays. 
• No lorry or tractor & trailer movement to or from the site on Monday to Fridays except 
between the hours of 8.00am and 6.00pm each day. 

  
Sutton Veny Parish Council  
 
OBJECTION – FOR REASONS OUTLINED BELOW  
A.ODOUR  
Many villagers remember the pungent odour which blighted our village when the previous, 
smaller poultry farm was operating from this site. People living as far as the Southern end of 
the High Street were forced to close all their windows and remain inside to avoid the acrid, 
ammonia laden odour, which would last for 2 or three days. This site has been abandoned 
now for over 10 years, with the buildings now in a derelict state. The village has changed 
considerably over this time. We now have a thriving business, Horses First Racing, located 
on the Eastern side of this site, which has quickly established itself as a leading training 
establishment for racehorses, and employs over 20 local people.  
Community allotments have been set up on land adjacent to this site to the West, and these 
have been enthusiastically developed, with a waiting list for plots now existing, providing a 
valuable village community amenity, and keeping our village Produce Stall amply supplied 
with stock, helping to raise money within the village. 
 At a recent well attended meeting in the village hall, many villagers expressed their concern 
that the quality of their lives was going to be significantly damaged by this proposal. Whilst 
we acknowledge that this proposal has received an Environment Agency Permit, we feel that 
this offers little protection from the unavoidable odour caused during the clean out procedure 
at the end of each cycle, and we note that the applicants fail to assess the level of the odour 
during this stage of the process. In other similar applications, operators have found it difficult 
to prevent this unbearable stench from emanating from their sites. The doors to the poultry 
sheds have to be fully opened whilst the litter, a combination of chicken faeces, skin, 
dropped feed, urine and dander are removed. 
B LOCATION  
National Planning Policy Statement 7 paragraph 15 states  
“...Planning policies should provide a positive framework for facilitating sustainable 
development that supports traditional land-based activities and makes the most of new 
leisure and recreational opportunities that require a countryside location. Planning authorities 
should continue to ensure that the quality and character of the wider countryside is protected 



and, where possible, enhanced. They should have particular regard to any areas that have 
been statutorily designated for their landscape, wildlife or historic qualities where greater 
priority should be given to restraint of potentially damaging development..” 
 This proposed development, although described as agricultural, is more of an industrial use, 
which does not in any way depend upon an agricultural location or resources, and does not 
propose to contribute in any way to the surrounding agricultural setting.  
Paragraph 22 of the National Policy Statement 7 clearly states that:  
“...Major developments should not take place in these designated areas except in 
exceptional circumstances..” and continues:  
“..Because of the serious impact that major developments may have on these areas of 
natural beauty, and taking account of the recreational opportunities that they provide, 
applications for all such developments should be subject to the most rigorous examination..  
...Consideration of such applications should therefore include an assessment of..  
ii)The cost of, and scope for, developing elsewhere outside the designated area, or meeting 
the need for it in some other way”. In the applicant’s environmental impact statement they 
state that they have “Considered other locations both on and off the site for the buildings; 
however it is deemed that this location best meets the needs of the business whilst 
minimising impacts” They should give a full and detailed account of the alternative sites 
which were selected, with detailed reasoning as to why these other sites were deemed 
unsuitable. 

 In particular, we feel that choosing a site which is in an AONB, close to residential 
property and community amenities, and over 75 miles away from the 
slaughterhouse, seems to fly in the face of common sense; the CO2 emissions 
associated with the location, the devastating impact the site will have on the local 
residents and the largest employer in the village, would all seem to outweigh any 
positive impact this proposal may bring to this location. 
In “ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENTS: A GUIDE TO PROCEDURES” which 
transposed into UK legislation the EC Council Directive 85/337/EEC paragraph 33 clearly 
states: “It should be noted that developers are now required to include in the environmental 
statement an outline of the main alternative approaches to the proposed development that 
they may have considered, and the main reasons for their choice...  
....Where alternatives are considered, the main ones must be outlined in the environmental 
statements”  
THE FARM ANIMAL WELFARE COUNCIL REPORT ON THE WELFARE OF FARMED 
ANIMALS AT SLAUGHTER OR KILLING June 2003 published by DEFRA paragraph 19 
states:  
“It has long been the Farm Animal Welfare Council premise that animals should be 
slaughtered as close to the point of production as possible....the risks of welfare being 
compromised are likely to increase with longer and/ or more complex journeys.”  
C.TRANSPORT  
National Planning Policy Guideline Note 13 states that the aims of planning policy should be 
to:  
“..promote more sustainable transport choices for both people and for moving freight”  
and later describes sustainable transport objectives to include:  
“...3.More environmentally friendly delivery and freight movements”  
In the applicant’s transport report the base all their calculations on a baseline of the vehicle 
movements associated with the previous poultry farm, which closed over 10 years ago. We 
submit that this is wholly misleading as this is a clearly abandoned use. Since the poultry 
farm has closed, traffic along the Deverill Road has increased significantly, with the success 
of new businesses at the Trading Estate, a thriving agricultural contracting business, and the 
increase in school run traffic associated with the very successful village school in Sutton 
Veny.  
The total yearly vehicle movements generated by this proposal would be, assuming an 8 
week production cycle, and allowing for the waste water removal, 5070. This would equate 



to approximately 19 vehicle movements per day if it can be assumed that movements occur 
predominately on week-days, and this would peak at 30 per day at the end of the growing 
cycle. 
We acknowledge that all vehicle traffic to and from the proposed site will be routing West 
along the Deverill Road to join the A350. Whilst this avoids the dangerous junctions we 
described in our earlier comments, we feel that this route is also unacceptable, and we 
agree with Alan Creedy, the Local Transport & Development Manager, when he considered 
an application relating to this site submitted by the current applicants in 2008, for a change 
of use to light industrial/office use (B1) ref 08/02632/OUT, and stated:  
“The site is situated along deverill Road (C41) between the A350 and the A36. Deverill Road 
is a rural lane with poor alignment in places, no passing spaces for large vehicles passing 
and no pedestrian facilities. Deverill Road is not suitable to serve commercial vehicles and 
such vehicles would be likely to be used within this development for light industry use given 
the size of the development.”   
Many of the residents along Sand Street in Longbridge Deverill have reported damage to 
their vehicles from passing HGV vehicles, and many times the road gets blocked due to 
difficulties these vehicles have in manoeuvring through this narrow stretch of road. We feel 
very strongly that further investigations of traffic flow and a more thorough survey of the 
road, taking into account the parked vehicles, should be undertaken to ensure that this 
fragile piece of infrastructure can accommodate safely and sustainably, the considerable 
volume, and mass of transport contained within this proposal.  
D.EMPLOYMENT  
The employment aims stated in the West Wiltshire District Plan (1st Alteration) 2004. 
3.3 include:  
“..to sustain a buoyant local economy and to create suitable conditions for the expansion of 
existing firms and the development of new business” The applicant states in their 
Environmental Impact statement that 1 or 2 local jobs would be created by this proposal. 
This is welcome, but this is the only admitted benefit to the local economy. the neighbouring 
property has been developed over recent years by Horses First racing, a racehorse training 
stables, who employ 20 staff on-site, and are currently looking to hire further staff. Eamonn 
Wilmott, managing director, has stated that, due to concerns for the health of his horses and 
the concerns of their owners, he will be forced to consider moving to a new location should 
this proposal be accepted, to secure the sustainable success of his business.  
This would represent a significant loss of employment locally, and specifically within Sutton 
Veny, (15 employees live on-site or in Sutton Veny). Horses First are significant employers 
of local young people ( 8 under the age of 25 and one employee via the special work 
program, and 3-4 students undertaking work experience over the Summer), and the 
employment prospects for young people in the current economic conditions in our rural 
villages are particularly poor. One food business located on the Trading Estate expressed 
concerns about the impact emissions would have upon their business, and have since 
relocated away from the area 
NOISE 
Although the noise assessment appears to be valid, it does not go far enough; only the 
immediate neighbours were analysed, and only the noise from the sheds was included in the 
analysis. The noise study should have included the noise generated from the vehicles 
maneuvering, unloading and loading, which would cause significant nuisance to the 
allotment users whose land is located less than 5 metres from the vehicle turning area and 
less than 10 metres from the poultry sheds, and The study should also include the noise 
experienced by residents of houses located immediately adjacent to the Deverill Road, along 
the proposed HGV route.  
We also feel that the assurance that the vent fans will be rated at 53 dBA is not enough. We 
have been unable to find any such fans on our searches, and would request details of the 
exact specification of such fans. It should be noted that a neighbouring business, Pinetum, 
were issued with a Noise Abatement notice when they began running their extraction fans 



past 6 pm, due to complaints from residents. These fans will be operating 24 hours a day, 
and so the noise issues need to be carefully addressed at the earliest stage. 
CONCLUSION  
The implications if this development was allowed are as follows: a. A major employer 
(Horses First Racing Ltd) has moved into the curtilage and would have to move if this 
development went ahead. b. Vehicle traffic on the Deverill Road has increased dramatically 
in line with other roads in the region. In addition the road is now part of the Sustrans Cycle 
Route through Wiltshire and is now regularly used by cyclists from Centre Parcs, local clubs 
as well as individual and family cyclists. There are no pavements and in places the width of 
the road will only allow one large vehicle to pass. If this development was approved there 
would be a significant increase in the risk of injury and loss of life. c. Though it is understood 
that the Environment Agency will monitor noise and odour during the first year, the details in 
applicants submission as detailed above does not withstand close scrutiny and there is a 
high degree of risk that if development did occur, it would soon become a running sore with 
the local residents with the resulting additional costs being borne by Wiltshire Council and 
the Environment Agency. This application does not satisfy the sustainability definitions 
driving national and regional planning policy on 3 accounts as follows: The West Wiltshire 
District Plan (1st Alteration) 2004 E6 which states: “E6. In rural areas, outside the Western 
Wiltshire Green Belt, proposals for the establishment or expansion of small scale 
employment enterprises in existing premises or on new sites will be permitted provided that: 
a. They do not create significant highway or flood risk problems; 
  
Wiltshire Council Highway Officer 
 
No objection  
 
It is considered that the proposed redevelopment of this site will not have any significant 
impact on highway safety subject to planning conditions being attached.  
   
Wiltshire Council Rights of Way  
 
No objection. 
 
Wiltshire Council Ecologist 
 
No objection subject to planning conditions being attached. 
 
Wiltshire Council Landscape and Design Officer (Landscape Architect) 
 
No objection.  
 
Subject to planning conditions being attached regarding details of establishment, 
maintenance and management of the planting scheme including annual replacement of 
missing, dead or failing planting material for a period of 5 years. 

 
Wiltshire Council Public Protection Officer 
 
No objection and comment as follows; 
 
Odour 
The applicant has submitted a revised Odour Impact Assessment as part of their revised 
Environmental Statement. The modelling within this impact assessment has been based on 
the revised plans. The original odour assessment found that there would be unacceptable 
levels of odour in the area immediately surrounding the farm. The revised plans include one 
less poultry house and ventilation being relocated. 



 
The revised modelling, has found that based on 5 years worth of data, odour emissions from 
the standard running of the poultry units will be below the mean 98th percentile hourly odour 
concentration 3ouE/m3 at all sensitive locations except for the allotments directly adjacent to 
the units. At these allotments the mean is predicted to be between 4.32 and 5.16 ouE/m3. The 
98th percentile hourly mean is the level that will be exceeded for 2% of the time that the 
calculations are over.   

 
3ouE/m3 is the benchmark level recommended by the Environment Agency for moderately 
offensive odours from activities such as intensive livestock rearing at sensitive receptors 
such as residential properties. The calculations have found that for 2% of the time the odour 
levels may go over as the levels set out in table 2 of Environmental Statement Appendix 8, 
for the other 98% of the time the odour level will be at or below that level. Appendix 8 also 
mentions research from the waste water industry which found, through does and effect 
studies, that it would be rare to receive complaints or ‘community annoyance’ below a 98th 
percentile 5 ouE/m3 

 
The assessment, which appears to have been carried out appropriately, finds that under 
normal conditions it is unlikely odour from the units will give rise to justifiable complaints at 
the nearest residential properties. This does not detract from the fact that there will, at times 
be an odour in the area. The odour will likely be stronger at the allotments which are very 
close to the units; but odour at the levels modelled would be unlikely to adversely impact the 
amenity of or prevent the use of allotments.  
 
The assessment has not modelled odour from the units when they are being depopulated 
and cleaned out but it is recognised that during these activities there will likely be increased 
risk of higher odour emissions. The odour management plan in appendix 7 sets out methods 
for minimising odour emissions during these processes. It is likely for the short periods when 
these activities are occurring there will be increased levels of odour in the area.  However 
this may not be considered unusual for a rural, agricultural area. 
 
When making recommendations regarding planning application this department has to make 
a recommendation, based on available evidence, as to the impact of the changes on levels 
of amenity nearby. The odour assessment has found that there will be minimal odour impact 
under normal conditions but there will likely be slightly raised odour levels, particularly if the 
wind is blowing towards the receptors or when cleaning out takes place. These impacts have 
to be taken in context in that the application is for replacement of existing poultry houses in a 
rural, agricultural area. When considering the evidence supplied, this department would not 
be able to support a recommendation for refusal of this application based on odour impacts. 
 
Dust 
Local Air Quality Management (Technical Guide) Box 5.5 table C4 (page 5-41) requires a 
detailed air quality assessment if there are residential properties within 100m of a poultry 
farm due to PM10 concentrations. It is noted that at this time there are no residential 
properties within this radius, but to avoid future loss of amenity have recommended a 
construction management plan be added as a condition. 
 
Pest 
Although the EA have not requested a pest management plan upfront as part of their permit, 
this department does have experience of investigating complaints of flies emanating from 
intensive poultry units and have recommended a condition. 
 
Noise 
Subject to appropriate planning conditions being attached requiring noise levels to meet 
those levels that Wiltshire Council Protection team would consider suitable; post completion 



testing and a monitoring programme that is completed in the first few months of the 
operation. 
 
Wiltshire Council Conservation Officer 
 
No objection.  
 
Wiltshire Council Drainage Officer 
 
No objection subject to appropriate planning conditions being attached.  

 

Environment Agency 
 
No objection.  
 
The permit has been granted to allow it to operate the installation, subject to the conditions 
within it.  In reaching the decision the Environment Agency have taken into account all 
relevant considerations and legal requirements and that the permit will ensure that a high 
level of protection is provided for the environment and human health. 
 
Natural England 
 
No objection.  
 
Having considered the application Natural England is satisfied that the proposal will not 
significantly affect internationally or nationally designated sites. The main risk was air quality 
impacts and while there were some presentational issues with the assessment we are 
satisfied with the ultimate conclusion that there would be no significant impact on relevant 
designated nature conservation sites. 
 
AONB Officer 
 
No objection. 
 
Subject to planning conditions being attached regarding a landscape management plan, 
external colour and appropriate materials being used for the towers.  
 
Historic England 
 
No objection. 
 
Wiltshire Council Agricultural Consultant 
 
No objection.  
 
A key element of the production of broilers is to ensure as much energy as possible is 
converted from food into the growth of the bird and hence the production of meat. To that 
end it is essential to provide artificial heat when the chicks are first brought onto the unit and 
thereafter careful control of the temperature in the buildings to ensure an optimum 
environment is maintained. The temperature is essential so that the bird’s energy is not 
diverted to keeping itself warm, but concentrated on the development of muscle (meat). 
Artificial heat is retained in the buildings through high levels of insulation. 
 



A further element to the environment within the building is to ensure there are sufficient air 
changes so that the buildings do not become damp through respired air. Fan systems are 
therefore an essential part of broiler production. The application papers indicate that the 
proposed buildings will be equipped with high velocity fans to mitigate the effects of 
condensation. 
 
Overall it is my opinion that the proposed buildings are of an appropriate size and design for 
the type and quantity of production that is proposed at the site. 
 
The proposed buildings are essential for the proposed agricultural activity at the site. 
 
8. PUBLICITY 
 
The application was advertised by site notice/press notice/neighbour notification. 
 
Approximately 265 letters of objections have been received from not only those living or 

working locally but from other parts of Wiltshire and further afield. 1 letter of support 

has been received. A petition objecting to the proposal was also received which included 

over 400 signatories (many of whom have already sent in objections and many names 

on the petition are from single households or names with no address). These objections 

make reference to some or all of the following points:- 

 
Access to site by large vehicles. 

Pollution (both noise and smell). 

Risks to neighbouring business. 

Past record of business concerned is not good. 

Additional traffic. 

Road is narrow. 

Does not support principles of Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB). 

HGV movement outside on Sand Street will be intolerable. 

Narrow lane. 

Will cause traffic problems. 

Noise. 

Unpleasant odours. 

No footpaths, danger from increased traffic. 

Traffic too fast – speeding. 

Disturbance from increased traffic movement. 

De-value homes in the area. 

Would be a blemish in an AONB. 

Waste and smell from chicken faeces. 

The ‘B’ road is not suitable for large vehicles. 

Battery hens are not the way forward. 

Security issues. 

Safety concerns due to size of vehicles due to narrow road. 

Intensive farming of this type has no place in an AONB. 

A business employing 20 people will have to go. 

Road is not wide enough. 

Reduce employment in the area. 

Road used by walkers, cyclists and horse riders. 

This type of facility better suited to industrial sites on edge of towns. 



Hazard to walk due to level of traffic. 

Odour will affect us enormously. 

Detrimental to peace and tranquillity. 

Scale of scheme unsuitable for AONB. 

Strong smell of ammonia. 

Will increase massive fly population. 

Transport links are not suitable. 

Site in winter will be underwater leading to pollution. 

Noise of the ventilation system. 

Clouds of emitted fumes and toxic ammonia. 

Traffic will add to the congestion. 

loss of local businesses due to stench and mess. 

Should provide local housing on the site. 

Noise pollution. 

Smell and air quality. 

Would affect family life. 

Affect on local businesses and employment.  

Damage to road surface and structure, foundations and garden walls by lorries. 

Will affect quality of life of both residents and employees in the area 

Cause ground water pollution 

Smell during cleanout and movement of chicken manure. 

Concerned with volume and type of traffic. 

Farm getting bigger. 

A couple of jobs being provided compared to loss of 20. 

vulnerable when walking down the street with the current volume of traffic. 
Drivers no regard to 30 MPH speed limit. 
Filthy smell from day old chicken factory previously. 
Noise from fans/pumps/vehicle movements. 
Pollution to allotments. 
Sutton Veny primary school is 1km east from the site and concern over air pollution. 

No pavements and width of road allow only one vehicle in places. 
Lorries directed through Sutton Veny due to satnavs getting stuck. 
Increased numbers of large lorries. 
Prevailing wind is westerly blowing stench, flies to Sutton Veny. 
Allotments may be closed. 
Already hazardous the traffic using Sand Street the cross roads at the Marsh turning. 
Impact on The Horse First racing stables. 

Loss of employment at the Horse First racing stables. 

Recently more large lorries been seen driving at fast speeds down Sand Street. 

Significant threat to existing jobs and businesses. 

Do not want to smell chickens and see a big factory when driving my car.  

A vehicle crashed through my wall due to meeting heavy goods vehicle. 

A planning application in 2008 was refused on highway grounds. 

The operation is industrial and not agricultural. 

Waste management is absent for the site. 

The prevailing south-westerly wind will blow such contaminants directly across the village. 

Inappropriate for the area. 

Business will suffer if Horse First racing move out due to chicken factory. 

Sutton Veny primary school in line of prevailing winds. 



Sits in between two small villages the characters of which would be damaged by the 

establishment of this facility. 

Roads unsuitable for heavy goods vehicles. 

Detrimental effect on The Woolpack pub, Horses First Racing and a number of small 

businesses by traffic, noise, smell and pollution. 

Highly detrimental effect on residential properties, local businesses and the environment. 

Junction with A350 at crossroads by the garage notoriously difficult to cross. Numerous 

minor collisions here in last 6 years. 

Noise caused by fans and pumps and extra vehicles. 

Danger to local environment and wildlife. 

Impact on CO2 levels as generated by the additional diesel traffic. 

Health implications of hosting the factory 

Obscene amount of waste 

Were other sites considered? 

These roads are used by pedestrians, children walking to school, horses, dog walkers and 

cyclists. 

Current parking arrangement for those working on the allotments would make safe passage 

of the large vehicles to the site dangerous. 
Past experience with chicken sheds was not pleasant due to stench and noise. 
Not a suitable site for this type of industrial agriproduction. 
Passage of tractor or heavy vehicles often makes house shake. 
Properties will lose value 
Vehicle access is inadequate to service the facility. 
Poor visibility in some parts of Sand Street. 
Site derelict for a long time 
Application should be considered as a change of use 
Increased HGV traffic and associated dangers 
Fear of an outbreak of bird flu in the area 
Large industrial complex in a clearly visible position 
Impact on the village and surrounding countryside 
Excess fumes from lorries have an adverse effect on community allotments 
Flocks of red legged partridge, Barn Owls, Tawny Owls, Red Kite, Kestrels other raptors and 
Bats are regularly seen around the estate. 
Threat to community services 
Health and well being to the racehorses on the adjacent land 
The site has become an abandoned use 
The noise of the fans will be intolerable 
Increased traffic will be a danger to walkers, cyclists and dog walkers in the village 
6 metre towers being erected 
Very large towers 8 metres high 
Proposed sheds will blight Area of outstanding Natural Beauty 
Large extraction systems which will be noisy and generate potentially hazardous fumes 24 
hours a day. 
Health impact from the smell of the plant and flies. 
 
9. PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS 

 
9.1 Policy Context  
 
Section 70(2) of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 and section 38(6) of the Planning 
and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 require that the determination of planning applications 



must be made in accordance with the Development Plan which is the Wiltshire Core 
Strategy (WCS) adopted in January 2015, unless material considerations indicate otherwise. 
 
The Government's 2012 "National Planning Policy Framework" (NPPF) is a material 
consideration in planning decisions and it supports a prosperous rural economy, including 
the sustainable growth and expansion of all types of business and enterprise in rural areas, 
both through conversion of existing buildings and well designed new buildings. It also 
promotes the development and diversification of agriculture and other land-based rural 
businesses.  
 
The NPPF advises that the purpose of the planning system is to contribute to achieving 
sustainable development (para 6) and establishes a presumption in favour of sustainable 
development (para14). This means “approving development proposals that accord with the 
development plan without delay” and supporting sustainable economic growth (para 18). 
There are three dimensions to sustainable development: an economic role, a social role and 
an environmental role (para 7). Significant weight should be placed on the need to support 
economic growth through the planning system (para 19). Paragraph 28 states that “planning 
policies should support economic growth in rural areas in order to create jobs and 
prosperity...” 
 
The site is however located within Cranborne Chase and West Wiltshire Downs AONB. Para 
115 of the NPPF advises in this respect that ‘great weight should be given to conserving 
landscape and scenic beauty in Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB), which have 
the highest status of protection in relation to landscape and scenic beauty. The conservation 
of wildlife and cultural heritage are important considerations in these areas. 
 
Paragraph 116 of the NPPF goes on to say that ‘planning permission should be refused for 
major developments in these designated areas except in exceptional circumstances and 
where it can be demonstrated they are in the public interest. The paragraph advises that a 
planning authority should apply three tests in considering such applications: 
 
i.  the need for the development, including in terms of any national considerations, and 

the impact of permitting it, or refusing it, upon the local economy; 
ii.  the cost of, and scope for, developing elsewhere outside the designated area, or 

meeting the need for it in some other way; and 
iii. any detrimental effect on the environment, the landscape and recreational 

opportunities, and the extent to which that could be. 
 
This application is considered to be major development as it relates to a Schedule 1 EIA 
(Environmental Impact Assessment) proposal. Some objectors contend that proposals of this 
nature should be automatically refused given their location within the AONB. However, the 
NPPF does not impose a blanket prohibition on major development within the AONB. 
Instead it specifies that the above tests must be met.  If this occurs then proposals may 
consequently be compliant with the development as a whole.  This can be the case even if 
the development does not comply fully with some specific development plan (or AONB 
Management Plan) policies, though great weight must be given in the protection of the 
AONB.  If the NPPF tests cannot be met then the proposals would be unsustainable and 
permission should be refused. 
 
To determine whether or not the proposals would be in the public interest and whether the 
exceptional circumstances test can be met appropriate account must be taken of the 
following matters: 
 
1)  The information submitted in support of the application and accompanying 

Environmental Statement; 



2)  The findings of the planning consultation process including comments from planning 
consultees and public representations for and against the proposals; 

3)  Relevant planning policies and guidance. 
 
Some policies may pull in different directions on a development of this nature. Objectors may 
contend that greater weight should be given to policies which protect the local environment 
and the AONB, given in particular the NPPF requirement to give such matters ‘great weight’  
Conversely, supporters will point to policies which seek to preserve rural communities, jobs, 
vitality and the local economy and to support agricultural diversification.  
 
Any planning decision must assess the relative weight to be given to such policies. Only 
after this can a balanced decision be taken on whether or not a development would be in the 
public interest overall. This assessment is made at the conclusion of this report.  Further on 
in the report deals with the other three tests set by paragraph 116 of the NPPF. 
 
The proposed development is located in the open countryside and away from the small 
village of Longbridge Deverill and the large village of Sutton Veny. However, the proposal is 
for the replacement of existing poultry buildings and as such is considered to be appropriate 
in principle and as such is considered to comply with Core Policy 1 of the Wiltshire Core 
Strategy.   
 
The Wiltshire Core Strategy is based on a strategy which places an emphasis on economic 
growth as the driving force behind meeting objectives. A number of target sectors have been 
identified for Wiltshire in order to promote the move towards a higher-value economy. One of 
which includes ‘Agriculture and land based industries’.   
 
It says that proposals which support these target sectors will be supported providing they 
meet the requirements of Core Policy 34 which aims to support, for example, the rural way of 
life through the promotion of modern agricultural practices. 
 
Core Policy 34 states developments that support sustainable farming and food production 
through allowing development required to adapt to modern agricultural practices will be 
supported where they are consistent in scale with their location, do not adversely affect 
nearby buildings and the surrounding area or detract from residential amenity; benefit the 
local economic and social needs; and are supported by adequate infrastructure will be 
supported.   
 
Other policies to consider are; Core Policy 50 regarding Biodiversity and Geodiversity which 
states that development proposals must demonstrate how they protect features of nature 
conservation and geological value incorporating appropriate measures to avoid and reduce 
disturbance of sensitive wildlife species and habitats and seek to enhance biodiversity 
through opportunities to restore, enhance and create valuable habitats, ecological networks 
and ecosystems.   
    
Core Policy 51 states that development should protect, conserve and where possible 
enhance landscape character and must not have a harmful impact upon landscape 
character, while any negative impacts must be mitigated as far as possible through sensitive 
design and landscape measures. Wiltshire’s distinctive landscape character includes the 
Cranborne Chase and West Wiltshire Downs Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. Priority 
will be given to the landscape over other considerations and development proposals likely to 
be detrimental to the special landscape character will not be permitted. Proposals for new 
development essential to the economic and social well-being of the rural community will be 
permitted, having regard to highways, access, scale, design, materials, location, siting, 
landscaping and other appropriate environmental considerations. 
 



Core Policy 55 has regard to development proposals which need to demonstrate that 
measures can be taken to effectively mitigate emission levels in order in order to protect 
public health, environmental quality and amenity.   
 
Core Policy 57 states that the layout and design of new developments must be based on the 
thorough understanding of the site itself and its wider context, and seek to maximise the 
benefits of the sites characteristics.  The proposal incorporates sustainable design measures 
in accordance with policy and considerations include sustainable construction methods 
(modern poultry building design) and sustainable drainage, water and energy efficient 
systems. 
 
Core Policy 62 states that developments should provide appropriate mitigating measures to 
offset any adverse impacts on the transport network at both the construction and operational 
stages.  
 
The issues raised by the above policies are considered in the succeeding sections. 
 
AONB Special Circumstance Policy Tests 
The three tests set by paragraph 116 of the NPPF are as follows; 
The First Test: the need for the development (including in terms of any national considerations, 

and the impact of permitting it, or refusing it, upon the local economy) 
There is a strong and increasing national demand for home-produced poultry meat which is 
a relatively cheap source of protein at a time when other meat production is in decline. The 
applicant has stated that ‘currently national consumption of chicken exceeds production with 
between 30% and 50% of all forms of chicken currently imported from abroad.  With food 
miles in particular this is clearly not a sustainable solution to import from abroad (noting 
NPPF support towards sustainable development and supporting a prosperous rural 
economy).’ The UK currently produces around 75% of the poultry meat it consumes. There 
is however significant scope to extend levels of home production and reduce imports from 
Europe even further. This is also beneficial from a point of view of food traceability. It is 
considered that there is a very strong need case at a national level for continued growth in 
home grown poultry production. 
 
At a local level the proposals would make a positive contribution to the economy of this part 
of Wiltshire. This is through requirements for local goods and services during the 
construction phase, through subsequent purchase of feed stocks and other materials and 
services and also through the associated direct and indirect provision of local employment. 
 
The proposed modern purpose built poultry accommodation at Sutton Veny Poultry Farm is 
required to support the market demand from the expanding poultry sector. The new poultry 
accommodation is designed to ensure the highest levels of stock welfare and to minimise 
external impacts. 
 
Agricultural development is essential to help ensure the economic wellbeing of the rural 
sector. In the case of the poultry sector significant investment in new buildings is needed 
across the country to offset the decline in building stock and quality caused by previous poor 
conditions. Despite the need for new development it is recognised that proposals within 
sensitive landscapes have to be dealt with in a sympathetic manner with all potential impacts 
of the development proposed being very carefully considered. The need for the development 
can be accepted in principle. 
 
The Second Test: Alternatives (the cost of, and scope for, developing elsewhere outside the 

designated area, or meeting the need for it in some other way). The applicant advises that there 
are no alternative sites within their landholding which would be capable of supporting a 
development of this nature. The proposed development relates to the expansion of an 



existing poultry farm by replacing four poultry buildings with four new poultry buildings and 
associated infrastructure to bring the overall poultry numbers to approximately 179,120 from 
the previous use of 155,000 birds. This is an existing poultry site (albeit currently 
unoccupied) and therefore whilst it is being redeveloped the continued use of this location for 
poultry rearing is a logical choice. There is an existing access onto the public highway. The 
site is also bounded by established vegetation which would be managed and supplemented 
by comprehensive planting proposals. In addition, it is over 150m from the nearest privately 
owned property not associated with the farm and, apart from being within the AONB, it is not 
directly affected by any other environmental designations. 
 
Local and national policy strongly protects these designations. However, such policy also 
recognises the need to ensure that all rural communities, including those within AONB’s, 
remain economically healthy and vibrant. People visit AONB’s for their scenic beauty and in 
so doing they contribute to the tourism economy. However, the AONB landscape is a living 
working environment which is critically dependent on farming activity for its maintenance and 
upkeep.  18% of Britain is covered by an AONB designation and farm land covers over 80% 
of Cranborne Chase and West Wiltshire Downs AONB. 
 
It is not considered that the option of developing an equivalent facility outside of the AONB 
would be viable or realistic for the current applicant. The applicant’s agent has stated that by 
providing redeveloped and expanded poultry housing adjacent to the existing enterprise it 
will be possible to meet the needs of the business whilst minimising the impact generated by 
the development. 
 
It is considered that the second test can be met. 
 
The Third Test – Environmental Acceptability: The third test set by NPPF 116 is that of 
environmental acceptability. It is recognised that the proposals would help to deliver 
economic growth, rural diversification and improved food security. The operational benefits 
of the proposed location are also acknowledged. Objectors argue however that any such 
benefits are clearly outweighed by the potential adverse effects, including the local 
environment and amenities. If it can be concluded that any such effects would be acceptable 
after mitigation then the third test can be met. By implication the proposals would then be 
sustainable and compliant with relevant environmental policies of the local plan. If however 
any adverse effects cannot be satisfactorily mitigated, or if significant doubt remains 
regarding mitigation then the third test would not be met and permission should be refused. 
Environmental impacts are considered in a succeeding section. 
 
The AONB Management Plan has been adopted by Wiltshire Council and is a planning 
material consideration although it does not form part of the Development Plan. The 
Landscape and Planning Advisor for Cranborne Chase Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty 
does not object to the proposal subject to planning conditions being attached regarding a 
landscape management plan and appropriate materials and external colour finishes being 
used.  
 
Moving on from the principle for an agricultural development of this nature in this location, 
the details of this particular proposal will need to be carefully assessed in relation to the 
visual impact, biodiversity, heritage assessment, the amenities of the locality, highway safety 
and any other planning materials considerations. 
 
9.2 Visual Impact 
 
The issues to consider are the landscape character and the visual impact.  In terms of 
character, the site and its surroundings are located in an area of existing poultry buildings; 
an industrial estate and other rural activities (farming, equine etc).  The character will remain 



unchanged as the existing poultry buildings will be replaced with newer/modernised poultry 
buildings.   
 
A landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) accompanied this application, prepared 
as part of the Environmental Assessment.  
 
Wiltshire Council’s Landscape and Design Officer (landscape Architect) has noted concerns 
expressed by the objectors technical consultants that the LVIA submitted by the applicant 
does not follow the methodology for best practice Guidelines for Landscape and Visual 
Impact Assessment (GLVIA3) but as officers of Wiltshire Council point out they fail to 
acknowledge that;  
 

1. This is the redevelopment of a poultry farm and there are four existing poultry units 
on the site that will be replaced;  

2. The site is adjacent to the Deverill Road Trading Estate comprising industrial units 
and sheds; and 

3.  The site is on the lower slopes surrounded by belts of tree planting and is well 
screened from the surrounding area  

 
These are fundamental considerations that must be taken into account when describing the 
baseline landscape and visual context, in accordance with GLVIA3, against which the 
potential landscape and visual impacts of the proposed development must be assessed.  
 
The Council’s Scoping Opinion, dated 25th January 2010 stated:  
 

‘Since the site is in a sensitive location, the Cranborne Chase and West Wiltshire Downs Area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty, considerable care will need to be taken to ensure there is no harmful 
impact on the landscape. I would draw your attention to the need to show how any adverse impacts 
might be avoided in preference to measures to mitigate the harm. Furthermore, the purpose of Areas 
of Outstanding Natural Beauty designation is to conserve and enhance natural beauty. 

  
The ES should include a chapter on the landscape, identifying its key elements, the impact of the 
proposals, how harm might be avoided, and what measures, if this cannot be avoided, can be taken 
to reduce any harm to the character of the countryside and visual amenity. The impact of the 
proposals on the views from the surrounding downland into and across the site will need to be 
carefully considered. The design, height, form and layout of the buildings will be crucial in this respect 
as will any measures, such as landscaping within the site, to reduce visual harm.  
 
There are a number of existing trees and hedgerows within or adjoining the site. These are generally 
of poor quality and contribute little to the character of the area or the screening of existing buildings. 
Any necessary mitigation measures should include future landscaping and it is suggested that the 

planting of tree belts and reinforcement of existing hedgerows may be appropriate.’  
 
The Scoping Opinion acknowledged that there was potential for harm given the site’s 
location within the AONB (Core Policy 51) but did not identify the potential landscape and 
visual impacts as being ‘significant’, and therefore there was no requirement to undertake a 
FULL Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment, that would be necessary to mitigate 
‘significant’ landscape and visual effects.  
 
GLVIA3 states that every Landscape Visual Appraisal (LVA) should be appropriate and in 
proportion to the location, scale and nature of the proposed development. Given the 
landscape and visual baseline, briefly mentioned above, and that the development is the 
replacement of four existing derelict poultry units with four units of similar type and scale, 
and within the same site, a Landscape and Visual Appraisal is sufficient.  
 



In addition the Department for Communities and Local Government in its planning practice 
guidance makes it clear as to the level of assessment that must be carried out for each 
specialist chapter in the Environmental Statement.  
 
‘Whilst every Environmental Statement should provide a full factual description of the development, 
the emphasis of Schedule 4 is on the "main" or "significant" environmental effects to which a 
development is likely to give rise. The Environmental Statement should be proportionate and not be 
any longer than is necessary to assess properly those effects. Where, for example, only one 
environmental factor is likely to be significantly affected, the assessment should focus on that 
issue only. Impacts which have little or no significance for the particular development in 
question will need only very brief treatment to indicate that their possible relevance has been 

considered.’  
 
The applicant’s consultant LVA report prepared for Appendix 12 of the Environmental 
Statement (October 2011 and updated in June 2015) is acknowledged by Wiltshire Council 
Officers to be very basic, and does not follow best practice guidance in terms of assessing 
the potential impacts on landscape and visual receptors separately as outlined in GLVIA3.  
 
However, the said report does give a useful overview of the local landscape character and 
the site’s context within the Kilmington Greensand Terrace Landscape Character Area and 
the Deverill Road Trading Estate. It also describes the very limited visibility of the 
development site from the surrounding rural area due to the screening effects of tree belts 
and earth bunds that enclose the site.  
 
Wiltshire Councils Landscape and Design Officer (Landscape Architect) visited the site to 
review the findings of the LVA report (Appendix 12 of the ES) and saw that this part of the 
AONB consisted of large arable fields, conifer plantations, equine training facilities/ 
paddocks and the Deverill Road Trading Estate, a large site comprising white visually 
intrusive building units and industrial sheds, which give a discordant character to the local 
landscape. 
  
The proposed development is located on the far side of the trading estate on lower ground, 
and as such the intervening industrial units screen the development site from the Deverill 
Road. From the open fields to the west and east the belts of tree planting to the industrial 
estate and site boundaries form an effective visual barrier, even in winter, screening the 
existing poultry units such that the development site is barely discernible from the wider 
landscape.  
 
The objectors technical consultants fails to mention the above baseline landscape and visual 
context.  
 
Photographs are attached to this report in Appendix ‘A’ which were taken by the Landscape 
and Design Officers visit to the site and an explanation of those are shown below; 
 
From the PROW to the west of the site crossing open fields, the belts of evergreen trees 
along the western site boundary screen the poultry units, and the proposed replacement 
units would also be hidden from view. (Photo 1) 
  
From the PROW crossing the immediate fields to the east of the site, the tree planting to the 
eastern site boundary comprising mature trees (12 to 15m high, with 1m high bund) and 
belts of tree planting (10 to 12m high), form a dense screen such that the proposed 
development would be barely discernible, with possible filtered views in winter only. The 
building units on the trading estate are noticeable components of the view. (Photos 2 and 3)  
 



From the PROW closer to Sutton Veny views towards the development site are restricted by 
intervening hedges and tree clumps and the site is barely discernible within the wider 
landscape. (Photo 4)  
 
There is no PROW or properties on the scarp directly to the south of the site and the 6m 
high bund will be planted with additional native tree planting. From the minor road to the 
south of Sutton Veny (that rises to Whiten Hill) at a distance of 1km the development site is 
not discernible within the view.  
 
It is also noted that in the 5 years since the Environmental Statement was first written the 
tree planting along the eastern site boundary (now 10 to 12m high) provides a very effective 
visual barrier and will screen the proposed development in local views from the east and 
from Sutton Veny.  
 
In conclusion Wiltshire Councils Landscape and Design Officer (Landscape Architect) states 
that following; 
 

1) The threshold for acceptable change is determined by the existing baseline and the 
nature of the proposed development. There are four poultry units already on the site, 
and the Deverill Trading Estate, which is a key component of the local landscape 
within this part of the AONB, and the existing tree planting that will screen the new 
units and visually contain the development. The proposed poultry units are of a 
similar scale and size, and will be situated within the same site. Therefore the 
threshold for acceptable change cannot be low as indicated by the objectors 
technical consultants. 

2) The proposed built footprint will extend by approximately 15m to the north, which 
equates to an increase of 17% compared to the existing footprint. The ridgeline of the 
new poultry units will increase by 0.82m to 4.8m high (which is comparable in height 
to a bungalow), and the towers 8.18m high are discrete units 1.5m deep by 10m 
wide, and to the eastern elevation only. The buildings and towers will be a dark 
recessive colour as advised by the AONB Officer (precise details to be confirmed by 
planning condition). This small increase in height with additional towers would be 
barely discernible within the wider landscape, if indeed at all visible due to the 
screening effect of site boundary trees. 

3) The development site is on the lower slopes of the Greensand Terrace and is barely 
discernible within the wider landscape and the proposed poultry units, screened by 
the existing tree planting, will not interfere with the backdrop of Cow Down and 
Whiten Hill. 

4) The PROW directly to the north of the development site currently passes through the 
industrial estate and close to the poultry farm site and will be unaffected. 

5)    It is unclear how the landscape setting of Sutton Veny and the spire of St. John’s 
Church would be affected by this development, as from publicly accessible 
viewpoints, such as along PROW for example, the new poultry units would need to 
be prominent within views featuring the spire to have any adverse impacts. This is 
clearly not the case given that the proposed development is enclosed by belts of 
trees. 

6)   This is agricultural not large scale industrial development for the reasons given 
above, and it will have very limited impact, if any, on the landscape character or 
visual amenity of the AONB. 

 
As noted above the existing poultry buildings are low level and cannot easily be seen from 
within the surrounding landscape due to the natural contours of the site and enclosing 
hedges, shelter belts and soil bunds. The site of the existing poultry buildings is enclosed on 
the southern side by an earth bund and on the western boundary by a 7m plus tall dense 
beech hedge. The farm track alongside the buildings to the west is also lined with a dense 



hedge of field maple, hawthorn, and cypress trees, extending to over 10-12m in height. 
Views from the public footpath outside of the confines of the trading estate further west are 
obscured by the hedges. 
 
There are no views into the site from the south due to the earth bund at the rear of the 
buildings and then the landform of Longbridge Hill and obscures any further views from the 
south back to the site. There are limited views from Sutton Veny to the east due to existing 
trees and hedgerows.  This can be reinforced with further landscaping by condition 
 
The uniform nature of the new buildings and the selection of a sympathetic choice for the 
external cladding and colour should act to further reduce their visual impact. 
 
The AONB officer has commented that ‘….the use of a darker Moorland Green colour on the 
roofs of the buildings is recommended.  A slightly lighter shade could be appropriate for the 
walls then, again, I would suggest a green rather than a grey tone.’ This can be dealt with by 
way of a planning condition being attached. 
 
The extent of visibility of the site is limited by the natural contours within the wider 
landscape, and by the appropriately placed shelter belts, hedges, and soil bunds, which 
largely enclose the site and visually isolate it from the surrounding landscape.  
 
The site is well screened and therefore the visual impact on the appearance of the 
surrounding countryside and in particular its location within the Area of Outstanding Natural 
Beauty would be fairly minimal. 
 
The AONB Officer as stated previously in this report has no objection to the proposal. 
 
9.3 Ecology 
 
Wiltshire Council’s ecology team have not objected and comment that the Environment 
Statement records that “the implementation of generic and species-specific mitigation 
measures, compensations and enhancements to the habitats on the site, will significantly 
reduce the overall ecological impact of the proposed development from moderate adverse to 
slight adverse”. Taking those documents submitted alongside with the planning application 
into account, officers agree with this statement, although officers believe it would be possible 
to achieve no net loss and a possible net gain if a post construction management plan was 
diligently implemented for the site.  

 
Officers note that a permit for the scheme has been issued by the Environment Agency and 
no objections have been raised by Natural England.  
 
Officers also note the revised lighting plan, which demonstrates the location of proposed 
external light fittings which are identified as being the minimum necessary to allow safe 
access around the site.  
 
In relation to the short term mitigation measures between the various reports submitted they 
include all the measures that will be required to be undertaken during construction. Officers 
therefore think that, conditioning a CEMP (Construction Environmental Management Plan) 
for planning purposes would be a duplication of effort. However, there is a risk that 
ecological protection works will be overlooked during the construction phase and officers 
therefore recommend that a condition is imposed requiring evidence from a professional 
ecologist that these works have been completed or are on-going before works commence.  
 



For long term mitigation and compensation measures the following measures have been 
suggested but so far it is unclear whether or not the developer is committed to delivering 
them: 
 
Buffer strips along field edges to be cut less frequently 
Traditional management of hedgerows 
Dedication of underutilized areas of the site to create wildflower meadows 
Supplementing existing habitats 
Hibernacula and refuge log piles 
Incorporation of dropped kerbs and sumpless gullies 
15 bat boxes 
15 bird boxes 

 
Details of the above, including a plan showing their location and on-going management 
requirements during the operational phase of development should be submitted as part of a 
Landscape and Ecology Management Plan. 

 
Regarding the long term management of trees, landscape and ecology, Wiltshire Council 
Officers from ecology, landscape and arboricultural departments have all commented on this 
application and all three wish to see appropriate management of the site into the future once 
the scheme is operational. A management plan therefore needs to be prepared for the site. 
As there is considerable interplay between the issues they raise, Officers recommend a 
single plan covering all three issues (a Landscape and Ecology Management Plan) and this 
should be secured by planning condition. 
 
9.4 Heritage Assessment 
 
Above the various tiers of planning policy and guidance is the over-arching statutory 
requirement under the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 to give 
special regard to the “desirability of preserving the building or its setting or any features of 
special architectural or historic interest which it possesses” (S16 and 66). 
 
In addition, section 72(1) of the Planning (Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 
requires the Council to pay special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the 
character or appearance of designated Conservation Areas. 
 
Paragraph 132 of the NPPF states that “when considering the impact of a proposed 
development on the significance of a designated heritage asset, great weight should be 
given to the asset’s conservation. … Significance can be harmed or lost through … 
development within its setting. As heritage assets are irreplaceable, any harm or loss should 
require clear and convincing justification.” 
 
Core Policy 58 of the Wiltshire Core Strategy echoes the above national policy in seeking 
the protection, conservation and, where possible, enhancement of heritage assets. 
 
The applicants have submitted an expanded Historic Environment Assessment to give their 
assessment of the impacts of their proposal on the Sutton Veny Conservation Area and the 
surrounding listed buildings.  They have completed their assessment using a search area of 
a 2km radius from the site boundary.  Officers consider this to be adequate given the scale 
of the proposals.  Heritage assets outside of this area would very likely be completely 
unaffected. 
 
Wiltshire Councils Conservation Officer agrees broadly with their findings and stated that the 
main issue of the proposal in a heritage context relies on the primary change over the 



existing built form on the application site; that being the addition of the 8.1m high extract 
vents at the eastern end of the proposed replacement buildings. 
 
The site is not readily visible in the context of the Conservation Area.  This is due to the 
intervening fields, field boundaries, trees and the built up sections of the Conservation Area 
itself.  The existing footpath across the site would allow some visual connection between the 
replacement buildings and the edge of the Conservation Area, but this would be a view 
including the above listed vegetation and therefore the extract vents would not result in harm 
to this wider view across to the Conservation Area. 
 
For a similar reason as above, the impact of these vents on the Grade I listed church of St 
John the evangelist would be limited.  The spire rises above the tree line, but is some 
distance from the application site.  The view of the spire would not be caused undue harm by 
the proposed replacement buildings because in the view to the spire it would remain 
integrated into the tree line.  There would be no readily available view from the church back 
to the application site. 
 
The poultry buildings as proposed would be agricultural buildings within a rural agricultural 
area; they are even directly replacing former poultry buildings and now need to meet the 
current agricultural code for extraction.  The vents would be constructed in materials which 
would be in keeping with the agricultural appearance.  Consequently, any minor harm that 
the vents may cause to wider views would be seen within this agricultural context.  The 
agricultural context would, in my view, mitigate any minor harm perceived by the extraction 
vents. 
 
Therefore, the proposal would result in less than substantial harm to the settings of the 
Conservation Area and the church, however this harm would be minor and would be 
mitigated by the distances involved, with limited intervisibility, and the fact that the proposed 
buildings are agricultural buildings within an agricultural area. 
 
Wiltshire Council Conservation Officer has no objection and also Historic England does not 
object to the proposal. 
  
9.5 Local Amenity 
 
The nearest residential property is approximately 150m north from the proposed new poultry 
buildings.  Thereafter two further residential buildings are located approximately 270 metres 
away again towards the north. Adjacent to the site to the east is where the equine activities 
take place, to the north is Longbridge Deverill Trading Estate and to the west, south of the 
access road at the entrance are allotments.  
 
A large number of objections have been raised in regard to the potential increase in odours, 
dust and noise as a result of the new buildings and activities being carried out on the site.  
 
There are concerns that the operation will generate unacceptable smells at certain times and 
therefore people will be unable to enjoy being outside. There are also concerns about the 
noise and potential contaminated dust and other emissions from the ventilation systems, 
deliveries and other onsite operations which could be a problem, with disturbance occurring 
at unsociable hours i.e. at night. 
 
As the site houses more than 40,000 poultry it requires a Permit from the Environment 
Agency (EA) before being able to operate and it is one of the reasons why members 
deferred this application back in December 2012 at the Western Area Planning Committee to 
ensure that the applicant did obtain an Environmental Permit.   
 



The Environmental Permit has been acquired by the applicant and the EA have stated that in 
reaching that decision they have taken into account all relevant considerations and legal 
requirements and that the permit will ensure that a high level of protection is provided for the 
environment and human health.  
 
As part of the application process for the permit the EA also consulted with Public Health 
England who were satisfied that provided that the installation complied with the regulatory 
requirements and that the EA were satisfied that the techniques proposed by the applicant 
represented ‘best available technique’ (BAT), there is unlikely to be any significant adverse 
impact upon public health. 
 
Under the Environmental Permitting Regulations the EA are required to review permits 
periodically and additionally may do so at any time in light of new information. 
 
In relation to potential noise, fugitive emissions (including dust and flies), odour and 
ammonia releases from the premises conditions have been attached to the Environmental 
Permit and this is the primary legislation which would apply and should address all areas of 
concern. 
 
Wiltshire Council Environmental Health Officers (EHO) has powers to investigate complaints 
and problems in relation to noise, dust and odour emanating from premises; however, in this 
case as the site will be permitted by the Environment Agency most of those powers are 
overridden. 
 
Wiltshire Council Environmental Health Officers have commented that in relation to the 
Environment Agency Permit and Noise Monitoring and Reduction Plan it may appear to 
provide control over noise, but they do not control noise to the extent where we can be 
confident it will not have an adverse impact on amenity. The permit noise condition limits 
noise to ‘not causing pollution outside the site, as perceived by an authorised officer of the 
Environment Agency’. Environment Agency Officers would not be considering noise under 
the same standards as Environmental Protection Officers. Wiltshire Council Protection team 
could be considering whether the noise was having an adverse impact on amenity and/or 
whether it could constitute a statutory noise nuisance under the provisions of the 
Environmental Protection Act 1990 this is likely to be very different from the Environment 
Agency’s definition of pollution. 
 
Therefore there is a need to attach further conditions, namely planning conditions to any 
approved permission requiring noise levels to meet those levels that Wiltshire Council 
Protection team would consider suitable; post completion testing and a monitoring 
programme that is completed in the first few months of the operation.  
 
In relation to Air Quality Wiltshire Councils Environmental Health Officer has commented that 
they only need to consider poultry houses which have in excess of 400,000 birds in a 
mechanically ventilated unit before the likelihood of exceedances of the PM10 objective 
being exceeded. The proposed poultry units will house 179,120 birds. 
 
The objective levels set are health based and there must be relevant’ exposure i.e. 
residential properties, schools, hospitals near the area of concern. The nearest residential 
property is Java Bungalow at 150m. People passing by (or in this case riding by) would not 
be classed as a relevant exposure bearing in mind the objective levels are for 24 hour 
periods and an annual average. 
 
In conclusion the particulate objective is unlikely to be breached in this location. The 
objectives can only be applied to human health, so officers are unable to make any 
comments with regard to the impact upon horses.’ 



 
The applicant has stated regarding odour that ‘.there appears to be an element of concern and 
some confusion regarding potential risks in and around the proposed buildings. Any odour from these 
ventilated buildings is a small percentage and therefore in no way considered to be a risk.  There are 
various activities undertaken within close proximity of the site; horses walked on the neighbouring 
land to the east, users of the public footpath to the north, workers and visitors to the industrial estate 
and the allotments to the west.  There is no risk to human or animal health. A question was raised 
regarding the use of facemasks on site.  There is a duty of care on the part of the employer to provide 
the necessary personal protective equipment, partly for health & safety reasons and partly 

biosecurity.’  
 
The Environment Agency have stated  
 
‘The impact of odour is taken into consideration during our permitting process however this does not 
always include the assessment of odour modelling. As part of any permit application an odour 
management plan will be required.  
  
Where there are residential properties within 400 metres of intensive farming an environmental permit 
will include a condition that requires there to be no pollution, as perceived by an Environment Agency 
officer, unless all appropriate measures have been taken to prevent or where not practicable, to 
minimise emissions and odour.  Where intensive farming is proposed within 400m of an existing or 
potential future receptor sensitive to odour, noise or dust, additional mitigation measures to control 
emission to air may be needed, this might affect the type and height of ventilation and the need for 
abatement equipment to mitigate the risks.  
  
Appropriate measures to minimise odour include but are not limited to those in the odour 
management plan. When we approve an odour management plan, during the determination of a 
permit, we will agree the scope and suitability of measures but this should not be taken as 
confirmation that the details of equipment specification design, operation and maintenance are 
suitable and sufficient. This will remain the responsibility of the operator.  
  
If the operator follows an odour management plan to deal with amenity issues and takes all 
reasonable precautions to mitigate these impacts, the facility and community can co-exist. We 
recognise that no odour management plan can cover every eventuality and even if the operator is 
taking all the appropriate measures specified in their plan, some odour pollution may still occur as 
there are limits to the mitigation the operator can apply. 
  
In exceptional circumstances the Environment Agency can revoke an operator’s permit if the 

emissions from the activity are not considered acceptable.’  
 
Pollution is defined in the Regulations as:  
 
‘any emission as a result of human activity which may  be harmful to human health or the 
quality of the environment, cause offence to any human senses, result in damage to material 
property, or impair or interfere with amenities and other legitimate uses of the environment.’ 
 
The Environment Agency (EA) has issued a permit as they believe that significant pollution 
will not be caused and the operator has the ability to meet the conditions of the permit.  The 
EA would need to be satisfied that the standards proposed for the design, construction and 
operation of the facility meet or exceed their guidance, national legislation and relevant 
directives”.  
 
To take odour as an example, the EA would regulate the site using the odour condition 
within the permit.  If the EA consider the residual odour is at such a level that it is 
unreasonable it will be necessary for the operator to take further measures to reduce odour 
pollution or risk having to reduce or cease operations.  The same policy and course of action 
applies to other environmental considerations such as ammonia, dust and noise for example 
i.e. if the operator does not comply then the permit is withdrawn. 



 
The withdrawal of the permit would have serious ramifications on a business (particularly 
financially) as the scale of the unit would have to drop below 40,000 birds and then the unit 
would be ‘policed’ by the council’s environmental health department.’ 
 
The EA have also stated for information purposes, ‘unlike in many other developments 
where planning consent is granted, conditions discharged and the scheme is built, so 
discharging responsibility and control away from the local planning authority (except where 
enforcement is a course of action), for this poultry unit where a permit is required it is 
monitored by the EA regularly, at the least annually, to ensure compliance with the permit.  
The operator pays a fee each year for the permit and the ability to operate.  If there is a 
concern in the future that what is discharged from the buildings (noise, odour, dust etc) it is 
for the EA to take any complaint and action accordingly.’   
 
In relation to the noise aspect it should be remembered that this is an existing poultry farm 
which many of the issues raised would be carrying on for example the deliveries and other 
onsite operations. 
 
The planning and pollution control systems are separate but complementary. Planning 
authorities should focus on land use issues rather than the control of processes or emissions 
themselves. Planning authorities are advised to work on the assumption that the pollution 
control regime will be properly applied and enforced. 
 
Pollution control is concerned with preventing pollution through the use of measures to 
prohibit or limit the release of substances to the environment from different sources to the 
lowest practicable level. 
 
In summary, Officers have no evidence that the operation of these poultry units would cause 
any unacceptable impact on the amenity of the area through noise, odour, dust or air quality.  
 
9.6 Highway Implications 
 
Officers are satisfied that the information provided in the updated Transport Statement is 
reasonable and the estimated traffic generation is not contested. Whilst it can be difficult to 
interpret and extract relevant information, Officers remain satisfied that the overall increase 
in traffic is insignificant at 2-4 trips per week. 
 
Of concern to local residents is the fact that the ‘existing traffic’ currently does not exist. But 
the existing lawful site use could recommence without the need for planning consent. In any 
Planning Inquiry it is important to note that a key concern for an Inspector is the fall-back 
position. 
 
Officers note that the use of articulated lorries is proposed at only two trips in week 8 of the 
cycle. However it is recognised that HGV movements resulting from the development would 
be better directed to and from the A350 road in order to avoid restricted movements within 
Sutton Veny village. The Agent has previously confirmed that ‘the lorries would turn left out 
of the site towards the A350 (westerly) then on to the A303 thereby avoiding travelling 
through the village’ (Sutton Veny). 
 
Officers therefore recommend that for the avoidance of doubt, a Traffic Management 
Routing Plan (TMRP) be submitted and approved by the local planning authority before 
development commences and the TMRP be implemented in accordance with the approved 
plan. A condition to this effect should be included as part of any consent. 
 



Vehicular access to the site is via an existing established Trading Estate access point onto 
Deverill Road within a 40 mph speed limit. The local highway authority considers that the 
existing access which already caters for the traffic generated by the Trading Estate is 
adequate and suitable to accommodate the additional traffic resulting from the proposed 
development. 
 
Whilst it is acknowledged that Sand Street is narrow in places and without separate 
pedestrian facilities, the insignificant increase in traffic over and above that which the 
existing site could generate, is considered acceptable. There was no injury accidents 
reported to the police along the length of road between the site access and A350 during the 
last five years.  There were three minor accidents at the A350/Sand Street junction in 
2014,2015 and 2016, all comprising slight injuries associated with turning/rear shunts. 
 
The internal access arrangements via private industrial roads are not a matter for the local 
highway authority. Wiltshire Council Highway Officer consider that the times of operation to 
be an amenity and environmental issue but note that no lorries will arrive on site at 
weekends. 
 
Wiltshire Council Highway Officer has no objection to the proposal. 
 
9.7 Other Matters 
 
Alternative sites 
There have been questions asked why the applicant has not considered alternative sites.  
The applicant has considered other locations both on and off the site for the buildings, 
however it is deemed that this location best meets the needs of the business whilst 
minimising impacts. 
 
The applicant has stated that they have ‘considered renting buildings off the site to provide 
further poultry accommodation; however such buildings are not generally available and 
would be unlikely to meet the needs of the business. In practice, due to settlement patterns 
and frequency of nature conservation sites it is especially difficult to find sites that not only 
meet the needs of a business and where no impacts will occur. In fact in over 6 months of 
research into alternative sites no suitable land has become available. By providing 
redeveloped and expanded poultry housing adjacent to the existing enterprise it will be 
possible to meet the needs of the business whilst minimising the impact generated by the 
development.’ 
 
The applicant goes on to say that ‘In this case as an agricultural dwelling is already provided 
and is considered essential to the functioning of the operation the needs of the business are 
considered especially relevant.’ 
 
The applicant further adds that ‘the client has expanded all that falls within his ownership 
portfolio and since 2010 has been unsuccessful in sourcing new sites; whether for rent or 
purchase and is still continuing to look for further sites to meet on going demand.  Currently 
national consumption of chicken exceeds production of all forms of chicken currently 
imported from abroad.  With food miles in particular this is clearly not a sustainable solution 
to import from abroad (noting NPPF support towards sustainable development and 
supporting a prosperous rural economy).  Sutton Veny is therefore an important site for the 
future and as such given the lack of other sites, it appears most appropriate to utilise this 
site.’ 
 
This is an existing poultry site (albeit currently unoccupied) and therefore whilst it is being 
redeveloped the continued use of this location for poultry rearing is a logical choice. 
 



Fall back 
The site subject to this planning application was constructed over 40 years ago and used for 
housing poultry until 2007 at which time the site was decommissioned as the current 
buildings were nearing the end of their lifespan. Furthermore, the applicant requested a 
scoping opinion regarding Environmental Impact Assessment in relation to the site in 2009.  
On going discussions then occurred between officers of the council and the applicant 
regarding the Poultry Farm before this current planning application was submitted in 2011. 
 
In applying principles laid down by the court, to the present case it is a known fact that there 
is not only a development on the site for which there is already permission for that use, but 
the development has been in situ and still is albeit the current buildings were nearing the end 
of the lifespan hence the need to decommission.  Furthermore weight can be given to such 
factors such as the prospect that the use or operation (i.e. poultry) will occur. It can be 
inferred from the documents and reports that there is such a sufficiently real possibility that 
the fall-back would indeed occur, then it is sufficient that there is a real possibility of the fall-
back occurring.  In relation to the scale of harm which would arise should the fall back 
position be implemented, the decision maker would need to evaluate based on the facts 
whether the harm would be less or more, and thereafter attach weight to it.  The courts have 
stated that even if the risk of implementing the fall-back position was very slight indeed an 
outside chance perhaps the seriousness of the harm that would be done, if planning 
permission was not granted and the fall-back position was implemented, was such that the 
risk was not acceptable so that planning permission should be granted. 
 
This is an existing poultry farm on agricultural land, only decommissioned in 2007, and one 
which may continue to operate as a poultry unit in the future subject to requiring a permit if 
required and any permissions required from the Council to bring it up to modern day 
standards. 
 
Flooding and contamination 
The Environment Agency has stated that the site is currently located outside flood zone 2 
and 3 risk areas. It is situated on a principal aquifer - Boyne Hollow Sandstone. There is no 
evidence of existing contamination on the site at present. The site is not in a groundwater 
source protection zone. 
 
A detailed Flood Risk Assessment and Surface Water Management Strategy for the 
proposed development have been provided. The site is located outside flood zone 2 and 3 
risks areas. The surface water drainage scheme proposed is to a SuDS system and 
therefore mitigates the potential surface water runoff and downstream flood consequences. 
A water management plan explains how clean surface water will be separated from 
contaminated water which would be stored in a below-ground tank at the south-west end of 
the site for separate removal.  
 
Wiltshire Council’s Drainage section has no objection to the proposal subject to appropriate 
planning conditions being attached.  
 
Poultry Waste 
There is concern from some objectors regarding issues on poultry waste.  For clarity this is 
detailed in the Environmental Statement (ES), with waste bedding being taken off site via 
sheeting tractor and trailer typically by farmers in the area to spread on their agricultural land 
as a soil conditioner/fertiliser.  The agent has stated that there may in some instances 
(where available) be scope to send the waste material to an alternative point of disposal e.g. 
a local power station or anaerobic digestion plant to generate power.  In either case the 
waste is taken off site under controlled conditions regulated under the Environmental Permit 
from the Environment Agency.  
 



Once the material is taken off site, it is then the responsibility of the third party and their 
storage and spreading of the material must meet the Code of Good Agricultural Practice 
and, where applicable, Nitrate Vulnerable Zone (NVZ) requirements.  
 
Vermin  
There has been concern regarding vermin level on the site. It is not in the applicant’s interest 
to have vermin on site given biosecurity is paramount.  There are also Permit requirements 
to control vermin under other legislation. 
 
Horses 
In relation to the possible risks to the neighbouring horses adjacent to the site from 
discharges from the poultry unit, Officers requested further information from vets acting on 
behalf of the applicant and in their professional opinion, there ‘was no evidence or recorded 
incidence of harmful effect to horses and therefore the potential impact on the neighbouring 
racing yard should be negligible.  
 
The Environment Agency commented with regards to the permit that they will not consider 
the race horses (either individually or collectively) to be a sensitive receptor. Only places 
where humans are present and considered in this respect, i.e. the offices and parts of the 
business where humans are working. As part of the application process (permit) the EA 
consulted with the Public Health England and the Animal and Plant Health Agency and 
invited comments from concerned individuals or groups but this was based on the health 
impact of humans, not animals. Therefore the racehorse business was considered as a 
sensitive receptor, but only in respect of impact on humans. 
 
Animal welfare 
Intensive poultry rearing units are, by their very nature, quite controversial enterprises. 
Concern has long been established about animal welfare, and whether there is the demand 
or need to raise stock in this way. Neither of these are material considerations in the 
determination of the current application. There clearly are matters that are material 
considerations such as visual impact, potential smells or noise, impact on the local highway 
network etc and these potential impacts have been assessed above. 
 
10. CONCLUSION (the planning balance) 
 
The proposals are for a schedule 1 EIA development in the Cranborne Chase and West 
Wiltshire Downs AONB.  As such, they must be in the public interest and must comply with 
the three exceptional circumstance tests for major development which are set out in 
paragraph 116 of the NPPF. 
 
In terms of the first test (need and justification) subject to the other considerations the 
proposals are considered to represent an appropriate way in principle of diversifying and 
modernising the farm business to ensure its future profitability/robustness whilst continuing 
to contribute to the local economy and employment. It would also provide locally sourced 
food as part of a key industry in Wiltshire, supplying a strong national demand for poultry 
products. The proposals therefore comply in this respect with the development plan. 
 
In terms of the second test (alternatives) it is not considered that there are any viable 
alternatives available to the applicants in land they control. The site is an existing poultry 
farm buildings complex and as such, it benefits from existing infrastructure and highway 
access. It is also 150m from the nearest private residential property and, except for the 
AONB designation, is not affected by any other statutory designations. The suggestion that 
an equivalent business could be established outside of the AONB is not considered to be a 
valid alternative. 
 



In terms of the third test (environmental acceptability), the applicant has submitted a 
Environmental Statement containing detailed consultant’s reports assessing individual 
issues raised by the proposals. None of these reports identify any significant environmental 
concerns once appropriate mitigation measures have been taken into account. Concerns 
have been raised by Longbridge Deverill Parish Council, Sutton Veny Parish Council and 
local residents. These concerns are recognised and many relate to valid land use 
considerations. There are no outstanding objections from technical planning consultees who 
are satisfied that there would be no adverse environmental effects once the proposed 
mitigation measures are in place. There would be comprehensive control of site operations 
under the Environmental Permitting system administered by the Environment Agency. 
 
This site has been the subject of considerable public interest. As a result it has generated 
much debate and correspondence.  Clearly some of the local community is greatly 
concerned by the perceived impact the proposal could have on their local environment and 
quality of life but it should be noted that the weight of objection should not pre-determine the 
outcome of a planning application. The Local Planning Authority (LPA) has a duty to remain 
objective and to ensure that the proposal is considered against the policies of the 
Development Plan, and that the proposal is determined in accordance with those policies 
unless other material planning considerations indicate otherwise. National and local policies 
require the LPA to use its judgement in determining whether a proposal is sufficiently 
harmful to interests of acknowledged importance to justify it being refused in the public 
interest. Of key importance in weighing the merits of a planning application and reaching that 
judgement are the views of its consultees who provide advice within their fields of expertise 
 
Intensive poultry rearing units are, by their very nature, quite controversial enterprises. 
Concern has long been established about animal welfare, and whether there is the demand 
or need to raise stock in this way. Neither of these are material considerations in the 
determination of the current application. There clearly are matters that are material 
considerations such as visual impact, potential smells or noise, impact on the local highway 
network etc and these potential impacts have been assessed above. 
 
Local Planning Authorities must determine planning applications in accordance with the 
statutory Development Plan, unless material considerations indicate otherwise. Material 
considerations must be genuine planning considerations, i.e. they must be related to the 
development and use of land in the public interest. The considerations must fairly and 
reasonably relate to the application concerned. 
 
Paragraph 122 of the NPPF states that; 
 ‘local planning authorities should focus on whether the development itself is an acceptable 
use of the land and the impact of the use, rather than the control of processes or emissions 
themselves where these are subject to approval under pollution control regimes. Local 
planning authorities should assume that these regimes will operate effectively.  Equally 
where a planning decision has been made on a particular development, the planning issues 
should not be revisited through the permitting regime operated by pollution control 
authorities.’ 
 
The proposal is on an existing poultry farm to remove existing dilapidated poultry building 
which are to be replaced with a more efficient modern purpose built accommodation 
ensuring the highest levels of stock welfare and minimising external impacts. This is in 
accordance with both national and local planning policy and guidance, which allows 
development that, supports a prosperous rural economy, including the sustainable growth 
and expansion of all types of business and enterprise in rural areas, both through conversion 
of existing buildings and well designed new buildings. The various concerns in terms of 
impacts have been carefully assessed and addressed.   
 



The National Planning Policy Framework clearly supports agriculture and the production of 
food and encourages the provision of modern facilities.   
 
The proposal is for agricultural development and therefore in principle is acceptable in this 
countryside location. Officers consider on balance taking the above into account that the 
proposed development would not have an adverse impact on the character or appearance of 
the locality and in particular the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty within which it is 
situated. The development would not give rise to conditions that would prejudice the 
amenities of adjoining residents nor would it adversely affect highway safety. Consequently 
the proposal is considered to comply with the relevant polices in the development plan and 
the NPPF. 
 
The application is recommended for permission subject to appropriate planning conditions 
being attached. 

 

RECOMMENDATION 
 
1 a  The development to which this permission relates shall be commenced 

within three years beginning with the date of this permission. 
b. Not less than one week's prior notice shall be provided in writing to the 
Local Planning Authority of the intended date for commencement of operations 
under the terms of this permission.  Such date shall be referred to hereinafter as 
the Commencement Date. 
 
REASON: To comply with the provisions of Section 91 of the Town and Country 
Planning Act 1990 as amended by the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 
2004.  
 

2 The development shall be carried out in accordance with the hereby approved plans 

(other than where amended by details submitted to and approved in writing in any 

subsequent discharge of planning condition application(s))  

JW/0663/2010/200-01 revision B - Location and site plans 

JW/0663/2010/200-02 - Survey plan 

JW/0663/2010/200-03 revision D - Proposed layout plan 

JW/0663/2010/200-04 revision B - Floor plan 

JW/0663/2010/200-05 revision C - Sections and elevations 

JW/0663/2010/200-08 revision D - Lighting plan 

JW/0663/2010/200-10 revision B - As existing elevations and site sections  

REASON: In order to define the terms of this permission. 

3 Prior to the commencement of the development a Construction and Operational Lorry 

Traffic Management Plan (COLTMP)shall be submitted to and approved in writing by 

the local planning authority, and the site shall be developed and operated in 

accordance with the approved COLTMP. The COLTMP shall include, inter alia, 

measures employed to ensure that i)the adjacent highway is kept clear of detritus, ii) 

there is adequate provision for the parking and turning of lorries within the site, 



iii)adequate provisions are made to ensure that  the routeing of lorries to and from the 

site, including driver and third party instructions, is only by way of approaching and 

leaving the site via the A350 at Longbridge Deverill, iv) details of the management of 

vehicle movements, v) location of any temporary contractor's compound and internal 

parking provisions.    

REASON: In order to ensure that the amenity of the local highway network is 

adequately protected 

4 No external lighting shall be installed on site until plans showing the type of light 

appliance, the height and position of fitting, illumination levels and light spillage have 

been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.  The 

approved lighting shall be installed and shall be maintained in accordance with the 

approved details and no additional external lighting shall be installed.  

REASON: In the interests of the amenities of the area and to minimise unnecessary 

light spillage above and outside the development site. 

5 If during development, contamination not previously identified is found to be present at 

the site then no further development (unless otherwise agreed in writing with the Local 

Planning Authority) shall be carried out until the developer has submitted, and 

obtained written approval from the Local Planning Authority for, a remediation strategy 

detailing how this unsuspected contamination shall be dealt with. The remediation 

strategy shall be implemented as approved. 

REASON: To prevent pollution of controlled waters. 

6 No development shall commence on site until a scheme of hard and soft landscaping 

has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority, the 

details of which shall include :- 

- location and current canopy spread of all existing trees and hedgerows on the land; 

- full details of any to be retained, together with measures for their protection in the 

course of development; 

- a detailed planting specification showing all plant species, supply and planting sizes 

and planting densities,  

- finished levels and contours;  

- means of enclosure;  

- car park layouts;  

- other vehicle and pedestrian access and circulation areas;  

- all hard and soft surfacing materials;  

- minor artefacts and structures (e.g. furniture, play equipment, refuse and other 

storage units, signs, lighting etc);  



- proposed and existing functional services above and below ground (e.g. drainage, 

power, communications, cables, pipelines etc indicating lines, manholes, supports 

etc);  

- details of the bundings 

- details of works for the protection of the public footpath 

REASON: To ensure a satisfactory landscaped setting for the development and the 

protection of existing important landscape features. 

7 All soft landscaping comprised in the approved details of landscaping shall be carried 

out in the first planting and seeding season following the first occupation of the 

building(s) or the completion of the development whichever is the sooner;  All shrubs, 

trees and hedge planting shall be maintained free from weeds and shall be protected 

from damage by vermin and stock. Any trees or plants which, within a period of five 

years, die, are removed, or become seriously damaged or diseased shall be replaced 

in the next planting season with others of a similar size and species, unless otherwise 

agreed in writing by the local planning authority.  All hard landscaping shall also be 

carried out in accordance with the approved details prior to the occupation of any part 

of the development or in accordance with a programme to be agreed in writing with 

the Local Planning Authority. 

REASON: To ensure a satisfactory landscaped setting for the development and the 

protection of existing important landscape features. 

8 No development shall commence on site in connection with the approval until details 

of the materials including colour finishes for the external surfaces of the development 

have been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. 

Development shall be carried out in accordance with the approved details. 

REASON: In the interests of visual amenity and the character and appearance of the 

area. 

9 No development shall commence on site until details of the LPG tank to be used on 

the development have been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local 

Planning Authority. Development shall be carried out in accordance with the approved 

details. 

REASON: In the interests of visual amenity and the character and appearance of the 

area. 

10 No development to commence until full acoustic design proposals for the ventilation 

fans, including  sound frequency spectra for inlets, outlets and case radiation of the 

fans, specifications of the proposed attenuators, duct systems and outdoor 

terminations  and calculations on the sound levels generated  by the fans via the paths 

described in the submitted report 'Second Addendum to Noise Impact Analysis' by S. 

and D Garritt Ltd dated 16th March 2016, has been submitted to and approved in 

writing by the local planning authority.  All works comprised in the approved details 

shall be completed before any part of the development is first bought into use.  The 

level of noise emitted from site shall thereafter not exceed a rating Level 



(BS4142:2014) of 37dB between 07:00 and 23:00 and 23dB between 23:00 and 07:00 

at the boundary of Java Bungalow, Deverill Road. 

In meeting these levels the sound from the equipment will be at or below the typical 

measured background noise level (LA90) as shown in the submitted documents 

'Addendum to Noise Impact Analysis' by S. and D Garritt Ltd dated 14th November 

2014 and 'Second Addendum to Noise Impact Analysis' by S. and D Garritt Ltd dated 

16th March 2016.  

REASON: The matter is required to be agreed with the Local Planning Authority 

before development commences in order that the development is undertaken in an 

acceptable manner in order to safeguard the amenities of the area in which the 

development is located. 

11 The development will not commence commercial operations until a written scheme for 

post completion noise measuring has been submitted to and approved in writing by 

the local planning authority. The scheme shall be designed by a suitably competent 

and qualified person. The written scheme shall provide details of how compliance with 

the sound levels in condition 10 will be demonstrated and include times and locations 

at which noise monitoring will take place and the equipment that will be used to take 

measurements. A post completion noise measuring shall be carried out within 12 

weeks of the use commencing and within 16 weeks of the use commencing, a report 

written by a suitably competent and qualified person, detailing the results of the post 

completion noise measuring shall be submitted to the local planning authority.  

REASON: To ensure the creation/retention of an environment free from intrusive 

levels of noise and activity in the interests of the amenity of the area. 

12 Vehicle movement to and on the site will be restricted to the hours of 8am - 6pm 

Monday to Friday only and no lorry movements on site at weekends and Bank or 

Public Holidays. 

REASON:  To ensure the creation/retention of an environment free from intrusive 

levels of noise and activity in the interests of the amenity of the area. 

13 No development shall commence on site (including demolition, ground works, 

vegetation clearance) until a Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) 

has been submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority.  The  

CEMP  shall  include,  but  not  necessarily  be  limited  to,  the following: 

a) Risk assessment of potentially damaging construction activities  

b) Identification of 'biodiversity protection zones' 

c) Practical measures (both physical measures and sensitive working practices) 

to avoid or reduce impacts during construction (may be provided as a set of method 

statements) 

d) The location and timing of sensitive works to avoid harm to biodiversity 

features 



e) The times during construction when specialists ecologists need to be present 

on site to oversee works 

f) Responsible persons and lines of communication 

g) The role and responsibilities on site of an ecological clerk of works (ECoW) or 

similarly competent person(s) 

h)  Use of protective fences, exclusion barriers and warning signs. 

i)   Ongoing monitoring, including compliance checks by a competent person(s) 

during construction and immediately post-completion of construction works. 

The approved CEMP shall be adhered to and implemented throughout the 

construction period strictly in accordance with the approved details. 

A  report  prepared  by  a  competent  person(s),  certifying  that  the  required 

mitigation and/or compensation measures identified in the CEMP have been 

completed to their satisfaction, shall be submitted to the Local Planning Authority 

within 3 months of the date of substantial completion of the development or at the end 

of the next available planting season, whichever is the sooner. 

 REASON: To ensure adequate protection, mitigation and compensation for 

protected species, priority species and priority habitats. 

14 Before works commence, a Landscape and Ecological Management Plan (LEMP) 

shall be submitted to, and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The 

content of the LEMP shall include, but not necessarily be limited to, the following 

information: 

a) Specification of habitats to be created,  

b) Description of features to be managed;  

c) The above shown on a site map 

d) Aims and objectives of management 

e) Management prescriptions; 

f) Work schedule including an annual work plan capable of being rolled forward 

over a 5 year period 

g) Details of the body or organisation responsible for implementation of the plan; 

h) Ongoing monitoring and remedial measures; 

i) Timeframe for reviewing the plan 

j) Details and location of the 15 bat boxes and 15 bird boxes. 

k) Buffer strips along field edges to be cut less frequently 



l) Traditional management of hedgerows 

m) Dedication of underutilised areas of the site to create wildflower meadows 

n) Hibernalcula and refuge log piles 

o) Incorporation of dropped kerbs and sumpless gullies   

The LEMP shall be implemented in full in accordance with the approved details. 

REASON: To ensure the long-term management of landscape and biodiversity 

features, and to maintain and enhance these in perpetuity. 

15 No development shall commence on site until a scheme for the discharge of foul water 

from the site has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning 

Authority. The approved scheme shall be constructed prior to the use commencing. 

REASON: To ensure that the development can be adequately drained 

16 No development shall commence on site until a scheme for the discharge of surface 

water from the site, incorporating sustainable drainage details together with 

permeability test results to BRE365, has been submitted to and approved in writing by 

the Local Planning Authority. The approved scheme shall be constructed prior to the 

use commencing. 

REASON: To ensure that the development can be adequately drained 

17 No development shall commence on site (including any works of demolition), until a 

Construction Method Statement, which shall include the following:   

a) the parking of vehicles of site operatives and visitors;  

b) loading and unloading of plant and materials;  

c) storage of plant and materials used in constructing the development;  

d) the erection and maintenance of security hoarding including decorative 

displays and facilities for public viewing, where appropriate;  

e) wheel washing facilities;  

f) measures to control the emission of dust and dirt during construction;  

g) a scheme for recycling/disposing of waste resulting from demolition and 

construction works; and 

h) hours of construction, including deliveries; 

has been submitted to, and approved in writing by, the Local Planning Authority. The 

approved Statement shall be complied with in full throughout the construction period. 

The development shall not be carried out otherwise than in accordance with the 

approved construction method statement. 

REASON: The matter is required to be agreed with the Local Planning Authority 



before development commences in order that the development is undertaken in an 

acceptable manner, to minimise detrimental effects to the neighbouring amenities, the 

amenities of the area in general, detriment to the natural environment through the 

risks of pollution and dangers to highway safety, during the construction phase. 

18 The development shall not be first bought into use until a Pests Management Plan has 

been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The Pest 

Management Plan should include measures for the management and control of pests 

such as flies and vermin. The approved Pests Management Plan shall be adhered to. 

REASON: In the interests of the amenity of the area. 

19 No materials shall be burnt on site at any time on any phase of the development 

during the building and construction works. 

REASON:  In order to minimise nuisance 

20 INFORMATIVE(s): The applicant must ensure the development complies with the 

Water Resources (Control of Pollution) (Silage, Slurry and Agricultural Fuel Oil) 

Regulations 2010 (SSAFO). These regulations aim to prevent water pollution from 

stores of silage, slurry and agricultural fuel oil. They set out requirements for the 

design, construction and maintenance of new, substantially reconstructed or 

substantially enlarged facilities for storing these substances. Storage facilities should 

be sited at least 10 metres from inland freshwater or coastal water and have a 20-year 

life expectancy. The Environment Agency must be notified in writing about any new, 

substantially enlarged or substantially reconstructed system at least 14 days before it 

is first used. Further guidelines and factsheets on the SSAFO regulations are available 

from the following website: 

http://www.environment-aaencv.aov.uklbusiness/sectors/118798.aspx 

21 INFORMATIVE: Please be advised that nothing in this permission shall authorise the 

diversion, obstruction, or stopping up of any right of way that crosses the site. You are 

advised to contact Wiltshire Council PROW officer 

 

http://www.environment-aaencv.aov.uklbusiness/sectors/118798.aspx

