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Table A.1: Potential dust emission magnitude criteria 

Construction activity Large Medium Small 

Demolition Total building volume 

>50,000 m3, potentially 

dusty construction 

material (e.g. 

concrete), on-site 

crushing and 

screening, demolition 

activities >20 m above 

ground level. 

Total building volume 

20,000 m3 – 50,000 m3, 

potentially dusty 

construction material, 

demolition activities 

10-20 m above ground 

level. 

Total building volume 

<20,000 m3, 

construction material 

with low potential for 

dust release (e.g. 

metal cladding or 

timber), demolition 

activities <10 m above 

ground, demolition 

during wetter months. 

Earthworks Total site area >10,000 

m2, potentially dusty 

soil type (e.g. clay, 

which will be prone to 

suspension when dry 

due to small particle 

size), >10 heavy earth 

moving vehicles active 

at any one time, 

formation of bunds >8 

m in height, total 

material moved 

>100,000 tonnes. 

Total site area 2,500 

m2 – 10,000 m2, 

moderately dusty soil 

type (e.g. silt), 5-10 

heavy earth moving 

vehicles active at any 

one time, formation of 

bunds 4 m – 8 m in 

height, total material 

moved 20,000 tonnes 

– 100,000 tonnes. 

Total site area <2,500 

m2, 

soil type with large 

grain size (e.g. sand), 

<5 heavy earth moving 

vehicles active at any 

one time, formation of 

bunds <4 m in height, 

total material moved 

<20,000 tonnes, 

earthworks during 

wetter months. 

Construction  Total building volume 

>100,000 m3, on site 

concrete batching, 

sandblasting. 

Total building volume 

25,000 m3 – 100,000 

m3, potentially dusty 

construction material 

(e.g. concrete), on site 

concrete batching. 

Total building volume 

<25,000 m3, 

construction material 

with low potential for 

dust release (e.g. 

metal cladding or 

timber). 

Trackout >50 HDV (>3.5 t) 

outward movementsa 

in any one dayb, 

potentially dusty 

surface material (e.g. 

high clay content), 

unpaved road length 

>100 m. 

10-50 HDV (>3.5 t) 

outward movementsa 

in any one dayb, 

moderately dusty 

surface material (e.g. 

high clay content), 

unpaved road length 

50 m – 100 m. 

<10 HDV (>3.5 t) 

outward movementsa 

in any one dayb, 

surface material with 

low potential for dust 

release, unpaved road 

length <50 m. 

a. A vehicle movement is an one way journey. i.e. from A to B and excludes the return journey.  

b. HDV movements during a construction project vary over its lifetime, and the number of movements is the 

maximum not the average.  

Step 2B Define the sensitivity of the area 

The sensitivity of the area is described as low, medium or high. It takes into account a 

number of factors: 
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• The specific sensitivities of receptors in the area; 

• The proximity and number of those receptors; 

• The local background PM10 concentrations; and 

• Site-specific factors, such as whether there are natural shelters, such as trees, to 

reduce the risk of wind-blown dust. 

Table A-2 presents indicative examples of classification groups for the varying 

sensitivities of people to dust soiling effects and to the health effects of PM10; and the 

sensitivities of receptors to ecological effects.  A judgement is made at the site-specific 

level where sensitivities may be higher or lower, for example a soft fruit business may 

be more sensitive to soiling than an alternative industry in the same location.  Box 6, 

Box 7 and Box 8 within the IAQM 2014 guidance outlines more detailed information on 

defining sensitivity.  

Table A.2: Indicative examples of the sensitivity of different types of receptors 

Sensitivity of 

receptor 

Sensitivities of people and ecological receptors 

Dust soiling effects a Health effects of PM10 b Ecological effects c 

High Dwellings, museums 

and other culturally 

important collections, 

medium and long-

term car parks and car 

showrooms. 

Residential properties, 

hospitals, schools and 

residential care homes. 

Locations with an international or 

national designation and the 

designated features may be affected 

by dust soiling (e.g. 

SAC/SPA/Ramsar).  

Locations where there is a 

community of a species particularly 

sensitive to dust such as vascular 

species included in the Red Data list 

for Great Britain. 

Medium Parks, places of work. Office and shop workers 

not occupationally 

exposed to PM10. 

Locations where there is a 

particularly important plant species, 

where dust sensitivity is uncertain or 

unknown. 

Locations with a national 

designation where the features may 

be affected by dust deposition (e.g. 

SSSIs). 

Low Playing fields, 

farmland, footpaths, 

short-term car parks 

and roads. 

Public footpaths, 

playing fields, parks and 

shopping streets. 

Locations with a local designation 

where the features may be affected 

by dust deposition (e.g. Local Nature 

Reserves). 

a. People’s expectations would vary depending on the existing dust deposition in the area. 

b. This follows the Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (Defra, 2016) guidance as set out in 

Local Air Quality Management Technical Guidance (LAQM.TG (16)).  Notwithstanding the fact that the 

ambient AQOs and limit values do not apply to people in the workplace, such people can be affected to 

exposure of PM10.  However, they are considered to be less sensitive than the general public as a whole 
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because those most sensitive to the effects of air pollution, such as young children are not normally 

workers.  For this reason workers have been included in the medium sensitivity category. 

c. Only if there are habitats that might be sensitive to dust.  A Habitat Regulation Assessment of the site 

may be required as part of the planning process if the site lies close to an internationally designated site 

i.e. SACs, SPAs and Ramsar sites. 

 

The IAQM 2014 guidance and MOL SPG advise consideration of the risk associated with 

the nearest receptors to construction activities. 

The sensitivity and distance of receptors from the source of dust (i.e. demolition 

activities, earthworks, etc.) are then used to determine the potential dust risk for each 

dust effect for each construction activity as shown in Table A-3, Table A-4 and Table A-5.  

It is noted that distances are to the dust source and so a different area may be affected 

by trackout than by on-site works. 

For trackout, the distances should be measured from the side of the roads used by 

construction HDVs. Without site specific mitigation, trackout may occur from roads up 

to 500 metres from large sites, 200 metres from medium sites and 50 metres from 

small sites, as measured from the site exit.  The impact declines with distance from the 

site. It is only necessary to consider trackout impacts up to 50 metres from the edge of 

the road. 

Table A.3: Sensitivity of the area to dust soiling effects on people and property a 

a. Estimate the total number of receptors within the stated distance.  Only the highest level of area 

sensitivity from the table needs to be considered.  For example, if there are 7 high sensitivity receptors <20 

metres of the source and 95 high sensitivity receptors between 20 and 50 m, then the total of number of 

receptors <50 metres is 102.  The sensitivity of the area in this case would be high. 

b. Exact counting of number of human receptors not required. It is instead recommended that judgement 

is used to determine the approximate number of receptors within each distance band. For example, a 

residential unit is one receptor. For receptors which are not dwellings, professional judgement should be 

used to determine the number of human receptors. For example a school or hospital is likely to be within 

the >100 receptor category. 

Table A. 4: Sensitivity of the area to human health impacts a b c 

Receptor 

sensitivity 

Annual 

Mean PM10 

Concentrati

ons 

Number of 

Receptors 

Distance from the Source (m) 

<20 <50 <100 <200 <350 

Receptor area 

sensitivity 

Number of 

Receptors b 

Distance from the Source (m) 

<20 <50 <100 <350 

High >100 High High Medium Low 

10-100 High Medium Low Low 

1-10 Medium Low Low Low 

Medium >1 Medium Low Low Low 

Low >1 Low Low Low Low 
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High >32 µg/m3 >100 High High High Medium Low 

10-100 High High Medium Low Low 

1-10 High Medium Low Low Low 

28-32 

µg/m3 

>100 High High Medium Low Low 

10-100 High Medium Low Low Low 

1-10 High Medium Low Low Low 

24-28 

µg/m3 

>100 High Medium Low Low Low 

10-100 High Medium Low Low Low 

1-10 Medium Low Low Low Low 

<24 µg/m3 >100 Medium Low Low Low Low 

10-100 Low Low Low Low Low 

1-10 Low Low Low Low Low 

Medium >32 µg/m3 >10 High Medium Low Low Low 

1-10 Medium Low Low Low Low 

28-32 

µg/m3 

>10 Medium Low Low Low Low 

1-10 Low Low Low Low Low 

24-28 

µg/m3 

>10 Low Low Low Low Low 

1-10 Low Low Low Low Low 

<24 µg/m3 >10 Low Low Low Low Low 

1-10 Low Low Low Low Low 

Low - ≥1 Low Low Low Low Low 

a. Estimate the total within the stated distance (e.g. the total within 350 metres and not the number between 200 and 

350 m), noting that only the highest level of area sensitivity from the table needs to be considered.  For example, if 

there are 7 high sensitivity receptors <20 metres of the source and 95 high sensitivity receptors between 20 and 50 

m, then the total of number of receptors <50 metres is 102.  If the annual mean PM10 concentration is 29 µg/m3, the 

sensitivity of the area would be high. 

b. Annual mean PM10 concentrations are most straightforwardly taken from the national background maps but should 

also take account of local sources.  The values are based on 32 µg/m3 being the annual mean concentration at which 

an exceedance of the 24-hour objective is likely in England, Wales and Northern Ireland. 

c. In the case of high sensitivity receptors with high occupancy (such as schools or hospitals) approximate the number 

of people likely to be present.  In the case of residential dwellings, simply include the number of properties. 

Table A. 5: Sensitivity of the area to ecological impacts 

Receptor Sensitivity Distance from the Source (m)a 

<20 <50 

High High Medium 

Medium Medium Low 
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Low Low Low 

a. Only the highest level of area sensitivity from the table needs to be considered.  

Step 2C Define the risk of impacts 

The dust emission magnitude is then combined with the sensitivity of the area to 

determine the overall risk of impacts with no mitigation measures applied.  The 

matrices in Table A-6 provide a method of assigning the level of risk for each activity.  

These can then be used to determine the level of mitigation that is required. 

Table A.6: Risks of dust impacts 

Receptor Sensitivity 

 

Dust Emission Magnitude 

Large Medium Small 

Demolition 

High High Risk Medium Risk Medium Risk 

Medium High Risk Medium Risk Low Risk 

Low Medium Risk Low Risk Negligible 

Earthworks 

High High risk Medium risk Low risk 

Medium Medium risk Medium risk Low risk 

Low Low risk Low risk Negligible 

Construction 

High High risk Medium risk Low risk 

Medium Medium risk Medium risk Low risk 

Low Low risk Low risk Negligible 

Trackout 

High High risk Medium risk Low risk 

Medium Medium risk Low risk Negligible 

Low Low risk Low risk Negligible 

Step 3 Site-specific mitigation 

Step three of the IAQM guidance identifies appropriate site-specific mitigation.  These 

measures are related to whether the site is a low-, medium- or high-risk site.  The 

highest risk category of a site (of all activities being undertaken) is recommended when 

considering appropriate mitigation measures for the site.  Where risk is assigned as 

‘negligible’, no mitigation measures beyond those required by legislation are required.  

However, additional mitigation measures may be applied as good practice. 
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A selection of these measures is specified as suitable to mitigate dust emissions from 

activities, based on professional judgement. 

Step 4 Determine significant effects 

Following Step 2 (definition of the proposed scheme and the surroundings and 

identification of the risk of dust effects occurring for each activity), and Step 3 

(identification of appropriate site-specific mitigation), the significance of the potential 

dust effects can be determined.  The recommended mitigation measures should 

normally be sufficient to reduce construction dust impacts to a not significant effect. 

The approach in Step 4 of the IAQM dust assessment guidance has been adopted to 

determine the significance of effects with regard to dust emissions.  The guidance states 

the following: 

‘For almost all construction activity, the aim should be to prevent significant effects on 

receptors through the use of effective mitigation.  Experience shows that this is normally 

possible.  Hence the residual effect will normally be ‘not significant’.’ 

IAQM guidance also states that: 

‘Even with a rigorous DMP [Dust Management Plan] in place, it is not possible to 

guarantee that the dust mitigation measures will be effective all the time, and if, for 

example, dust emissions occur under adverse weather conditions, or there is an 

interruption to the water supply used for dust suppression, the local community may 

experience occasional, short-term dust annoyance. The likely scale of this would not 

normally be considered sufficient to change the conclusion that with mitigation the 

effects will be ‘not significant’.’ 

Step 4 of IAQM guidance recognises that the key to the above approach is that it 

assumes that the regulators ensure that the proposed mitigation measures are 

implemented.  The management plan would include the necessary systems and 

procedures to facilitate on-going. 
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Appendix B Air Quality Standards 

and Air Quality Objectives 
The effects of air quality on proposed and existing receptors is typically assessed by 

comparing modelled or monitored pollutant concentrations against prevailing air 

quality objectives (AQOs) embedded in the Air Quality (England) Regulations 2000, as 

amended. These are transposed into Table A.1, below. 

Table A.1 Ambient AQOs relevant to the assessment 

Pollutant AQOs Measured as  Dates to be achieved 

and maintained 

thereafter 

NO2 

200 µg/m3, not to be exceeded more 

than 18 times per year 

1-hour mean 31 December 2005 

40 µg/m3 Annual mean 31 December 2005 

PM10 

50 µg/m3, not to be exceeded more 

than 35 times per year 

24-hour mean 31 December 2004 

40 µg/m3 Annual mean 31 December 2004 

PM2.5 25 µg/m3 Annual mean 01 January 2020 

 

The Local Air Quality Management Technical Guidance (Department for Environment, 

Food and Rural Affairs (Defra), 2016) (‘TG16’) also recommends the receptors where the 

AQOs should be applied, as outlined in Table A.2.  

Table A.2 Examples of where the air quality objectives should apply, as per TG16 

Averaging 

Period 

Objectives 

Objectives should apply at Objectives should generally not 

apply at 

Annual mean  All locations where members of the public 

might be regularly exposed. Building façades 

of residential properties, schools, hospitals, 

care homes etc.  

Building façades of offices or 

other places of work where 

members of the public do not 

have regular access. 

Hotels, unless people live there as 

their permanent residence.  

Gardens of residential properties.  

Kerbside sites (as opposed to 

locations at the building façade), 

or any other location where public 

exposure is expected to be short 

term.  
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Averaging 

Period 

Objectives 

Objectives should apply at Objectives should generally not 

apply at 

24-hour 

mean and 8-

hour mean  

All locations where the annual mean 

objective would apply, together with hotels. 

Gardens of residential properties (not at 

peripheries or front gardens unless 

exposure is likely there). 

Kerbside sites (as opposed to 

locations at the building façade), 

or any other location where public 

exposure is expected to be short 

term.  

1-hour mean All locations where the annual mean and: 24 

and 8-hour mean objectives apply. Kerbside 

sites (for example, pavements of busy 

shopping streets). Those parts of car parks, 

bus stations and railway stations etc. which 

are not fully enclosed, where members of 

the public might reasonably be expected to 

spend one hour or more. Any outdoor 

locations where members of the public 

might reasonably expect to spend one hour 

or longer. 

Kerbside sites where the public 

would not be expected to have 

regular access. 
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Appendix C Mitigation 

recommended for 

implementation at the Roadstone 

Coatings Site 
The Mott MacDonald (2013) assessment considered a series of mitigation measures to 

reduce dust emissions that were incorporated into the design of the Aggregates site 

and these are outlined below: 

• Dust generating activities have, as far as practicable, been sited where prevailing 

winds will blow dust away from sensitive receptors; 

• The need for transportation and handling has been minimised by using a conveyor 

as opposed to vehicular traffic / haul roads and by placing adequate storage 

facilities close to the processing areas; 

• Storage areas have been located away from sensitive receptors and will be covered 

as far as is feasible; and 

• Site access and exit routes, routes around the site and parking areas are located 

away from sensitive receptors.  

Mott MacDonald also recommended proposed operational phase dust mitigation 

measures, split into Site Activities and Site Traffic groupings. These are outlined below: 

• Site Activities  

o Identify responsible person in charge 

o Restrict the duration of dust emitting activities  

o Limit drop heights in stockpiling, processing and loading operations 

o Use water as dust suppressant where applicable (both on roads and storage 

areas) 

o Protect activities from wind 

o Store materials under cover wherever feasible  

o Limit spillage and facilitate its removal by the use of hard surfaces 

o Protect conveyors by use of wind and roof boards and shelter transfer points 

from wind 

o Use scrapers to clean conveyor belts and collect scrapings for disposal  

o Good maintenance of all plant, vehicles and equipment  

• Site Traffic 

o Restrict vehicle speed 
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o Effective vehicle cleaning and specific wheel washing on leaving site 

o Road sweepers to be used regularly  

o All vehicles to switch off engines – no idling 

o All loads entering and leaving site to be covered  

o Load and unload in areas protected from wind 

o Use paved roads where practicable 

• Additionally, alongside the above proposed mitigation measures to minimise dust 

risk, if dust cannot be avoided then site activities will be suspended and postponed 

until such a time that the dust has returned to acceptable levels, at which point site 

activities can be resumed. 
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Appendix D Layout of Railheads 

relative to the Proposed 

Development 
 

Figure D.1: Lease Demise (Blue line) for the Freightliner operation with access rights 
over the road shaded brown 
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Figure D.2: Lease Demise (Blue line) for the Freightliner operation with access rights 
over the road shaded brown 
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1. Introduction 

This document has been prepared by Ove Arup and Partners Ltd (Arup) in response to the objection received 

from the Minerals and Waste Planning Authority (MWPA) on the Proposed Development (22/02771/OUT) 

regarding the proximity to the Cambridge Waste Transfer Station (CWTS). The CWTS lies within a Waste 

Management Area (WMA) and under Policy 16 of the Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Minerals and 

Waste Local Plan1 a Consultation Area is designated around the WMA to ensure that sites within the WMA 

are safeguarded2. The concern raised by the MWPA is regarding the potential interactions between the 

safeguarded sites and the different uses within the Proposed Development (i.e. how a safeguarded site may 

affect a proposed use, and how a proposed use may affect a safeguarded site). The MWPA also stated that 

the typical issues that arise regarding safeguarded facilities often relate to dust, noise, light, odour, traffic, 

and general amenity. This document addresses the potential odour interaction, more specifically, the 

potential for odour from the safeguarded CWTS to affect the Proposed Development. 

As stated in the MWPA objection document, the Proposed Development site lies within the consultation area 

for the Cowley Road WMA. As set out in Policy 26 of the emerging North East Cambridge Area Action 

Plan3, it is proposed that the safeguarded ‘Veolia Waste Recycling Transfer Station’ (referred to in this 

document as the CWTS) will be relocated. However, it is understood that an alternative site has not yet been 

identified, and until that occurs it should be assumed that the facility may be operating from this location for 

the foreseeable future. 

An odour statement accompanied the planning application for the Proposed Development which assessed the 

potential odour impacts from the Cambridge Water Recycling Centre (CWRC) located in the WMA. The 

MWPA objection document also stated the following in reference to CWRC, referred to as the Water 

Recycling Area (WRA): 

“The MWPA is satisfied, that subject to no objections being raised by Anglian Water or the Environmental 

Health Officer, that the Odour Assessment adequately demonstrates that the Proposed Development will not 

be significantly adversely affected by its proximity to the WRA.” 

Therefore, the CWRC is not discussed further. 

2. Policy and Guidance 

2.1 Policy context 

The MWPA makes reference to Policy 16 of the Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Minerals and Waste 

Local Plan1 regarding Mineral Allocation Areas (MAAs), Mineral Development Areas (MDAs), WMAs, 

Transport Infrastructure Areas (TIAs) and WRAs: 

“Development within a CA will only be permitted where it is demonstrated that the development will: 

(c) not prejudice the existing or future use of the area (i.e. the MAA, MDA, WMA, TIA or WRA) for 

which the CA has been designated; and 

(d) not result in unacceptable amenity issues or adverse impacts to human health for the occupiers 

or users of such new development, due to the ongoing or future use of the area for which the CA has been 

designated 

[…] 

 

1 Peterborough City Council, Cambridgeshire County Council (2021) Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Minerals and Waste Local Plan 2036, 

Adopted July 2021 

2 Protected from development that would prejudice operations within the area, or to protect development that would be adversely affected by such 

operations (for example residential development being located close to a waste site and subsequently suffering amenity issues). 

3 Greater Cambridge Shared Planning (2020) Draft North East Cambridge, Area Action Plan, Regulation 18 consultation 
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When considering proposals for non-mineral and non-waste management development within a CA, then the 

agent of change principle will be applied to ensure that the operation of the protected infrastructure (i.e. 

MAA, MDA, WMA, TIA or WRA) is not in any way prejudiced.” 

The MWPA has also made reference to paragraph 187 of the National Planning Policy Framework4 (NPPF), 

in the context of the ‘agent of change’: 

“187 Planning policies and decisions should ensure that new development can be integrated effectively 

with existing businesses and community facilities (such as places of worship, pubs, music venues and sports 

clubs). Existing businesses and facilities should not have unreasonable restrictions placed on them as a 

result of development permitted after they were established. Where the operation of an existing business or 

community facility could have a significant adverse effect on new development (including changes of use) in 

its vicinity, the applicant (or ‘agent of change’) should be required to provide suitable mitigation before the 

development has been completed.” 

In summary, both policies referenced state that the Proposed Development should not restrict or prejudice 

the operation of the current CWTS as a result of odour emissions from the CWTS activities. 

2.2 Relevant guidance 

2.2.1 Institute of Air Quality Management Guidance 

The Institute of Air Quality Management (IAQM) guidance5 states: 

“Before an adverse effect (such as disamenity, annoyance, nuisance or complaints) can occur, there must be 

odour exposure. For odour exposure to occur all three links in the source-pathway-receptor chain must be 

present” 

The guidance defines an odour source as, “a means for the odour to get into the atmosphere”. If there is no 

source, there is no odour exposure and therefore no adverse effect to be assessed. The CWTS is discussed 

further to understand whether it constitutes as an odour source with an odour magnitude which could 

significantly impact the Proposed Development, in line with the IAQM guidance. 

2.2.2 Environment Agency Guidance 

The Environment Agency H4 odour guidance6 provides permitting guidance for industrial site operators and 

prospective operators. The guidance provides further clarification around odour permit conditions which are 

relevant to the CWTS environmental permit. 

3. Cambridge Waste Transfer Station 

Veolia, the operator of the CWTS, were consulted to understand the operations of the site and any conditions 

which may affect odour emissions from the site. 

The CWTS was granted planning permission7 for 24-hour operation in 2019 and it is understood that the 

CWTS typically handles dry inert waste. However, the operator suggested that details of the specific waste 

handled at the site may change within the range of waste permitted to be handled, based on the licence 

granted by the Environment Agency. The current permit8 (EPR/LB3331AQ) is for handling household, 

 

4 Ministry of Housing, Communities & Local Government (2021) National Planning Policy Framework 

5 Bull et al (2018). IAQM Guidance on the assessment of odour for planning – version 1.1, Institute of Air Quality Management, London. 

www.iaqm.co.uk/text/guidance/odour-guidance-2018 

6 Environment Agency (2011) H4 Odour Management (March 2011) 

7 Joint Development Control Committee (2019) Joint Director of Planning and Economic Development, Date: 18 December 2019, Application 

Number C/5000/19/CW, (19/0493/CTY (Cambridge City Council) 

8 Environment Agency, LIT 6956 SR2008 No 3 75kte – household commercial and industrial waste transfer station with treatment, Standard rules, 

Chapter 4, The Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2016 
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commercial and industrial waste. The permit also states the following conditions under the 2008 No 3 

standard rules: 

“3.2.1 Emissions from the activities shall be free from odour at levels likely to cause pollution outside the 

site, as perceived by an authorised officer of the Environment Agency, unless the operator has used 

appropriate measures, including, but not limited to, those specified in any approved odour management 

plan, to prevent or where that is not practicable, to minimise, the odour. 

3.2.2  The operator shall: 

(a) if notified by the Environment Agency that the activities are giving rise to pollution outside the 

site due to odour, submit to the Environment Agency for approval within the period specified, an odour 

management plan; 

(b) implement the approved odour management plan, from the date of approval, unless otherwise 

agreed in writing by the Environment Agency.” 

Following the Environment Agency H4 guidance, this is a standard ‘odour boundary condition’ which 

ensures that operators will not be in breach of the condition provided they are using appropriate measures. In 

other words, should the CWTS be in compliance of the permit conditions, there should be no significant 

emission of odour emitted from the site.  

The IAQM guidance5 states that national planning guidance requires that pollution control regimes (in this 

case, odour), regulated under an environmental permit, should be assumed to operate effectively. However, 

the most recent Environment Agency inspection was undertaken on 24th March 2022 which concluded 

compliance with the permit conditions and stated that all storage of waste under the permit is undertaken 

inside a building or within sealed containers. Therefore, based on the conditions of the permit, it can be 

concluded that there are no significant odour emissions from the CWTS. 

4. Existing Baseline Conditions 

Following IAQM guidance5, complaints data had been sought to understand the existing baseline odour 

conditions in the context of the CWTS.  

In 2019, the CWTS was granted planning permission7 (C/05004/12/CW) to enable 24 hour operation of the 

site. The report produced7 stated that there had been odour complaints reported by “immediately local 

businesses”. However, the CWTS operator was also consulted to understand if there were any recent records 

of odour complaints. No odour complaints had been recorded in the last 2 years9 (the latest records 

available).  

This provides further evidence to support the conclusion that the CWTS is not a source of significant odour 

emissions. 

5. Summary and Conclusions 

The CWTS is not considered to be a source of significant odour emissions that would impact the amenity at 

the Proposed Development and therefore no odour assessment of the CWTS impact on the Proposed 

Development is considered necessary. This is based on the Environment Agency permit which conditions the 

operations to be, “free from odour at levels likely to cause pollution outside the site”, and a lack of odour 

complaints in the last 2 years. Therefore, in terms of odour, as the CWTS is not expected to impact the 

Proposed Development, the Proposed Development is unlikely to restrict or prejudice the operation of the 

current safeguarded CWTS site and therefore complies with Policy 16 of the Cambridgeshire and 

Peterborough Minerals and Waste Local Plan1 and the NPPF4.  

  

 

9 As of 31 August 2022, the date at which the operator responded with this statement. 
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Abbreviations/Glossary 

Abbreviation Description 

CWRC Cambridge Water Recycling Centre 

CWTS Cambridge Waste Transfer Site 

IAQM Institute of Air Quality Management 

MAA Mineral Allocation Area 

MDA Mineral Development Area 

MWPA Minerals and Waste Planning Authority 

NPPF National Planning Policy Framework 

TIA Transport Infrastructure Area 

WMA Waste Management Area 

WRA Water Recycling Area 
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Appendix A 
Attachments 
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A.1 CWTS Operator correspondence 

 

  



 

Brookgate Land Limited Cambridge North 
 

267983-ARP-REP--OdourStatement-1.0 | 1.0 | 20 April 2022 | Ove Arup & Partners 

Limited Odour Statement Page A-3 
 

A.2 Shared CWTS environmental permit documentation 
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