
  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Penderfyniad ar yr Apêl Appeal Decision 
Gwrandawiad a gynhaliwyd ar 14/12/16 

Ymweliad â safle a wnaed ar on 10/01/17 

Hearing held on 14/12/16 

Site visit made on 10/01/17 

gan Clive Sproule  BSc MSc MSc  
MRTPI MIEnvSci CEnv 

by Clive Sproule  BSc MSc MSc        
MRTPI MIEnvSci CEnv 

Arolygydd a benodir gan Weinidogion Cymru an Inspector appointed by the Welsh Ministers 

Dyddiad: 10.02.17 Date: 10.02.17 

 

Appeal Ref: APP/H6955/A/16/3154472 

Site address: Cae Mor Farm, Lane From B4579 Via Cae Mor Farm to C300, 
Llwynmawr, Llangollen LL20 7BE 

The Welsh Ministers have transferred the authority to decide this appeal to me as the 
appointed Inspector. 

· The appeal is made under section 78 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 against a 
refusal to grant planning permission. 

· The appeal is made by Mr E & J Morris against the decision of Wrexham County Borough 
Council. 

· The application Ref GLY P/2015/0810, dated 22/10/15, was refused by notice dated 07/03/16. 
· The development proposed is the erection of a free range egg production unit including silos 

and associated works. 
 

 

Decision 

1. The appeal is allowed and planning permission is granted for the erection of a free 
range egg production unit including silos and associated works at Cae Mor Farm, Lane 
From B4579 Via Cae Mor Farm to C300, Llwynmawr, Llangollen LL20 7BE in 
accordance with the terms of the application, Ref GLY P/2015/0810, dated 22/10/15, 
subject to the conditions in the attached schedule. 

Procedural Matter and Main Issue 

2. During the discussion on possible planning conditions, a request was made for a 
condition to be imposed to address the protection of private water supplies.  An 
opportunity was provided for it to be demonstrated why such a condition would be 
necessary given the scope of other regulatory controls.  Mr Rayner’s representation 
was received on 08/01/17.  The Council and appellant were provided with an 
opportunity to comment on the new information, which they did promptly on 
09/01/17.  As a result, on 10/01/17 the adjourned hearing was resumed and 
immediately closed prior to the start of the site visit. 

3. With reference to the Council’s reason for refusal and the representations in this case, 
the main issue is considered to be the effect of the development proposed on the 
character and appearance of the locality. 
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Reasons 

Character and appearance  

4. Policy EC3 of the Wrexham Unitary Development Plan 1996—2011 (‘UDP’) is 
permissive of new agricultural buildings unless the proposal would have a detrimental 
impact on the environment or surrounding landscape.  The policy notes that 
development should form part of an existing farm complex and take advantage of 
topography and other landscape features for screening, and that isolated buildings will 
only be permitted in exceptional circumstances, where there is an essential 
agricultural need, and no reasonable alternative location for the development.   

5. The appeal site lies within a Special Landscape Area that is the subject of UDP Policy 
EC5 which states that: priority will be given to the conservation and enhancement of 
the landscape; and, development other than for agriculture, small scale farm-based 
and other rural enterprises, and essential operational development by utility service 
providers, will be strictly controlled.  The appeal proposal would be development for 
agriculture. 

6. UDP Policy EC5 also requires development to conform to a high standard of design and 
landscaping, with special attention paid to minimising its visual impact both from 
nearby and distant viewpoints.       

7. The Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (‘LVIA’) accompanying the proposal 

confirms the appeal site to be within Landscape Character Area 4 (LCA4) Ceiriog 
Valley as identified by one of the Council’s Local Planning Guidance Notes adopted in 
March 2007 and based on Supplementary Planning Guidance entitled Wrexham 

LANDMAP.  It notes LCA4 to be a scenic, tranquil and steep sided valley enclosed by 
spurs of the Berwyn mountains, with hillside farms, wooded and farmed slopes, and 
small villages along the River Ceiriog.   

8. This is the character of the locality around the appeal site, which is in an elevated 
position on a hillside overlooking the farmhouse at Cae Mor and these views extend 
across this part of the Cerriog Valley.  This location ensures that the appeal site is 
visible from various locations in the valley, but to differing extents given the screening 
effect of existing vegetation that the proposal would reinforce.  The nearest views of 
the proposal would be from the B4579, Cae Mor Ucha and Cae Mor.  

9. The Council Officer’s report on the application notes the appeal site to form part of the 
17ha at Cae Mor farm, which is the appellant’s home and the land has been 
predominantly used for sheep farming.  The appellant also has an interest in a farm in 
Shropshire. 

10. The appeal proposal would develop an access track from a new entrance onto the 
B4579 that would lead to a vehicle turning area and a large building designed for 
16,000 free range hens. 

11. Constructing the appeal scheme would result in a disturbed area that extends well 
beyond the footprint of the building as ‘cut and fill’ operations establish the level 
platforms for the building and vehicle turning area.  During the construction period 
these works would cause the appeal site to become very apparent when viewed from 
various points across the valley.  However, if the proposed building were to be 
constructed in suitable colour(s) to blend with the greens around it and the disturbed 
and re-profiled soils were to be seeded/planted, the initial prominence of the 
development in the landscape would be significantly reduced. 
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12. The proposed re-profiling works would be significant due to the gradients on the 
hillside, but the positioning of the building on the appeal site would make use of the 
topography to reduce the extent of the cut and fill required.   

13. The proposed siting would make effective use of existing screening in views from a 
number of directions, including those across the valley from the north and west, from 
Nantffowc to the east and from views to the south.  Near views to the south west 
include those from the farmhouse at Cae Mor and the significance of this to historic 
environment considerations is dealt with below.   

14. Reseeding and landscaping would reduce and soften the views of the proposed 
development, but the building and its feed silos, along with the site entrance, access 
and turning circle, would to some extent remain visible in near, mid and distant views.   

15. Planting is proposed that would reinforce existing screening of views from the north.  
A separate area of proposed planting around the turning circle would eventually 
provide some screening of the proposed structures in views from Cae Mor Ucha, which 
is in an elevated position on the opposite side of the B4579.  The appeal site is only 
part of the panorama that can be taken from Cae Mor Ucha and the footpaths near to 
that dwelling.  When taking the near view of the appeal site and looking eastwards 
from Cae Mor Ucha, I found my eye drawn north and westwards to the longer views 
across the valley.  The appeal proposal would change some of the views from Cae Mor 
Ucha, but it would be mitigated and the proposed building would be agricultural in 
character.    

16. At 76.0m x 19.8m, the proposed building would have a larger footprint than other 
agricultural structures in the locality.  The Council Officer’s report on the proposal 
notes the floor area of nearby sheds to be 20% smaller at Plâs-onn, and the main 
building at Cae Mor Ucha to have a floor area two thirds smaller and a ridgeline 50% 
shorter than that proposed.    

17. The appeal scheme would add structures of considerable scale to an elevated and 
overlooked position on the hillside.  Even so, the proposed building would be a 
relatively low structure with a pitch roof ridgeline 6.03m high and venting structures 
projecting above it to 7.17m.  Its scale also needs to be considered within its context. 

18. Alternative locations for the development would be available around Cae Mor and they 
have been considered.  However within the context of the valley and the aspects that 
can be taken within it, the hearing site visit confirmed: the selected position would 
make the most effective use of the topography and existing screening around Cae 
Mor; and, the existing screening could be reinforced and added to.  Although 
development of the scale proposed would not enhance the natural landscape, the 
appeal scheme, subject to appropriate planning conditions, would protect and 
therefore conserve the Special Landscape Area. 

19. The proposed building would add a new feature to views taken of and from the 
hillside.  It would be distinctive through its scale, design and the cohesiveness of the 
contemporary built form.  However, the development would clearly be agricultural in 
character and evidence has confirmed the necessity of its scale to respond to changing 
agricultural markets. 

20. Activity associated with the proposed development would be agricultural in nature, 
and planning conditions could ensure that these farming practices would not harm the 
tranquillity of the Special Landscape Area. 
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 Historic environment 

21. The appeal scheme would have no direct effect on any listed building.  Given the size 
of the proposed structures and their elevated position in the landscape they would be 
expected to be present in some views of listed structures in the locality, of which, Cae 
Mor would be the closest.   

22. Hearing Document 1 notes: Cae Mor Farmhouse and adjoining farm building to have a 
Grade II listing; and, the farmhouse to be sub-medieval and earlier than the adjoining 
farm building which dates from 1715.  They were listed due to both ‘…retaining strong 
vernacular regional character…’.  Evidence in this case, for example that within the 

LVIA, shows views of the listed buildings at Cae Mor that also include the appeal site. 
The appeal site was part of the historic landholding associated with the listed buildings 
and the proposal would be in their setting1. 

23. The appeal proposal would introduce a large agricultural building into some views in 
which the historic asset is experienced.  However, there would be a significant level of 
separation between Cae Mor and the proposed structures, which would be emphasised 
by the extent of existing and proposed screening.  These factors would ensure that the 
immediate setting of the listed buildings at Cae Mor would remain open fields, an 
adjacent single track highway and vegetated boundary treatments. 

24. The proposed building would be a contemporary agricultural structure set in a 
predominantly agricultural landscape.  While the appeal proposal would have an 
impact on the setting of the listed buildings at Cae Mor, for the reasons above it would 
not be significant.  The immediate setting of Cae Mor (and other historic assets in the 
locality) would be preserved as it would remain predominantly vegetated and 
agricultural in character. 

Conclusion on character and appearance 

25. Matters set out above demonstrate that there are exceptional circumstances for not 
positioning the proposed development closer to Cae Mor farmhouse.  The proposed 
location would be within the farm holding, and the siting of the development would 
enable its successful incorporation into the landscape, while also ensuring that it 
would be easily accessible from both the highway and Cae Mor farmhouse.   

26. The particular circumstances of this site and farm, along with the proximity of existing 
development to that proposed, indicate that while the appeal scheme would not 
extend an existing farm yard, nor would it result in an isolated structure. 

27. As such and for the reasons set out above, the proposed development would have an 
acceptable impact on the character and appearance of the locality and, overall, 
complies with UDP Policy EC3 and would meet the requirements and objectives of UDP 
Policy EC5, along with the relevant parts of Planning Policy Wales - 9th edition (‘PPW’).   

Other matters 

 Odour 

28. This is a rural area where occasional odours associated with farming activity are likely 
to be experienced.  The proposed unit would be of a size and stocking density that, if 
not managed effectively, would have the potential to release significant levels of 

                                       
1 Matters in this sentence are noted by Cadw in comments dated 10/08/16 
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odour.  Application documentation includes an Odour Management Plan that provides 
procedures in regard to a range of operational matters that could affect the potential 
for odour to be produced and released.  If this appeal were to be allowed, the Odour 
Management Plan would be the subject of a condition that would ensure the level of 
odour released by the proposed development would be acceptable.   

Noise 

29. A number of activities associated with the proposed unit could result in noise being 
experienced by the occupiers of nearby premises.  Some of the features of the unit, 
such as extractor fans and alarm systems, may not be found on nearby farms.  
However, in relation to the potential for noise and disturbance, activities associated 
with the proposed development would be comparable to those on other farms in the 
area, such as, noise from delivery and collection vehicles, livestock, and personnel.  
Suggested planning conditions would ensure that, if this appeal were to be allowed, 
noise would be limited to an appropriate level and potentially disturbing activity would 
occur at suitable times.  

Water quality 

30. A development of the type and size proposed could have effects on the water 
environment.  At the application stage, concerns were raised regarding water 
abstraction points in the locality and the potential for groundworks and subsequent 
stocking levels and ranging areas to cause contamination of water supplies.   

31. Natural Resources Wales (‘NRW’) has considered the effect of the development and 
the associated ranging area for the poultry2.  NRW correspondence notes that 
responsibility for protecting private water supplies lies with the local authority, but 
that a site operating in compliance with the advice in the Code of Good Agricultural 

Practice would protect surface waters feeding into private water supplies.   

32. During the hearing the Council relayed the views of its Environmental Health Officer 
(‘EHO’) that: the EHO had raised no concerns about the likely effect of the 
development on private water supplies, and noted the onus to be on the owner of the 
private water supply; the Council was not obliged to test the water supply; and there 
would be more risk to a stream than a ground water supply.         

33. The appeal scheme would house 16,000 birds.  It was confirmed during the hearing 
that units of this type would be expected to collect 80% of the poultry manure within 
the building, which reduces considerably the potential loading of 
nutrients/contaminants on groundwater.  Outside the building, the birds would have 
an extensive ranging area. 

34. My attention has been drawn to information regarding the possible effect of nitrates 
on public health, and the regulation of water quality.  Mr Rayner’s evidence estimates 

that the proposal would cause at least a 300% increase in the nitrogen loading of the 
ground in comparison to sheep stocking3, and his evidence on this has not been 
challenged.  The potential receptors of drinking water contamination are downhill of 
the ranging area. 

                                       
2 NRW letters of 06/01/17 and 04/08/15 
3 Hearing Document 2 
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35. Spring lines referred to during the hearing are in the locality of the ranging area4.  A 
300% increase in nitrogen loading is clearly significant in numerical terms, but it does 
not follow that environmental harm would be likely to result from it.  It has not been 
adequately explained how the evidence in this case would support a conclusion that 
the geology of the area would result in a ‘…short shallow, residence time…’ that causes 
nitrates to be less attenuated where springs issue5.  However, it is apparent that 
surface water could be directly affected if it were not isolated from the ranging 
activity.  

36. The appellant confirmed that in recent years there have been many developments of 
the type proposed.  These are typically in rural areas where private water supplies can 
be expected to be present.  Despite this, there is no case law (or other evidence) that 
confirms a free range building and ranging area of the type proposed to have been 
caused an unacceptable adverse impact on a private water supply.   

37. It is suggested that the precautionary principle indicates that it is necessary to impose 
a planning condition regarding the possible effects of the development on 
groundwater.  The effects described by Mr Rayner may be considered dangerous if the 
contamination of the spring water occurred and it were to be used in a private water 
supply without first undergoing treatment.  However, the appeal proposal is 
something where the nature of the risks is understood and regulators have 
commented on it.  Neither the EHO nor NRW have suggested that the evaluations 
carried out fail to allow the risk to be determined with sufficient certainty.   

38. If this appeal were to be allowed, a planning condition would be necessary to ensure 
that direct contamination of watercourses is prevented within the ranging area.  
However, it has not been shown that it would be necessary for the condition to 
address other matters, such as monitoring for nitrates within a private water supply. 

Protected species 

39. NRW notes that the proposed development is unlikely to have any effect on protected 
ecological sites or species.  Nevertheless, section 4.3 of the Ecological Appraisal by 
QUANTS Environmental Ltd, dated June 2015, includes recommendations regarding 
lighting that should minimise any disturbance of bats.  A suggested condition would 
address this, and other conditions would address matters relevant to the 
recommended biodiversity enhancements within section 4.1 of the Ecological 

Appraisal. 

Public rights of way 

40. The hearing site visit provided an opportunity to see the relationship between the 
appeal site and the footpath that runs south eastwards from Cae Mor6.  There would 
be a considerable separation distance between the activity immediately around the 
proposed building and the footpath.  While the footpath was noted to cross parts of 
the proposed ranging area, there is no evidence that activities associated with the 
proposed development would be likely to impede or restrict the use of the footpath.   

 

                                       
4 There is no evidence that demonstrates a culvert runs under the appeal site 
5 Evidence includes, amongst other things, details of soakaway design, and final comments from 

the appellant’s environmental geology consultant   
6 Noted in the Council Officer’s report on the application to be footpath PROW 25, 
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Highway safety 

41. Heavy Goods Vehicle (‘HGV’) traffic serving the proposed development would include a 
rigid bodied HGV twice a week for egg collection, a feed delivery every 9 days and 
vehicle movements to remove manure.  The Highway Authority has no objection to 
the proposal and has noted the requirements of the new access, which would be onto 
a highway with a low 85th percentile vehicle speed due to the geometry of the road7.   

42. Application drawings and the hearing site visit confirmed that suitable visibility splays 
would be achievable from the proposed new vehicular access point onto the B4579.  
The most likely route for HGV movements would be along the B4579 through Selattyn.  
While it is not a road built to current design standards, it carries existing farm traffic 
to and from the locality.  These factors indicate that the nature and frequency of the 
vehicle movements associated with the proposed development, and the proposed site 
access, would be suitable for this site and provide an appropriate and safe highway 
environment. 

Economic viability 

43. Any business has the potential to be challenged by market conditions and in this case 
other factors, such as illness within the flock, could also threaten its viability.  
However, the economic model for a development of the type proposed is well 
understood.  The site is within 10 miles of the packing station that the eggs would be 
intended to be delivered to, and the packer has commented on the suitability of the 
scheme within the unit sizes available.   

44. A condition has been suggested that would limit the use of the building to free range 
egg production.  Consequently, any alternative operation would have to be the subject 
of a new planning decision that would enable the possible effects of the proposal to be 
addressed.  If this appeal were to be allowed the resulting planning permission would 
be permanent.  Given its agricultural use and rural location, the likelihood of the 
appeal site being left unused or derelict is remote and therefore, a condition to 
address site restoration would be unnecessary. 

45. Paragraph 3.1.2 of Technical Advice Note 6 – Planning for Sustainable Rural 

Communities (‘TAN 6’) states that support should be given to the diversification of the 
rural economy as a way to provide local employment opportunities, increase local 
economic prosperity and minimise the need for travel.  The appeal scheme would 
support these objectives, which attracts significant weight in favour of the proposal.  

46. There is no physical or operational link between the proposed building and Cae Mor 
farmhouse that would prevent one being sold independently of the other, and they 
would have separate accesses.  However, the background to the application was set 
out during the hearing.  It is clear that: Mr Morris lives at Cae Mor; the appeal scheme 
would be his business; it has been subject to extensive preparation and planning; and, 
potential benefits of the scheme would be lost by its siting elsewhere. 

 

 

 

                                       
7 Memorandum, dated 13/01/16, from the Council’s Service Manager Environment included with 

the appellant’s final comments   



Appeal Decision APP/H6955/A/16/3154472 

 

  

    8 

 

Conclusion on Other Matters 

47. These Other Matters are addressed by UDP Policy GDP1 – General Development 

Principles, and for the reasons above, the appeal proposal complies with the relevant 
parts of UDP Policy GDP1, PPW and TAN6. 

Conclusion 

48. Each application and appeal falls to be considered on its own merits.  The appeal 
proposal would be a contemporary structure that evidence confirms to result from, 
and responds to, changing agricultural markets and the economies of scale required to 
meet them.  It would be a distinctive new feature in the landscape, but planning 
conditions could ensure that its presence would be substantially mitigated. 

49. Positioning the proposed development closer to the listed Cae Mor farmhouse and 
adjoining building would significantly diminish the setting of these historic assets.  A 
balanced approach has been achieved in the selection to the proposed site.  It would 
make use of the topography and screening in many views of Cae Mor and the appeal 
site to provide a significant degree of separation, while still being associated with Cae 
Mor.  The proposed building would be in sufficient proximity to Cae Mor to provide 
pedestrian (and off-road vehicle) access from the farmhouse for the day to day 
management of the poultry, while also enabling a suitable highway access to be 
provided for large vehicles.   

50. The appeal proposal complies with UDP Policies EC3, EC5, and GDP 1 and the relevant 
parts of PPW and TAN6.  All matters that have been raised in representations have 
been taken into account, but none have been found to outweigh the identified policy 
compliance.  It is evident that with appropriate planning conditions the appeal scheme 
would be a suitable form of development for the location proposed.  

51. I have considered the duty to improve the economic, social, environmental and 
cultural well-being of Wales, in accordance with the sustainable development principle, 
under section 3 of the Well-Being of Future Generations (Wales) Act 2015 (“the WBFG 

Act”).  In reaching this decision, I have taken into account the ways of working set out 
at section 5 of the WBFG Act and I consider that this decision is in accordance with the 
sustainable development principle through its contribution towards one or more of the 
Welsh Ministers well-being objectives set out as required by section 8 of the WBFG 
Act. 

Conditions 

52. Possible conditions contained within the Council’s statement have been considered 

within the context of the evidence in this case and discussions during the hearing.   

53. For the avoidance of doubt and to ensure an appropriate form of development, a 
condition shall be imposed regarding the approved drawings. 

54. In the interests of protecting the character and appearance of the locality conditions 
shall be imposed to address external facing and roofing materials, earthworks and 
associated activities, and external lighting.  For this reason, conditions shall also be 
imposed to address landscaping with requirements that reflect the importance of 
landscaping and the resulting screening to the acceptability of the development. 

55. To protect the living conditions of nearby residents, conditions shall be imposed to 
address noise, odour, the poultry use of the building, and the hours for works to 
implement the permission and for haulage to and from the site.  The condition 
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regarding hours for implementation works and deliveries does not seek to restrict the 
day to day management of the poultry within the unit nor the farmer’s activities on 

the holding to address their welfare. 

56. To protect the natural environment and living conditions in the locality, conditions 
shall be imposed to address biodiversity, site drainage and water disposal, and surface 
water protection. 

57. In the interests of highway safety, conditions shall be imposed to address the creation 
of the site access and its visibility splays, and the provision of a Construction and 
Operational Traffic Management Plan. 

58. For the reasons above and subject to these planning conditions, the appeal should be 
allowed. 

 

Clive Sproule 

INSPECTOR 
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SCHEDULE OF CONDITIONS 

      

1) The development hereby permitted shall begin not later than five years from the 
date of this decision. 

2) The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with the 
following approved plans: 

 
Drawing number:  RJC-MZ-1845-01A – Location Plan 
Drawing number:  RJC-MZ-1845-01B – Landscaping Plan  
Drawing number:  RJC-MZ-1845-01C – Drainage Plan  
Drawing number:  RJC-MZ-1845-02 – Proposed Block Plan 
Drawing number:  RJC-MZ-1845-03 – Proposed Elevations 
Drawing number:  RJC-MZ-1845-04 – Sections Plan 
Drawing number:  RJC-MZ-1845-05 – Proposed Highway Specification Plan 
Drawing number:  RJC-MZ-1845-06 – Land in Ownership 

3) The building hereby permitted shall only be used as a free range egg laying unit, 
as described in the application documentation. 

4) No part of the development shall commence until an ecological habitat 
management plan has been submitted to and approved in writing by the local 
planning authority. The plan shall include actions to achieve biodiversity 
enhancements in relation to the adjoining Wildlife Site in accordance with the 
threats identified in section 4.1 of the submitted Ecological Appraisal by QUANTS 
Environmental Ltd, dated June 2015.  The approved scheme shall be 
implemented in accordance with a timescale to be approved as part of the plan 
and shall be maintained in accordance with the plan thereafter.    

5) No part of the development shall commence until samples of all external facing 
and roofing materials including the colour(s) have been submitted to and 
approved in writing by the local planning authority.  Development shall be 
carried out in accordance with the approved details. 

6) No part of the development shall commence until a detailed site layout plan of 
the access point onto the B4579, including existing and proposed levels, has 
been submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority.  The 
plan shall show the full extent of visibility splays measuring 2.4 x 56m in either 
direction from the access point.  Within the splays shown on the plan, there shall 
be no obstruction in excess of 1m above the level of the nearside edge of the 
highway, and the splays shall thereafter be permanently retained clear of any 
such obstruction to visibility.  In addition the access shall be surfaced with hard 
bound materials for a minimum distance of 5m from the adjoining highway.  The 
access shall be constructed in accordance with the approved details and shall be 
fully completed prior to the development hereby permitted being brought into 
use. 

7) No part of the development shall commence until a Construction and Operational 
Traffic Management Plan including provisions for contractor parking has been 
submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority.  The 
Construction and Operational Traffic Management Plan shall be implemented as 
approved and retained for the duration of the use hereby permitted. 

8) No part of the development shall commence until a scheme for the 
comprehensive and integrated drainage and water disposal of the site indicating 
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provision for foul water (including wash down), surface water and land drainage 
has been submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority.  
The building hereby permitted shall not be occupied and stocked until the 
drainage scheme has been completed and the drainage and water disposal of 
the site shall thereafter be managed and retained in accordance with the 
approved scheme. 

9) No part of the development shall commence until a scheme for all earthworks, 
excavation, land regrading, retaining structures and ancillary walls, fences or 
bunding has been submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning 
authority.  Details in the scheme shall include existing and proposed levels and 
contours, cut and fill lines, existing vegetation and site features of the 
development.  Details of soil stripping, storage and replacement shall be 
included where appropriate.  Development shall be carried out in accordance 
with the approved scheme. 

10) No development shall take place until there has been submitted to and approved 
in writing by the local planning authority a scheme of landscaping and a 
management plan for the landscaping and associated/resulting screening, which 
shall include indications of all existing trees, shrubs and hedgerows on the land, 
and details of any to be retained, together with measures for their protection in 
the course of development.  Planting within the scheme of landscaping shall 
include proposals for the road frontage and the access road. 

11) The approved scheme of landscaping shall be carried out within 12 months of 
the commencement of the development hereby permitted; and any trees or 
plants which within a period of 5 years from the date of planting die, are 
removed or become seriously damaged or diseased shall be replaced in the next 
planting season with others of similar size and species, unless the local planning 
authority gives written approval to any variation. 

12) Subject to the exceptions detailed separately in this condition, all works in 
relation to the implementation of this permission, and deliveries to or from the 
site, shall be undertaken only between the hours of 07:30 and 18:00 Monday to 
Friday, and 08:00 to 14:00 on a Saturday and at no time on a Sunday, Bank or 
Public Holiday.  Vehicles associated with the delivery or collection of the birds 
shall be allowed on the site from 06:30 hours with loading and unloading taking 
place from 07:00 hours.  The removal of manure from the site shall not take 
place on Saturdays, Sundays, and Bank or Public Holidays.  

13) The rating level of any noise generated by plant associated with the 
development shall not exceed the pre-existing background levels by more than 
5dB(A) at any time.  The noise levels shall be determined at nearby noise 
sensitive properties, and measurements and assessment shall be made in 
accordance with BS4142:2014 - Methods for Rating and Assessing Industrial & 
Commercial Sound, or any successor document. 

14) The odour minimisation measures as contained in the Odour Management Plan 
of Roger Parry and Partners LLP, dated October 2015, shall be implemented and 
retained thereafter. 

15) A scheme for the protection of surface water in accordance with the DEFRA 
publication entitled Protecting our Water, Soil and Air – A Code of Good 

Agricultural Practice for farmers, growers and land managers, or any successor 
document, shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning 
authority before the building and structures hereby permitted are brought into 
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use.  The scheme shall be implemented as approved and surface water 
protection measures shall thereafter be managed and retained in accordance 
with the approved scheme. 

16) A scheme for external lighting shall be submitted to and approved in writing by 
the local planning authority before the building and structures hereby permitted 
are brought into use.  External lighting at the site shall thereafter only be 
installed in accordance with the approved scheme and retained as such. 
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APPEARANCES 
 
 
FOR THE APPELLANT: 

Richard Corbett 
BSc(Hons) MRICS FAAV 
 
Francesca Iribar 
 
 
Julian Morris 

Roger Parry & Partners LLP 
 
 
Viento Environmental Limited 
 
 
The appellant 

  
  
  
  
FOR THE LOCAL PLANNING AUTHORITY: 

Philip Forster 
 

Wrexham County Borough Council 

 
 
INTERESTED PERSONS: 

Edward Rayner 
 
Sue Mintz 
 
Joan Jackson 
 
N J Reeves 
 
GG & JE Jones 
 
Graham Barrow 
 
 

 

 
DOCUMENTS 
 

1. Historic Wales Report – Cadw Listed Buildings for Cae Mor Farmhouse and adjoining 
farm building 
 

2. A letter from Mr & Mrs Rayner regarding the necessity for a planning condition to 
address the possible effect of the development on private water supply, enclosing a 
letter from NRW, dated 06/01/17.  
 

3. An e-mail, of 13:43hrs 09/01/17, offering no further comments from the Council 

 
4. An e-mail, of 16:45hrs 09/01/17, offering no further comments from the appellant 

other than reliance on the NRW comments enclosed with Hearing Document 2 


