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Summary 

This odour report is submitted in relation to an outline planning application for a proposed residential development of 48 

dwellings on land at Halfpenny Lane, Longridge. Belmont Farm, which houses pigs, is in close proximity to the proposed 

development site.  The farm has planning approval to extend its operations. 

The suitability of the development site for residential use in terms of the impact of odour from the farm on the proposed 

development is considered within this report.  

A conservative assessment has been undertaken in that worst-case emission rates, in respect of emission rates per 

animal, have been utilised within the model.   

Within two of the scenarios modelled, indoor pigs only and indoor pigs in addition to 400 outdoor pigs, a proportion of 

the development site is suitable for residential use. However, in the scenario of 750 outdoor pigs in addition to the 

proposed 4200 indoor pigs, the development site only has a small area suitable for residential use.  
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1 Introduction 

1.1 This odour report is submitted in relation to an outline planning application for a residential development at 

Halfpenny Lane, Longridge. The site lies within the administrative boundary of Preston City Council (PCC). It is 

an updated report following review of the original assessment by ADAS with some updated inputs. 

1.2 This report provides a review of the impact of odour emissions from Belmont Farm, once the extant planning 

permission is implemented and with and without the introduction of pigs in outdoor areas, on the proposed 

development.  

1.3 There are a number of existing residential dwellings in close proximity to the farm. The Whittingham Parish 

Council have responded to Belmont Farm’s planning applications (06/2018/0694; 06/2018/0337; 06/2018/0336) 

and within all of these responses they have highlighted that locals have complained about the smell of the farm. 

2 Site Description 

2.1 The site is located on Halfpenny Lane, Longridge, approximately 500 m to the north west of Longridge town 

centre and is currently unused land.   

2.2 Belmont Farm, an established pig farm, is located to the north of the site. Newly built dwellings are located to 

the east of the site, these dwellings were granted planning permission in 2016 (application number 

06/2016/0408). Agricultural land is located to the west of the site. A residential dwelling and open field lie to the 

south of the main site, beyond which is Halfpenny Lane. Directly to the north of Belmont Farm lies a care home.  

2.3 The site location and its relation to Belmont Farm is shown in Appendix A. 

3 Proposed Development 

3.1 The proposed development consists of 48 residential properties with associated car parking. The site access 

road joins Halfpenny Lane. 

4 Planning Policy 

4.1 National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 

4.1.1 The NPPF advises that the planning system has three overarching objectives, which are interdependent and 

need to be pursued in mutually supportive ways (so that opportunities can be taken to secure net gains across 

each of the different objectives). One of these is an environmental objective which is described as follows;  

“to contribute to protecting and enhancing our natural, built and historic environment; including making effective 

use of land, helping to improve biodiversity, using natural resources prudently, minimising waste and pollution, 

and mitigating and adapting to climate change, including moving to a low carbon economy.”  

4.1.2 At paragraph 170 we are advised that  

“Planning policies and decisions should contribute to and enhance the natural and local environment by:  
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e) preventing new and existing development from contributing to, being put at unacceptable risk from, or being 

adversely affected by, unacceptable levels of soil, air, water or noise pollution or land instability. Development 

should, wherever possible, help to improve local environmental conditions such as air and water quality, taking 

into account relevant information such as river basin management plans. 

5 Odour Emissions and Guidelines 

5.1 Introduction 

5.1.1 Odour emission rates are expressed as European Odour Units per second (ouE/s), odour concentration as 

European Odour Units per metre cubed of air (ouE/m3) and odour concentration as European Odour Units per 

square metre of air (ouE/m2). Perception of odour at different concentrations can be described as follows:  

• 1.0 ouE/m3 – This is defined as the detection limit in laboratory conditions.  

• 2.0 - 3.0 ouE/m3 – A particular odour may become detectable against normal background odour.  

• 3.0 - 5.0 ouE/m3 – Odour is detectable and identifiable, but most observers would only describe it as 

faint.  

• 5.0 - 10.0 ouE/m3 – Odour levels in this range may become annoying, if persistent and/or unpleasant.  

• 10+ ouE/m3 – Most observers would describe the odour intensity as moderate or strong.  

 

5.2 H4 Odour Management  

5.2.1 In March 2011, the Environment Agency (EA) published guidelines on odour assessments. Intensive livestock 

rearing is classified as moderately offensive within H4. H4 states that: 

“The benchmarks are based on the 98th percentile of hourly average concentrations of odour modelled over a 

year at the site/installation boundary. The benchmarks are: 

• 1.5 odour units for most offensive odours; 

• 3 odour units for moderately offensive odours; and 

• 6 odour units for less offensive odours. 

Any modelled results that project exposures above these benchmark levels, after taking uncertainty into 

account, indicates the likelihood of unacceptable odour pollution. You should also take evidence from other 

assessment methods and site specific influences into account when drawing final conclusions.” 

5.3 IAQM Odour Guidance  

5.3.1 In July 2018, IAQM also published guidelines on odour assessments1, this document concurs with H4 guidance 

that intensive livestock rearing is classified as moderately offensive. It also provides a methodology to assess 

odour impacts. 

 

1 IAQM (July 2018) Guidance on the assessment of odour for planning 
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5.4 EU Council Directive 2008/120/EC  

5.4.1 The EU Council Directive 2008/120/EC2 lays down minimum standards for the protection of pigs, including 

space requirements.  It states that:  

“The total unobstructed floor area available to each gilt after service and to each sow when gilts and/or sows 

are kept in groups must be at least 1,64 m2 and 2,25 m2 respectively. When these animals are kept in groups 

of fewer than six individuals the unobstructed floor area must be increased by 10 %. When these animals are 

kept in groups of 40 or more individuals the unobstructed floor area may be decreased by 10 %.” 

5.4.2 The EU Council Directive 2008/120/EC also states the unobstructed floor area required per weaner or rearing 

pig kept in a group, shown in Table 1. 

Table 1 Unobstructed floor area available to each weaner or rearing pig kept in a group* 

Live weight (kg) m2 

Not more than 10 0.15 

More than 10 but not more than 20 0.20 

More than 20 but not more than 30 0.30 

More than 30 but not more than 50 0.4 

More than 50 but not more than 85 0.55 

More than 85 but not more than 110 0.65 

More than 110 1.00 

* excluding gilts after service and sows 

6 Methodology 

6.1 Data Sources 

6.1.1 The air quality assessment of the proposed development was undertaken with reference to information from a 

number of sources, as detailed in Table 2.  

 

2 Council, E.U. (2009) Council Directive 2008/120/EC of 18 December 2008 laying down minimum standards for the protection of pigs (Codified 
version). Official Journal of the European Communities L, 47, pp.5-13. 
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Table 2: Key Information Sources 

Data Source Reference 

Environment Agency (EA) EA (2011) H4 Odour Management.  

Institute of Air Quality 

Management (IAQM) 

IAQM (July 2018) Guidance on the assessment of odour for planning 

Joint Research Centre (JRC) 

and European Commission (EC) 

EC (2017) JRC Science for Policy Report. Best Available Techniques (BAT) 

Reference Document for the Intensive Rearing of Poultry or Pigs 

 

6.2 Consultation 

6.2.1 Consultation in respect of the scope of this assessment and the methodology to be used was undertaken with 

Louise Purdy of PCC. Louise confirmed that the proposed methodology was suitable3. It was agreed that the 

assessment of odour across the site would be undertaken for the proposed development. The types of 

assessments to be undertaken and approach to modelling odour sources were also agreed and are detailed in 

the following sections. The Manchester Airport meteorological station was agreed PCC4 as the most 

representative meteorological station for this area. 

6.2.2 The number of pigs on Belmont Farm was confirmed by Belmont Farm, via PCC5. Each pig building will house 

the same number and type of pigs as detailed in Table 3. During a meeting6, Belmont Farm stated that 400 

outdoor pigs was a realistic number of the pigs they would house outside but the maximum number that could 

occupy the outdoor space is 720 outdoor pigs. However, in the latest correspondence Belmont Farm stated 750 

pigs would be kept outdoors5. Belmont Farm confirmed all of the outdoor pigs will be finishers5.    

 

3 Email Miller Goodall Ltd. to Louise Purdy (PCC) 30th April 2019. Phone call between Miller Goodall Ltd. to Louise Purdy (PCC) on 2nd May 2019. 

4 Phone call between Miller Goodall Ltd and Chris Hodson of PCC on the 22nd May 2019, followed up with an email from Miller Goodall Ltd to PCC 
on the 22nd May 2019. 

5 Email Miller Goodall Ltd. to Louise Purdy (PCC) 5th September 2019. Email Keith Davies (Belmont Farm) to Franc Genley (PCC) on 16th September 
2019. 

6 The meeting took place on 12th August 2019. Attendees consists of PCC, Belmont Farm, Miller Goodall Ltd. and Paul Walton Associates Limited. 
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Table 3: Number of each pig type per building 

Pig Type Number of pigs per building 

Sows 50 

Farrowers 50 

Weaners 550 

Finishers 400 

Total 1050 

 

6.3 Dispersion Modelling Methodology 

Air Dispersion Model   

6.3.1 The Atmospheric Dispersion Modelling System for Roads (ADMS-Roads) v4.1.1.0 was used to assess the 

impact of odour emissions from Belmont Farm, on the proposed development and to assess the suitability of 

the site for residential use.  

6.3.2 The ADMS-Roads model is a comprehensive tool for investigating air pollution and odour. IAQM guidance1 

states that “odour assessments are almost exclusively undertaken in the UK using the AERMOD or ADMS 

models”. The model uses algorithms for the height-dependence of wind speed, turbulence and stability to 

produce improved predictions. It can predict long-term and short-term concentrations, as well as calculations 

of percentile concentrations. 

6.3.3 The ADMS-Roads model has been comprehensively validated in a large number of studies by the software 

manufacturer CERC (Cambridge Environmental Research Consultants). This includes comparisons with data 

from the UK's Automatic Urban Network (AUN) and specific validation exercises using standard field, laboratory 

and numerical data sets. CERC is also involved in European programmes on model harmonisation, and their 

models have been compared favourably against other EU and US EPA systems. Further information in relation 

to this is available from the CERC web site at www.cerc.co.uk. 

Assessment Scenarios 

6.3.4 The assessment considers three assessment scenarios, all of the scenarios will have the same number and 

type of pigs within the pig buildings. The first scenario predicts odour emissions from the indoor pigs on Belmont 

Farm, the second scenario has indoor pigs and 400 outdoor pigs and the third scenario has indoor pigs and 

750 outdoor pigs.  

Modelling Parameters 

6.3.5 The parameters and inputs within the model are outlined in Table 4. 
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Table 4: Modelling Parameters 

Parameter Input 

Height of emissions released (m) Volume sources: 4.336 

Area sources: 0 

L1 (m) height of volume source 8.67 

Velocity (m/s) of area sources 0.1 

 

6.3.6 Terrain data was not included in the model as the farm and its surroundings are relatively flat. 

6.3.7 Calms were dealt with by the ADMS software whereby, if wind speed at 10 m is less than 0.75 m/s, the model 

will reset the value to 0.75 m/s. 

6.3.8 Cambridge Environmental Research Consultants (Cerc), the company who produce the ADMS modelling 

software used within this assessment, have examined the model and the modelling parameters and have 

confirmed they are acceptable7.  

Odour Data 

6.3.9 There are four pig buildings on the farm. Each building will have underground slurry storage with slotted floors. 

Appendix B shows the layout of the approved farm buildings. As the livestock buildings will be naturally 

ventilated, the buildings have been input as odour volume sources in the model. All of the buildings are 15 m 

by 30 m and 8.67 m tall. Therefore, the volume of each building is 3901.5 m3. 

6.3.10 The outdoor pigs will be housed in two areas, the south and west section of the farm. The outdoor pig areas 

are highlighted in Appendix A. All of the outdoor pigs will be located in one of the two areas and then will rotate 

to the second area. Therefore, the odour has been assessed with all of the pigs in the west section and all in 

the south section for 365 days allowing the worse case for each scenario to be calculated.  

6.3.11 The outdoor pig areas have been modelled as odour area sources in the model. The outdoor pig areas will be 

15 m from the boundary6. The area of the south section is 1666.23 m2 and the area of the west 5303.32 m2.  

6.3.12 Odour emission rates provided by Joint Research Centre (JRC) and European Commission (EC)8 were used 

within the assessment. The worst predicted odour emission rates per animal (ouE s-1 animal-1) have been used 

to determine the level of odour which will arise from each building, again providing a worse case assessment. 

For instance, the odour emission rate of farrowers ranges from 10 to 1008. Due to complaints to the farm 

regarding odour, the highest emission rate was applied to provide a worse case assessment. The odour 

calculations and overall emissions for each pig building are shown in Table 5.  

 

7 Cerc emailed Miller Goodall Ltd on the 16th January 2020.  

8 EC (2017) JRC Science for Policy Report. Best Available Techniques (BAT) Reference Document for the Intensive Rearing of Poultry or Pigs 
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Table 5: Odour calculations for each pig building 

Pig type 

Odour emission 

rate per animal  

(ou e s-1)  

Odour emission rate per 

building for each pig type  

(ou e s-1) 

Volume of odour emissions per 

building for each pig type  

(ou e s-1 /m3) 

Sows  16 800 0.205 

Farrowers 100 5000 1.282 

Weaners 7 3850 0.987 

Finishers 29 11600 2.973 

Total odour per building 5.447 

 

6.3.13 Table 6 shows the odour calculations for housing 400 and 750 outdoor pigs on site. 

Table 6: Odour calculations for the outdoor pigs* 

Number of 

pigs outside 

Odour emission 

rate per animal 

(ou e s-1)  

Odour emission rate for each 

outdoor pig section (ou e s-1) 

Area of odour emissions for each 

outdoor pig section (ou e s-1 /m2) 

Southern section  Western section Southern section  Western section 

400 29 11600 11600 6.96 2.19 

750 29 21750 21750 13.05 4.10 

*All outdoor pigs are finisher pigs. 

Meteorological Data  

6.3.14 Manchester Airport meteorological station was deemed the most representative recording station for the 

development site. 

6.3.15 The H4 guidance recommends that “to represent conditions for an “average year” hourly meteorological data 

for a period of at least three, preferably five years should be used” in order to assess inter-year variations.  

6.3.16 Meteorological data for 2014 to 2018 from the Manchester Airport recording station was used in the ADMS-

Roads model. Therefore, five years of weather data was used to calculate the 98th percentile of the hourly mean 

odour concentrations i.e. the odour concentration which is exceeded for only 2% of all hours (an average of 14 

hours per month) for each calendar year.  

6.3.17 The meteorological inputs are shown in Table 7. 
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Table 7: Meteorological inputs 

Parameter Input  for the proposed development site Input  for the meteorological site 

Surface roughness 0.3 0.2 

Monin Obukhov length 10 30 

 

6.3.18 The wind rose from the Manchester Airport 2018 meteorological file is shown in Figure 1.  

 

Figure 1 Manchester Airport 2018 wind rose 

Sensitive Receptors  

6.3.19 No discrete receptors were used within the assessment.  Instead, odour concentration contour maps have been 

produced for each scenario which show predicted 98th percentile odour concentrations across the development 

site.     

6.3.20 A 725 m by 515 m regular Cartesian grid has been used to produce the contour maps presented in the results 

of this study. The spacing of the grid points is 9.33 m. The grid points are defined at a height of 1.5 m above 

ground level within ADMS. 

Assessment Significance Criteria 
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6.3.21 Odour from livestock is described as a moderately offensive odour source1. 

6.3.22 Guidance is provided by IAQM on criteria for determining the impact of odour on receptors1. Table 8 details the 

impact descriptors to be used for individual receptors in relation to odour exposure level in accordance with 

IAQM guidance. The overall significance of impacts is determined using professional judgement. 

Table 8 Proposed odour effects descriptors for impacts predicted by modelling - "Moderately 

Offensive" odours 

Odour Exposure Level C98,ouE/m3 

Receptor Sensitivity 

Low Medium High 

≥10 Moderate  Substantial Substantial 

5-<10 Slight Moderate Moderate 

3-<5 Negligible Slight Moderate 

1.5-<3 Negligible Negligible Slight 

0.5-<1.5 Negligible Negligible Negligible 

<0.5 Negligible Negligible Negligible 

 

6.3.23 In this case the proposed residential receptors are considered to be of high sensitivity.  

7 Odour Assessment 

7.1 Impact Assessment 

IAQM guidance1 states that if the impact from odour is expected to be slight or negligible then the effect can be 

deemed insignificant. Therefore, odour from Belmont Farm which is modelled above 3 ou e/m3/s at high 

sensitivity receptors is deemed significant.  

2018 Meteorological Year  

7.1.1 The 2018 meteorological year provides the highest results out of all the five meteorological years modelled and 

thus these results are discussed below. 

7.1.2 Appendix C shows the 98th percentile odour concentrations, during the meteorological year 2018, across the 

proposed development when no outdoor pigs are housed within Belmont Farm and each pig building houses 

1050 pigs, as detailed in Table 3.  

7.1.3 Appendix D shows the 98th percentile odour concentrations, during the meteorological year 2018, across the 

proposed development when Belmont Farm houses indoor pigs and 400 outdoor pigs, where both results from 

the southern and western sections of the farm are combined to show the maximum results across the grid 

square.  
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7.1.4 Appendix E shows the 98th percentile odour concentrations, during the meteorological year 2018, across the 

proposed development when Belmont Farm houses indoor pigs and 750 outdoor pigs, where both results from 

the southern and western sections of the farm are combined to show the maximum results across the grid 

square.  

Average over 2014-2018 Meteorological Years 

7.1.5 The average 98th percentile odour concentrations over the 5 years, 2014-2018, were also assessed. Appendix 

F shows the average 98th percentile odour concentrations across the proposed development when no outdoor 

pigs are housed within Belmont Farm and each pig building houses 1050 pigs. 

7.1.6 Appendix G shows the average 98th percentile odour concentrations across the proposed development when 

Belmont Farm houses indoor pigs and 400 outdoor pigs, where both results from the southern and western 

sections of the farm are combined to show the maximum results across the grid square, from the meteorological 

years 2014-2018.  

7.1.7 Appendix H shows the average 98th percentile odour concentrations across the proposed development when 

Belmont Farm houses indoor pigs and 750 outdoor pigs, where both results from the southern and western 

sections of the farm are combined to show the maximum results across the grid square, from the meteorological 

years 2014-2018.  

Impact of Belmont Farm on the site and existing residents 

7.1.8 In the scenario for 4200 indoor pigs on Belmont Farm and no outdoor pigs, the impact of odour is expected to 

be slight for approximately 4,360 m2 of the southern section of the development for the meteorological year 

2018.  Therefore, this area of land is deemed suitable for residential use.  The average odour concentrations 

predicted over the five year period for this scenario increases the amount of land suitable for residential use to 

approximately 6,730 m2 

7.1.9 It should be noted that the proposed development site is the least affected by the odour from Belmont Farm 

compared to the existing neighbouring residential dwellings in the area. Existing residents to the north and east 

of the farm are expected to experience substantial odour concentrations, which is deemed significant1.  

7.1.10 The outdoor pigs increase the odour concentrations associated with the farm. Belmont Farm keeping 400 

outside pigs in addition to the 4200 indoor pigs will cause the northern section of the proposed development to 

be unsuitable for residential use. Approximately 2,330m2 of the southern section of the development is deemed 

suitable for residential use, based on the meteorological year 2018. The average odour concentrations 

predicted over the five year period for this scenario increases the amount of land suitable for residential use to 

approximately 4,560 m2.   

7.1.11 The odour emissions per m2 are considerably higher within the scenario of 750 outdoor pigs.  The contours for 

750 outdoor pigs in addition to the 4200 indoor pigs are not provided. Based on the contours from the 750 

outdoor pigs with 4200 indoor pigs, the development has a small area suitable for residential use.  

8 Summary of Impacts and Conclusion 

8.1 Belmont Farm, an established pig farm with planning approval to extend, is in close proximity to the proposed 

development site. The suitability of the site for residential use in terms of odour is considered within this report.  
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8.2 A conservative assessment has been undertaken in that worst-case emission rates, in respect of emission rates 

per animal, have been utilised within the model.   

8.3 Within the two scenarios, indoor pigs only and indoor pigs in addition to 400 outdoor pigs, a proportion of the 

development site is suitable for residential use. However, in the scenario of 750 outdoor pigs in addition to the 

proposed 4200 indoor pigs, the development site only has a small area suitable for residential use  
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APPENDICES 
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Appendix B: Belmont Farm approved buildings 
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Glossary of Terms 

 

AADT Annual Average Daily Traffic flow 

Air Quality Standard Pollutant standards relate to ambient pollutant concentrations in air, set on the basis of medical 

and scientific evidence of how each pollutant affects human health and the environment 

Air Quality Objective Pollutant Objectives incorporate future dates by which a standard is to be achieved, taking into 

account economic considerations, practicability and technical feasibility 

Annual Mean A mean pollutant concentration value in air which is calculated on a yearly basis, yielding one annual 

mean per calendar year. In the UK air quality regulations, the annual mean for a particular substance at a particular 

location for a particular calendar year is: 

(a) in the case of lead, the mean of the daily levels for that year; 

(b) in the case of nitrogen dioxide, the mean of the hourly means for that year; 

(c) in the case of PM10, the mean of the 24-hour means for that year. 

Annoyance (Dust) Loss of amenity due to dust deposition or visible dust plumes, often related to people making 

complaints, but not necessarily sufficient to be a legal nuisance. 

AQAP Air Quality Action Plan 

AQEG Air Quality Expert Group 

AQMA Air Quality Management Area 

AQMP Air Quality Management Plan 

AQO Air Quality Objective 

AQS Air Quality Strategy for England, Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland 

Background Concentrations The term used to describe pollutant concentrations which exist in the ambient 

atmosphere, excluding local pollution sources such as roads and stacks 

CO Carbon monoxide 

Construction Any activity involved with the provision of a new structure (or structures), its modification or refurbishment. 

A structure will include a residential dwelling, office building, retail outlet, road, etc. 

Construction Impact Assessment An assessment of the impacts of demolition, earthworks, construction and trackout. 

In this Guidance, specifically the air quality impacts. 

Defra Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs 
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Demolition Any activity involved with the removal of an existing structure (or structures). This may also be referred to 

as de-construction, specifically when a building is to be removed a small part at a time. 

Deposited Dust that is no longer in the air and which has settled onto a surface. Deposited dust is also sometimes 

called amenity dust or nuisance dust, with the term nuisance applied in the general sense rather than the specific legal 

definition. 

DMRB Design Manual for Roads and Bridges 

DMP Dust Management Plan; a document that describes the site-specific methods to be used to control dust emissions. 

Dust Solid particles that are suspended in air, or have settled out onto a surface after having been suspended in air. 

The terms dust and particulate matter (PM) are often used interchangeably, although in some contexts one term tends 

to be used in preference to the other. In this guidance the term ‘dust’ has been used to include the particles that give 

rise to soiling, and to other human health and ecological effects. Note: this is different to the definition given in BS 6069, 

where dust refers to particles up to 75 µm in diameter. 

Earthworks Covers the processes of soil-stripping, ground-levelling, excavation and landscaping. 

Effects The consequences of the changes in airborne concentration and/or dust deposition for a receptor. These might 

manifest as annoyance due to soiling, increased morbidity or morality due to exposure to PM10 or PM2.5 or plant dieback 

due to reduced photosynthesis. The term ‘significant effect’ has a specific meaning in EIA regulations. The opposite is 

an insignificant effect. In the context of construction impacts any effect will usually be adverse, however, professional 

judgement is required to determine whether this adverse effect is significant based in the evidence presented. 

EPAQS Expert Panel on Air Quality Standards 

EPUK Environmental Protection UK 

HDV Heavy Duty Vehicle 

Impacts The changes in airborne concentrations and/or dust deposition. A scheme can have an ‘impact’ on airborne 

dust without having any ‘effects’, for instance if there are no receptors to experience the impact. 

LAQM Local Air Quality Management 

LDF Local Development Framework 

LDV Light Duty Vehicle 

Μg/m3 Microgrammes (of pollutant) per cubic metre of air. A measure of concentration in terms of mass per unit volume. 

A concentration of 1 μg/m3 means that one cubic metre of air contains one microgramme (millionth of a gramme) of 

pollutant 

NO2 Nitrogen Dioxide 

NOx A collective term used to represent the mixture of nitrogen oxides in the atmosphere, as nitric oxide (NO) and 

nitrogen dioxide (NO2) 

NPPF National Planning Policy Framework 
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Nuisance The term nuisance dust is often used in a general sense when describing amenity dust. However, this term 

also has specific meanings in environmental law: 

Statutory nuisance, as defined in S79(1) of the Environmental Protection Act 1990 (as amended from time to time). 

Private nuisance, arising from substantial interference with a person’s enjoyment and us of his land. 

Public nuisance, arising from and act or omission that obstructs, damages or inconveniences the right of the community. 

Each of these applying in so far as the nuisance relates to the unacceptable effects of emissions. It is recognised that a 

significant loss of amenity may occur at lower levels of emission than would constitute a statutory nuisance. 

Note: as nuisance has a specific meaning in environmental law, and to avoid confusion, it is recommended that the term 

is not used in a more general sense. 

PM2.5 The fraction of particles with a mean aerodynamic diameter equal to, or less than, 2.5 μm. More strictly, particulate 

matter which passes through a size selective inlet as defined in the reference method for the sampling and measurement 

of PM2.5, EN 14907, with a 50% efficiency cut-off at 2.5 μm aerodynamic diameter 

PM10 The fraction of particles with a mean aerodynamic diameter equal to, or less than, 10 μm. More strictly, particulate 

matter which passes through a size selective inlet as defined in the reference method for the sampling and measurement 

of PM10, EN 12341, with a 50% efficiency cut-off at 10 μm aerodynamic diameter 

RSS Regional Spatial Strategy 

Running Annual Mean A mean pollutant concentration value in air which is calculated on an hourly basis, yielding one 

running annual mean per hour. The running annual mean for a particular substance at a particular location for a particular 

hour is the mean of the hourly levels for that substance at that location for that hour and the preceding 8759 hours  

Trackout The transport of dust and dirt from the construction/demolition site onto the public road network, where it may 

be deposited and then re-suspended by vehicles using the network. This arises when heavy duty vehicles (HDVs) leave 

the construction/demolition site with dusty materials, which may then spill onto the road, and/or when HDVs transfer 

dust and dirt onto the road having travelled over muddy ground on site. 

 

  



 

 

 


