
14th November 2021 

To Members of Environment Committee Working Group 

You are hereby invited to a virtual MEETING OF THE ENVIRONMENT 
COMMITTEE WORKING GROUP to be held on Tuesday, 30th November 2021 at 
7.30pm, to conduct the following business. 

Helen Bojaniwska 
Town Clerk 

The meeting will be held via the Zoom meeting platform  
To attend the meeting please use ID 876 4262 1623 – password - Community 
For more information please refer to the guidance on our website 

AGENDA 

1. To receive apologies
2. To receive declarations of interest or requests for dispensations
3. To receive questions from members of the public
4. To approve the minutes of the meeting of 21st September 2021 previously circulated
5. To receive the Green Spaces Manager report
6. To receive the budget monitoring report to end October 2021
7. To note the funds remaining in the carbon reduction budget
8. To discuss grant application received for the Carbon Reduction grant budget
9. To approve a consultation response for the DEFRA consultation on ground water

impacting burial grounds and cemeteries
10. To approve an interpretation and signage project for 22-23
11. To approve the carbon reduction measures – tools and vehicles as proposed
12. To approve a container for Trinity Pocket Park for use by the Trinity Rooms

community hub
13. To recommend the draft budget for the Environment Committee for the year

2022-23 to the Finance and Policy Committee working group
14. To approve the exclusion of press and public due to sensitivity of following item
15. To receive an update regarding trespass on Council land

Members are reminded that the Council has a general duty to consider the following matters 
in the exercise of any of its functions:  Equal Opportunities (age, race, gender, sexual 
orientation, faith, marital status and disability); Crime and Disorder (Section 17); Health and 
Safety; and Human Rights. 

https://www.zoom.us/join
https://www.zoom.us/join
https://www.stroudtown.gov.uk/uploads/taking-part-in-an-stc-zoom-meeting-april-2020.pdf
https://www.stroudtown.gov.uk/uploads/taking-part-in-an-stc-zoom-meeting-april-2020.pdf


GSM REPORT SEPT 2021  
Covers period 13 July – 22 Nov 
 
AUTHOR  
Chris Woolner – Green Spaces Manager (GSM) 
 
CONSULTEES  
Green Spaces Team (GST) 
 
FOR MEETING  
Environment Committee 
 
DATE  
30/11/2021 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
None  
 
REPORT 
All of the team have been on annual leave at various points over the last couple of 
months including our Green Spaces Assistant. The team have also had higher than 
usual levels of illness. This is also usually a busy period of the year for the team. 
This meant a high proportion of time has been spent on the tools. Although this is 
valuable, it has meant a small backlog on outstanding project work for this period.  
 
Biodiversity 

• Annual cut and collects around all the sites are almost complete. 
• We have spent time processing and sowing some of the seed that we have 

collected over the autumn.  
• We spent a bit of time managing the habitat at the depot to make it lighter and 

more open down to the stream.  
• We are making plans for tree replacements in Park Gardens. The air-spading 

to prevent further honey fungus damage to the snake-bark maple appears to 
have failed. This will need felling and replacing.  
 

 
 
Maintenance and Buildings 

• We have made repairs to play equipment at Daisy Bank 
• We rebuilt the rear access steps to spider lane allotments 
• All our new standpipes are now installed at the new Cemetery 
• Tree survey work has been carried out this month. I await the report.  
• Stroud Co have proposed putting a container in the corner of Trinity Pocket 

Park to use – see separate report.  



• We have agreed to do some work in Trinity Churchyard to make the path 
safer.  
 

Horticulture 
• Mowing needs have dropped off over the last couple of months. We have 

started to discuss changed to mowing regime for next year.  
• We have completed another full de-weed of the wheel in park Gardens. This 

is very time -heavy work and we are looking to replant some of the beds with 
pictorial meadow and nature-friendly perennials in spring.  

• We have sourced a more local supplier (Cheltenham) for planters and 
hanging baskets in 2022.  

• We have agreed to replace the planters at the bottom of Wallbridge on the 
roundabout.  

• Sam and I are starting to plan to recruit a team of Horticultural Volunteers for 
next Spring. 

• We have cleared a LOT of leaves.  
 
Training / Team Development 

• I have now been brush cutter trained.  
• Pete and I are both now ICCM trained (Institute of Cemetery and 

Crematorium Management) 
• Sam continues in his Royal Horticultural Society Level 2 training in Bristol.  
• Our new Task Planner system is now in place. Anyone with an STC Office 

account (all councillors and staff) can view it here.  
• I delivered a training session on using MS Planner for staff. Not all who 

wanted to come could make it so I will offer another session and some 
ongoing support where asked for.  

• I have asked Pete to take the lead on some of my project work. Both to give 
him experience in project management that he is asking for and to up our 
project development capacity a bit.  

• I have been actively participating in the comms work that the council is doing 
with Breakthrough Communications.  

 
Vehicles and machinery 

• Pete visited Saltex (Sports Amenities Landscape Trade Exhibition) to look at 
the latest in tools, vehicles and machinery 

• I put together some suggested changes to reduce our emissions as a team as 
outlined in the report for this meeting.  

 
Community Engagement 

• Mat ran several Habitat Management sessions with volunteers in the 
cemetery. He has recruited a few new volunteers. They had fun! 
 

 
 

https://tasks.office.com/stroudtown.gov.uk/en-GB/Home/Planner/#/plantaskboard?groupId=56f9bf46-e518-46cf-bdc0-f14af3a6ce50&planId=Gu81TZ2NrkGTtLzk-9O_e5cAF2er
https://tasks.office.com/stroudtown.gov.uk/en-GB/Home/Planner/#/plantaskboard?groupId=56f9bf46-e518-46cf-bdc0-f14af3a6ce50&planId=Gu81TZ2NrkGTtLzk-9O_e5cAF2er


• Remembrance event took place in Park Gardens last weekend. All went well. 
 

 
 

• I conducted a community consultation on the future of Fennels View. This was 
a leaflet drop and a meeting with several residents.  

• I met with the new Chairs of the Allotment Associations at Summer St and 
Uplands. I suggested a joint meet/social with them and Spider Lane. They are 
all keen. I will arrange.  

 
Media 

• I have started to take a more active role in the greenspaces social media 
output. Depending on how things pan out staffing wise next year, I will write a 
communications plan for the greenspaces team over the next period and look 
at SM training for some of my team.  
 

 
 
Known vandalism/ antisocial behaviour/damage 

• Quite a bit of graffiti in Park Gardens shelter 
• A few bits of furniture fly tipped in Bank Gardens 
• Some more stonework in the terrace in Bank Gardens damaged. We repaired 

it.  
• We hosted a restorative justice session with one of the kids responsible for 

the damage to headstones in the cemetery last year. They did a day of grass 
raking with Mat who told them all about how we manage the cemetery.  

• We replaced a security bollard at Upland car Park that had been driven into.  
 
Project Updates 
Sub Rooms forecourt 
I held a “re-boot” meeting with all major stakeholders last month. Outcomes were 
that we will split the project into 2 phases. Phase 1 will be basic planting and repair 
work to the forecourt which we will carry out over Winter 21/22. Phase 2 will be a 
bigger project that will deliver a “flagship” urban tree (and other plants) planting 
scheme. I have approached the CEO of the Arboriculture Association who is keen to 
work with us on developing the project and possibly as a project partner. This will 
then go in as a sub-project as part of SDC’s levelling up bid in spring/summer 2022. 



Railings in Bank Gardens 
I have reluctantly de-prioritised this project in this period whilst covering some of my 
team’s work. I am passing this on to Pete to complete before Spring 2022. 
Leazes Play Area 
Sutcliffe Play were due to remove and replace new play equipment in The Leazes in 
November. This has been delayed to Feb 2022 due to illness. There has also been a 
revision to the quote that has seen an increase of around £3k to the cost of 
equipment. Brexit, and supply chain issues were the reasons given for this.  
Interpretation and Signage project 
There is a separate proposal I have put forward for this meeting. 
Daisy Bank climbing frame 
This project got brought forward as it came to light that there was still £50k of S106 
for provision of play equipment from the Bowbridge Wharf development. SDC were 
planning to spend it on Stratford Park. Helen and I met with SDC to suggest 
allocating of it for replacing the multiplay at Daisy Bank. They were reluctant but may 
give some. However, they were keen to see it spent on somewhere closer to 
Bowbridge. I have been talking to SVP about possible sharing the money between 
new play equipment at Capel’s Mill and Daisy Bank. This is ongoing.  
Carbon Reduction Plans 
There is a separate report I have put forward for this meeting. 
Nursery / growing our own plants 
On hold 
Bog Ponds at Long Ground 
On hold 
Accessibility Audit 
I will book this in for the coming period. I have made some enquiries and have some 
recommendations.  
Drinking water @ Daisy Bank 
This is on hold until I see how the climbing frame pans out. If I can get a good sum 
from S106 I will bring this forward in spring from my budget/FODB funds. 
Fennels View 
Community consultation started. Need to take a design back to the community then 
work the resulting tasks into Team Planner for spring 2022 
French Drains at New Cemetery 
On hold while Defra consultation on new cemetery regs takes place 
Project Management Framework 
On hold. Need to take this with Clerk and Deputy Clerk.  
Green Flag Application – Old Cemetery and Daisy Bank 
Not started. Will probably start spring summer 2022 
 
New Projects 
None for this period. 
 
LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
See Report – under Item 12  
 
FINANCIAL AND STAFFING IMPLICATIONS 
See Report – under Item 10 
 
EQUALITY IMPLICATIONS 
None 
 
CO2 IMPLICATIONS  
See Report – under Item 11 



Expenditure to October 2021
ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE Budget  Spent Committed Balance

Staff costs 129,349       68,995     60,354          
Training 2,000          2,340       325                665-               
Travel/expenses 200             -               200               
Rates 9,149          7,475       1,674            
Rent (Depot) 10,000         10,000     -                   
Health safety security 3,000          1,555       77                  1,368            
Utilities 2,000          1,009       991               
Tel/post/communications 2,000          748          1,252            
Insurance/Legal expenses/Consultancy 2,000          2,139       139-               
Site materials 7,500          2,943       25                  4,532            
Refurbishment - 99            
Small tools and equipment 2,750          263          26                  2,461            
Equipment hire 1,500          224          1,276            
Equipment maintenance 1,000          326          18                  656               
Fuel and oil 1,400          913          487               
Vehicle lease 300             50            250               
Vehicle maint./MOT/Tax 3,500          1,461       96                  1,943            
Planting 10,000         12,160     365                2,525-            
Consumables 600             613          669                682-               
Legal expenses -                  1,141       465                1,606-            
Consumables - G/Maint 90-            
Contracted grass maintenance 14,350         9,210       589                4,551            
Contracted infrastructure 10,000         2,190       418 7,392            
Contracted grave digging 12,000         6,030       -                     5,970            
Contracted waste management 8,000          7,580       233                187               
Contracted play equip works 25,000         1,096       -                     23,904          
Contracted tree reports&works 3,000          633          583                1,785            
Environment projects 35,000         50            -                     34,951          
Stroud Valleys Project 1,000          250                750               
Community engagement 1,800          540          250                1,010            
Climate change grants 10,000         1,690       8,310            
Loan repayments 15,484         7,743       7,741            
Carbon Auditing 197-          
Graffiti removal / vandalism 500             -               500               
Contingencies/liabilities 4,000          -               4,000            
TOTAL 328,382       150,928   4,389             172,877        



Nominal Ledger Report by ACCOUNT User :KM

Page 123/11/2021

12:26

Stroud Town Council

A/c Code

Centre

Month Date Reference Source Transaction Detail Debit Credit

4164 CLIMATE CHANGE GRANTS

316 DEPOT & OVERHEADS

Annual Budget 10,000

Committed 0

Opening Balance 0.00

1 01/04/2021 BACS Cashbook Grant for STCAN website 1,305.00

1 01/04/2021 DDR Cashbook Rev Trans Stroud ent x2 1,305.00

1 20/04/2021 TRANSFER Cashbook Trans Stroud ST Can Grant CRF 1,305.00

4 19/07/2021 NAILSWORT7 Cashbook Grant 385.00

Account Totals 

1,690.00Net Balance Month 9

CLIMATE CHANGE GRANTS

DEPOT & OVERHEADS

2,995.00 1,305.00Account

Centre

____________ ____________



Stroud Town Council – Grant Application Form 
This page is required for all applications, and will be shared publicly on the council’s 
website and in paper form.  
 
Name of organisation 
 

Sladebank Woods CIC 

Main purpose/activities  
of your organisation ●  To  promote the use of Sladebank Woods as a 

local community resource.   
   

●  To  provide people with a deeper experience 
and understanding of their  relationship to the earth, 
themselves and each other.   
   

●  To  provide experiential opportunities for people 
to learn about  woodlands.   
   

●  To  raise awareness of the educational and 
productive benefits of  managed woodlands to the public. 
   

●  To  provide opportunities across all ages and 
abilities by organising a  programme of activities throughout 
the year.   
   

●  To  manage Sladebank Woods to maximise 
biodiversity for wildlife and in  a sustainable way for the 
future 

 
How is your organisation 
constituted? 

☐ Registered Charity 
☐ Charitable Incorporated Organisation 
☐ Community/Voluntary Group 
☐ Not-for-profit limited company 
X☐ Community Interest Company 
☐ Other (please explain) 
 
 

Grant fund applied to ☐ Small Grant 
X☐ Community Support fund 
☐ Arts and Culture fund 
☐ Carbon Reduction fund 

Overall purpose of grant 
 
 
 
 

Sladebank Woods sits between Summer Crescent and Langtoft 
Road 
We are aiming to purchase 2 cordless/battery powered 
chainsaws to enable us to carry out most of our woodland 
management programme with minimum disturbance to our 
neighbours, predominantly on Summer Crescent.  
For safety we generally have 2 operators per session. We are 
fully committed to safe working practices. We ensure that all 
workers, paid or unpaid, wear PPE appropriate to the activity. 
We have prominent signs at all points of access to our work 
areas.  
The only power tool operators who work in Sladebank Woods 
are: 



Stroud Town Council – Grant Application Form 
This page is required for all applications, and will be shared publicly on the council’s 
website and in paper form.  
 

CIC Co Director; past training in chainsaw use. 20 years 
experience. Working on own land only. 
Volunteer Richard Macbeth; NPTC certificates attached to this 
application. Richard also works in Folly Wood under their 
auspices. 
Contractors; external professionals who come with 
qualifications and insurance 
We also have £10m Public Liability insurance 
We have received a number of complaints in recent years 
about chainsaw noise. Although we only use chainsaws one 
morning a month in general, the perception among some of 
our woodland neighbours is that it happens all the time. We 
think moving away from petrol saws is the most likely way to 
be able to move forward and build good community relations 
in the future. 
This approach is in part inspired by conversations with Mike 
Dando in the past. We have a wide network and we feel we can 
play a part in helping the Town Council promote its approach of 
having all equipment and vehicles running on batteries. 
Chainsaws are also heavy carbon users, so we also see this as 
making a contribution to carbon reduction.  
Logistically it will be more complicated as battery life is short 
and charging in the woods is tricky, and battery saws have 
lower torque, but I am confident we will work that through. 
These saws will I feel also offer opportunities for making 
woodland management more inclusive, in line with our broader 
approach, as it will be much less off putting for potential 
volunteers working alongside or visitors 
We have been grateful and delighted with the support from 
STC towards the path project; we very much hope you can 
support us in this next step 
 
 

Amount applied for £880 
How do you intend to 
spend the grant if 
successful?  
(e.g. equipment, materials, 
staff expenses, training, 
room hire etc.) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Purpose Total spend Spend from 
this grant 

Equipment 
Stihl MSA 220 chainsaw 
with 2 x AP 300 S 
batteries and quick 
charger 
Quote from Nailsworth 
Garden Machinery 
£880 inc VAT each 

2 x £880 = 
£1760 

£880 



Stroud Town Council – Grant Application Form 
This page is required for all applications, and will be shared publicly on the council’s 
website and in paper form.  
 
How will the balance be 
funded? 
 

From the general funds of the CIC, generated through project 
revenue and venue hire etc 

Give details of other 
applications for funding 
for this project.  
*If you have not yet received a 
decision on other applications, 
please give the date when the 
decision is expected 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Source Amount applied 
for 

Amount 
awarded*  

None 
We will cover any 
running and 
replacement costs in 
future from general 
funds 

  

If the grant is for an event when will it take place?  
 

N/A 

How will your project meet 
the criteria for this grant 
fund? 
(See guidance notes) 

The main driver for this application is to help facilitate stronger 
community relations in the longer term. The acquisition of 
quieter saws will open up conversations with neighbours 
The accessible pathway is very positive in this regard and we 
hope that noise and carbon reduction will help ease some 
ongoing tensions 
We are already working with SDC Neighbourhood Management 
Officer and we very much hope to be working with Emily Osler 
at STC looking ahead 
We are pleased to be able to match our funding application 
from our own resources 
We fully expect that these saws will give us significant capacity 
to be more inclusive in the future 
 
 
 

How will your project help 
to reduce CO2 emissions? 
(See guidance notes) 
 

See above. Battery saws will use significantly less carbon over 
the years 

CHECKLIST 
I confirm that: 

Yes/No/ 
N/A 

I have read the grant terms and conditions 
 Y 

I have attached a copy of our latest accounts, including a breakdown of 
salary costs Y 

I have attached a copy of our governing document/constitution 
 Y 

I have attached a copy of our safeguarding policy (only required for 
projects working with children, young people or vulnerable adults) N/A 

 



DEFRA CONSULTATION ON AMENDMENTS TO THE 
ENVIRONMENTAL PERMITTING (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
REGULATIONS 2016 AS APPLIED TO GROUNDWATER 
ACTIVITIES AND RELATED SURFACE WATER 
DISCHARGE ACTIVITIES 
 

AUTHOR  
Kate Montgomery – Deputy Town Clerk 

CONSULTEES  
Chris Woolner – Green Spaces Manager 
Helen Bojaniwska – Town Clerk 

FOR MEETING  
Environment Committee Working Group 

DATE  
30th November 2021 

RECOMMENDATION 
To approve the proposed consultation response 

REPORT 
DEFRA have begun a consultation regarding changes to burial plot sizes and are suggesting 
that they increase to 5m2 in area.  
This would reduce our cemetery capacity by around 50%.  
  
Proposed response: 
 
Q3a: To what extent do you agree with the proposal to make General Binding Rules 
available for small-scale cemetery developments in low-environmental risk settings? 
If this question is not applicable to you, please select N/A.  

a. Strongly agree 
Explanation: The suggestion of General Binding Rules allow a low cost way of ensuring low-
risk settings are able to continue with their activities within set parameters, without the 
requirement for permits or additional costs for their activities.  
  
Q3b: To what extent do you agree that the draft exemption conditions for small-scale 
cemetery developments in low-environmental risk settings in Annex B are 
appropriate? If this question is not applicable to you, please select N/A.  
               e. Strongly disagree 
Explanation: The proposed plot sizes in Condition 8; do not appear to have been justified on 
technical grounds and would materially reduce the capacity to carry out burials at a time 
when cemetery space is increasingly under pressure and the Government has declined to 
introduce legislation permitting wide-scale reuse of burial land.   
 
In addition, this proposed condition would reduce cemetery capacity in Stroud Town by 
approximately 50% leaving room for around 2 years of new burial plots. As condition 8 does 
not distinguish between adult and child sized graves, it is anticipated that the same number 
of years remaining in the children’s area of the cemetery site.  



  
The remaining questions are not relevant to the Council’s operations and therefore the 
answer c. Neither agree nor disagree is the most appropriate response. The remaining 
questions can be found in the consultation document. They relate to ground source heat 
pump activities and Small Sewerage Discharges.  
 

The full consultation documents can be found on the DEFRA website here; Consultation on 
Amendments to the Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2016 as applied to 
Groundwater Activities and related Surface Water Discharge Activities - Defra - Citizen Space 

LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
The Council has been invited to respond to this consultation as an operator of a cemetery 

FINANCIAL AND STAFFING IMPLICATIONS 
N/A 

EQUALITY IMPLICATIONS 
N/A 

CO2 IMPLICATIONS 
N/A 

DECISION 

https://consult.defra.gov.uk/water-quality/amendments-to-the-epr-for-groundwater/
https://consult.defra.gov.uk/water-quality/amendments-to-the-epr-for-groundwater/
https://consult.defra.gov.uk/water-quality/amendments-to-the-epr-for-groundwater/
https://consult.defra.gov.uk/water-quality/amendments-to-the-epr-for-groundwater/


Annex A: Glossary  

  

EA   Environment Agency  

FOI   Freedom of Information  

GBRs  General Binding Rules  

MPPs  Mobile Plant Permits  

OO&G  Onshore Oil and Gas   

SRPs   Standard Rules Permits  

SSD   Small Sewage Discharge  

 



DRAFT Exemption conditions for small-scale cemetery developments in low-
environmental risk settings with effect from [Date] [Month] [Year]. 

 

The following conditions apply to any burials of human remains, other than a 
burial of human ashes from crematoria, within any existing operational 
cemetery or proposed new cemetery development.  

 

1. A burial within a cemetery must not cause pollution of surface water or 
groundwater. 

 
2. A burial within a cemetery must not be within 10 metres of any field drain, 

including any dry ditch. 
 

3. A grave must have at least 1 metre clearance between the base of the grave and 
the top of the water table and must not have any standing water in it when dug.  
 

4. A burial must not be undertaken directly into groundwater. 
 

5. A grave must not be dug in unaltered or unweathered bedrock.  
 

6. A grave must not be dug in an area susceptible to groundwater flooding. 
 

7. A grave must be deep enough so at least 1 metre of soil will cover any part of the 
coffin or body. 
 

8.  A grave plot must not be less than 5m2 in area. 

 

The following conditions also apply to any proposed new cemetery 
development started on or after [Date] [Month] [Year].   

9. The cemetery must not be located within a groundwater Source Protection Zone 
1. 
 

10. The cemetery must not be located within 250 metres of any well, spring or 
borehole that is used to supply water for domestic drinking or food production 
purposes.  
 

11. The cemetery must not be within 30 metres of any spring or watercourse. 
 

12. The cemetery must be located either: 
 
12.1  Entirely on strata which is unproductive strata. 
 
OR 

https://www.gov.uk/guidance/groundwater-source-protection-zones-spzs
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/groundwater-source-protection-zones-spzs


 
12.2 Entirely on strata which is a Secondary B aquifer or entirely on strata 
which is Secondary undifferentiated rocks, where the number of burials being 
less than 100 burials per annum. 
 
OR 
 
12.3 Entirely on a Secondary A aquifer, where the number of burials being 
less than 50 burials per annum 
 
OR 
 
12.4 Entirely on a Principal Aquifer AND not in a Source Protection Zone 2 
where the number of burials being less than 30 burials per annum 
 
OR 
 
12.5  On any combination strata mentioned in condition 12.1, 12.2, 12.3 and 
12.4, subject to condition13. 
 

13. Where a cemetery is, pursuant to condition 12.5, partly located on strata 
mentioned in 12.2, 12.3 or 12.4, the restrictions on numbers of burials per annum 
in condition 12.2, 12.3 or 12.4 (as the case may be) apply to the area of the 
cemetery located on that strata. 

 
14. The cemetery must not be in, or within 50 metres of, a Special Area of 

Conservation (SAC), Special Protection Area (SPA), Ramsar site or biological 
Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI), and must not be in an Ancient 
Woodland. 

 
15. The cemetery must not need ongoing active control measures to be in place to 

protect the environment. 

 

For the purposes of these conditions, the following definitions apply: 

Principal Aquifer means “geological strata that exhibit high intergranular and/or 

fracture permeability. They usually provide a high level of water storage and can 
support water supply and/or base flow to rivers, lakes and wetlands on a strategic 
scale.” 

Secondary A Aquifer means “permeable strata capable of supporting water 

supplies at a local rather than strategic scale and in some cases forming an 
important source of base flow to rivers, lakes or wetlands.” 



Secondary B Aquifer means “predominantly lower permeability strata which may in 
part have the ability to store and yield limited amounts of groundwater by virtue of 
localised features such as fissures, thin permeable horizons and weathering.” 

Secondary undifferentiated means “rock deposits (or strata) with variable 

permeability and storage proprieties that are neither consistently Secondary A nor 
Secondary B. 

Unproductive strata means “geological strata with low permeability that have 

negligible significance for water supply or river base flow. They consist of deposits 
that naturally offer protection to any aquifers that may be present beneath.” 

Groundwater flooding means “When the water table beneath the ground rises and 

causes water to seep out at ground level. This is often seasonal.” 



DRAFT Exemption conditions for closed loop ground source heat pump activities 
in low-environmental risk settings with effect from [Date] [Month] [Year]. 

 

The following conditions apply to closed loop ground source heat pump 
activities, including closed loop ground source heating and cooling schemes. 

1. The system must be closed loop only and have no discharge of pollutants other than 
transfer of heat to the environment. 

 
2. The system must not cause pollution of surface water or groundwater 

 
3. The system must not be either entirely or partly within a groundwater Source 

Protection Zone 1 or within 50 metres of a well, spring or borehole used for supply 
water for domestic or for food production purposes. 
 

4. The system must not be within the following distance of a wetland designated as a 
Site of Special Scientific Interest, European site or Ramsar site:  

 
4.1  Not within 20m for a single domestic system (assuming 45kW as defined 

by the Micro-generation Certification Scheme (MCS)) 
 
4.2  Not within 50m for a group of 4 or more houses or a single community 

building or 
 
4.3  Not within 250m for a factory or large office 
 

5. The system must not be within 10m of a watercourse. 
 

6. The installation of the system must not mobilise any contaminants potentially 
present in the subsurface to the extent that pollution of groundwater occurs. 
 

7. The system must not be adjacent to a septic tank or cesspit, including the infiltration 
system. 
 

8. All equipment installed in relation to the system must comply with the relevant 
design and manufacturing standards set down in the British Standard that is in force 
and with the standards issued by the Ground Source Heat Pump Association at the 
time of the coming into effect of these conditions [Date] [Month] [Year]. 
 

9. The operator must ensure the system is appropriately decommissioned when it 
ceases to be in operation so that there is no risk of pollutants or polluting matter 
entering groundwater. 



 

 

For the purposes of these conditions, the following definitions apply: 

 

Closed loop means “a system that is fully sealed and takes no water from the 

environment and discharges no water or fluids to the environment. Boreholes used for 
these systems are fully sealed and have no direct connection with any groundwater in 
the formation into which it is installed” 

 

Relevant British Standards mean: 

BSI, 2008 Refrigerating systems and heat pumps. Safety and environmental 
requirements. Installation site and personal protection.  

BS EN 378-3:2008 BSI 2007. Heating systems in buildings - Design of heat pump 
heating systems. British Standards BS EN 15450:2007.  

BSI, 2000. Water supply. Requirements for systems and components outside buildings. 
British Standards BS EN 805:2000.  

BSI, 1999 + Amendment 2: 2010. 5. Code of practice for site investigations. 
BS5930:1999 + Amendment 2:2010 

 

Standards issued by the Ground Source Heat Pump Association mean: 

GROUND SOURCE HEAT PUMP ASSOCIATION 2016. Closed Loop Vertical 
Borehole: Design, Installation and Materials Standards  

GROUND SOURCE HEAT PUMP ASSOCIATION 2016. Thermal Pile Borehole: 
Design, Installation and Materials Standards 

GROUND SOURCE HEAT PUMP ASSOCIATION 2016. Shallow Ground Source: 
Design, Installation and Materials Standards  

HSE, 1991. Protection of workers and the general public during the development of 
contaminated land. Health and Safety Executive guidance HSG 66 (1991)  

IGSHPA, 2007: Closed-loop/geothermal heat pump systems: design and installation 
standards (most relevant to individual loops). 



 

Consultation on Amendments 
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Part 1: Introduction 
We plan to make some changes to the Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) 
Regulations 2016 (henceforth referred to as the Environmental Permitting Regulations) as 
they apply to groundwater activities and some related surface water discharge activities. 
This consultation seeks your views on the proposed changes. 

1.1 Context 
1. Groundwater is a very important national resource. It provides a clean and reliable 

source of drinking water for around a third of England’s public water supply and 
thousands of private drinking water supplies. It plays a vital role across many 
industry sectors, including food manufacturing, brewing, and bottled waters, as well 
as the agricultural industry where it is used for irrigation, food processing and 
livestock raising. It also supports important wetland ecosystem habitats and 
sensitive surface water environments, such as chalk streams. The natural capital 
value of benefits from groundwater across England is estimated to be between 
£8.9bn and £13.5bn per year. 
 

2. The government is committed to ensuring that the quality of our groundwater 
resources is protected. Activities that take place on or below the ground surface with 
the potential to impact upon the quality of groundwater are called “groundwater 
activities”. 
 

3. Groundwater activities are regulated through the Environmental Permitting 
Regulations. The Environmental Permitting Regulations provide for ongoing 
supervision and controls by the Environment Agency (EA) as regulators of activities 
which could adversely impact upon groundwater quality.  
 

4. In the face of growing pressures from climate change and population growth, it is 
important that we optimise the regulatory tools available for managing and 
protecting groundwater quality. This will bring about benefits for groundwater quality 
and will also help to ensure that government resources are being used most 
effectively to tackle the highest priority issues. Our objective is therefore to update 
the Environmental Permitting Regulations to improve the way in which 
groundwater activities, and some related surface water discharge activities, 
are regulated. 
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1.2 Overview of the Environmental Permitting 
Regulations 

5. The Environmental Permitting Regulations require operators of “regulated facilities” 

to obtain a permit or to register some activities, which would otherwise require 
permits, as “exempt facilities”. There are currently twelve different kinds of regulated 
facility, including water discharge activities and groundwater activities. 
 

6. The Environmental Permitting Regulations provide a hierarchy of regulatory controls 
for these activities, enabling the EA to regulate the activities in a manner that is 
proportionate to the level of risk posed to the environment. These controls include: 

• Bespoke environmental permits, which represent the highest tier of 
regulatory control and are reserved for the highest risk activities. Bespoke 
environmental permits require a site-specific risk assessment to be 
undertaken as part of a site-specific permit application. If granted by the EA, 
the permit will contain a list of site-specific conditions that operators are 
required to comply with. Bespoke environmental permits are the most 
expensive and resource intensive type of permit. 

• Standard Rules Permits (SRPs), which consist of requirements common to 
the type of facilities subject to them. SRPs are suitable for activities where 
the generic risks are well understood and mitigated, and therefore where a 
site-specific risk assessment is not necessary.  

• Mobile Plant Permits (MPPs), which are a type of SRP used to regulate 
activities that utilise mobile plant to operate in different locations, for example 
spreading of waste on land. An operator of a mobile plant activity will apply 
once for a MPP and will then submit a separate deployment form for each 
location that the permit will be used at to ensure that local conditions have 
been accounted for when determining the risk of undertaking that activity. 

• General Binding Rules (GBRs) are not permits in the context of 
groundwater activities and surface water discharge activities, but are rather a 
list of “exemption conditions” that must be met in order for a facility to 
operate without a permit as an exempt groundwater or water discharge 
activity; these exemption conditions are legally binding requirements. GBRs 
are suitable for well understood, low-risk and generally small-scale activities 
that are operating in a very low-risk environment. General binding rules are 
the least costly type of control as operators do not have to pay for a permit. 
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Figure 1 – Schematic showing the hierarchy of regulatory controls available under the 

Environmental Permitting Regulations 

7. The Environmental Permitting Regulations are made up of Schedules to the 
regulations, which identify requirements that must be delivered through the 
permitting system. Each policy area or “regime” covered by the Environmental 
Permitting Regulations has a specific Schedule that sets out the environmental 
requirements to be complied with for that regime, in addition to the general 
requirements common to all regimes within the main regulations themselves (such 
as Environmental Permitting Regulations offences).  
 

8. The Schedules also feature the criteria for any activities that are excluded from the 
regulations and therefore do not require a permit. 
 

9. The following Schedules are relevant for this consultation: 
• Schedule 22: Groundwater activities 
• Schedule 21: Water discharge activities 
• Schedule 2: Exempt facilities (general) 

1.3 About this consultation 
10. This consultation seeks your views on the proposed approach to amending the 

Environmental Permitting Regulations as applied to groundwater activities and some 
related surface water discharge activities. The consultation package comprises: 

• The consultation document where: 
o Part 1 sets out the background to the consultation 
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o Part 2 sets out each of the proposals for updating the Environmental 
Permitting Regulations. Consultation questions are included where 
there is an opportunity for you to shape the proposed approach. 

A glossary of acronyms used throughout the consultation document can be 
found in Annex A. 

• The Draft General Binding Rules (Annex B and C) which set out the 
proposed exemption conditions that must be complied with for two specific 
activities to operate without a permit. 

 
11. Whilst this consultation covers England only, the existing Environmental Permitting 

Regulations also apply to Wales. We are working with the Welsh Government and 
Natural Resources Wales to ensure due consideration is given to cross-boundary 
areas. 
 

12. A Regulatory Triage Assessment has been undertaken to quantify the potential 
impacts on businesses as a result of the proposals. The potential costs to 
businesses are primarily comprised of: fees for new permit applications; 
familiarisation and administration costs associated with new permit applications; and 
the cost of compliance with updated conditions in the regulations. The benefits to 
businesses are primarily comprised of: savings on permit fees; reduced 
administration costs associated with new permitting options; and reduced costs to 
comply with updated conditions in the regulations. The estimated equivalent 
annualised net costs to business have been calculated as £0.4m. 

1.4 Audience 
13. Anyone may respond to this consultation. Those who are likely to have an interest 

include: 
• Homeowners or businesses that discharge commercial trade effluent and 

currently have a permit for a groundwater activity or a surface water 
discharge activity  

• Homeowners or businesses that currently operate a small sewage discharge 
under the existing ‘General binding rules for small sewage discharges 
(SSDs) with effect from January 2015’ 

• Homeowners or businesses that operate a closed loop ground source heat 
pump, and the wider ground source heat and geothermal industry 

• Local authorities and cemetery developers 
• The onshore oil and gas industry 
• Water companies 
• Contractors that remediate groundwater following pollution incidents 

 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/small-sewage-discharges-in-england-general-binding-rules/general-binding-rules-for-small-sewage-discharges-in-england
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/small-sewage-discharges-in-england-general-binding-rules/general-binding-rules-for-small-sewage-discharges-in-england
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1.5 Responding to the consultation 
14. This consultation starts on Wednesday 29th September 2021 and closes on 

Wednesday 22nd December 2021.  
 

15. You can respond to the consultation questions using the online tool which can be 
found on Citizen Space at: https://consult.defra.gov.uk/water-quality/amendments-to-
the-epr-for-groundwater. Responses may also be sent to Defra by email or post. If 
responding via email or post, please state:  
 

• Your name  
• Your email address  
• Your organisation  
• The consultation title 

 
16. Enquiries and responses should be directed to: 

EPRamendments2021@defra.gov.uk  
 
OR  
 
Consultation on Amendments to the Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) 
Regulations 2016 
Consultation Coordinator  
2nd Floor  
Foss House  
Kings Pool  
1-2 Peasholme Green 
York 
YO17 PX16 
 

17. If you would like to receive hard copies of the consultation documents, please 
contact EPRamendments2021@defra.gov.uk  
 

18. You may find that not all questions in this consultation are relevant to you or your 
business. Where this is the case you do not have to provide an answer and should 
select “N/A” from the available answers and write “N/A” in any free text answer 
boxes. 

1.6 After the consultation 
19. Members of the public may ask for a copy of the responses under the Freedom of 

Information (FOI) legislation. If you do not want your response – including your 
name, contact details and any other personal information – to be publicly available, 
please say so clearly in writing when you send your response to the consultation. 

https://consult.defra.gov.uk/water-quality/amendments-to-the-epr-for-groundwater
https://consult.defra.gov.uk/water-quality/amendments-to-the-epr-for-groundwater
mailto:EPRamendments2021@defra.gov.uk
mailto:EPRamendments2021@defra.gov.uk
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Please note, if your computer automatically includes a confidentiality disclaimer this 
will not count as a confidentiality request. Please explain why you need to keep the 
details confidential. We will take your responses into account if someone asks for 
this information under the FOI legislation. However, because of the law, we cannot 
promise that we will always be able to keep those details confidential.  
 

20. We will summarise all responses once the consultation window is complete. This 
summary will include a list of names of organisations that respond to the 
consultation, but not people’s personal names, addresses or other contact details.  
 

21. This consultation is being held in line with the UK government’s Consultation 

Principles. Please note that a consultation period of 12 weeks applies. More 
information on the UK government’s Consultation Principles can be found at: 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/consultation-principles-guidance  

1.7 Next Steps 
22. The proposals in this consultation require changes to the Environmental Permitting 

Regulations which will require Parliamentary approval. The planned timeline from 
the launch of the consultation up to the point of implementation of the updated 
Environmental Permitting Regulations is set out below: 

• September to December 2021 – public consultation on the proposals 
• March 2022 – government response to consultation is published 
• Summer 2022 – Statutory Instrument laid in Parliament  
• Autumn 2022 – Implementation of the updated Environmental Permitting 

Regulations 

 

  

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/consultation-principles-guidance
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Part 2: Proposals and consultation questions 

2.1 About you 
Q0.1: Would you like your responses to be treated as confidential? Yes/No 

If you answered Yes to this question, please give your reason. 

Q0.2: What is your name? 

Q0.3: What is your email address? 

Q0.4: Are you responding on behalf of an organisation or as an individual? 

Q0.5: What is the name of your organisation (if applicable)? 
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2.2 Proposals 
This section sets out the changes we are proposing to make to the Environmental 
Permitting Regulations and asks for your views on these changes. This section is 
structured as follows: 

• The changes we are proposing to make to the Environmental Permitting 
Regulations are set out in Section 2.2.1 to 2.2.3  

• The questions we would like you to answer to help us finalise the changes can be 
found at the end of each proposal 

A glossary is provided in Annex A to explain the acronyms used in this section. 

2.2.1 Increasing the range of permitting options for groundwater 
activities 

For most activities covered by the Environmental Permitting Regulations, the EA can issue 
a variety of permits according to the level of risk that an activity poses to the environment. 
Having access to a range of permitting options enables the EA to regulate activities in a 
reasonable and proportionate manner.   

However, due to historic requirements, groundwater activities can currently only be 
permitted through the use of bespoke environmental permits, or otherwise be made 
exempt from permitting. Bespoke environmental permits represent the highest tier of 
regulatory control that can be applied under Environmental Permitting Regulations, 
requiring site-specific risk assessments and the development of site-specific operating 
conditions. In some cases, the need for a bespoke permit is disproportionate to the risk 
represented by the groundwater activity. This results in unnecessary costs to businesses 
and unnecessary regulatory burden on the EA. 

We are therefore proposing that the EA should be given access to a greater range of 
permitting options for groundwater activities, enabling them to apply a more risk-based 
approach to regulating groundwater activities as they do already for other regimes covered 
by the Environmental Permitting Regulations, such as waste operations.  

 

Proposal 1: The Environment Agency will have the option to issue Standard Rules 
Permits for groundwater activities where the generic risks are well-understood, 
assessed and mitigated 

Standard Rules Permits (SRPs) consist of requirements common to the type of facilities 
subject to them (“standard facilities”) and can be used instead of site-specific permit 
conditions. Standard rules are suitable for activities where the generic risks are well-
understood, assessed and mitigated. These rules must achieve the same high level of 
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environmental protection as site-specific conditions and will form the conditions of the 
SRP. 

It is therefore proposed that the EA should be able to issue SRPs for specific groundwater 
activities where the generic risks are well-understood, assessed and mitigated. This will 
reduce permitting costs for operators and enable the EA to refocus resources on more 
pressing issues, whilst maintaining levels of protection for groundwater quality.  

It is important to emphasise that this amendment is only to give the EA the option to issue 
SRPs for groundwater activities. No specific SRPs are being proposed as part of this 
consultation. Any future activity specific SRP proposals will be subject to a public 
consultation. 

Q1: To what extent do you agree with the proposal to give the EA the option to issue 
Standard Rules Permits for groundwater activities where the generic risks are well-
understood, assessed and mitigated? If this question is not applicable to you, 
please select N/A. 

a. Strongly agree 
b. Agree 
c. Neither agree nor disagree 
d. Disagree 
e. Strongly disagree 
f. N/A 

Please provide details to explain your answer. If this question is not applicable to 
you, please write N/A.  

 

Proposal 2: The Environment Agency will have the option to issue Mobile Plant 
Permits for groundwater activities where the generic risks are well-understood, 
assessed and mitigated 

Mobile Plant Permits (MPPs) are a type of SRP. They are currently used to regulate waste 
activities that make use of mobile plant i.e., plant that is designed to move, or be moved, 
from site to site in order to carry out an activity. Such activities include the spreading of 
waste on land for agricultural benefits.  

An operator making use of an MPP applies for the permit only once. After the MPP has 
been issued, the operator will need to complete and submit a deployment form for each 
location where the mobile plant will be used to carry out the activity. The deployment form 
requires site specific information and control measures to be provided and agreed prior to 
the use of any mobile plant at each site. This is less expensive and time intensive than 
applying for a new permit at each site, but still ensures that local conditions and local risks 
have been considered. Controls specific to the local conditions will therefore be in place 
each time the MPP is used, even though only one permit is needed.  
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It is therefore proposed that the EA should be given the option to make available MPPs for 
specific groundwater activities involving mobile plant where the generic risks are well-
understood, assessed and mitigated.  

A key benefit of this approach is that costs will be reduced for operators that currently have 
to pay for a bespoke environmental permit every time they carry out a groundwater activity 
that could potentially be undertaken under an MPP. These operations – such as 
remediation schemes involving discharges to groundwater following clean-up of a 
groundwater pollution incident - will therefore become more affordable. This is not only a 
benefit to businesses undertaking remediation schemes for small scale clean-up 
operations, but also reduces the risk that groundwater pollution incidents are left 
unaddressed due to affordability issues. The speed of deployment of such remedial 
schemes will also be significantly improved – a key factor in ensuring prompt clean-up of 
pollution incidents. 

Q2: To what extent do you agree with the proposal to give the EA the option to issue 
Mobile Plant Permits for groundwater activities where the generic risks are well-
understood, assessed and mitigated? If this question is not applicable to you, 
please select N/A. 

a. Strongly agree 
b. Agree 
c. Neither agree nor disagree 
d. Disagree 
e. Strongly disagree 
f. N/A 

Please provide details to explain your answer. If this question is not applicable to 
you, please write N/A. 

 

Proposal 3: We will publish General Binding Rules for small-scale cemetery 
developments in low-environmental risk settings, and for closed-loop ground 
source heat pump activities in low-environmental risk settings 

General Binding Rules (GBRs) are available in the Environmental Permitting Regulations 
for specific, low risk activities that take place in certain low risk settings. If an operator can 
comply with the exemption conditions set out in the GBRs for that specific activity, the level 
of risk to the environment will be very low. In the context of groundwater activities and 
surface water discharge activities, this means that the operator does not need to apply for 
a permit and can operate as an “exempt facility”.  

A key benefit of this approach is that there are no permitting costs to operators if they can 
comply with the exemption conditions set out in the GBRs. It also means that the EA can 
focus its resources and efforts on addressing pollution risks from higher risk activities, 
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whilst at the same time ensuring the environment is appropriately protected from the 
potential impacts of lower risk activities. 

GBRs already exist for Small Sewage Discharges (SSDs) to surface waters and 
groundwater. We have identified two further specific activities for which GBRs would be an 
appropriate regulatory control for the level of risk that these activities present. These 
activities are: 

• Small-scale cemetery developments in low-environmental risk settings. The 
GBRs will apply to burials of human remains, other than burials of human ashes 
from crematoria, within existing operational cemeteries and certain proposed new 
cemetery developments. An initial draft of the exemption conditions that will be set 
out within these GBRs can be found in the accompanying document titled “Annex B 
- Draft exemption conditions for small-scale cemetery developments in low-
environmental risk settings”. 

• Closed loop ground source heat pump activities in low-environmental risk 
settings. The GBRs will apply to the operation of closed loop ground source heat 
pumps. An initial draft of the exemption conditions that will be set out within these 
GBRs can be found in the accompanying document titled “Annex C - Draft 
exemption conditions for closed-loop ground source heat pump activities in low-
environmental risk settings”. 

Please note that both sets of GBRs may be updated following feedback from this 
consultation. 

Q3a: To what extent do you agree with the proposal to make General Binding Rules 
available for small-scale cemetery developments in low-environmental risk 
settings? If this question is not applicable to you, please select N/A. 

a. Strongly agree 
b. Agree 
c. Neither agree nor disagree 
d. Disagree 
e. Strongly disagree 
f. N/A 

Please provide details to explain your answer. If this question is not applicable to 
you, please write N/A. 

 

Q3b: To what extent do you agree that the draft exemption conditions for small-
scale cemetery developments in low-environmental risk settings in Annex B are 
appropriate? If this question is not applicable to you, please select N/A. 

a. Strongly agree 
b. Agree 
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c. Neither agree nor disagree 
d. Disagree 
e. Strongly disagree 
f. N/A 

Please provide details to explain your answer. If this question is not applicable to 
you, please write N/A. 

 

Q3c: To what extent do you agree with the proposal to make General Binding Rules 
available for closed loop ground source heat pump activities in low-environmental 
risk settings? If this question is not applicable to you, please select N/A. 

a. Strongly agree 
b. Agree 
c. Neither agree nor disagree 
d. Disagree 
e. Strongly disagree 
f. N/A 

Please provide details to explain your answer. If this question is not applicable to 
you, please write N/A. 

 

Q3d: To what extent do you agree that the draft exemption conditions for closed 
loop ground source heat pump activities in low-environmental risk settings in 
Annex C are appropriate? If this question is not applicable to you, please select N/A. 

a. Strongly agree 
b. Agree 
c. Neither agree nor disagree 
d. Disagree 
e. Strongly disagree 
f. N/A 

Please provide details to explain your answer. If this question is not applicable to 
you, please write N/A. 

 

Q3e: To what extent do you agree that the draft exemption conditions for closed 
loop ground source heat pump activities in low-environmental risk settings in 
Annex C should apply to all sizes of such activities? If this question is not 
applicable to you, please select N/A. 
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a. Strongly agree 
b. Agree 
c. Neither agree nor disagree 
d. Disagree 
e. Strongly disagree 
f. N/A 

Please provide details to explain your answer. If this question is not applicable to 
you, please write N/A. 

 

Q3f: If you think that the draft exemption conditions for closed-loop ground source 
heat pump activities in low-environmental risk settings in Annex C should include a 
size threshold (energy in kWh per year), what size limit do you think is reasonable?  

Please provide details to explain your answer. If this question is not applicable to 
you, please write N/A. 
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2.2.2 Increasing the range of pollutants that can be controlled for 
groundwater activities 

Under the Environmental Permitting Regulations a “pollutant” is defined as any substance 

which is liable to cause pollution. For such pollutants, the EA can apply regulatory controls 
to groundwater activities to ensure that contamination of the groundwater environment by 
these pollutants does not occur.  

However, where a potential pollutant is not considered to be a “substance” under the 
current regulations, these regulatory controls are not available for groundwater activities. 
Two such potential pollutants are microbial entities and heat. As such, the EA are currently 
unable to regulate groundwater activities that might introduce these potential pollutants to 
the groundwater environment.  

This does not only leave the groundwater environment at risk of microbial and heat 
pollution but is at odds with the regulatory controls available for surface, bathing, and 
drinking water, which do already cover microbial pollution. It is also at odds with the 
definition of “pollution” in the Environmental Permitting Regulations, which recognises heat 
as a form of pollution. 

 

Proposal 4: We will enable the EA to apply regulatory controls for microbial 
pollutants where appropriate and to issue permits for groundwater activities with 
conditions to protect groundwater from microbial pollution 

Microbial pollution of groundwater, particularly groundwater that is used as a source of 
drinking water, can result in gastrointestinal disorders in consumers. It is therefore 
proposed that the EA should be able to apply regulatory controls to activities with the 
potential to cause microbial pollution of groundwater. 

This will bring the regulations for groundwater quality in line with the regulations for surface 
water quality, bathing water quality, and drinking water quality. It will also ensure that the 
Environmental Permitting Regulations are effective in protecting groundwater resources 
from pollution by microbial entities and, in turn, effective in protecting the wider 
environment and human health from the potentially harmful impacts of microbial pollutants.  

Under this proposal, the EA would only apply additional controls on permitted discharges 
to protect groundwater from the impact of microbial entities where there is actual microbial 
pollution or a significant risk of microbial pollution occurring. This is only likely to be 
required for discharges very close to potable abstractions (e.g., within groundwater Source 
Protection Zone 1) and only then where evidence supports the requirement for such 
additional permitting controls to be necessary.  

Q4: To what extent do you agree with the proposal to enable the EA to apply 
regulatory controls for microbial pollutants where appropriate and to issue permits 
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for groundwater activities with conditions to protect groundwater from microbial 
pollution? If this question is not applicable to you, please select N/A. 

a. Strongly agree 
b. Agree 
c. Neither agree nor disagree 
d. Disagree 
e. Strongly disagree 
f. N/A 

Please provide details to explain your answer. If this question is not applicable to 
you, please write N/A. 

 

Proposal 5: We will enable the EA to apply regulatory controls for heat pollution 
where appropriate and to issue permits for groundwater activities with conditions to 
protect groundwater from heat pollution 

The input of heat to groundwater may cause adverse impacts on surface water 
ecosystems that are reliant on groundwater but can tolerate only narrow changes in 
temperature. The input of heat to groundwater can also alter the solubility of the 
surrounding rock, which may change groundwater water chemistry and have potential 
knock-on impacts for the effectiveness of groundwater treatment processes. Further to 
this, the input of heat to a groundwater body may result in improved conditions for the 
proliferation of potentially harmful pathogens, such as Legionella pneumophila, which 
would usually be unable to survive in groundwater due to the low temperatures. 

It is therefore proposed that the EA should be able to apply regulatory controls to heat 
pollution in the same way that they do for other pollutants. This will ensure that the 
Environmental Permitting Regulations are effective in protecting groundwater resources – 
and the ecosystems they support – from heat pollution. 

Q5: To what extent do you agree with the proposal to enable the EA to apply 
regulatory controls for heat pollution where appropriate and to issue permits for 
groundwater activities with conditions to protect groundwater from heat pollution? 
If this question is not applicable to you, please select N/A. 

a. Strongly agree 
b. Agree 
c. Neither agree nor disagree 
d. Disagree 
e. Strongly disagree 
f. N/A 

Please provide details to explain your answer. If this question is not applicable to 
you, please write N/A. 
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2.2.3 Clarifying and updating existing controls for groundwater 
activities and some related surface water activities 
 
We have identified four areas within the existing Environmental Permitting Regulations 
where there is a need to clarify or update the regulations to ensure that the protection of 
groundwater quality is optimised, to ensure that the regulations are clear to operators, and 
to ensure that the regulations remain in line with the latest developments in technology. 
 

Proposal 6: We will update the General Binding Rules for Small Sewage Discharges 

The GBRs for SSDs were established on the basis of maximum volumes that could be 
discharged without posing an unacceptable risk to groundwater and surface water 
environments.  
 
However, there have been isolated incidents where operators or developers have 
avoided the cost of installing suitably sized treatment plants by “splitting” discharges 
across multiple SSDs that – individually – are permitted under the GBRs. Under these 
conditions, where multiple SSDs are discharging in close proximity to each other, the 
assumptions of the GBRs are no longer valid. This means that there is a potential risk of 
pollution occurring in the receiving groundwater or surface water body.  
 
It is therefore proposed that the following new rules are added to the existing list of GBRs 
to clarify that multiple SSDs should not be located in such close proximity that the 
conditions of the GBRs are no longer valid: 
 

• No.22 A new discharge shall not use the same point of discharge as any other 
discharge if the combined volume of those discharges would exceed the volumetric 
GBR thresholds for groundwater or surface water.   
 

• No.23 A new discharge shall not be made to a discharge point within 50 metres of 
any other exempt groundwater activity or water discharge activity.  

 
 

Q6: To what extent do you agree with the proposal to add these new rules to the 
General Binding Rules for Small Sewage Discharges to ensure that multiple 
discharges should not be located in close proximity to each other? If this question 
is not applicable to you, please select N/A. 

a. Strongly agree 
b. Agree 
c. Neither agree nor disagree 
d. Disagree 
e. Strongly disagree 
f. N/A 

Please provide details to explain your answer. If this question is not applicable to 
you, please write N/A. 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/small-sewage-discharges-in-england-general-binding-rules/general-binding-rules-for-small-sewage-discharges-in-england
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Proposal 7: We will require operators of Onshore Oil and Gas facilities to apply to 
surrender their permits, rather than to provide a notification of surrender 

When an Onshore Oil and Gas (OO&G) facility operator wishes to surrender a site permit 
for an oil and gas well that includes a waste operation activity, they are required to 
submit a permit surrender application to the EA. This application must be accompanied by 
evidence to demonstrate that the permitted activities have not caused any detrimental 
impacts to the environment, and that the site poses no on-going threat to the environment. 
Only when the EA are satisfied that this is the case can the permit be returned, and the 
responsibilities on the operator in relation to environmental protection be lifted. 

However, the same process does not apply to OO&G facilities that only have a 
groundwater activity permit. In this case, the operator only needs to notify the EA that 
the permit is no longer required, and the environmental responsibilities associated with the 
permit are automatically lifted. As such, there is no regulatory power available to the EA to 
require environmental assessment of the current situation at the point of decommissioning 
or of any future likelihood of pollution occurring.  

It is therefore proposed that operators of OO&G facilities that include, or only have, a 
groundwater activity should have to apply to surrender the groundwater activity permit, 
rather than notify the EA that the permit is no longer required. This will ensure that any 
pollution issues are remediated, and that there are no ongoing risks to the groundwater 
environment at the point of decommissioning or that may arise in future. 

Q7: To what extent do you agree with the proposal to require operators of Onshore 
Oil and Gas facilities to apply to surrender their groundwater activity permits, rather 
than to only provide a notification of surrender? If this question is not applicable to 
you, please select N/A. 

a. Strongly agree 
b. Agree 
c. Neither agree nor disagree 
d. Disagree 
e. Strongly disagree 
f. N/A 

Please provide details to explain your answer. If this question is not applicable to 
you, please write N/A. 
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Proposal 8: We will update the list of exemptions from the prohibition on direct 
discharges to groundwater 

Direct discharges of pollutants to groundwater are prohibited under the Environmental 
Permitting Regulations and more explicitly the Water Environment (Water Framework 
Directive) (England and Wales) Regulations 2017. However, the Regulations provide a 
limited list of specific groundwater activities which are exempt from this prohibition, 
provided that certain measures are met. This list has been transcribed into Schedule 22 of 
the Environmental Permitting Regulations and represents a specific list of groundwater 
activities that the EA can control. 

This list was established 16 years ago and as such does not account for new technologies 
or activities that the EA have subsequently decided should be permitted. It is therefore 
proposed that the list of exemptions from the prohibition on direct discharges to 
groundwater within the Environmental Permitting Regulations is updated to include the 
following specific activities:   

• The discharge of treated groundwater from remedial solution activities 
directly back into groundwater. “Remedial solution activities” means the doing of 

any works, the carrying out of any operations, or the taking of any steps in relation 
to any land or groundwater for the purpose of preventing, minimising, remedying or 
mitigating the effects of pollution of groundwater to restore the land or waters to 
their former state. The benefit of adding this type of activity to the list of exemptions, 
and therefore enabling this type of activity to be permitted, is that it will be easier for 
remediation activities to take place where pollution of groundwater has occurred, 
whilst ensuring that the EA can manage any risk associated with the return of the 
remediated groundwater. 
 

• The use of injection techniques to increase the flow of fluids or gas to an 
abstraction point for the purposes of, or in connection with, energy recovery 
and production. These are techniques used by geothermal operators and the 
OO&G industry to improve the efficiency of energy recovery and production. These 
techniques are also being developed around the world to increase the capacity of 
the rocks to provide heat for geothermal projects. The current regulations prevent 
this activity in England if there is water in the target formation, so these techniques 
could not be used to help promote the use of green heat technologies. Whilst this 
technique has been used for decades within the OO&G industry the EA have not 
historically issued permits for these activities. The benefit of adding this type of 
activity to the list of exemptions, and therefore enabling this type of activity to be 
permitted, is that both the geothermal and the OO&G industries can use techniques 
that ensure efficient and economical recovery of resource. The EA will then be 
better placed to manage any environmental risk associated with the use of these 
fluid injection techniques. 
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Q8a: To what extent do you agree with the proposal to add remedial solution 
activities to the list of exemptions from the prohibition on direct discharges to 
groundwater, thereby enabling the EA to issue permits for these activities where 
appropriate? If this question is not applicable to you, please select N/A. 

a. Strongly agree 
b. Agree 
c. Neither agree nor disagree 
d. Disagree 
e. Strongly disagree 
f. N/A 

Please provide details to explain your answer. If this question is not applicable to 
you, please write N/A. 

 

Q8b: To what extent do you agree with the proposal to add fluid injection 
techniques to the list of exemptions from the prohibition on direct discharges to 
groundwater, thereby enabling the EA to issue permits for these activities where 
appropriate? If this question is not applicable to you, please select N/A. 

a. Strongly agree 
b. Agree 
c. Neither agree nor disagree 
d. Disagree 
e. Strongly disagree 
f. N/A 

Please provide details to explain your answer. If this question is not applicable to 
you, please write N/A. 

 

Proposal 9: We will clarify the defence for sewerage undertakers in breach of permit 
conditions 

Sewerage undertakers may sometimes contravene the following regulations in the 
Environmental Permitting Regulations due to circumstances beyond their control: 

• Regulation 38(1) (operating (or causing/knowingly permitting) a water discharge 
activity or groundwater activity without an environmental permit) 

• Regulation 38(2) (failing to comply with or to contravene an environmental permit 
condition) 

For example, if a third party were to make an unauthorised discharge into a sewer which 
then adversely impacted the treatment processes at a treatment works, the discharge from 
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that works may be in breach of the permit conditions at that site, and the sewerage 
undertaker responsible for that works would therefore be in breach of their permit. 

To this end, the Environmental Permitting Regulations intend to offer a defence for 
sewerage undertakers under the following circumstances:  

• Another person caused or knowingly permitted a discharge to be made into the 
sewer or works 

• The undertaker either was not bound to receive the discharge into the sewer or 
works or was bound to receive it there subject to conditions which were not 
observed  

• The undertaker could not reasonably have been expected to prevent the discharge 
into the sewer or works 

However, the current wording of the Environmental Permitting Regulations is unclear in 
that the defence applies only to Regulation 38(1) (operating without a permit) but not 
Regulation 38(2) (breaching a permit), which is more commonly the case. This creates 
some uncertainty for sewerage undertakers and creates enforcement difficulties for 

the regulator. 

It is therefore proposed that the Environmental Permitting Regulations are updated to 
clarify that the defence for sewerage undertakers where a contravention occurs as a result 
of an unauthorised discharge into a sewer or sewage treatment works by a third party, 
applies to both the offence of operating without an environmental permit (Regulation 38(1)) 
and the offence of contravening an environmental permit (Regulation 38(2)). 

Q9: To what extent do you agree with the proposed approach to clarify the defence 
for sewerage undertakers in breach of permit conditions? If this question is not 
applicable to you, please select N/A. 

a. Strongly agree 
b. Agree 
c. Neither agree nor disagree 
d. Disagree 
e. Strongly disagree 
f. N/A 

Please provide details to explain your answer. If this question is not applicable to 
you, please write N/A. 
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Annex A: Glossary 
EA  Environment Agency 

FOI  Freedom of Information 

GBRs  General Binding Rules 

MPPs  Mobile Plant Permits 

OO&G Onshore Oil and Gas  

SRPs  Standard Rules Permits 

SSD  Small Sewage Discharge 
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Annex B: Draft exemption conditions for 
small-scale cemetery developments in low-
environmental risk settings 
Please see related document titled ‘Annex B - Draft exemption conditions for small-scale 
cemetery developments in low-environmental risk settings’. Any dates in the document 
that currently read [Date] [Month] [Year] will be specified once the implementation date has 
been finalised. 
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Annex C: Draft exemption conditions for 
closed-loop ground source heat pump 
activities in low-environmental risk settings 
Please see related document titled ‘Annex C - Draft exemption conditions for closed-loop 
ground source heat pump activities in low-environmental risk settings’. Any dates in the 
document that currently read [Date] [Month] [Year] will be specified once the 
implementation date has been finalised. 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

T: 03459 335577 
helpline@defra.gov.uk 
www.gov.uk/defra 
 

 

 
 
 

 
29 September 2021 

Dear Consultee, 

 

Consultation on amendments to the Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) 
Regulations 2016 as applied to groundwater activities and related surface water 
discharge activities 

 

We are writing to invite your views on nine proposed amendments to the Environmental 
Permitting (England & Wales) Regulations 2016 as applied to groundwater activities and 
some related surface water discharge activities. 
 
This consultation is being carried out by the Department for Environment, Food and Rural 
Affairs and will be open from Wednesday 29 September to Wednesday 22 December 
2021. 
 
You can view the consultation on GOV.UK here: https://consult.defra.gov.uk/water-
quality/amendments-to-the-epr-for-groundwater   
 
We welcome your views and comments on the proposals. If you wish to obtain a hard copy 
of the consultation documents, please email: EPRamendments2021@defra.gov.uk. 
 
Responses  
 
To submit your consultation response please complete the consultation questionnaire 
provided through Citizen Space using the link above (Citizen Space is an online 
consultation tool). 

 
Responses or additional information or supporting documents can also be sent by email to 
EPRamendments2021@defra.gov.uk, or by post to: 
 

https://consult.defra.gov.uk/water-quality/amendments-to-the-epr-for-groundwater
https://consult.defra.gov.uk/water-quality/amendments-to-the-epr-for-groundwater
mailto:EPRamendments2021@defra.gov.uk
mailto:EPRamendments2021@defra.gov.uk


 

 

Consultation on Amendments to the Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) 
Regulations 2016  
Consultation Coordinator  
2nd floor 
Foss House  
Kings Pool  
1-2 Peasholme Green  
York  
YO1 7PX 5.  

 
Responses should be received by Wednesday 22 December 2021. 
 
A summary of responses to this consultation will be published on the government website 
at: www.gov.uk. The summary will include a list of organisations that responded but not 
personal names, addresses or other contact details. Further details regarding 
confidentiality and data protection are provided at the end of this letter.  
 
Thank you for taking the time to respond to this consultation. If you have any queries, 
please contact us as above. 
 
Yours faithfully, 
 
The Groundwater Policy Team, Floods and Water Directorate 
Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs 
  

http://www.gov.uk/


 

 

Confidentiality and data protection  

A summary of responses to this consultation will be published on the Government website 
at: www.gov.uk/defra. An annex to the consultation summary will list all organisations that 
responded but will not include personal names, addresses or other contact details.  

Defra may publish the content of your response to this consultation to make it available to 
the public without your personal name and private contact details (e.g. home address, 
email address, etc).  

If you click on ‘Yes’ in response to the question asking if you would like anything in your 

response to be kept confidential, you are asked to state clearly what information you would 
like to be kept as confidential and explain your reasons for confidentiality. The reason for 
this is that information in responses to this consultation may be subject to release to the 
public or other parties in accordance with the access to information law (these are 
primarily the Environmental Information Regulations 2004 (EIRs), the Freedom of 
Information Act 2000 (FOIA) and the Data Protection Act 2018 (DPA)). We have 
obligations, mainly under the EIRs, FOIA and DPA, to disclose information to particular 
recipients or to the public in certain circumstances. In view of this, your explanation of your 
reasons for requesting confidentiality for all or part of your response would help us balance 
these obligations for disclosure against any obligation of confidentiality. If we receive a 
request for the information that you have provided in your response to this consultation, we 
will take full account of your reasons for requesting confidentiality of your response, but we 
cannot guarantee that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.  

If you click on ‘No’ in response to the question asking if you would like anything in your 

response to be kept confidential, we will be able to release the content of your response to 
the public, but we won’t make your personal name and private contact details publicly 
available.  

There may be occasions when Defra will share the information you provide in response to 
the consultation, including any personal data with external analysts. This is for the 
purposes of consultation response analysis and provision of a report of the summary of 
responses only.  

This consultation is being conducted in line with the Cabinet Office “Consultation 

Principles” and be found at: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/consultation-
principles-guidance.  

Please find our latest privacy notice uploaded as a related document alongside our 
consultation document.   

If you have any comments or complaints about the consultation process, please address 
them to:  

http://www.gov.uk/defra
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/consultation-principles-guidance
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/consultation-principles-guidance


 

 

 
Consultation Coordinator  
2nd Floor  
Foss House  
Kings Pool   
1-2 Peasholme Green  
York  
YO1 7PX  

Or email: consultation.coordinator@defra.gov.uk  

 
 

mailto:consultation.coordinator@defra.gov.uk


Privacy Notice – Defra Consultation Exercises 
 
 

Who is collecting my personal data? 

The data controller is the Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (Defra). 
You can contact Defra’s Data Protection Manager by email at: 
data.protection@defra.gov.uk  

Any questions about how Defra is using your personal data and your associated rights 
should be sent to the above contact.  

The Data Protection Officer responsible for monitoring whether Defra is meeting the 
requirements of the legislation can be contacted by email at: 
DefraGroupDataProtectionOfficer@defra.gov.uk  

Defra uses Citizen Space to run its consultation exercises.  Citizen Space is provided by 
Delib Ltd (Delib).  For information about Delib, including how they will use personal data, 
please click on the following hyperlink: https://www.delib.net/about_delib and click on the 
links to their Privacy Notice at the foot of the page.  

 

Why is Defra using my personal data?  

Defra uses your personal data when it  consults you and receives your comments and 
views on proposed legislation or policy on subject matters that you have indicated are of 
interest to you. Defra may contact you directly inviting you to give your comments and 
views in reply to a consultation exercise or you may decide to reply to a consultation 
exercise that you have seen on GOV.UK or elsewhere.   

If you reply to a consultation exercise, your personal data will likely consist of your name 
and contact details and the comments and views that you give in your reply.  Defra will 
use your personal data to record your comments and views and take your reply into 
account – as far as possible with all other replies – when decisions are being made as a 
result of the consultation.    

Defra may also disclose personal data when replying to requests under freedom of 
information laws.  If you would like to inform Defra that you would like all or any part of 
your reply to a consultation to be kept confidential, please follow the procedure set out in 
the ‘Confidentiality and data protection information’ section of the letter accompanying the 

consultation exercise.  As mentioned in that section, Defra will take your views requesting 
confidentiality into account as far as possible, but an absolute guarantee of confidentiality 
cannot be given.  The ‘Confidentiality and data protection information’ section of the letter 

accompanying the consultation provides further details about this.    

  

mailto:data.protection@defra.gov.uk
mailto:DefraGroupDataProtectionOfficer@defra.gov.uk
https://www.delib.net/citizen_space
https://www.delib.net/about_delib
https://www.delib.net/about_delib


 

What is the legal basis in data protection law for Defra’s use of my personal data? 

There are two legal bases in data protection law that apply to Defra’s use of your personal 

data for consultation exercises: 

(1) your consent; and 

(2) the use (or processing) of your personal data is necessary for the performance of a 
task carried out in the public interest. 

Your consent is the initial legal basis for the use of your personal data for the purpose of 
consultation exercises.  If Defra has contacted you directly to inform you of a consultation 
exercise, it’s because you have previously informed Defra that you would like to receive 

communications in relation to the subject matter of the consultation.  Whether you 
received a consultation exercise directly from Defra or any other way, if you reply to a 
consultation exercise, you do so freely and voluntarily after having the opportunity to be 
fully informed by the consultation documents.   

If you reply to a consultation exercise, the legal basis for Defra’s use of your personal data 
in your reply is that the use is necessary for the performance of a task carried out in the 
public interest.  The relevant task in the public interest is that people and organisations, 
especially those likely to be affected by proposed legislation or policy, are consulted on 
the proposals and have the opportunity to give their views and comments. Defra will 
consider views and comments received in response to a consultation before making final 
decisions. 

If Defra discloses personal data when replying to a request under freedom of information 
laws, the legal basis is that Defra’s use of your personal data is necessary for the 

performance of a task carried out in the public interest.  The relevant task in the public 
interest is that Defra must comply with its obligations under the freedom of information 
laws. 

 

Who will my personal data be shared with? 

Defra will publish a summary of responses; this will not include any personal data.  

Within Defra, your personal and identifying data will be available to teams working on the 
consultation. These would include the following: the policy team named in the consultation 
documents, the Consultation Coordinator and the team analysing the consultation 
responses. On occasion, Defra will engage outside contractors for analysis, where this is 
the case, this will be clearly stated in the consultation document. Any outside contractor 
will be subject to Defra’s data protection policy.  

As the providers of Citizen Space, Delib will also have access to your personal data.  For 
details of Delib’s use of your personal data please see their Privacy Notice. 

  

https://www.delib.net/legal/privacy_notice


 

Will my personal data go outside the UK?  

Yes, if you send or receive emails by the Citizen Space website, including when you use 
the 'Help/feedback' form, they will be processed in the EU.  Any personal data in these 
emails will be subject to the UK and EU GDPR, which protect your rights in relation to your 
personal data. 

Responses to questions in consultation exercises are kept in the UK.  Therefore, if you 
respond to a consultation exercise, any personal data that you provide in that response 
will not be used by Defra or Delib outside the UK.   

 

If you are relying on my consent to use my personal data, can I withdraw my 

consent? 

You have the right to withdraw your consent at any time by using the Defra contact details 
given in the documents for any particular consultation exercise.  If you withdraw your 
consent, Defra may be able to continue to use any personal data it has already received 
up to that time for the purpose of consultations you have replied to, particularly if your 
reply has already been included in the consideration of the proposals that are the subject 
of the consultation. 

 

If I reply to a consultation exercise, how long will my personal data be held for? 

Defra will hold your personal data for up to two years after the end of the consultation 
period. 

 

What are the consequences for me if I don’t provide my personal data or allow it to 

be used for the purpose of consultations? 

Your participation in consultation exercises is voluntary and there will be no repercussions 
for you if you choose not to reply to a consultation or if you withdraw your reply at any 
time. 

 

What are my rights? 

A list of your rights under data protection law is accessible at: 

https://ico.org.uk/for-organisations/guide-to-the-general-data-protection-regulation-
gdpr/individual-rights/ 

  

https://ico.org.uk/for-organisations/guide-to-the-general-data-protection-regulation-gdpr/individual-rights/
https://ico.org.uk/for-organisations/guide-to-the-general-data-protection-regulation-gdpr/individual-rights/


 

How do I complain? 

You have the right to lodge a complaint about the use of your personal data at any time 
with the Information Commissioner’s Office (ICO – the data protection supervisory 
authority). If you wish to exercise that right, full details are available at:  

https://ico.org.uk/make-a-complaint/ 

 

Defra’s Personal Information Charter 

Please also see Defra’s Personal Information Charter, accessible by the following 

hyperlink, which broadly sets out details of Defra’s processing of personal data: 

https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/department-for-environment-food-rural-
affairs/about/personal-information-charter. 

https://ico.org.uk/make-a-complaint/
https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/department-for-environment-food-rural-affairs/about/personal-information-charter
https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/department-for-environment-food-rural-affairs/about/personal-information-charter


SIGNAGE AND INTERPRETATION FOR GREENSPACES 2022 
 

AUTHOR  
Chris Woolner – Greenspaces Manager 

CONSULTEES  
Greenspaces team 

FOR MEETING  
Environment Committee Working Group 

DATE  
30/11/21 

RECOMMENDATION 
1) To approve an outline budget for the project of £40,000 for full or partial inclusion 

in the 2022/2023 Budget 
2) To approve a timeline for the project budget of either 1 or 2 years 
3) To agree the overall aim of the project – see Report 
4) To comment and approve the project approach as set out in the Report including 

sign-off milestones 

REPORT 
OVERALL AIM OF THE PROJECT; 

“To deliver a high-quality well-designed suite of signage and interpretation across all 
our Greenspaces to compliment the special qualities of each site and the audiences 
they serve” 

WHY? 

The Greenspaces we manage are important to our communities. They are cherished, valued 
and cared about. They are places that we go to relax, socialise, play, exercise and get closer 
to nature. They are homes to our local wildlife and play an important part in health and well-
being, both of us as humans and the wider environment.  

At its best, interpretation in greenspaces enriches our lives through engaging emotions, 
enhancing experiences and deepening understanding of places, people, events and objects 
from the past and present.  

At its worst, poor signage and interpretation gives confused messages and the impression of 
neglect. Across Stroud Town Council greenspaces, signage and interpretation is 
inconsistent in its condition, quality and messaging. This project aims to change that to 
deliver the level of interpretation that the greenspaces themselves and the people that use 
them deserve.  

For more information, and to get a better idea of the scope of work we might carry out, here 
is a report commissioned for Bridport Town Council to look at their Green Spaces 
Interpretation. https://www.bridport-tc.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/05/Green-Spaces-
Report.pdf 

 

https://www.bridport-tc.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/05/Green-Spaces-Report.pdf
https://www.bridport-tc.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/05/Green-Spaces-Report.pdf
https://www.bridport-tc.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/05/Green-Spaces-Report.pdf


WHAT? 

There are 4 elements that need addressing across our main sites through this project;  

1) Welcome signs – To welcome, entice people in, set the tone of the site, set 
expectations for visit, show that the site is special and cared for. Some examples; 

 

 

2) Interpretation signs – telling stories of the things that make each site unique and 
valuable. Sometimes several per site.  

 

 

3) Instructional/directional/utility signs – no dogs, exit, covid, no ball games, keep off 
the grass etc  

 

4) Temporary interpretation – There are some ideas for this but physical design is yet 
to be confirmed; a set of temporary signs and digital templates that enable the team 
(and others) to tell stories that are temporary e.g. Mat’s bee orchid signs at Uplands 



or Labels for trees at the cemetery. Something more robust, professional and 
effective than laminated sheets.  

 

 

 

This is not an exhaustive list of the things that might be produced. There are many different 
ways to tell stories of greenspaces and this project will dove-tail in to future communications 
work from the council about it’s greenspaces.  

WHO?  

Who is the project for? Part of the design process, an audience identification exercise will 
be carried out for each site. Good interpretation works well when addressing several key 
specific audiences which may be slightly different in each of the sites.  

Who will deliver it? There is good experience of delivering interpretation projects within the 
existing team. It is proposed that the management of the project is overseen by a “Task and 
Finish” group of councillors for support. The design and fabrication would be carried out by 
an external agency and installation done by the Green Spaces Team.  

HOW? 

There are a few next steps to taking this project forward.  

PROPOSAL Stage 

1) Get sign-off on this project proposal from Environment Committee and approval to 
move to PLAN stage 

PLAN Stage 

1) Form a project team and assign roles and responsibilities 
2) Write a project plan. This would give detailed and accurate costings, a detailed 

timeline, set the quality and quantity of project outputs.  
3) Write a design brief and put it out to tender 
4) Get sign-off on the project plan from Environment Committee (Jan 2022) 

DELIVERY Stage 

5) Work up designs with selected agency using task and finish group to draft 
6) Get sign off on designs from Environment Committee (March 2022?) 
7) Agency to oversee fabrication 
8) GST to install 
9) Get sign-off on project delivery from Environment Committee (May or July 2022) 

REVIEW / CLOSE 



10) Hand over to GST to maintain 
11)  Review after a few months and make changes where needed. (keep some £ back 

for this) 

HOW MUCH? 

An external agency has been consulted https://visitmor.co.uk/ to get a rough estimate of 
costs. High-quality, high resilience signage has been costed across our whole portfolio of 
sites. There are some sites where this is less necessary and cost savings could be made. 
There will be room to upscale or downscale this project but for the purposes of this report the 
quality has been set to “very good” at all sites.  

 

Table showing 
breakdown of costs 

     

 Welcome signs interpretation 
boards 

notice board 
refurbs 

utility/direct
ional 

temporary 
story signage 

Park Gardens 1 3 1 Y  
Bank Gardens & St 
Laurence 

2 3 1 N  

Uplands 2 2 1 Y  
Daisy Bank 1 2 1 Y  
New Cemetery 1 2 1 N  
Old Cemetery 2 4 1 Y  
Long Ground 2 2 0 N  
Leazes 1 2 1 Y  
other sites 0 5 0 N  
Unit quantity 12 25 7  20 
estimated cost per unit £2,500 £400 £100  £50 
Totals £30,000 £10,000 £700 £1,000 £1,000 
Estimated project total     £42,700 

 

This covers design, fabrication and delivery costs. Note that this is only an initial estimate 
using information from one supplier. A more detailed estimate would come back to 
Environment Committee at the PLAN sign-off point.  

WHEN? 

This will largely be decided by the overall budget and whether the committee would like to 
allocate budget over 1, 2 or more years. There will be likely “economy of scale” benefits to 
delivering in one go. However, should councillors wish to spread the cost over a longer time 
period, the design work could be completed in 2021 and push back some of the fabrication 
and installation into the following year. A 60/40 budget split between 2022/2023 could be 
workable.  

This as a priority project for the Greenspaces Team and would like to start in Jan 2022.  

LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
There are a few H&S obligations that better signage could help us achieve. These are 
relatively minor project implications.  

https://visitmor.co.uk/
https://visitmor.co.uk/


FINANCIAL AND STAFFING IMPLICATIONS 
This project will be led by the Green Spaces Manager, contracting a professional design 
agency who will then instruct fabricators. This could take around 3-4 weeks of time to project 
manage. It is proposed that the team undertake the installations. This could also take around 
2 weeks for the whole team in total dependent on methods and size of the project.  

The main financial implications are set out in the report above.  

EQUALITY IMPLICATIONS 
Well-designed signage and interpretation should make greenspaces more physically, 
psychologically and emotionally accessible.  

CO2 IMPLICATIONS 
Fabrication will have a CO2 cost. As will ongoing maintenance and repair. Material choices, 
supply chains and CO2 policies of contractors and agencies should be factored into project 
decision making. There is also opportunity to influence behavioural change from 
Greenspace Visitors around climate change.  

DECISION 



GREEN SPACES TEAM CARBON REDUCTION 2022 – 
TOOLS AND VEHICLES  
 
AUTHOR  
Chris Woolner – Green Spaces Manager 
 
CONSULTEES  
Green Spaces Team Rangers 
 
FOR MEETING  
Environment Committee Working Group 
 
DATE  
30 November 2021 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
To approve changes proposed in the report 
 
REPORT 
There are several areas for action that the GS team could take to reduce its carbon foot 
print. These include 
 

1. Energy Supplier 
2. Vehicle types and use policies 
3. Carbon sink maintenance and creation (inc mowing regime) 
4. Supply chain policy 
5. Tool types and policies 
6. Depot power use (inc PIRs, PVs) 
7. Pensions and banking 

 
This plan proposes actions for points 2 and 5.  
 
To summarise the table at the end of this report, the changes I propose are to;  

• Sell the Grillo petrol mower. It is rarely used (once in 2021) 
• Replace all our 2 stroke brush cutters with battery powered ones 
• Replace our large 2 stroke blower with a battery powered one.  
• Replace our malfunctioning ebike with one that can carry cargo. Either an e-cargo 

bike or another ebike with a trailer.  
 
If we can sell the items I suggest at the prices I estimate, there should be a net gain to our 
finances of around £1700. I suggest keeping this as contingency in case I am out on some 
of my estimates of there are addition accessories that are needed. Bike locks and helmets 
come to mind.  
 
There are a number of other potential future changes that I researched and propose not 
doing anything about yet. Mainly as the technology is not able to quite provide what we 
need, or that the cost would be very high as the technology is new. The following points to 
be reviewed annually.  
 
 



• Replacing the diesel RTV with and electric one (I think this will be an option in a year 
or 2) 

• Replacing the L200 Pickup with an electric one. Tech is almost there but will be very 
expensive. However, we would all very much like a Tesla CyberTruck!! 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ON_lvE42eS8 

• Not really worth replacing our petrol pedestrian mower as we use so infrequently. 
• There isn’t an electric version of our diesel tractor/mower currently available 

 
Alongside these tool changes, we will make some procedural ones including securely storing 
more battery tools out on site at bank gardens and the new cemetery. This will mean 
transporting less tools around the town and just transporting batteries in some cases. The 
ebike should then come more into regular use.  
 
The outcome of proposed changes will be to eliminate all of our 2-stroke use and 
significantly reduce the number of trips we make using diesel vehicles. 
There is also a leadership element to these proposals. I suggest that I write a press release 
and put out SM content to tell the story of what we are doing and why in the hope we can 
influence other managers of green spaces to make the changes to reduce their emissions. 
The team have regular conversations with people face-to-face about our existing new battery 
powered machinery.  
 
I ask the Environment Committee for comment and approval to make these changes 
before the end of this financial year. 
  
LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
None 
 
FINANCIAL AND STAFFING IMPLICATIONS 
None – see table below 
 
EQUALITY IMPLICATIONS 
None 
 
CO2 IMPLICATIONS 
Positive change. Hard to quantify without significant work. Emissions would be reduced 
through eliminating all of our 2-stroke use and significantly reducing the number of trips we 
make using diesel vehicles. 
 
DECISION 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ON_lvE42eS8
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ON_lvE42eS8


Battery powered tools and 
vehicles 

    

 Value* power source Action notes 
2 X Stihl bga200 blowers n/a Lithium ion battery retain regularly used since purchase and fit for purpose 
2 X Stihl msa220c chainsaws  Lithium ion battery retain occasionally used since purchase and fit for purpose 
3 X ar3000 backpack 
batteries (for use with 
various power tools) 

 Lithium ion battery retain regularly used since purchase and fit for purpose 

1 X Stihl hla 85 pole trimmer  Lithium ion battery retain regularly used since purchase and fit for purpose 
1 X Stihl hsa 94 r hedge 
trimmer 

 Lithium ion battery retain regularly used since purchase and fit for purpose 

1 X Stihl pole saw  Lithium ion battery retain regularly used since purchase and fit for purpose 
1 X Fsa 130 strimmer  Lithium ion battery retain very regularly used since purchase and fit for purpose 
Renault kangoo electric van  battery retain 

-see 
notes 

new GST policy to always prioritise e-vehicle use where practical for job required. 

A2b Galvani ebike   battery repair 
or 
replac
e 

battery only works intermittently - repair may not be worth doing financially 

Overton sharp waste litter 
vacuum cleaner bp75E 

£500 battery sell very little use since purchase. Too bulky for Rob to operate. More effective to use 
blowers and brooms.  

2 X Husqvarna 535iFR battery 
brushcutter/strimmer (or 
equiv + batts) 

£1,800 Lithium ion battery buy replacing the 2 x stihl 2 stroke brushcutters 

1 X HUSQVARNA 340iBT 
backpack blower (or equiv + 
batts) 

£850 Lithium ion battery buy replacing existing 2 stroke backpack blower 

1 x cube cargo hybrid ebike £5,500 Lithium ion battery buy replacing existing ebike and adding tool carrying functionality 
 
 



Fossil fuel powered 
tools and vehicles 

    

 Value* power source Action notes 
1 X Stihl br430 
backpack blower 

£200 2 stroke sell regularly used since purchase and fit for purpose 

1 X Stihl hs81rc 
hedge trimmer 

£200 2 stroke sell not used since electric version purchased 

2 X Stihl fs460c 
strimmers 

£500 2 stroke sell regularly used since purchase and fit for purpose. Replace with 1 x high power electric Husqvarna 
brushcutter 

Old Stihl strimmer £0 2 stroke sell or 
recycle 

not operational 

Petrol cut and collect 
pedestrian mower 

n/a petrol retain rarely used. Maybe replace with electric pedestrian mower in future.  

Grillo md24 AWD 
mower - petrol 

£8,500 petrol sell rarely used since purchase, fit for purpose 

Mitsubishi L200 
pickup 

n/a diesel retain regularly used since purchase and fit for purpose - no real electric alternative yet in UK. Review 
this in a year.  

Kubota bx2350 
combi tractor mower 

n/a diesel retain regularly used since purchase and fit for purpose - no real electric alternative yet in UK. Review 
this in a year.  

Kubota RTV 900 RTV n/a diesel retain regularly used since purchase and fit for purpose - no real electric alternative yet in UK. Review 
this in a year.  

 
Totals   

£9,900 total from selling 
existing 
equipment 

I have made some assumption about resell value which may need further research. Also need to ensure a 
mechanism for selling withing council financial framework 

£8,150 cost of purchases ex vat 

£1,750 balance Propose retaining this as contingency should some of my estimates prove inaccurate 
  * ether estimated resell value for items to sell or cost new ex VAT 

 



STROUDCO CONTAINER AT TRINITY POCKET PARK  
 

AUTHOR  
Chris Woolner – Green Spaces Manager 

CONSULTEES  
Deputy Clerk – Kate Montgomery 

WSP Solicitors 

FOR MEETING  
Environment Committee Working Group 

DATE  
30 November 2021 

RECOMMENDATION 
Approval of the proposal with the following conditions;  

1) A licence agreement is signed with StroudCo as outlined below. GSM/Clerk to 
arrange.  

2) The cost of the licence is covered by StroudCo 
3) There is a break clause after 1 year that either STC or StroudCo can give reasonable 

notice to end the licence.  
4) That any contractors involved in installation and removal adhere to our usual 

requests for contractors working on our sites; Evidence of insurances, Risk 
Assessments, Method statement etc. 

5) That any planning consents required are met.  
6) Written consent is given from the landlord  

 
 

REPORT 
This report is put forward by Chris Woolner (GSM) on behalf of James Millar of StroudCo 
and Sarah Frazer of the Trinity Rooms Community Hub. The following is a summary of the 
proposal from StroudCo; 

Background 

StroudCo Food Hub CIC are committed to supporting local enterprise, with a mission to be a 
reliable not-for-profit online supplier of ethical local groceries for people living in or near 
Stroud. The vision is to help tackle the climate emergency by connecting up the local food 
economy and promoting low-impact shopping. Having had various ‘homes’ in the locality 
over the last few years they have settled at The Trinity Rooms Community Hub in Field Road 
which provides secure accommodation and an ideal location for collection of goods from 
local providers, collation of orders, and subsequent distribution of orders. The keys values 
are to choose local first, keep the environmental footprint small, to support caring husbandry 
and to connect the local food economy.  

 

 



Current situation 

As an organisation run primarily on volunteers, StroudCo costs are kept low, and therefore 
staff are not available to accept deliveries from providers all week. The solution has been to 
have a secure lock-up container which allows for dropping off of produce at the producers 
convenience without needing someone to be present to receive goods in. The container is 
currently located at one of the previous addresses and needs to be moved close to the 
Trinity Rooms.  

Proposed solution 

At a meeting with Trinity Hub team, StroudCo and Chris Woolner Green Spaces Manager, a 
site was identified which would be ideal. It is on a piece of land to the right side of the Trinity 
Rooms near the boundary with the Pocket Park. Other sites around the trinity Rooms have 
been considered, but ruled out because of the amount of landscaping and supporting of the 
bank that would need to be undertaken to prepare the site. The chosen location is ideal as it 
will enable suppliers easy access and StroudCo to retrieve the supplies without another car 
journey. This location would involve the removal of a fence panel, and 2 shrubs which would 
be replaced with suitable foliage. The plan is to plant climbing plants around the container, 
and maybe to plant onto the roof. This would improve the aesthetic of the container, and 
could prove to be an asset to the plan for rowing edible plants in that area as vertical 
planting around the container will be possible.  

It should be noted that there are better locations in front of the Trinity Rooms or further down 
the right-hand side that would not encroach on the park. The option for the right-hand side 
may be cost prohibitive due to the angle required by a crane deliver the container.  

Permission 

We are asking the council for permission to remove a fence panel, and remove 2 shrubs, 
and maybe to impinge slightly onto the pocket park depending on where the boundary line is 
drawn.  

Timescale 

There is no great urgency, though the organisation who own the land at the present location 
would like it removed from there. StroudCo can manage in the very short term, but as soon 
as a decision is made by the council, the land can be prepared and the container moved 
relatively quickly after that.  

  



Additional info from GSM 

Showing proposed location (approx.) 

 
Existing location. 

 

The container is fairly small – 4m x 2.4m x 2.4m 

A better location would be as shown on the image below; 

 



This location has been measured on site and there would be room for the container at this 
location.  

I think that they actually will need to do a little more that they are asking for to install the unit 
at the proposed location. A flat level surface will be required that may need some minor 
ground works.  

LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
Our solicitor (WSP) has been consulted about the issuing of a licence to give permission for 
the outlined above with the inclusion of the following conditions 

1) Should StroudCo cease to operate from the site, or their lease with the church end, 
they will remove the container and reinstate the fence and shrubs as they are now.  

2) Any removal of shrubs to install the container should be mitigated by planting 
elsewhere in the Pocket Park as decided by STC 

3) The container sides that are facing the road and park should be obscured with 
planting. Be that shrubs or climbing plants. To soften the visual impact.  

WSP indicate that the cost of drawing up the licence should be no more than £1300. STC 
would normally expect a licence holder to cover this cost in this type of arrangement.   

FINANCIAL AND STAFFING IMPLICATIONS 
No financial implications. A little staff time needed to oversee the installation.  

EQUALITY IMPLICATIONS 
StroudCo actively support the Stroud District Food Bank which aims for better equality of 
food provision.  

CO2 IMPLICATIONS 
There are some positive CO2 implications to supporting this proposal. From StroudCo 
website;  

Our Mission is to be a reliable not-for-profit online supplier of ethical local groceries 
for people living in or near Stroud. Our Vision is to help tackle the climate 
emergency by connecting up the local food economy and promoting low-impact 
shopping 

DECISION 



ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE BUDGET 2022-23

Environment Centre Code

 Approved 
budget 
2020-21 

 Actual 
2020-21 

 
Approved 
budget 
2021-22 

 Actual to 
end Sept 
2021 

 Proiected 
year end 

 Draft 
budget 
2022-23  %change Notes

Staff costs 316 4001      127,802      116,268    129,349      57,869      129,349     129,772 0.33% See notes
Agency labour costs 316 4005               -                -   
Training 316 4008         3,000         1,975        2,000        2,070         2,750         2,500 25.00%
Travel/expenses 316 4009            200                6           200             -              100            200 0.00%
Misc staff costs 316 4010             23              23               -   
Rates 316 4011         9,149       10,212        9,149        6,407         9,149         9,149 0.00% Cemetery and depot
Rent 316 4013       10,000       10,000      10,000      10,000       10,000       10,000 0.00% Libby's Drive
Health safety security 316 4017         3,000         4,195        3,000        1,555         3,000         3,000 0.00% Includes PPE
Utilities 316 4018         3,000         2,096        2,000           940         2,000         2,000 0.00%
Consumables 316 4019            800            418           600           433            750            750 25.00%
Tel/post/communications 316 4021         2,000         1,870        2,000           646         2,000         2,000 0.00%
Stationery/office 316 4023               -              101             -                 -                 -   
Insurance 316 4026         2,000         1,636        2,000        1,889         1,889         2,000 0.00% Motor insurance only (Depot insured by landlord)
Printing/photocopying 316 4027               -                46             -                 -                 -   
Office equipment 316 4029               -                62             -                 -                 -   
Play facilities (new projects) 316 4035               -                -               -                 -                 -   Replaced by code 4078
Property maintenance 316 4036               -   
Site materials 316 4037         7,400         9,849        7,500        2,794         7,500         7,500 0.00%
Small tools and equipment 316 4039         2,750         1,894        2,750           263         2,000         2,000 -27.27%
Equipment hire 316 4041         1,500            517        1,500           224         1,500         1,000 -33.33%
Equipment maintenance 316 4042         1,000         1,515        1,000           326         1,500         1,500 50.00%
Fuel and oil 316 4043         1,400         1,527        1,400           754         1,500         1,500 7.14%
Vehicle lease 316 4045            300            360           300             50            300            300 0.00% Rental for electric van battery
Vehicle maint/MOT/tax 316 4046         4,000         1,421        3,500        1,300         3,500         3,500 0.00%
Planting 316 4047       12,500       13,967      10,000      11,549       12,000       10,300 3.00%
Skip hire 316 4048               -   
Loan charges 316 4053               -               -                 -                 -   
Legal expenses 316 4056               -                18        1,141         1,500               -   
Consultancy 316 4059               -   
Carbon reduction projects 316 4064         4,000         1,639              -               -                 -                 -   
Contracted grass maintenance 316 4069       14,350       14,515      14,350        8,867       14,350       14,350 0.00%
Contracted infrastructure repairs 316 4071       13,500       11,250      10,000        2,135       10,000       10,000 0.00% Reactive repairs 
Contracted grave digging 316 4072       16,000       17,230      12,000        6,030       12,000       15,000 25.00%
Contracted waste management 316 4073         8,000         7,996        8,000        7,514         9,200         9,200 15.00% Includes UBICO contract for bins, and skip hire
Contracted play equip works 316 4074       25,000         1,002      25,000        1,096       30,000       19,982 -20.07% See projects list
Contracted tree reports and works 316 4076         3,000         2,910        3,000           633         3,000         3,000 0.00%
Environment projects 316 4078       28,500            114      35,000             50       35,000       37,000 5.71%  See projects list.
Large tools and equipment 316 4085               -   
Stroud Valleys Project 316 4089         1,000            250        1,000             -                 -           1,000 0.00%
Community engagement (Green Spaces) 316 4094         1,800              10        1,800           396            500         1,800 0.00% Includes Garden Guardians
Work contracted out 316 4098 See new codes (b, e and f)



town centre 316 4128
Carbon reduction fund grants 316 4164            250      10,000        1,690       10,000       10,000 0.00%
Loan repayments 316 4167       15,484       15,485      15,484        7,743       15,484       15,484 0.00%
Trinity Pocket Park project 316 4162 Project complete
Equipment purchases 316 4200               -   
Graffiti removal / vandalism 316 4201            800            498           500             -              500            500 0.00%
Contingencies / liabilities 316 4202         4,000        4,000             -           3,000         4,000 0.00% 2021 use for increased cost of Leazes project
Transfer to Asset Tfr dowry fund 316 4999               -   
Transfer to reserve (loan)               -   
TOTAL ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE      327,235      253,102    328,382    136,387      335,344     330,286 0.58%



PROJECTS 2022-23

Committee Cost 
centre

Cost 
code(s)

Project Description Source of income EXPENDI
TURE

USE OF 
RESERVE
S

s106 CIL Grants Sponsors
hip/ 
Donation
s

SubTotal    
Other 
income

balance 
to be met 
by 
PRECEPT

Finance and Policy 104 4064 Thanet House Carbon reduction projects Reserve and 20,000 0 0 0 20,000 0 20,000 0
Finance and Policy 104 4036 4059 Thanet House Refurbishment Reserves, grants 

 
40,000    14,605 0 0 0 14,605 25,395

Finance and Policy 109 4143    4144 Lansdown Hall Lights in Bank Gardens Reserves 10,000 10,000 0 0 0 0 10,000 0

Community 107 4060 Small Grants Fund Grants Reserve and 8,000 5,175 5,175 2,825
Community 107 4171 Covid grants Grants and projects to support Covid Reserves 5,000 5,000 5,000 0
Community 107 4146 Community Support Fund Grants Reserves 8,000 8,000 8,000 0

Regeneration 108 4216 NDP projects - general See notes Reserves and CIL 25,000 25,000 25,000 0
Regeneration 108 4217 NDP review See notes Grants 10,000 10,000 10,000 0
Regeneration 108 new NDP projects - monitoring See notes Reserves 1,161 0 1,161
Regeneration 108 new Subscription Rooms Forecourt project Reserves, grants 

 
50,000 10,000 1,000 30,000 41,000 9,000

Consultations & 503 4136 Road Safety WG Road Safety projects Reserves 4,500 4,500 4,500 0

Environment 316 4074 Play equipment updates New play equipment Precept 19,982 9,982 10,000 19,982 0
Environment 316 4078 Environment projects See notes Precept 47,000 12,191 12,191 34,809

GRAND TOTAL 248,643 104,453 10,000 1,000 60,000 0 175,453 73,190

Potential projects not included in budget, but for which funds are available in reserves
Project Decription Available reserve

New cemetery If project resurrected reserves can be 
used for further preparatory work. 20,000

Footpaths project Registration of Lost Ways
1,000

Wallbridge project Gateway development (STC 
Contribution only) 4,994

Planning consultancy
Contingency fund for any major 
planning applications 9,000

EXPENDITURE INCOME



Play equipment updates
2021-22

Expenditure Centre Code Budget
Projected 
year end Income Centre Code Budget

Projected 
year end

Play equipment 
updates 316 4074    25,000       30,000 Use of reserves         105 4998        3,212                -   
TOTAL    25,000       30,000 Precept         105 1077    21,788        21,788 

s106         105 1006            -            8,889 
TOTAL    25,000        30,677 

Reserve movement year end Opening balance 24,324
Income - expenditure -       677 Add to reserve
Balance carried forward    25,001 

2022-23
Expenditure Centre Code Budget Income Centre Code Budget
Play equipment 
updates 316 4074    19,982 Use of reserves         105 4998      9,982 
TOTAL    19,982 s106         105 1006    10,000 

TOTAL    19,982 

Reserve carried forward 15019

Environment projects

2021-22 Centre Code Budget
Projected 
year end Income Centre Code Budget

Projected 
year end

Parliament Stree   316 4078    15,000       15,000 
Use of reserves (Env 
Projects)         105 4998    24,886 24,886

Bank Gardens ra 316 4078    20,000       20,000 precept         105 1077    10,114        10,114 
TOTAL    35,000       35,000 TOTAL    35,000        35,000 

Reserve movement year end
 Env 
Projects 

Chapel/ 
depot

Opening balance 28,386 8691
use of reserve    24,886 0
Balance carried forward      3,500      8,691 
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