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Thanks 
 
Technically we can log high PM as AO if this was due to unavoidable or unforeseen failure.
However, in this case it appears to be from installation errors. We will need to explore this before
deciding whether this constitutes AO and the limits in Table S3.1 being applicable
 
Hope this makes sense
 

 
From:  
Sent: 30 June 2026 11:25
To: 

Subject: Re: AWRP Schedule 5 Notification (Part A)

 
Hi , 
 
Apologies, I thought I included the value. 
 
See attached updated Schedule 5. Please can you confirm whether this can be logged
under AO. 
 
Thanks,

From: 
Sent: 30 June 2026 10:59
To: 
Subject: RE: AWRP Schedule 5 Notification (Part A)

 
Hi 
 



Could you resubmit the Schedule 5 as the actual value is not provided.
 
Many thanks
 

 
From:  
Sent: 29 June 2026 14:19
To: 

Subject: Re: AWRP Schedule 5 Notification (Part A)

 
Hi , 

We’ve confirmed that the issue originated in the baghouse filters, as outlined in the
Schedule 5. The investigation found that one of the filter bags had become detached due to
an installation error. This detached bag was the likely cause of the elevated emissions.

Although it was limited to 1 bag out of 200, it still resulted in an elevated emission that
required operational intervention. The issue was identified quickly on shift and the affected
cell was boxed in and the unit load was reduced to minimise emissions and maintain
compliance.

Can you confirm that this can be recorded as an Abnormal Operation based on the findings
above?

Durham Filtration have also agreed to return and carry out a dye test on the other baghouse
filters.

Thanks,

 

From: 
Sent: 10 June 2026 13:25
To: 

Cc:  Waste ppp
<waste.ppp@northyorks.gov.uk>






