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Email Answer Template 


Whilst we accept consultation responses via e-mail, we encourage respondents to use the Citizen Space Platform. 

If you are going to send an email response, please either fill out this word document or copy and paste directly into the email to fill out before sending to us. 






‘Information about you’ questions 
Verification of age 
Q1. Please confirm your age: are you over 18 years old?  (required)    
Please check one below
☐Yes    
☐No    


Confidentiality Question 
Q2. Would you like your response to be confidential? (required) 
[bookmark: _Hlk219319409]Please check one below
☐Yes    
☐No    


Q3. If you answered Yes to this question, please give your reason(s). (not required) 
Please type below




 Information about you   
Q4. Please provide your full name.  (required) 
Please type below
  


   

Q4. Please provide your email address (required) 
Please type below
  


   
Q6. Are you responding on behalf of a business (including sole trader) or an organisation? (required) 
Please check one below
☐Yes    
☐No    


[If YES to Qu6] About your organisation or business 
Q7. Please select the type of business or organisation you are responding on behalf of. (required) 
Please check one below
· Water and Sewerage Company 
· Waste management company 
· Farming business 
· Septic tank business 
· Public sector/ Local authority 
· Trade body 
· Environmental NGO 
· Academia 
· Other business 


Q8.  Please provide details of your business.  (required) 
Please type below 


Q9. What is your role in the business or organisation you are responding from? (required) 
Please type below 





Q10.  In what location is your organisation or business based?  (required)  
[bookmark: _Hlk219319707]Please check one below
☐England  
☐Wales  
☐Scotland  
☐Northern Ireland  
☐Outside the UK, within the EU  
☐Outside the UK, outside the EU  


Q11. What is the size of the business you are responding from? (required) 
· 0-9 employees 
· 10-49 employees 
· 50-249 employees 
· 250 – 499 employees 
· 500+ employees 


[If NO to Q6] Interest in sewage sludge 

Q12. What is your interest in the regulation of sludge spreading? (required) 
· Employee of business in sludge supply chain (not providing official business response)  
· Member of the general public  
· User of septic tank system  

Evaluation questions

Objectives for reform

Q13. Do you agree with the opportunities for improvement identified ? (required) 
[bookmark: _Hlk219321210]Please check one below 
☐Strongly agree
☐Agree
☐Neither agree nor disagree
☐Disagree
☐Strongly disagree
☐Don’t know 

[bookmark: _Hlk219320504]Q14. Are there any parts of the current regulatory framework that you think should be retained or preserved? If you think no changes should be made, please set out why. (not required) 
Please type below 


[bookmark: _Hlk219320622]Q15. Are there other problems with the current regulations that have not been identified? Please provide details. (not required) 
Please type below 


Q16. We would welcome any evidence from septic tank supply chain operators on how they treat septic tank sludge and where it goes. Please provide any evidence that you have of this type. (not required) 
Please type below 


Analysis of Reform Option 1: Revoke the Sludge (Use in Agriculture) Regulations 1989, in whole or in part, and regulate sludge spreading within the Environmental Permitting Regulations 2016. 

Q17. To what extent do you agree or disagree with our assessment of the benefits and risks of moving sludge spreading into the Environmental Permitting Regulations 2016 (EPR) framework? (required)  
[bookmark: _Hlk219321448]Please check one below
☐Strongly agree
☐Agree
☐Neither agree nor disagree
☐Disagree
☐Strongly disagree
☐Don’t know 
[bookmark: _Hlk219320978]Q18. Please provide a reason for your answer. (not required) 			    	           Please type below



Q19. What impacts, both positive and negative, do you foresee of moving sludge application to land into the EPR? We would welcome any information on the scale of specific costs or benefits and any calculations or quantified estimates. (not required) 
[bookmark: _Hlk219321062]Please type below


Q20. Do you think a transition period would be necessary to move sludge into EPR? (required) 
Please check one below 
☐Yes
☐No
☐Don’t Know

Q21. Please give a reason for your answer. Please include any assessment of transition costs to adapt to the new system. (not required) 
Please type below



Q22. Do you think there are requirements that apply to farmers in the current Regulations should be retained in the event of moving sludge into EPR? (required) 
[bookmark: _Hlk219321523]Please check one below 
☐Yes
☐No
☐Don’t Know


Q23. Please give a reason for your answer. Please include specific requirements that you think should be retained. (not required) 
[bookmark: _Hlk219321471]Please type below



Q24. To what extent do you agree with including an assurance scheme as part of moving sludge into EPR? (required) 
Please check one below 
☐Strongly agree
☐Agree
☐Neither agree nor disagree
☐Disagree
☐Strongly disagree
☐Don’t know 

Q25. Please give a reason for your answer. (not required) 
Please type below



Q26. Other than recognising an assurance scheme, are there other ways, for example through design of permits, that the administrative impacts on businesses could be minimised under EPR? (not required) 
Please type below



Analysis of Reform Option 2: Amend the current Sludge (Use in Agriculture) Regulations 1989

Q27. To what extent do you agree or disagree our assessment of the benefits and risks of amending the Sludge Use in Agriculture Regulations? (required) 
[bookmark: _Hlk219321654]Please check one below
☐Strongly agree
☐Agree
☐Neither agree nor disagree
☐Disagree
☐Strongly disagree
☐Don’t know 


Q28. Please provide a reason for your answer. (not required) 
Please type below



Q29. What impacts, both positive and negative, do you foresee from amendments to the Sludge (Use in Agriculture) Regulations 1989 (‘the Regulations’) this option proposes? We would welcome any information on the scale of specific costs or benefits and any calculations or quantified estimates. (not required) 
[bookmark: _Hlk219321544]Please type below



Q30. Do you think a transition period would be necessary? (required) 
Please check one below 
☐Yes
☐No
☐Don’t Know


Q31. Please give a reason for your answer. Please include any assessment of transition costs to adapt to the new system. (not required) 
[bookmark: _Hlk219321828]Please type below


Analysis of Reform Option 3: Changing standards on sludge spreading via non-regulatory means 

Q32. To what extent do you agree or disagree with our assessment of benefits and risks updating the code of practice over amending the underlying legislation? (required) 
[bookmark: _Hlk219322797]Please check one below
☐Strongly agree
☐Agree
☐Neither agree nor disagree
☐Disagree
☐Strongly disagree
☐Don’t know 


Q33. Please provide a reason for your answer. (not required) 
Please type below



Q34. What impacts, both positive and negative, do you foresee from the amendments to the Code of Practise proposed? (not required) 
Please type below



Q35. Do you think a transition period would be necessary? (required)  
Please check one below
☐Yes
☐No
☐Don’t Know


Q36. Please give a reason for your answer. Please include any assessment of transition costs to adapt to the new system. (not required)  
Please type below



Q37. Are there any other amendments to the code of practice that you think would be necessary to raise sludge standards? (not required)  
Please type below



Q38. Are there alternative non-regulatory interventions that you think would be effective in meeting our objectives to strengthen the regulatory framework? If so, please explain your reasoning. (not required) 
[bookmark: _Hlk219322062]Please type below



Relative merits of different proposals  

Q39. Of the three options for reform presented in this consultation, which option do you prefer? (required) 
Please check one below

· Option 1: Revoke the Sludge (Use in Agriculture) Regulations 1989, in whole or in part, and regulate sludge spreading within the Environmental Permitting Regulations 2016(EPR). 
· Option 2: Amend the current Sludge (Use in Agriculture) Regulations 1989. 
· Option 3: Changing standards on sludge spreading via non-regulatory means. 


Q40. Please give reasons for your answer. (required) 
Please type below



Q41. What impacts, if any, do you see for any of the reform options presented in this consultation being implemented in England only? (not required) 
Please type below
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