[bookmark: _Hlk121939096]

Agricultural benefit statement 

1. In your agricultural benefit statement, you have stated you would spread using a deep leg injector. However, in your risk assessment you have noted that waste being surface spread will be spread at low amounts. When assessing an application, it is important we have clear information on how you are spreading the waste so we can assess the risks and applicability of the methods. The wastes you are spreading are odorous and this requires mitigation and management through the spreading methods. We cannot assess these methods with the information you have given. If you intend to surface spread, you must at least give a complete method so it can be assessed. TGN8.01 notes that 020204 wastes should be injected to mitigate odour issues.   

You will need to clarify what spreading methods you intend to use. 

2.  You have stated that you intend to spread waste on grass fields between February to October 2023, and maize fields between January and April 2023 or in October 2023. PAN-016687 is still active until 14th of February 2023. Along with this the time frames given cover almost the entire 12 months of the deployment. 

TGN 8.01 is clear that “The timing of the application must also be appropriate. Under the principles of waste recovery the waste is substituting for a non waste product so there is a presumption that waste will only be spread at a time when a non waste would be, for example during the crop growing season. Spreading a waste in inappropriate conditions or out of a crop growing season may constitute disposal. You should clarify in your deployment application when and how often you intend to spread the waste. Stating that waste will be spread over a 365 day window according to crop requirement is not acceptable.”

The proposed spreading times are not appropriate, nor have they been justified in terms of agricultural benefit for the crop (grass and maize) within this deployment.

You will need to revise the spreading times in accordance with the guidance and provide justification why this demonstrates agricultural benefit. You will also need to state how often waste will be spread.
3. Local intelligence has informed us that a spreading activity took place on fields Croxton 1,2, and 3 and Fennswood 2 and 9 under deployment PAN-016687 between February the 19th and March the 4th. 

You will need to include this information in your agricultural benefit statement. 

4. The storage lagoon you are proposing to use is part of an agricultural building, you have noted waste may be mixed for storage purposes. Any agricultural material stored in the lagoon if mixed becomes a waste.
You will need to include assurances that storage lagoon will be empty and clear of any material not being stored as part of any future application

5. Storage Location adjacent to field 43 is in a no spread zone. This is not an acceptable location for waste storage tank. 

You will need to amend the storage location to a compliant location and update the relevant supporting documents.. 

6. In your application you have stated that if waste spreading does not take place at the intended times (already unacceptably ambiguous) that you will spread between October 2023 to the end of the deployment (which would be through November and December). 
RB209 CoGAP and TGN8.01 all advise against spreading in late Autumn and Early winter as crops are not active then and there is a significant risk of nutrient leeching/runoff and environmental damage relating to this. 

You will need to amend the proposed spreading times in your application so spreading times are appropriate in line with guidance and advice. 

7. In your application you have stated storage locations may vary due to unforeseen operational needs. Any operational changes to any part of an agreed deployment must be agreed to by NRW as per section 7 of TGN8.01, in advance of the any changes being implemented.
This statement will need to be amended in line with our guidance. 
8. Storage locations are close to some buildings and roadways wastes are odorous and have potential to cause an odour nuisance. 

You will need to include a site-specific odour management plan with appropriate mitigation in place. 

9. Timing of spreading of waste- Section 3 also states "However, this may change due to farmer requirements and weather conditions." Any operational changes to any part of an agreed deployment must be agreed to by NRW as per section 7 of TGN8.01, in advance of the any changes being implemented. Changing of timing of spreading must be fully justified in line with the requirements detailed above in question 9.
This statement will need to be amended in line with our guidance..

10. In section 9 sensitive receptors you have stated no springs wells or boreholes have been identified however there is a 50m no spread zone around a spring (issue) in field 43.  There are also several abstractions within 500ms of the fields, however these are none within 50ms and do not require a buffer zone. 

You will need to ensure that your benefit statement and spreading map(s) pinclude consistent information 

11. Missing EIA evidence for field 43. You have not provided evidence to show field 43 contains no semi-natural habitat. 

You will need to include  evidence showing that field 43 is of established agricultural use and contains no semi-habitat. 

12. There is a slope above 12 degrees in field croxton 1, this poses a run off risk and the slope terminates at a water course. 

You will need to remove this area from spreading. 


Waste Analysis  

13. Waste pH for Beechdean (3.76), Kelloggs (4.02), and Rowan Foods (3.82) are acidic. In our agricultural benefit statement, you have stated that some wastes are acidic, but this shouldn’t cause any issues. However, you have not provided any reasons why these low pH waste will not cause an issue to the soil. 
You will need to include justification/mitigation regarding these low pH wastes.

14. In your section focusing on waste you have stated rowan food is 4.17 and Kellogs is 4.02. You have not mentioned beechdean (3.76) and Rowan food is pH 3.76.

You will need to amend your documents so that statements reflect the analysis of waste streams you intent to spread. 

15.  Secanim waste stream has a FOGs amount of 41020mg/kg this is higher than the limit of 40,000mg/kg. High FOGs can damage crop growth, TGN8.01 states that- Deleterious effects on crop growth from adding animal fat are usually observed at relatively low fat percentages compared to wastes containing other fats and oils.
We cannot allow the spreading of this waste, and it will need to be removed from the spreading application. 
16. Secanim waste stream is high in readily available nitrogen but has not been noted in your LPD1 application. 
Wastes that are high in readily available nitrogen need to be noted in your LPD1. 
17. Rowan foods waste if spread at 250t/ha will provide 425kg/ha of nitrogen, which is 175 kg/ha higher than the permissible amount of nitrogen. 
You will need to review the amount of nutrients being applied, and ensure they are in line with current limits.
18. Rowan food if spread at 250t/ha will deliver 50.52kg/ha of phosphate. Fields Croxton 1 and 3, and Fennswood 1and 2 are at phosphate indices 4 and fields Croxton 2 and fennswood 2 are at phosphate indices 3. RB209 does not support such a high addition of phosphate on these fields. This would not meet the definition of recovery and would in fact be a disposal activity. 
You will need to review the amount of nutrients being applied, and ensure they are in line with current limits.

19.. Waste Analysis provided for D.wise is stated to be eggshells however in your application LPD1 form is stated to be waste code 020204- Sludges from onsite ETP from abattoirs, poultry preparation plants, rendering plants or fish preparation plants only. 
You will need to clarify what type of waste and waste code waste stream D.wise is under. 
20. D.wise has liming effects on soil, in the current spread rates all fields will be over limed.
You will need to review the amount of lime being applied, and ensure they are in line with current limits. 
21. Encirc is listed in the waste analysis as a sludge cake, however in the LPD1 it is listed as a non-stackable sludge.
You will need to include the correct waste description for this waste stream.  

Risk Assessment 

22. According to the risk assessment provided it was either drafted by Mr Ryan Griffiths-Patel in 2020 or By Mr R Piggott in 2019. In which ever case it was not drafted this year and is therefore not specific to this application as required.

You will need to include an up-to-date site specific risk assessment addressing all potential negative impacts, pathways and mitigations. 
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You will need to either amend your risk assessment or include details of surface spreading methods in your agricultural benefit statement. 

24. Risk assessment does not address impact of airborne nitrogen or phosphate on SSSI/SAC Fenn’s, Whixall, Bettisfield, Wem and Cadney mosses or Ramsar Midlands meres and mosses phase 2. These sites contain mosses, bryophrites and other flora and fauna that thrives strictly in low nutrient environment, airborne nutrients can seriously affect the designated features of these sites. 

You will need to assess all impact pathways and provide mitigation in your risk assessment. 

25. Fennswood fields 1 and 9 are at phosphate indices 4 introducing more nutrients even at a crop offtake level will cause a serious risk of nutrient leeching into the local ground water. This gives a credible impact pathway to SSSI/SAC Fenn’s, Whixall, Bettisfield, Wem and Cadney mosses or Ramsar Midlands meres and mosses phase 2. These sites contain mosses, bryophrites and other flora and fauna that thrives strictly in low nutrient environment, nutrients can seriously affect the designated features of these sites. This has not been adequately addressed by your risk assessment.  

You will need to remove these fields or provide appropriate mitigation in your risk assessment. 

26. Field 23 is fluvial linked to SSSI Llyn Bedydd and Ramsar Midlands meres and mosses phase 2. The field appears to drain into a spring (issue) which is part and flows into the SSSI and Ramsar. You have not provided any acknowledgement or mitigation for SSSI Llyn Bedydd and have not addressed this spring in your risk assessment covering Ramsar Midlands meres and mosses phase 2.

You will need to remove this field or provide a risk assessment addressing the issues listed above. 

Consent 

27. Your application does not provide adequate consent. The document supplied does not include information on what wastes (other than “commercial”) have agreed to be spread, nor has the table which includes the field information been completed. Explicit consent has not been given from the landowner/occupier for each farm/field, in this application there are multiple landowners.
You will need to include documents that provides explicit consent from the landowners/occupiers for the proposed activity i.e. one that includes both the waste the wastes to be spread and the receiving land, that the landowner/occupier has signed. 

Previous deployment still live

28. The land you wish to spread on under this deployment application (PAN-019730) is already permitted under deployment PAN-016687 which does not expire until February 20233. 
You will need to confirm that you will not start the proposed activity until PAN-016687 has expired, or we have agreed the new deployment in writing (whichever is the later).


