Natural Resources Wales permitting decisions

Bespoke permit 

We have decided to grant the permit for land at Ffosybleiddiaid operated by Mr Eilir Evans & Miss Bethan Evans.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]The application number is PAN-021030.
The permit number is EPR/DB3091CW.

The permit regulates a new bespoke discharge of diluted Organophosphate waste sheep dip to ground using a vacuum tanker, onto a minimum disposal area measured at 0.2 hectares. The discharge will be diluted 3 parts slurry or water (1.5 cubic metres) to 1 part working strength dip (0.5 cubic metres). The applicant intends to dip twice per annum and thus a maximum total volume of 4 cubic metres (diluted) is to be dispersed.
We consider in reaching that decision we have taken into account all relevant considerations and legal requirements and that the permit will ensure that the appropriate level of environmental protection is provided.


Purpose of this document

This decision document:
· explains how the application has been determined
· provides a record of the decision-making process 
· shows how all relevant factors have been taken into account
· justifies the specific conditions in the permit other than those in our generic permit template.
Unless the decision document specifies otherwise we have accepted the applicant’s proposals.


Structure of this document

· Annex 1 the decision checklist
· Annex 2 the consultation and web publicising


Annex 1: decision checklist 
This checklist should be read in conjunction with the Duly Making checklist.

	Aspect
	Justification / Detail
	Criteria met

	
	
	Yes

	Consultation

	Scope of consultation 
	The consultation requirements were identified and implemented.  The decision was taken in accordance with RGN 6 High Profile Sites, our Public Participation Statement and our Working Together Agreements.
	ü

	Responses to consultation and web publicising
	The web publicising and consultation responses (Annex 2) were taken into account in the decision.  

The decision was taken in accordance with our guidance. 

	ü

	Operator

	Control of the facility
	We are satisfied that the applicant (now the operator) is the person who will have control over the operation of the facility after the grant of the permit.  The decision was taken in accordance with EPR RGN 1 Understanding the meaning of operator.

	ü

	European Directives

	Applicable directives 
	All applicable European directives have been considered in the determination of the application.

	ü

	The site

	Extent of the site of the facility 
	The operator has provided a plan which we consider is satisfactory, showing the extent of the site of the facility including discharge points. 

A plan is included in the permit and the operator is required to carry on the permitted activities within the site boundary.

	ü

	Biodiversity, Heritage, Landscape and Nature Conservation and a designated site under the Wildlife and Countryside Act. 
	The application is within the relevant distance criteria of a site of heritage,  landscape or nature conservation, and/or protected species or habitat .

A full assessment of the application and its potential to affect the sites has been carried out as part of the permitting process. We consider that the application will not affect the features of the site

	ü

	Habitat Regulation Assessment for a designated site under the EU Habitats Directive
	Appropriate assessment:

In light of the conclusions of an appropriate assessment, and taking account of the advice received from protected sites advisors, it has been established that the project will not adversely affect the integrity of any Natura 2000/Ramsar site, taking into account any conditions or restrictions as applicable, either alone or in-combination with other plans and projects. (As documented in section 4 of OGN 200 form 1, and section 5 if applicable) 


HRA Overall conclusion:

In light of the conclusions of the appropriate assessment, it has not been ascertained that the project will not adversely affect the integrity of any Natura 2000/Ramsar site, as documented in section 4 of OGN 200 form 1, and section 5 is applicable. The site in question being Afon Teifi / River Teifi SAC (UK0012670).

Form 1 (and Form 2) – saved on DMS as “to be assessed” for public register purposes.  


	ü

	Environmental Risk Assessment and operating techniques

	Environmental risk
	We have carried out a risk assessment on behalf of the operator.  

The operator considers this risk assessment is satisfactory. 

The assessment shows that, applying the conservative criteria in our guidance on Environmental Risk Assessment, all emissions may be categorised as environmentally insignificant. 

	ü

	Operating techniques
	We have reviewed the techniques used by the operator and compared these with the relevant guidance notes. 

The proposed techniques / emission levels for priorities for control are in line with the benchmark levels contained in the TGN and we consider them to represent appropriate techniques for the facility.
 
Key measures proposed by the operator comply with the guidance set out in EPR 7.01 and Sheep dip: Groundwater Protection Code Wales.
	ü

	Operator Competence

	Environment Management System 
	There is no known reason to consider that the operator will not have the management systems to enable it to comply with the permit conditions.  The decision was taken in accordance with RGN 5 on Operator Competence.

	ü

	Sustainable Management of Natural Resources (SMNR)

	Considerations of SMNR - Compliance with our General Purpose
	We are satisfied that this decision is compatible with our general purpose of pursuing the sustainable management of natural resources in relation to Wales and applying the principles of sustainable management of natural resources.
	ü

	Environment Wales Act 2016

	Biodiversity and resilience of ecosystems duty
	Section 6 of the Environment Wales Act 2016 requires that we seek to maintain and enhance biodiversity in the exercise of our functions, and in so doing promote the resilience of ecosystems, in a manner that is consistent with the proper exercise of our functions. NRW is satisfied that in this case, we have taken into account and had due regard to this duty in so far as it is consistent with the function of determining an application for a  groundwater discharge activity permit under EPR2016.
	ü



Annex 2: Consultation and web publicising responses

	Response received from

	CADW

	Brief summary of issues raised

	“Thank you for your consultation.

Advice 

Listed Buildings

	9916
	Edward Richard Old Grammar School
	II*

	14558
	Rhydgaled
	II

	82037
	Church of Saint John
	II

	82948
	Broncaradog
	II

	82949
	Bryn Hyfryd
	II

	82950
	Brynmehefin
	II

	82951
	Plas Caradog
	II

	82952
	Coach-house and stable at Bryn Hyfryd
	II

	82953
	Ffos
	II

	82955
	Maesbanadlog
	II

	82957
	Plas Bron Meurig
	II

	82958
	St. Brigid's Well at Gwenhafdre Isaf
	II

	82959
	Talfryn
	II

	82960
	Trefiw Fach
	II

	82961
	Ty'n-y-bwlch
	II

	83669
	Hafodygofaint Uchaf
	II



Scheduled Monuments

CD031 Cwm-Meurig-Isaf Mound and Bailey Castle
CD032 Ystrad-Meurig Castle
CD033 Pen y Ffrwd-Llwyd Camp
CD111 Llanwnnws Inscribed Stone in Church
CD157 St Ffraed's Well, Cynhawdre
CD160 Burnt Mound 230m NE of Ffos
CD214 Craig Ystradmeurig Round Cairn
CD268 Gareg-lwyd Defended Enclosure

The above designated historic assets are located inside 3km of the proposed disposal area.

Intervening topography, buildings and vegetation and the effect of distance means that the proposed works will have no impact on the settings of the above designated historic assets other than potentially scheduled monument CD160 Burnt Mound 230m NE of Ffos.

The proposed disposal area is located some 260m north northeast of scheduled monument CD160 Burnt Mound 230m NE of Ffos. The field in which the proposed works are to be undertaken is inter-visible with the monument. However, the proposed works are temporary and will leave no lasting trace. As such any effect on the way that the monument is experienced, understood, and appreciated during the proposed operations will be minimal. Consequently, the proposed development will have no impact on the setting of scheduled monument CD160.

Cadw therefore has no objections.”


	Summary of actions taken or show how this has been covered

	n/a




	Response received from

	Dyfed Archaeology

	Brief summary of issues raised

	“Thank you for sending us this consultation. I don’t believe we need to comment on this as it would be unlikely to have any impact on historic environment features.”


	Summary of actions taken or show how this has been covered

	n/a
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