


Natural Resources Wales permitting decisions

Variation 


[bookmark: _Hlk187157627]We have decided to issue the variation for Knolton Farmhouse Cheese Limited operated by Knolton Farmhouse Cheese Limited.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]The application number is PAN-024725
The permit number is CG0408201
The discharge is for Knolton Farmhouse Cheese Limited. This operator led application variation has amended the effluent sampling point in accordance with Table S1.3: Improvement programme requirements: Requirement 1 and increased the maximum permitted rate of discharge from 800 cubic meters per day to 1500 cubic meters per day at the request of the operator.  

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

· Key issues If applicable see OI/notes below
· Annex 1 the decision checklist
· Annex 2 the consultation , web publicising and newspaper advertising(delete as appropriate) responses
Key issues of the decision 
You must only use the Key issues section where:
· Our decision or aspects of it are likely to be challenged.
· We have refused aspects of the application.
· You believe it is necessary to provide further technical explanation.
The content of this section is left to the judgment of the permitting officer and their team leader but should adequately address the relevant issues. The structure should reflect the nature of the decision. The level of detail should relate to the complexity of the decision.
! Important: Where we have refused aspects of the application, we will send this decision document to the applicant to explain why. This document will form the basis of any appeal statements. You must identify clear reasons for refusal and all issues that we are not satisfied with.  We cannot raise new reasons/ issues during the appeal.    
You must use suitable language and sufficient detail to:
-          enable the applicant to understand our decision;
-          identify all deficiencies/ issues in the application that we are not satisfied with
-          allow any future work on the application (following an appeal) to be carried out
-          enable the applicant to submit a revised application.

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


	Aspect
	Justification / Detail
	Criteria met

	
	
	Yes

	Receipt of submission

	Confidential information

	A claim for commercial or industrial confidentiality has been made.  
Provide details of which operator or other party has made the claim.
Do not refer to nature of material excluded. 

We have [not] accepted the claim for confidentiality.   We consider that the inclusion of the relevant information on the public register would [not] prejudice the applicant’s interests to an unreasonable degree.  The reasons for this are given in the notice of determination for the claim.  The decision was taken in accordance with our guidance on commercial confidentiality.

	ü

	Identifying confidential information
	We have identified information provided as part of the application that we consider to be confidential. The decision was taken in accordance with our guidance on commercial confidentiality.
Do not refer to nature of material excluded. 

	ü

	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 and newspaper advertising (delete as appropriate)
	The web publicising, consultation and newspaper advertising(delete as appropriate) responses (Annex 2) were taken into account in the decision.  

There where no responses to web publication. 

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 [part 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

	The facility

	The regulated  facility 
(only where there has been debate on the extent of the facility)
	The extent/nature of the facilities taking place at the site required clarification.
The regulated facility is a standalone water discharge activity in accordance with EPR RGN 2 Understanding the meaning of regulated facility.
OR
The regulated facility is a standalone groundwater activity in accordance with EPR RGN 2 Understanding the meaning of regulated facility.

	ü

	European Directives

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

[Insert any further comment relating to Directive considerations, if relevant]

	ü

	WFD
	The discharge activity screens out from needing further assessment under WFD as it is not in a water body at high status or high status for morphology, and it is listed in Annex D as a low risk activity plus there is no in combination impact.

WFD stage 1 screening has been completed and the activity/project have been ruled out as not requiring any further WFD Regulations 2017 assessment. Or, further assessment is not required because there is no conceivable impact pathway to any water body or Protected Area.

[for domestic sewage discharges <5m3/d where the above is true use text above and only complete WFD form where it does not apply] 
Or
WFD stage 2 scoping has been completed and the activity/project is considered as having no risk of causing deterioration or preventing any water body or WFD Protected Area from reaching its objectives and taking account of the advice from technical officers - is considered compliant with the WFD Regulations 2017.
Or
In light of the conclusions of a detailed compliance assessment (Stage 3), and taking account of the advice received from technical specialist advisors, it has been established that the activity/project has no potential to cause deterioration of any water body or prevent a water body or WFD Protected Area from meeting its objectives, taking into account any legally binding avoidance measures or restrictions as applicable, either alone or in-combination with other activities.

	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.
[Insert here any further comment relating to the site-plan of multi-operator installations, if relevant]

	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 [site(s)/species/habitat] [delete as appropriate] has been carried out as part of the permitting process. We consider that the application will not affect the [features of the site/species/habitat] [delete as appropriate]
OR
A full assessment of the application and its potential to affect the [site(s)//species/habitat] [delete as appropriate] has been carried out as part of the permitting process. We consider that the application will affect the [features of the site/species/habitat]. [Operational controls/ emission limits] have been placed on the permit to mitigate against these effects. [delete as appropriate] [list any operational controls/ emission limits]The discharge has control measures limiting the concentration of substances that have potential to impact which are associated with the nature of the activity. These are detailed in the Emissions Limits section of this document. 

Formal consultation has been carried out with [  ] (detail consultee(s) as appropriate).  The consultation responses (Annex 2) were taken into account in the permitting decision.  
OR
We have not formally consulted  on the application.  The decision was taken in accordance with our guidance. 

This will include county ecology consultations for SINC’s, CADW consultations for scheduled ancient monuments etc. but not internal consultations with NRM officers)

	ü

	Habitat Regulation Assessment for a designated site under the EU Habitats Directive
	[delete as appropriate] 

No FORM 1 completed:

HRA is not required because there is no conceivable impact pathway to any Natura 2000/Ramsar site 
Note: From OGN 200 - no conceivable impact on any Natura 2000 site, by virtue of the scale or location or nature of the project.

Include reference to what screening distance you have applied to conclude that no project specific Likely Significant Effect test has been conducted. 
Include reference to “De-Minimis thresholds applied” you have concluded that no project specific Likely Significant Effect test has been conducted
Include reference to any other supporting reason eg application is not in Hydrological connectivity
OR
Assessment of Likely Significant Effect:

The project has been screened for likelihood of significant effects and, taking account of the advice received from protected sites advisors, is considered not likely to have a significant effect on any Natura 2000/Ramsar site (As documented in section 3.2 of OGN 200 form 1, or section 5 if applicable) 

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

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) 
OR
Approval for the project cannot be given unless either: 

a)	the project specification, and/or the terms under which it might be approved, are modified so as to remove the risk of adverse effects, and a revised HRA report is prepared, or 

b)	the project satisfies the requirements of Article 6(4) of the Habitats Directive, an Article 6(4) Statement of Case is prepared (OGN 200 Form 3) and submitted for consideration by the appropriate authority, normally Welsh Ministers 

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

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.

	ü

	Environmental Risk Assessment and operating techniques

	Environmental risk
(where the operator has carried out the risk assessment)
	We have reviewed the operator's assessment of the environmental risk from the facility.  

The operator’s risk assessment is satisfactory. 
OR
The operator’s risk assessment is unsatisfactory and required additional Natural Resources Wales assessment to make up the shortfall. [provide detail of the shortfall]

The assessment shows that, applying the conservative criteria in our guidance on Environmental Risk Assessment [or similar methodology supplied by the operator and reviewed by ourselves], all emissions may be categorised as environmentally insignificant [with the exception of][set out any priorities for control identified]. 

	ü

	Environmental risk
(where the risk assessment has been carried out by Natural Resources Wales)
	We have carried out a risk assessment on behalf of the operator.  

The operator considers this risk assessment is satisfactory. 
OR
The operator considers this risk assessment is unsatisfactory and required additional Natural Resources Wales assessment. [provide detail of any additional assessment]

The assessment shows that, applying the conservative criteria in our guidance on Environmental Risk Assessment [or similar methodology supplied by the operator and reviewed by ourselves], all emissions may be categorised as environmentally insignificant [with the exception of][set out any priorities for control identified]with the emissions limits applied as detailed in Emissions limits section of this document. . 

	üü

	Operating techniques
	We have reviewed the techniques used by the operator and compared these with the relevant guidance notes. 
[identify the key measures proposed by the operator and show how these compare with the TGN]The activity meets the criteria set out in TGN EPR 7.01 

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. 
Or
We accept the operator's proposals for BAT relating to the environmentally insignificant emissions but we  consider that the BAT for the installation are capable of achieving better environmental performance than that the indicative emission levels given in the TGN [identify these and explain  why].  We consider that the emission limits included in the permit reflect the BAT for the installation.
Or 
The proposed techniques / emission levels for priorities for control depart from the benchmark levels contained in the TGN. We have considered the operators justification, if any,  for departure from the guidance and [accept it in the following respects [explain which ] and / or [ do not accept it in the following respects [ explain which] and have therefore imposed additional requirements [identify and explain]  

	ü

	The permit conditions

	Updating permit conditions during  consolidation.
(consolidation of two or more permits or multiple versions of the same permit only)
	We have updated previous permit conditions to those in the new generic permit template as part of permit consolidation.  The new conditions have the same meaning as those in the previous permit(s).

The operator has agreed that the new conditions are acceptable.
[use the ‘use of conditions other than those from the template’ section below to identify any conditions that have not been updated as part of the consolidation.]  

	ü

	Use of conditions other than those from the template
	Based on the information in the application, we consider that we need to impose conditions other than those in our permit template, which was developed in consultation with industry having regard to the relevant legislation.  
[Identify which conditions these are and explain why they have been used]  

[Where the conditions have been included as a result of deficiencies in the application, specify the deficiencies, cross refer to the relevant sections of the application and list any relevant incidents.]

[Identify any conditions that have not been updated as part of the consolidation - such as ‘hands off’ stand alone water conditions or conditions that have simply been re-produced in their existing format in the consolidated permit.]

	ü

	Pre-operational conditions
	Based on the information on the application, we consider that we need to impose pre-operational conditions.   
[describe the condition(s) and briefly describe their reasons and purposes and any relationship with other conditions]

	ü

	Improvement conditions
	Based on the information on the application, we consider that we need to impose improvement conditions.   

We have imposed improvement conditions to ensure that: Not all improvement conditions have been meet, therefore (briefly describe the purpose of each improvement condition included in the permit)improvement conditions have been retained to ensure compliance is obtained to meet requirements as set out in the permit issued on 15/07/2025 under application PAN-008144. 

	ü

	Conditions where the consent of another person is needed.
	Based on the information submitted in the application, we consider that it is necessary to impose conditions where the consent of another person is needed. 

We have imposed [a] condition[s] in order to [……] [briefly describe the circumstances and purpose].

The relevant person(s) with interests in the land affected by the condition(s) have been notified as required by `.  They have commented upon our notifications and we have taken their comments into account.  Details are in Annex 2.]

	ü

	Incorporating the application
	We have specified that the applicant must operate the permit in accordance with descriptions in the application, including all additional information received as part of the determination process.  

These are specified in the Operating Techniques table in the permit.

[if required, describe the reasons and purposes for incorporating these sections and any relationship with other conditions. There is no need to duplicate the condition(s) itself as it is stated in full in the permit]

	üü

	Emission limits
	We have decided that emission limits should be set for the parameters listed in the permit.   

It is considered that the numeric limits described below will prevent significant deterioration of receiving waters.  We have imposed numeric limits because either a relevant environmental quality or operational standard requires this. 


· Maximum daily discharge volume	1500 m3/day
· ATU-BOD as O2	50 mg/l -  as a maximum 
· Suspended solids (measured after drying at 105o C)	60 mg/l- as a Maximum
· Total phosphorus as P	2 mg/l – as a mean 
· Visible oil or grease	No significant trace present
· pH	6 to 9
· Total Aluminium (Al)	1000 µg/l- as a maximum
· Temperature	25°C- as a maximum

[define the limits concerned and the relevant standard affected.  Provide a brief explanation of how the limits were derived based on non-statutory EQS, relevant aspects of no deterioration policy, AMP guidelines and any relevant water quality objectives]The above (existing) permitted limits have been assessed against the increase in daily maximum volume from 800m3/d to 1500m3/d. Assessment has been completed against current WFD requirements for no deterioration, Habitats Regulations and Wildlife and Countryside Act. It is considered the limits stated above  will prevent deterioration of the receiving water course. 

	ü

	Monitoring
	We have decided that monitoring should be carried out for the parameters listed in the permit, using the methods and to the frequencies specified.   

These monitoring requirements have been imposed in order to [briefly justify requirements by reference to the TGNcomply with section 2.4.3.2 in TGN 7.01.] We made these decisions in accordance with [reference to the relevant TGN] TGN 7.01.

Based on the information in the application we are [not fully] satisfied that the operator’s techniques, personnel and equipment have either MCERTS certification or MCERTS accreditation as appropriate.  

The improvement condition issued as part of the permit variation application PAN-008144 is retained to ensure compliance is achieved for MVERTS accreditation. 

	ü

	Reporting
	We have specified reporting in the permit.

Reports of total daily volume are to be provided to NRW upon requestBriefly explain the reasons for the reporting frequencies..   

We made these decisions in accordance with [make reference to the relevant TGN]TGN 7.01.

	ü

	Considerations of foul sewer

	We agree with the operators justification for not connecting to foul sewer.
	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”
[This can be elaborated on in specific/controversial applications with a form of wording to relate to the issues considered and how they have been taken into account.]  

	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, (in our separate and distinct capacities as applicant and determining body,) 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 / sstand alone water discharge activity permit under EPR2016.
	ü



Annex 2: Consultation, web publicising and newspaper advertising responses(delete as appropriate) 

Summary of responses to consultation, web publication and newspaper advertising(delete as appropriate) and the way in which we have taken these into account in the determination process.  (Newspaper advertising is only carried out for certain application types, in line with our guidance.)

	Response received from

	DCWW

	Brief summary of issues raised

	We request that the site takes steps to ensure that the dosing of aluminium as part of the treatment of the waste water does not breach the conditions of the permit. The impact of the chemical dosing of the aluminium with the proposed increase in daily discharge volume to 1,500m3/per day should also be within the environmental quality standard (EQS) into the River Dee and not exceed any thresholds issued by NWR.
We would like to reiterate to the applicant that this discharge is within a Drinking Water Catchment and that all particulars from the permit will be followed during the lifetime of the installation.

	Summary of actions taken or show how this has been covered

	Impact of aluminium on the water course and EQS has been assessed and concluded 1mg/l is sufficient to meet the EQS in the water course. This is remaining as concentred maximum limit within the varied permit. NRW will continue to perform compliance checks on the discharge in direct relation to the issued permit limits/conditions. 


[Repeat Table for each response]

Conditions where the consent of another person is required
Summary of responses received on proposed conditions and the way in which we have been taken these into account in the determination process:

	Response received from

	

	Brief summary of issues raised

	

	Summary of actions taken or show how this has been covered

	


[Repeat Table for each response]
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