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LPD1- landspreading of waste

Please note – this document is to assist in making a decision
and may not necessarily cover all information required
See TGN8.01 for all required information

	Details

	Deployment Reference Number:
	PAN-030568

	Permit Reference Number:
	EPR-DB3592ZM

	Permit Holder:
	Puffin Produce Ltd

	Site Address:
	Clarborough Farm, Narberth Road, SA62 4PB

	Grid Reference:
	Farm location: SM 99017 15525

Fields: 
Above Bungalow SM9882015792 
Upper Cotts Park SM9858815624 
Middle Cotts Park SM9876315466 
Lower Cotts Park SM9879015252 
Front Field SM9923915376 
Gold Mine SM9910015228 
Bungalow Paddock SM9883915655

No storage 




	Administrative Checks- by permit support officer

	
	Comments

	Consultation
	Waste reg team: wasteregulation.swwales@cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk 
Environment team: pembsdistrictteam@cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk 
NLO: Michael.Edwards@cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk 

	Date due:
	17/10/2025

	Are fields on Anglesey? If yes, then send application.
	No: N/A

	Permit compliance rating and multiplier
	Rating A- 100%




	Fundamental checks- by determining permitting officer

	Item
	Action completed, or document provided 
(Yes, No or n/a)
	Comments

	Is the base permit still live? 
Has there been any variations we need to be aware of?
	Y
	Permit issued 30/06/25

	Correct fee?
	N
	See permit compliance multiplier above and deployment fee- Charging Scheme

PAN-029851 fee retained:
Transaction number: 2146346
Date: 07/07/25
Ref on MyNRW: BS/090725/23 GBP FASTER PAYMENTSL- 58558583 -0707FP 09/07/25 MR PETER LLEWELLIN WPCC25779
Amount: £2,093.00

Paid high risk fee- refund required

	Agricultural Benefit Statement
	Y
	Benefit statement

	Waste Analysis Report
	Y
	Cert. 10658 Pembrokeshire Creamery
Within date

	Soil Analysis Report
	Y
	Soil results
Within date

	Location Map
	Y
	Spreading locations

	Environmental Impact Assessment- Agricultural Regulations Evidence
	N
	

	Risk assessment (if applicable)
	n/a
	Supplied but not required (Environmental Risk Assessment RA. Permitting 001)

	Landowner/occupier consent
	n/a
	Stated landowner is the occupier. Confirmed in CEO written consent

	If confidentiality box has been ticked, no evidence provided
	n/a
	

	Declaration authorisation
	Y
	CEO written consent



	[bookmark: _Hlk200437951]Saving documents- by determining permitting officer
	Y N

	Save embedded application documents from application form
	N- as application returned



	Application Form
Word versions of online forms - NRW View (sharepoint.com)
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	1. About the Permit

	Has there been any pre-application discussions?
	Y
	[bookmark: _Hlk211928983]PAN-029851- returned application. Advice not followed.

PPN-01492- pre-application advice requested. No evidence on system this was responded to.

	Has the permit number been provided?
	Y
	

	Has the permit holder name been provided?
	Y
	

	What permit is being deployed under?
	SR2010 No4
	

	2. Contact details

	Has contact information been provided?
	Y
	

	Has the technically competent manager details been provided?
	Y
	

	Has the nominated competent person details been provided?
	Y
	

	3. About the land you want to treat

	Has the address and grid reference of the main farm address been given?
	Y
	

	Does the farm address match the grid reference?
	Y
	

	What type of land do they want to treat?
	Agricultural land
	

	If it is agricultural land; has the holding number been given?

	Y
	LPD1 form: A0071013

Mapping system confirms that “A0071013” is a reference linked to these fields and owner, but the CPH number is actually 55/477/0010

	[bookmark: _Hlk211930173]Has all of parcels of land table been completed?
	Y
	[bookmark: _Hlk211930190]Lists 2 waste codes- 020599/020502

But a different code is given in the waste table- 020501.

All 3 are listed within rule set.

ABS also states waste to be spread is 020599.

	Is the total area of land to be treated less than 50 ha, or 100 hectares for a single continuously managed area of land?
	Y
	Form says 49.5ha, ABS says 31ha.

Presumed difference between field size and spread area.

	Is the land to be treated within a 10 miles radius of the main address?
	Y
	

	Is this deployment one of a batch (multiple deployments) for the same area of land?
	N
	

	Is the permit holder the owner or occupier of the land you want to spread on/treat?
	Y
	

	Have details of the land owner or occupier been provided?
	Y
	Permit holder is the owner/occupier

	Has written consent of all owners(s) or occupiers(s) been given?
	n/a
	Permit holder is the owner/occupier 

	4. Previous land treatment

	Has all of the previous land treatment table been completed?
	n/a
	Stated none.

Confirmed by MyNRW

	5. Which risk band does the activity fall within?
6. SR2010No4 List A wastes (Lower risk)
7. Location risk
8. Low risk deployment
9. Medium risk (1) deployment
10. Medium risk (2) deployment
11. High risk deployment

	Which risk band does the activity fall within?
	Medium (1)

	Application form says medium, but paid high risk and provided a “risk Assessment”

	Is the risk banding correct?
	Y 
	

	If Medium risk (2) or High risk deployment has a SSRA been provided?
	n/a
	However risk assessment has been provided.

	12. Additional information on sensitive receptors

	What type of risk assessment has been submitted?
	benefit statement
	

	Does the land onto which the specified waste is to be spread as part of this deployment fall within scope of the Environmental Impact Assessment (Agriculture) (Wales) Regulations 2017 as semi-natural (habitat)?
	N
	

	If yes has the screening opinion provided by Welsh Government been provided?
	N
	

	If no have details of the assessment evidence to support this conclusion been provided?
	N
	

	13. About the waste 

	[bookmark: _Hlk211930227]Have all parts of the waste-types table been completed?
· List of waste code (6 digit)
· Description of waste (this must be an accurate description specific to this waste that refers to the List of Waste written description)
· Physical form of waste/Is it stackable or non-stackable
· [bookmark: _Hlk211932532]Is the waste high in readily available nitrogen?
· Producer of waste & permit number (if applicable)
· Total amount being spread/used (tonnes)
	Y
	Different waste codes (see above)

Descriptions match waste, but query on what the waste is. 

Physical form- liquid/sludge/solid not given on form, but is in ABS.

Cannot confirm high RAN as waste analysis is missing information 

No permit number given for Pembrokeshire Creamery, but not found one on PALS

Amount is given as 500 tonnes, but the ABS says 750

	Are the wastes listed in the deployment specifically listed in the permit? 
	Y
	Unable to confirm which of the 3 wastes are to be spread

	Can you verify the waste producer (source of waste) is correct in terms of production, coding and description? 
	Y
	

	14. About the storage 

	Has all of waste storage table been completed?
	n/a
	No Storage

	Is the storage given no more than 1250 tonnes shall be non-stackable waste, and no more than 3000 tonnes of all other wastes? 
	n/a
	No Storage

	      18. Supporting documents

	Has checklist been completed?
	Y
	Risk Assessment provided when not required

	      20. Confidentiality and national security

	Has confidentially been claimed?
	N
	

	Has national security been claimed?
	N
	

	      21. Declaration

	If signing on behalf of a relevant person, has written confirmation from a relevant person been given?
	Y
	

	Has the operator confirmed they will comply with the conditions of the rule set?
	Y
	

	Has the operator confirmed they will comply with the NRW pre-notification requirements.
	Y
	

	Has a relevant person or approved person signed the declaration?
	Y
	



	Location 
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	Has determining officer completed MyMap screening report?
	Y
	

	Do the grid references match the site plan?
	Y N
	

	If there is storage; do the grid references match the site plan?
	Y N n/a
	

	The map must include the following details in relation to both storage and spreading 
(TGN 8.01, box 3.1)

	[bookmark: _Hlk211939018]surface water courses 
(permit condition: no storage or spreading within 10 meters) 
(buffer zones needed)
	Y
	Shown and buffered

	groundwater source protection zones 
(permit condition: no storage or spreading in SPZ1)
(high risk deployment if in SPZ2) 
	n/a
	

	location of all storage sites for the waste to be spread 
	n/a
	No storage

	any well, spring (or issue) or borehole used for the supply of water for human consumption including from a private water supply or supplies.
(permit condition: no storage or spreading within 50 meters) 
	N
	springs to the SE of Gold Mine- need to be shown with a 50 meter buffer to show they are outside of spreading area

Borehole mentioned but not shown on plan- buffer may be needed

	any spring (or issue), well or borehole not used to supply water for domestic or food production purposes within 50m 
(shown on map)
	
	

	any spring (or issue), well or borehole used to supply water for domestic or food production purposes within 250m 
(shown on map)
	
	

	any European designated sites- Natura 2000 (SPA, pSPA, SAC or cSAC) or Ramsar- or SSSI within 500m
(shown on map)
	n/a
	None found

	location of any public rights of way
(shown on map)
	n/a
	None found

	any buildings or houses within 250m
(shown on map)
	Y
	

	Within Groundwater Safeguard Zone
	n/a
	None found

	the location of any other designated environmentally sensitive sites within 500m. Including but not limited to:
· Protected Habitats
· Section 7 species 
· Scheduled Monument
· Local Nature Reserve
· National Nature Reserve
· Ancient Woodlands
· Local Wildlife Sites (SINC)
· National Park
· Hedges
· Ditches
	N
	Ancient woodlands- North of front field

Pembrokeshire coast NP approx. 500 m to the south

[bookmark: _Hlk211941810]European Eel migratory route- Millin Brook

	Flood risk

	n/a
	Flood risk- along water courses only

	What is the slope of the fields?
 
	[bookmark: _Hlk163477430]0-7 degrees (transparent)- most of fields

7 -12 degrees (Yellow) and 12 degrees plus (Red) very small amounts on field boundaries, now buffered out.



	Waste Storage 
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	Is waste storage occurring at the place where waste is being deployed? 
	N
	

	Is only waste as specified in this deployment being stored in the proposed storage locations? i.e. slurry in lagoons
Note: There may be multiple deployments using one storage location
	n/a
	

	If the waste is stackable and stored in temporary field heaps; are the storage locations in the same place one constructed within the last two years? or in different location?
	n/a
	

	If the waste is stackable and stored in temporary field heaps; are the storage locations in a field:
· liable to flooding or becoming waterlogged, or 
· within 50 metres of a borehole, spring or well or 
· within 10 metres of surface water or a land drain
· within 30 meters of a watercourse on steeply sloping land
	n/a
	

	If the waste is non-stackable is the waste stored within either a vessel, a covered building, or on an impermeable surface
	n/a
	

	If the waste is high RAN and it is being stored within 200 metres of a European Site (SAC/SPA), Ramsar Site or a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) is the waste being covered to prevent loss of ammonia? (condition 3.2.4 of the permit)
	n/a
	



	Waste Analysis
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	Is the waste analysis report less than 12 months old at time of application?
	Y
	

	Does the analysis include the following?

	· pH
	Y
	4.4- stated land will be limed

	· Nitrogen (N)
	N
	

	· Phosphorus (P)
	Y
	

	· Potassium (K) 
	Y
	

	· [bookmark: _Hlk211933417]% dry matter
	N
	

	Does the analysis include the following? 
If it is a required parameter for the waste (see section below) and has not been tested for; has adequate justification been provided?

	· Zinc 
	Y
	

	· Copper 
	Y
	

	· Nickel 
	Y
	

	· Lead 
	Y
	

	· Cadmium 
	Y
	

	· [bookmark: _Hlk211933420]Mercury 
	N
	

	· Magnesium 
	Y
	

	· Sodium   
	Y
	

	· [bookmark: _Hlk211933425]Sulphur 
	N
	

	Check Appendix A of TGN 8.01 for the wastes types applied for. 

	· Are there any special testing requirements?
	Y
	Fats, Oil, Grease

	· If yes; have they been tested for?
	Y
	

	If spreading waste soil, has the analysis been carried out at an MCERTS Lab?
	n/a
	

	If the spreading is in a groundwater safeguard zone (permit condition 2.1.8); are any wastes “high readily available nitrogen wastes”? i.e. organic wastes in which more than 30% of the total nitrogen content is available to the crop at the time of spreading.
	n/a
	

	· If yes, have they stated condition 2.1.8 of the permit will be complied with?
	n/a
	



	Soil Analysis
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	Is the soil analysis report less than 4 years old at time of application?
	Y
	

	Does the analysis include the following?

	· pH
	Y
	

	· Potassium (K)
	Y
	

	· Phosphorus (P)
	Y
	

	· Magnesium (Mg) 
	Y
	

	If the waste analysis shows high PTE’s; have these been tested for in the soil?
	n/a
	PTEs have been tested for

	[bookmark: _Hlk211934204]Have the soil indices for P, K and Mg on each field been given?
	Y
	2x P index 3 (rest 2 or 1)

1x K index 4, 2x K index 3

7x MgO index 3

	Does analysis show that the soils are deficient in the nutrients or properties required by the proposed cropping? 
	N
	



	Benefit Statement
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	Does the writer of the benefit statement have appropriate technical expertise? (TGN 8.01 6.1)
	Y
	Jack Davies (Field services agronomist)

	Does the activity meet the definition of recovery? (TGN 8.01 6.2)

	· [bookmark: _Hlk211935299]Is there a clear benefit from the activity? 
	N
	No application rates provided

	· Is the material suitable for its intended use? 
	N
	Unable to assess

	· Is the minimum amount of waste being used to achieve the intended benefit? 
	N
	Two different quantities given

	· Is the waste being used as a substitute for a non-waste material? 
	N
	Statement saying being spread as cannot be discharged

	· Will the proposal be completed to an appropriate standard? 
NOTE: For this activity, the standard is the deployment application that has been assessed and approved. Any deviation from this which has not been agreed is likely to be viewed as disposal.
	N
	

	Benefit should be assessed against the following criteria. If the chosen benefit, has information been given on? (TGN 8.01 6.3)

	· Plant nutrient requirements
	N
	

	· Timing of application
	N
	

	· Amount of waste to be applied and application rate
	N
	

	· Soil chemical properties (e.g. liming and pH) 
	n/a
	Stated needing lime due to low waste pH

	· Soil physical properties (e.g. organic matter and soil structure)
	N
	[bookmark: _Hlk211937204]Stated “The high COD and suspended solids suggest a strong organic content, which can improve soil structure, water-holding capacity, and microbial activity when broken down.”

This should be in the testing.

	· Soil water content 
	n/a
	

	· Levelling the land
	n/a
	

	Timing of application- if any of the wastes are high RAN, are they being spread OUTSIDE of the closed periods 
	?
	Unable to confirm if waste is high RAN, no information on when the waste is to be spread.

	Groundwater Safeguard Zone for nitrate- if any of the wastes are high RAN, are the application rates less than 50 m3/ha, with a minimum 3 week gap between applications
	n/a
	

	If an operator wants to apply more nutrients than is recommended in RB209 have they? (TGN 8.01 6.3)

	· Justified the nutrient level with appropriate technical expertise
	?
	No application rates, and missing testing parameters means we cannot assess additions

	· Included the nutrient level in their environmental risk assessment
	?
	

	· Stated the source of information that they used to set the nutrient level.
	?
	

	Have any potential negative impacts of the activity been addressed? 
(TGN 8.01 6.5)
	Y
	

	Is the application rate appropriate (i.e. not be applied in excess of crop or soil need, as this may not meet the principles of waste recovery) in terms of? (TGN 8.01 6.7)

	· Waste type
	?
	No application rates, and missing testing parameters means we cannot assess additions

	· Waste analysis
	?
	

	· Crop nutrient requirements
	?
	

	If the cropping is any of the following, check if that the available Nitrogen applied is less than the below amount:
· Field beans, Peas- 0 kg/ha
· Sugar beet- 120 kg/ha
· Asparagus, Carrots, Forage maize. Radish, Spring barley, Swedes- 150 kg/ha
· Spring-sown wheat, Winter barley- 180 kg/ha
· Autumn or early winter sown wheat- 220 kg/ha

*Regulation 10 The Water Resources (Control of Agricultural Pollution) (Wales) Regulations 2021
	n/a
	

	Nutrient assessments for P- If land is above target index (3+ for arable, grassland, and forage crops. 4+ for vegetables) has a net reduction in P levels across the crop rotation been demonstrated?
	N
	Above target indices have not been acknowledged or justified

	Nutrient assessments for P- if the above has been agreed for a previous deployment, is it still correct for this this application?
	n/a
	

	If multiple wastes are being mixed: (TGN 8.01 6.8)

	· Does each waste confer benefit in its own right?
	n/a
	Single waste stream

	· Is it only for operational purposes?
	
	

	· Have individual application rates for each waste been given?
	
	

	· If mixing ratios have not been given, is there a statement saying that the highest limiting parameter will be used as the maximum application rate allowed to be spread, i.e. the waste will be spread at the lowest application rate.
	
	

	Application of waste (TGN 8.01 6.10)

	· Is method of application appropriate for the waste type and cropping?
	Y
	

	· Is the timing of application appropriate? 
	N
	Not given

	· Have they stated when the waste will be spread?
	N
	Not given

	· Have they stated how often the waste will be spread?
	N
	Not given

	Have the total nutrients supplied by the waste been given? 
	N
	Not given

	Does the total nutrients given by the applicant match NRW calculations?
	N
	

	Has total nutrients supplied been given in oxide format?
	N
	

	Has the SNS for each field been provided? Or enough information provided to calculate the SNS?
	N
	

	If the operator has stated (or intelligence from local teams have told us) that other sources of nutrients have been applied in the last 12 months; have they stated:

	· What material was spread?
	n/a
	

	· How much material was spread?
	n/a
	

	· At what application rate material was spread?
	n/a
	

	· The nutrients supplied by the material?
	n/a
	



	Site specific risk assessment (TGN 8.01 2.2)
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	If the deployment is in a high-risk location as per LPD1 has a site-specific risk assessment been submitted?
	n/a
	

	If there are other designated environmentally sensitive sites within 500 meters has a site-specific risk assessment been submitted?
	Y
	

	Does the site-specific risk assessment identify all potential?
	
	

	· Sources of pollution or hazards. Potential hazards include but are not limited to dust, odours, run-off, leachate etc.
	Y
	

	· Pathways
	Y
	

	· Receptors that can be affected by that source of pollution. Receptors include but are not limited to environmentally sensitive sites, watercourse, local residents, public rights of way, housing, schools, workplaces and recreational facilities etc.
	N
	[bookmark: _Hlk211941784]Receptors only named generally, and not all shown on site plan.

	· Measures that will minimise or mitigate the impact will be put in place
	Y
	


[bookmark: _Hlk185261901]
	Appendix 4 assessment 
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	Is the site within 500 meters of a SSSI? 
· If yes, the complete an Appendix 4 CroW assessment.
	N
	

	Has a likely significant effect been identified?
· If yes, consult with the relevant Environment team.
· If no, save the Appendix 4 to the DMS as information only
	n/a
	



	Habitat Regulation Assessment
	Comments

	Is the site (project) within 500 meters of a European Site (SPA, pSPA, SAC or cSAC) or a Ramsar site?
	No- there is no conceivable impact pathway between the project and any European site features, due to the location of the project.



	Comments

	Consultation responses: 
No comments received

	MyMap/location and slope assessments:

MyMap/location assessment
[bookmark: _Hlk211941552]Lower Cotts Park shows as scrub on the maps as does top of Upper Cotts Park, but appear to be normal fields on current aerial mapping.
Springs to the SE of Gold Mine- need to be shown with a 50 meter buffer to show they are outside of spreading area
Borehole mentioned but not shown on plan- buffer may be needed
Ancient woodlands- North of front field not shown on map

Slope assessment
No slope assessment required as most of the fields are 0-7 degrees and only very small amounts of 
7 -12 degrees and 12 degrees plus on field boundaries which are now buffered out.

	CPH details: 
[bookmark: _Hlk211929963]LPD1 form: A0071013
Mapping system confirms that “A0071013” is a reference linked to these fields and owner, but the CPH number is actually 55/477/0010

	Protection of habitats and ecosystems
No evidence provided

	Agricultural benefit calculations:
Unable to complete calculations as the following information is missing from the application:
· Total Nitrogen, Dry Matter, Mercury, Sulphur, SNS, crop (which crop in which field), expected yields, soil types, application rates.

	Returning of application

We are returning the application is one fundamental document is missing, and there is a significant amount of required information has not been provided.




	Decision

	Can the deployment application be approved?
	No

	Issue date
	n/a

	Effective date
	n/a

	Permitting Officer
Date
	Louise Bailey
22/10/2025

	Team leader or Transfer of Powers (ToP) approval
Date 
	Kate Thomas
22/10/2025



	Time recording

	Admin/consultations (Permit support time)
	60

	Determination (waste permitting team time)
	385

	Total (to be added to PALS)
	445
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