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Dear Mr Wilson,
[bookmark: SubjectHeading]We need more information about your application

Application reference: PAN-030460
Operator: Bersham (Glenside) Ltd
[bookmark: m_-887650294343189970__Hlk214618510]Facility: Bersham Colliery, Bersham Colliery, Bersham, Rhostyllen, LL14 4EG

Thank you for your application received on 16/09/2025. Unfortunately we need more information from you before we can continue working on it.  

Noise Impact Assessment (NIA)

From reviewing the NIA we noticed that the modelling files that were used to reach the conclusions and recommendations for this NIA were not provided. Considering this NIA was produced via modelling you will need to provide the modelling files to us as part of the permit application.

NOTE:  The modelled files needs to be provided in one of the following formats: 

· Sound Plan
· CadnA
· qsi file.

Refer to the following guidance for more information on noise modelling: Noise impact assessments involving calculations or modelling - GOV.UK

1. ACTION: Provide the modelling files relevant for this NIA.

In the submitted NIA under section 2.2 it outlines the sites proposed waste operations and includes the use of the Parnaby screener. However the NIA does not mention if crushing has been taken into account while modelling the predicted noise impacts to the nearest sensitive noise receptor from site operations. From also reviewing appendix 3 ‘noise source inputs’ crushing seems to have not been included with the NIA as a noise source. Other documents submitted under this application i.e. the DEMP and the risk assessment all detail crushing will be taken place on site. Considering the additional noise risk from crushing aggregates we need confirmation that crushing has been considered within the NIA and how this was modelled (if crushing).  

2. ACTION: Confirm if crushing is forming part of site operations, if yes, you will need to explain how crushing has been taken into consideration in context to the provided NIA and how crushing has been accounted for in the modelling.

· If crushing has not been included in the NIA, confirm why it was excluded and whether this aligns with the proposed intentions of waste activities on site. 
 
From reviewing the NIA only one noise sensitive receptor has been considered in the report: Plas Grono Farm located approximately 183 metres east of the proposed site boundary. However from our own location screening we have identified other noise sensitive receptors located in close proximity to the proposed waste site which are missing from the NIA. A map of this has been attached to this email but it includes the following:

· [bookmark: _Hlk218775437]Glan Yr Afon housing estate located approximately 246 meters north of the site proposed site boundary.

· [bookmark: _Hlk218770836]Multiple residential receptors located within Pickering Court, Wrexham Road Rhostyllen, Wrexham, LL14 4DR confirmed with Postcode Finder - Find an address │ Royal Mail Group Ltd) located approximately 253 meters West. 

· Croes Foel Farm, Wrexham Road, Rhostyllen, Wrexham, LL14 4DR located approximately 423 meters north west. 

· Multiple residential receptors along Wrexham road (B5605) located approximately 588 meters West.

[bookmark: _Hlk218773823]BS 4142:2014 outlines that measurement locations decided for an NIA must be representative of the surrounding context of the area in which noise measurements are undertaken. Considering the identified receptors listed above that have not been included in the NIA you will need to justify why only one residential receptor has been chosen for this NIA and how this meets BS 4142:2014  in terms of being representative of the surrounding context of the area. 

3. ACTION: Provide justification on how the chosen noise sensitive receptor is representative of the whole surrounding context of the area in which the proposed waste site is located. 

[bookmark: _Hlk218778345]In addition to the above, from reviewing the conclusions of the NIA it recommends the construction of an acoustic barrier along the northern and eastern side of the screen stockpiler. However when accounting for the missing identified receptors listed above where some are located on the western side; these nearby noise sensitive receptors would not benefit from the proposed noise mitigation. As a result you will need to further justify the conclusions of the NIA on how these missing receptors will not be exposed to noise levels that could potentially have an significant and/or adverse impact from waste operations.  

We note from the submitted risk assessment under the noise and vibration section it states: 

‘The permitted area flacked by the former colliery tip to the North and West proving a noise barrier.’

[bookmark: _Hlk218778571]While this may be the case at the start of the waste operation as the colliery tip is progressively reduced in size the potential noise abatement that it could potentially provide will be reduced progressively as the spoil heap is removed, this is particularly an issue for the residential receptors located on the Glan Yr Afon housing estate. As previously outlined this receptor is currently missing from the NIA and requires full justification on why it was chosen not to include this receptor in the NIA. The statement in the risk assessment also assumes the spoil tip will be effective as a noise barrier but as this has not been modelled while undertaking the NIA we are therefore unsure how this conclusion has been reached. 

4. ACTION: Provide full justification on the following:

· How the missing noise sensitive receptors will not be exposed to noise levels that could potentially have an significant and/or adverse impact from waste operations (in context to the conclusion of the NIA and noise abatement proposed). 

· Further justification on how the spoil heap will provide noise abatement on the onset as provided in the risk assessment. 

· How the colliery spoil heap will provide noise abatement as the size of the spoil heap is reduced progressively from ongoing waste operations onsite. 

NOTE: As part of duly making we need to ensure all potential noise sensitive receptors have been fully considered in a permit application to mark it as complete by providing all the relevant information to duly make.  

Further information on noise and vibration guidance can be found at: Noise and vibration management: environmental permits - GOV.UK

In table 10 of the NIA ‘Revised Estimate of Impact’ the acoustic feature correction has been removed from estimated impacts leaving a +4dB excess of rating over background which is just below an adverse impact. The reasoning for this has been given as:

‘Due to the predicted specific noise level being around 10 dB(A) lower than the prevailing residual sound level, no acoustic character correction has been applied for the receptor at Plas Grono Farm.’

but the NIA is currently missing the following information regarding the above conclusion:  

1. How it was determined that no tonal, impulsive, or intermittent characteristics would remain perceptible at the receptor after mitigation.
2. Whether any subjective or objective tests were carried out to confirm this conclusion.

5. ACTION: Provide the missing information explained in the bullet points (1 & 2) above.
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Environmental Management System (EMS)

In section 2.2.1 of the EMS in relation to drainage it states the following:

‘A final site drainage plan will be provided once the sites infrastructure and engineering are completed and it is suggested that this will be an improvement condition within the permit.’

Whilst we acknowledge the final arrangements of the drainage setup may not be ready at the permit application stage we need a site plan showing the proposed drainage setup of the site to support the permit application. As a result it is a requirement to provide a draft/proposed drainage plan that outlines suitable measures to manage site drainage. 

6. ACTION: Provide a draft drainage plan of the proposed drainage for the site. 

[bookmark: _Hlk218511244]From reviewing the EMS it does not mention if the site intends to crush waste as one of the waste operations. However in the DEMP and risk assessment it does state crushing is taking place. As a result you will need to confirm if crushing is taking place or not and make the necessary amendments to the application documents. All submitted documents need to be consistent of what the site intends to do. 

7. ACTION: Confirm if crushing is intending to take place on site or not and update the supporting documents to reflect this.

The operational hours for the site are missing from the EMS. We note this has been provided in other documents but should also be included in the EMS for consistency purposes. 

8. ACTION: Update the EMS so that it states the operational hours of the site. 

[bookmark: _Hlk217043913]Section 2.1 of the EMS ‘site infrastructure plan’ provides the site layout of the site. However the plan is difficult to review due to the size and resolution of the image. The internal site layout plan is also missing the individual capacity of each storage bay & the location and size of the mentioned quarantine area. 
 
9. ACTION: Provide a standalone internal site layout plan of the site for review ensure that the plan shows:
· The individual capacities of each storage bay 
· The location and size of the quarantine area on site. 
[bookmark: _Hlk218585466]The EMS does not contain a site plan which identifies location of any emergency kits or equipment for fire, spill kits and drain caps.

10. ACTION: Update the site plan so that it contains the location of any emergency kits or equipment for fire, spill kits and drain caps.
[bookmark: _Hlk218585490]The EMS does not contain information on how non-compliance will be dealt with including recording, investigating and resolution.

11. ACTION: Update the EMS so that it contains information on how non-compliance will be dealt with including recording, investigating and resolution.

[bookmark: _Hlk218585562]The EMS does not contain information on fine particulates, fumes and VOCs i.e. from vehicles on site, plant equipment and generators.
  
12. ACTION: Update the EMS so it contains information on fine particulates, fumes and VOCs.
For further information refer on what to provide in an EMS refer to our how to comply guidance part 1 and 2.  


Environmental Risk Assessment (ERA)

[bookmark: _Hlk218597494][bookmark: _Hlk219295413]From reviewing both the submitted risk assessment and the noise impact assessment (NIA), the risk assessment does not include the recommendations of the NIA to construct a noise barrier to mitigate noise levels produced from the Parnaby screener. We would expect the risk assessment to include this mitigation due to the NIA concluding a predicted +4dB at the nearest noise sensitive receptor. This will also need to be reflected in the EMS along with the other identified noise sensitive receptors depending on the justifications needed for the NIA as it currently stands. 

We acknowledge this is unlikely to be built during the permit application stage, however should we decide to issue a permit this would be included as a pre-operational condition where the noise abatement needs to be constructed before waste operations begin on site. 

13. ACTION: Update the risk assessment and EMS so that it commits to the construction of the noise barrier around the Parnaby screener, as specified in the NIA.

14.  ACTION: Update the EMS along so that it considers the other identified noise sensitive receptors depending on the justifications needed for the NIA as it currently stands.


[bookmark: _Hlk218597626]From our location screening we have identified a Section 7 Priority species of the Environment Wales Act 2016 - (Tyrie jacobeae, moth) is located close to the permit boundary and is located 87 meters north west on the Bersham Coil Tip (see map provided). As a result the environmental risk assessment will need to be updated to consider this section 7 protected species. 

15. ACTION: Update the risk assessment so that it fully considers the Tyrie jacobeae section 7 protected species in the risk assessment. 


Dust and Emissions Management Plan (DEMP)

[bookmark: _Hlk218597939]The submitted DEMP in section 1 states that the site activities will include the recycling of soils. However the EMS does not mention soils will be recovered on site (only secondary aggregates and coal) . As a result you will need to confirm that soils are being recovered on site and revise all submitted documents to reflect these changes to include site operations, storage etc. 

16. ACTION: Confirm if soils will be recovered on site if yes,  revise all submitted documents to reflect these changes to include but not limited to site operations, storage etc. 

[bookmark: _Hlk218599738]Section 4.11 of the DEMP is missing the daily throughput limit of the site. 

17. ACTION: Update the DEMP so that it includes the daily throughput limit of the site.
[bookmark: _Hlk218858622]In section 6.6 of the DEMP it states that visual monitoring will take place although the site plan included in the DEMP is missing designated visual monitoring points. Please note the DEMP site plan will also need to show the sites internal layout. 

18. ACTION: Update the DEMP so it contains the following:

· Visual monitoring points displayed on the DEMP site plan

· The internal layout of the site which includes storage locations, size and individual storage capacities.

The DEMP is missing how weather conditions on site will be monitored.

19. ACTION: Update the DEMP so it confirms how weather conditions will be monitored on site. 
Further information on what to provide in the DEMP can be found at: Control and monitor emissions for your environmental permit - GOV.UK


[bookmark: _Hlk212471349]Medium Combustion Plant and Specified Generator Considerations 

As this new bespoke application references the use of a generator on site (backup), and also the use of a wash plant you will need to supply information on how the wash plant is being powered as this is currently missing from the application. For example if you are using a generator for the wash plant you will need to tell us how the generator is being powered and its total input energy in mWth. 

You can use our tool available on our website to identify if you will need one of these permits. If you do, you will need to apply separately for a MCP or specified generator permit. 

NOTE: If you require a MCP or specified generator permit this carries an additional cost, you can find out the fee on our website linked above. 

Further information on MCP and specified generators can also be found at:

Medium combustion plant: when you need a permit - GOV.UK

Natural Resources Wales / Find out if you need a permit for your boiler, engine or turbine

20. ACTION: Confirm the following:

· How the backup generator on site is powered and the mWth rating. 
· How the wash plant on site is being powered, if by a generator you will need to provide us with how this is being powered and the mWth rating 
· Complete our online tool to confirm if an MCP or specified generator permit is needed.  


Site Condition Report (SCR)

The submitted  SCR does not include baseline data as part of the site condition report. At permit application stage you have the option to either collect the baseline conditions of the ground (pre permit conditions) or to not collect it.  Please note that if you do not collect baseline data, we may assume there is zero contamination upon permit surrender, the collection of baseline data is likely to make permit surrender easier.  Refer to the H5 guidance available to view here for further information.

21. ACTION: Confirm your intention on if you wish to collect and submit baseline data.

Fee

When checking the fees paid for this new bespoke application we can confirm we have found 3 separate payments detailed below totalling £17,841:

	Amount 
	Date paid 
	Payment reference 

	£16,123.00
	30/07/2025
	BS/300725/7 DAIMIAN SWEEPS LTD EPRBERSHAM0002

	£859.00
	09/09/2025
	BS/09092025/9 BERSHAM (GLENSIDE)EPRBERSHAM0002

	£859.00
	09/09/2025
	BS/090925/09 BERSHAM (GLENSIDE) EPRBERSHAM0002



However our duly making checks confirm the fee that should have been paid was £16,609 as detailed in the below table: 

	Fee name  
	Fee 

	New 
Application fee 

	£10,312

	Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) assessment 
	£316

	Habitats Regulations assessment	

	£2,596

	Noise impact assessment and noise management plan 

	£2,498

	Dust and emissions management plan 

	£887



Therefore an overpayment of £1,232 seems to have been made. As a result we will refund this overpayment.   


If you email or write to us please quote the application reference PAN-030460 on any correspondence and send it to the relevant address below. If you have any questions please email me at owen.clee@naturalresourceswales.gov.uk.   

Please reply within 10 working days from the date of this letter I.e. 29/01/2026. If we don’t hear from you we must return your application and part of the fee in accordance with our current charging scheme.

When we receive the missing items we’ll continue to check the details in your application. If there’s enough there for us to begin the process of deciding whether or not we can grant your application we say the application is ‘duly made’ and we’ll let you know this by email.

Yours sincerely,

Owen Clee 
Waste Permitting Officer 
Ebost/Email	owen.clee@cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk  
		owen.clee@naturalresourceswales.gov.uk 
Gwefan/Website	www.cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk 		Croesewir gohebiaeth yn y Gymraeg a'r Saesneg
www.naturalresourceswales.gov.uk		Correspondence welcomed in Welsh and English
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