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	Permit Number:
	PAN-005592


	Applicant name:
	Mr Davies

	Site Address:
	Henbant, Penuwch, Tregaron, Ceredigion SY25 6QY

	Discharge Point NGR:
	SN 60370 61062

	Respond by date:
	24th July 2019 (10 working days)

	Permitting Officer:
	Katrin Raynor-Evans



Brief Description of proposal:

A new application to dispose of 5.2m3/day of waste diluted sheep dip. The applicant wishes to spread once a year using a vacuum tanker, which spreads at a rate of 3m3/hectare. This is below our recommended rate of 5m3/ha and 20m3/ha for undiluted/diluted dip so I will ask the applicant to increase his spreading rate.  Geoscience, is this correct? Please comment below your recommendations. 
The applicant needs 0.26ha of land but there is 2.1 ha available. 


Habitats Screening Report – Designations or protected species/habitats:
The screening report has not picked up any designations or protected habitats/species within the screening distance. A report is saved to the DMS file.


Risk Assessment Results (modelling or L1 Risk Assessment):

The L1 risk assessment is saved to the DMS file. The scoring outcome is a recommended refusal but this is based on worst case due to the boundary of the field approximately 48m away from an ‘issues’. I have classed this issues as a GW feature. If the applicant can restrict the spreading area 126m away from the issues, then the scoring drops to 48 and can proceed. 


Miscellaneous:






NRM Responses:

Environment Management comments:




Officers name:
Date:

Internal Consultation Responses from other NRW Teams:


Geoscience Response:

Spreading Rate
The spreading rate of 5m3/ha for working strength dip (20m3/ha diluted) is a maximum rate.  Lower rates are acceptable (as long as adequate land area is available).  Therefore, we are satisfied with spreading rate of 3m3/ha (which requires 1.74 ha of land) and no need to request to increased rate.

Risk Assessment
Some minor adjustments and justifications have been made.  The risk assessment scores highly, which is primarily down to the proximity of receptors.  If the spreading area is moved east to an area >100 m away from the springs/issues and watercourse, as suggested, then the risk is acceptable, and I have no objection to issuing permit.


[bookmark: _GoBack]Officers name: Alan Price
Date: 17/07/19


	External Consultations sent to:
	Yes/No

	National Parks
	No

	Water Company regarding Drinking Water Protected Zone / SPZ1
	No

	Environmental Heath
	No




Any Permitting Responses:








Date:
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