Natural Resources Wales permitting decisions

Bespoke Variation 

We have decided to issue the variation for Maenan Abbey Caravan Park operated by Thornley Leisure Parks Limited.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]The application number is PAN-009986
The permit number is CG0070201
The variation is to amend the current permitted discharge point from approximately SH 78729 65746 (No NGR is stated on the original permit but a detailed description is provided) to SH 78597 65625.
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 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.

· No external consultation required as no relevant designations are within the risk screening report
· Internal consultees had a chance to review the permit and ensure the outcomes from the site meeting on 03/03/2020 were correctly incorporated into the permit.
	

	Responses to consultation, web publicising and newspaper advertising
	This regulator initiated variation was not advertised.

The initial application (PAN-007116) was advertised and one response was received. The respondent for the initial advertisement was involved in this regulator initiated variation. No further consultation was therefore deemed necessary as the variation would not result in increased environmental impact.

The decision was taken in accordance with our guidance. 

	

	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.

	

	European Directives

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

· Groundwater Directive – The previous variation application (PAN-007116) was refused on the bases that a significant volume was being discharge to a seasonally dry ditch, meaning the activity was considered a ‘groundwater activity’ under EPR and there was not sufficient infrastructure to provide treatment (infiltration system). The new discharge point in this permit is to a watercourse with sufficient flow to ensure it is classed as a ‘water discharge activity’. This means there is no input of non-hazardous substances to groundwater, in line with the Groundwater Directive
· Water Framework Directive – The receiving watercourse for the new discharge point reaches the Maenan Stream after approximately 75m. During the previous application, water quality modelling was undertaken, this modelling demonstrated <2% deterioration on the physio-chemical parameters of the Maenan Stream. Furthermore, neither the receiving watercourse or Maenan Stream are designated under as a main WFD waterbody. By the time the effluent reaches the significant transitional watercourse, I can say with confidence based on the modelling undertaken as Maenan Stream, there will be 0% deterioration.

	

	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.

	

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

The SSSI within the screening report is not hydrologically connected and therefore no further assessment was required.

We have not formally consulted  on the application.  The decision was taken in accordance with our guidance. 


	

	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. 

	

	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. 

This is in line with EPR 7.01.
	

	The permit conditions

	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. 

Compliance with the discharge NGR will require an easement route for the pipework to be agreed with the neighbouring landowner. 

The landowner is aware of the work and agreed to allow the operator to secure compliance with the new discharge NGR. This was agreed following a site visit and a document named ‘PAN-009986 – landowner agreement’ has been saved on the folder referencing this agreement.

[bookmark: _GoBack]Furthermore, as per the documents on the DMS ‘Neighbouring Landowner Consultation’ and ‘Telephone Log’, specific consultation was undertaken with the neighbouring landowner. No concerns were raised, the occupier of the land is supportive of the application subject to the receipt of compensation.
	

	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:

· ATU-BOD as O2 – 20mg/l
· Suspended solids (measured after drying at 105o C) – 30mg/l

These numeric limits are as per the current permit. With reference to the Monte Carlo Modelling undertaken (see ‘applicable directives’ above), the limits are suitable in order to meet our requirements under the Water Framework Directive.

	

	Considerations of foul sewer

	We agree with the operators justification for not connecting to foul sewer.
	

	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.

	

	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”
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