Site Condition Report evaluation form

	Applicant
	Taylor Wimpey UK Limited

	Permit reference
	PAN-014549
EPR/ZP3699VA

	Address
	Lysaght Village Newport

Lysaght Village

Off Corporation Road

Newport

Gwent

NP19 0HE

	Grid reference
	ST 32930 86648

	Activity Type
	A25: deposit for recovery


	SCR document reference
	PAN-014549 Lysaght Village - Site Condition Report

	SCR date and version number
	Updated 02/09/2021


	1.0 Site details (Source)

	Has the applicant provided the following information as required by the application SCR template?
	Response 

	Site plans showing site layout, drainage, surfacing, receptors, sources of emissions/releases and monitoring points
	Yes- provided with original application. See EDRM under EAWML 102924


	2.0 Condition of the land at permit issue (Receptor)

	Has the applicant provided the following information as required by the application SCR template?
	Response 

	a) Environmental setting including geology, hydrogeology, and surface waters

b) Pollution history including:

· pollution incidents that may have affected land

· historical land-uses and associated contaminants

· visual/olfactory evidence of existing contamination

· evidence of damage to existing pollution prevention measures

c) Evidence of historic contamination (i.e. historical site investigation, assessment, remediation, and verification reports (where available)

d) Has the applicant chosen to collect baseline reference data?
	Yes, too all parts. See:

· application SCR 16/08/2011
· GWCL SCR assessment 29/09/2011
· surrender SCR 02/09/2021
Baseline data collected prior to original application being made in 2011.


	3.0 Permitted activities (Source)

	Has the applicant provided the following information as required by the application SCR template?
	Response 

	a) Permitted activities

b) Non-permitted activities undertaken at the site


	a) Tier 2 bespoke use of wastes in construction- permanent deposit of waste for recovery.
· Further information in surrender SCR 02/09/2021
b) none 


	3.0(a) Environmental Risk Assessment (Source)

	The H1 environmental risk assessment should identify elements that could impact on land and waters, cross- referenced back to documents and plans provided as part of the wider permit application.


	At time of application waste recovery plan including waste types to be used, and waste acceptance criteria was assessed and approved.

As application was for a Tier 2 bespoke permit, the risk assessment was only assessed with regard to the designated sites within the relevant distance of the sites. A risk assessment was not required to address other risks from the activity.


	3.0(b) Will the pollution prevention measures protect land and groundwater? (Conceptual model)

	Are the activities likely to result in pollution of land? 
	No issues raised at time of application.

	For dangerous and/or hazardous substances only, are the pollution prevention measures for the relevant activities to a standard that is likely to prevent pollution of land?
	Not applicable


	4.0 Changes to the activities (Source)

	Have there been any changes to the following during the operation of the site? 
	Response 

	a) Activity boundaries

b) Permitted activities

c) “Dangerous substances” used or produced
	None


	5.0 Measures taken to protect land (Pathway)

	Has the applicant provided evidence from records collated during the lifetime of the permit, to show that the pollution prevention measures have worked?
	SCR refers to compliance with “waste management plans” and refs to CAR Forms- in Surrender SCR 02/09/2021
Waste returns were reviewed as part of the low risk surrender criteria assessment. It was noted that a total of 42,211 tonnes was accepted onto site, however the permit limit is 40,000 tonnes. The operator has stated that materials were also removed from site due to surplus at the end of the development project, following completion of works, however this was not reflected in any of the waste returns. 
Given the proportionally small amount of waste that was over-accepted on site, and no concerns raised by NRW, no further action is required in relation to the permit surrender.


	
	CAR forms were also reviewed as part of the low risk surrender criteria assessment. This identified two potential pollution incidents, one in 2014 and one in 2016 as detailed below.
2014

A compliance visit and subsequent CAR form (dated 30/09/2014) identified that quarantine material showed elevated total petroleum hydrocarbons and may not be suitable as fill material.

A Controlled Waters Risk Assessment 5388s.2204 (April 2015) was supplied and assessed. It was agreed that the material could be used “on site under a geotextile membrane and under roads as shown in figures 2 and 3 in the Controlled Waters Risk Assessment.”

See confirmation email 22/04/2015 and previous email discussions on the DMS permit record.

2016

A compliance visit and subsequent CAR form (dated 25/05/2016) identified a Category 3 pollution incident on site where a stockpile had become uncovered. and there was muddy runoff leaving the site, draining to the Spitty Reen. 

This was communicated to the developer who re-covered the soil mound and established a bund around the area in question to prevent it happening again. 
See email dated 03/06/2016 confirming this.


	6.0 Pollution incidents that may have impacted on land and their remediation (Sources)

	Has the applicant provided evidence to show that any pollution incidents which have taken place during the life of the permit and which may have impacted on land or water have been investigated and remediated (where necessary)?
	See above for the 2014 and 2016 incidents and their remediation.



	7.0 Soil gas and water quality monitoring 

	Where soil gas and/or water quality monitoring has been undertaken, does this demonstrate that there has been no change in the condition of the land? Has any change that has occurred been investigated and remediated?
	Not applicable- monitoring and assessment of the land prior to permit issue was undertaken. As the permitted activity was the permanent deposit of waste it was not reasonable or proportional to require new monitoring to be undertaken. 


	8.0 Decommissioning and removal of pollution risk

	Has the applicant demonstrated that decommissioning works have been undertaken and that all pollution risks associated with the site have been removed? Has any contamination of land that has occurred during these activities been investigated and remediated?
	The reason for the activity was to raise the land in line with the planning permission for a housing development. Importation of waste onto site ceased in 2014. The permitted activities ceased a number of years ago, and the site has been fully developed and houses built. 
Site visit carried out 18/03/2021 where no waste, fly-tipping or contamination of land was identified.


	9.0 Reference data and remediation 

	Has the applicant provided details of any surrender reference data that they have collected and any remediation that they have undertaken?

If the surrender reference data shows that the condition of the land has changed as a result of the permitted activities, the applicant will need to undertake remediation to return the condition of the land back to that at permit issue. You should not require remediation of historic contamination or contamination arising from non-permitted activities as part of the permit surrender.
	See section 7 above.


	10.0 Statement of site condition 

	Has the applicant provided a statement, backed up with evidence, confirming that the permitted activities have ceased, decommissioning works are complete, and that pollution risk has been removed and that the land and waters at the site are in a satisfactory state? 
	See section 8 above


	Surrender SCR decision summary

	Sufficient information has been supplied to show that pollution risk has been removed and that the site is in a satisfactory state – accept the application to surrender the permit.

	Date and name of reviewer:

Louise Bailey: 10/09/2021
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