Decision Document

Mobile plant: Contaminated land and/or groundwater remediation deployment
Version 2 – 04/03/16
	Deployment details

	Deployment Reference Number:
	PAN-014130

	Permit Reference Number:
	EPR/QP3293FY


	Permit Holder:
	Vertase FLI Ltd

	Site Address:
	[bookmark: _Hlk75527837]Phase 4a and 5 Glan Llyn Former Coking Works, Llanwern, Newport

	Grid Reference:  
	336187 187042



	Administrative Checks- By admin officer

	Internal/External
	Team consulted

	Consultation
	[bookmark: _Hlk71633505]Waste reg team: 
SE.waste.queries@cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk
Environment team: 
ET.NewportCaerphilly&BlaenauGwent@cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk
Geoscience: geoscience@cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk   
[bookmark: _Hlk71633579]NLO: Mark.Pritchard@environment-agency.gov.uk
[bookmark: _Hlk71633596]Archaeological trust: sue@ggat.org.uk
Local Authority Contaminated Land: info@newport.gov.uk 


	Date due:
	25/05/2021

	Permit compliance rating and multiplier
	Rating A- 100%




	Administrative Checks- By determining officer

	
	Completed
	Comment

	Can we proceed without
Confidentiality and national security issues? Application form Section D
	☐     Yes
☒     No
	If no, then confirm this is was not declared by mistake with the applicant

	Application form Section E: Declaration ticked?
	☒     Yes
☐     No
	

	Application form Section F: Correct fee and payment details 
	☒     Yes
☐     No
	

	Correct fee cleared on MyNRW
	☒     Yes
☐     No
	Trans no 2088046, trans date 10/05/21, ref BS/100521/26 VERTASE F L I LTD EPR/QP3293FY/V004

	MyMap Report generated with no Issues?
	☐     Yes
☒     No
	Issues:
· North of site – ancient woodland and Local Wildlife Site (SINC) (Dockwell Wood) within 500m





	Technical Check – By determining officer

	
	Action
	Completed?
	Comment / reference / document

	Section A: About your permit

	1.1
	Has the operator indicated the type of permit they would like us to use to make our determination?
	☒     Yes
☐     No
	EPR/QP3293FY/V004

	1.1.2
	Is the base permit Welsh or English?
	☐    Welsh
☒    English
	

	1.1.3
	Is the base permit still live? 
(Welsh - check DMS/PalS)
(English – EA NLO will inform if no longer live or check public register)
	☒     Yes
☐     No
	

	1.2
	Does the permit holder name and address of the operator match that on the permit?
	☒     Yes
☐     No
	

	Section B: Deployment Details

	1.1
	Has the operator provided all contact details requested in section B1?
	☒     Yes
☐     No
	

	Section B2: Consultations before your deployment application

	2.1
	Has geoscience agreed a Conceptual Site Model/Risk Assessment/ Remediation Strategy?
(Search Geoscience comments)
	☒     Yes
☐     No
☐     N/A
	Stated that Haf Peskett has discussed – consultation sheet suggests Geoscience have not been consulted.

Planning ref: 06/0471

	2.2
	Is the proposal the same as the agreed CSM/Risk assessment/Remediation?
	☐     Yes
☒     No
☐     N/A
	

	2.3
	Has the operator chosen to apply without ANY pre-application discussion?
	☐     Yes
☒     N/A
	If yes, then…go to question 3.1 below

	2.4
	Has the operator had any general permitting advice and guidance from us on this deployment?
(Permitting officer should search DMS for this discussion)
	☐     Yes
☐     N/A
	

	2.5
	Are we satisfied pre-application agreements are sufficient to process the application without future delays?
	☐     Yes
☐     No
	Flag to us, only, of potential KPI failure.  Not an indication that we cannot determine the application.

	Section B3 About the site

	3.1
	Does the site address and 12 digit grid reference match?
	☐     Yes
☒     No
	No postcode given. 

	3.2
	Is the site is located within the boundary of another Environmental Permit? (See MPP2 guidance)
	☐     Yes
☒     N/A
	If yes, see question 3.2.1 below

	3.2.1
	If the site is located within the boundary of another Environmental Permit, have those permit details been given?
(Check permit details on DMS)
	☒     Yes
☐     No
☐     N/A
	None visible on MyMap.

	3.3
	Do we have a site plan that includes all the required information?
(See MPP2 guidance)
	☐     Yes
☒     No
	No postcode provided for the site. Think it should be NP19 4TQ – ask operator

	3.4
	Confirm the site plan includes the following: 
	☒	Operating boundary
☐	Security and access arrangements
☐	Operating boundary / areas of waste soils and contaminated material, substances or products for remediation by the mobile plant. Location/siting of principal plant and equipment
☐	Process, treatment, storage, and quarantine areas
☐	Drainage systems
☐	Location of boundary monitoring points and pollution control units
☒	Potential receptors (i.e.  	Housing)
☒	Protected sites (if applicable i.e. SAC’s, SPA’s, Ramsar or SSSI sites within 1 km)

	Section B4 Waste Types and Quantities

	4.1
	Has the operator provided all requested information in table 4.1? 
	☒     Yes
☐     No
	

	4.1.1
	Are the waste types and quantities from table 4.1 specified in the operator’s permit?
	☒     Yes
☐     No
	17 05 03 and 19 03 07

No waste types specified so ok to treat.

	Section B5 Specified activities to be carried out at the site

	5.1
	Has the operator told us which treatment technology they will use? 
	☒     Yes
☐     No
	

	5.1.1
	Are all of the proposed treatment technologies listed in the operator’s permit? 
	☒     Yes
☐     No
	170503 treatment fine, 190307 treatment is “oil/water separation, filtration (sand and GAC)” – not specifically written in their permit but is allowed under ex-situ groundwater treatment.

	5.1.2
	Is the treatment technology fit for purpose? 
(See Remediation Position Statements)
	☒     Yes
☐     No
	

	5.2
	Has the operator provided detail on how residual materials/waste that cannot be treated on site will be handled?
	☒     Yes
☐     No
☐     NA
	Will be removed to landfill

	5.2.1
	Are we satisfied that these will be handled appropriately?
	☒     Yes
☐     No
☐     N/A
	

	5.3
	Are we satisfied the maximum capacities of the quarantine facilities are suitable to prevent or minimise pollution?
	☒     Yes
☐     No
	500m3 quarantine for up to 39,000m3 of material

	Section B6 Activities involving the import of waste

	6.1
	Will the activity involve the import of waste?
(See MPP2 guidance)
	☐     Yes
☒     No
	If yes, see question 6.2 below

	6.2
	Does the activity form part of a hub or cluster project?
(we do not need to change the determination process based on this, just know that the activity will be hub and cluster vs. contained within a single site)  
	☐     Yes
☐     No
	Not applicable

	Section B7 Duration of this deployment

	7.1
	Will the deployment will last 12 months or less?
(If over 12 months – have you given consideration to the definition of mobile plant in RGN 2.
Operators would need to justify the period requested for. You may have to confirm with the geoscience team.)
	☒     Yes
☐     No
	

	Section B8 Management Supervision

	8.1
	Has the operator provided an award certificate for the Technically Competent Manager?
	☒     Yes
☐     No
	Claire Lilley

	8.1.1
	Is the TCM’s award certificate still valid and cover the appropriate level of competence?
(See ‘WAMITAB Hierarchy Table for Technical Competence’)
	☐     Yes
☐     No
	Minimum 1 hour/week is required

Think its fine but need to double check when the website comes back online.

	8.2
	Is the site supervision plan appropriate?
(See ‘How to comply with your Environmental Permit - Part 2’)
	☐     Yes
☒     No
	No detail given on time TCM will be on site for per week

	B9 Conceptual Site Model and Risk Assessment

	9.1
	Has the operator provided a satisfactory Conceptual Site Model/Risk Assessment?
(See MPP2 Guidance and ‘How to comply with your Environmental Permit - Part 2’)
	☐     Yes
☒     No

	Has not been reviewed by geoscience. Does not contain as much information as is required.



	B10 Pollution Control

	10.1
	Has the operator provided site specific pollution control measures needed to control/minimise emissions from treatment activities?
(See MPP2 Guidance and ‘How to comply with your Environmental Permit - Part 2’)
	☒     Yes
☐     No

	Risk assessment – yes

Information has been provided but is missing some information as required by the guidance. RFI.

	B11 Emissions Monitoring Plan

	11.1
	Has the operator provided a site specific Emissions Monitoring Plan?
(See MPP2 Guidance and ‘How to comply with your Environmental Permit - Part 2’)
	☐     Yes
☒     No

	Within sections 2.1, 2.3 and 2.8

	11.2
	Has the operator provided indicator parameters?
	☐     Yes
☒     No
	Application states: “Prior to commencement of operations, a background study will be undertaken to define the baseline to which results obtained during the works would be compared.”

	Section B12 Record Keeping

	12.1
	Has the operator provided details for their commissioning, operating and maintenance documentation
(See ‘How to comply with your Environmental Permit - Part 2’)
	☒     Yes
☐     No
	

	Section G Supporting Documents

	G
	Are the MPP2 application forms complete and has all supporting info been provided?
	☐     Yes
☒     No
	




	SSSI/ 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.
	Y
	Gwent levels SSSI to the south of the proposed site at approximately 480m.

	Has a “likely significant effect” been identified?
· If yes, consult with the relevant NRM team.
· If no, save the Appendix 4 to the DMS as “information only”
	N
	App 4 saved to DMS for information only



	Natura 2000 or Ramsar site/ Habitat Regulation Assessment
	Comments

	Is the site within 500 meters of a Natura 2000 (SPA, pSPA, SAC or cSAC) or a Ramsar site.
	No



	Decision Notes

	Use this box to record conversations with the applicant/ operator, detailed reasons why the application can/cannot be issued and any subsequent correspondence or actions

	Consultation responses: 
EA: 
· 19 03 07 may be incorrect. Shouldn’t have an Asterix as is a non-hazardous code. More likely to be 19 13 07 “Aqueous liquid waste and aqueous concentrates from groundwater remediation containing hazardous substances”. 
· Haven’t been provided with the Remediation working plan. Emailed on 24/06/2021 to ask if they would like to comment. 

Comments form:
Geoscience:
· No pre-app consultation requested of provided
· Geoscience haven’t reviewed or agreed to remedial targets
· Require further details on:
· Discharge of the pump and treat plant No details of discharge consent provided. Later info says discharged into “drain 3” and treated offsite – specifics needed on how treated water is to be discharged and details of consents
· Further details needed on how leachate from bioremediation will be collected and managed to protect controlled waters. How will it be contained to prevent it entering site surface water? What material will form the bunds? Will it be impermeable?
· “On-site water treatment plant” referenced – does the plant have relevant consents? There was a water treatment plant on site permitted for 6 months, which expired in January 2021. 
· Need to provide further details on surface water monitoring points and how the location and number of locations are appropriate for detecting any deterioration due to the remediation. D4583_06 only shows one monitoring point


	MyMap and location assessment: 
Within 500m – ancient semi-natural woodland and Dockwell Wood SINC and reedbeds to the south of the area. A watercourse classed as part of the Gwent Levels SSSI is to the south of the area.  Appendix 4 saved to the DMS for information purposes only. 

	Request for information: 

Request for Information 1 – 25/06/2021
· No abstraction or discharge consents provided. Not intending to abstract water above 20 cubic meters per day (this doesn’t add up to the 25,000 cubic meters of water they intend to treat and will need to be queried). All treated water will be discharged into Drain 3 prior to offsite treatment and discharge via a third party.
· No records of NRW being consulted on the Conceptual Site Model, Risk assessment or Remediation Strategy. We haven’t been consulted due to an oversight. I will get in touch with Geoscience at a later date.
· No postcode provided; suggested NP19 4TQ may be appropriate. Operator suggests postcode of NP19 4QZ. 
· Areas missing from site plan: 
· Security arrangements. Site plan not updated with this.
· Areas of waste soils and contaminated material, substances or products for remediation by the mobile plant. 
· Location/siting of principle plant and equipment. Not shown.
· Process, and quarantine areas.  Detailed on D5483_06.
· Drainage systems. Shown on D1910_13.
· “Phase 1” and “Phase 2” written on plan but not referred to anywhere else on the plan – explain meaning. Notes for the client on the programme – not relevant to us. 
· Confirm what “WTP” stands for on plan. Water treatment plant.
· Potential typo; 19 03 07* written but this is not a hazardous waste code. Typo, should be 19 13 07*.
· No details on how long TCM will be on site for per week. Once a month. 
· CSM not completed as required by our guidance. Operator believes it is fine. 
· State experience and qualifications of monitoring staff. Stated.
· Stated they’ll complete a background study before remediation occurs to provide a baseline but have not provided any results. Works due to be undertaken on 5th July – need to ask for results.
· Provide an emissions action plan for each type of emission. Within sections B10 and B11.
· Have ticked to say application is confidential – confirm if this is intentional. Confirmed as intentional, later confirmed that the application is not confidential. Please see details in DMS folder.
· Update risk assessment to include protected sites. Did not update map.
· Confirm its ok to remove their banking details from the application. Agreed.

The following are queries from Geoscience as per the internal consultation process. These comments will be passed on to Geoscience when all necessary information is available.
· Details required of the permit and consent for the water treatment plant. This application is for the treatment works – the discharge consent is held by TATA. Discharge consent not attached.
· Stated water will be discharged into Drain 3 and treated offsite but have not provided any details of the discharge consent for the pump and treat. As part of the TATA consent, not currently available to me.
· Confirmation needed on how leachate will be contained to prevent it from entering surface water on site, the materials the bunds will be formed from and if this area of the site is impermeable. Schematic attached. 
· Provide further details on surface water monitoring points and how the locations/amount are appropriate. Provided.

Request for Information 2 – 19/07/2021
This request was sent out to clarify some concerns and queries whilst I consulted with water quality and water resources. Some crucial information was missing that would be required for a Geoscience response, so will consult with Geoscience when I have a response to this RFI. 

· Drawing 1910??? Referenced but not attached. Refers to D1910_13.
· D1910_13 does not show where the drain(s) are or where water is removed to. Drain location still not marked on map. Discharge reen noted but doesn’t appear to go anywhere?
· Security arrangements need to be included on the map, along with where principle plant equipment will be stored and where the quarantine area is specifically. Site access and boundary and plant parking shown. Quarantine area still not shown. 
· TCM needs to be on site for at least an hour a week. TCM has been changed from Claire Lilley to Melissa Charters, whose CC has been provided but her primary competence has not. 
· CSM needs updating in line with our guidance. Updated/
· TATA consent was not attached. Still not available to us. Have asked Steve Bickerton who’s working on a TATA consent and there does not currently appear to be a discharge consent held by TATA. Ask Geoscience if this is required in order to issue the land remediation. 
· Gwent Levels SSSI needs to be noted within risk assessment. Now noted.
· Pre-remediation study should have been completed; provide results. Send to Geoscience. Confirmed to not be enough to set a base line. No results for soils. 



	Other information to note: Delete if not required





	Deployment Completeness Checklist

	Action
	Completed
	Date
	By (permitting officer)

	Decision to approve/refuse
	☒     Yes
	Click here to enter a date.	Rhiannon Smith 
Decision: refusal

	Team Leader approval?
	☒     Yes

	Click here to enter a date.	

	Issue/refusal letter sent?
	☒     Yes

	Click here to enter a date.	

	All documents saved to DMS?
	☒     Yes

	Click here to enter a date.	

	Application Logged on PaLS?
	☒     Yes

	Click here to enter a date.	

	DEPLOYMENT COMPLETE?
	☒     Yes

	Click here to enter a date.	





Appendix 1 – Time recording
	Admin/consultations
	60

	Determination
	

	Sign off
	

	Issuing
	

	Total
	xxx minutes



