MPP2[image: ] Decision Document

Application for deployment of :
· mobile plant for land and/or groundwater remediation 
· treatment using a mobile plant


Please note – this document is purely to assist you in making your decision and may not necessarily cover all information you require.
	Deployment Details

	Deployment Reference Number:
	PAN-017191

	Permit Reference Number:
	EPR/HP3295VK

	Permit Holder:
	Arcadis (UK) Limited

	Site Address:
	[bookmark: _Hlk100583726]ZF Automotive UK LTD – Pontypool Site, New Road, New Inn, Pontypool, NP4 0TL

	Grid Reference:  
	329797,199130



	Administrative Checks- By admin officer

	
	Comments

	Consultation
	Waste reg team: SE.waste.queries@cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk
Environment team: environmentteammonmouthshireandtorfaen@cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk 
NLO: oliverP.hickey@environment-agency.gov.uk
Land/groundwater remediation only:
Geoscience: geoscience@cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk
Local Authority Contaminated Land:
EnvironmentalHealth@monmouthshire.gov.uk
Peter.Oates@Torfaen.gov.uk

	Date due:
	15/03/2022

	Permit compliance rating and multiplier
	Rating B- 100%



	Administrative Checks- By determining officer

	
	Action completed or document provided? (Yes, No or n/a)
	Comments

	Correct fee?
	Y 
	See permit compliance rating and multiplier

	Original fee received and cleared
	Y 
	Amount: £2541
Date cleared on MyNRW: 25/02/2022
Transaction number: 2098376

	Additional fee received and cleared
	n/a
	


	MyMap report completed?
	Y 
	

	Location map
	Y  
	

	Site Specific Risk Assessment 
	Y
	Within CSM document


[bookmark: _Hlk536801093]
Word versions of online forms - NRW View (sharepoint.com)
	About your permit
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	What permit is being deployed under?
	- SR2008 No27 
	

	Has the permit number been given?
	Y 
	EPR/HP3295VK

	Is the base permit still live?
	Y 
	

	Has there been any variations
	Y 
	

	Has name and address of permit holder been provided?
	Y 
	

	Has contact information been provided?
	Y 
	



	Deployment details
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	Have we been consulted on, and agreed to, the Conceptual Site Model/Risk Assessment/Remediation Strategy?
	Y 
	Environmental assessment works completed and remediation strategy discussed on 12/10/18. Further updates held in March 2022. Queried with Matthew Llewhellin on 04/04/22.

	If yes, have references and contact information been provided?
	Y 
	Matthew Llewhellin

	If yes, has there been any changes?
	N
	

	Document uploaded?
	n/a
	

	Does the applicant want this application to be assessed without having remediation targets pre-agreed by us?
	n/a
	Responded with n/a as discussions have been held with M. Llewhellin. 

	Has there been any other pre-application advice? 
	N
	Is there a record of any pre-app discussions saved on DMS

	If yes, have references and contact information been provided?
	n/a
	



	About the site
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	The site name, address, NGR given?
	Y 
	

	Does the site address and 12 digit grid reference match?
	Y 
	

	Is the site located within the boundary of another Environmental Permit?
	Y 
	

	If yes, please provide details below:
	Y 
	PAN-004474 TRW Automotive Pontypool

	Site plan provided?
	Y 
	

	Has there been an approved deployment in the same area within the last 12 months?
	N
	

	Does it include the following?
1. Operating boundary
2. Security and access arrangements
3. Areas of waste soils and contaminated material, substances or products for remediation by the mobile plant
4. Location/siting of principal plant and equipment
5. Process, treatment, storage, and quarantine areas
6. Drainage systems
7. Location of boundary monitoring points and pollution control units
8. Potential receptors (i.e. housing, watercourses etc.)
9. Protected sites (if applicable i.e. SAC, SPA, Ramsar or SSSI within 1km)
	
1. Y
2. Y 
3. N


4. Y 
5. N

6. Y 
7. Y 

8. Y 

9. n/a
	Not clear where where the operations are taking place – have given locations of treatment plant and temporary storage only.

No quarantine area shown.

No boundary monitoring points or pollution control units



	Waste types and quantities
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	Has the waste types, quantities etc and treatment types been provided?
	Y 
	

	Are the waste types and quantities from specified in the operator’s permit?
	Y 
	Don’t believe they are treating the GAC and packaging?

	Has the document been uploaded?
	n/a
	



	Specified activities to be carried out on site
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	Has details on suitability of treatment methods been provided?
	N 
	Not really explained what the GAC process is.

Given the amount of water abstracted, would not be able to treat all the 10,400m^3 without an abstraction license.

Discharge license not mentioned.

Discharging considerably less volume than they’re removing to treat – query.

	Has the operator told us which treatment technology they will use? 
	Y 
	GAC and mixing groundwater with EHC reagent

	Are all of the proposed treatment technologies listed in the operator’s permit? 
	Y 
	Chemical treatment

	Is the treatment technology fit for purpose? 
	N
	More information needed on GAC process.

	Has details on residual materials/waste been provided?
	Y 
	Spent GAC and plastic packaging. To be taken off site and treated/disposed of.

	Are we satisfied that these will be handled appropriately?
	N
	Awaiting further information to answer

	Has details on quarantine facilities been provided?
	N
	No quarantine area noted. Not acceptable.

	Are we satisfied the maximum capacities of the quarantine facilities are suitable to prevent or minimise pollution?
	N
	As above

	Have the locations of the quarantine facilities been included on the site plan?
	N
	

	Has the document been uploaded?
	N
	



	Activities involving the import of waste
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	Will the activity involve the import of wastes?
	N
	

	Does the site form part of a Cluster project? *
	N
	

	Has waste acceptance information been provided?
	n/a
	

	Has the document been uploaded?
	n/a
	



	Duration of this deployment
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	Is the duration of the deployment 12 months or less?
	Y
	



	Management supervision
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	Has the technically competent manager details been provided?
	Y 
	Mrs Victoria Morten

	Has the nominated competent person details been provided?
	Y 
	Mr Christopher Piddington

	Has the site supervision plan been provided?
	Y
	

	Is the site supervision plan appropriate?


	N
	Requirement of one hour per week not met – one day a month suggested. NCP will be on site for the minimum required TCM time.

	Has the document been uploaded?
	n/a
	



	Conceptual site model and risk assessment
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	Has the conceptual site model (CSM)/risk assessment been provided?
	Y 
	Detail only provided regarding injection procedure, not the remainder of the application.

	Has the document been uploaded?
	Y 
	



	Pollution control
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	Have the pollution control measures been provided?
	Y 
	No quarantine area

	Has the document been uploaded?
	n/a
	



	Emission monitoring plans
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	Has the site specific monitoring plan been provided?

The following may be applicable:
· Groundwater
· Surface water
· Soil gases
· Air emissions
· Noise
· Vibrations
· Odour
· Volatile Organic Compounds
	Y 
	Groundwater, surface water and VOCs addressed

	Have the indicator parameters been provided?
	Y 
	

	Has the document been uploaded?
	Y 
	“Emissions Monitoring Plans” and “Figure 4 (Emissions Monitoring Locations Plan” referenced. Figure 4 uploaded in “Supporting Documents” section.



	Record Keeping - Commissioning, operating and maintenance
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	Details of record keeping given?
	Y
	“No fixed remediation equipment to commission or maintain”? 

Site diary will be maintained including a brief summary each day. 

Baseline emissions monitoring will be done in accordance with site-specific Emissions Monitoring Plans (not attached). Trigger levels will be determined from this. 

Records to be stored at Arcadis’ Cambridge office.

	Document uploaded?
	n/a
	



	Supporting documents
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	Have relevant documents been ticked and supplied?
1. Site plan showing all required features 
2. Conceptual Site Model and Risk Assessment
3. Pollution Control 
4. Monitoring Plans 
5. Record Keeping details
	
1. N
2. N
3. Y 
4. Y 
5. Y 
	Submitted throughout the application. 

Site plan queried and Ancient Woodlands needs to be added to risk assessment, and entire process needs to be noted in the CSM.





	Confidentiality and national security
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	Has confidentially been claimed?
	N
	

	Has national security been claimed?
	N
	



	Declaration
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	If signing on behalf of a relevant person, has written confirmation from a relevant person been given?
 
	Y
	

	Has the operator confirmed they will comply with the conditions of the rule set?
	Y 
	

	Has a relevant person or approved person signed the declaration?
	Y 
	



	Site specific risk assessment
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	If there are other potential sensitive receptors[footnoteRef:2] has a site specific risk assessment been submitted? [2:  AONB’s, Ancient Woodlands, Scheduled Ancient Monuments, Local and National Nature Reserves, National Parks and Heritage Coasts.] 

	N
	Ancient woodlands missing

	Does the site specific risk assessment identify all potential?
	
	

	· Sources of pollution or hazards[footnoteRef:3] [3:  Potential hazards include dust, odours and run-off / leachate. ] 

	Y
	

	· Pathways
	Y 
	

	· Receptors[footnoteRef:4] that can be affected by that source of pollution [4:  Receptors to be affected include environmentally sensitive sites, watercourse, local residents, public rights of way, housing, schools, workplaces and recreational facilities.] 

	Y 
	

	· Measures that will minimise or mitigate the impact will be put in place
	Y
	



	SSSI/ Appendix 4 assessment
	Y N n/a
	Comments

	Is the site within 1 km of a SSSI? 
· If yes, the complete an Appendix 4 CroW assessment.
	N
	

	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/a
	



	Natura 2000 or Ramsar site/ Habitat Regulation Assessment
	Comments

	Is the site within 1 km of a Natura 2000 (SPA, pSPA, SAC or cSAC) or a Ramsar site?
	No




	Comments

	Consultation responses: 
· No comment from waste regulation officer.
· Geoscience officer:
 -  No objections
· May need a permit for discharging treated groundwater if it still has residual levels of pollutants

	MyMap and location assessment:

Near to:
· Ancient semi-natural woodland around edges of site. No concern.
· Protected species within the River Lwyd. Surface water noted in risk assessment.
· Six SINCs designated for woodland, grassland, verges and ditches and rush pasture. None should be harmed by this application.


	Request for information: 

Query sent on 22/03/22 regarding some missing paperwork, which was provided the same day.

Request for Information sent 07/04/22
· Remediation target information has not been provided. Exactly the same process as previously agreed on site under PAN-004474, agreed to still be suitable by Geoscience specialist (Matthew Llewhelin) by telephone on 07/04/22.
· Missing sections of site plan: where operations are taking place, quarantine area, boundary monitoring points and pollution control points. Map updated to include all of these.
· Spent GAC and packaging mentioned in waste types and quantities table but do not appear to be being treated – confirm. Applicant confirmed by telephone 07/04/22 that only groundwater was being treated. 10,400m3 will be treated in total after the injection has taken place, but 10,400m3 will not be abstracted to treat. Have detailed that they intend to only abstract around 50m3 in total.
· Abstraction volume query. Under 10m3 will be abstracted per day, abstraction license not required.
· Discharge license/exemption query. Matthew Llewhellin confirmed a discharge license is not required for this application.
· Considerably more ground water expecting to be abstracted than discharged – query. Total abstracted groundwater estimated to be approx. 50m3 in total.
· Little to no information provided on the GAC process. Process explained in more detail.
· TCM hours require updating. TCM to visit site once per month, NCP to visit for at least one hour per week. Agreed with Materials to Land Lead (L Bailey) that this is acceptable due to TCM’s proximity to the site and that NCP will be able to be on site for a suitable length of time.
· Plant maintenance query. Further information provided on inspections of plant, satisfies RFI.
· Pollution control measures provided only for injection – must be updated to include all processes under this deployment. Provided in RFI email response, suitable responses.
· Risk assessment provided doesn’t cover the protected Ancient Woodland sites. Included and updated.
· Impermeable surface query. Process will be occurring on hard standing. 





	Decision

	Can the deployment application be approved?
	Yes

	Permitting Officer: Rhiannon Smith
Date: 11/04/2022

	Team leader or ToP approval: Huw Davies
Date: 13/04/2022



	Appendix 1 – Time recording

	Admin/consultations
	30

	Determination
	1360

	Sign off
	10

	Issuing
	20

	Total
	1420 minutes



	Appendix 2 – Location Checks

	Designations
	Present? 
	Comments

	Special protection areas (SPA) 
Potential special protection areas (pSPA)  
	N
	Please see “MyMap and Location assessment” section above

	Special areas of conservation (SAC)
Candidate special areas of conservation (cSAC)  
	N
	

	Ramsar sites 
	N
	

	Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI)
	N
	

	Ancient woodland
	Y 
	

	Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB)
	N
	

	Heritage Coast
	N
	

	Local nature reserves
	N
	

	Local wildlife sites
	Y 
	

	National nature reserves
	N
	

	National parks
	N
	

	Scheduled ancient monuments
	N
	

	World Heritage Sites
	N
	

	Controlled waters such as rivers and lakes
	Y
	

	European Protected Species
	Y 
	

	Nationally Protected Species
	Y 
	

	Section 7 Priority species
	Y 
	

	Section 7 Priority habitats
	Y 
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