Application SCR evaluation template 
	Name of activity, address and NGR 

	Tulip Limited

Tulip Fresh Meats 

Bow Street 

Dukinfield 

Cheshire 

SK16 4HY
Application reference
EA/EPR/RP3438SR/S005
Partially surrender of land
NGR SJ9403098681




	Document reference of application SCR

	Original Site condition report

Available on EDRM (Tulip Ashton – site condition report 28/02/2012
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2018/2019 Partial surrender site condition report (LAND ONLY, activities are being relocated within the site)
Environmental Permit Partial Surrender Application (Conduit Street) - Site Surrender Report Tulip Foods Ltd Permit Reference EPR/RP3438SR
Document Reference 2018008
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Appendices
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Additional email regarding drainage layout and ammoniacal nitrogen results in soil and groundwater. Steve Power 10th April 2019.


	Date and version of application SCR


	20 March 2019, v2



	1.0 Site details 


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

 

	Site plans showing site layout, drainage, surfacing, receptors, sources of emissions/releases and monitoring points

	These are all contained in the site condition reports referenced above



	2.0 Condition of the land at permit issue
To be completed by GWCL officers

(Receptor)

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

 

	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?


	Applicants are not necessarily required to collect baseline reference data as part of the application. However, at sites where historic contamination may be an issue, they may choose to establish baseline conditions that can be referred to at surrender.  Without this it may be difficult for them to prove that they have not caused the contamination.
Application Site Report for PPC Application, Dalehead Foods Ltd, Dukinfield, Cheshire, August 2004, Environ UK Ltd, version A, 13th August 2004

a)Desk study and intrusive investigation carried out on site

Geology – Made ground, alluvium (silty sand and gravels) , carboniferous Coal Measures.
Hydrogeology – Drift and bedrock are Secondary A aquifers, shallow groundwater expected to be in continuity with River Tame. 

Hydrology - Conduit Street site bounded by River Tame to south and Ashton Canal to north.

b) Pollution history – previous industrial land uses reviewed from historical maps and recorded pollution incidents: dye mill, iron works, chemical works, piggery and depots, slaughter house. Landfilling on Bow Street site in 1980s. Vehicle servicing and refuelling on Bow Street site. Contaminants associated with the previous land uses are expected to be present on the site. 
c) Evidence of historic contamination: Site investigation consisting of 3 boreholes and 15 power auger holes (window samples) drilled across the Bow Street part of the site. 2 power auger holes for soil sampling on the Conduit Street site, PA14 and PA15. No soil samples tested from PA14. Slightly elevated sulphate in PA15 soils. 

No activities on Conduit Street part of the site have been identified as having reasonable possibility of pollution. 

d) Reference data has been collected for whole site. Only one soil sample for Conduit Street site has been analysed from PA15.




	3.0 Permitted activities 
 (Source)

	Has the applicant provided the following information

as required by the application SCR template?


	Response 

(Specify what information is needed from the applicant, if any) 

	a) Permitted activities

b) Non-permitted activities undertaken at the site

	· Section 6.8 A(1)(b) 

Slaughtering pigs at plant with a carcass production capacity of more than 50 tonnes per day. 

Slaughter and butchering of pigs including slaughtering, bleeding, scalding, hair and toenail removal, singeing, evisceration, cutting, chilling, freezing, portioning and trimming. 

· Receipt, storage and handling of pigs and other raw materials 

· Basting and curing prior to packaging 

· Packaging and freezing of meat products 

· Dedicated vehicles used for transfer of materials between Bow Street and Conduit Street 

· Treatment and storage of water 

· Cleaning and sanitation 

· Production, storage and handling of wastes for off-site disposal/recovery 




	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.



	Environmental Risk assessment provided with original application and more up to date version provided with 2018/2019 permit variation to the site (Application EPR/RP3438SR/V004)
Little likelihood of pollution from activities on Conduit Street site. 



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

	Are the activities likely to result in pollution of land? 

	If Yes, specify what additional controls/checks may be necessary
Conduit Street site – No, activities are not likely to result in pollution of land. 


	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?

	(This may consist of improved infrastructure, targeted surveillance  monitoring by the operator and/or inspections by compliance teams)


	Application SCR decision summary 
	Tick relevant decision

	Sufficient information has been supplied to describe the condition of the site at permit issue


	

	Information is missing- the following information must be obtained from the applicant.(Advise the permitting team on what additional information is needed)
	

	Pollution of land and water is unlikely; or

	

	Pollution of land and water is likely

(Advise the permitting team on what additional controls/checks may be necessary)

	

	Historical contamination is present- advise operator that collection of background data may be appropriate 


	

	Date and name of reviewer:


	


Operational phase SCR evaluation template 
Sections 4.0 to 7.0 may be completed annually in line with normal record checks. 
	4.0 Changes to the activities
(Source)

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

 
	Response 

(Specify what information is needed from the applicant, if any) 


	a) Activity boundaries

b) Permitted activities

c) “Dangerous substances” used or produced



	Application dated 2012  EPR/RP3438SR/V002

The permit variation serves to; 

Extend the site boundary 

Update the site plan 

Update the improvement programme 

 Application dated 2014 EPR/RP3438SR/V003

Updated permit in line with Industrial emissions directive

 Application dated 2018 ref EPR/RP3438SR/V004

· Reconfiguring of layout to improve efficiency

· Improvement of utilities provision.

· Replacement of steam boiler with two hot water boilers.

· Replace the HVAC and associated air handling equipment.

· Corrections to existing permit which incorrectly listed secondary processing activities.




	5.0 Measures taken to protect land
To be completed by EM/PPC officers
(Pathway)

	Has the applicant provided evidence from records collated during the lifetime of the permit, to show that the pollution prevention measures have worked?
Sufficient information has been supplied to show that pollution risk has been addressed and that the site is in a satisfactory state. The applicant has provided evidence from records collated during the lifetime of the permit, to show that the pollution prevention measures have worked.
Alex Wilson 05/07/2019


	If no, specify why


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

To be completed by EM/PPC officers
(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)?

Sufficient information has been supplied to show that investigations have been made, pollution risk has been addressed Based on assessment findings of GWCL Officers Sarah Budworth and Lindsey Berends, GMC area are of the view that sufficient information has been supplied to show that pollution risk from permitted activities at Conduit Street has been addressed and that the site is in a satisfactory state
Alex Wilson 05/07/2019

	Have all pollution sources associated with the incident been investigated and remediated such that they will not lead to pollution after permit surrender e.g. pipe work containing raw materials?


	7.0 Soil gas and water quality monitoring (where relevant)



	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?

	If no, specify why


Surrender SCR Evaluation Template 
If you haven’t already completed previous sections 4.0 to 7.0, do so now before assessing the surrender.
	8.0 Decommissioning and removal of pollution risk

To be completed by EM/PPC officers

	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?

	All permitted activities should have ceased and all sources of pollution risk should be removed before the Surrender SCR is produced.

Closure and decommissioning of permitted activities located on Conduit Street is complete. Pollution risk investigation has been undertaken. Based on assessment findings of GWCL Officers Sarah Budworth and Lindsey Berends, GMC area are of the view that sufficient information has been supplied to show that pollution risk from permitted activities at Conduit Street has been addressed and that the site is in a satisfactory state

Alex Wilson 05/07/2019


	9.0 Reference data and remediation (where relevant)

To be completed by GWCL officers

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

(Reference data for soils must meet the requirements of policy 307_03 Chemical test data on contaminated soils – quantification requirements). 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.

	Where surrender reference data is needed, applicants will only need to collect this for the measures/areas where they can’t show that there has been no change in the condition of the land using the information collected during the life of the permit. Refer to Sections 3 & 4 above.

When assessing whether any baseline reference data is relevant, you must consider whether it relates to the appropriate media (e.g. soil, groundwater, gas) substances and area of the site.
Environmental Permit Partial Surrender Application (Conduit Street)-Site Surrender Report Tulip Foods Ltd, Permit Reference EPR/RP3438SR, EHS Projects, 20 March 2019 v2
  Activities carried out on Conduit Street site were low risk relating to small portioning, freezing, packaging and storage of meat products. No bulk storage of chemicals and fuels carried out on site. Only dilute effluents relating to cleaning of the facility entered below ground drainage system.

  The site has been fully decommissioned, involving cleaning out of infrastructure, removal and demolition of all buildings on site down to slab level. 

  The Conduit Street site is proposed for future use as carparking.
Phase II Environmental Site Assessment at Tulip, Ashton-under-Lyne, EHS Projects, 18 October 2018
  An intrusive site investigation has been carried out post demolition consisting of 6 window sample probeholes to 5m bgl on the Conduit Street site and five wells installed for groundwater monitoring. One round of groundwater sampling completed. Wide range of contaminants tested for in soil and groundwater. 
15 soil samples and 3 groundwater samples analysed. Soil sampling does not show any evidence of impact to the land from permitted activities. Groundwater sampling shows generally low contaminant concentrations with the exception of elevated ammonium in WS103 in the centre of the site. The other groundwater monitoring wells show much lower concentrations of ammoniacal nitrogen in groundwater which are equal to or slightly above the EQS. Therefore the ammoniacal nitrogen contamination appears to be localised in the centre of the Conduit Street site. 

Additional information regarding drainage layout and ammoniacal nitrogen in soil and groundwater results received in email dated 10th April 2019. Elevated ammonium in WS103 appears that it could have been related to a leaking foul sewer adjacent to the sampling location. No evidence of widespread ammoniacal contamination at levels exceeding EQS. Site has been decommissioned and cleared, therefore no ongoing source of contamination remains on site.

The Conduit St site is considered to be in a satisfactory state for surrender.

  


	10.0a Statement of site condition 
To be completed by EM/PPC officers

	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? 

Permitted activities previously undertaken at Conduit Street have ceased and decommissioning works are complete. Based on assessment findings of GWCL Officers Sarah Budworth and Lindsey Berends, GMC area are of the view that sufficient information has been supplied to show that pollution risk from permitted activities at Conduit Street has been addressed and that the site is in a satisfactory state

Alex Wilson 05/07/2019

	This section should be used if the operator is relying solely on records obtained during the operational phase of the activity. If no, specify why


	10.0b Statement of site condition 

 To be completed by GWCL officers

	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? 

	If no, specify why

Yes


	Surrender SCR decision summary
To be completed by GWCL officers and returned to NPS 
	Tick relevant decision

	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; or
	X 

	Insufficient information has been supplied to show that pollution risk has been removed or that the site is in a satisfactory state – do not accept the application to surrender the permit. The following information must to be obtained from the applicant before the permit is determined:
	

	Date and name of reviewer
	Sarah Budworth
16.04.2019
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