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Date: 09/09/2026	

Neath Port Talbot County Borough Council / Natural Resources Wales

Dear Sir/Madam,

RE: UNIT 1 & 2, DAY’S PARK, NEATH ABBEY ROAD, NEATH
PLANNING REF: P2025/0736
NRW REF: CAS-291305-X8G1

RESPONSE TO LAND CONTAMINATION COMMENTS

Solmek Ltd have been requested by ARC Building and Project Management Ltd, on behalf of Day’s Rental, to provide supplementary comments in response to the land contamination matters raised by Natural Resources Wales (NRW) in relation to the above planning application.

This letter should be read in conjunction with the Phase 1 Desk Study prepared by Spectrum Geo Services, Report Ref. 25035/R1, dated August 2025, together with the subsequent Solmek review, Report Ref. SO-26-051. We understand that the complete Spectrum Geo Services report, including the supporting appendices and historical mapping, is being resubmitted alongside this correspondence.

NRW's comments principally seek clarification regarding the historical garage/vehicle repair use of the site and, in particular, whether there is any evidence of historical fuel storage tanks or vehicle inspection pits which could represent a source of significant or gross contamination.

Historical Vehicle Use, Fuel Storage Tanks and Inspection Pits

The available historical mapping records a garage use at the site from approximately 1987 onwards. The Spectrum Geo Services site walkover also records that the building was formerly used for the sale and repair of vehicles. The walkover describes the site as being substantially covered by macadam/hardstanding and specifically records that no evidence of lubricant or fuel spills was identified.

The Groundsure environmental search included within the original Phase 1 information records no historical tanks on the site or within 50 m of the site boundary. The same search also records no current or recent tanks within 250 m of the site.

In addition to the commercial environmental searches, further enquiries have subsequently been made with the relevant authority regarding petroleum licensing/fuel storage records. The response received confirms that they hold no historical or current records of petroleum or fuel storage tanks at the site.

No vehicle inspection pits are identified within the documentary information reviewed or specifically recorded within the Phase 1 site walkover. The walkover does refer to slit-type drainage within the building; however, this was not identified by the original consultant as a vehicle inspection pit.

It is acknowledged that desk-based searches cannot conclusively exclude the possibility that an unrecorded buried tank, inspection pit or other historical feature may once have existed. However, there is no positive documentary or visual evidence presently available to indicate the presence of a fuel storage tank, inspection pit associated with significant contamination, or gross hydrocarbon contamination at the site.


Development Context and Contamination Risk

The current planning application relates to a retrospective change of use between commercial uses and the internal fit-out/refurbishment of the existing units. Solmek understands that the proposals do not include new buildings, extensions, foundations, piling, floor slab replacement, new underground services, infiltration drainage, soakaways, soft landscaping or other intrusive groundworks.

The existing buildings, concrete floor slabs, macadam surfacing and external hardstanding are to remain. Consequently, there will be no exposure of underlying soils and no new direct contact pathway between future site users and potentially impacted ground.

Solmek acknowledges NRW's comments regarding the environmental sensitivity of the site, including the underlying Secondary A aquifers and the adjacent watercourse. However, the current proposals do not introduce new preferential pathways to controlled waters through piling, foundations, service trenches, soakaways or infiltration drainage. The potential pollutant linkages therefore remain materially unchanged from the existing situation.

Accordingly, whilst the historical commercial and vehicle-related uses represent potential contaminative sources which should be acknowledged within the conceptual site model, there is no evidence that the proposed change of use and internal refurbishment will mobilise existing contamination or materially increase the risk of off-site migration to controlled waters.

Conclusion

On the basis of the additional information reviewed and enquiries undertaken, Solmek considers that:

· no historical or current petroleum/fuel storage tanks are recorded at the site by the available environmental searches or petroleum licensing enquiries;
· no vehicle inspection pits have been identified within the available documentary information or specifically recorded during the Phase 1 walkover;
· the Phase 1 walkover identified no evidence of lubricant or fuel spills;
· no evidence has therefore been identified to indicate gross hydrocarbon contamination associated with historical fuel storage or vehicle repair operations;
· the proposed development comprises a commercial-to-commercial change of use/internal refurbishment and does not involve intrusive groundworks or the creation of new contaminant migration pathways; and
· the risk of the proposed development causing or materially increasing migration of potential contamination to off-site receptors or controlled waters is considered low.

On this basis, Solmek considers that undertaking a full intrusive Phase 2 site investigation, remediation strategy and verification exercise would be disproportionate to the nature and extent of the development currently proposed. This is consistent with our previous review of the Phase 1 information.

As a proportionate precaution, should the Local Planning Authority consider a planning control necessary, Solmek would consider a standard unsuspected contamination condition appropriate. In the unlikely event that any future ground-breaking works encounter evidence of contamination, including hydrocarbon odours or staining, buried tanks, inspection pits or otherwise impacted soils or groundwater, the affected works should cease and the findings should be assessed by a suitably qualified environmental consultant before works continue. This approach is also set out within Solmek Report SO-26-051.

We trust that the above, together with the complete Phase 1 Desk Study and associated appendices, provides sufficient clarification to address the matters raised by NRW.

Should you require any further information or clarification, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned.

Yours faithfully,

Luke Richards
Associate Director
For and on behalf of Solmek Ltd
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