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Record of a Habitats Regulations Assessment of a project 
OGN 200 Form 1
Document owner: Protected Sites Team, EPP
Version History:
	Document Version
	Date Published
	Summary of Changes

	1.0
	March 2016
	Document created

	1.1
	30 November 2017
	References to the 2010 Habitats Regulations updated to reflect new consolidated version of the regulations which entered into force on 30th November 2017;

References to KSP and National Services Directorates updated to EPP

	1.2
	28 June 2018
	With marked up changes in light of ruling in CJEU case c-323/17 ‘People over Wind’.

	1.3
	27 June 2019
	With marked up changes in light of ruling in CJEU case c-323/17 ‘People over Wind’. See Guidance here


Next review date:  April 2019
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1. Project Details
	1(a): Project details where an external party has applied to NRW for any form of authorisation

	Application reference number (if applicable)
	PAN-022455 

	Date application received
	22/06/2023

	Applicant details
	ByProduct Recovery Limited

	Activity proposed


	A land spreading application to spread a total of 8 waste streams for the waste codes 19 09 02 & 02 07 02 (see note below). at Blaen Y Coed Farm, Betws-y-Coed. Wastes are to be spread on grass fields. The application rate ranges from 90-250 tonnes per ha, with a total tonnage to spread 6,950 tonnes. 
NOTE: In the request for information 1 dated 28/07/2023 the applicant has been told to remove one waste stream ‘Aberfalls’ (EWC 02 07 02) from the deployment due to the waste having a p.H of 3.5 which is considered acidic. The spreading of this acidic waste would likely cause the grass to experience stunt in growth and therefore not meet the requirements of agricultural benefit. For full details see the request for information on the DMS. 
The waste will be spread over 27.8 ha hectares of land within the listed fields at Blaen Y Coed Farm The wastes may be stored in a lagoon or spread on delivery. The wastes will be spread via dribble bar which is an appropriate application method for the waste types. 

Targeted periods of spreading on grass fields include early spring 2024 (late February – May), after cutting of silage, and prior to grazing through summer and autumn 2023.
No more than 50t/ha of waste will be spread on a field in any 3-week period in accordance with CoGAP, and no more than 250t/ha will be spread within any 12-month period. 
The wastes may be applied separately or in combination. If the wastes are applied in combination the total combined amount applied will not exceed 250t/ha, the total nitrogen loading will be less than 250kg/ha, and the amount of available nitrogen and total or available phosphate and potash (whichever is appropriate) will not exceed the fertiliser recommendation or the amount removed in crop offtake, whichever is the greater.  

Fields 1 and 2 have soil pH below 6, therefore no alum-based sludge will be spread on these field as per TGN 8.01. 

	Relevant legislation 
	The Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2016



	Location
	Farm location: SH 81623 45994

Fields:

1 1 SH 82096 46327 

2 2 SH 81870 46143  

3 3 SH 82069 46550  

4 4 SH 81853 46334  

5 7 SH 81123 45900  

6 8 SH 80865 45607  

7 20 SH 82392 46972  

8 21 SH 82484 46849  

9 22 SH 82659 47067

Storage:

1 SH 81649 46016

Proposed spreading map 
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	Application documents
	Documents related to this deployment can be found on the DMS. 

	Environmental Statement
	n/a


	Pre-application correspondence
	n/a



	NRW team responsible for drafting this HRA report, and name of lead officer
	Owen Clee
Waste Permitting Team


2.
Determining the need for a Habitats Regulations Assessment

	2.1 Is the whole of the project directly connected with or necessary to the management of one or more Natura 2000 sites, for the purposes of conserving the habitats or species for which the Natura 2000 site(s) is/are designated?

	NO

	2.2 Is there a possibility that the project could affect a different Natura 2000 site to the one(s) the project is intended to conserve?
	NO

	2.3 Is it necessary to carry out an HRA?


	YES


3.
Considering the likelihood of a significant effect (LSE)
3.1
Renewal of a permission on the same or more restrictive terms as the extant permission
	Is this project a renewal of a current permission which complies with NRW approved criteria for ruling out significant effects of renewals (see section 6.2A of OGN 200) without conducting a project-specific LSE test?
	NO


3.2
Likelihood of significant effects (LSE) test
	3.2.1 Which Natura 2000 sites might be affected by the proposal?


	Based on the project specification or information provided in the application, it is considered that the following Natura 2000 sites have features which could be affected by the project: 

Migneint-Arenig-Dduallt SAC & SPA (UK0030205)
The potential for the project to affect the following Natura 2000 sites was also initially considered, but can be ruled out without further consideration:

n/a


	3.2.2 Screening assessment

	
	Assessment of likelihood of significant effect

	
	I

Relevant conservation objectives
	II

Potential Impact pathway
	

In light of the ruling of the CJEU in case C-323/17 ‘People over Wind’, avoidance measures should not be considered at this stage of HRA, so this column is left blank.


	Migneint-Arenig-Dduallt SAC features

	Blanket bog
	The total extent of the blanket bog area, including those areas that are considered unfavourable or currently degraded is maintained at the area present when designated, some 8100 ha in total. The area of the blanket bog feature is expanding into areas of heavily modified bog currently occupied by wet heath or acid grassland.
The location and distribution of the blanket bog is increasing at the expense of less desirable vegetation communities.
The degraded areas and currently unfavourable blanket bog are managed under a restoration programme so that the area and distribution of favourable blanket bog is increasing. 
The typical species of the vegetation communities comprising the blanket bog SAC feature are frequent. 
The abundance and distribution of uncommon plants is maintained or increased.
The structure of the blanket bog is maintained and restored to include bog pools, depressions, hummocks and hollows as a natural feature of the bog surface. Artificial drainage ditches or moor grips are not present as functioning drains. Peat erosion should be under control, and limited to apparently long-established plateux erosion systems.
Invasive non-native species such as conifers, rhododendron, Japanese knotweed, Himalayan balsam and bridewort (Spiraea) are not present within the SAC and a species specific buffer area.
The blanket bog is free from all trees. 
All factors affecting the achievement of these conditions are under control.
	Surface run off & leachate
Surface run off and/or leaching from improper spreading methods/accidental spillages close to the SAC/SPA boundary (fields 3, 4, 7 & 8) could result in an influx of additional nutrients and/or PTE which could disturb the natural state of the bog. Potential detrimental effects include nutrient enrichment leading to changes to the natural flora. This change could cause nutrients to enter a normally nutrient poor environment to the detriment of the species living there.


	

	
	
	
	

	European dry heaths.

Northern Atlantic wet 

heaths with Erica 

tetralix.
	The total extent of the dry heath area, including those areas that are ‘degraded’ (approx 2600ha) shall at least be maintained as present when designated. The degraded areas and currently unfavourable dry heath should be managed under a restoration programme. The area of dry heath should increase at the expense of less desirable vegetation communities such as acid grassland. 
The total extent of the wet heath area, including those areas that are ‘degraded’ (approx 400 ha) shall at least be maintained as present when designated. The area of wet heath should increase in overall at the expense of less desirable vegetation communities. Some areas of wet heath which are degraded blanket bog may be restored to that priority habitat provided that there is a net gain of wet heath within the SAC.

The distribution of the dry and wet heath will at least be as shown on Maps 1-4 and will preferably be increasing as it is restored in additional areas.
The typical species of the vegetation communities comprising the dry heath and wet heath will be frequent and abundant. 
The abundance and distribution of uncommon plants will be maintained or increased.
The structure of the heath should be maintained and restored, to show natural regeneration by layering and seeding, and to ensure that the component vegetation communities are naturally 19 diverse. In practise some stands will benefit from being taller with very mature heather and others including wet heath from having a medium to short structure, less than 30cms height. Signs of overgrazing, including ‘suppressed’, ‘topiary’ or ‘drumstick’ growth habits will not be apparent. 
Invasive non-native species such as conifers, rhododendron, Japanese knotweed, Himalayan balsam and bridewort (Spiraea) will not be present.
The surface of the heath will be generally free from trees and at most have only a few individuals at a density of no more than 2 per hectare. Exceptions to this rule are transition zones from woodland to heath land where trees may be denser grading to open heath. Limits for woodland transition zones should be set on a unit or sub-unit basis.
All factors affecting the achievement of these conditions are under control.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                       
	Surface run off & leachate
Surface run off and/or leaching from improper spreading methods/accidental spillages close to the SAC/SPA boundary (fields 3, 4, 7 & 8) could result in an influx of additional nutrients and/or PTE which could disturb the natural state of the heaths. Potential detrimental effects include nutrient enrichment leading to changes to the natural flora. This change could cause nutrients to enter a normally nutrient poor environment to the detriment of the species living there.


	

	Natural dystrophic lakes and ponds.

Lakes (Oligotrophic to mesotrophic) standing waters
	The total extent of the clear-water and peaty lakes shall be maintained, some x ha of open water/swamp and immediate lake basin, as visible on air photographs. The lake condition is intrinsically linked to the condition of the catchment therefore the catchments should be maintained in at least their current condition (including vegetation cover, drainage and appropriate management i.e. not over grazing and burning).
The location of the clear-water and peaty lakes will be as shown on Maps 1-4 and as referred to by name.

The typical species, as listed following, of the vegetation communities comprising the clear water lakes SAC feature will be common. The vegetation community is characterised by amphibious short perennial vegetation, with shoreweed Littorella uniflora being considered as the defining component. This species often occurs in association with water lobelia dortmanna, bog pondweed Potamogeton polygonifolius, quillwort Isoetes lacustris, bulbous rush Juncus bulbosus, alternate water milfoil Myriophyllum alterniflorum and floating water bur-reed Sparganium angustifolium. On Migneint Arenig-Dduallt all the above species are present, together with yellow water-lily Nuphar lutea, white water-lily Nymphaea alba, smooth stonewort Nitella flexilis, lesser bladderwort Utricularia minor and the nationally scarce slender stonewort Nitella gracilis. 
In the case of peaty lakes, these water bodies are very acidic and poor in plant nutrients. Their water has a high humic acid content and is usually stained dark brown through exposure to peat. Most examples are small (less than 5 ha in extent), shallow, and contain a limited range of flora and fauna, with the principal aquatic plants being Sphagnum, floating bur-reed and water lilies. The pools are naturally species-poor and a littoral zone is often absent. Fringing vegetation is that characteristic of the habitat in which the pools occur. 
All factors affecting the achievement of these conditions are under control.
	Surface run off and/or leachate
Surface run off and/or leaching from improper spreading methods/accidental spillages close to the SAC/SPA boundary (fields 3, 4, 7 & 8) could result in an influx of additional nutrients and/or PTE which could disturb the natural state of the lakes. Potential detrimental effects include nutrient enrichment (eutrophication)  leading to anoxic water and killing aquatic life. 
Some EWC 19 09 02 wastes contain high levels of Al and Fe from the water treatment flocculation process. If this runoff and or leachate was to enter these water courses the metals could kill aquatic life living in the water column. 
	

	Old sessile oak woods with Ilex and Blechnum in the British Isles.
	The total extent of the woodland area, including woodland canopy and scrub, woodland glades and associated dry heath, bracken and grassland shall be maintained as indicated on the map in the annex, of 67 ha plus additional areas of c.13ha (not mapped) giving a total of approx.80 ha. Broadleaved woodland and scrub currently covers about 0.4% of the site (and bracken over 2% (c. 450 ha).
The location of the woodland SAC feature will be as shown on Maps in annex 1. Woodlands include. Coed Dol- Fudr(SH 831318), Coed Gordderw (SH838336), Coed Maen y Menyn (SH 848354) and Coed Boch-y-Rhaeadr (SH 843398). 
The tree canopy percentage cover within the woodland area (see maps 1 - 4) shall be no less than 85% (excepting natural catastrophic events). 
The canopy and shrub layer comprises locally native species, typical of this upland woodland which is less oak and more birch dominated than more lowland examples of this SAC feature.
There shall be sufficient natural regeneration of locally native trees and shrubs to maintain the woodland canopy and shrub layer, by filling gaps and allowing the recruitment of young trees, and encouraging a varied age structure. 
The typical ground layer species of the woodland SAC feature will be common. It is important for most of the woodland SAC that the vegetation does not becomes rank and overgrown with a height above 40cm and/or dominated by species such as bramble, ivy and young holly. Limits may be set on a unit or compartment basis. Typical lower plants including oceanic species should continue to be abundant and/or maintained.
The abundance and distribution of uncommon mosses, liverworts, lichens and ferns, will be maintained or increased.
There will be a defined number of mature trees per hectare within the existing tree canopy on a unit basis. This will need to be defined by diameter for the upland situation where comparable trees at lower altitude are of c60cm diameter plus for oak and ash and/or with signs of decay, holes etc.
Dead wood will be present and consist of a mixture of fallen trees (minimum 1 per hectare), broken branches, dead branches on live trees, and standing dead trees (minimum 1 per hectare). Volumes of deadwood are currently at relatively low levels because the woodlands, in general, have an even-age structure and lack mature trees. Some lower plants are dead wood specialists but these woodlands tend to lack the rare dead wood invertebrate assemblage found in other parts of the UK. 
Invasive non-native species such as rhododendron, Japanese knotweed and Himalayan balsam will not be present.
All factors affecting the achievement of these conditions are under control.
	Surface run off & leachate
Surface run off and/or leaching from improper spreading methods/accidental spillages close to the SAC/SPA boundary (fields 3, 4, 7 & 8) could result in an influx of additional nutrients and/or PTE which could disturb the natural state of the woodlands. Potential detrimental effects include nutrient enrichment leading to changes to the natural flora. This change could cause nutrients to enter a normally nutrient poor environment to the detriment of the species living there.


	

	Migneint-Arenig-Dduallt SPA features

	Hen harrier
	The size of the population is at least 8 breeding pairs (SPA form 2003 10-12 pairs) and preferably increasing. (2007 –11 pairs) .

Hen Harrier nesting distribution within the site is maintained or expanded, so that breeding occurs in all appropriate habitats. 
Hen Harrier breeding success is at least one young fledged per nest. 
There is sufficient nesting and roosting tall heather habitat to support the population in the long term.
There is sufficient hunting habitat, often in mosaic and including areas of grassland, bogs, flushes, short heath and bracken with low trees/scrub present. There is an adequate supply of prey species in the form of small birds and small mammals to maintain successful breeding. Prey supply cannot be easily monitored or assessed but may be an important attribute, for research and study, if productivity is low. 
All factors affecting the achievement of these conditions are under control
	Noise 

Loud machinery and spreading work could negatively impact species during breeding season.
	

	Peregrine
	The size of the population is at least 9 breeding pairs (SPA form 2003 9-12 pairs, 0.7-0.9% GB) and preferably increasing.
Peregrine nesting distribution within the site is maintained or expanded, so that breeding occurs in all appropriate nest sites.
Peregrine breeding success is at least one young fledged per nest when sample population monitoring is carried out. 
There are sufficient cliff and crag with ledges suitable for nesting usually known traditional nest sites to support the population in the long-term. 
There is a sufficient hunting habitat and prey. Prey supply cannot be easily monitored or assessed but may be an important attribute, for research and study, if peregrine productivity is low. 
All factors affecting the achievement of these conditions are under control
	Noise 

Loud machinery and spreading work could negatively impact species during breeding season.
	

	Merlin
	The size of the population is at least 9 breeding pairs (SPA form 2003 9-12 pairs, 0.7-0.9% GB) and preferably increasing. 
Merlin nesting distribution within the site is maintained or expanded, so that breeding occurs in all appropriate habitats.
Merlin breeding success is at least one young fledged per nest when sample monitoring is carried out.
There is sufficient nesting and roosting tall heather, individual trees often with crows’ nests and forestry edge habitat to support the population in the long-term.
There is sufficient hunting habitat, often in mosaic and including areas of grassland, bogs, flushes, short heath and bracken with low trees/scrub present. There is an adequate supply of prey species in the form of small birds and large insects to maintain successful breeding. Prey supply cannot be easily monitored or assessed but may be an important attribute, for research and study, if productivity is low.
All factors affecting the achievement of these conditions are under control
	Noise 

Loud machinery and spreading work could negatively impact species during breeding season.
	


	3.2.3 Screening decision of the project ‘alone’


	(a) If ALL rows in column II of Table 3.2.2 are GREEN
	The project is not likely to have a significant effect on any Natura 2000 site, because there is no impact pathway from the project to any Natura 2000 features, and no further consideration under the Habitats Directive/Regulations is required in order to determine the application.


	(b) If there are NO rows coloured RED in column II of Table 3.2.2, and there are ANY rows which are BLUE

	The project is not likely to have a significant effect on any Natura 2000 sites when considered alone, but the possibility of significant effects in combination with other plans and projects needs to be considered.



	(c) If ANY rows in Column II of Table 3.2.2 are RED

	The project is likely have a significant effect on one or more Natura 2000 sites and therefore an appropriate assessment is required. 



4.
Appropriate assessment of the project when considered alone
4.1
Assessment of project as currently defined
	Natura 2000 site feature (from Table 3.2.2 – RED rows only)
	Impact pathway(s)

(from Table 3.2.2)
	Description of impacts


	Assessment in view of conservation objectives
	Can adverse effect on site integrity be ruled out? ‘ 

	Migneint-Arenig-Dduallt SAC features

	Blanket bog
	Surface run off & leachate
Surface run off and/or leaching from improper spreading methods/accidental spillages close to the SAC/SPA boundary (fields 3, 4, 7 & 8). 

	Impacts include an influx of additional nutrients and/or PTE which could disturb the natural state of the bog. Potential detrimental effects include nutrient enrichment leading to changes to the natural flora. This change could cause nutrients to enter a normally nutrient poor environment to the detriment of the species living there.
	The proposed land spreading activity specifically relates to the following conservation objectives: 

The total extent of the blanket bog area, including those areas that are considered unfavourable or currently degraded is maintained at the area present when designated. The area of the blanket bog feature is expanding into areas of heavily modified bog currently occupied by wet heath or acid grassland.

The location and distribution of the blanket bog is increasing at the expense of less desirable vegetation communities.

The degraded areas and currently unfavourable blanket bog are managed under a restoration programme so that the area and distribution of favourable blanket bog is increasing

The typical species of the vegetation communities comprising the blanket bog SAC feature are frequent. 

The abundance and distribution of uncommon plants is maintained or increased.

The blanket bog is free from all trees.
	NO

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	European dry heaths.

Northern Atlantic wet 

heaths with Erica 

tetralix.

	Same as above comment.
	Impacts include an influx of additional nutrients and/or PTE which could disturb the natural state of the heaths. Potential detrimental effects include nutrient enrichment leading to changes to the natural flora. This change could cause nutrients to enter a normally nutrient poor environment to the detriment of the species living there.
	The proposed land spreading activity specifically relates to the following conservation objectives: 

The total extent of the dry heath area, including those areas that are ‘degraded’ (approx 2600ha) shall at least be maintained as present when designated. The degraded areas and currently unfavourable dry heath should be managed under a restoration programme. The area of dry heath should increase at the expense of less desirable vegetation communities such as acid grassland. 

The total extent of the wet heath area, including those areas that are ‘degraded’ (approx 400 ha) shall at least be maintained as present when designated. The area of wet heath should increase in overall at the expense of less desirable vegetation communities.

The typical species of the vegetation communities comprising the dry heath and wet heath will be frequent and abundant. 
The abundance and distribution of uncommon plants will be maintained or increased.


	NO

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Natural dystrophic lakes and ponds.

Lakes (Oligotrophic to mesotrophic) standing waters
	Same as above comment.
	Impacts include an influx of additional nutrients and/or PTE which could disturb the natural state of the lakes. Potential detrimental effects include nutrient enrichment (eutrophication)  leading to anoxic water and killing aquatic life. Some EWC 19 09 02 wastes contain high levels of Al and Fe from the water treatment flocculation process. If this runoff and or leachate was to enter these water courses the metals could kill aquatic life living in the water column.


	The proposed land spreading activity specifically relates to the following conservation objectives: 

The typical species, as listed following, of the vegetation communities comprising the clear water lakes SAC feature will be common. The vegetation community is characterised by amphibious short perennial vegetation, with shoreweed Littorella uniflora being considered as the defining component. This species often occurs in association with water lobelia dortmanna, bog pondweed Potamogeton polygonifolius, quillwort Isoetes lacustris, bulbous rush Juncus bulbosus, alternate water milfoil Myriophyllum alterniflorum and floating water bur-reed Sparganium angustifolium. On Migneint Arenig-Dduallt all the above species are present, together with yellow water-lily Nuphar lutea, white water-lily Nymphaea alba, smooth stonewort Nitella flexilis, lesser bladderwort Utricularia minor and the nationally scarce slender stonewort Nitella gracilis. 

In the case of peaty lakes, these water bodies are very acidic and poor in plant nutrients. Their water has a high humic acid content and is usually stained dark brown through exposure to peat. Most examples are small (less than 5 ha in extent), shallow, and contain a limited range of flora and fauna, with the principal aquatic plants being Sphagnum, floating bur-reed and water lilies. The pools are naturally species-poor and a littoral zone is often absent. Fringing vegetation is that characteristic of the habitat in which the pools occur.


	NO

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Old sessile oak woods with Ilex and Blechnum in the British Isles.
	Same as above comment.
	Impacts include an influx of additional nutrients and/or PTE which could disturb the natural state of the woods. Potential detrimental effects include nutrient enrichment leading to changes to the natural flora. This change could cause nutrients to enter a normally nutrient poor environment to the detriment of the species living there.
	The proposed land spreading activity specifically relates to the following conservation objectives: 

The total extent of the woodland area, including woodland canopy and scrub, woodland glades and associated dry heath, bracken and grassland shall be maintained.
The tree canopy percentage cover within the woodland area (see maps 1 - 4) shall be no less than 85%

The canopy and shrub layer comprises locally native species, typical of this upland woodland which is less oak and more birch dominated than more lowland examples of this SAC feature.

There shall be sufficient natural regeneration of locally native trees and shrubs to maintain the woodland canopy and shrub layer, by filling gaps and allowing the recruitment of young trees, and encouraging a varied age structure. 

The typical ground layer species of the woodland SAC feature will be common. It is important for most of the woodland SAC that the vegetation does not becomes rank and overgrown with a height above 40cm and/or dominated by species such as bramble, ivy and young holly. Limits may be set on a unit or compartment basis. Typical lower plants including oceanic species should continue to be abundant and/or maintained.

The abundance and distribution of uncommon mosses, liverworts, lichens and ferns, will be maintained or increased.


	NO

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Migneint-Arenig-Dduallt SPA features

	Hen harrier

	Noise 

Loud machinery and spreading work could negatively impact species during breeding season.
	Disruption of breeding season due to noise of machinery during spreading.
	The proposed land spreading activity specifically relates to the following conservation objectives: 

The size of the population is at least 8 breeding pairs (SPA form 2003 10-12 pairs) and preferably increasing. (2007 –11 pairs) .

Hen Harrier nesting distribution within the site is maintained or expanded, so that breeding occurs in all appropriate habitats. 

Hen Harrier breeding success is at least one young fledged per nest. 

There is sufficient nesting and roosting tall heather habitat to support the population in the long term.

	NO

	
	
	
	
	

	Peregrine

	Same as above comment.
	Same as above comment.
	The size of the population is at least 9 breeding pairs (SPA form 2003 9-12 pairs, 0.7-0.9% GB) and preferably increasing.

Peregrine nesting distribution within the site is maintained or expanded, so that breeding occurs in all appropriate nest sites.

Peregrine breeding success is at least one young fledged per nest when sample population monitoring is carried out. 

	NO

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	Merlin

	Same as above comment.
	Same as above comment.
	The size of the population is at least 9 breeding pairs (SPA form 2003 9-12 pairs, 0.7-0.9% GB) and preferably increasing. 

Merlin nesting distribution within the site is maintained or expanded, so that breeding occurs in all appropriate habitats.

Merlin breeding success is at least one young fledged per nest when sample monitoring is carried out.
	NO

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


4.2
Assessment of the project taking into account mitigating measures, conditions or restrictions

	Natura 2000 Feature (from Table 4.1 – ‘NO’ rows only)
	Description of adverse effect(s)
	Can adverse effect(s) be mitigated? 
	Description of mitigation measures, and how they would be applied (e.g. contractual obligations, consent conditions)

	Can adverse effect on site integrity be ruled out? 

	Blanket bog


	Impacts include an influx of additional nutrients and/or PTE which could disturb the natural state of the bog. Potential detrimental effects include nutrient enrichment leading to changes to the natural flora. This change could cause nutrients to enter a normally nutrient poor environment to the detriment of the species living there.
	YES
	Field 7 that borders the SSSI contains an 20 meter no spread buffer zone that mitigates the risk of surface runoff and/or leachate containing nutrients and/or PTEs (Al and Fe) into the SSSI. This is double the requirement of SR2010no4. 

Fields 1, 2, 3, 4, 8, 20, 21 & 22 that contain water issues or border the Afon Conwy contain a 20 meter no spread buffer zone that mitigates the risk of surface runoff and/or leachate containing nutrients and/or PTEs (Al and Fe) into the SSSI.


	YES

	European dry heaths & Northern Atlantic wet  heaths with Erica 

tetralix.


	Impacts include an influx of additional nutrients and/or PTE which could disturb the natural state of the heaths. Potential detrimental effects include nutrient enrichment leading to changes to the natural flora. This change could cause nutrients to enter a normally nutrient poor environment to the detriment of the species living there.
	YES
	See above comment
	YES

	Natural dystrophic lakes and ponds.

Lakes (Oligotrophic to mesotrophic) standing waters


	Impacts include an influx of additional nutrients and/or PTE which could disturb the natural state of the lakes. Potential detrimental effects include nutrient enrichment (eutrophication)  leading to anoxic water and killing aquatic life. Some EWC 19 09 02 wastes contain high levels of Al and Fe from the water treatment flocculation process. If this runoff and or leachate was to enter these water courses the metals could kill aquatic life living in the water column
	YES
	See above comment
	YES

	Old sessile oak woods with Ilex and Blechnum in the British Isles.

Migneint-Arenig-Dduallt 
	Impacts include an influx of additional nutrients and/or PTE which could disturb the natural state of the woods. Potential detrimental effects include nutrient enrichment leading to changes to the natural flora. This change could cause nutrients to enter a normally nutrient poor environment to the detriment of the species living there.
	YES
	See above comment
	YES

	Migneint-Arenig-Dduallt SPA features

	Hen harrier

Peregrine

Merlin

	Loud machinery and spreading work could negatively impact species during breeding season.
	YES
	The operator will avoid the land spreading activity at sensitive times i.e. the breeding season. This will include 15th March to 15th April for fields 

fields 7 & 8which border the SAC and SPA. 
	YES


4.3 
Concluding the appropriate assessment of the project alone

	(a) If the right hand column of Table 4.1 and Table 4.2 (if applicable) is ‘YES’ for all features 
	It has been ascertained that the proposal, when considered alone, will not adversely affect the integrity of any Natura 2000 sites. 

	(b) If there are any ‘NO’s in the right hand column of Table 4.1 that have not  been resolved to ‘YES’ through mitigation measures identified in Table 4.2

	It has not been ascertained that the proposal, when considered alone, will not adversely affect the integrity of one or more Natura 2000 sites. 

	(c) Are there any residual effects of the project (net of any mitigation measures identified) which, though insignificant on their own, could be significant if considered in combination with the effects of other plans or projects?

	NO


6.
Conclusion
	HRA is not required because the whole of the project is directly connected with or necessary to the management of one or more Natura 2000/Ramsar sites, for the purposes of conserving the habitats or species for which the site(s) is/are designated, and the project is not likely to have a significant effect on any other Natura 2000/Ramsar sites.

(As documented in section 2.1 and 2.2 of this form)


	

	HRA is not required because there is no conceivable impact pathway to any Natura 2000/Ramsar site

(As documented in section 2.3 of this form)


	

	This project is a renewal of a current permission which complies with NRW agreed criteria for ruling out significant effects of a renewal without conducting a project-specific LSE test. Therefore it is considered not likely to have a significant effect on any Natura 2000/Ramsar sites, either alone or in-combination with other plans and projects.
(As documented in section 3.1 of this form)


	

	The project has been screened for likelihood of significant effects and, taking account of the advice received from protected sites advisors, is considered not likely to have a significant effect on any Natura 2000/Ramsar site

(As documented in section 3.2 of this form, or section 5 if applicable) 

	

	In light of the conclusions of an appropriate assessment, and taking account of the advice received from protected sites advisors, it has been established that the project will not adversely affect the integrity of any Natura 2000/Ramsar site, taking into account any conditions or restrictions as applicable, either alone or in-combination with other plans and projects.
(As documented in section 4 of this form, and section 5 if applicable)

	x


	In light of the conclusions of the appropriate assessment, it has not been ascertained that the project will not adversely affect the integrity of any Natura 2000/Ramsar site, as documented in section 4 of this form, and section 5 is applicable.

Approval for the project cannot be given unless either:

· the project specification, and/or the terms under which it might be approved, are modified so as to remove the risk of adverse effects, and a revised HRA report is prepared, or

· the project satisfies the requirements of Article 6(4) of the Habitats Directive, an Article 6(4) Statement of Case is prepared (OGN 200 Form 3) and submitted for consideration by the appropriate authority, normally Welsh Ministers

	

	Signed: Owen Clee
Name: Owen Clee

Position: Waste Permitting Officer 
Date: 02/08/2023



7.
Consultation with protected sites advisor(s) and how sections 2, 3, 4 and 5 of this HRA report (as applicable) take into account that advice.

Delete any rows that do not apply.

	Relevant section of the HRA report
	Date(s) of correspondence* and any meeting(s) with protected sites advisor(s)
	Description of how the comments from protected sites advisors have been taken into account

	2
	
	

	3
	
	

	4
	
	

	5
	
	


*Attach copies of all written representations (Form 2) received from protected sites advisor(s)
8. Conservation Technical Specialist’s comments
This section should be completed in any cases where the protected sites advice and sign off of the HRA report (section 6) is within the same team. Otherwise this section should be deleted

	I have reviewed the HRA documented in this form and confirm that I agree/do not agree* with its findings.

(*strike out as applicable)

Additional comments (if any):

Signed:

Name: 
Position:
Date:




[image: image5.emf]                                   FORM 2

Protected sites advisor response to an internal consultation on the Habitats Regulations Assessment of a project 
TO: 

Owen Clee
FROM: 
Jo Clark 
SUBJECT:
Habitats Regulation Assessment of a land spreading application for a total of 8 waste streams at Blaen y Coed Farm, Betws-y-Coed. Wastes are to be spread on grass fields. The application rate ranges from 90-250 tonnes per ha, with a total tonnage to spread 6,950 tonnes. 

Thank you for consulting Environment Team Conwy on the above project and sending us a copy of the draft Form 1 HRA report. Our comments are as follows:
I have added a comment with the dates for NOT spreading during the bird breeding season i.e. between 15th March and 15th August in any one year.
Name of protected sites advisor and team: Joanna Clark, Senior Officer, Conwy Environment Team

Signed: ____[image: image6.png]Toanns thak



______________________________   Date: 23/8/2023
Form





Record of a Habitats Regulations Assessment of a project 











� Highlighted text deleted in light of CEU ruling in case C-323/17 ‘People over Wind’.
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