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This page should be deleted.

Notes on completing this form
· This form can be used for recording project HRAs and plan HRAs where appropriate (usually smaller, spatially specific plans, e.g. Forest Resource Plans, NNR Management Plans, LIFE Project plans, annual net licence allocation programme, etc.) where NRW is the competent authority. Staff using this form should be familiar with the relevant sections of OGN200, as guidance contained in OGN200 is not generally repeated in these notes.

· [bookmark: _Hlk167891930]There are two different versions of Form 1. Form 1B (this version), is more structured, with more use of tables, rows and columns to record the information in the LSE screening and appropriate assessment stages. The other version (Form 1A) use free text boxes to collect the necessary information. Staff have the discretion to choose which form (1A or 1B) they use to best suit the HRA they are recording. However, it is likely that Form 1A, the simpler version, is better suited to simpler HRAs that consider fewer European sites, features and potential impacts, whilst Form 1B, the more structured version, is more suited to more complex HRAs that consider more European sites, features and potential impacts.  Fundamentally though, HRA is a clearly legally defined process, and there are therefore a lot of similarities between the two form versions.

· All text in purple (this colour) throughout this form, including these notes, is guidance on completing the form. It should therefore be deleted when using this form to document an actual HRA. Also, page 1 above is the version control information for this template and should also be deleted. 

· A blank version of this template (without any of these guidance notes) is also available.

· Not all sections of this form will need to be completed in every case. Only relevant sections should be completed, and irrelevant sections can be deleted. There are guidance notes on this throughout the form.  

· You can insert additional tables, rows or columns etc., as appropriate and helpful in any of the tables.  If any separate documents are to form part of the record of this HRA, they should be clearly referenced at the relevant point(s) in this form.

· There are different stages at which the HRA can be considered to have been completed and can be ‘signed off’. This can include determining that an HRA is not required because there is no conceivable impact on any European sites.  If you have other ways of recording that an HRA is not required, it is not necessary to use this form.

· In all cases responsibility for signing off the HRA should follow the guidance set out in Statutory and Legal RES Scheme (SaLS), (Managing our Money) MoM and OGN200. OGN200 contains further guidance on the circumstances when signing off an HRA should be escalated.  
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[bookmark: _Hlk167451489]OGN 200 Form 1B
[bookmark: _Toc181010776]Record of a Habitats Regulations Assessment
	Plan or project name, brief description or application reference number
	RML2545 – A48 Ground Investigation Works



	HRA iteration/version
	N/A


[bookmark: _Toc181010777]1.	Plan or Project Details
	[bookmark: _Hlk167451781]Information about the plan or project  Complete whichever rows in this table are relevant to the plan or project under consideration – depending on whether this HRA relates to an application by an external party, an NRW project or a plan. There should be no blank rows - if a row is not relevant to the plan/project under consideration put ‘N/A’.

	1
	Date application received
	01/08/2025 

	2
	Applicant details
	Alun Jones – Centregreat Ltd.
Parcau Isaf Farm 
Bridgend
CF32 0NB

	3
	NRW team responsible for carrying out, or requiring to be carried out, the plan or project, and name of lead officer
	N/A

	4
	Activity/ies proposed
	· Installation of a cantilever scaffold system fixed to the base of Pier 7, extending out over the river channel.
· Positioning of a rotary drilling rig (Comacchio MC600 or similar) on the scaffold platform.
· Drilling of rotary cored boreholes to approximately 30m depth.
· Recovery and logging of core samples.
· Implementation of environmental and safety controls to prevent watercourse contamination or structural risk.

	5
	Relevant legislation or statutory basis
	Marine and Coastal Access Act 2009

	6
	Location
	1. 51.632456, ­3.8308563
2. 51.632238, ­3.8308637
3. 51.632252, ­3.8313277
4. 51.632481, ­3.8313797

	7
	Plan or project documents, including any application documents
	A48 70 NRB Pier 7 Ground Investigation
A48 70 NRB Pier 7 Preliminary Exploratory Hole Plan
Pier 7 Marine Licence MS (1)
RML2545 - P701 Pier 7 Location Drawing
MCA Email correspondence
Trinity House Email Correspondence
ML0110 Bridge, Neath


	8
	Environmental Statement
	N/A


	9
	Pre-application correspondence 
	N/A


	10
	NRW team responsible for preparing this HRA report, and lead officer
	Dylan Morgan – Marine Licensing Officer – Marine Licensing Team


	11
	Team or person responsible for approving the plan or project (competent authority role)
	As row 10



[bookmark: _Toc181010778][bookmark: _Hlk167452201]2.	Determining the need for a Habitats Regulations Assessment
	2.1 Is there any possibility that the plan or project could negatively affect any European sites?
	NO – No conceivable impact on any European/designated site, by virtue of the scale or location or nature of the plan or project. 

Insert ‘YES’ or ‘NO’. Seek advice from ANCB as required.

If YES, go to row 2.2 below.

If NO, provide brief explanation (e.g. no conceivable impact on any European site, by virtue of the scale or location or nature of the plan or project), strikeout rows 2.2 and 2.3 below, delete sections 3, 4, and 5 and complete section 6. If any advice from the ANCB has been sought, complete section 7, and section 8 if applicable.


	2.2 Is the whole of the plan or project directly and only connected with or necessary to the management of one or more European sites, for the purposes of conserving the habitats or species for which the European site(s) is/are designated?
	Insert ‘NO’ or ‘YES’. Seek advice from ANCB as required.

If ‘NO’, strikeout row 2.3 below and go to section 3.

If ‘YES’, provide the following information here:
· Name(s) of European site(s);
· Which habitat or species feature(s) is the plan or project concerned with;
· Brief explanation of how the plan or project furthers the conservation objectives of the European site(s) identified;
· Confirmation that the plan or project is entirely for European site management purposes and that the relevant ANCB team agrees.
· Go to row 2.3 below. 

	2.3 Is there a possibility that the plan or project could affect any other feature of the European site(s) concerned, or of another European site, in a way that would undermine that feature’s conservation objectives?
	Insert ‘YES’ or  ‘NO’. Seek advice from ANCB as required.

If ‘YES’ go to section 3.

If ‘NO’, delete sections 3, 4, and 5 and complete section 6. If any advice has been sought from ANCB, complete section 7, and complete section 8 if applicable.



[bookmark: _Toc181010782]6.	Conclusion
[bookmark: _Hlk167463097]This section only should be completed, signed and dated after the HRA has been concluded having had regard, where applicable, to ANCB advice.

Where the HRA conclusion is in accordance with the ANCB advice, and for all HRAs of SSSI consents, this section should be completed by the team or individual responsible for carrying out and recording the HRA. This will normally be the team/individual responsible for determining the permission or otherwise approving the plan or project, unless responsibility for preparing the HRA has been delegated by the person exercising the competent authority role, to another team (e.g. EAT).

Where the HRA has been subject to an escalation process, due to significant unresolved differences of view between the ANCB and the team preparing the HRA, this section of the form should be completed by the Leadership Team member for the competent authority function concerned, after the escalation process has been completed and the HRA concluded. Any additional documents, meeting notes or correspondence forming part of the escalation process should be appended to this form, and/or reported in section 7. You can find further guidance on the HRA escalation process in Part 2 of OGN200.

Select which of the following HRA outcomes applies by placing an X in the right hand column. Only ONE option can apply. Sign and date the bottom of the table.

	HRA is not required because there is no conceivable impact on any European sites.
(As documented in section 2.1)
	x

	HRA is not required because the whole of the plan or project is directly connected with or necessary to the management of one or more European sites, for the purposes of conserving the habitats or species for which the site(s) is/are designated, and the plan or project is not likely to have a significant effect on any other European sites.
(As documented in section 2.2 and 2.3)
	

	This project is a renewal of a current permission which complies with NRW agreed criteria for ruling out likely 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 European sites, either alone or in-combination with other plans or projects.
(As documented in section 3.1 of this form)
	

	The plan or project has been screened for likelihood of significant effects and is considered not likely to have a significant effect on any European sites. (As documented in section 3.2 of this form, and section 5 if applicable) 
	

	In light of the conclusions of an appropriate assessment it has been established that the plan or project will not adversely affect the integrity of any European sites, taking into account any conditions or restrictions as applicable, either alone or in-combination with other plans or 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 plan or project will not adversely affect the integrity of any European sites, as documented in section 4 of this form, and section 5 if applicable.
Approval for the plan or project cannot be given unless either:
· the plan or 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 is prepared, or
· the plan or project (not being an SSSI consent*) satisfies the requirements for a derogation and a Derogation Notice is prepared and submitted for consideration by the appropriate authority, normally Welsh Ministers
(*SSSI consents cannot be given as derogations)
	



	Signed: Dylan Morgan

Name:       Dylan Morgan                                                                                                Position: Marine Licensing Officer

Date: 13/08/2025



	Was this HRA conclusion an escalated decision? YES or NO
	 NO



[bookmark: _Hlk167463243]

[bookmark: _Toc181010783]7.	Consultation with the ANCB and how sections 2, 3, 4 and 5 of this HRA report (as applicable) take into account that advice.
For HRAs of SSSI consents, delete this section in its entirety, since there is no ANCB consultation.

In all other cases, if there has been ANCB consultation on the HRA, this is an important section of the HRA to complete, as it documents the ANCB consultation and how ANCB advice has been taken into account. 

The section is particularly important if there is disagreement between the competent authority and the ANCB about the conclusion of the HRA, as this is where the competent authority should set out where and why they disagree with the ANCB’s advice. In such instances the escalation process set out in Part 2 of OGN200 should be followed.

For any rows that don’t apply (because there was no ANCB consultation at that stage, or because the HRA did not progress to that stage), put ‘N/A’.

	Relevant section of the HRA report
	Correspondence and/or meetings with the ANCB
Attach or reference copies of formal written representations received and/or agreed records of any meetings where advice was given verbally. 
	Description of how the comments from the ANCB have been taken into account

	2

	
	

	3
	
	


	4
	
	


	5
	
	



  
[bookmark: _Hlk167463312]

[bookmark: _Toc181010784]8.	Countersignature
This section should only be completed if responsibility for carrying out the HRA and the provision of ANCB advice are within the same team. Otherwise, this section should be deleted.

Also, if this form is a record of the HRA of an SSSI consent, this section is not necessary and should be deleted.

Where this section needs to be completed, the team responsible should seek countersignature from another Environment Team based on the non-reciprocal arrangements set out on page 13 of Delivering our Multiple Roles.

	[bookmark: _Hlk136613504]I have reviewed the HRA documented in this form and confirm that I agree*/do not agree* with the conclusion recorded in section 6. (*delete as applicable)

Additional comments (if any):






Signed:


Name: 


Position:


Date:





[bookmark: _Toc181010785]9.	Appendix - Supporting information
Use this section as required to append (or include links to) any additional supporting information that is relevant to the HRA, (such as further details about the plan or project, maps and other illustrations, pre-application correspondence, evidence reports, any applicable LSE screening tools, details of mitigation measures etc.)

Documents containing the ANCB’s advice on the HRA should be referenced or linked in section 7 of the form rather than here.
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