
OGN 72 Appendix 2
[bookmark: _Toc47453132]WFD Compliance Assessment of PAN-000000 / site name
[bookmark: _Toc47453133]Proposal Details. 

	Project details where an external party has applied to NRW for any form of authorisation 


	Application reference number & link to documents
	CM0028201 look for documents prefixed by PAN-029045

	Date application received 
	23/04/2025

	Applicant details 
	Coleg Cambria

	Activity proposed 
	· An application to vary permit CM0028201, located at Coleg Camria Llysfasi. There are proposals to develop the site which would increase the discharge volume from 20m3 to 75m3. The proposed development is to add accommodation for 200 boarding students and facilities to allow additional hours of learning increasing the amount of students on site each day.

	Relevant legislation 
	Environmental Permitting Regulations 2016

	List other permissions that may be required where known
	None known

	Location (include map where appropriate)
	Coleg Cambria Llysfasi Pentrecelyn, Ruthin, LL15 2LBSJ 
SJ 14738 52332

[image: ]



	Environmental Statement 
	‘N/A’

	List ongoing maintenance requirements. All structures will require maintenance
	Existing maintenance plan - here



	Timing of works
	Immediate - Permanent

	Pre-application correspondence 
	‘N/A’

	NRW team responsible for drafting this WFD Compliance Assessment report, and name of lead officer 
	Steve Bickerton, Permitting Officer Water Quality


	Date of assessment
	31/10/2025



[bookmark: _Toc47453134]Baseline information on all water bodies at risk from the proposal.
Date of classification information: 2024 cycle 4 classification
	Water body ID
	Water body name
	Water body type
	HMWB
	Overall water body status
	Morphology status* 
	Relevance to the proposal

	Unclassified
	Nant y Garth
	Stream
	No
	Good
	Good
	· in the water body

	GB110066054660
	Afon Hesbin
	River
	No
	Good
	Good
	Hydrologically linked – potential risk

	GB110066059960
	Clwyd - tidal limit to Hesbin
	River
	Yes
	Moderate
	N/A
	Hydrologically linked – potential risk


*where there is no information, or a null value then assume it is at good status for morphology (or hydromorphology for TraC water bodies) or, if the water body is designated HMWB the morphological status is not applicable (please be aware that these water bodies are still sensitive to physical modifications).

The potential for the proposal to affect the following water bodies was also initially considered, but can be ruled out without further consideration:
·  ‘N/A’ .

[bookmark: _Toc47453135]Risk Screening 


	Water body name: Nant y Garth
Water body ID: Unclassified

	[bookmark: _Toc47453136]Question number
	[bookmark: _Toc47453137]Risk screening questions
	[bookmark: _Toc47453138]Name of activity
	[bookmark: _Toc47453139]Screening decision – delete as appropriate

	Q1.1
	Is the proposal in a water body at high status or high status for morphology or hydromorphology?
	N/A
	No – go to Q1.2 

	Q1.2
	Is the activity listed in Annex D as a green activity? 
Complete new row for each activity
	Stand alone water discharge
	
No – complete below sections and detailed assessment

	Q1.3
	Are there any potential cumulative/in combination impacts? Or is there Local Expert Override*? Or is the discharge in HMWB?
	Yes/No
	Yes – complete below sections and detailed assessment
No – go to Q1.4

	Q1.4
	Is the water body at Good overall status?  
	Yes/No
	Yes, no further WFD assessment needed - Go to conclusion and authorisation section
No -  Go to Q1.5

	Q1.5
	Record best practice measures that the works include to help achieve the objectives of the water body. 
	Include all measures then proceed to Authorisation section
Give a brief description of the measure/management proposed in the application. E.g. meets min requirements for a discharge of that nature/management plan in place as required by NRW.


*Expert judgement may be required i.e. for complex or cumulative interactions; or a particularly sensitive site/activity (including target water bodies).


	Invasive Non-Native Species
Carrying out effective biosecurity (Check Clean Dry) will help prevent the spread of invasive plants and animals in Welsh waters. 
You can find out about INNS and biosecurity on the NRW intranet with further information on INNS and biosecurity on the GB Non-native Species Secretariat website.   For information about INNS distribution in Wales visit the NBN Atlas Wales INNS Portal.
Report INNS using the iRecord app or online or the bilingual LERC Wales App.  Both apps are free and can be downloaded on to NRW mobile phones and devices.  

	[bookmark: _Hlk72838715]Risks of introducing or spreading INNS include:
· materials or equipment that have come from other locations and in particular if they have, had use in or travelled through other water bodies
· activities that help spread existing INNS, either within the immediate water body or to other water bodies.
 
Your project should have a biosecurity risk assessment/plan as a matter of course.   

	Does the proposal have the potential to introduce or spread INNS? 

NO

If Yes there is a risk of the proposal introducing or spreading INNS, then a biosecurity risk assessment/plan must be carried out in association with the proposal and clearly referenced within the detailed WFD assessment section.
	No biosecurity risk assessment not needed



[bookmark: _Toc47453142]

WFD Protected Areas 
If the proposed activity is within, or hydrologically connected to, a Protected Area. If the activity is hydrologically linked, then as a general rule those Protected Areas within 2 km of the proposed activity will be most at risk. 
	Protected Areas and Critical sensitive habitats/species

	[bookmark: _Hlk64382474]Consider if Protected Areas are at risk from the proposal. 
These include:
	Applicable
	How have you considered the potential impacts?

	Protected Areas: 
	
	 

	       SACs
	No
	Form 1 here


	       SPAs
	No
	

	       RAMSAR
	No
	

	       Bathing Waters
	No
	 

	       Shellfish Waters
	No
	 

	       Surface Water Drinking Water Protected Areas
	No
	 

	       Ground Water Drinking Water Protected Areas
	No
	 

	       Urban Waste Water Treatment Directive:  designated Nutrient Sensitive Area
	No
	 

	       Nitrate Vulnerable Zones
	No
	 

	Other Protected and Priority habitats and species. 

	      Nationally or locally protected areas e.g. SSSI, NNR etc
	No
	 

	Section 6 Biodiversity and resilience of ecosystems duty (Environment (Wales) Act 2016) here  - other Protected and Priority habitats and species.
The S6 duty requires that public authorities must seek to maintain and enhance biodiversity so far as consistent with the proper exercise of their functions and in so doing promote the resilience of ecosystems.

Identify if there is a risk that the activity/project could impact on a water dependant priority habitat and or species which are either critical to the ecological health of the water body or sensitive to changes proposed on the water body.

	· Section 7 list of priority habitats e.g. wetlands
	 No
	 

	· Section 7 list of priority species e.g. water voles 
	Yes 
	 Atlantic Salmon
Brown/Sea Trout
European Eel

	Ecosystem Resilience 
The Environment (Wales) Act 2016, Section 3 states that the objective of the sustainable management of natural resources is to  maintain and enhance the resilience of ecosystems and the benefits they provide now and for future generations  

	Consideration of ecosystem resilience – diversity, extent, condition, connectivity.
	N/A
	


[bookmark: _Toc47453147]Detailed Assessment  
The amount of information required will vary depending on the scale and nature of the project and its potential environmental effects. The detail presented should be proportionate to the scale of the project and its potential risks.  For complex cases then a separate report for detailed assessment would be appropriate. For example, if the only aspect of a project being scoped in to stage 3 is the risk of chemical spills during a construction activity and the mitigation being proposed is a Construction Environmental Management Plan to ensure adequate management of the risks are in place then this may be best presented as a simple table. 
On the other end of the scale, for a complex project we would expect to see the evidence presented of the underpinning assessments for all aspects of the project that had been scoped in to Stage 3. This information is likely to be drawn from modelling studies and other assessments carried out as part of the wider EIA process.






Detailed Assessment 

	Water body name & ID
Nant y Garth - Unclassified,

Afon Hesbin -GB110066054660, 

Clwyd - tidal limit to Hesbin -GB110066059960
	WFD element/s scoped in where the proposal could lead to:

	Description of impacts and avoidance measures proposed by the applicant and additional measures required by NRW; 


	
	River and Lake water Bodies: 
Hydromorphology 
Direct – risk of direct impact

Water quality 
Direct – risk of direct impact















Biology
Direct – risk of direct impact
Fish fauna
Direct – risk of direct impact
HMWB 
	

The existing discharge volume is 20m3 and the proposed is 75m3 which equates to 1.23 litres/per second. The annual projected flow through the stream is 11,247m3 per day- with a Q95 of 562m3 per day-. The discharge point is remaining in the same location and being an educational site the discharge is likely to be reduced during non term times. Consequently the discharge is unlikely to impact the watercourse through increased volume.

The existing system has a performance of Phosphorus 8 mg/l (estimated), Ammonia 20 mg/l, BOD 40 mg/l and Suspended Solids 60 mg/l. To accommodate the increased volume the applicant has proposed to install  Marsh UltraPolylok package treatment plant. The new treatment system will improve the quality of effluent as follows; Phosphorus 5.7 mg/l, Ammonia 8.4 mg/l, BOD 16.7 mg/l and Suspended Solids 26.2 mg/l.

Although the proposed new system performs significantly better than the existing system the increase in the discharge volume negates any betterment in the quality of the discharge. Modelling was undertaken at 3 locations – The Nant y Garth, Afon Hesbin and the Afon Clwyd. 

The proposed limits for the determinands modelled are;
Phosphorus - 	2mg/l (as modelled)
Ammonia - 	7mg/l (as modelled)
BOD 	- 	20 mg/l (as modelled)
The limits above are the result of modelling and consider the impact on the watercourse and our duty to maintain and enhance biodiversity in the exercise of our functions, and in so doing promote the resilience of ecosystems.
See modelling report here

In order to achieve these limits the applicants proposes to use GEMS-APS Aerated Precipitation System to reduce the phosphate and ammonia levels. This will be combined with chemical dosing using ferric sulphate. The effluent quality can be as low as Phosphorus 0.9 mg/l, Ammonia 0.4 mg/l, BOD 2 mg/l.
The ferric sulphate will be applied to the discharge post treatment of Marsh UltraPolylok package treatment plant. It will be added to the GEMS-APS Aerated Precipitation System to reduce the phosphate and ammonia levels and be the last component of the treatment system process. 
Ferric Sulphate components are not classified as environmentally hazardous. However, large or frequent spills may have hazardous effects on the environment. The product may affect the acidity (pH) of water which may have hazardous effects on aquatic organisms. 
Overall the product is not considered toxic to fish. See product data sheet here

See Above


See Above

Yes - Clwyd - tidal limit to Hesbin
The discharge point is approximately 4km upstream of the confluence of the Afon Clwyd and Afon Hesbin.  The proposed discharge volume of 75 cubic meters a day is small when compared the estimated river flow of 123,513 cubic meters per day at the confluence point. 
The main mitigation measures relate to flood protection downstream and these will not be affected by the issue of this variation. Flood bunds have already been installed at the appropriate locations.


	Is there a risk the proposal may cause deterioration?*   

	‘NO’

	Is there risk of the activity preventing the water body/ PA from meeting its objectives?*  
	 ‘NO’


* If yes or where there is uncertainty if the proposed activity may prevent a water body or PA from meeting its objectives or may cause deterioration then we must follow a precautionary approach, contact the Integrated Water Planning team for further advice. 
Assessing potential in combination and/or cumulative impacts
It is important to consider the in combination and/or cumulative effects of pressures in a water body and the combined impacts of the proposed activity. 
Do not include activities which have not yet been applied for, unless the activity is well defined and there are solid reasons for believing that it will be taken forward. Consult with technical advisors as required. 

Avoidance measures already included in the project 
Describe any conditions, restrictions or other measures, if any, applicable to the activity/project, and/or to the other activities giving rise to the in combination / cumulative effect, which could remove the risk of deterioration or prevent of achieving water body objectives. Include details of how measures already included in the proposal would be applied, and who would be responsible for applying them.
If required, further details can be provided in separate clearly referenced documents.
	Are there any activities or projects which may act in combination and/or cumulative? 
If none, put ‘N/A’
	Nature of the in-combination/cumulative effect (if any)
	Avoidance measures
Include details of how measures already included in the proposal would be applied, and who would be responsible for applying them.
	Can the risk of deterioration or prevention of achieving water body objectives from in combination/ cumulative effects be ruled out?
‘YES’ (or N/A) or ‘NO’ (where there is any uncertainty then add ‘Don’t know/uncertain’)

	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	Yes

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	



	Scoping decision of the project cumulatively or ‘in combination’ 
	Potential cumulative/in combination impacts conclusion 

	Q2.3 Can the risk of deterioration or prevention of achieving water body objectives from in combination and or cumulative effects be ruled out?
	(a) If the right-hand column is ‘YES’ or ‘N/A’ in all cases
It can be concluded that potential deterioration or prevention of achieving water body objectives from in combination / cumulative effects can be ruled out






[bookmark: _Authorisation][bookmark: _Conclusion_of_WFD][bookmark: _Toc47453149][bookmark: _Toc47453148]
Conclusion of WFD Regulations 2017 Compliance Assessment & Authorisation

	WFD stage 1 screening has been completed and the activity/project have been ruled out as not requiring any further WFD Regulations 2017 assessment. Or, further assessment is not required because there is no conceivable impact pathway to any water body or Protected Area.

	WFD stage 2 scoping has been completed and the activity/project is considered as having no risk of causing deterioration or preventing any water body or WFD Protected Area from reaching its objectives and taking account of the advice from technical officers - is considered compliant with the WFD Regulations 2017. 

	In light of the conclusions of a detailed compliance assessment (Stage 3), and taking account of the advice received from technical specialist advisors, it has been established that the activity/project has no potential to cause deterioration of any water body or prevent a water body or WFD Protected Area from meeting its objectives, taking into account any legally binding avoidance measures or restrictions as applicable, either alone or in-combination with other activities. 

	In light of the conclusions of the detailed compliance assessment, it has not been ascertained that the project has no potential to cause deterioration or prevent water bodies or WFD Protected Areas from meeting their objectives, as documented in stage 3 of this form. If the conclusion of stage 3 detailed compliance assessment identifies a risk of deterioration of one or more water bodies that cannot be mitigated or may prevent a water body or WFD Protected Area from meeting its objectives, then 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 deterioration or prevention of achievement of objectives, and a revised compliance assessment report is prepared, or 
• the project satisfies the requirements of Regulation 19 (Article 4(7) (including 4.8 & 4.9) of the Water Framework Directive, and is approved by the NRW executive team.


	Name of authorising officer
	Steve Bickerton

	Job title and date
	 Permitting Officer, Water Quality


	
	

	Technical specialist comments 
	If not sent for technical consultation then add a justificationI agree with the conclusions of this assessment that In light of the conclusions of a detailed compliance assessment (Stage 3), and taking account of the advice received from technical specialist advisors, it has been established that the activity/project has no potential to cause deterioration of any water body or prevent a water body or WFD Protected Area from meeting its objectives, taking into account any legally binding avoidance measures or restrictions as applicable, either alone or in-combination with other activities

	Name, job title and date 
	 Terry Gulliford Lead specialist officer WQ Permitting 12/11/2025



Consultation with technical advisors/specialists
	Relevant section of the WFD compliance assessment
	Date(s) of correspondence* and any meeting(s) with technical advisor(s) and include the name of the technical advisor
	Description of how the comments from technical advisors have been considered 

	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 

	
	
	

	
	
	


*Attach a copy or a link on DMS to written correspondence for the audit trail
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