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[bookmark: _Toc181010776]Record of a Habitats Regulations Assessment
	Plan or project name, brief description or application reference number
	PAN-030740 & PAN-030741- Applications for a new abstraction licence and new impoundment licence for to authorise an existing HEP scheme on the Afon Gennog at Blaen-y-nant, Llanberris, Gwynedd

	HRA iteration/version
	1



[bookmark: _Toc181010777]1.	Plan or Project Details
	[bookmark: _Hlk167451781]Information about the plan or project 

	1
	Date application received
	22/10/2025

	2
	Applicant details
	WM Jones & Co

	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
	[bookmark: _Hlk221281870][bookmark: _Hlk221281881]The applicant, WM Jones & Co, have applied for a new abstraction licence and a new impoundment licence for an existing 100kW Hydroelectric Power (HEP) scheme at SH 62109 56648 on the Afon Gennog at Blaen-y-nant, Llanberris, Gwynedd.

This scheme was previously licenced in 2013 under licence numbers WA/065/0016/009 & WA/065/0016/016 and is built and operational however, the previous licences lapsed due to a failed vesting. As a result, the Licence Holder has applied for new licences to authorise the existing abstraction and impoundment. This application is to re-licence the scheme as per the previous licences, with no proposed changes.

[bookmark: _Hlk221282023]The following maximum abstraction rates are proposed: 190 litres per second (l/s), 684 cubic metres per hour (m3/hour), 16,416 cubic metres per day (m3/day) and 5,991,840 cubic metres per year (m3/year).

The intake design consists of a concrete weir with a Coanda intake screen with 2mm aperture size. The scheme also includes a gravity feed penstock pipe, powerhouse and discharge outlet pipe fitted with a 10mm screen. 

The intake structure is designed to physically secure a residual flow of Q95 (14 litres per second) and an abstraction of 50% of the available flow (above the residual flow all year up to a maximum of 174 litres per second (1.09 x Qmean)).

The intake design include the following:

· 2 millimetre (mm) Coanda screen
· A flow split with a 50% take of available flow
· V-notch to secure residual flow.

All abstracted water will be discharged to SH 62267 56921. The pipe will be fitted with a 10mm vertical bar screen.


	5
	Relevant legislation or statutory basis
	· Water Environment (Water Framework Directive) (England and Wales) Regulations 2017	
· Environment Act 1995
· Water Resources Act 1991 as amended by the Water Act 2003
· Water Resources (Abstraction and Impounding) Regulations 2006
· Article 3 of the Natural Resources Body for Wales (Establishment) Order 2012
· The Natural Resources Body for Wales (Functions) Order 2013
· The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017
· Planning Consent (to cover construction aspects detailed above)
· Ordinary Watercourse Consent (all intakes, pipeline crossings and outfall/discharge are on ordinary watercourse)

	6
	Location
	Afon Gennog at Blaen-y-nant, Llanberris, Gwynedd. 
Intake: SH 62109 56648
Discharge: SH 62267 56921

[image: ]


	7
	Plan or project documents, including any application documents
	Application form WRA
Application form WRD
Application form WRE
LPA Planning Permission
Geomorphological Statement
Plan – Site Plan and Landownership
Drawing – Weir Front Elevation, Levels & Calculations
Drawing – Weir GA and Nomenclature
Drawing – Weir Overall Dimensions
Drawing – Weir Positioning
Drawing – Weir Section View C-C and Right End Elevation
Drawing – Weir Section Views B-B and C-C
Drawing – Weir Side Elevation and Baseslab Section


	8
	Environmental Statement
	N/A


	9
	Pre-application correspondence 
	N/A 

	10
	NRW team responsible for preparing this HRA report, and lead officer
	

Hannah Pearce, Water Resources Permitting 

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

N/A



[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?
	Yes

· Eryri / Snowdonia SAC
· Y Fenai a Bae Conwy / Menai Strait and Conwy Bay SAC


	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?
	No 

	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?
	Yes



[bookmark: _Toc181010779]3.	Considering the likelihood of a significant effect (LSE) 
3.1	Renewal of a project authorisation on the same or more restrictive terms as an extant authorisation
	Is this a renewal of an extant authorisation which complies with NRW approved criteria for ruling out significant effects of renewals (see Part 2 of OGN200) without conducting a project-specific LSE test?
	No


3.2	Likelihood of significant effects (LSE) test 
3.2.1 Which European sites might be affected by the plan or project?
	(a)
	Based on the plan or project specification, or information provided in the application, it is considered that these European sites have features which could be negatively affected by the plan or project
	
· Eryri / Snowdonia SAC

This site was identified during during screening of this application, both the abstraction and discharge point are located within this site. Based on the features of importance it is necessary to consider this site as part of this proposal for a new abstraction and impoundment licence.


	(b)
	The potential for the plan or project to negatively affect these European sites was also initially considered, but can be ruled out without further consideration
	
· Y Fenai a Bae Conwy / Menai Strait and Conwy Bay SAC

No conceivable impact on the above European site, by virtue of the scale or location or nature of the plan or project - this site was identified during screening of this application, approximately 21km downstream of the point at which abstracted water is discharged back to the Afon Gennog. This site was initially considered; however, it is designated only for mudflats and sandflats not covered by seawater at low tide, reefs, sandbanks which are slightly covered by seawater all the time, large shallow inlets and bays and submerged or partially submerged sea caves. Therefore, given the nature of the designated features and their distance downstream from the proposal, it can be immediately ruled out.


3.2.2 Screening for likelihood of significant effect

	Table 3.2.2 Screening assessment 

	Designated site feature 
	Relevant conservation objectives 


	Screening conclusion – ‘SCREEN OUT’, ‘SCREEN IN’ or ‘IN COMB’ 

	Explanation 


	European site name: Eryri / Snowdonia SAC
	

	6150 Siliceous alpine and boreal
Grasslands

(summit
heath)


	Conservation status – unfavourable

The vision for this feature is for it to be in a favourable conservation status, where all of the following conditions are satisfied:
• The high summits of the Carneddau (Carnedd Dafydd, Pen yr Ole Wen, Carnedd Llewelyn, Garnedd Uchaf, Yr Aryg, Foel Grach, Llwytmor, Drosgl, Foel Fras, Pen Llythrig y Wrach and
Pen yr Helgi Ddu) the Glyderau (Y Garn, Glyder Fach, Glyder Fawr, Elidir Fach, Carnedd y Ffiliast and Mynydd Perfedd), should each support summit heath vegetation which does not show signs of heavy modification by grazing and/or heavy trampling.
• There should be no further loss of summit heath on Yr Wyddfa. The extent of the habitat at Crib y Ddysgl and Garnedd Uchaf should be retained as an absolute minimum and there should
be no loss of quality.
• The vegetation should be dominated by species typical of species of summit heath such as Racomitrium lanuginosum (woolly hair moss), Carex bigelowii (stiff sedge), shrubs dwarfed by the high altitude conditions such as Vaccinium myrtillus (bilberry) and Salix herbacea, lichens and montane bryophytes.
• Grasses should not comprise a significant proportion of the vegetation.
• The habitat should grade into montane heath at its lower level.
• All factors affecting the achievement of these conditions are under control.
	SCREEN OUT

	Afon Gennog is located within Managaement Unit (MU) 77 of the Eryri SAC. 

Sym – These habitats, species and earth science features are of importance in MU 77 but are not the main focus of management or monitoring. These features will benefit from management
for the key feature(s) identified in the unit.

Factors affecting the feature: 
· Livestock grazing
· Trampling by people and livestock
· Nitrogen deposition

Impacts upon this habitat can be ruled out as the location of the depleted reach is lower in altitude than the Summit Heath and the species of lichen that have been identified alongside the depleted reach are not present in this habitat.


	4060 Alpine and Boreal heaths

(montane heaths)

	Conservation status - unfavourable

The vision for this feature is for it to be in a favourable conservation status, where all of the following conditions are satisfied:
• Alpine and Boreal heath habitat should cover considerable areas of the Eryri SAC at high altitudes i.e. from about 600m upwards, though it may extend below this in particularly exposed areas.
• It should grade into summit heath on the high summits and ridges, and into dry heath at its lower end.
• This vegetation should be dominated by dwarf shrubs, typically stunted by the high altitude conditions, such as cowberry (Vaccinium vitis idea), bilberry (Vaccinium myrtillus) and mountain crowberry (Empetrum hermaphroditum), prostrate ling (Calluna vulgaris) and in
some stands dwarf juniper (Juniperus communis ssp. nana.). Other montane species such as wooley hair moss (Racomitrium lanuginosum) and other montane bryophytes and lichens
should be present.
• Although some grasses, particularly sheep’s fescue, will be present, they should not be at high cover.
• In the long term we expect existing habitat to be retained and to improve in quality in its current locations, and also to expand into other suitable localities where the habitat now exists in a degraded state.
• All factors affecting the achievement of these conditions are under control
	SCREEN OUT


	This feature is not a Key Habitat or Sym of MU 77

Factors affecting the feature: 
· Livestock grazing
· Trampling by people and livestock
· Nitrogen deposition
· Burning

Impacts upon this habitat can be ruled out as the location of the depleted reach is lower in altitude than the Montane Heath and the species of lichen that have been identified alongside the depleted reach are not present in this habitat.


	6430 Hydrophilous tall herb fringe
communities of plains and of the
montane to alpine levels

(tall herb ledges)
	Conservation status - unfavourable

The vision for this feature is for it to be in a favourable conservation status, where all of the following conditions are satisfied:
• The area of tall herb ledge must be stable, or increasing in the long term. There will be no loss of tall herb ledge vegetation and the feature will occur in all management units in which it
currently occurs 
• Tall herb ledge vegetation will develop on ledges and on damp calcareous grassland below cliffs where the potential exists but expansion is currently prevented by grazing.
• Tall herb vegetation will consist of a number of flowering plant species such as Lady’s mantle Alchemilla spp., Meadowsweet Filipendula vulgaris, Globeflower Trollius europaeus, Welsh
poppy Meconopsis cambrica, Devilsbit scabious Succisa pratensis, Ox-eye daisy Leucanthemum vulgare, Wild Angelica Angelica sylvestris, Roseroot Sedum rosea, Lesser meadow rue Thalictrum minus and Common valerian Valeriana officinalis
• The flowering plants will be ungrazed and able to mature and set seed freely
	SCREEN OUT
	Key Habitat for MU 77

Factors affecting the feature: 
· Livestock grazing
· Recreational activity

Based on the factors affecting this feature impacts upon this feature can be ruled out.


	8210 Calcareous rocky slopes with
chasmophytic vegetation

(calcareous
crevice vegetation/arctic
alpine plants on cliffs and boulders) 

	Conservation status - unfavourable

The vision for this feature is for it to be in a favourable conservation status, where all of the following conditions are satisfied:
• The feature must be stable or increasing in the long term. There will be no loss of calcareous chasmophytic vegetation and it will continue to occur in all of management units in which it
currently occurs.
• The feature must continue to support a range of arctic alpine plant populations.
• The plants will be ungrazed and able to mature and set seed freely, or non-flowering plants reproduce by propagules or vegetative means.
• The feature will not be inhibited by invasive non-native plant species.
	SCREEN OUT
	Key Habitat for MU 77

Factors affecting the feature: 
· Livestock grazing
· Recreational activity

Based on the factors affecting this feature impacts upon this feature can be ruled out.


	6170 Alpine and subalpine calcareous
grasslands
	Conservation status - unfavourable

The vision for this feature is for it to be in a favourable conservation status, where all of the following conditions are satisfied:
• This habitat should remain in its current locations although there may be some shifts in its extent.
• The feature should continue to support the characteristic plants including arctic alpine plant species.
• The only acceptable losses of this habitat should be due to succession to other valuable montane communities such as tall herb ledge vegetation.
	SCREEN OUT
	Key Habitat for MU 77
 
Factors affecting the feature: 
· Livestock grazing
· Recreational activity

Based on the factors affecting this feature impacts upon this feature can be ruled out.



	8220 Siliceous rocky slopes with
chasmophytic vegetation

(acid crevice
vegetation)

	Conservation status – unfavourable/unclassified

The vision for this feature is for it to be in a favourable conservation status, where all of the following conditions are satisfied:
• This habitat should support a range of bryophytes and ferns in suitable crevices on acid rocks.
• The feature should not be damaged by grazing.
• It should be widespread on suitable moist acidic rock crevices on each massif .
	SCREEN IN

	Sym – These habitats, species and earth science features are of importance in MU 77 but are not the main focus of management or monitoring. These features will benefit from management
for the key feature(s) identified in the unit.

Factors affecting the feature: 
· Livestock grazing
· Recreational activity

The lichen species’ that have been recorded alongside the depleted reach are designated under this Annex 1 habitat therefore, further assessment is required to ensure that this activity does not have an adverse effect on site integrity and that appropriate mitigation measure are applied and deemed protective.

	8110 Siliceous scree of the montane to
snow levels (Androsacetalia alpinae and
Galeopsietalia ladani)

(montane scree)
	Conservation status – unfavourable

The vision for this feature is for it to be in a favourable conservation status, where all of the following conditions are satisfied:
• The naturally mobile scree on each massif will have open vegetation on or among the boulders, with Cryptogramma crispa, Deschampsia flexuosa, Festuca ovina, Galium saxatile, Huperzia selago and an extensive and varied bryophyte flora.
• There will not be excessive disturbance to the as a result of human or animal activity.
	SCREEN OUT

	This feature is not a Key Habitat or Sym of MU 77

Factors affecting the feature: 
· Livestock grazing
· Recreational activity

Based on the factors affecting this feature, and, with reference to the above information provided in relation to potential impacts upon bryophytes and lichens, impacts upon this feature can be ruled out.

	3130 Oligotrophic to mesotrophic
standing waters with vegetation of the Littorelletea uniflorae and/or of the Isoëto-Nanojuncetea

(oligotrophic lakes)
	Conservation status – unfavourable/recovering

The vision for this feature is for it to be in a favourable conservation status, where all of the following conditions are satisfied:
• Each of the lakes has a macrophyte flora which includes some of the characteristic species such as Littorella uniflora, Lobelia dortmanna, Isoetes lacustris, Myriophorum alterniflorum,
Juncus bulbosus, Potamogeton species and Subularia aquatica
• The lakes which have not been dammed for use as reservoirs retain a natural profile.
• All of the lakes show a characteristic vegetation zonation from the shore to the deeper water.
• Water quality of each lake is within parameters which are suitable to support the characteristic
flora and fauna
	SCREEN OUT

	Sym – These habitats, species and earth science features are of importance in MU 77 but are not the main focus of management or monitoring. These features will benefit from management
for the key feature(s) identified in the unit.

Factors affecting the feature: 
· Abstraction
· Recreational activity

Although abstraction is identified as a factor affecting this feature, all abstracted water is returned to the Afon Gennog approximately 3.5 km upstream and outside of the nearest downstream lake therefore there is no mechanism/pathway of impact on this features of interest.



	4010 Northern Atlantic wet heaths with Erica tetralix

(wet heath)

	Conservation status – unfavourable

The vision for this feature is for it to be in a favourable conservation status, where all of the following conditions are satisfied:
• The feature must be stable or increasing in the long term.
• The habitat will typically comprise Erica tetralix and Calluna vulgaris and mosses on a wet peaty substrate with a range of small flowering plants such as bog asphodel Narthecium
ossifragum, milkwort Polygala serpyllifolia, Common butterwort Pinguicula vulgaris, small sedges and round leaved sundew Drosera rotundifolia.
	SCREEN OUT

	This feature is not a Key Habitat or Sym of MU 77

Factors affecting the feature: 
· Livestock grazing
· Recreational activity
· Burning

Based on the factors affecting this feature impacts upon this feature can be ruled out.




	4030 European dry heaths

(Dry heath)

	Conservation status – unfavourable

The vision for this feature is for it to be in a favourable conservation status, where all of the following conditions are satisfied:
• The feature must be stable or increasing in the long term.
• The habitat will be dominated by at least two dwarf shrub species, usually heather Calluna vulgaris and bilberry Vaccinium mytillus, but sometimes western gorse Ulex gallii or crowberry
Empetrum nigrum may be prominent.
• There will be a mixed age range of heath at an appropriate scale which includes stands of young vigorous dwarf shrubs, mature stands where the heather is becoming senescent, and all
age ranges in between.
• The heath shrubs will not exhibit forms characteristic of overgrazing.
• There will be no signs of frequent burning nor reversion to grassland.
• All factors affecting the achievement of these conditions are under control.
	SCREEN OUT

	This feature is not a Key Habitat or Sym of MU 77

Factors affecting the feature: 
· Livestock grazing
· Burning and cutting

Based on the factors affecting this feature impacts upon this feature can be ruled out.



	7130 Blanket bogs
	Conservation status – unfavourable

The vision for this feature is for it to be in a favourable conservation status, where all of the following conditions are satisfied:
• The extent of this habitat should be of the order of 1342 ha (as notified on the N2K data form). This figure however includes a considerable amount of degraded blanket bog. At present it is
unknown how much of this is capable of restoration to good quality blanket bog habitat.
• The good quality blanket bog will support typical species e.g. oligotrophic Sphagnum spp., cotton grass Eriophourm spp, ling Calluna vulgaris, bell heather Erica cinerea, crowberry
Empetrum nigrum, cow berry Vaccinium vitis-idaea, and cranberry Vaccinium oxycoccus.
• The intact habitat will not show any signs of degradation as a result of overgrazing, drainage, or burning, such as depletion of dwarf shrubs and sphagna with increased grass cover.
• The degraded habitat will not show any recent signs of further degradation as a result of overgrazing, drainage or burning.
• All factors affecting the achievement of these conditions are under control.
	SCREEN OUT

	This feature is not a Key Habitat or Sym of MU 77

Factors affecting the feature: 
· Livestock grazing
· Burning and/or cutting
· Gorse invasion
· Drainage
· Damage from Vehicles
· Atmospheric deposition

Based on the factors affecting this feature impacts upon this feature can be ruled out.



	7150 Depressions on peat substrates of the Rhynchosporion

(Rhynchosporion)

	Conservation status – favourable/maintained

The vision for this feature is for it to be in a favourable conservation status, where all of the following conditions are satisfied:
• The extent has not been fully measured because the nature of the habitat is small scale and patchy within mosaics of blanket bog and wet heath. However the extent should be at least that which has been mapped.
• The habitat, characterised by white beak sedge Rhynchospora alba will support a range of plant species such as bog pimpernel Anagallis tenella, ling Calluna vulgaris, round leaved sundew
Drosera rotundifolia, cross-leaved heath Erica tetralix, cottongrass Eriophorum angustifolium, marsh St John’s wort Hypericum elodes, purple moor grass Molinia caerulea, bog asphodel
Narthecium ossifragum, bog pondweed Potamogeton polygonifolius, Sphagnum spp., and short sedges.
• There will be no signs of excessive grazing which would result in large areas of bare peat and possibly significant cover of rushes Juncus spp.
• Drainage or burning would damage this habitat and neither activity should be consented where this habitat could potentially be affected.
• At Cwmffynnon and other small areas in the Glyderau, the habitat supports the uncommon species, marsh clubmoss Lycopodiella inundata. Here we would expect to see frequent small patches of bare peat which support the species. Many of these areas may be caused by vigorous flushing of water rather than by grazing animals.
	SCREEN OUT

	This feature is not a Key Habitat or Sym of MU 77

Factors affecting the feature: 
· Livestock grazing
· Drainage or burning

Based on the factors affecting this feature impacts upon this feature can be ruled out.




	6230 Species-rich Nardus grassland, on
siliceous substrates in mountain areas
(and submountain areas in continental
Europe) 
	Conservation status – unfavourable

The vision for this feature is for it to be in a favourable conservation status, where all of the following conditions are satisfied:
• The extent will be at least 10 hectares of the habitat to include 5 ha on the slopes above Llyn Llydaw.
• The grassland will support a range of plant species such as Harebell Campanula rotundifolia, Eyebright Euphrasia spp. Devilsbit scabious Succisa pratensis, Wild thyme Thymus
polytrichus, Heath speedwell Veronica officinalis, Spring sedge Carex caryophyllea, Flea sedge Carex pulicaris, Carnation sedge Carex panicea, Lady’s mantle Alchemila glabr.
• There will not be any significant cover of invasive species. New Zealand willowherb, Epilobium brunnescens is a long established alien plant on the site and is accepted at present as it doesn’t appear to adversely affect the feature.
	SCREEN OUT

	This feature is not a Key Habitat or Sym of MU 77

Factors affecting the feature: 
· Livestock grazing

Based on the factors affecting this feature impacts upon this feature can be ruled out.




	91A0 Old sessile oak woods with Ilex
and Blechnum in the British Isles

(upland oakwood)

	Conservation status – unfavourable/recovering

The vision for this feature is for it to be in a favourable conservation status, where all of the following conditions are satisfied:
• The extent is increasing.
• The woodland comprises locally native canopy forming trees including: Quercus petraea, Betula pubescens, B. pendula, Fraxinus excelsior and Sorbus aucuparia.
• There is a mixed age structure within the woodland.
• Regeneration is occurring and sufficient seedlings can grow on to saplings and ultimately canopy trees.
• There are no significant alien species.
	SCREEN OUT


	This feature is not a Key Habitat or Sym of MU 77

Factors affecting the feature: 
· Livestock grazing
· Alien species

Based on the factors affecting this feature impacts upon this feature can be ruled out.




	7220 Petrifying springs with tufa
formation (Cratoneurion)
	Conservation status – unfavourable/declining

The vision for this feature is for it to be in a favourable conservation status, where all of the following conditions are satisfied:
• This feature on Eryri does not form tufa but should display a dominant cover of mosses such as Cratoneuron communatum, Philonotis fontana and Bryum pseudotriquetrum with frequent
characteristic forbs such as Montia fontana, Chrysosplenium oppositifolium and Saxifraga stellaris.
• There are no significant increases in grass or rush cover.

The extent of the spring vegetation is largely dictated by natural factors, chiefly hydrology. Reductions in extent could occur in response to trampling, and encroachment by rush and grass species due to nutrient enrichment.
	SCREEN OUT

	This feature is not a Key Habitat or Sym of MU 77

Factors affecting the feature: 
· Livestock grazing
· Drainage

Based on the factors affecting this feature impacts upon this feature can be ruled out.




	7230 Alkaline fens
	Conservation status – unfavourable/maintained

The vision for this feature is for it to be in a favourable conservation status, where all of the following conditions are satisfied:
• The habitat consists of flushes, influenced by some base-enrichment, where brown mosses (such as Scorpidium scorpioides, Cratoneuron commutatum and Drepanocladus revolvens) are present. Small sedge species such as Carex viridula, C. panicea, C. dioica C. pulicaris and
Eriophorum spp will be present and usually also Pinguicula vulgaris.
	
	Sym – These habitats, species and earth science features are of importance in MU 77 but are not the main focus of management or monitoring. These features will benefit from management
for the key feature(s) identified in the unit.

Factors affecting the feature: 
· Livestock grazing
· Recreational activity
· Drainage

Based on the factors affecting this feature impacts upon this feature can be ruled out.



	7240 Alpine pioneer formations of the
Caricion bicoloris-atrofuscae

(Alpine pioneer
Vegetation)

	Conservation status – unfavourable/declined

The vision for this feature is for it to be in a favourable conservation status, where all of the following conditions are satisfied:
• The feature consists of base rich flushes at high altitude which are flushed continuously with cold water.
• This habitat should have a high bryophyte cover and support arctic alpines such as Saxifraga
oppositifolia, S. stellaris and Thalictrum alpinum. Juncus triglumis should be present and sedges such as Carex viridula.
• There should be no non-native species.
• The flowering plants should be able to flower and set seed unhindered by grazing
	SCREEN OUT

	This feature is not a Key Habitat or Sym of MU 77

Factors affecting the feature: 
· Livestock grazing

Based on the factors affecting this feature impacts upon this feature can be ruled out.


	1831 Floating water-plantain Luronium
natans
	Conservation status – not fully assessed

The vision for this feature is for it to be in a favourable conservation status, where all of the following conditions are satisfied:
• Luronium natans occurs in Llyn Cwmffynnon as a minimum
	SCREEN OUT

	This feature is not a Key Habitat or Sym of MU 77

Factors affecting the feature: 
· Water quality

Based on the factors affecting this feature impacts upon this feature can be ruled out.


	1393 Slender green feather-moss
Drepanocladus (Hamatocaulis)
vernicosus
	Conservation status – favourable/maintained

The vision for this feature is for it to be in a favourable conservation status, where all of the following conditions are satisfied:
• The moss is present at Cwm Afon Llafar Flush A and Flush B.
• The associated vegetation should be dominated by rushes and sedges, with <20% rush cover.
• There should be less than 10% disturbed bare ground within the flushes.
	
	This feature is not a Key Habitat or Sym of MU 77
 

Factors affecting the feature: 
· Livestock grazing

Based on the factors affecting this feature impacts upon this feature can be ruled out.





[bookmark: _Hlk167457151]
	TABLE 3.2.3 Screening decision of the plan or project ‘alone’

	(a) If the screening conclusion for all features for all sites in Table 3.2.2 is ‘SCREEN OUT’
	The plan or project is not likely to have a significant effect on any European site, and no further consideration under the Habitats Regulations is required in order to determine the approval/application.


	(b) If the conclusion for any features in Table 3.2.2 is ‘SCREEN IN’ 
	The plan or project is likely to have a significant effect on one or more European sites and therefore an appropriate assessment is required.


	(c) If there are no features in Table 3.2.2 that are ‘SCREEN IN’ and any features that are ‘IN COMB’
	The plan or project is not likely to have a significant effect on any European sites when considered alone, but the possibility of significant effects in combination with other plans and projects needs to be considered.




[bookmark: _Toc181010780]4.	Appropriate assessment of the plan or project when considered alone
4.1	Assessment of plan or project as defined

	Table 4.1 Appropriate assessment 

	European site feature/s 

	Description of impacts 

	Assessment in view of conservation objectives

	Can adverse effect on site integrity be ruled out? ‘YES’ or ‘NO’ 

	European site name: Eryri / Snowdonia SAC

	8220 Siliceous rocky slopes with
chasmophytic vegetation

(acid crevice
vegetation)

	Consultation with NRW Technical Specialist and previous surveys conducted confirm presence of flow sensitive lichens at the site of the hydropower scheme. Abstraction (reduction in flows and flow variability) can negatively impact these features which support this designated habitat.

The application proposes an intake structure which is designed to physically secure abstraction of 50% of the available flow, above the residual flow of Q95 all year, up to a maximum of 190 litres per second (1.09 x Qmean). This is sufficient in providing enough flow and flow variabilty to support sensitive lichens located within/in close proximity of the depleted reach and will be conditioned on the abstraction and impoundment licences, to reflect the applicants proposal.

	The vision for this feature is for it to be in a favourable conservation status, where all of the following conditions are satisfied:

• This habitat should support a range of bryophytes and ferns in suitable crevices on acid rocks.
• The feature should not be damaged by grazing.
• It should be widespread on suitable moist acidic rock crevices on each massif        .


During determination of licence numbers WA/065/0016/009 & WA/065/0016/016 in 2013, discussions were had regarding impacts upon bryophytes and lichens. It was concluded that the bryophyte survey (2013) submitted with the application showed that the stream is not of particular bryophyte importance: the more interesting species recorded (eg Rhabdoweisia crennulata and Racomitrium ellipticum) are unlikely to be impacted by HEP generation.  

The lichen survey submitted showed that the site is of high conservation value however, the report concluded that the scheme was highly unlikely to have an impact upon lichens. Of the species mentioned in the report it was concluded that Baeomyces careus would be unlikely to be impacted adversely by changes in the flow rate owing to its location, approximately 1 metre above the water level at the time of the survey. Other species mentioned were Pilophorus strumaticus, Rhizocarpon anaperum, Porocyphus coccodes and Pertusaria melanochlora. On review of the report, it is concluded that the species would be unlikely to require constant irrigation and so the scheme would be unlikley to have an adverse impact on them. On this basis, an abstraction regime of 50% take above a Q95 up to a maximum of 190 litres per second (1.09 x Qmean),  was deemed acceptable.

On review of this evidence during determination of this application, it is confirmed that continued abstraction with the same flow regime as previously licensed is still acceptable, in line with NRWs current Hydropower Guidance, and will not undermine or prevent the achievement of the conservation objectives for this feature and therefore will not have an adverse effect on site integrity.


	YES



4.3 	Concluding the appropriate assessment of the plan or project alone
	Table 4.3 Conclusion of the appropriate assessment alone

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


	(b) If there are any ‘NO’s in the right hand column of Table 4.2
	It has not been ascertained that the plan or project, when considered alone, will not adversely affect the integrity of one or more European sites. 


	(c) Are there are any residual effects of the plan or project (net of mitigation measures) which, though not adverse on their own, could be significant when considered in combination with the effects of other plans or projects?
	NO


[bookmark: _Hlk167462980]

[bookmark: _Toc181010782]6.	Conclusion
	[bookmark: _Hlk167463097]HRA is not required because there is no conceivable impact on any European sites.
(As documented in section 2.1)
	

	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: Hannah Pearce

Name: Hannah Pearce                                                                             Position: Senior Permitting Officer, Water Resources Permitting

Date: 18/05/2026



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


[bookmark: _Toc181010783][bookmark: _Hlk167463243]7.	Consultation with the ANCB and how sections 2, 3, 4 and 5 of this HRA report (as applicable) take into account that advice.
	Relevant section of the HRA report
	Correspondence and/or meetings with the ANCB

	Description of how the comments from the ANCB have been taken into account

	1
	Bryophytes and Lichens – consultation with Specialist Advisor, Terrestrial Habitats and Species confirmed that issue of the licence as applied for is acceptable.

	Although a re-issue of a previously licenced activity it is necessary to review the previous advice in relation to potential impacts upon features of the Eryri SAC to determine if the scheme, as applied for, is in line with NRWs current HEP guidance and flow standards and updates to re-assess under revised requirements of the Habitats Directive regulations. Surveys undertaken and discussions had regarding these features during determination of the previous application in 2013 were robust enough to give the confidence that this HEP scheme will not have an impact upon the features of interest, and that the abstraction regime applied for is appropriate in ensuring continued protection however, interest in a follow-up lichen survey is noted.


	2
	Marine Site (Y Fenai a Bae Conwy / Menai Strait and Conwy Bay – Consultation with the Marine Area Advice and Management Team confirmed that they are in agreement with the HRA in respect of the Menai Strait and Conwy Bay SAC that there will be no impact to the SAC and that there is no impact to any other Marine Protected site or features from the development. 
	No conceivable impact on the above European site, by virtue of the scale or location or nature of the plan or project, recorded in section 3.2.1 of this assessment.
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