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[bookmark: _Hlk167451489]OGN 200 Form 1A 
[bookmark: _Toc181009138]Record of a Habitats Regulations Assessment
	Plan or project name, brief description or application reference number
	Variation to the 7 Steel Meltshop and Asphalt Plant to allow:

1) Asphalt Plant: Bring the asphalt plant into line with the rest of the activities at the Tremorfa Melt Shop allow 24hr operation for 7 days of the week, for 52 weeks a year. 
2) Melt shop: Enable processing of the material collected by the drop-out box and Quench Tower (DOB & QT) screening and milling treatments to improve the material recovery rates. 




	HRA iteration/version
	N/A


[bookmark: _Toc167970046][bookmark: _Toc181009139][bookmark: _Hlk167451781]1.	Plan or Project Details
	

	1
	Date application received
	
13/06/2024

	2
	Applicant details
	7 Steel Manufacturing (UK) Limited

	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

	Variation to the 7 Steel Meltshop and Asphalt Plant to allow:

1) Asphalt Plant: Bring the asphalt plant into line with the rest of the activities at the Tremorfa Melt Shop allow 24hr operation for 7 days of the week, for 52 weeks a year. 
2) Melt shop: Enable processing of the material collected by the drop-out box and Quench Tower (DOB & QT) screening and milling treatments to improve the material recovery rates. 


	5
	Relevant legislation or statutory basis
	Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2016 

	6
	Location
	Tremorfa Melt Shop 
Seawall Road
Tremorfa
Cardiff
CF24 5TH
ST 21200 76300

	7
	Plan or project documents, including any application documents
	All application documents can be found on the public register: Public register - Customer Portal

	8
	Environmental Statement (ES)
	N/A

	9
	Pre-application correspondence 
	N/A


	10
	NRW team responsible for preparing this HRA report, and lead officer
	Matthew Fryer
Senior Permitting Officer 
Installations and RSR Permitting Team


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


[bookmark: _Toc167970047][bookmark: _Toc181009140][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.


	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?
	No.



[bookmark: _Toc167970048][bookmark: _Toc181009141]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
	Severn Estuary (Wales) SAC (UK0013030)
Severn Estuary SPA (UK9015022)
Severn Estuary Ramsar (UK11081)


	(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
	N/A


3.2.2 Screening for likelihood of significant effect

	TABLE 3.2.2  Screening assessment

	Severn Estuary (Wales) SAC (UK0013030)


	
The following features are present at the Severn Estuary SAC. They can all be grouped together as estuarine habitats or fish species:

· H1110 Sandbanks which are slightly covered by sea water all the time; Subtidal sandbanks
· H1130 Estuaries
· H1140 Mudflats and sandflats not covered by seawater at low tide; Intertidal mudflats and sandflats
· H1170 Reefs
· H1330 Atlantic salt meadows (Glauco-Puccinellietalia maritimae); Atlantic salt meadows
· S1095 Sea lamprey Petromyzon marinus
· S1099 River lamprey Lampetra fluviatilis
· S1103 Twaite shad Alosa fallax


All conservation objectives are contained within the  ‘Severn Estuary SAC, SPA and Ramsar site: Regulation 33 Advice from CCW and Natural England, June 2009’.

Proposal 1: Asphalt Plant changes to 24hr operation. 


Limited Impact Pathway

There is no mechanism for the proposed change to impact the habits or fish species through Toxic Contamination (air and water) nutrient enrichment, smothering, acidification, changes to salinity regime, changes to the thermal regime, habitat loss, physical damage, turbidity, siltation, or entrapment as there is no impact pathway being changed or introduced by the proposed changes to the existing operation. As outlined above the only change under this proposal is to change the operating hours of the asphalt plant from 9am – 5pm to 24hrs a day. The only remaining impact pathway to be considered is disturbance through noise emissions.

Disturbance (Noise) 

There is no mechanism for industrial noise to impact sandbanks, estuaries, mudflats, reefs and Atlantic sal meadows as there is no impact pathway. 

The main 7 steel meltshop facility and the surrounding area has been heavily industrialised for several decades. With this in mind, industrial sounds like those that may be emitted via this proposal are an intrinsic part of the acoustic environment at this geographical location. There is no reason to assume that any specieis will  be impacted as a result of the proposed change in operation if they weren’t already impacted by the wider industrial context that the site sits within. 

Conclusion 
Based on the above, the proposal to change the operational hours of the asphalt plant 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.

Proposal 2: Processing the material collected by the drop-out box and quench tower  

Limited Impact Pathway 
There is no mechanism for the proposed change to impact bird species through. Toxic Contamination (air and water) nutrient enrichment, disturbance, acidification, changes to salinity regime, changes to the thermal regime, habitat loss, physical damage, turbidity, siltation, or entrapment as there is no impact pathway being changed or introduced by the proposed change to the existing operation. 

Particulate Matter & Dust and Smothering 

In relation to particulate matter and dust , the mechanism for damage to habitats is deposition and subsequent smothering. There are no applicable environmental assessment levels for the impact of dust on habitats sites. We therefore cannot make a numeric assessment like we could if the pollutant of interest was NOx. The IAQM Guidance on the Assessment of Mineral Dust Impacts for Planning guidance document indicates that impacts on sites that are greater than 1km from the source of minerals quarries are negligible and do not need to be assessed. In this case, the Severn Estuary SAC, SPA, RAMSAR is within 1km.  We therefore need to consider that the impact of dust on on the habitat site. 

The processing of the collected material through milling and crushing may result in a change to the emissions profile of the PM10 and PM2.5 in the point source emissions from site as a result of extracted air from the crushing and milling activities.But there is no changes to the permitted limit of both of these classes of Particulate Matter. We therefore consider that no change to the potential impact as the Operator is satisfied that this will not prevent them from meeting the current permitted limits for PM10 and PM2.5 as they have not request a change in these limits as part of their application. 

The proposal is actually likely to present a betterment or reduction in particulate matter released from site via fugitive emission which are not included within the point source emissions emitted from the stacks.

The current processes the site undertake results in the collected material from the DOB and QT being stored in 1 tonne bags externally until transfer for disposal at an apprioriate landfill. During NRW inspections this has been highlighted as a source of fugitive emissions on site. While the new process will still utilise 1 tonne bags (initially) to collect the material from the QT and DOB the material will be transferred soon after to the new process and will not be stockpiled outside indefinitiley. Thus removing or at the least reducing the time any 1 tonne bags are sources of fugitive emissions and during processing all emissions generated via the material processing (milling /crushing) are captired by Local Exhaust Ventilation and channelled back into the extraction system and dedust system prior to being emitted to air. 

Conclusion 
Based on the above, the proposal to change the operational hours of the asphalt plant 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.



	European site name:  Severn Estuary SPA (UK9015022)


	
The following features are present at the Severn Estuary SPA. They can all be grouped together as species of bird that use the different evinronments of the SPA as their habitat.

	SPA interest feature 1: Bewick’s Swan 
3.4 Birds of lowland wet grasslands 
3.6 Birds of lowland freshwaters and their margins 
3.7 Birds of farmland 
3.8 Birds of coastal habitats

SPA interest feature 2: European white-fronted  goose
3.6 Birds of lowland freshwaters and their margins
3.7 Birds of farmland
3.8 Birds of coastal habitats
3.9 Birds of estuarine habitats

SPA interest feature 3: Dunlin 
3.4 Birds of lowland wet grasslands
3.7 Birds of farmland
3.8 Birds of coastal habitats
3.9 Birds of estuarine habitats

SPA interest feature 4:Redshank
3.4 Birds of lowland wet grasslands
3.7 Birds of farmland
3.8 Birds of coastal habitats
3.9 Birds of estuarine habitats
	SPA interest feature 5: Shelduck
3.6 Birds of lowland freshwaters and their margins
3.8 Birds of coastal habitats
3.9 Birds of estuarine Habitats

SPA interest feature 6: Gadwall
3.6 Birds of lowland freshwaters and their margins

SPA interest feature 7: Internationally important 
assemblage >20,000 waterfowl=
3.6 Birds of lowland -freshwaters and their margins
3.8 Birds of coastal habitats
3.9 Birds of estuarine habitats

	
All conservation objectives are contained within the  ‘Severn Estuary SAC, SPA and Ramsar site: Regulation 33 Advice from CCW and Natural England, June 2009’.

Proposal 1: Asphalt Plant changes to 24hr operation. 

Limited Impact Pathway

There is no mechanism for the proposed change to impact the bird species through Toxic Contamination (air and water) nutrient enrichment, smothering, acidification, changes to salinity regime, changes to the thermal regime, habitat loss, physical damage, turbidity, siltation, or entrapment as there is no impact pathway being changed or introduced by the proposed changes to the existing operation. As outlined above the only change under this proposal is to change the operating hours of the asphalt plant from 9am – 5pm to 24hrs a day. The only remaining impact pathway to be considered is disturbance through noise emissions.

Disturbance (Noise) 

Whilst the change would introduce additional noise emissions into the environment overnight the main Tremorfa Melt Shop facility operated by 7 Steel ManufacturingLtd is already operational for 24hrs a day.  is a direct neighbor to this Asphalt Plant. The Melt shop is permitted to operate 24hrs a day and is a major contributor to the local sound environment. 

The main 7 steel meltshop facility and the surrounding area has been heavily industrialised for several decades. With this in mind, industrial sounds like those that may be emitted via this proposal are an intrinsic part of the acoustic environment at this geographical location. There is no reason to assume that bird specieis will suddenly be impacted as a result of the proposed change in operation if they weren’t already impacted by the wider industrial context that the site sits within. 

Conclusion 
Based on the above, the proposal to change the operational hours of the asphalt plant 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.

Proposal 2: Processing the material collected by the drop-out box and quench tower  

Limited Impact Pathway 
There is no mechanism for the proposed change to impact bird species through. Toxic Contamination (air and water) nutrient enrichment, disturbance, acidification, changes to salinity regime, changes to the thermal regime, habitat loss, physical damage, turbidity, siltation, or entrapment as there is no impact pathway being changed or introduced by the proposed change to the existing operation. 

Particulate Matter & Dust and Smothering 

In relation to particulate matter and dust , the mechanism for damage to habitats is deposition and subsequent smothering. There are no applicable environmental assessment levels for the impact of dust on habitats sites. We therefore cannot make a numeric assessment like we could if the pollutant of interest was NOx. The IAQM Guidance on the Assessment of Mineral Dust Impacts for Planning guidance document indicates that impacts on sites that are greater than 1km from the source of minerals quarries are negligible and do not need to be assessed. In this case, the Severn Estuary SAC, SPA, RAMSAR is within 1km.  We therefore need to consider that the impact of dust on on the habitat site. 

The processing of the collected material through milling and crushing may result in a change to the emissions profile of the PM10 and PM2.5 in the point source emissions from site as a result of extracted air from the crushing and milling activities.But there is no changes to the permitted limit of both of these classes of Particulate Matter. We therefore consider that no change t o the potential impact as the  Operator is satisfied that this will not prevent them from meeting the current permitted limits for PM10 and PM2.5 as they have not request a change in these limits as part of their application. 

The proposal is actually likely to present a betterment or reduction in particulate matter released from site via fugitive emissions.

The current processes the site undertake results in the collected material from the DOB and QT being stored in 1 tonne bags externally until transfer for disposal at an apprioriate landfill. During NRW inspections this has been highlighted as a source of fugitive emissions on site. While the new process will still utilise 1 tonne bags (initially) to collect the material from the QT and DOB the material will be transferred soon after to the new process and will not be stockpiled outside indefinitiley. Thus removing or at the least reducing the time any 1 tonne bags are sources of fugitive emissions and during processing all emissions generated via the material processing (milling /crushing) are captired by Local Exhaust Ventilation and channelled back into the extraction system and dedust system prior to being emitted to air. 



	European site name:  Severn Estuary Ramsar (UK11081)


	The following features are present at the Severn Estuary Ramsar. They can all be grouped together as species of bird that use the different evinronments of the Ramsar as their habitat:

1) Ramsar interest feature 1: Estuaries 
2) 1.12 Estuarine & intertidal habitats

3) Ramsar interest feature 2: Assemblage of migratory fish species 
4) 2.5 Anadramous fish

5) Ramsar interest feature 3: Bewick ’s Swan

6) Ramsar interest feature 4: European white-fronted goose

7) Ramsar interest feature 5: Dunlin

8) Ramsar interest feature 6: Redshank

9) Ramsar interest feature 7: Shelduck

10) Ramsar interest feature 8: Gadwall 

11) Ramsar interest feature 9: Internationally important populations of waterfowl

All conservation objectives are contained within the  ‘Severn Estuary SAC, SPA and Ramsar site: Regulation 33 Advice from CCW and Natural England, June 2009’.

Read the assessment as outlined above for the Severn Estuary SPA as they consider the same receptors and potential impacs as outlined for the Severn Esturary SPA. 


	Cardiff Beech Wood (UK0030109) 

	The features presend in the Cardiff Beech Wood SAC are as listed below:

1) Asperulo-Fagetum beech forests (EU Habitat Code 9130) 
2) Tilio-Acerion forests of slopes, screes and ravines (EU Habitat Code 9180)

All objectives are contained in the following document: CORE MANAGEMENT PLAN INCLUDING CONSERVATION OBJECTIVES FOR CARDIFF BEECH WOODS SPECIAL AREA OF CONSERVATION (SAC)

Proposal 1: Asphalt Plant changes to 24hr operation. 

Limited Impact Pathway

There is no mechanism for the proposed change to impact the tree species through Toxic Contamination (air and water) nutrient enrichment, smothering, acidification, changes to salinity regime, changes to the thermal regime, habitat loss, physical damage, turbidity, siltation, or entrapment as there is no impact pathway being changed or introduced by the proposed changes to the existing operation. As outlined above the only change under this proposal is to change the operating hours of the asphalt plant from 9am – 5pm to 24hrs a day. The only remaining impact pathway to be considered is disturbance through noise emissions.

Disturbance (Noise) 

Whilst the change would introduce additional noise emissions into the environment overnight the main Tremorfa Melt Shop facility operated by 7 Steel ManufacturingLtd is already operational for 24hrs a day.  is a direct neighbor to this Asphalt Plant. The Melt shop is permitted to operate 24hrs a day and is a major contributor to the local sound environment. 

There is no impact mechanism for noise emissions to impact tree specieis. .

Proposal 2: Processing the material collected by the drop-out box and quench tower  

Limited Impact Pathway 
There is no mechanism for the proposed change to impact bird species through. Toxic Contamination (air and water) nutrient enrichment, disturbance, acidification, changes to salinity regime, changes to the thermal regime, habitat loss, physical damage, turbidity, siltation, or entrapment as there is no impact pathway being changed or introduced by the proposed change to the existing operation. 

Particulate Matter & Dust and Smothering 

In relation to particulate matter and dust , the mechanism for damage to habitats is deposition and subsequent smothering. There are no applicable environmental assessment levels for the impact of dust on habitats sites. We therefore cannot make a numeric assessment like we could if the pollutant of interest was NOx. The IAQM Guidance on the Assessment of Mineral Dust Impacts for Planning guidance document indicates that impacts on sites that are greater than 1km from the source of minerals quarries are negligible.  

The processing of the collected material through milling and crushing may result in a change to the emissions profile of the PM10 and PM2.5 in the point source emissions from site as a result of extracted air from the crushing and milling activities.But there is no changes to the permitted limit of both of these classes of Particulate Matter. We therefore consider that no change t o the potential impact as the  Operator is satisfied that this will not prevent them from meeting the current permitted limits for PM10 and PM2.5 as they have not request a change in these limits as part of their application. 

The proposal is actually likely to present a betterment or reduction in particulate matter released from site via fugitive emissions.

The current processes the site undertake results in the collected material from the DOB and QT being stored in 1 tonne bags externally until transfer for disposal at an apprioriate landfill. During NRW inspections this has been highlighted as a source of fugitive emissions on site. While the new process will still utilise 1 tonne bags (initially) to collect the material from the QT and DOB the material will be transferred soon after to the new process and will not be stockpiled outside indefinitiley. Thus removing or at the least reducing the time any 1 tonne bags are sources of fugitive emissions and during processing all emissions generated via the material processing (milling /crushing) are captired by Local Exhaust Ventilation and channelled back into the extraction system and dedust system prior to being emitted to air. 

Again though, the distance between the permitted facility and the Cardiff Beech SAC is prohibitive of dust reaching the SAC. 




[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.
Strike out row (a) above and row (c) below, and go to section 4. If there are also any features with ‘IN COMB’, list those features in Table 5.1 below (we’ll come back to them in the in-combination assessment)

	(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.
Strike out rows (a) and (b) above, delete section 4 and go to Section 5.
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[bookmark: _Toc167970051][bookmark: _Toc181009144]4.	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) 
	X

	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)
	


	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:Matthew Fryer

Name: Matthew Fryer                                                                                                       Position:Senior Permitting Officer

Date:12/06/2026



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