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

	1.0
	March 2016
	Document created

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

References to KSP and National Services Directorates updated to EPP

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


Next review date:  April 2018
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1.
Project Details

	1(a): Project details where an external party has applied to NRW for any form of authorisation

	Application reference number (if applicable)
	PAN-005749

	Date application received
	25/06/2019

	Applicant details
	Urban Reserve (AssetCo) Limited


	Activity proposed


	The application site is located within the Deeside Industrial Park, off Weighbridge Road, Deeside, Flintshire, Wales. It is on the northern edge of the industrial park at grid reference 331372, 371798.

The plant’s aggregated thermal input capacity is 11.93MWth. Each engine will operate for up to 8,760 hours per annum.

The Proposed Development will comprise of two 2.5MWe Gas-Engine Generating-Sets (gen-sets) with 7m exhaust stacks, a gen-set including a ventilation/cooling equipment, a local  distribution network substation and costumer substation buildings, and a gas kiosk. The gen-sets will be fired on natural gas and will export electricity for grid balancing purposes via the local 11kV HV network.



	Relevant legislation 
	Environmental Permit – MCP/SG 


	Location
	The application site is located within the Deeside Industrial Park, off Weighbridge Road, Deeside, Flintshire, Wales. It is on the northern edge of the industrial park at grid reference 331372, 371798.

A screening distance of 5km is the screening distance required for SAC/SPA/RAMSAR on Medium Combustion Plant permit applications. 

The dot on the map below shows the installation location. 




	Application documents
	PAN-005749


	Environmental Statement
	N/A


	Pre-application correspondence
	N/A




	NRW team responsible for drafting this HRA report, and name of lead officer
	Lewis Evans
Installations and RSR Permtting 


2.
Determining the need for a Habitats Regulations Assessment

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

	No
If Yes, provide brief explanation here and go to row 2.2. 

If No, go to row 2.3

	2.2 Is there a possibility that the project could affect a different Natura 2000 site to the one(s) the project is intended to conserve?
	N/A


	2.3 Is it necessary to carry out an HRA?


	Yes
If Yes, go to section 3 of the form



3.
Considering the likelihood of a significant effect (LSE)

3.1
Renewal of a permission on the same or more restrictive terms as the extant permission
	Is this project a renewal of a current permission which complies with NRW approved criteria for ruling out significant effects of renewals (see section 6.2A of OGN 200) without conducting a project-specific LSE test?
	No
If No, go to section 3.2.


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


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

· Dee Estuary SPA UK9013011/ RAMSAR UK11082 / SAC UK0030131

· River Dee & Bala Lake SAC UK0030252 

· Deeside and Buckely Newt SAC UK0030132 


	3.2.2 Screening assessment


	
	Assessment of likelihood of significant effect

	
	I

Relevant conservation objectives

Reference relevant conservation objectives from Natura 2000 site Core Management Plan, or NRW Regulation 35/37 advice (as applicable)
	II

Potential impact pathway

For each row assign appropriate colour (as above) and give short explanation as required
	In light of the ruling of the CJEU in case C-323/17 ‘People over Wind’, avoidance measures should not be considered at this stage of HRA, so this column is left blank.


	Dee Estuary SPA UK9013011/ RAMSAR UK11082 / SAC UK0030131

	1.Mudflats and sandflats not covered by seawater at low tide
	Dee Estuary / Aber Dyfrdwy Special Area of Conservation The Dee Estuary Special Protection Area The Dee Estuary Ramsar Site. Natural England & the Countryside Council for Wales’ advice given under Regulation 33(2) of the Conservation (Natural Habitats &c.) Regulations 1994: January 2010
	Toxic Contamination

Emissions to Air
Detailed air quality modelling has been carried out with respect to the potential impact of air emissions from this facility on habitat receptors. A summary of maximum predicted ground level concentrations of NOx at the identified sensitive habitat sites is presented below.

Maximum Predicted NOx Concentrations (ug/m3) at Sensitive Habitat Receptors:

Habitat Site 
Critical Level, CL 
PC 
PC (as a %age of the CL) 
PEC (as %age of AQO)
Annual Mean 
Dee Estuary SAC SPA RAMSAR
20-30
0.79
2.6
59.1

24-hour max 
Dee Estuary SAC SPA RAMSAR
75
8
10.7
55.8

The significance criteria provided by the EA states that for a SAC site the impact can be considered to be insignificant if the long-term PC is less than 1% of the annual average Critical Level and 10% of the 24-hour average critical level. 
Impacts on annual mean NOx concentrations at the designated sites are below the screening criteria (below 1% of the critical level of 30 μg/m3) at all sites in Dee Estuary, therefore the impact is considered to be insignificant. 

In regards to potential impacts on 24 hour mean concentrations, the PCs at the designated sites are below 10% of the short term AQO at all sites in the Dee Estuary, therefore the impact is considered insignificant.
Predicted Nitrogen Deposition Rates (kg N/ha/yr) at Sensitive Habitat Receptors:
Habitat Site 
Critical Load, CLd 
PC (kgN/ha/yr)

PC (as a %age of the CLd)

Dee Estuary SAC SPA RAMSAR
20
0.080
0.4
The maximum PC nutrient nitrogen deposition rates arising from the power plant facility are low in comparison to the critical loads (which are conservative themselves). Therefore, it is considered that the impact is insignificant.
Impact is insignificant

	

	2.Salicornia and other annuals colonising mud and sand
	
	
	

	3.Atlantic salt meadows (GlaucoPuccinellietalia maritimae)
	
	
	

	4.River lamprey (Lampetra fluviatilis)
	
	
	

	5.Sea lamprey (Petromyzon marinus)
	
	
	

	6. Common tern nesting site (sandwich tern, little tern and nesting tern)
	
	
	

	7. Wintering bird species (regularly occurring migratory species and internationally important assemblage of waterbirds)
	
	
	

	River Dee & Bala Lake SAC  


	Fish (Salmon, bullhead, brook lamprey, river lamprey, sea lamprey)
	
	Toxic Contamination

Emissions to Air
Detailed air quality modelling has been carried out with respect to the potential impact of air emissions from this facility on habitat receptors. A summary of maximum predicted ground level concentrations of NOx at the identified sensitive habitat sites is presented below.

Maximum Predicted NOx Concentrations (ug/m3) at Sensitive Habitat Receptors:

Habitat Site 
Critical Level, CL 
PC 
PC (as a %age of the CL) 
PEC (as %age of AQO)
Annual Mean 
River Dee & Bala Lake SAC  
20-30
0.79
2.6
59.1

River Dee & Bala Lake SAC  
River Dee & Bala Lake SAC  
75
8
10.7
55.8

The significance criteria provided by the EA states that for a SAC site the impact can be considered to be insignificant if the long-term PC is less than 1% of the annual average Critical Level and 10% of the 24-hour average critical level. 
Impacts on annual mean NOx concentrations at the designated sites are below the screening criteria (below 1% of the critical level of 30 μg/m3) at all sites in River Dee & Bala Lake SAC  , therefore the impact is considered to be insignificant. 

In regards to potential impacts on 24 hour mean concentrations, the PCs at the designated sites are below 10% of the short term AQO at all sites in the River Dee & Bala Lake SAC  , therefore the impact is considered insignificant.
Predicted Nitrogen Deposition Rates (kg N/ha/yr) at Sensitive Habitat Receptors:
Habitat Site 
Critical Load, CLd 
PC (kgN/ha/yr)

PC (as a %age of the CLd)

Dee Estuary SAC SPA RAMSAR

20
0.080
0.4
Impact is insignificant
	

	Otter
	
	
	

	Aquatic and shingle dwelling invertebrates (club-tailed dragonfly, the stonefly Isogenus nubecula and the weevil Baris lepidii)
	
	
	

	Floating water plantain
	
	
	

	Four river habitat types
	
	
	

	Saltmarsh transition habitats
	
	
	

	Vascular plants (slender hare’s-ear, sea barley, and hard-grass)
	
	
	

	Geology: Natural exposures of Upper Carboniferous rocks at Dee Bridge
	
	
	

	Geology: Fluvial landforms and processes related to the development of the River

Dee near Rhewl, and between Holt and Worthenbury
	
	
	

	Deeside and Buckely Newt SAC

	Great crested newt Triturus cristatus (EU Species Code: 1166) 

	
	There is no impact pathway from the proposal to the designated feature Great Crested Newts are not sensitive to nutrient enrichment caused by nutrient nitrogen from NOx emissions. 
	

	Old sessile oak woodland with Ilex and Blechnum

(EU Habitat Code 91AO)
	
	Toxic Contamination

Emissions to Air
Detailed air quality modelling has been carried out with respect to the potential impact of air emissions from this facility on habitat receptors. A summary of maximum predicted ground level concentrations of NOx at the identified sensitive habitat sites is presented below.

Maximum Predicted NOx Concentrations (ug/m3) at Sensitive Habitat Receptors:

Habitat Site 
Critical Level, CL 
PC 
PC (as a %age of the CL) 
PEC (as %age of AQO)
Annual Mean 
Deeside & Buckley Newt Site SAC
10-15
0.08
0.3
64.6
24-hour max 
Deeside & Buckley Newt Site SAC 
75
2.9
3.8
55.3
The significance criteria provided by the EA states that for a SAC site the impact can be considered to be insignificant if the long-term PC is less than 1% of the annual average Critical Level and 10% of the 24-hour average critical level. 
Impacts on annual mean NOx concentrations at the designated sites are below the screening criteria (below 1% of the critical level of 10 μg/m3) at all sites in Dee Estuary, therefore the impact is considered to be insignificant. 

In regards to potential impacts on 24 hour mean concentrations, the PCs at the designated sites are below 10% of the short term AQO at all sites in the Deeside & Buckley Newt Site, therefore the impact is considered insignificant.
Predicted Nitrogen Deposition Rates (kg N/ha/yr) at Sensitive Habitat Receptors:
Habitat Site 
Critical Load, CLd 
PC (kgN/ha/yr)

PC (as a %age of the CLd)

Deeside & Buckley Newt Site SAC
10
0.016
0.2
Predicted Acid Deposition Rates (keq/ha/yr) at Sensitive Habitats Receptors:
Habitat Site 
Critical Load, CLo 
PC (keq/ha/yr)

PC (as a %age of the CLd)

CLminN

CLmaxN

CLmaxS

Deeside & Buckley Newt Site SAC
0.4
1.8

1.4

0.004
0.06
At this site, the PC is low in comparison to the existing acid deposition rates and critical loads. Therefore, it is considered that the impact of the operation of the power plant on acid deposition is insignificant.
Impact is insignificant
	


	3.2.3 Screening decision of the project ‘alone’


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

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

Strike out row (a) above and row (c) below, delete section 4 of the form and go to Section 5.



4
In combination assessment

4.1
Identifying possible in combination effects

	BLUE impact pathway from Table 3.2
and/or
Residual effect (from appropriate assessment in section 4)  
	Natura 2000 site feature(s) concerned
	Other plans/projects with effects that might interact with the effects of the project to render its effects significant (if any)

If none, put ‘N/A’
	Nature of the in-combination effect (if any)
	Is there likely to be any significant in-combination effect, in view of the site’s conservation objectives? 
Insert ‘YES’ or ‘NO’ or ‘DON’T KNOW’

	Air Quality – Toxic Contamination
	Dee Estuary SAC SPA Ramsar


	All new emissions from Urban Reserve (AssetCo) Limited
 have either screened out as insignificant and are well below the relevant thresholds and/or the impact shown to be insignificant.

Based on our available guidance for this sort of facility an in-combination assessment is not required. 

It should be noted that emissions from other regulated installations in the vicinity will already be included in background levels, used during the air quality impact modelling assessment.

The level of emissions from Conrad (Flint) Ltd is deemed insignificant, due to the nature and operational activity of the site.


	
	No

	Air Quality – Toxic Contamination
	River Dee & Bala Lake SAC  
	All new emissions from Urban Reserve (AssetCo) Limited
 have either screened out as insignificant and are well below the relevant thresholds and/or the impact shown to be insignificant.

Based on our available guidance for this sort of facility an in-combination assessment is not required. 

It should be noted that emissions from other regulated installations in the vicinity will already be included in background levels, used during the air quality impact modelling assessment.

The level of emissions from Conrad (Flint) Ltd is deemed insignificant, due to the nature and operational activity of the site

	
	No

	Air Quality – Toxic Contamination
	Deeside and Buckely Newt SAC
	All new emissions from Urban Reserve (AssetCo) Limited
 have either screened out as insignificant and are well below the relevant thresholds and/or the impact shown to be insignificant.

Based on our available guidance for this sort of facility an in-combination assessment is not required. 

It should be noted that emissions from other regulated installations in the vicinity will already be included in background levels, used during the air quality impact modelling assessment.

The level of emissions from Conrad (Flint) Ltd is deemed insignificant, due to the nature and operational activity of the site
	
	No

	
	
	
	
	

	(a) If the right hand column is ‘NO’ for all rows
	The project, when considered in combination with other plans and projects, is either not likely to have a significant effect on, or will not adversely affect the integrity of any Natura 2000 site.


	(b) If any rows in the right hand column are ‘YES’ or ‘DON’T KNOW’

	The project is likely to have a significant effect in combination with other plans or projects.



5.
Conclusion
	HRA is not required because the whole of the project is directly connected with or necessary to the management of one or more Natura 2000/Ramsar sites, for the purposes of conserving the habitats or species for which the site(s) is/are designated, and the project is not likely to have a significant effect on any other Natura 2000/Ramsar sites.

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


	

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

(As documented in section 2.3 of this form)


	

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


	

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

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

	X

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

	

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

Approval for the project cannot be given unless either:

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

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

	

	Signed:

Name:

Position:
Date:




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

Delete any rows that do not apply.

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

	2
	
	

	3
	
	

	4
	
	

	5
	
	


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

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

(*strike out as applicable)

Additional comments (if any):

Signed:

Name: 
Position:
Date:




Form





Record of a Habitats Regulations Assessment of a project 











www.naturalresources.wales








Page 1 of 21

