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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’.

	1.3
	27 June 2019
	With marked up changes in light of ruling in CJEU case c-323/17 ‘People over Wind’. See Guidance here


Next review date:  April 2019
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)
	EPR/BV5386IX/V006


	Date application received
	30th June 2020


	Applicant details
	GS Yuasa Battery Manufacturing UK Limited


	Activity proposed


	GS Yuasa Battery Manufacturing UK Limited at Rassau Battery Manufacturing Site in Ebbw Vale manufactures valve regulated, sealed, lead acid batteries. The main raw materials used are lead and sulphuric acid. The site also manufactures lead oxide, an essential ingredient in the production of batteries. 

Several batch processes take place to produce the batteries, including melting of lead ingots to form the battery plates and pellets, production of lead oxide from lead pellets in rotary mills, production of lead paste for the manufacture of the battery plates, injection moulding of battery cases, and final charging of the batteries.

There is currently a total of 84 releases to air. There are two releases to sewer from the two on site effluent treatment plants and one release of uncontaminated surface water to Cwm Nant Melyn. Ambient monitoring for lead is undertaken around the site and at a local sensitive receptor. 
The operator has applied to vary their permit to incorporate a replacement lead oxide mill and associated equipment, as well as confirming approved facilities for solvent and resin storage and preparation, and additional (non-scheduled) component assembly activities. 

The operator proposes to install and include the following equipment at the site (associated with the new mill):

· New 24 tonne lead oxide mill, replacing some of the existing capacity;

· New 20 tonne capacity silo to serve the new mill;

· New conveyor systems to serve the new process.

· New cutting and brushing machine with additional local exhaust vent.

The operator also proposes the following facilities and activities which are not directly associated with the new mill:

-
Replacement accelerator, industrial methylated spirits (IMS) and methyl ethyl ketone (MEK) storage;

-
New drum rotator mixing process;

-
Assembly and testing of Lithium-ion battery modules (non-permitted);

-
Manufacture of energy storage containers; and

-
The site ADEPT unit (advanced multi-energy management and optimisation time-shifting platform) (non-permitted).
It is not expected that there would be any significant increase in throughput or raw materials use at the site due to the incorporation of the new mill and silo. The site currently has 4 mills (numbers 4-7). Mill 4 is a small (8 tonne capacity) mill which can only produce approximately 2 tonnes of lead oxide per day. Mills 5 and 6 are each 14 tonne capacity mills with a combined output of 14 tonnes of lead oxide per day. Mill 7 is a 24 tonne capacity mill, producing approximately 18 tonnes of lead oxide per day. In total, the site can currently produce approximately 34 tonnes of lead oxide per day. The new mill is a 24 tonne capacity mill, and will be run 24 hours a day, 5 days a week to meet current demand and to future proof the site’s lead oxide production capacity.

It is proposed that as soon as the new mill (Mill 8) is online that Mill 4 will be decommissioned and Mills 5 and 6 will become back-up systems. Mill 7 will continue to run as normal but the proposed working shifts are expected to change from 24 hours a day, 6 days a week to 24 hours a day, 5 days a week. The proposed operations will increase the site’s overall capacity to approximately 40 tonnes lead oxide per day. 

The two existing pellet cast furnaces currently operate for 312 hours per week to produce lead pellets to feed the existing mills. It is proposed that with the incorporation of the new mill and new working shifts, the running hours for the furnaces will reduce to a total of 240 hours per week. 

The site currently has 6 lead oxide silos, each with a total capacity of 20 tonnes. However, these are only filled to a maximum of 18 tonnes. Each mill also as a dedicated pellet silo with a capacity of 45 tonnes each. Three new conveyors will be fitted which will link into the existing pellet caster and storage system to feed the new mill, and a new 20 tonne lead oxide silo will be built for Mill 8. A new screw conveyor will transfer the lead oxide from the bucket elevator of the new mill to the new lead oxide silo. All new conveyor systems will be enclosed and will be similar to the existing conveyors, linking into the existing system as required. The lead oxide silo that currently received material from Mill 4 will also be decommissioned once the new mill is operational. 

An additional local exhaust ventilation emission point will be required from a new cutting and brushing machine. This and the emission point for new Mill 8 will be the only two new emission points in the permit.


	Relevant legislation 
	Environmental Permitting Regulations (EPR) 2016:

Schedule 1, Part 2, Chapter 2, Section 2.2: Non-ferrous metals – Part A(1)(a) Unless falling within Part A(2) of this Section, producing non-ferrous metals from ore, concentrates or secondary raw materials by metallurgical, chemical or electrolytic activities.
Schedule 1, Part 2, Chapter 2, Section 2.2: Non-ferrous metals – Part A(2)(a) Melting, including making alloys of, non-ferrous metals, including recovered products and operating of non-ferrous metal foundries where the plant has a melting capacity of more than 4 tonnes per day for lead or cadmium or 20 tonnes per day for all other metals, and – (i) no furnace (other than a vacuum furnace), bath or other holding vessel used in the plant for the melting has a design holding capacity of 5 or more tonnes.

Schedule 1, Part 2, Chapter 2, Section 2.2: Non-ferrous metals – Part B(a) Melting, including making alloys of, non-ferrous metals (other than tin or any alloy which in molten form contains 50 per cent or more by weight of tin), including recovered products (such as refining or foundry casting) in plant with a melting capacity of 4 tonnes or less per day for lead or cadmium or 20 tonnes or less per day for all other metals.
Schedule 1, Part 2, Chapter 4, Section 4.2: Inorganic chemicals – Part A(1)(a)(v) Producing inorganic chemicals such as – non-metals, metal oxides, metal carbonyls or other inorganic compounds (for example calcium carbide, silicon, silicon carbide, titanium dioxide).
Schedule 1, Part 2, Chapter 4, Section 4.2: Inorganic chemicals – Part A(1)(c ) Unless falling within any other Section, any manufacturing activity (other than the application of a glaze or vitreous enamel) involving the use of , or the use or recovery of, any compound of any of the following elements – (vi) lead; where the activity may result in the release into the air of any of those elements or compounds or the release into water of any substance listed in paragraph 7(1) of Part 1 of this Schedule.


	Location
	GS Yuasa Battery Manufacturing UK Limited, Rassau Battery Manufacturing Site, Unit 22, Rassau Industrial Estate, Ebbw Vale, Gwent, NP23 5SD
Grid reference: 315022, 212113

EPR permit boundary is that outlined in green below:
[image: image2.png]& GS Yuasa Battery Manufacturing X

< O @

P Geocortex Viewer for HTMLS x 4

Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru
Natural Resources Wales |Permitting

Projects =~ Home = DataSources  FindData  Drawing  Analysis
Mo+ - S b . m °
Pan ZoomIn  Zoom Out Initial View  Full Extent Previous Extent Bookmarks Identify
Layers
Filter Layer Filter
lter Layers. [x] Twyn
@ wpsiauonar Layers =1 _ y Bryn-march
+ (J OsData | {
- Permit Applications / 1
[
- | \
& Permit Application Point > |
& Permit Application Line > Rassau
Industrial
& Permit Application Polygon > Estate
- Permitting
+ ([ Licencing Permitting \
+ (O Monitoring
+ [ Species and Habitats
+ [ Flood Risk
+ [ Natural Resource Mananement M cd
2 layers | (S

& https://mapsinternal.cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk/Html5Viewer2101/index.htm|?Viewer=MyMapPermittingHTML5#

kg

@
Signout ¥ @

Tool Labels X

NP23 55D

.
=2 v
Print Export

Industrial
Estate Rassau

11:58

23/11/2020






	Application documents
	On the DMS here


	Environmental Statement
	N/A


	Pre-application correspondence
	N/A




	NRW team responsible for drafting this HRA report, and name of lead officer
	Llinos Owen, Senior Officer, Installations and RSR Permitting Team


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

	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


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


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: 
Usk Bat Sites SAC UK0014784 (approximately 2.41km away)
Cwm Clydach Woodlands SAC UK0030127 (approximately 5.61km away)
River Usk SAC UK0013007 (approximately 7.72km away)
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The potential for the project to affect the following Natura 2000 sites was also initially considered, but can be ruled out without further consideration:

N/A


	3.2.2 Screening assessment

The screening assessment should indicate the possible pathways through which the project may impact upon relevant Natura 2000 site features. Each designated feature (taken from the official Natural 2000 designation documents) should be recorded in the left hand column below. If more than one Natura 2000 site is identified from section 3.2.1, deal with each Natura 2000 site separately.
The assessment should be made in view of the conservation objectives for the Natura 2000 site(s) concerned, as set out in either the current NRW Core Management Plan for a terrestrial Natura 2000 site, or in NRW’s extant advice issued under Regulation 35 (or 37) of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (or 2017) for a marine Natura 2000 site. 
Colour coding should be used in the ‘impact pathway’ column II as follows:

There is no impact pathway from the proposal to the designated feature
There is an impact pathway in principle, but significant effects from the proposal when considered alone can be ruled out

There is an impact pathway and significant effects cannot be ruled out
Examples of types of impact pathways that may be relevant:

· Direct capture, damage or harm to a designated species feature

· Damage to a designated habitat feature (including through direct physical impact, pollution, changes in thermal regime, hydrodynamics, light, etc.)

· Damage to the habitat of designated species features (including through direct physical impact, pollution, changes in thermal regime, hydrodynamics, light, etc.)

· Damage to a designated habitat feature via removal of, or other detrimental impact on, typical species

· Removal of prey species of a designated species feature

· Damage to habitat of prey species

· Indirect effects on habitats and species
Note that several impact pathways may be relevant to the same designated feature


	
	Assessment of likelihood of significant effect

	
	I

Relevant conservation objectives


	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.


	Usk Bat Sites SAC UK0014784

	Annex II species that are a primary reason for selection of this site
EU Species Code 1303 Lesser Horseshoe Bat Rhinolophus hipposideros


	All conservation objectives are contained within the following document:

Core Management Plan (Including Conservation Objectives) for Mynydd Llangatwg (Mynydd Llangattock) Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI), Siambre Ddu SSSI, Buckland Coach House and Ice House SSSI and Foxwood SSSI, which together comprise Usk Bat Sites Special Area of Conservation (SAC) 28th March 2008 David Mitchell 


	Toxic contamination
Only pollutant is lead, for which there is no assessment criteria
Nutrient enrichment

Acidification
No impact pathway – only pollutant is lead
Habitat loss

Physical damage by industrial processes
No impact pathway as SAC is over 2km away from installation site

Smothering

No impact pathway – particulate matter not an emission. See above for Nutrient enrichment and Acidification
Disturbance (noise)
No impact pathway as SAC is over 2km from the installation site and changes made as part of this variation are not expected to significantly increase noise levels from the site
	

	Annex I habitats present as a qualifying feature, but not a primary reason for selection of this site 
EU Habitat Code 7130, corresponding to the following National Vegetation Classification (NVC) types: M3, M17, M19 and M20 Blanket Bog

	
	Toxic contamination
As above
Nutrient enrichment

Acidification

As above
Changes in thermal regime
No impact pathway as variation does not include addition of or changes to any water discharge activities.

Habitat loss

Physical damage by industrial processes
As above

Smothering
As above
	

	Annex I habitats present as a qualifying feature, but not a primary reason for selection of this site 
EU Habitat Code 9180, corresponding to the NVC types W8 and W9 Tilio-Acerion forests of slopes, screens and ravines

	
	Toxic contamination
As above
Nutrient enrichment

Acidification
As above
Habitat loss

Physical damage by industrial processes
As above

Smothering
As above
	

	Annex I habitats present as a qualifying feature, but not a primary reason for selection of this site 
EU Habitat Code 8210, Natural inland rock exposures corresponding to the NVC type OV38, grading into calcareous grassland Calcareous rocky slopes with chasmophytic vegetation

	
	Toxic contamination
As above
Nutrient enrichment

Acidification
As above
Habitat loss

Physical damage by industrial processes
As above

Smothering
As above
	

	Annex I habitats present as a qualifying feature, but not a primary reason for selection of this site 
EU Habitat Code 8310, Defined in terms of the variety of bat species that hibernate in the caves Caves not open to the public
	
	Habitat loss

Physical damage by industrial processes
As above
	

	Annex I habitats present as a qualifying feature, but not a primary reason for selection of this site 
EU Habitat Code 7120, Degraded raised bog corresponding to the following NVC types: M2, M15 and M17 Degraded raised bogs still capable of natural regeneration
	
	Toxic contamination
As above
Nutrient enrichment

Acidification

As above
Changes in thermal regime
As above
Habitat loss

Physical damage by industrial processes
As above

Smothering
As above
	

	Annex I habitats present as a qualifying feature, but not a primary reason for selection of this site 
EU Habitat Code 4030, Dry heath corresponding to the following NVC types: H8, H12 and H18 European dry heaths
	
	Toxic contamination
As above
Nutrient enrichment

Acidification
As above
Habitat loss

Physical damage by industrial processes
As above

Smothering
As above
	

	Cwm Clydach Woodlands SAC UK0030127 

	Annex I habitats that are a primary reason for selection of this site
EU Habitat Code 9130, Consists of semi-natural woodland, corresponding to NVC type W12 Asperulo – Fagetum beech forests

	All conservation objectives are contained within the following document:

Core Management Plan (Including Conservation Objectives) for Cwm Clydach SSSI, Incorporating Cwm Clydach Woodlands SAC 10th March 2008 David Mitchell


	Toxic contamination
Only pollutant is lead, for which there is no assessment criteria
Nutrient enrichment

Acidification
No impact pathway – only pollutant is lead
Habitat loss

Physical damage by industrial processes
No impact pathway as SAC is over 5km away from installation site

Smothering
No impact pathway – particulate matter not an emission. See above for Nutrient enrichment and Acidification
	

	Annex I habitats that are a primary reason for selection of this site
EU Habitat Code 9120, Consists of semi-natural woodland, corresponding to NVC type W15 Atlantic acidophilous beech forests with Ilex and sometimes also Taxus in the shrublayer (Quercion robori-petraeae or Ilici-Fagenion)

	
	Toxic contamination
As above
Nutrient enrichment

Acidification
As above
Habitat loss

Physical damage by industrial processes
As above

Smothering
As above
	

	River Usk SAC UK0013007

	Annex II species that are a primary reason for selection of this site
Sea lamprey Petromyzon marinus


	All conservation objectives are contained within the following document:

Core Management Plan Including Conservation Objectives for River Usk SAC 7th March 2008 David Mitchell


	Toxic contamination
Only pollutant is lead, for which there is no assessment criteria
Nutrient enrichment

Acidification

No impact pathway – only pollutant is lead
Changes in salinity regime

Changes in thermal regime
No impact pathway as variation does not include addition of or changes to any water discharge activities

Habitat loss

Physical damage by industrial processes
No impact pathway as SAC is over 7km away from installation site

Turbidity

Siltation
No impact pathway as variation does not include addition of or changes to any direct water discharge activities

Entrapment
No impact pathway as variation does not include addition of any water abstraction activities
	

	Annex II species that are a primary reason for selection of this site
Brook lamprey Lampetra planeri


	
	Toxic contamination
As above
Nutrient enrichment

Acidification

As above
Changes in salinity regime

Changes in thermal regime
As above
Habitat loss

Physical damage by industrial processes
As above

Smothering

No impact pathway – particulate matter not an emission. See above for Nutrient enrichment and Acidification
Turbidity

Siltation
As above

Entrapment
As above
	

	Annex II species that are a primary reason for selection of this site
River lamprey Lampetra fluviatilis


	
	Toxic contamination
As above
Nutrient enrichment

Acidification

As above
Changes in salinity regime

Changes in thermal regime
As above
Habitat loss

Physical damage by industrial processes
As above

Turbidity

Siltation

As above

Entrapment
As above
	

	Annex II species that are a primary reason for selection of this site
Twaite shad Alosa fallax


	
	Toxic contamination

As above

Nutrient enrichment

Acidification

As above
Changes in salinity regime

Changes in thermal regime
As above
Habitat loss

Physical damage by industrial processes
As above

Turbidity

Siltation

As above
Entrapment
As above
	

	Annex II species that are a primary reason for selection of this site
Atlantic salmon Salmo salar


	
	Toxic contamination
As above
Nutrient enrichment

Acidification

As above

Changes in salinity regime

Changes in thermal regime
As above
Habitat loss

Physical damage by industrial processes
As above

Turbidity

Siltation

As above

Entrapment
As above
	

	Annex II species that are a primary reason for selection of this site
Bullhead Cottus gobio


	
	Toxic contamination

As above
Nutrient enrichment
Acidification
As above
Changes in salinity regime

Changes in thermal regime
As above
Habitat loss

Physical damage by industrial processes
As above

Smothering
As above
Turbidity

Siltation

As above

Entrapment
As above
	

	Annex II species that are a primary reason for selection of this site
European otter Lutra lutra


	
	Toxic contamination
As above
Nutrient enrichment

Acidification

As above
Changes in salinity regime

Changes in thermal regime
As above
Habitat loss

Physical damage by industrial processes
As above

Entrapment

As above

Disturbance (noise)
No impact pathway as SAC is over 7km from the installation site and changes made as part of this variation are not expected to significantly increase noise levels from the site
	

	Annex II species present as a qualifying feature, but not a primary reason for selection of this site
Allis shad Alosa alosa

	
	Toxic contamination
As above
Nutrient enrichment

Acidification

As above
Changes in salinity regime

Changes in thermal regime
As above
Habitat loss

Physical damage by industrial processes
As above

Turbidity

Siltation

As above

Entrapment
As above
	

	Annex I habitats present as a qualifying feature, but not a primary reason for selection of this site 
Water courses of plain to montane with the Ranunculion fluitantis and Callitricho-Batrachion vegetation

	
	Toxic contamination
As above
Nutrient enrichment

Acidification

As above
Changes in salinity regime

Changes in thermal regime
As above
Habitat loss

Physical damage by industrial processes
As above

Turbidity

Siltation
As above
	


	3.2.3 Screening decision of the project ‘alone’


	(a) If ALL rows in column II of Table 3.2.2 are GREEN
	The project is not likely to have a significant effect on any Natura 2000 site, because there is no impact pathway from the project to any Natura 2000 features, and no further consideration under the Habitats Directive/Regulations is required in order to determine the application.


	(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.



	(c) If ANY rows in Column II of Table 3.2.2 are RED

	The project is likely have a significant effect on one or more Natura 2000 sites and therefore an appropriate assessment is required. 



6.
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: Llinos Owen
Name: Llinos Owen
Position: Senior Officer (Installations and RSR Permitting)
Date: 16th March 2021



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:
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