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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-011090, EPR- KP3594VE

	Date application received
	22/03/2021

	Applicant details
	RL Waste Ltd 


	Activity proposed


	Mobile deployment, recoverying waste from the Building industry to be used for agricultural improvement and liming. 

Applicant has requested to deploy 275t/ha of bypass kiln dust. At a rate of 15 tons per hectare.  

Only a track seperates the spreading area and the SAC Halklyn Common/Mountain and Hollywell Grassland, the topography appears to slope towards the area and local intelligence indicates the area is wet. (formaly known as Racecourse Mire SSSI). 

Spreading will take place before seedbed preparation and the crops being grown are silage grass.

The material being spread is a solid, being spread at a low rate on fields that require the nutrients provided by the waste.  


	Relevant legislation 
	The Environmental Permitting Regulations 2016

	Location
	Farm location: SJ 16828 74039

Fields:

1 SJ 17170 73835

2 SJ 17010 73923

3 SJ 16876 73866

4 SJ 13867 73692

5 SJ 16679 73838

6 SJ 16463 73934

7 SJ 16422 74070

8 SJ 16167 74078

9 SJ 16764 74120

10 SJ 16932 74123

Storage:

SJ 16828 74039

	Application documents
	https://cyfoethnaturiolcymru.sharepoint.com/:u:/r/teams/Regulatory/Permitting/Mobile%20Plant/EPR-FB3302MM/PAN-013562/PAN-013562%20-%20Deployment%20Application%20containing%20LPD1%20Form%20and%20supporting%20informat.msg?csf=1&web=1


	Environmental Statement
	n/a

	Pre-application correspondence
	n/a

	NRW team responsible for drafting this HRA report, and name of lead officer
	 Ethan Banfield- Waste Permitting Officer


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?


	Halklyn Common/Mountain and Hollywell Grassland. 

An area of limestone topped with areas of calcareous grass land, along with crested newt habitat, areas of acidic purple moorland grass, 

 4.1 Conservation Objective for Feature 1:  Calaminarian grassland of the Violetalia calaminariae type   4.2 Conservation Objective for Feature 2: European dry heath 4.3 Conservation Objective for Feature 3: Semi-natural dry grassland and scrubland facies on calcareous substrates 4.4 Conservation Objective for Feature 4: Molinia meadows on calcareous peaty or clayey-silt-laden soils (Molinion caeruleae) 4.5 Conservation Objective for Feature 5: Great crested newt (Triturus cristatus)

https://naturalresources.wales/media/631265/SAC_UK0030163_Register_Entry001.pdf 

	3.2.2 Screening assessment

	
	Assessment of likelihood of significant effect

	
	I

Relevant conservation objectives


	II

Potential impact pathway


	

	MYNYDD HELYGAIN / HALKYN MOUNTAIN SPECIAL AREA OF CONSERVATION

	
	Conservation Objective for Features 1:  Calaminarian grassland of the Violetalia calaminariae type   


	Nutrient leeching of spread matieral into the SAC via the water table and over nutrition. 

Surface Runoff of waste into the SAC.- waste is being injected into the soil and so should not pose a runoff risk as long as CoGAP is followed. 

	

	
	2: Conservation Objective for Feature  European heath- Purple Moorland Grass


	Nutrient leeching of spread matieral into the SAC via the water table and over nutrition 

Surface Runoff of waste into the SAC.- waste is being injected into the soil and so should not pose a runoff risk as long as CoGAP is followed. 

	

	
	3: Conservation Objective for Feature- Semi-natural dry grassland and scrubland facies on calcareous substrates 


	Nutrient leeching of spread matieral into the SAC via the water table and over nutrition.

Surface Runoff of waste into the SAC.- waste is being injected into the soil and so should not pose a runoff risk as long as CoGAP is followed. 


	

	
	4: Conservation Objective for Feature- Molinia meadows on calcareous peaty or clayey-silt-laden soils (Molinion caeruleae) 


	Nutrient leeching of spread matieral into the SAC via the water table and over nutrition.

Surface Runoff of waste into the SAC.- waste is being injected into the soil and so should not pose a runoff risk as long as CoGAP is followed. 

	

	
	5: Conservation Objective for Feature- Great crested newt (Triturus cristatus)
	Nutrient leeching of spread matieral into the SAC via the water table and over nutrition.

Surface Runoff of waste into the SAC.- waste is being injected into the soil and so should not pose a runoff risk as long as CoGAP is followed. 

	


	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. 


4.
Appropriate assessment of the project when considered alone
.

4.1
Assessment of project as currently defined
	Natura 2000 site feature (from Table 3.2.2 – rows only)
	Impact pathway(s)

(from Table 3.2.2)
	Description of impacts


	Assessment in view of conservation objectives
	Can adverse effect on site integrity be ruled out? 

	

	Designated feature 
	
	
	
	


4.2
Assessment of the project taking into account mitigating measures, conditions or restrictions

	Natura 2000 Feature (from Table 4.1 – ‘NO’ rows only)
	Description of adverse effect(s)
	Can adverse effect(s) be mitigated? 
	Description of mitigation measures, and how they would be applied (e.g. contractual obligations, consent conditions)

	Can adverse effect on site integrity be ruled out? 

	
	N/A
	
	
	


4.3 
Concluding the appropriate assessment of the project alone

	(a) If the right hand column of Table 4.1 and Table 4.2 (if applicable) is ‘YES’ for all features 
	 Yes


	(b) If there are any ‘NO’s in the right hand column of Table 4.1 that have not  been resolved to ‘YES’ through mitigation measures identified in Table 4.2
	

	(c) Are there any residual effects of the project (net of any mitigation measures identified) which, though insignificant on their own, could be significant if considered in combination with the effects of other plans or projects?

	


5
In combination assessment

5.1
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)


	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? 


	(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.


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) 

	

	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

	

	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

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


*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

	Additional comments (if any):

Signed: 
Name: 
Position: 
Date:  
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� Highlighted text deleted in light of CEU ruling in case C-323/17 ‘People over Wind’.
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