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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)
	EPR-BL9941IC-V004

	Date application received
	Duly made – 07/2020

	Applicant details
	South Caernarfon Creameries Ltd


	Activity proposed


	South Caernarfon Creamery is an existing installation. This variation is to upgrade the effluent treatment plant (ETP) and increase the discharge from the effluent treatment plant from 700l to 1000l per day. It is not sought to change the maximum concentrations of parameters in the discharge, only total volume.



	Relevant legislation 
	Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2016

	Location
	 South Caernarfon Creamery, Rhyd-y-Gwystl, Pwlheli, Gwynedd, LL35 6SB. X:240508 Y:338942


	Application documents
	South Caernarfon Creamery DMS Folder


	Environmental Statement
	N/A

	Pre-application correspondence
	N/A




	NRW team responsible for drafting this HRA report, and name of lead officer
	Patrick Duffy – Permitting Officer Regulated Industry


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


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: 

SAC Pen Llyn a'r Sarnau / Lleyn Peninsula and the Sarnau - UK0013117 x 3 sites, approx. 3-4km away.
The potential for the project to affect the following Natura 2000 sites was also initially considered, but can be ruled out without further consideration:

Ramsar Site - Corsydd Môn a Llyn / Anglesey and Llyn Fens – RAM code - UK14005
SPA - Northern Cardigan Bay / Gogledd Bae Ceredigion – SPA code - UK9020327
SAC - Corsydd Llyn / Lleyn Fens - UK0030187 x 4 sites, approx. 8-9km away.

SAC - Corsydd Eifionydd / Eifionydd Fens - UK0030121, approx. 8.6km away.

SAC - Clogwyni Pen Llyn / Seacliffs of Lleyn - UK0030271 x 2, approx. 7.5-8km away.

The above sites have been ruled out due to no impact pathway from proposed variation. Screenshot below.[image: image3.jpg]





	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


	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.


	SAC Pen Llyn a'r Sarnau / Lleyn Peninsula and the Sarnau - UK0013117

	Atlantic salt meadows (Glauco-Puccinellietalia maritimae)
	COFNOD YN Y GOFRESTR O SAFLEOEDD EWROPEAIDD I GYMRU 

ENTRY IN THE REGISTER OF EUROPEAN SITES FOR WALES (Rheoliad / Regulation 11.2) 

ENW’R SAFLE: 

SITE NAME: Pen Lln a’r Sarnau / Lleyn Peninsula and the Sarnau 

MATH O SAFLE: Ardal Cadwraeth Arbennig (ACA) 

SITE TYPE: Special Area of Conservation (SAC)
	Indirect effects on habitats and species
There is an Impact Pathway in principle, but Significant Effects from the proposal when considered alone can be ruled out.

Given that this is a variation to an existing site the impact will be very limited given the distance to the SAC. The variation does not seek to change the maximum concentrations of parameters in the discharge, only total volume.
Therefore, we are satisfied that there will be no significant effects from the proposal when considered alone.
	

	Coastal lagoons
	
	
	

	Estuaries
	
	
	

	Large shallow inlets and bays
	
	
	

	Mudflats and sandflats not covered by seawater at low tide
	
	
	

	Reefs
	
	
	

	Glasswort and other annuals colonising mud and sand
	
	
	

	Subtidal sandbanks
	
	
	

	Sea caves
	
	
	

	Grey seal (Halichoerus grypus)
	
	
	

	Otter (Lutra lutra)
	
	
	

	Bottlenose dolphin (Tursiops truncates)
	
	
	


	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.
Strike out rows (b) and (c) below, delete sections 4 and 5 of the form and complete sections 6 and 7 (and section 8 if applicable).


	(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.


	(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. 
Strike out rows (a) and (b) above, and go to section 4 of the form. If there also are any BLUE rows, list them in Table 5.1 below (we’ll come back to them in the in-combination assessment)



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?

	Indirect effects on habitats and species

	SAC Pen Llyn a'r Sarnau / Lleyn Peninsula and the Sarnau
	N/A
	We have not identified any Plans or Projects that would act in-combination with this variation.
	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.
Strikeout option (b) below, delete section 5.2 and complete sections 6 and 7, and section 8 if applicable.


	(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.
Strikeout option (a) above and go to section 5.2 



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: P Duffy
Name: Patrick Duffy
Position: Permitting Officer – Regulated Industry
Date: 09/2020



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.

	Relevant section of the HRA report
	Dates of correspondence* and any meetings with protected sites advisor
	Description of how the comments from protected sites advisors have been taken into account

	6
	25/08/2021 

31/08/2021
	Request for assessment and conclusions to be reviewed. 

Form 2 provided 


Protected sites advisor response to an internal consultation on the Habitats Regulations Assessment of a project 
TO: 

Patrick Duffy 
FROM: 
Katrina Jenkinson, Senior Officer, Dwyfor and Meirionnydd Environment team 
SUBJECT:
Habitats Regulation Assessment of Pwllheli creamery EPR-BL9941IC-V004 
Thank you for consulting the Dwyfor and Meirionnydd Environment team on the above project and sending us a copy of the draft Form 1 HRA report dated 07/2020. Our comments are as follows:

Agree with findings and conclusions of the HRA. 
Signed: [image: image4.png]K Jenkinson




Date: 31/08/2021 

Form
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