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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-001433

	Date application received
	29/03/2017 (though not initially duly made)

	Applicant details
	Llanshay Farm Limited


	Activity proposed

	Proposed new Intensive Farming poultry site housing 110,000 broilers


	Relevant legislation 
	Environmental Permitting regulations 2016. Section 6.9A(1)(a)(i)


	Location
	Llanshay Farm, Llanshay Lane, Knighton, Powys, LD7 1LW.



	Application documents
	On DMS PAN-001433


	Environmental Statement
	N/A 



	Pre-application correspondence
	N/A		

	NRW team responsible for drafting this HRA report, and name of lead officer
	Permitting – Regulated industry team; Victoria Seller





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 No, go to row 2.3

	
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: 

River Clun SAC  UK0030250   9.79 km to North East

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

Go to section 3.2.2.



	
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 advice (as applicable)
	II
Potential impact pathway
For each row assign appropriate colour (as above) and give short explanation as required
	III
Avoidance measure
Briefly describe any measures included within the project at this point that will ensure that the potential effects are avoided, are not significant or are not likely to occur. If none, put ‘N/A’

	Name of Natura 2000 site:    River Wye SAC  UK0012642  


	Designated feature 1:

As detailed on the JNCC website (accessed 29/06/2017):
	Annex II species present as a qualifying feature, but not a primary reason for site selection
1029 Freshwater pearl mussel  Margaritifera margaritifera



	



As described in River Clun Conservation Objectives document published on Natural England Website (dated 30/06/2014 v2).
	



	



	



	Toxic contamination

	Nutrient enrichment

	Acidification

	Changes in salinity regime

	Changes in thermal regime

	Habitat loss

	Physical damage by IED/EPR Processes

	Smothering

	Turbidity

	Siltation

	Entrapment



	



This feature aquatic and is not sensitive to aerial ammonia deposition and / or nutrient nitrogen enrichment.  In addition, the nearest process contribution generated by the applicants dispersion modelling is 0.022 µg/m3 which is 2.2% of the lower critical level for ammonia of 1 µg/m3.  This is within NRW’s threshold of insignificance of 4% of the relevant critical level.  This point is location 5.76km nearer to the proposed installation than the River Clun SAC and therefore concentrations of ammonia in air at this habitat are likely to be negligible.





	
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.






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)
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’

	Airborne deposition – nutrient nitrogen enrichment.
	River Clun SAC  UK0030250   

	For Intensive Farming installations where the application was received before 31/03/2017, the NRW position is that in combination  effects are only taken into account if the process contribution exceeds 4% of the relevant CLe.  The process contribution at this habitat is likely to be neglible and the Designated Feature is not sensitive to nutrient nitrogen enrichment.  Therefore in combination is not required.

	N/A
	No

	

	
	
	
	

	
1. 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.


	
1. 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

Where the conclusion is in accordance with the protected sites advice, this section should be completed by the team or individual responsible for carrying out and recording the HRA. This will normally be the same as the team/individual responsible for determining the permission or otherwise approving the project, unless responsibility for preparing the HRA has been delegated to another team (e.g. EAT or one of the NRM teams).

Where the HRA has been subject to an escalation process, due to significant unresolved differences of view between the protected sites advisors and the team preparing the HRA, this section of the form should be completed by the relevant Leadership Manager (see sections 6.3/7.3 of OGN 200). Any additional documents or correspondence forming part of the escalation process should be appended to this form, or reported in section 7.

Select which of the following conclusions applies by placing an X the right hand column. Only ONE option can apply. Sign and date the bottom of the table.

	
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: [image: VS Sig]



Name: Victoria Seller



[bookmark: _GoBack]Position: Senior Permitting Officer – Regulated Industry, Natural Resources Wales.



Date:  29/06/2017





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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