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	Record of Assessment of Likely Significant Effect On A European Site (SAC)

	Part A: The Proposal

	1. Brief description of 

project:
	P/2012/0385 RELAXATION OF CONDITION NO. 2 OF PLANNING PERMISSION CODE NO P/2011/0746 TO ALLOW THE PORTACABIN TO BE USED BY MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC, AFONEITHA PLAYING FIELDS, AFONEITHA ROAD, PENYCAE, WREXHAM LL14 2NG

	2. SAC reference no:
	UK0030173

	3. National Grid reference:
	328919 345218

	4. European site name(s) and status:
	Johnstown Newt Sites

	5. List of Listed European interest features: 

P.N/ These qualifying features will change if this test is used for another SAC site 
	SAC Features:

Annex 2 species that are a primary reason for selection

Great crested newt (Triturus cristatus) EU Species

An assemblage of the five widespread amphibians

Common frog

Common toad

Palmate newt

Great crested newt



	6. Is the proposal directly connected with or necessary to the management of the site for nature conservation?
	

	7. Are there other projects or plans that together with the project or plan being assessed could affect the site (provide details)
	

	Part B: Assessment Criteria

8. Describe the individual elements of the project (either alone or in combination with other plans or projects) likely to give rise to impacts on the European Site.

9. Describe any likely direct, indirect or secondary impacts of the project (either alone or in combination with other plans or projects) likely to give rise to impacts on the European Site by virtue of size & scale; land take; distance from the European site and key features; resource requirements; emissions; excavation requirements; transportation requirements; duration of construction, operation, decommissioning; and/or other). 

10. Describe any likely changes to the site arising as a result of reduction of habitat area; disturbance to key species; habitat or species fragmentation; reduction in species density; change in key indicators of conservation value; and climate change )

11. Describe any likely impacts on the European Site as a whole in terms of interference with key relationships that define the structure of the site; and/or interference with key relationships that define the function of the site.

· Provide indicators of significance as a result of the identification of effects set out above in terms of loss; fragmentation; disruption; disturbance and/or any change to the elements of the site.
12. Describe from the above those elements of the project or plan, or combination of elements, where the above impacts are likely to be significant or where the scale or magnitude of impacts is not known.




	Part C: Assessment of Significance of Effects

	13. Describe how the project or plan (alone or in combination) is likely to affect the European site.

14. Explain whether these effects are considered to be significant


	15. List of agencies consulted (contact name and telephone/e-mail address)
· CCW assessing officer

	16. Response to consultation


	Part D: Overall Conclusions

	

	IF THE ANSWER IS ‘YES’, THE PROPOSAL IS LIKELY TO HAVE A SIGNIFICANT EFFECT, AN APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT WILL BE REQUIRED.

	Name of Assessing Officer: 


	Name of Supervising Officer: 



	Job Title: Ecology/Biodiversity Officer
	Job Title: Chief Planning Officer

	Signed:
	Date:
	Signed:
	Date:

	Manager (only applicable for Biodiversity Officer):


	Signed:
	Date:

	Sources of Data

· Map info

· CCW records

	Level of Assessment Completed

· ToLS

	Where can the results of the assessment be accessed and viewed

· Planning department


	Part E: Committee Decision

	17.  Record of Planning Committee decision of Test of Significance. 
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