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1.1

Introduction and Context

Introduction

111

1.2

The Habitats Regulations require that Rother District Council ensure
that no significant harm comes to any protected international wildlife
site. Therefore, when preparing development plans for the District,
Rother District Council (as the relevant competent authority) is required
to undertake a ‘Habitat Regulations Assessment’ (HRA). The HRA
comprises between one and four stages and this report represents
Stage 1 — ‘Screening’.

Protected Sites Covered by the Habitats Requlations

1.2.1

1.3

The following types of site are protected by the Habitat Regulations:

1 Special Areas of Conservation - These are sites designation for
flora, fauna and habitats of international interest. They are
commonly referred to as SACs.

1 Special Protection Areas - These are sites designated to
conserve the habitats of protected wild birds. They are
commonly referred to as SPAs.

1 Ramsar Sites - These are sites designated as wetlands of global
importance.

The HRA Process

13.1

1.3.2

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming

As part of the HRA process, options must be both ‘Screened’ and
‘Appropriately Assessed’.

The HRA methodology set out by the European Commission (2001)
identifies four key stages in the HRA process, as shown in Table 1.

part of the Development Plan for Rother
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Table 1: The four stages of HRA

Stage

Description

Stage 1 — Screening

The screening process identifies Natura 2000 sites in and
around the plan/strategy area, examines the conservation
objectives of the interest features and reviews the potential
effects of policies and proposals on these objectives to
determine if significant effects on the integrity of the sites
could occur.

If no effect likely — report no significant effect, but where
effects judged likely, or lack of information to prove otherwise,
proceed to Stage 2.

Stage 2 - Appropriate
Assessment

The appropriate assessment process considers the impact on
the integrity of the Natura 2000 site, either alone or in
combination with other projects or plans, with respect to the
sites structure and function and its conservation objectives.
Additionally, where there are adverse impacts, an assessment
of the potential mitigation of those impacts is required.

Stage 3 - Assessment
of alternative solutions

If it is not possible during the Stage 2 assessment to reduce
impacts to acceptable, non-significant levels by avoidance
and mitigation, Stage 3 of the HRA process must be
undertaken, which is to objectively assess whether alternative
solutions exist by which the objectives of the plan or project
can be achieved. Explicitly, this means alternative solutions
that do not have negative impacts on the conservation
objectives of the Natura 2000 site.

The Stage 3 assessment examines alternative ways of
achieving the objectives of the project or plan that avoid
adverse impacts on the integrity of the Natura 2000 site.

Stage 4 - Assessment
where no alternative
solutions exist and
where adverse impacts
remain

This is an assessment of compensatory measures where, in
the light of an assessment of imperative reasons of overriding
public interest (IROPI), it is deemed that the project or plan
should proceed.

1.3.3 A hierarchy of avoidance, mitigation and compensatory measures is
promoted by the Directive. First, the plan should aim to avoid any
negative impacts on European sites by identifying possible impacts
early on in the planning process, and writing the plan in order to avoid
such impacts. Second, mitigation measures should be applied during
the AA process to the point where no adverse impacts on the site(s)

remain.

1.3.4 If the plan is still likely to result in adverse effects, and no further
practicable mitigation is possible, then the plan is rejected. Under such
a worst-case scenario, the plan may have to undergo a Stage 3
assessment for alternative solutions. Under Stage 4 compensatory
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measures are required, but they are permitted only if (a) there are no
alternative solutions and (b) the plan is required for “imperative reasons
for overriding public interest” (the IROPI test).

1.3.5 This report addresses the first ‘Screening’ stage of the Habitat
Regulations Assessment of both:
1 Rother's Development and Site Allocations Plan (as set out in
Section 4), and;
1 The various Neighbourhood Plans within Rother District that
both currently exist and may potentially emerge in future (as set
out in Section 5).

1.3.6 More detail on the screening stage can be found in Section 7 of this
report.

2. Background to Legislation

2.1 EU and UK law

2.1.1 The need for Appropriate Assessment is set out within Article 6 of the
EC Habitats Directive 1992, and interpreted into British law by The
Conservation of Habitats and Species Reqgulations 2010. These
regulations are commonly referred to as the ‘Habitat Regulations’.

2.1.2 Under these Regulations, land use plans must be subject to
Appropriate Assessment if they are not directly connected to or
necessary to the management of the site and likely to have a significant
[adverse] effect on a Natura 2000 site (Special Areas of Conservation,
SACs and Special Protection Areas, SPASs). It is Government policy for
sites designated under the Convention on Wetlands of International
Importance (Ramsar sites) to be treated as having equivalent status to
Natura 2000 sites. As such, Appropriate Assessments also cover these
sites.

2.1.3 With reference to Table 1 above, Stages 1 and 2 relate to Article 6(3) of
the Habitats Directive; and Stages 3 and 4 to Article 6(4).

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
part of the Development Plan for Rother
Habitat Regulations Assessment (Screening) Report Page 9


http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/legislation/habitatsdirective/index_en.htm
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/legislation/habitatsdirective/index_en.htm
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2010/490/contents/made
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2010/490/contents/made

Habhitats Directive 1992
Article 6 (3) states that:

“Any plar or project rot directly connected with or necessary fo the management of the site
bt hikcely to have a significant effect thereon, gither individually or in combination with other
plans or prajects, shall be subject to appropriate assessment of itz implications for the site in
view af the site's cansarvation abjectives. ™

Conservation of Hahitats and Species Regulations 2010
The Eegulations state that:

“A competent authority, befare deciding to . give any consent for a plan ar praject whickh is
fkely to have a significant effect on a Burcpean site .. shall make an appropriate assessiment
af the implicaiions for the site in view of that sites conservetion abjectives.. The authorify
shall agree to the plan or project only after having ascertained that & will noi adversely affect
the integrity of the Buropean site”.

2.2  Terminology of HRA and AA

2.2.1 In recent years the term ‘Habitat Regulations Assessment’ (HRA) has
come into common currency to describe the entire assessment process
set out in the Regulations. An appropriate assessment (AA) is part of
the HRA process and it is required when a plan or project potentially
affects a Natura 2000 site. The terms are therefore used in that manner
in this report.

2.3 The Precautionary Approach

2.3.1 The Habitats Directive applies the ‘precautionary principle’ to protected
areas; plans and projects can only be permitted having ascertained that
there will be no adverse effect on the integrity of international sites or
European offshore marine sites. Therefore this assessment will be
undertaken in accordance with the precautionary approach. Plans and
projects may still be permitted if there are no alternatives to them and
there are Imperative Reasons of Overriding Public Interest (IROPI) as
to why they should go ahead. In such cases, compensation would be
necessary to ensure the overall integrity of the site network.

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
part of the Development Plan for Rother
Habitat Regulations Assessment (Screening) Report Page 10



2.3.2 The screening examines all European sites within the District boundary

3.

and within 15km of the District boundary. The 15 km buffer zone has
become best practice for -carrying out Habitat Regulations
Assessments. It was also applied during the Rother Core Strategy
screening in December 2007. Natural England has confirmed
agreement with this approach.

Identification and Characterisation of International Sites

Potentially Affected

3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

As visible on Map 1 below, there are a number of Natura 2000 and
Ramsar sites within, or potentially affecting, Rother District; namely:

1 Dungeness complex of existing international sites
0 Dungeness SAC,
o Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay SPA®
o Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay Ramsar site?
1 Pevensey Levels Area
0o Ramsar Site; and
o Special Area of Conservation®
1 Hastings Cliffs SAC

1 Ashdown Forest SAC

Neither the Hastings Cliffs nor the Ashdown Forest SAC are within the
boundary of Rother District. However, Hastings Cliffs SAC, which is
wholly within Hastings Borough, directly abuts Rother District sharing a
boundary for more than 1km.

Ashdown Forest SAC is further afield, but a tiny area of Rother District
(far western fringes of Ticehurst and Burwash Parishes) is within 15km
of the SAC (see Map 2).

Essentially Dungeness Special Area of Conservation (SAC) reflects the
shingle habitats and species; Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay
SPA reflects the international bird species and supporting habitats;

! Expanded in March 2016 so as to incorporate and replace the 'Dungeness to Pett Level

SPA'

% Recently implemented and upgraded from proposed Ramsar status
3 Recently implemented and upgraded from proposed SAC status ‘Pevensey Levels Site of

Community Importance (SCI)’

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
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while Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay Wetland of
International Importance under the Ramsar Convention - reflects
wetland habitats and associated species. Whilst there is significant
overlap between some of these sites, each designation supports its
own specific interest features that are considered as part of the
screening assessment. A summary of these is in Table 4 below. The
detailed Natura 2000 data forms for sites (as submitted to Europe) are
in Appendix 1.

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
part of the Development Plan for Rother
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Table 2: Key Interest Features of the International Sites

Site Key Interest Features

Dungeness | Annual vegetation of drift lines.

SAC - 1 Perennial vegetation of stony banks (i.e. coastal shingle vegetation) which covers some
1,600 ha including areas of intact parallel ridges with characteristic zonation of vegetation. It is
the most diverse and most extensive example of stable vegetated shingle in Europe.

1 Great crested newt Triturus cristatus.

Dungeness, | The site regularly supports more than 1% of the GB populations of 12 species listed in

Romney Annex | of the EC Birds Directive. The 12 species are Marsh harrier Circus aeruginosus,

Marsh Avocet Recurvirostra avosetta, Mediterranean gull Larus melanocephalus, Sandwich tern

and Rye Sterna sandvicensis, Common tern Sterna hirundo, Little tern Sterna albifrons, Bewick’'swan

Bay SPA Cygnus columbianus, Bittern Botaurus stellaris, Hen harrier Circus cyaneus, Golden plover
Pluvialis apricaria, Ruff Philomachus pugnax, Aquatic warbler Acrocephalus paludicola,
Shoveler Anas clypeata and Mute swan Cygnus olor.

9 The site regularly supports more than 1% of the biogeographical population of one regularly
occurring migratory species, namely Shoveler Anas clypeata.

9 The site regularly supports more than 20,000 water birds during the non-breeding season. In
the non-breeding season, the area is regularly used by 34,625 individual water birds (5 year
peak mean 2002/3 — 2006/7), including (but not limited to) Bewick’s swan Cygnus columbianus
bewickii, European white-fronted goose Anser albifrons albifrons, wigeon Anas penelope,
gadwall A. strepera, shoveler A. clypeata, pochard Aythya ferina, little grebe Tachybaptus
ruficollis, great crested grebe Podiceps cristatus, cormorant Phalacrocorax carbo, bittern
Botaurus stellaris, coot Fulica atra, golden plover Pluvialis apricaria, lapwing Vanellus
vanellus, sanderling Calidris alba, ruff Philomachus pugnax, whimbrel Numenius phaeopus
and common sandpiper Actitis hypoleucos.

Dungeness, | {In addition to supporting internationally important populations of birds, the site also qualifies

Romney for the following reasons:

Marsh 1 The site contains representative, rare, or unique examples of natural or near-natural wetland

and Rye types such as vegetated annual drift lines, perennial vegetated stony banks, natural shingle

Bay . wetlands, saline lagoons, freshwater pits and basin fens.

Ramsar site | { The site supports vulnerable, endangered, or critically endangered species or threatened
ecological communities associated with wetland habitats. These communities include rich and
diverse assemblages of bryophytes, vascular plants and invertebrates that are rare,
threatened or specially protected.

Pevensey 9 The site supports an outstanding assemblage of wetland plants and invertebrates including

Levels many British Red Data Book species.

Ramsar site |  The site supports 68% of vascular plant species in Great Britain that can be described as
aquatic. It is probably the best site in Britain for freshwater molluscs, one of the five best sites
for aquatic beetles Coleoptera and supports an outstanding assemblage of dragonflies
Odonata.

Pevensey 9 Submitted for SAC designation, based upon site supporting a wide spatial distribution and

Levels good population of the Little whorlpool ram's-horn snail Anisus vorticulus.

SAC

Hastings Vegetated sea cliffs of the Atlantic and Baltic Coasts, including woodland and scrub habitats

Cliffs that support an unusual ‘Atlantic’ bryophyte flora, in particular the liverwort Lophocolea

SAC fragrans at its only south-east England locality.

Ashdown Northern Atlantic wet heaths with Erica tetralix and European dry heaths

Forest SAC

Ashdown Forest contains one of the largest single continuous blocks of lowland heath in
south-east England, with the larger proportion being wet heath. The site supports important
assemblages of beetles, dragonflies, damselflies, butterflies and birds of European
importance.

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
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Map 1: Natura 2000 and Ramsar Sites affecting Rother District
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4. The Rother District Council 'Development and Site
Allocations Plan'

4.1  Rother District Council (RDC) is responsible for the 'Development and
Site Allocations Plan'. The Development and Site Allocations Plan
(DASA) will form Part Two of the Council's new Local Plan, and will
develop the spatial strategies and core policies set out in the 'Core
Strategy' (which represents Part One of the Local Plan).

4.2 The DASA will:

7 Review existing site allocations and development boundaries,
and by allocating specific areas of land for particular uses in line
with the development provisions of the Core Strategy.

1 Set out more detailed policies, where these are needed, to
provide guidance for the effective management of development
in relation to key issues, such as affordable housing.

4.3 Part 1 of the RDC Local Plan, the now adopted ‘Core Strategy’ has
already been subject to HRA. The HRA process as previously applied
to the Core Strategy is summarised within Section 8.

4.4 RDC, as the relevant competent authority, is now conducting this HRA
screening exercise for the DASA — Part Two of the Local Plan. The
screening exercise applies to both site specific and development
management policies.

5.  The Neighbourhood Plans within Rother District and
their Proposals

5.1  There are currently nine Neighbourhood Plans at various stages within
Rother District (Battle, Rye, Robertsbridge, Ticehurst, Sedlescombe
Fairlight, Crowhurst, Etchingham and Burwash). The decision to
undertake a Neighbourhood Plan rests with the local community
(generally a Town or Parish Council) so others could potentially
emerge.

5.2 RDC, as the relevant competent authority, is conducting this HRA
screening exercise as a composite that will apply to all Neighbourhood

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
part of the Development Plan for Rother
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6.1

6.2

Plans, including any that may subsequently emerge during the plan
period. This is on the basis that both the DASA and Neighbourhood
Plans are similarly required to be in general conformity with the Local
Plan Core Strategy.

Description of the Relevant Plans and Strategies to be
considered 6in Combinationo

In response to Article 6(3) of the Habitats Directive, the authority must
consider any effects ‘in combination’ with other plans and/or projects.
Therefore, it is necessary to review these plans and policies that may
also (in combination), have significant impacts on these designated
sites. Relevant regional plans have been identified and are detailed
below.

HW AONB Management Plan 2014-19. This Plan is the 3rd edition,
mid-term review of the AONB Management Plan 2004: A 20 year
strategy. It does not allocate land for development, but it is focused on
delivering the statutory purpose of AONB designation: conserving and
enhancing natural beauty. Considerations relating to wider
environmental issues, the rural economy and communities are dealt
with in the context of delivering this purpose. The Hastings Cliffs SAC,
Ashdown Forest SAC, Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay SPA
and Ramsar are all within the HW AONB. The HW AONB Management
Plan has been subject to its own HRA/AA screening process. The
result of screening shows most objectives are unrelated and therefore
not applicable or have no effect. Almost a quarter of the outcomes
highlighted compatibility concerns between the two sets of objectives.
The majority of these are potential concerns and many can be
reconciled by ensuring management regimes are compatible. 10% of
the objectives screened produced an ‘uncertain’ result. All of these
objectives related to climate or socio-economics, and it was unclear
how these would affect (positively or negatively) the conservation
objectives of the designated sites. Finally, 5% of the objectives
screened positively reinforced the objectives of the designated sites.
The screening results comment that the AA process is designed to
ensure that any options identified as having a significant detrimental
effect on European sites will be amended during the process of plan
formation.

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
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6.3  East Sussex, South Downs and Brighton & Hove: Waste and Minerals
Local Plan (adopted 19 February 2013) - sets out the strategic policy
decisions for waste and minerals in the Plan Area. A waste and
minerals sites document is being currently produced that uses the
policies set out in this Plan to identify the most suitable areas for waste
and minerals development.

6.4  Shepway District Core Strategy (2013) — approximately 8,000 dwellings
between 2006/7 and 2025/26 (400 per annum), with 20ha of new
industrial, warehousing and offices, and 35,000sq.m of retail. RDC’s is
currently working jointly with Shepway on a ‘Sustainable Access
Strategy’ to address the issue of recreational pressure on the
Dungeness complex of international sites, an outcome stemming from
the HRA process.

6.5 Ashford Borough Council’'s Core Strategy was adopted in July 2008.
Under Policy CS2, land for about 16,770 new dwellings and related
uses, and about 16,700 additional jobs plus contingency allowances of
about 10% and 40% respectively will be identified within the Ashford
Growth Area. In the rest of the Borough, subject to any amendments
made in the Tenterden & Rural Sites DPD, land for about 1,180 new
dwellings will be identified by 2021, alongside appropriately scaled
employment opportunities. The impact of development in Ashford
relates largely to the issue of recreational pressure on the Dungeness
complex of international sites, an outcome stemming from the HRA
process, which is being addressed by Rother DC’s and Shepway DCs
partnership working on the ‘Sustainable Access Strategy’.

6.6 The Hastings Borough Council Local Plan 2011 — 2028 identifies a
minimum 3,400 new homes by 2028 (including units completed since
2011). Policy DS2 promotes development of up to 70,000m2 of
employment floorspace between 2008 and 2028. This figure has
remained consistent during the evolution of the plan, including adopted
Core Strategy (February 2014) and adopted Development
Management Plan (September 2015). Therefore the implications of this
figure have already been screened out of Rother's HRA process at
Core Strategy stage. In addition, it is notable that a screening report
was undertaken in 2014 to support the Development Management
Plan. This screening report determined that the Plan policies, either in
isolation or in combination (including with other plans and policies)
were not likely to result in significant adverse effects on the European
sites, and as such, a more detailed Stage 2 HRA was not considered
necessary.

6.7 Wealden District Core Strategy Local Plan (adopted February 2013) —
At least 4,525 additional dwelling over the period 2010-2027, and
128,695 sg. metres net floor-space between 2006 and 2030. The

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
part of the Development Plan for Rother
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Issues, Options and Recommendations document for a new Local Plan
was published in October 2015.

6.8 Eastbourne Borough Core Strategy Local Plan (20 February 2013) -
5,022 new dwellings between 2006 and 2027 (222 per year until 2027).

6.9 Lewes District Local Plan, Part 1 Joint Core Strategy Proposed
Submission Document (January 2013) was examined in August 2015. -
The HRA for Lewes District Core Strategy screened out potential
effects on the Pevensey Levels Ramsar site and SAC.

6.10 Tunbridge Wells Borough Council — Site Allocations Plan HRA
(February 2013) concluded that “Given the commitment of Tunbridge
Wells Borough Council to contribute to monitoring of air pollution on the
SAC and SPA and to commit to contributions where any development
would interact with the SAMM, it is likely that the HRA of the Site
Allocations DPD will be able to conclude that no site-specific measures
are likely to be required for any individual site allocations within the
Borough.

6.11 East Sussex Local Transport Plan 3 (2011-26) - The local transport
authority’s vision, objectives and strategy reflect the objectives and
priorities outlined in the Sustainable Community Strategy for East
Sussex, ‘Pride of Place’ and the East Sussex Council Plan. It also
reflects the wider policy context in which LTP3 sits, including its role in
helping deliver infrastructure required to enable sustainable economic
growth through the Local Enterprise Partnership (LEP). A screening
exercise was conducted in March 2011 which led to the majority of
measures being screened out.

6.12 England Coast Path: Camber to Folkestone. Since 2012, Natural
England has been preparing proposals to improve public access along
a 49 km stretch of the south east coast between Camber, East Sussex
and Folkestone in Kent. Given the concerns highlighted via the Rother
& Shepway Core Strategies HRA processes regarding recreational
pressure on the Dungeness complex of international sites, it is also
relevant to consider this proposal ‘in combination’ Following screening,
Natural England concluded on the Likelihood of significant effects
(LSE) that: ‘As the project is unlikely to have significant effects (either
alone or in combination with other plans or projects) on any of the
Qualifying Features, no further assessment is required and
permission/authorisation/assent may be given.’

6.13 In summary, no significant adverse effects on European site’s that are
relevant to the Rother DASA or Rother Neighbourhood Plans have
been identified in relation to the HRA assessments for other Local Plan
documents for adjoining and nearby districts /boroughs.

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
part of the Development Plan for Rother
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7.  The Likely Significant Effect Testing (Screening) Stage

7.1 As outlined in section 1.3 above, there are four stages of HRA. The first
stage (and subject of this report) is a Likely Significant Effect (LSE) test
or ‘screening’ stage. This is essentially a high level risk assessment to
decide whether the full subsequent stage known as Appropriate
Assessment is required. The essential question is:
ols the Pl an, either alone or in combin
and plans, likely to result in a significant effect upon European sites?0

7.2 The objective is to ‘screen out’ those plans and projects (or site
allocations/policies) that can, without any detailed appraisal, be said to
be unlikely to result in significant adverse effects upon European sites,
usually because there is no mechanism or pathway for an adverse
interaction with European sites. In addition, European sites may be
screened out where there is no mechanism or pathway for an adverse
effect from any element of a plan or project.

7.3  The Screening:

1 Identifies European sites within and outside the Plan area that
may potentially be affected (see Section 3).
1 Identifies the characteristics of these European sites and their
conservation objectives (see Section 3)
1 Provides details of the Plans and their proposals (see Sections
4 and 5).Provides a screening to examine whether the
Development and Site Allocations Plan; or any of the
Neighbourhood Plans (alone or in combination with other
relevant plans or projects), are likely to have a significant
impact on any of the international designated nature
conservation sites, in view of their conservation objectives.
Identifies the potential effects on the European site; and
Assesses the significance of any effects on the European site.
If effects (in combination) are judged likely or uncertainty exits,
the precautionary principle applies and the assessment should
proceed to Stage 2: Appropriate Assessment (see Table 1 for
explanation of stages).

= =4

Who carried out the HRA Screening?

7.4  This HRA was carried out by Rother District Council. As a statutory
consultee, Natural England provided initial comments on 03/11/15.
Natural England and the Environment Agency also provided comments
on the revised version (on 08/08/16 and 17/07/16 respectively). All NE
and EA comments are included in Appendix 7.
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8. Relationship to other Habitat Regulations Assessments,
including those previously undertaken in support of the
Rother District Local Plan 2011-28

8.01 An additional consideration factor for all Neighbourhood Plans, and
Local Planning Documents that will form part of the Development Plan
for Rother is the extent to which they have already been subject to
HRA (as part of the Core Strategy) to the extent that they can be
considered to have already been ‘screened out’.

8.02 Summary explanation of the HRA tasks/documents that have been
completed for the District prior to Core Strategy adoption in 2014 are
as follows:

8.1 Rother DC incorporating Natural England comments ‘RDC Local
Development Framework Core Strategy AA Screening Report’ (Dec 2007)

8.1.1 This report was the first stage of the Habitats Regulations Assessment
of the Rother Core Strategy Development Plan Document, to meet the
requirement of the Habitats Directive. It was prepared by Rother
District Council, as the relevant competent authority.

8.1.2 The outcome of the assessment was that the following potential
impacts were identified, triggering the requirement to proceed to the
next stage of Appropriate Assessment:

Dungeness SAC:
o Potential for impacts from housing provision and associated
infrastructure on water quality and quantity that could affect the
integrity of the site.
o Potential for i mpacts on species that
boundary.
o Potential for increased recreational pressure and disturbance that
could affect the integrity of the site.
O Potential for changes in pollution levels from increased traffic levels
related to housing provision and associated infrastructure.

Dungeness to Pett Level SPA* and proposed Ramsar Site®:
o Potential for impacts from housing provision and associated

* Now incorporated within the Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay SPA

®> Now confirmed as of March 2016
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infrastructure on water quality and quantity that could affect the
integrity of the site.

o Potential for i mpacts on species
boundary.

o Potential for increased recreational pressure and disturbance that
could affect the integrity of the site.

o Potential for changes in pollution levels from increased traffic levels
related to housing provision and associated infrastructure.

Pevensey Levels Ramsar Sitez:

o Potential for impacts from housing provision and associated
infrastructure on water quality and quantity that could affect the
integrity of the site

o Potential for changes in pollution levels from increased traffic levels
related to housing provision and associated infrastructure.

Hastings Cliffs SAC:
o Potential for increased recreational pressure and disturbance that
could affect the integrity of the site.

8.2 URS / Scott Wilson ‘Rother and Shepway Core Strategies ‘Habitat
Regulations Assessment (Dungeness SAC; Dungeness to Pett Level SPA
and SPA extension®; and Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay proposed
Ramsar site’)’ (Final Report July 2011) and (Final report following Publication
Stage consultation January 2012)

8.2.1 The report(s) conducted a further screening exercise of the emerging
Rother Core Strategy, with draft Core Strategy policies having been
made available by this time. It concluded that a total of seven policies
could not be immediately screened out as being unlikely to lead to
significant effects:

OSS1: Overall Spatial Development Strategy;
BX3: Development Strategy (Bexhill);

RY1: Policy Framework for Rye and Rye Harbour;
BAL: Spatial Strategy for Battle;

CO3: Improving Sports and Recreation Provision;

EMP2: Business Land and Premises; and

=A =4 =4 4 -4 A -4

EMP6: Tourism Activities and Facilities.

® Now incorporated within the Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay SPA
" Now confirmed as of March 2016
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8.2.2

The potential impacts and effects of these policies were evaluated
against the European sites on a topic by topic basis, as follows:

Disturbance

8.2.3

=A =4 -4 =

8.2.4

8.2.5

8.2.6

The HRA noted that visitor pressure was one of the issues that could
theoretically have an impact upon these interest features either by
trampling of shingle vegetation or by disturbance of SPA birds,
particularly at:

Dungeness RSPB Reserve;

Dungeness Point and National Nature Reserve outside the RSPB Reserve;
Camber Sands & the Broomhill frontage; and

Rye Harbour Local Nature Reserve.

A potential disturbance route from activities at the Port of Rye was also
noted, and it could not be concluded that adverse effects would not
result without further safeguards. The HRA recommended that text to
be included within the Core Strategy in this regard; and also that
individual proposals be subject of their own HRA.

The HRA noted that the RSPB reserve at Dungeness was already well
aware of the problem and this has led them to declaring a visitor cap of
40,000 per annum. More recent clarification (in December 2015) has
been sought with RSPB regarding this point. In the event of
approaching the 40,000 figure they would consider ways of managing
visitors, which may include a review of things like wardening, trail
locations, additional screening, etc. However, the RSPB confirm that
current visitors to the Dungeness Reserve number about 28,000 per
annum (as counted through the visitor centre on a daily basis) so there
is considerable leeway before the need to apply such measures.

A calculation was presented demonstrating that the probable increase
in visitors to the Dungeness sites as a result of the projected population
increases in Rother is expected to be about 4%. The HRA also stated

f5.4.7: What is clear is that visitors to the Dungeness sites come from a large area
covering not only Shepway and Rother but also the surrounding districts and
elsewhere in the south-east. While there may be an increase of 10% or more in
visitors to the Dungeness Complex over the Core Strategy period, future
Shepway/Rother residents are likely to make a relatively modest contribution to the
overall increase in pressure (constituting approximately 10% of the additional visitors,
with the remaining 90% living further afield). However, recreational pressure arising
from new residents still contributes to overall pressure and must also be placed within
the context of other initiatives within the Core Strategies that may lead to an increase

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
part of the Development Plan for Rother
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in recreational pressure. As such, while there would be unlikely to be an adverse

effect from devel opment in Shepway and Rot her |
combinationd effect to which development in bot
day trippers, cyclists, dog walkers, bait diggers all have the potential to impact the

interest features. o

8.2.7 Three RDC Core Strategy policies (RY1l, CO3, EMP6) promoting

tourism were highlighted, leading to the comment 5.4.11 As such, the
overall increase in potential tourist visits over the Core Strategy period will also be a
function of the two Core Strategieso.

8.2.8 Overall, regarding ‘disturbance’ the report noted f6.4.12 It is considered that
the contributions to future recreational pressure from Rother/Shepway residents is
likely to be sufficiently small that a restrictive development control policy applied to
the two districts would be ineffective in actually managing the vast majority
(potentially over 90%) of the future increase in visitors to Dungeness since most visits
will probably originate outside the two districts. Therefore a more generally applied
6sustainable access6 policy is required and th
recommendations sectioni

8.2.9 It also noted that the amount of new housing at Ashford could lead to
population increases beyond the predictions used in analysis and may
involve increased access to the northern parts of the Ramsar site close
to Ashford.

8.2.10 Also, quarrying of minerals activities may lead to disturbances,
although it was noted that the East Sussex Minerals and Waste Plan is
subject to its own HRA.

8.2.11 The HRA recommended that, owing to the potential recreational
disturbance, the Core Strategy should highlight the need for
sustainable use of the area benefitting both users and wildlife. This
would include a statement detailing how the policy commitments will be
achieved without an adverse effect on their conservation status and
integrity. This should include details of funding, implementation,
monitoring and details of remedial measures to be implemented if any
recreation management measures proved less effective than
anticipated. It recommended the first step would be updated surveys of
visitor usage and activity (which has now been completed in the form of
Phase 1 of the Sustainable Access Strategy).

8.2.12NE also indicated a role for Gl in deflecting visitors away from
European sites, highlighting a role for the Combe Valley Countryside
Park in this respect (formerly Pebsham CP).

8.2.13 The HRA noted that text and policy had been included in the Core
Strategy as a result of the recommendations and concluded that 6 Wi t h
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the recommendations incorporated, it is considered that the Rother and
Shepway Core Strategies would have sufficient safeguards in
policy/supporting text that they would be unlikely to lead to significant
effects on the Dungeness international sites through disturbance
i mpact so.

8.2.14 Rother District Council and Shepway District Council, in partnership
with NE and other environmental bodies, are currently undertaking a
‘Sustainable Access Strategy’ of the Natura 2000 area to address the
recommendations above. This was referenced in Rother’s adopted
Core Strategy (paragraph 10.21 and 17.42).

Water quality

8.2.151t was noted that Rye, Rye Harbour and Winchelsea are all served by
Sewage Treatment Works (STWSs) that discharge to the River Rother
or other watercourses that drain into the Natura 2000 area. The HRA
noted the level of development planned in the Rye, Rye Harbour area
and suggested it unlikely that such an increase would exceed the
headroom available at the necessary STWs.

8.2.16 The HRA additionally noted that commercial operations at Rye Harbour
pose a potential risk of water quality impacts. It recommended that the
Core Strategy clarify that any proposals for expansion of the Port give
full weight to the constraint posed by the international designations
surrounding the Port.

8.2.17 With these recommendations incorporated, the HRA considered that
the Rother Core Strategy would have sufficient safeguards in
policy/supporting text that they would be unlikely to lead to significant
effects on the Dungeness international sites through water quality
impacts. Core Strategy Policy RY1(vii) is now incorporated into the
adopted Core Strategy to satisfy this concern.

Water resources

8.2.18 There is no link between development in Rother and abstraction from
the Denge gravel aquifer underlying Dungeness. Since abstraction
from the gravels is already restricted by the EA, the issue was
screened out.

Air quality

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
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8.2.19 Following recommendations in the HRA addressing Rye Harbour/Port
of Rye, the Rother Core Strategy incorporated text into paragraphs
10.18 and Policy RY1. With the recommendations incorporated, the
HRA considered that the Rother and Shepway Core Strategies would
have sufficient safeguards in policy/supporting text that they would be
unlikely to lead to significant effects on the Dungeness international
sites through air quality impacts.

Coastal squeeze and inhibition of coastal processes

8.2.20 The HRA concluded that the development proposed through the
Rother Core Strategy would be unlikely to lead to significant effects on
the Dungeness international sites through coastal squeeze or
disruption of coastal processes.

Land outside European site boundaries

8.2.21 The HRA concluded that there is currently no indication that Core
Strategy development in Rother will lead to loss of important areas of
supporting habitat outside the pSPA or pRamsar site boundaries.
Rother only intends to deliver 350 new dwellings in the Rye/Rye
Harbour area over the Core Strategy period, most of which will be
centred on the ‘urban’ areas of Rye/Rye Harbour as infilling rather than
in the open countryside. As such, the risk of significant loss of
supporting habitat is sufficiently small that no special measures are
required.

8.3 URS / Scott Wilson ‘Rother DC Core Strategy ‘Habitat Requlations
Assessment — Likely Significant Effects (Hastings Cliffs SAC) Final Report’
June 2011.

8.3.1 Hastings Cliffs are one of the finest examples of vegetated soft rock
cliffs in the UK. The Hastings Cliffs SAC is part of Hastings Country
Park Nature Reserve. The Country Park, SAC, SSSI and an additional
area of farmland were consolidated under the designation of the Local
Nature Reserve in 2006. The Report notedthat6t he Reserve i s he
used for recreational activity (receiving an estimated 500,000 visits per
year®, of which a large proportion derive from tourists) and contains
many footpaths and trails. The JNCC citation for the SAC does note
th a tThe ASAC includes part of a country park where there are
pressures to manage visitors. 0 However, t hat comment
several years ago and since that time a carefully managed network of
footpaths, trails and viewing areas has been developed by Hastings

8 http://www.Inr.naturalengland.org.uk/Special/lnr/inr_details.asp?C=0&N=&ID=1189
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8.3.2

8.3.3

8.34

8.4

Council. These are actively managed by Hastings Council Ranger
service and an active group of v

The HRA commented that there are no indications that the Country
Park is at or close to visitor capacity or that any future increase in
visitors cannot be managed. In addition it was noted that recreational
activity in the Reserve (and SAC) is well-managed and there is
sufficient scope to control recreational access to the SAC. To enable
management of any increase in recreational visitors a detailed
framework and mechanism already exists to ensure that any necessary
access management can be delivered. Section 3.6.2 also outlined a
number of access management measures in place or in the pipeline.

As a consequence it was concluded that while Rother is likely to make
a contribution to visitors within the Country Park and SAC, it is
considered that impacts on this site can be screened out of the Rother
Core Strategy HRA, as they had been for Hastings itself.

In their comments on this screening report, Natural England raised
concerns over the evidence that Hastings Cliffs SAC can demonstrably
meet visitor demand (see Appendix 6). In light of this point, cross-
reference should be made to section 8.8 which details that Hastings
Borough Council HRA processes (noting that the Hastings Cliffs SAC is
entirely in Hastings). In 2014, Hastings BC undertook a screening
report to support the Development Management Plan. This screening
report determined that the Plan policies, either in isolation or_in
combination (including with other plans and policies) were not likely to
result in significant adverse effects on the European sites, and as such,
a more detailed Stage 2 HRA was not considered necessary. The
Rother development targets were well established in Submission Core
Strategy at that stage and it is these numbers upon which the DASA
and Neighbourhood Plan development targets will be based.
Therefore, it is considered that impacts on this site are ‘screened out’
of the Rother DASA & Neighbourhood Plans HRA, as they had been
for Hastings itself.

URS / Scott Wilson ‘Appropriate Assessment and Air Quality Local to

the Pevensey Levels Ramsar Site. A Report to Support the Appropriate

Assessment for Rother, Wealden, Hastings and Eastbourne Core Strateqgies’

(June 2009)
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8.4.1 The steps that were followed for undertaking this assessment with
regard to air quality issues were as follows:

1 Determine what proportion of the Ramsar site is within 200m of the
A259 and any minor roads that the authorities have reason to
believe are likely to experience a substantial increase in traffic as a
result of the planned development.

1 Interrogate the UK Air Pollution Information System (APIS) to
determine whether the current background NOx concentration is
beyond the critical level for the key habitats within the Ramsar site
(i.e. those habitats on which the invertebrates and birds rely and for
which the site was designated).

1 Estimate the relative increase in traffic generation along the A259
by the end of the plan period.

1 Use the percentage increase in traffic to determine the likely
increase in nitrogen deposition.

8.4.2 Following advice from Natural England it was determined that the
principal approach to ‘in combination’ assessment should be to not only
appraise the housing and commercial development to be delivered
under a single Core Strategy but for those to be delivered by the Core
Strategies for Eastbourne, Hastings, Rother and Wealden to be
considered ‘in combination’, as well as any increase in vehicles on the
A259 may also be expected to arise from the East Sussex Minerals &
Waste Development Framework.

8.4.3 Using this appraisal, the HRA concluded that it seems unlikely that the
additional housing to be delivered across the four districts will, even
when considered ‘in combination’ with each-other and the other
contributors to a predicted increase in vehicle movements on the A259
(such as the emerging East Sussex Waste & Minerals Development
Framework) result in exceedence of the critical level or critical load for
the Pevensey Levels Ramsar site, particularly when the increase
vehicle flows is considered within the context of current national
predictions that exhaust emissions are likely to improve over the plan
period. No measures to either avoid or mitigate effects will therefore be
required because the predicted increase in traffic is unlikely to cause
either NOx concentrations or rates of nitrogen deposition to exceed the
critical level or critical load.
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8.4.4 Natural England have been consulted on this report and commented
that they: ‘would concur with the conclusion that while there is likely to
be an increase in nitrogen deposition and NOx concentrations these
will still be below the Critical Levels applicable to Pevensey Levels and
therefore there is unlikely to be a significant effect on the Ramsar site
from the proposed levels of housing from these pollutants’.

8.5 Rother DC and Wealden DC ‘Wealden & Rother Core Strategies
Appropriate Assessment Hydrology Local to the Pevensey Levels’
(September 2010)

8.5.1 This HRA was produced for both Rother District Council and Wealden
District Council. It identified the key environmental conditions of
importance in sustaining the site integrity as
1 Unpolluted water;
| Low levels of nutrient enrichment (primarily from surface runoff

and hydrological pathways, but also from atmospheric

deposition);

Control of non-native species (e.g. pennywort and Crassula sp.);

Maintenance of appropriate hydrological regime; and

Control of recreational disturbance.

E

8.5.2 The steps that were followed for undertaking the assessment with
respect to hydrological impacts of development on the Pevensey
Levels Ramsar site included:

Discussions with the Environment Agency and Natural England

A review of the Pevensey Levels Catchment and the Water Level

Management Plan to determine how the Pevensey Levels

functions and how the hydrology of the site is managed,;

i A review of the current conditions of the Pevensey Levels Ramsar
Site;

1 Establishing whether future development within the hydrological
catchment area of the Pevensey Levels would significantly impact
on the conservation objectives of the site;

i A review of how the Pevensey Levels are managed in relation to
waste water treatment. This involves considering the discharge
consent and waste water capacity of the treatment works to
assess the effect of waste water on the Pevensey Levels; and

1 Identifying whether avoidance or mitigation would be required and

if necessary make appropriate recommendations.

= =4

8.5.2 The HRA considered Bexhill’s relationship to the Pevensey Levels. The
main focus of planned growth is by urban extensions principally to the
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north-east of the town, which are outside the hydrological catchment
area of the Pevensey Levels. It was recognised that this will be
supplemented over time by expansion onto greenfield sites to the north
and west of Bexhill. Only the latter would be in the catchment of the
Pevensey Levels. The precise scale and location of these will be
determined through preparation of the ‘Site Allocations and
Development Plan.

8.5.3 The HRA recommended that given the potential for significant effects
from increased surface water run-off on the Conservation Objectives of
the Pevensey Levels Ramsar Site it would be necessary for mitigation
measures to be incorporated by way of a specific policy into Site
Allocation DPDs to ensure that no adverse effects result. For the
regulation and remediation of increased surface water run-off /
pollutants and to mitigate the loss of natural drainage patterns it is
recommended that the relevant Plan include a policy which requires all
new development, that creates impermeable surfaces, within the
hydrological catchment area of the Pevensey Levels to incorporate
suitable sustainable drainage systems (SuDS). This was subsequently
achieved via Core Strategy Policy SRM2.

8.5.4 The HRA recommended further assessment and identified three
measures for the Core Strategies that will manage impacts of
development on the Pevensey Levels to an acceptable level:

0 A commitment to implement SuDS;

0 managing levels of development within the current consented
capacity of waste water treatment works (Relevant only to
Wealden DC); and

o implementing water efficiency measures.

8.5.5 For the Development and Site Allocations Plan, the HRA
recommended the following in terms of further assessment:
1. The identification of appropriate SuDS techniques to mitigate surface
water and water quality concerns;
2. Analysis of the results from the Review of Consents;
3. Analysis of Waste Water issues and Southern Water’s research,
should it be available, on a new location for a WwTW if necessary.
Impact on water resources and levels will be an important
consideration if it is necessary for flows are to be diverted (Relevant
only to Wealden DC);

8.5.6 These recommendations relate primarily to the defined hydrological
catchment of the Pevensey Levels, as visible in Appendix 3. Therefore
they only have implications for the following areas within Rother:
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T West Bexhill (St Stephens, Kewhurst, Collington, Sidley and St
Marks wards)

Normans Bay

Catsfield Parish (west part)

Battle Town area (north-west part)

Penhurst Parish

Ashburnham Parish

Brightling Parish (south part)

Dallington Parish (south part)

E N

8.6 URS on behalf of Rother District Council ‘Core Strategy Housing
Numbers Habitat Requlations Implications Analysis’ (July 2013)

8.6.1 Following publication of the HRA documents discussed in previous
sections (paragraphs 7.2 to 7.36), Rother DC was obliged to increase
its housing numbers. This occurred following commencement of the
Core Strategy Examination. As a consequence, URS was
commissioned to undertake an analysis of the revised housing
numbers to identify whether these involve any implications for the
conclusions of the studies previously undertaken into the effect of
housing in Rother District on European sites. This most recent HRA
report for Rother District Council also usefully summed up the previous
work.

8.6.2 Regarding the Dungeness complex of sites, it was noted that the main
mechanism that will ensure that no adverse effect on the Dungeness
complex will occur is a Sustainable Access Strategy to manage future
access around the Dungeness complex to a greater degree than is
currently the case.

8.6.3 Regarding the Pevensey Levels Ramsar site, the conclusion was
reached that there would be no adverse effect on its integrity as a
result of air quality impact associated with increased traffic flows.
Regarding hydrological impacts on the Pevensey Levels, URS
commented that ‘As the broad scale and location of development in the
catchment is not affected by the proposed increase in housing
numbers, and the provision of SuDS will be a future requirement, it is
understood that this component of the earlier AA remains valid’.

8.6.4 Regarding Hastings Cliffs SAC the conclusion was that there would be
no adverse effect on the SAC as a result of additional housing because
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there are no indications that the Country Park is at or close to visitor
capacity or that any future increase in visitors cannot be managed.

8.6.5 Following further assessment of all three areas, the July 2013 HRA
Report concluded that the change in housing numbers compared to the
submitted Core Strategy will not require the conclusions of the HRA
work undertaken to support the Core Strategy to be altered.

8.7 Relationship to Ashdown Forest HRA within Wealden District Council
area

8.7.1 The Ashdown Forest HRA is the only assessment discussed here in
Section 7 that was not undertaken in support of the Rother District
Core Strategy. Nonetheless, it is relevant to consider as part of this
HRA screening exercise for the DASA and Neighbourhood Plans for
the reasons set out below.

8.7.2 On 9™ July 2015, Wealden District Council were obliged to make a
change to the adopted Core Strategy Policy WCS12 and associated
text within the Core Strategy. After a legal challenge to the High Court
concerning the adopted Core Strategy, leave was granted to appeal a
7 kilometre Ashdown Forest Special Protection Area (SPA) mitigation
zone and associated mitigation requirements contained within Policy
WCS12 and associated text at the Court of Appeal. A Court Order was
made on 9™ July quashing parts of Policy WCS12 and associated text
within the Core Strategy.

8.7.3 In the absence of a specific policy, Wealden District Council has
produced guidance to assist applicants dealing with proposals that may
require mitigation. The Council will be developing a new policy
concerning the Ashdown Forest as part of the new Wealden Local
Plan. The °‘Ashdown Forest Special Protection Area — Habitat
Regulations Assessment Guidelines’ recommended that dased on the
evidence, applications for net additional dwellings within around 15
kilometres should be screened to determine whether either alone or in
combination development will have a likely significant effect taking into
account the evidence shown above.’

8.7.4 The extension of the Ashdown Forest buffer from 7km to 15km means
that areas within Rother are now incorporated within the 15km buffer
(see Map 2). However, these constitute only small slivers of Burwash
and Ticehurst Parishes — both of which are well within the countryside,
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far from existing development boundaries and would not constitute
suitable development allocation locations in line with the RDC Core
Strategy. Therefore, it is concluded that impacts on this site can be
screened out of the Rother Local Plan and any supporting
Neighbourhood Plans. Natural England have confirmed they concur
with this view.

Map 2: 15km and 7km Buffer Zone around Ashdown Forest SPA/SAC
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8.8 Relationship to Hastings Borough HRA / AA processes

8.8.1 The documents below assessed the likely impacts of development set
out in the Hastings Planning Strategy and Development Management
Plan on the integrity of the Hastings Cliffs Special Area of Conservation
(SAC) or the Pevensey Levels Ramsar site, both internationally
designated areas.

8.8.2 The first stage of the Hastings Appropriate Assessment process was
undertaken in May 2008:

1 Appropriate Assessment Consultation version
1 Appropriate Assessment: Figure 1
1 Appropriate Assessment: Fiqure 2

8.8.3 Following consultation with statutory organisations on this document,
further research was done to assess the 'in-combination’ impact on the
European Sites and site traffic impact for Ashdown Forest:

1 Appropriate Assessment (March 2010) main document including
Appendix 1

1 Appendix 3

1 Appendix 4

1 Supplementary Habitat Requlation Assessment for Ashdown
Forest (March 2012)

8.8.4 A screening report was undertaken in 2014 to support the Development
Management Plan. This screening report determined that the Plan
policies, either in isolation or in combination (including with other plans
and policies) were not likely to result in significant adverse effects on
the European sites, and as such, a more detailed Stage 2 HRA was not
considered necessary.

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
part of the Development Plan for Rother
Habitat Regulations Assessment (Screening) Report Page 33


http://www.hastings.gov.uk/environment_planning/planning/localplan/ldf_documents/appropriate_assess_consult/
http://www.hastings.gov.uk/environment_planning/planning/localplan/ldf_documents/appropriate_assessment_fig_1/
http://www.hastings.gov.uk/environment_planning/planning/localplan/ldf_documents/appropriate_assessment_fig_2/
http://www.hastings.gov.uk/environment_planning/planning/localplan/ldf_documents/appendix_1/
http://www.hastings.gov.uk/environment_planning/planning/localplan/ldf_documents/appendix_1/
http://www.hastings.gov.uk/environment_planning/planning/localplan/ldf_documents/appendix_2/
http://www.hastings.gov.uk/environment_planning/planning/localplan/ldf_documents/appendix_3/
http://www.hastings.gov.uk/environment_planning/planning/localplan/ldf_documents/habitat/
http://www.hastings.gov.uk/environment_planning/planning/localplan/ldf_documents/habitat/
http://www.hastings.gov.uk/content/environment_planning/planning/PDFs/ldf/habitats-screening-report

9. Updated Surveys, Monitoring and Assessment of Site
Condition and Status

9.1 Purpose, Role and Method of Updated Assessments

9.1.1 All the HRA/AA assessments covered in preceding sections are
considered to remain relevant to the current Local Plan process.
Nonetheless it is useful to cross-check the status and condition of the
internationally protected sites, and their associated key interest
features, up to the present day. There are several ways of achieving
this.

9.1.2 Section 9.2 analyses the SSSI condition surveys for this purpose.

9.1.3 Section 9.3 provides a further method of monitoring by examining the
extent to which the international sites may have been directly affected
by planning permissions on site,

9.1.4 Section 9.4 specifically looks at the Priority Habitats within the
international sites and the extent to which they exist elsewhere in the
District, as well as the extent to which they are protected and enhanced
through planning policies.

9.1.5 Section 9.5, supported by Appendix 7, assesses the status of ‘key
interest features’ of the international sites, based on available surveys
and evidence. The key interest features are key to the reasons for
designation and were set out in Table 2.

9.1.6 Section 10 relates specifically to the Pevensey Levels. It follows up the
future recommendations made for the DASA in the September 2010
Appropriate Assessment.

9.1.7 Section 11 relates specifically to the Dungeness complex. It outlines
the critical role of the Sustainable Access Strategy, itself an earlier
outcome of the HRA process, in particular how surveys and monitoring
of the Dungeness Natura 2000 complex are an integral component of
the project.
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9.2 SSSI Condition Surveys

9.2.1 All international sites assessed within this HRA stage 1 (Ramsar, SPA
and SAC) are also designated Sites of Special Scientific Interest
(SSSI). Therefore, the regular monitoring of SSSI status by Natural
England provides a ready method of assessing protected international
sites for HRA purposes.

9.2.2 Any deterioration in their condition may reasonably be taken as an
indicator that they have been subject to more recent negative impacts
and harm. This is turn may be interpreted as a ‘warning flag’ that the
consequences of planning policy (either via a single plan or as a
consequence of several plans acting cumulatively ‘in combination’)
have not been adequately assessed or mitigated by the various HRA
processes outlined above.

9.2.3 The caveat is that in some cases the extent of SSSI boundary extends
beyond the boundary of international sites. This is particularly the case
in the Dungeness complex and Ashdown Forest and in such cases it
should be borne in mind that the condition status of the SSSI does not
necessarily wholly reflect that of the protected international sites. This
is much less the case with Hastings Cliffs and at Pevensey Levels, the
Ramsar and SSSI boundaries replicate each other exactly.

9..2.4 As demonstrated in Appendix 5, the overwhelming majority of relevant
SSSI area is currently either ‘favourable’ or ‘recovering’ condition. This
is not grounds for complacency since, by definition, ‘recovering’ status
indicates that progress still needs to be made.

9.2.5 However, in view of the fact that the current condition status is so
overwhelmingly favourable or recovering, it has not been considered
necessary to undertake more detailed analysis of SSSI within
international sites vis-a-vis SSSI outside international sites.

9.2.6 It is also useful to compare the condition status to previous key
milestones in the Rother Local Plan/ LDF and HRA process. In 2006,
just after adoption of Rother’s last Local Plan, the condition of relevant
SSSI’'s was notably worse with just under 29% of the Pevensey Levels
SSSI being either ‘unfavourable — no change’, ‘unfavourable —
declining’ or ‘destroyed’; and more than 15% of the Dungeness,
Romney Marsh and Rye Bay SSSI having similar status. By 2009°, the

? (the time of the first Stage 2 Appropriate Appraisal for the Rother Core Strategy relating to

Air Qualitz at Pevensezz
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conditions had significantly improved, with the respective figures being
just under 4% and just over 6%. Today, as visible in Appendix 5, the
equivalent figures are just 0.5% and 0.27%. The fact that such tiny
proportions of the relevant SSSIs are currently classed as being in a
negative condition can be interpreted as reassurance of the validity of
the HRA process thus far.

9.3 Infringement of International Sites by Planning Permissions

9.3.1 A further cross-check is an assessment of infringements of
international sites by planning applications. Appendix 4 provides
confirming less than half of one per-cent of the international sites are
infringed by planning permissions. Supporting details of the
applications (also in Appendix 4) provided by Sussex Biodiversity
Record Centre indicated that there were three permissions or
relevance, none of which resulted in likely significant effects.

9.4  Assessment of Associated and Supporting Habitats

9.4.1 The international sites contain very significant areas of a range of BAP
priority habitats. Appendix 4 sets out the full list of priority habitats in
Rother, the international site they can be found within, their total
coverage and the areas that have been infringed by planning
applications (which for the habitats found in the international sites,
represents a very tiny proportion).

9.4.2 During consultation, Natural England raised a concern over the
provision of ‘Stepping stone’ habitats (i.e. priority habitats located
outside the boundaries of international sites but which may encourage
species connectivity and movement). This section 9.4 therefore
assesses this issue.

9.4.3 The Combe Valley Countryside Park (including Glyne Gap) has a
notable role in this respect. The Habitat Management Plan (HMP) for
the CVCP identified 30 habitats within the park, including the following
8 Priority BAP habitats. As also seen in Appendix 5, these habitats
closely reflect those present within the international sites.

Reedbed

Coastal and floodplain grazing marsh

Coastal vegetated shingle

Lowland fen

Maritime cliff and slope

Open water (including ditches, ponds and larger open water bodies)
Ancient woodland

E R ]
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1 Species rich grassland

9.4.4 In 2012, Rother District Council (on behalf of the Combe Valley
Countryside Park Management Board) oversaw a successful funding
bid to Natural England for funding, specifically to enhance and
increase Priority BAP habitats within the Combe Valley Countryside
Park. The spending of this monies has been overseen by ESCC. The
funding financed the production of the HMP later in 2012, as well as
sevela other projects including Glyne Gap Local Wildlife Site NVC
Survey, ditch management guidelines, hedge management guidelines,
Scrub management programme, Soft Cliff Invertebrate Survey,
Gorringe Stream site clearance and Freshfields Plantation
Management,

9.4.5 Although not necessarily directly related to these initiative, the extent of
BAP/Priority habitat in the CVCP has expanded significantly in the
most recent survey data as Maps 3a and 3b illustrate.

Maps 3a and 3b Extent of BAP/Priority Habitat in Combe Valley
Countryside Park

CVCP BAP /Priority Habitat — Pre 2015 extent (left) an

d 2016 extent (right)

9.4.6 Enhanced provision of habitats amd green infrastructure is also
enshrined in Core Strategy policy EN5 with further measures being
developed as part of the Development and Site Allocations DPD.
Collectively these should increase the viabilty of connecting habitats
beyond the boundaries of theinternational sites.

9.4.6 Further scope is offered by the development of a DASA policy
promoting multi-funtional SuDS techniques benefitting biodiversity and
habitat, such as ponds and wetlands. This is particularly relavant to
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the hydrologiical catchment of the Pevensey Levels as set out in the
proceeding Section 10.

9.4.8 The analysis in the above Section 9.4 arguably goes beyond the usual
parameters of HRA Stage 1 screening, by firstly examining
compenatory/ mitigation measures, and secondly the effects of
policies and proposals on areas outside the boundaries of the
international sites. As such section 9.4 would more typically more
often be seen as a contribution towards the latter ‘post-screening’
stages of HRA. Nonetheless, these matters are highlighted in this
stage 1 screening as evidence of the positive measures being
actioned within Rother District to enhance Priority Habitats beyond the
international sites boundaries. This should enhance the ecological
viability of the international sites themselves by improving connectivity
via ‘stepping stone’ habitats.

9.5 Monitoring of Key Interest Features

9.5.1 Earlier in this report Table 2 summarised the ‘Key Interest Features’ of
the Natura 2000 sites, derived from the detailed DEFRA Natura 2000
sites data forms in Appendix 1.

9.5.2 Given that these features are central to the purposes of designation,
monitoring of their on-going status is appropriate, as set out in
Appendix 6.

9.5.3 The monitoring does not appear to highligh major concerns. Bird
monitoring is based upon British Trust for Ornothology data relating to
the proportion of times a species was recorded in species lists over the
course of a calendar year. Overall species appear to be in reasonable
health, the majority stable in terms of sitings, although the complete
absence of Hen Harrier from the Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye
Bay SPA over the last 5 years is a concerns since it was listed as a
qualifying species.
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10. Updated Review of Hydrology Local to the Pevensey
Levels

10.1 Recommended Further Assessment Work from 2010 AA

10.1.1 As set out in Section 8.5, the Appropriate Assessment Hydrology Local
to the Pevensey Levels’ (September 2010) recommended the following
in terms of further assessment for the DASA:

1. The identification of appropriate SuDS techniques to
mitigate surface water and water quality concerns;

2. Analysis of the results from the Review of Consents;

3. Analysis of Waste Water issues and Southern Water’s
research, should it be available, on a new location for a
WwTW if necessary. Impact on water resources and
levels will be an important consideration if it is necessary
for flows are to be diverted (Relevant only to Wealden
DC);

These three matters are dealt with in turn below.

10.2 Appropriate SuDS Techniqgues for the Pevensey Levels Hydrological
Catchment

10.2.1In terms of the first matter identified for further assessment, the Core
Strategy has already adopted a policy (SRM2 iii) specifically in relation
to SuDs in the Pevensey Levels hydrological catchment, and the DASA
will contain more detailed area specific policies.

10.2.2 In order to identify appropriate SuDS techniques that mitigate surface
water and water quality concerns within the Pevensey Levels so as to
avoid deterioration of the internationally protected wetland habitats, it is
necessary to examine the evidence in more detail.

10.2.3The Pevensey Levels has a large hydrological catchment area

extending much beyond the Ramsar site boundary (see Appendix 2).
Three main river systems cut through the Pevensey Levels Ramsar
site conveying water from tributaries located in the upland areas to the
sea. These include:

1 The Western System

1 The Wallers Haven

1 The East Stream.
The latter two overlap with Rother District.
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10.2.4 As described in Section 8.5.1 of this report, the AA identified the key
environmental conditions of importance in sustaining the site integrity.
These included 'Unpolluted water' and 'Low levels of nutrient
enrichment (primarily from surface runoff and hydrological pathways,
but also from atmospheric deposition).

10.2.5 The 2010 AA noted that 'Additional new development and increased
populations located within the hydrological catchment area of the
Pevensey Levels have the potential to impose additional pressure on
the conservation status of the Pevensey Levels Ramsar site through:
Change in hydrological conditions; and Deterioration of water quality'.

10.2.6 In relation to the Pevensey Levels, hydrology is central in maintaining
specific designated species. Hydrology concerns the quantity, duration,
rates, frequency and other properties of water flow. The flora and fauna
in the Pevensey Levels are not only dependent on the overall
maintenance of water levels but also the velocity and volumes at which
water is received into the watercourses, which is critical to the success
of the ecosystem. The hydrology and consequently the Conservation
Objectives of the Pevensey Levels are therefore potentially affected by
a number of issues.

10.2.7 The 2010 AA identified that any increase in impermeable surfaces
within the hydrological catchment of the Pevensey Levels is potentially
problematic. The development of land involving the covering over of
natural geology with impermeable materials and structures can reduce
the amount of water being received and stored by the underlying
geology. As a result, and without mitigation, there is an increase in the
amount of overland flow, which means the amount of water being
received in a shorter period of time creates greater volumes and
velocities of water in the watercourses. Loss of vegetation in the
catchment area of the Pevensey Levels would exacerbate this effect.
The impact of development through the loss of permeability is
dependent on the type of underlying geology and the topography.
Existing hard surfaced areas and the current urban drainage systems
may also exacerbate the conveyance of water to the watercourses.
Increased overland flow may enter the Pevensey Levels watercourses
through drainage systems, which provide a direct route to
watercourses. Any development, which increases the impermeabilty of
land will increase surface water run-off. Development accommodated
in the Pevensey Levels catchment area is likely to lead to increased
run-off if unmitigated and has the potential to create a change in the
hydrology of the Pevensey levels and convey pollutants to its
watercourses and drainage network.

10.2.8The 2010 AA (paragraph 7.4) anticipated that development would
create an increase in impermeable surface, which would ultimately
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result in increased surface water run-off and increased pollutant loads.
In turn, this has the potential to significantly affect the hydrology, soll
and flora and fauna of the Pevensey Levels, and ultimately affect the
Conservation Objectives of the site.

10.2.9 Based on the precautionary principle it considered that any additional
surface water run off would have a likely significant effect on the
Pevensey Levels, with the main area of concern being the conveyance
of pollutants.

10.2.10 The 2010 AA therefore recommended SuDS policy to apply to
both greenfield and brownfield sites and to cover all new development
with any proposed hard surface. In other words any proposed
development that would lead to an increased rate and volume of
surface water run-off leaving a developed site. This would include a
proposed small-scale development such as a house extension as well
as large or major developments such as proposed housing or
commercial development). Both Natural England and the Environment
Agency considered this approach to be acceptable at the time.

10.2.11 Since the 2010 AA of the Hydrology of the Pevensey Levels, the
Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA) has been established and published
guidance relating to the design of drainage systems. Notably 'Water,
People, Places - A gquide for master-planning sustainable drainage into
developments' (WPP) has been published by the Lead Local Flood
Authorities of the South East of England for use by developers and
planners and other practitioners involved in the planning and design of
the built environment in the South East of England.

10.2.12 The WPP provides guidance on designing SuDS to deliver
benefits, including 'Water Treatment' and Biodiversity and Habitat', both
of which are pertinent to the issues that the 2010 AA highlighted in
relation the Pevensey Levels.

10.2.13 Regarding 'Water Treatment' WPP states 'Pollution typically
found in runoff including sediment, oils, metals, fertilizer, pesticides,
and rubbish can be harmful to watercourses and coastal waters. The
soils, gravels and vegetation present in many forms of SuDS act as
filters, removing many pollutants before returning cleansed water to the
natural environment. WPP also advises on techniques to prevent runoff
from reducing the quality of a receiving body of water. It notes that
'Different SuDS will provide different types of treatment, and a
6treat ment traind of SuDS (see <chapter
ensure water is exposed to a variety of filtration mechanisms and
attenuated to allow pollutants to settle out. For example, runoff can be
conveyed from permeable paving to a swale, before being treated in a
wetland and discharged to provide three stages of treatment. Any
water being discharged into a water body should be well treated to
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remove nutrients and sediments and a greater number of treatment
stages is likely to be required when the receiving body quality is high.'

10.2.14 Therefore, in order to minimise the conveyance of pollutants to
the Pevensey Levels, it is a recommendation of this HRA that the
DASA applies a policy to the Hydrological catchment of the Pevensey
Levels requiring a minimum of two types/stages of SuDS treatment.
This measure will address the possible effects of ‘unpolluted water’ and
‘nutrient enrichment’ from surface run-off and hydrological pathways.
This is in accordance with the ‘precautionary approach’, as outlined in
paragraph 2.3.1.

10.2.15 Regarding 'Biodiversity and Habitat' WPP states 'SuDS can be
designed to include a range of natural processes for managing and
filtering surface water runoff. The inclusion of plants, trees, and other
vegetation is often advantageous to slow and store water while
providing filtration. These can be designed to support local biodiversity
aims. SuDS treatment trains can be used to develop ecological
corridors at the same time. They can also incorporate a range of
vegetation species, ranging from wetland plantings to more common
garden varieties. SuDS should be designed to complement and
improve the ecology of the area, however consideration should be
given to the effects of both species selection and maintenance
requirements on the ability of existing habitats to continue functioning
effectively’. Elsewhere in WPP it notes that 'SuDS can include
vegetation and surface water that can contribute to biodiversity and
enhance ecology in developed areas. However, SuDS are primarily
water management features and their design should carefully consider
existing ecological conditions. Initial site surveys should identify areas
of interest, including designated areas for nature conservation, areas
with protected species and locally important habitats. SuDS should be
designed to protect or enhance these areas. While SuDS can include
areas of habitat, these should be well thought out in terms of long-term
maintenance to ensure that habitat is not harmed during maintenance
activities.'

10.2.17 It is notable that by providing biodiversity and habitat benefits,
SuDS has the potential to provide additional associated and supporting
'Stepping Stone' Priority BAP habitats (i.e. ponds, watercourses or
reedbeds) in accordance with the aims set out in preceding Section 9.4
of this report.

10.2.19 WPP contains a matrix to inform the selection of appropriate
SuDS for these benefits. The key sections that apply to the Pevensey
Levels hydrological catchment are set out in Table 3 below.
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10.2.18 The Pevensey Levels Biodiversity Opportunity Area (BOA)
provides further guidance on possible wetland habitat management,
restoration and creation. The BOA extends beyond the boundary of the
international sites into the surrounding hinterland, even extending into
the 'Broad locations' for development identified in the adopted RDC
Core Strategy so is a relevant reference in support of the DASA.
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Table 3: Proposed SuDS selection Matrix for Pevensey Levels Hydrological Catchment

Water
Treatment

Biodiversity and
Habitat

@O0
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Green Roof

Rainwater T . . a - Hardscape/

Wetland

Underground
Storage

O

O

O

likely benefit

unlikely benafit

benefit could be achiesed in
some cases with good design
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10.3 Analysis of Results from the Review of Consents

Stages of the Review of Consents Post 2010

10.3.1In accordance with the recommendations of the 2010 AA, it is
necessary to analyse results from the Review of Consents (see
paragraph 10.1.1). Further stages of the Review of Consents (RoC)
have now taken place since the 2010 AA and it is the role of this DASA
HRA Screening Report to assess the implications. In response to
requests for information pertaining to the RoC the EA have provided
the following:

1 Environment Agency Kent & East Sussex Area 'Habitats
Regulations (50) Review of Consents. Stage 3 - Appropriate
Assessment - Pevensey Levels Ramsar. March 2011.

1 Habitats Directive Pevensey Levels WQ RoC Stage 3B Appropriate
Assessment March 2016

10.3.2The Review of Consents assesses both the Water Quality (i.e.
Discharge) and Water Resources (i.e. abstraction) issues.

Water Quality Discharge Issue

10.3.3 Since 2010, all water discharge consents are referred to as
Environmental Permits. The implementation of the Habitats
Regulations 1994 established a requirement to review existing permits
to ensure that no Environment Agency permit results in an adverse
effect, directly or indirectly, either alone or in-combination, on the
integrity of Natura 2000 sites (including Special Protection Areas,
Special Areas of Conservation and Ramsar sites).

10.3.4 The first stage of the Pevensey Levels Review of Consents (RoC) in
the year 2000 identified 173 environmental permits which were
relevant, of these, 101 were found likely to have a significant effect in
Stage 2. These first two stages, which were undertaken in a
precautionary manner and in the absence of detailed guidance,
eliminated only the surface water, potable water supply and trade
dewatering environmental permits (as well as soak ways which were
located beyond the site boundary and discharging <5ma3/day).
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However, since the completion of these first two stages in 2001,
standard guidance was developed by the Environment Agency to
screen the remaining permits in a more robust way prior to the
Appropriate Assessment in a Stage ‘3A’

10.3.5The 101 permits remaining at the end of Stage 2 were reviewed in

Stage 3A (April 2011) as part of the Appropriate Assessment using the
criteria outlined in Table 4 below (taking account of any revocations
and modifications) which are based upon standard guidance.

Table 4: Screening criteria applied to permits remaining after the completion
of the first two stages of RoC as Stage 3A of this Appropriate Assessment.

Distance Categories Outcome for consents
Within site All discharges retained except intermittent discharges and
revoked permits
Within 3 km All discharges retained except intermittent discharges and
revoked permits
Within 10 km All sewage or trade discharges greater than 5 m°/d between 3
and 10 km from the site will be retained
Within 50 km Not applicable, the hydrological boundary of the site does not
extend beyond 10 km
Beyond 50 km Not applicable, the hydrological boundary of the site does not
extend beyond 50km

10.3.6 One-hundred and one Environmental Permits remained at the end of

the second stage of the Pevensey Levels Review of Consents, of
these, forty-seven were deemed unlikely to have a significant effect on
the site were therefore concluded as having no adverse effect on the
integrity of the site. Environmental Permits screened out during Stage
3A were concluded as having no adverse effect on site integrity due to
their effects being negligible and inconsequential. Had the detailed
guidance been available during the earlier initial Stage 1 and 2
analyses, a conclusion of no significant effect would have been drawn.

10.3.7The remaining fifty-four Environmental Permits were appropriately

assessed as part of stage 3 to ascertain whether or not they can be
shown not to have an adverse effect on the integrity of the site. Integrity
includes both (1) the structure (physical structure, species composition
of relevant biological communities and distribution of these
communities across the site) and (2) the function (ability of the site to
sustain its interest features) of the site. This assessment was
undertaken with specific reference to targets provided by Natural
England. Where permissions did not compromise the favourable
conditions targets in the conservation objectives, a conclusion of no
adverse effect on site integrity was drawn.

10.3.8 The outcome of the Appropriate Assessment of the Pevensey Levels

Ramsar for water quality at the conclusion of Stage 3 is summarised in
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Table 5 below. Detailed information regarding the individual
Environmental Permits may be found in Appendices B1.1 and B1.2 of
the Review of Consents Stage 3a.

Table 5: Conclusions of Stage 3a RoC Water quality Assessment

Environmental Permits Total Number of Permits

Total No. of Agency permissions assessed in 101
Stage 3
Can be shown to not be having an adverse 8
effect on the integrity of the site
Cannot be shown to not be having an 46

adverse effect on the integrity of the site
(alone or in combination)

Other* 47

*Other denote Environmental Permits which were revoked or found to not be significant at the
end of Stage 3A

10.3.9 Therefore, at the end of Stage 3a, forty-six discharges remained
requiring further assessment. In March 2016 a Stage 3b RoC was
published. The purpose of Stage 3b was explained by EA (May 2016)
as follows: 'Since the publication of the Stage 3 report, EA guidance
has been published to screen out WQ Permits that are considered not
to be at risk. Therefore an extension was completed to the original
Stage 3 outcomes. Stage 3b added a further STW to the list'® requiring
further assessment meaning there were 47 Discharge Consents where
‘no adverse effect on site integrity cannot be shown alone or in
combination’.

Table 6: Conclusions of Stage 3b for the Water Quality Function

Total Mo. of Mo adwerse | Mo adverse | No adverse Cthers
Agency effect on effect on effect on
DT S S00NS site integrity | site integrity | site integrty
Function .
assessed in can be cannot be cannot be
Stage 3b showm showin shiown in-
alone comibination
Water Cuality 47 i] b = v

*Denotes permissions which have been revoked or found not to be significant prior to commencing the Appropriate
Assessment, including 8 discharged or surrendered, 2 found not to enter the SAC and 22 screened out for being a
low risk of compliance.

10.3.10 Therefore, at the conclusion of stage 3b, six discharge consents
remained as being a risk to site integrity of the site (see Table 7).

191t was noticed that Windmill Hill STW (A01222) was missing from Stage 1, 2
and 3. Therefore it was added onto the list for Stage 3b.
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Regarding these, the EA commented (May 2016) that ‘6 permits will
continue into Stage 4. The outcomes of Stage 4 have not been
published yet but 4 Permits will be modified in AMP6 (Hooe STW,
Hailsham North STW, Hailsham South STW, & Windmill Hill STW), 1
permit will be affirmed (Lunsford Cross STW) and the last permit will be
mitigated through physical modifications of the channel (The Lamb Inn
STW). Natural England have agreed to the outcomes of Stage 4'.

Table 7: Six permits remaining at risk prior to Stage 4 RoC
W00382 | HOOES.T.W.

W00380 | LUNSFORD CROSS SEWAGE WORKS
AD1164 | HAILSHAM SOUTH WWTW

AD1166 | HAILSHAM NORTH STW

AD1222 Windmill Hill Herstmanceux

PO7064R | THE LAMB INN

10.3.11 Therefore, based on the most recent EA advice provided for this
report (May 2016), at the end of stage 4 there will be no permits
remaining where ‘no adverse effect on site integrity cannot be shown’.

Water Resources Abstraction Issue

10.3.12 Part B2 of Stage 3a assessed the Water Resources Abstraction
issue.
10.3.13 The Pevensey Levels catchment is home to a major public water

abstraction point at Hazards Green. It is here where South East Water
PLC abstracts water from the Wallers Haven, whilst also augmenting it
via a system of upstream boreholes. The upstream boreholes ensure
suitable water depths in the main channel. The Wallers Haven on the
eastern side of the Pevensey Levels is managed as a linear reservoir
for public water supply. Summer flows into the eastern system are
complicated by the major abstraction at Hazards Green. The
abstraction is dependent on water flow. Mitigation is designed to
reduce the effects of abstraction through the provision of compensation
flows provided by abstraction from upstream boreholes. However, in
dry years summer water levels fall to a point where the feeding of water
to the ditch system is not possible.

10.3.14 Management of water abstraction is essential as the
unsustainable abstraction of water, in relation to new development, has
the potential to cause ecological problems by reducing river flow and
river levels. This can have implications in relation to the geological
processes that occur within wetland systems thus affecting soils,
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habitats and can change species composition. Unsustainable
abstraction of water has the potential to cause ecological problems by
reducing river flow and river levels. This can lead to a concentration of
nutrients such as phosphate and nitrate, which can ultimately lead to
eutrophication and water quality issues.

10.3.15 In relation to water abstraction, the 2010 AA noted that 'The
Catchment Abstraction Management Strategy for The Cuckmere and
Pevensey Levels identifies the Pevensey
avail abled This means t hat ther e i s n

abstraction licences at low flows." In this context, the 2010 AA noted
that due to the sensitivity of the Pevensey Levels, the abstraction
licence issued to South East Water would not be extended and
therefore no additional water for the public water supply can be
abstracted above that currently permitted. The AA also noted that the
current abstraction licence would be subject to review under the
Review of Consents.

10.3.16 The Stage 3 Habitats Regulations Review of Consents, stated
its objective was to 'to determine whether licensed abstraction prevents
optimum management from taking place, rather than to define what the
optimum management is.’'

Wallers Haven system:

10.3.17 Assumed ‘outputs’ from the Wallers Haven system included
‘Abstraction for public water supply’ and 'Lowland Feeding'. The RoC
assumed that if water levels remained sufficiently high after these
demands had been met (notably in the problematic Summer months),
then there would be no water resource inhibition to optimum site
management.

10.3.18 However, the stage 3 model showed the conservation objectives
of the site were being compromised during dry years. Proposed
measures to improve the situation included repair of the Star Inn Gates
and targeting summer levels on the Wallers Haven earlier in the year.
The RoC demonstrated that if this strategy had been adopted in the dry
years then there would have been sufficient water within the system to
buffer and to meet the demands of licensed abstraction and
conservation. The analyses demonstrated that through a combination
of full licence compliance, asset maintenance and careful planning, the
conservation objectives of the Wallers Haven and it supported area
were achievable.
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The East Stream and its supported areas

10.3.19 The RoC’s analysis of geology showed that the licensed
abstraction in this area (Sweet Willow Wood) had no effect on the
inflow to the Ramsar site via the East Stream or via direct groundwater
interaction.

Conclusions of Stage 3 RoC regarding Abstraction

10.3.20 In its conclusions, the stage 3 RoC highlighted that the Water
Level Management Plan (WLMP) had already outlined a number of
recommendations that would allow proper management of the available
water within the system. These included survey/maintenance of the
feed sluices and the formulation of a decision making tool to facilitate
the operation of individual sluices so as to maximise the use (and not
waster) of available water resources more detail on the WLMP is in
section 10.5.6). The assessments showed that, if carefully maintained,
the system can be managed to secure the conservation objectives of
the designated site and that 'The water resource permissions in place
provide adequate legal control over abstraction operations to allow
this.'

10.3.21 At the end of Stage 3 of the Review of Consents, no water
abstraction licences remained where a risk of adverse effect of site
integrity remained. Eight EA permission assessments were assessed
in Stage 3, seven were shown to have no adverse effect on site
integrity (see Table 8 below) whilst one was revoked or found not to be
significant prior to commencing the Appropriate Assessment.
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Table 8: Seven Abstraction Licences shown to have No Adverse Effect
on Site Integrity at the end of RoC Stage 3

Consent
Number

Site Name

No adverse effect on site
integrity can be shown

No adverse effect on site
integrity cannot be shown

Alone

In-combination

Alone

In-combination

Water Resources Permissions

10/41/120302

PWS Surface
Water at
Hazards

Green

10/41/121002

PWS
Groundwater
at Hazards
Green

20/41/121302

PWS
Groundwater
at Sweet
Willow Wood

10/41/122001

Augmentation
at Wallers
Haven

10/41/130403

Spray
Irrigation at
Marland
Sewer

10/41/130405

Spray
Irrigation on
Drockmill Hill

Gut

10/41/130406

Spray
Irrigation on
Honeycrock

Stream

10.3.22

Therefore, the current water abstraction licences can be shown

not to have an adverse effect on the integrity of the site, through the
EAs own Appropriate Assessment process. Consequently the issue
can also be screened out of this RDC DASA HRA

10.3.23

Nonetheless, given the likelihood of continued water pressures

in the area (a water stress area), water efficiency measures remain a
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priority, as set out in the later section on ‘Future Management of Water
Supply.’

10.4 Waste Water Treatment Works (WWTWSs)

10.4.1 Returning again to paragraph 10.1.1, the Appropriate Assessment
Hydrology Local to the Pevensey Levels’ (September 2010) made a
third recommendation for further assessment for the DASA: 6 Anal ysi s
of Waste Water i ssues and Southern Wat
available, on a new location for a WwTW if necessary. Impact on water
resources and levels will be an important consideration if it is
necessary for flows are to be diverted
The 2010 AA indicated that WWTW were overwhelmingly located
within Wealden District.

10.4.2 As part of this screening report, RDC has sought assurances from the
EA that this remains a matter of relevance to Wealden District only, to
which the EA replied ‘Hailsham North and South Sewage Treatment
Wor ks ( STWO s ), Windindl i STSVT aid Rushlake Green
STW are all within the Wealden District Council district area and have
environment al | mprovements planned in A:

10.4.3In February 2016 Southern Water have also confirmed their
understanding that none of the WTWs within Rother District discharge
to or impact the Pevensey Levels. In addition, Southern Water made
the following comments in dialogue with RDC (Feb 2016)

iSout hern Water operates its WTWs in edccordance
and enforced by the Environment Agency. The permits set the maximum volume of

treated wastewater that the company is permitted to recycle to the environment (in

terms of Dry Weather Flow, DWF). They also define the standards of treatment that

must be met in order to protect water quality objectives.

If the future release of treated wastewater at a WTW is anticipated to exceed the
maximum allowed by the environmental permit (as a result of new development),
Southern Water could apply to the Environment Agency for a new or amended
permit. This would increase the volumetric permit headroom above that which is
currently available. The Environment Agency would normally permit increased flows
provided the treatment standards are tightened so that the total load to the
environment is not increased. This is in line w
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AiFundamentally wastewater treat ment capacity i

development even if investment requirements are significant. Southern Water has a
statutory obligation to find solutions and provide infrastructure to serve new
development. The planning period for Rother's adopted Core Strategy runs to 2028
and there are repeated opportunities through the water industry's five yearly price
review process to investigate and implement solutions. Possible options where
conventional technology could not achieve the required standards include:

a) Reducing infiltration into the sewerage system

b) Reducing consumption of water by existing and future residents

c) Transfer flow to an alternative discharge location (where the environmental
capacity of the receiving water is sufficient to accommodate the discharge)

d) Treat wastewater to a higher standard using non-conventional technology.

The implementation of one or a combination of these options would mitigate the
impact of increased volumes of wastewater arising from new development and
population growth, so that it would not have an unacceptable adverse effect on water
quality objectives and the integrity of protected sites such as SPAs, SACs and
SSSlIs. o

10.5 Management of Hydrology of the Pevensey Levels — Other Relevant
Reports

10.5.1In addition to the Review of Consents, there are a number of other
reports and strategies with relevant implications for this issue, as set
out below.

The Rother Di strict Counci l 6l nfras

10.5.2 1t is useful to consider the implications of possible future reductions in
abstraction licence consents within the Pevensey Levels hydrological
catchment.

10.5.3 The ‘Infrastructure Delivery Plan’ (IDP) Schedule indirectly addresses
the issue under ‘Utilities’ as set out in Table 9, setting out that in order
60t o meet wat er s ugspflwater strise sutplisad frons
RZ8 from 2024 could be transferred through RZ7 and RZ3 through a
strategic ma i Ale ouwpotnwoudde e ia oStraiegic main
connection through which Water could be transferred across different
areas to meet shortfalls, enabling South East Water to meet their
regulatory requirement to provide water.

10.5.4 With reference to Map 4, Resource Zone 3 which wholly comprises the
Pevensey Levels, is a recognised area of water stress that would
benefit from a delivery of surpluses from RZ8 in Kent.
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Table 9: Exert from Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) relating to Water Supply

Service & Output Justificatio | Lead Cost Funding Development in | Timefra | Scheme Impor | Risk Alternatives
Issue n Body Local Plan me Status tance | to and/or
which depends | delivery to deliv | Mitigations
on output of Strat | ery of
output egy outpu
t
m To meet Water could | Meet South East | £22.8m Not known — further Development in all Long Conceptual Desira | Mediu Promote water
water supply be regulatory Water work required areas would benefit | Term ble m conservation
q) shortfalls in transferred requirement to but is not and support
" | areas of across provide water dependent. water efficiency
» =mm | water stress, | different initiatives
| surpluses areas to through
<J=d | from RZ8 meet planning policy.
from 2024 shortfalls.
3 could be Strategic
transferred main
through RZ7 connection
and RZ3
through a
strategic
mains
connection.
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Map 4: Resource Zones (RZs) within the South East Watero6s Supply
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SouthEast WdatereResowrces Management Plan 2015-2 0 4 0 6

10.5.4 SE Water produce a Water Resources Management Plan
(WRMP) every five years to set out how water supplies will be secured.
The 2015-2040 WRMP was published in June 2015 following approval
from DEFRA. The WRMP schemes proposed over the next five years
ensure sufficient supplies until 2023, after this point a series of larger
schemes are required to ensure a reliable water supply, as set out in
the WRMP. The WRMP was also subject to HRA which covered the
Pevensey Levels Ramsar and cSAC.

Environment Agency &outh East River Basin District - River Basin
Management Pl ané (December 2015)

10.5.5 The EAs ‘South East River Basin District - River Basin
Management Plan’ identified priority issues in the Cuckmere and
Pevensey Levels catchment including diffuse pollution, physical
obstructions to fish passage and non-native invasive species. It
included aims and measures to address these. The Cuckmere and
Pevensey Levels catchment partnership is jointly led by Sussex Wildlife
Trust and South East Rivers Trust. It is supported by over 20
organisations and individuals from across the catchment.

Implementation of the EA Water Level Management Plan (WMP) Objectives

10.5.6 Though not specifically cited in the 2010 AA conclusions,
implementation of the Water Level Management Plan (WLMP)
objectives also seem to have a critical bearing on the integrity of the
Pevensey Levels Natura 2000 sites. The WLMP is produced by the EA
and provides a means of determining the required water levels and
identifies the water level management actions needed to bring the site
to favourable condition. In considering the ecological requirements of
key species on the Pevensey Levels the Environment Agency identified
the water level management objectives shown in Table 10.
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Table 10: Water Level targets for Pevensey Levels Conservation Interest
Features

Objective Details

1 | Maintain water jevels in Main River | Maintain and enhance dich habitat for which the site is

and DB watercourse at 0.3m below | designated by maintaining water level at 0.3 m below

mean field level throughout the yaar meaan field level throughout the year and avoiding

significant fluctuations in this level.

2 | For the rest of the site, maintain water | This moy be applicable, for eéxampie, 10 those

leveis 0.3m below mean fleld lavel | landowners in Environmental Stewardship “bird options®

throughout the year as a minimum which requires wetter conditions.

3 | Restore winter fiooding 10 the siteé Splash fiooding of field surfaces for the benefts of

breeding/over wintering waders, wildfowl, and wetiand

plants (nciuding grassiand communites) between

sutumn and spring. Achieved locally on individual basis

as parts of Environmental Stewardship

}1 Restore the functioning of the ditch Enccurage landowners to undertake regular clearance
System of ditches to limit scrub encroachment and provide

optimum conditions for designatad spacies

10.5.7 In 2010, when the previous AA had been undertaken it had been
envisaged the above objectives will be achieved by the operation of
main feed sluices, which provide water to about 60% of the site.
However, these measures were not yet in place at that time.

10.5.8 In March 2016, as part of the process of conducting this DASA HRA
Screening assessment, there was further dialogue (February 2016)
regarding measures to adequately manage the system. the EA
confirmed dhe Water Level Management Plan has been implemented
on the Pevensey Levelsandtheobject i ves have been met

10.6 Water Efficiency Measures in the DASA

10.6.1 1t is recognised that the unsustainable abstraction of water has the
potential to cause ecological problems and water quality issues.

10.6.2 Due to concerns about the impact of water abstraction the Environment
Agency position at the time of the 2010 AA was that, in the Southern
Region, as a minimum requirement, homes built before 2016 should
achieve internal water use of 105 litres/head/day (as required by Code
for Sustainable Homes (CSH) level 3). Where a local authority (or
developer) wishes to aim for lower water use this will be supported.

10.6.3 As set out in 10.4.3, in recent dialogue (February 2016), Southern
Water commented that 'Reducing consumption of water by existing and
future residents' would be an option to mitigate the impact of increased
volumes of wastewater arising from new development and population
growth, so that it would not have an unacceptable adverse effect on
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water quality objectives and the integrity of protected sites such as
SPAs, SACs and SSSiIs.”

10.6.4 The emerging Development & Site Allocations DPD is proposing a
District-wide higher standard for water efficiency in light of the area
being a ‘water stress area’. The proposed policy for 6 Pr o maViatern g
efficiency/ Tackl isiikgly t&Wapropmse th&tal eews 6
dwellings are required to be designed to achieve water consumption of
no more than 110 litres per person per day.

10.6.5 Whilst this does not go as far as the EA position at the time of the 2010
AA (who requested 105 litres/head/day), it should be noted that 105
was the former Code for Sustainable Homes level 5/6 figure. Currently
the optional Building Regulations standard is 110, as opposed to the
standard design target of 125. Therefore Rother DC’s application of the
higher optional standard is the most that can be achieved at this point
in time.

10.6.6This measure, combined with the application of the SuDS policies
outlined in 10.2 above, will help ensure there is no significant impact on
the Pevensey Levels international sites as a result of development
levels proposed in the RDC Development and Site Allocations DPD.
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11. Dungeness Complex: Role of Sustainable Access
Strategy

11.1 As highlighted in earlier sections 8.2 and 8.6, the requirement for a
Sustainable Access Strategy was an earlier outcome of HRA
supporting the supporting Core Strategies of Rother District Council
and Shepway District Council.

11.2 Updated Surveys, Monitoring and Assessment of Site Condition and
Status of international sites are implicit in the very purpose of the
Sustainable Access Strategy.

11.3 In terms of assessing the impacts of recreational pressure, the
Sustainable Access Strategy will be used to ensure that any increased
tourism and recreation (resulting from the plan policies of either
Shepway District Council or Rother District Council) does not adversely
impact on the integrity of the internationally important wildlife sites.

11.4 To achieve this, the strategy will:

1 Identify the tourism and recreation pressures. This will draw
upon
0 The SAS Visitor Surveys, and:
0 Relevant flora/fauna information sources, studies and

surveys (including Habitat Management Plans, Site
Improvement Plans, Species surveys and information,
etc.)

1 Relate these pressures to the ‘key interest features’ (as
summarised in Table 2) of the international sites, including
habitats, species, eco-systems.

1 Propose appropriate management interventions and solutions to
ensure sensitive management in areas of identified pressure (to
be agreed with relevant stakeholders and agencies).

1 Set interventions and solutions in the context of potential
pressures arising from Local Plan policies. Identify / recommend
further Local Plan policy measures necessary in the Rother
Development and Site Allocations Plan (DASA) and Shepway
Sites Plan to refine /elaborate on those policies within the
respective Adopted Core Strategies.

11.5 It follows that completion of the Sustainable Access Strategy is
an essential requirement of the HRA process for the DASA and
Neighbourhood Plans.
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12. Initial Conclusions

12.1 Initial Conclusions regarding the Development and Site Allocations
Plan

12.1.1 The Rother District Council Development and Site Allocations Plan
(DASA) is effectively part 2 of the Local Plan, following adoption of the
Core Strategy in 2014. The Core Strategy sets out a clear distribution
of housing allocations, specific to individual settlement level*. These
policies and objectives of the Core Strategy have already satisfied the
requirements of the HRA process subject to provisos*?. This process is
still considered accurate and valid.

12.1.2 Whilst the DASA is a new Development Plan Document (DPD) and an
opportunity to re-consider the HRA position. It is considered that DASA
policies that conform to the Core Strategy will, by implication, have
already satisfied the HRA process and can effectively be ‘screened out’
provided there has been no significant change in the underlining
circumstances that would lead to a different conclusion.

12.1.3 This HRA Screening has re-assessed the key issues identified as part
of the Core Strategy HRA process as a check to see whether there has
been any change in circumstances that would lead to a conclusion that
the Plan, either alone or in combination with other relevant projects and
plans, would now likely result in a significant effect upon European
sites. Notably this has included:

1 Review of Relevant Plans and Strategies6i n Combi nati ono
(Section 6)
1 Updated Surveys, Monitoring and Assessment of Site Condition
and Status (Section 9)
1 Updated Review of Hydrology Local to the Pevensey Levels
(Section 10)
1 Review of the Role of the Sustainable Access Strategy in
relation to the Dungeness Complex (Section 11)

' As set out within Core Strategy Figure 8, Policy BX3, HF1, BA1, RY1, RA1 (Figure 12) and
Appendix 4
ZIn particular:
1 the production of a suitable ‘Sustainable Access Strategy’ for the Dungeness
complex, and

1 the Erovision of SUDs within the Pevensex Levels hxdrological catchment.
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12.1.4As a result of this HRA screening, the Development and Site
Allocations Plan, either in isolation or in combination (including with
other plans and policies) is not considered likely to result in significant
adverse effects on the integrity of European sites or associate sensitive
areas. This is subject to the requirement for continued conformity with
Core Strategy policies.

12.1.5 Therefore there is a caveat. Should DASA policies emerge that deviate
significantly from the Core Strategy, then the Plan may need to be
‘screened in’ and re-assessed once more, as well as possibly subject
to more detailed appropriate assessment. In any event, this HRA
screening opinion may need to be updated at subsequent stages of
plan production to confirm its continuing relevance.

12.1.6 The potential for deviation from the Core Strategy is quite limited due to
the planning framework’s chain of conformity requirements. However,
some examples of future policies that may have implications would
potentially include (but not limited to) the following:

a. The scope to significantly increase development quantums
(including housing numbers and commercial floorspace)
above and beyond those established within the Core Strategy,
on a District-wide basis. It should be noted that Core Strategy
development quantities are generally an ‘at least’ figure and
previous screening was undertaken in light of this principle.
Most notably, the URS report (described in section 8.6)
allowed for some upward flexibility by virtue of having
screened the range of housing numbers 5,700-5,920.
Therefore, it is a reasonable supposition that only a significant
increase may merit re-consideration for HRA purposes.

b. The scope to significantly increase development quantums
(including housing numbers and commercial floorspace)
above and beyond those established within the Core Strategy,
on a settlement basis. It should be noted that the Core
Strategy development quantums apply on both a District-wide
basis and also on a settlement basis. For example, housing
numbers for individual settlements were defined in Core
Strategy Policies BX3, HF1, RY1, BA1, RA1 (including Figure
12), Appendix 4 and paragraph 7.46. Individual settlements
significantly increasing their development quantums may also
require re-screening as part of the HRA process. This is
particularly the case if the settlements concerned are in close
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proximity to Natura 2000 sites and hence more likely to have
a significant effect — areas of Eastern Rother Ward, Fairlight
Parish and areas within the Pevensey Levels hydrological
catchment are the most obvious examples.

c. The scope for the location of development to have a
significant impact, over and above what would have
reasonably been anticipated as a result of Core Strategy
policy. As with the issue of overall development quantity, the
adopted Core Strategy policy has already defined the
parameters of what may be considered acceptable
development locations to a large extent'®. Proposals that
deviate from this to a significant extent (e.g; by promoting
significant development in the open countryside away from
existing development boundaries) may require re-screening in
for HRA purposes. Negative effects may also be magnified in
areas in close proximity to Natura 2000 sites, such as areas
of Eastern Rother Ward, Fairlight Parish and areas within the
Pevensey Levels hydrological catchment.

d. Any policies that would lead to an increase in visitor numbers
and/or negative effects from recreational pressure to the
Dungeness complex above and beyond what would already
reasonably be expected as a result of Core Strategy policies.
For example this may include increased emphasis on the
promotion of tourism in the area via DASA policies, or from a
failure to prepare an effective Sustainable Access Strategy in
parallel with development proposals to address previously
identified issues (although it should be noted that Rother
District Council is clearly committed to the production of a
Sustainable Access Strategy and work is currently proceeding
in partnership with Shepway District Council, Natural England
and other stakeholders). It may also result of a failure to
deliver (or deliver to the previously anticipated extent) Combe
Valley Countryside Park located between Hastings and
Bexhill, which was previously highlighted in HRA' as @

13 Particularly Core Strategy policies OSS1, OSS2, 0SS3, 0SS4, BX1, BX2, BX3, HF1, RY1,
BAl, RA1, CO1, LHNG6, EC2, EC3, EC4, ECT7.

14 Rother and Shepway Core Strategies Habitat Regulations Assessment (Dungeness SAC;
Dungeness to Pett Level SPA and SPA extension; and Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye
Bay proposed Ramsar site) Final report following Publication Stage consultation

January 2012
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significant sub-regional area of green infrastructure that would
also serve to spread the recreational load in the area and
potential y al |l evi ate pressure from Eur oj

e. Any policies with potential to negatively impact upon water
quality within the Pevensey Levels above and beyond what
would already reasonably be expected as a result of Core
Strategy policies. In particular, any policies which may
increase the levels of nutrient enrichment and polluted water
For example, a failure to implement adequate policies for
either Sustainable Drainage (SuDS) in the Pevensey Levels
hydrological catchment area (see Map in Appendix 2), or
policies promoting Water Efficiency; may trigger ‘screening in’.
The proposed measures to address these concerns set out in
detail in Section 10 of this report, including recommendations
for DASA policies.

12.1.7 In the event of any potential issues emerging in the DASA, and based
on the precautionary principle, Rother District Council (as the
competent authority) will liaise with Natural England and undertake any
necessary steps, including further Appropriate Assessment, in order to
meet the requirement of the Habitats Directive. Any future Appropriate
Assessment will need to ensure any option determined to have an
adverse effect on the integrity of a European site or European offshore
marine site should not be taken forward unless adequate mitigation
measures can be put in place.

12.2 Initial Conclusions regarding Neighbourhood Plans forming part of the
Rother Development Plan

12.2.1 Similarly, as set out in the statutory framework, neighbourhood plans
must also be in general conformity with the strategic policies of the
Rother Local Plan. Neighbourhood plans should reflect Local Plan
policies and neighbourhoods should plan positively to support them.
Neighbourhood plans and orders should not promote less development
than set out in the Local Plan or undermine its strategic policies.
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12.2.2 Rother District Council’'s Core Strategy sets out a clear distribution of
housing allocations, specific to individual settlement level®™. These
policies and components of the Core Strategy have already satisfied
the requirements of the HRA process subject to provisos'®. This
process is still considered accurate and valid. Therefore, as with the
DASA, Neighbourhood Plans that conform generally to the Rother
District Local Plan have, by implication, already satisfied the HRA
process and are effectively ‘screened out’. Subject to this conformity
requirement, Neighbourhood Plans, either in isolation or in combination
(including with other plans and policies) are not considered likely to
result in significant adverse effects on the integrity of European sites or
associate sensitive areas.

12.2.3 As with the DASA, caveats apply - Neighbourhood Plans that deviate
significantly from the Core Strategy may also need be ‘screened in’ and
re-assessed, as well as possibly subject to detailed appropriate
assessment. The potential for neighbourhood plan deviation from the
Core Strategy is quite limited due to the planning framework’s chain of
conformity requirements. However, some examples of future
neighbourhood plan policies that may have implications would
potentially include (but not limited to):

a. The scope to significantly increase development quantums
(including housing numbers and commercial floorspace) above
and beyond those established within the Core Strategy, on a
settlement basis. Housing numbers for individual settlements
were defined in Core Strategy Policies BX3, HF1, RY1, BA1,
RA1, Appendix 4 and paragraph 7.46. Individual settlements
significantly increasing their development quantums may also
require re-screening as part of the HRA process. This is
particularly the case if the settlements concerned are in close
proximity to Natura 2000 sites and hence more likely to have a
significant effect — areas of Eastern Rother ward, Fairlight parish
and areas within the Pevensey Levels hydrological catchment
are the most obvious examples.

'* As set out within Core Strategy Figure 8, Policy BX3, HF1, BA1, RY1, RA1 (Figure 12) and
Appendix 4
'®In particular:
1 the production of a suitable ‘Sustainable Access Strategy’ for the Dungeness
complex, and
1 the provision of SUDs within the Pevensey Levels hydrological catchment.
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b. The scope for the location of development to have a significant
impact, over and above what would have reasonably been
anticipated as a result of Core Strategy policy. The adopted
Core Strategy policy has already defined the parameters of what
may be considered acceptable development locations to a large
extent'’. Proposals that deviate from this to a significant extent
(e.g.; by promoting significant development in the open
countryside away from existing development boundaries) may
require re-screening in for HRA purposes. Negative effects may
also be magnified in areas in close proximity to Natura 2000
sites (e.g.; areas of Eastern Rother ward, Fairlight parish and
areas within the Pevensey Levels hydrological catchment).
Negative effects may also include cumulative synergistic effects,
which may include the scope for setting a precedent for wider
development patterns as a result of deviation from Core Strategy

policy.

c. Any policies that would lead to an increase in visitor numbers
and/or negative effects from recreational pressure to the
Dungeness complex above and beyond what would already
reasonably be expected as a result of Core Strategy policies.
For example this may include increased emphasis and
promotion of tourism in the area from Neighbourhood Plan
policies.

d. Any Neighbourhood Plan policies with potential to negatively impact
upon water quality within the Pevensey Levels above and beyond what
would already reasonably be expected as a result of Core Strategy
policies. In particular, any policies which may increase the levels of
nutrient enrichment and polluted water. For example, a failure to
implement adequate policies for either Sustainable Drainage (SuDS) in
the Pevensey Levels hydrological catchment area (see Map in
Appendix 2), or policies promoting Water Efficiency; may trigger
‘screening in’. The proposed measures to address these concerns set
out in detail in Section 10 of this report, including recommendations for
DASA policies. By implication this is limited to the hydrological
catchment visible in Appendix 2, so is not relevant to any of the current
Neighbourhood Plans except Battle.

" particularly Core Strategy policies 0SS1, 0SS2, 0SS3, 0SS4, BX1, BX2, BX3, HF1, RY1,
BA1, RA1, CO1, LHNG6, EC2, EC3, EC4, ECY.
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12.2.41In the event of any potential issues emerging within Neighbourhood
Plans within the District, and based on the precautionary principle,
Rother District Council (as the competent authority) may re-screen and
where necessary require Appropriate Assessment, in order to meet the
requirement of the Habitats Directive. Natural England’s views will be
sought as part of this process. Any future Appropriate Assessment will
need to ensure any option determined to have an adverse effect on the
integrity of a European site or European offshore marine site should
not be taken forward unless adequate mitigation measures can be put
in place.

12.3 Way Forward

12.3.1 Based on the above conclusions, the impacts and effects of DASA and
Neighbourhood Plans within the District will be monitored to ensure the
conclusions of this HRA report remain sound and relevant. In any
event, this HRA screening opinion may need to be updated at
subsequent stages of plan production to confirm its continuing
relevance.
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Appendix 1: DEFRA Natura 2000 Sites Data Forms

Ala Dungeness SAC

UE SAC data form

NATURA 2000

STANDARD DATA FORM

FOR SPECIAL PROTECTION AREAS (SPA)
FOR. SITES ELIGIBLE FOE IDENTIFICATION AS SITES OF COMMUNITY IMPORTANCE (SCI)
AND
FOR SPECIAL AREAS OF CONSERVATION (SAC)

1. Site identification:
11 Type [ E | 1.2 Site code | UKD0I3059 |

1.3 Compilation date [ 199601 1.4 Update | 200101 |

1.5 Relationship with other Natura 2000 sites
[CTElSslo]1]z]o]s]1]

1.6 Respondent(s) | International Desigmations, TNCC, Peterborough |

1.7 Site name | Dungeness |

1.8 Site indication and designation classification dates

date site proposed as elizible as SCI 100401
date confirmed as SCI 200412
date site Classified as SPA

date site desismated as SAC 200504

2. Site location:
1.1 Site centre location

m latitude
005TI0E | 505508 |

2.2 Site area (ha) 23 Sitelengthlem) [ |
1.5 Administrative region
NUTS code Re?'un name %o cover
P __
TE531 East Sussex 24. 0%
TEST Eent 7600

1.6 Biogeographic region
v~ Y e N s N s [
Atlamtic Bareal

Alpime Continental Aacaromesia Mediterranean
3. Ecological information:

3.1 Annex I habitats
Habitat types present on the site and the site azzeszment for them:

Anmex I babitut W cover Represemmati | Eelative Conzervation | Glabal
¥ty sarince statms zsezzment
Coastal lagoons 0.1 D
Dnumgeness
Mamara 2000 Data Form pase 1 Produced by THCC., 27/07/11
ze
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L SAC dava form

Armial vesstation of drift lines 0.3
Parenmial vegstation of stooy banks i
Emhryonic shiffing dumes 0.1
Shiftmg dunes along the shoreline with dmmophila 0l

aranaia | white domes™)
Calcareous fens with Cladium marinous and species of i

the Caricion davallianae

] 2] 2] fee|

3.2 Amnex IT species

Population Site assessmment
Eezidemt Afigratory
Specie: nume Breed Winter | Scaze Population | Comzervation | Isolagon | (Hobal

TOOT- —
10,000 - - | F B - B

Triturus crisims

4. Site description

4.1 General site character

Habitat classes %0 cover

Mianine areas. Ses mlets
Tidal rivers. Esmaries. Mud flats. Sand flats. Lagoons (inchoding saltwork basins) 200
Salt marches. Salt pasnares. Salt steppes 1.0
Coastal sand dunes. Sand beachss. Machair 20
Shingle. Sea cliffs Isless 640
Inland water bodies {standins water, nmmine water) 20
Boms Marshes. Water finsed vegetation. Fens 10:0
Heath Scmob. Magquis and samisee. Physrans
Dy prassland. Steppes

Himmid grassland Mesophile srassland
Alpine and sub-glpine srassland

Inmprorved prassland

{Orher arsble land

Broad-lesved deciduous woodland
Comiferous woodland 1.0
Evergresn woedland

Mied woodland

Mom-forest areas culdvasd with woody plants (including cochards, svoves, vinevards, dehesas)
Imland rocks. Screse. Sands. Permsnent snow and ice

Orher land (inchading towns, villages, roads, waste places, mines, indusiris] sites)

Total habitat cover 10034

4.1 Other site characteristics

Soil & geology:
hmient-poor, Shingles
CGeomorpholozy & landscape:

Coastal Lagoon

4.2 Quality and importance

Anmal vepgetstion of drif lines

*  for which this is one of caly four known outstanding localities in the United Engdom

*  which is considered to be rare as its total extent in the United Finsdom is estimated 1o be less than 1040
hectanes.

Perennial vegstaton of stony banks

Chinzensss

Hanma 20 Data Form Produced by TNCC., 27/07/11
Page 2
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LT S4C dara form

#  for which this is considered to be one of the best areas in the United Kingdom
Triturus cristanis
#  for which this is considered to be one of the best areas in the United Eingdom

4.3 Vulnerability

The shingle vegetaton is very vulnerable to disturbance by wehicle: and walkers, althonsh the coastal shingle
(drift-line) vegetation has nmch greater potantial for recovery than the perennial vegetation of shingle hanks
that ocours farther inland. Extensive aress of the site are now managed as 3 Mature Feserve at both Dmeeness
and Fiye Harbour, with eniphasis on interpretstion of the sites valwe snd on appropriate public access. A
ranger belps to enforce local bylaws which aim fo prevent damage from mampling, motorbike activiry and
illicit gravel extraction

The wetlands which suppoert great crested newt were formerly grazed maintaining open imshaded vegetation
This pracice largely ceased in the 1950s, and since then there has been imvasion of ponds by willows shading
the water. hManazemens by hand has now been undertaken to reduce this problem, and restoration of Light
mramng is being imvestizated

Abstraction of water is thought to have damaged some of the shingle wetlands as well as components of the
perenniz] vegetation of the chingle beach This will be addressed through the relevant review provisions of the
Hahbdtats Fegulations.

The site is close fo an active alrport which camies a potential risk from air polhition, althoush current levels of
air maffic and motor vehicles are not thought to canse 3 problem.

n

Site protection statmus and relation with CORINE biotopes:

FFN

1 Designation types at national and regional level

Code %o cover
UM (55SLA5ST) 100.0
Dhngeness
Matura 2 Diata Form Pase 3 Produced by TMCC., 270711
ze 3
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Alb Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay SPA

Register of European sites

Register entry UK2012091 under Regulation 13 of The Conservation of
Habitats and Species Regulations 2010

This is the register entry for the European site known as Dungeness,
Romney Marsh and Rye Bay in the Region of East Sussex, Kent. This area
has been classified by the Secretary of State for Environment, Food and Rural
Affairs pursuant to Article 4(1) or 4(2) of the Wild Birds Directive (Council
Directive 2009/147/EC) as a Special Protection Area. The register reference
number for this European site is UK9012091 and a folder, kept under this
reference as part of this register, contains a map of the European site and a
citation, both signed by me, giving the reasons for classification of the site as
a Special Protection Area.

Other details of the European site are as follows:
Date classified as a Special Protection Area 30 March 2016
Site centre location’

Longitude: 0° 47" 16"E
Latitude: 507 55'51" N

Area: 4010.2%ha
Priority status=: Yes

Date of registration: 30 March 2016

o %

on behalf of the Secretary of State for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs

' This indicates the approximate centre of the site. Where the European site
consists of several distinct areas, the co-ordinates of the most important sub-
area are entered.

2 Indicates whether the site has been identified under Article 4.2 of the
Habitats Directive (Council Directive 2009/147/EC) as hosting one or more
priority natural habitat types or prionty species.
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Directive 2009/147/EC on the Conservation of Wild Birds
Special Protection Area (SPA)

Name: Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay

Unitary Authority/County: East Sussex, Kent

Boundary of the SPA: The SPA boundary is coincident with the boundanes of Dungeness, Romney Marsh
and Rye Bay Site of Special Scientific Interest (SS551).

Site description: Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Ry= Bay is located on the south coast of England, on
the border of East Sussex and Kent between Hastings and New Romney. This is a large area with a
diverse coastal l[andscape comprising a number of habitats, which appear to be unrelated to each other.
However, all of them exist today because coastal processes have formed and continue to shape a bamer
of extensive shingle beaches and sand dunes across an area of intertidal mud and sand flats. The site
includes the largest and most diverse area of shingle beach in Britain, with low-lying hollows in the
shingle providing nationally important saline lagoons, natural freshwater pits and basin fens. Rivers
draining the Weald to the north were diverted by the barmer beaches, creating a sheltered saltmarsh and
mudflat environment, which was gradually in-filled by sedimentation, and then reclaimed on a piecemeal
basis by man. Today this area is still fringed by important intertidal habitats, and contains relict areas of
saltmarsh, extensive grazing marshes and reedbeds. Human acfivities have further modified the site,
resulting in the creation of extensive areas of wetland habitat due to gravel extraction. As a whole,
Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay is important for breeding and wintenng waterbirds, birds of
prey, passage warblers and breeding seabirds.

Size of SPA: 4010.29 ha.
Qualifying species:

The site qualifies under article 4.1 of the Directive (2009M147/EC) as itis used regularly by 1% or more of the
(Graat Britain populations of the following species listed in Annex | in any season:

Annex 1 species Count and season Period % GB
population

Bewick's swan 155 individuals — 5 year peak mean 1.9%

Cygnus columbianus bewickii wintering 200243 — 20067

Bittern Botaurus stellars 5 individuals — wintering 5 year peak mean 5.0%

200273 — 20067

Hen harrier Circus cyaneus 11 individuals — 5 year peak mean 1.5%
wintering 200273 — 20067

Golden plover Pluvialis apricaria 4 050 individuals — 5 year peak mean 1.6%
wintering 200243 — 20067

Ruff Philomachus pugnax 51 individuals — 5 year peak mean T.3%
wintering 2000/01 - 200445

Agquatic warbler 2 individuals — passage 5 year mean 2004 — 2008 6.A%

Acrocephalus paludicola

Marsh harrier Circus asruginosus 4 females — breeding 5 year mean 2004 — 2008 2.0%

Avocet Recurvirostra avosetta 31 pairs — breeding 5 year mean 2004 — 2008 3.5%

Mediterranean gull 56 pairs — breeding 5 year mean 2004 — 2008 52.2%

Larus melanocephalus

Sandwich tern Sfermna sandvicensis 350 pairs — breeding 5 year mean 2004 — 2008 3.3%

Common tem Sterna hirundo 273 pairs — breeding 5 year mean 2004 — 2008 27%

Litle tern Sterna albifrons 35 pairs — breeding S year mean 1992 — 19967 1.5%

Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay SPA UKS0120801
Compilation date: July 2014
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The site qualifies under article 4.2 of the Directive (2009/147/EC) as it is used regularly by 1% or more of the
biogeographical populations of the following regulary occurning migratory species (other than those listed in
Annex I} in any season:

Migratory species Count and season Period % of population
Shoveler Anas clypeata 485 individuals — 5 year peak mean 1.2% NW & C Europe {non-
wintering 2002/3 — 2006/7 breeding)

Assemblage qualification:

The site qualifies under article 4.2 of the Directive (2009/147/EC) as it is used regulary by over 20,000
waterbirds (waterbirds as defined by the Ramsar Convention) in any season:

In the non-breeding season, the area is reqularly used by 34 625 individual waterbirds (5 year peak mean
200213 — 2006/7), including (but not limited to) Bewick's swan Cygnus columbianus bewicki, European
white-fronted goose Anser albifrons albifrons, wigeon Anas penelope, gadwall A. strepera, shoveler A.
clypeata, pochard Aythya ferna, little grebe Tachybaptus ruficollis, great crested grebe Podiceps
cristatus, cormorant Phalacrocorax carbo, bittem Botaurus stellans, coot Fulica atra, golden plover
Pluwvialis apncana, lapwing Vanellus vanellus, sandering Calidriis alba, ruff Philomachus pugnax,
whimbrel Numenius phaeopus and common sandpiper Actifis hypoleucos.

Non-qualifying species of interest: The site is used by breeding bittern and kingfisher Alcedo atthis (both
species listed in Annex | of the EC Birds Directive) in numbers of less than European importance (less than
1% of the GB population).

Bird counts from:
1) Dungeness Bird Observatory Annual Reports
2) Dungeness RSPB Reserve Records
3) Innogy. 2004. Litfle Cheyne Court Wind Farm — Omithological Assessment: update on winfering
birds. Report to Npower Renewables Lid, Kent
4} Kent Bird Reports
5) Marsh Environmental. 2003, 2004 & 2008. Breeding and Wintenng Bird Survey of Proposed
Wind Farm Area at Little Cheyne Court
} MoD Lydd Ranges Conservation Group
1 Wetland Trust Records (Pett Level)
1 Romney Marsh Hamer Recording Group
Rye Harbour Local Nature Reserve Records
10) Sussex Bird Reports
11)Wetland Bird Survey (WeBS database)

Status of SPA:
Dungeness to Pett Leval SPA was classified under Directive T9/409/EEC on 2 August 1999,

000 =
P

This citation relates to a site entered in the
Register of European Sites for England.
Register reference number: UK9012091
Date of registration: 30 March 2016

On behalf of the Secretary of State for
Environment, Food and Rural Affairs

! Little tem iz the only species for which the SPA was classified in 1999 where the enfire population remains within
the previously classified boundary. It is therefore appropriate to retain the original baseline population of 35 pairs.

Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay SPA UKS012081
Compilation date: July 2014
Page 2 of 2

EMGLAMND

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
part of the Development Plan for Rother
Habitat Regulations Assessment (Screening) Report Page 72



Alc Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay Ramsar site

Ramsar Convention on
Wetlands of International Importance Especially as Waterfowl Habitat

Mame: Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay
Unitary AuthorityiCounty: East Sussex, Kent

Boundary of the Ramsar site: The Ramsar site boundary is coincident with the boundanies of the
Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay Site of Special Scientific Interest (355I).

Site description: Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rys Bayis located on the south coast of England, on the
border of East Sussex and Hant between Hastings and New Romney. This is a large arsa with a diverse
coastal Andscape comprising a number of habitats, which appear to be unrelated to each other. However, all
of them exst today because coastal processes have formed and continue to shape a bamier of exdensive
shingle beaches and sand dunes across an area of intertidal mud and sand flats. The site incudes the
largest and most diverse area of shingle beach in Brtain, with low-lying hollows in the shingle providing
niaticnally important saline lagoons, natural freshwater pits and basin fens. Rivers draining the Weald to the
niorth were diverted by the bamier beaches, ereating a sheltered saltmarsh and mudflat environment, which
was gradually in-flled by sedmentation, and then reciaimed on a piecemeal basis by man. Today this area is
still fringed by mportant intertidal habitats, and contains relict areas of saltmarsh, extensive grazing marshes
and reedbeds. Human activities have further modified the site, resulting in the creation of extensive areas of
wetland habitat due to gravel extraction. As a whole, Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay is mportant
for breeding, wintering and passage waterbirds, wetland plants, bryophytes and nvertebrates, and nabsral or
near-natural wetland habitats. In addition o the intemationally mportant wetland habitats and species, the
Ramsar site and adjacent areas are also of nabional and intemational importance for a vanety of non-wetand
habitats and species.

Size of Ramsar site: 8377 .63 ha.

International importance of Ramsar site: The Ramsar site is a Wetland of Intemational Importance
because (Kampala 2005 Criteria):

The site qualifies under Critericn 1 because it contains representative, rare, or unique examples of natural or
niear-natural wetland types:

= Annual vegetation of drft lines and the coastal finges of perennial vegetation of stony banks
{Rarmsar wetdand type E — sand, shingle or pebble shores).

Dungeness and Rys Harbowr comprise the langest cuspate foreland (a low-lying triangular
foreland} in Britain and form part of a systemn of shingle bamier beaches that can be traced 40 km
from Fairbght in East Sussex to Hythe in Kent. This is ideal habitat for annual vegetation of drift
Ines, which occurs on naturally functoning shingle beaches. |t is one of the scarcest habitats in
the LK. The frontage at Rye Harbour and Dungeness is one of the most important areas in the
country for this habitat, with approximately 15 km of shingle foreshore. The annual vegetation of
drift lines grows on the seaward and landward sides of the beach ridge where waves deposit
seed. The habitat grades into and overdaps with the more stable perennial vegetation of stony
banks that grows on ridges inland from the beach.

= Natwal shingle wetlands: saline lagoons (Ramsar wetland type J — coastal brackishisaline
lagoons), freshwater pits (Ramsar weand type K — coastal freshwater lagoons) and basin fens
{Ramsar wetand type U — non-forested peatlands).

The vast shingle beach at Dungeness contains a number of natural wetlands, refermed to as the
Opeen and Fossl Pits, within Dungeness RSPE Reserve and Lydd Ranges. These wetlands hawe
b=en subject to colonisation by vegetation and dsplay stages of a classic hydroseral succession,
from open water and marginal reed-swamp, through a form of marsh or fen. to grey willow Salix
cimeres cam. Some of the pits hawe reached a stage in the hydroseral succession where they
hawe Bitke or no open water. Most have floating rafts of wegetation, vanying in the degres to which
they have stabilised. These floating rafts of vegetation are typical of the “Schwingmoor” type of
basin fen, where layers of peat are separated by lenses of water. The pits contain a range of fen
types from nuiment-rich bo poor fen, with vegetation ranging from single species swamps o more
complex communities. The oldest of the pits are now on the ercding south coast of Dungeness (in
Lydd Ranges) and have reverted fo saline conditions. They are typical, relatively stabls, shingle

Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay UK11023
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percolaton lagoons. There is at least one natural shingle wetland at Rye Harbouwr, which is rmusch
younger than those at Dungeness and still retains a brackish character. 1t complements the older
examples at Dungensss by displaying an earlier stage in the evolution and succession of these
wmiquee natural wetands.

The site qualifies under Criterion 2 because it supports threatened ecological communities:

The consists of 3 complex network of wetland habitate incheding saltrnarsh, natural freshwater pits, fens,
ponds, grave| pits, and grazing marsh and ditches. They support rich and dverse assemblages of
bryophytes, vascular plants and inverebrates that are rare, threatened, listed as prionty species in the
LK Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP) or specially protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981,
Important areas for these assemblages include the gravel pits, ditches and shingle wetands at
Dungeness and Rys Harbour, the grazing marsh and ditches of Walland Marsh, Dengemarsh and Pett
Lewvel, ponds throughout the site, the Royal Military Canal, and the saltmarshes of the River Riother.

= Bryophytes
The bryophyte flora ncludes an assemiblage of wetland thread-mosses Bryum species. Thess
masses are cobonists of unshaded calearsous sand that must be persistently damp all year but
not inundated by standing water. They cccwr on wet sand beside lange freshwater gravel pits and
small pools in Dungeness REPE Reserve.

= Wascular plants
Foremaost amongst the assemblage are the suites of species associated with grazing marsh and
saltmarsh (including brackish ditches and wetlands associated with low-lying depressions within
shingle areas). Salimarshes and other brackish wetlands are particularly rich, with at least eight
nationally scarce species, incheding the vulnerable sea barley Hordeum mannum, Borrer's
saltmarsh-grass Puccinellz fascicwlafa and slender hare’s-ear Bupleurum fenuissimum, and the
near-threatened sea-heath Frankenia lagwis. Grazing marshes support the nationally rare (and
critically endangered) sharp-leaved pondweed Folamogeion acufifalus and at beast s nationally
scarce species, ncluding the wulnerable divided sedge Carex diviss and rootless duckweed
Wlfifa amhiza. The remaining species are chiefly associated with gravel pits and their margins,
saline lagoons, shingle beaches and fens.

= Inverebrates
The freshwater wetlands (with the exception of the desp, cold and largely sterle open waters of
the main grawvel pits) exhibit a number of similar characteristics. Shallow open water and
emergent wegetation, largely comprising common reed Fhragmies ausfralis and bulrush Typha
Izfifoliz, supports a rich water beetle assemiblage. Cither noteworthy aspects of the inverebrate
assemblage inchede a suite of reed beetles Donacia, snal-killing flies (Sciomyzidae) and soldier-
flies (Stratiomyidae) that are typical of coastal marshes. Much of this assemblage is found within
the ditch systems. The saline and brackish gradients of the saltmarsh, saline lagoons, brackish
ditches and damp brackish hollowes in the shingls beaches also share many characterstics in
tems of the habitats they provide for nvertebrates.

The site further qualifies under Criterion 2 because it suppornts wilnerable, endangered or eritically
endangered species:

In additicn to the threatened ecological communities, the site is of intemational impotance for nine
individual wetland species:

= greater water-parsnip Sium latfolium — an endangered UK BAP prionty species of wet ditches and
tall-herb fens and swamps. The site supports several populatons, chiefly in the northem areas of
Walland Marsh.

=  Wame’s thread-moss Bryum wameum — a vulnerable UK BAP prionty species. A colonist on wet
sand beside the margns of freshwater gravel pits in Dungeness R5PE Resense,

= water vole Anvicols amphibius — a UK BAP pricrity species and is also Fsted in Schedule 5 to the
Wildlife and Cowntryside Act 1981. The Ramsar site contains the core of an extensive distribufion
of water voles dependent on the network of ditches that drain the grazing marsh and arabls
habitats of the Romney Marsh and Rye Bay area_

= aquatic warbler Acrocephsius paludicols — a globally velnerable and declning LK BAP pricrity
species. Betwesn 2004 and 2008 the Ramsar site supported an average of two aguatic warblers
Durigenass, RoMaey Marsh and Rye Bay UK11023
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during autwmn passage, which represents 6.1°% of the GB passage population. Aguatic warblers
oceur on Pett Lewel, where they are recorded by bind ringers.

= great crested newt Trtwws cnsfaius - a LUK BAP priorty species that is listed in Schedule 5 to the
Wildlife and Couniryside Act 1981 and Annex || to the EC Habitats Directive (324 3'EEC). The
particular combination and distribution of aquatic and terrestrial habitats in the site provide
exceplional breeding, foragng and hibemation conditions for great crested newts. The site
contains three metapopulations; two inthe Dungeness area and one at Romney Wamen,

+«  medicinal leech Hirudo medicinsls — a rare (Red Data Book categony 3) species that is ksted in
Schedule & to the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981, Medicinal leech is found at a wide range of
localities between Dunpeness and Rye, and the site is a stronghold for the species in Great
Britain. The range of shallow, wel-vegetated waterbodies, including ponds, ditches and shallow
areas in fisoded gravel pits, provide ideal conditions for medicinal leeches.

= aground bestle Omophron imbafum — an endangered (Red Data Book category 1) speces living
in burrows in sand at the margins of freshwater, where it is active at dusk and at night it has been
recorded from the margins of waterbodies at Dungeness and Rye Harbour and, except for recent
records in Suffolk, is not known from any other site in Great Britain.

=« marsh mallow moth Hydraecis asseala hucherardi — an endangered (provisional Red Data Book
category 1) UK BAP pricnty species, restricied to two main population centres: one on the River
Medway south of Rochester, Kent; the other in and around Walland Marsh. The Walland Marsh
population centre comprises three discrefe colonies at Moneypenny Famm near Rye, Old Cheyne
Court near Brockland. and WoodnuiTs Famn, Fairfield. Marsh mallow moth is associated with the
nationally scarce marsh-mallow Athaea officinals, which is the larval food plant.

=« [De Folin's lagoon snald Cascum amaoncum — listed in Schedule § to the Wildlife and Countryside
Act 1881, Unitil recently, its only known locality in the UK was the Fleet in Dorset. Mow the species
has been discovered at a further two locations, one of which is the saline lagoons at the seaward

end of Lydd Ranges.
The site qualifies under Criterion 3 because it regulary supports 20,000 or more waterbirds:

= In the non-breeding season, the site regulary supports 34,957 individual waterbirds (5 year peak
mean 200273 — H006T).

The site qualifies under Criterion & because it requlady supports 1% of the individuals in the populations of
the following species or subspecies of waterbird in any season:

Species Count and Period % of population
SE350n

Mute swan 248 individuals - 5 year peak mean 1.1% Britain

Cygnus odor wintering 20213 — HODET

Showeler 235 individuals — 5 year peak mean 1.2% MW & C Euwrope

Anas clypeala wintering 02 — 20EIT (non-breeding)

Bird counts from: 1) WeZand Bird Survey [(WeBS database)
7) Innogy. 2004. Lite Cheyne Court Wind Fam — Omithological Assessment update on
wintering birds. Repart io Npower Renewables Lid, Kent
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Ald Pevensey Levels Ramsar

Information Sheet on Ramsar Wetlands
(RIS)

Categories atproved by Becommendation 4.7 (1999, ar amended by Resolfstion VTIL 13 of the i Conference of the Contracting Parties
(2002 ] and Besoletions DCT Annex B, I e, DL2T and TN, 22 of the o Conferense of the Comtracing Parsier (20035 ).

Notes for compilers:
The RIS should be completed in accordance with the amached Explanarary Novtes and Guidelines for completing the
Informarion Sheet on Bamsar Wetlands. Compilers are strongly advised to read this guidance before filling in the
RIS

=]

Further information and guidance in support of Bamsar site desiznations are provided in the Strategic Framework for
the flinure develapment of the List of Wetland: of International Importance (Famsar Wise Use Handbook 7, 2Znd
edition, as amended by COP2 Resolution T.1 Annex B). A 3rd edition of the Handbook, incorporating thess
amendments, is in preparation and will be available in 2006

3 Omce completed, the BIS (and accompanying map(s)) should be submitted to the Faamsar Secretariat. Compilars
should provide an elactronic (M5 Word) copy of the RIS and where possible, digital copies of all maps.
1. XName and address of the compiler of this form: Fok 0FFICE LSE ORLY.
D B8 Y
Joint Nature Conservation Comumittee
Monkstone House
City Road Diesiznation date Site Reference Number
Peterborough
Cambridgeshire PEL 1JY
UK
TelephoneFax:  +44 (001733 — 562 626 / +44 (071733 — 535 948
Email: RIS@INCC govuk
1. Date this sheet was completed/updated:

Designated: 02 Febmuary 1999

3. Country:

UK (England)

4.  Name of the Ramsar site:

Pevensey Levels

o

Designation of new Eamsar site or update of existing site:

This RIS is for: Updated information on an existing Ramsar site

6. For RIS updates only. changes to the site since its designation or earlier update:

a) Site boundary and area:

=+ Important note: If the boundary and/or area of the designated site is being restricted rednced, the Contracting Party should
have followad the procedures established by the Conference of the Parties in the Annex to COP? Resolution I 6 and
provided a report in line with paragraph 28 of that Annex prior to the submission of an updated RIS

k) Describe briefly any major changes to the ecological character of the Ramsar site, including
in the application of the Criteria, since the previous RIS for the site:
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7. Map of site included:

Feefer to Annex I of the Explanatory Notes and Guidelines, for detailed gwidance on provision of suitable maps, including
digital maps.

a) A map of the site, with clearly delineated boundaries, is included as:

i) hard copy (required for inclusion of site in the Ramsar List): yes v -or- no T,

1i) an electronic format (e.g. a JPEG or ArcView image) Yes

1if) a GIS file providing geo-referenced site boundary vectors and anribute tables yas v _or-
no ;

b) Describe briefly the type of boundary delineaton applied:

BE. the '1-u-'u.|:|.|:'la::r iz the same= a5 an exizting P.l:-::\cel::d. ar=a (mamare reserve, padonal Fuk ete.), or follow: a catchment ".|-:\‘|.'|.|:|.|:'la|.|.'jr.L oz
follows a g\eoP-c-'_u:iJ::J bu'.‘ll'l.nill'_'.’ sach 2z a loeal goTernment judsdiction, follows F]‘.‘:.".'.i.l:‘ﬂ] boundarie: such as roads, follows the
shoreline of 2 waterbody, ete.

The site boundary is the same as, or falls within an existing protected area.

For precise boundary details, please refer to paper nap provided at designation

8. Geographical coordinates (latimde longitnde):
S053030N 0020 32E

9. General location:

Include in which part of the country and which large administrative region(s), and the location of the nearest large towm.
Nearest town/city: Eastbourne

Pevensey Levels 1s located on the Sussex coast between Eastbowrne and Hastings.
Administrative region: East Sussex

10. Elevaton (average and'or max. & min ) (metres): 11,  Area (hectares): 3377.71

Min. 1
Max. 5
Mean 3

11. General overview of the site:

Provide a short paragraph giving a summary description of the principal ecological characteristics and importance of the
wetland.

Pevensey Levels 1s one of the largest and least-fragmented lowland wet grassland systems in south-
east England. The low-lying grazing meadows are intersected by a complex system of ditches which
support a variety of important wetland commmnities, including nationally rare and scarce acuatic
plants and imvertebrates. The site also supports a notable assemblage of breeding and wintering
wildfowl A small area of shingle and intertidal pwds and sands 15 inchided within the site.

13. Ramsar Criteria:

Circle or underline each Criterion applied to the designaton of the Bamsar site. See Annex IT of the Explanarory Notes and
Guidelines for the Criteria and gnidelines for their application (adopted by Fesolation VIL11).

2,3

14. Jusdfication for the application of each Criterion listed in 13 above:

Provide justification for each Criterion in tam, clearly identifying to which Criterion the justification applies (see Annex IT
for guidance on acceptable forms of justification).

Ramsar criterion 2
The site supports an outstanding assemblage of wetland plants and invertebrates including mamy
British Fed Data Book species.

Famesar criterion 3
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Tha site supports 6% of vascalar plant species in Great Brifain that can be described as aquatic. It is
probably the best sit in Britain for Sechwater pwolbasce, ome of the fve bet sites for ageatic bastles
Coleopiera 2nd sepposts an cutitanding awesmblage of dagonflies Cdonam

Sgq Sectinns 21722 for demils of nobeworthy species

15. Biogeosraphy (requived when Criteria 1 and'or 3 and /or certzin applications of Criterion X ams
applied to the desipnation]:
M the relevanl biigoogeagshic regpaon Uhal inchades (ke Rason wie, and aleeisly the bogoosgephic regposalia bion svadom
el ke een agpplica]
s} biogeographic region:
Adflantic
) biseoeraphic resosalizuton schems: (mchde refarence citvdon):
Couzncil Dimecthes 8243 EEC

16. Phyzical featmres of the site:
Deaernbe, o apyanoprale, (he peclogy, goominzbology; ongmas - nateral or ailacial; bydulogy; sl bpe; walker qualkiy,
waler depth, waler pormuneses, (uciustions in weler ievel, lidal wariabons, doweslneem aes; general dinmle, sl

Sl & guology basic, shingle, sand, pvad, clay, alhrenm, peat, ouikent-
EeooT, sedimemtary
Ceomorphology and bndscape lowland, coastal, fioodplain, shingle bar, open coast
(imcInding bary)
Nmizteat siais wuirophic, mesomophic
pH ciTcnEnemiral
Galinity freah
Sl mainly mineral
W ateT peoTnamencs wsnally permansnt, wsually ssasozal | mismmiteni
Smmeary of main clhmatic featees Apzmal averages (Easthomme, 1971-2004)
[wrerw metofHce. com/ clim ate ok averages'] 57 1 2000 sies
wathonrne himl)
Max. daily temperatume: 13.7° C
Min dadly tezoperature: §3° C
Days of air frost: 13.9
Faingfall: 789.7 mm
Eirs. of sunshing: 184£.6

General description of e Physicsl Feammres:
Mo inforeation availshls

17. Physical feammres of the caichmest ares:
Dewribe the s area, penerall goclogy asd poomorphological e, general mell Ivpes, penemd lasal e, ind dinale
{recduding chissle bype]

Mo informaticn avadlabls

Hermaer |afsrmstcn Shaet: URK11ES 'ape S b Prransrs Lavvls
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18, Hydrological values:
Db the NMnclions ind valies of he walled n grosmdwiler rechage, o] oo, sakbmesl Bagpping, shockne
uhikratiom ol

shoroling stabilization and dissipatton of erosive forces, Recharge and discharge of
groendwatar, Flood water storags  desynchronisation of flood peaks, Maixtunance of water
guality {repzoval of muiriants)

18, Weiland types:
Infand wetland, Marne/comital wetland

Code | Mamo %o Arsa
Cther | Crthar 3.4
4 Seanomally flooded agzicelumal land 14
) Canal: and draizage chanzals 14
& Besarvedrs / barmages ¢ dams oo
o Frasbmorater lakes: permaneni Q2
E Band | shingle shores (nchding deme sysiems) a.l

. Cremeral ecolegical featmres:

Provide lurtbe desripios, as gperoprate, of the mais balbsilats, vegclalon Iypea, plinl ol snisel commmasiaos prosml @
he Ranue sils, wnd The coorialon srvico of the sle sl e bmefils deival Fos han

Pemnsey Levels sopports 2 moge of important compvemities of wetland flora and faume. Vanions
stagus of snocesion are present in the ditches. Floating and submerged aqoatic plants such as
duckweeds Leweng spp., pondweeds Pofemesedon spp. or water fam Azolla spp. represat the picoear
stagus. Thess are folloarsd by larger floating or emsergent plants such as fophit Mdrocharis morsiee
rvace, bar-reed Spargamiem cnecium and amow-bead Sagitara segitfehe. Fmally, comeson reed
Fivoymies mesinedts or hrwthor Craieeguys morsogyre becomes domvinant. Left undredped . the
ditches lose their dhwerity and varied stroctum. 4 nich banksids flora is also presest om mite. An arsa
of shingle and infertidal mmds amd sands is ancther imposiant component of the sie. Some fora
musnciabed with the shingls is pressnt. For exxmple, yellowr homed-poeppy Crilawcmen e and sea
ampion Sifme wnfom.

The sife supports mutsianding iverisbraie popelations and is a top site for Mollesca and aguatic
Coleopiera. Crvar 135 species of dagoafly (Cdomiz) bbve besn monrded, including several scarce
specis. Ome of Britein's largest and rarest spiders, the fan raft spidar Dolmrides plomiarmus has i

siromghold 2t Pevemey.

The lowland wret prassland supports a vartety of hird speciss. For example, wintering lapwing and
mips Beeding hird species inchude sedee warklen. med warklens which nest in the scrul 2nd reeds
in the ditches mapeciivaly.

Ecorystem sarvices

Il. Noteworihy flora:

Prerride sdiditional mnfiemation on parliculs specie ol why Lhey e siewonhy (epasding oseiseeny on el
prosidad iz 2. Jusileaiaoe fir e application of e Crilena) indicaling, © g whick spocicafcommenibes e umigus, ror,
endlingerad o biogecgraphically imporanl, de Do mol includs bare dacememaic lindr of oo presesd — s say be
mupplied or mppleneaioy informaiion b b BT

Marionally impartant species oconrring on the site.

Hisher Plant:.
Hemasr |nfarmstion Shaat: UK]1ES ape & o e Lavels
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Althaes offfcinaliy, Cermiopindium wbhmermem, Craomibe meritme, Polomogeion acunfiffuy,
FPeoiowsreion friesr, Pofomoreion frchodes, Sium laifediun, Sinmiodes aimder

¥ Noteworthy famna:

Prerride adilitional mfirmslion on particule speciss sl why lhey soe smileworiby [Spasding i seoseery on isfirmmise
providad is 13, JustGeattos fin be application of he Crileria) islicatng o g which spesicfonmenibo oe migue, roe,
endbiregeradl or biogoogrephically impoen], de | mclelieg ool deta. Do acd inclade e iconomic Yo of species prcsrmd
= ibrye oy b avppdind ar nepplresmiory infarmation o te 85

Birds:

Species Information
Marionally impartant species accurring on the site.
Invertebrates.
Segmenting mida, Arimer verficuley, Vinbeals mocrostoma, Fydropivlo piosay, {oeomes safra,
Elmentopinhes brevacolls, Bagous punctioodliy, Dolomedes plantarmus, Adplofes mesdicn,

(Adomiownyias o, Plerbellic argyn, Praceding zermd, Limophalia pictipenrss, Tipade
muaryiaa, Flzonhdeila costay

Assemblaps of Intumations] imporance

Tha site supports an appreciable 2asemblage of mm, vehnerabls or endangered species or sub-
specien of plant or animal Povensey Lewols is probably oo of the bt sites in Groat Britaim for
freshwratar maollescs, coe of the wary best sites for aquatc Coleoptera and also supports 2
cutiznding ssemblage of Cdozata

3. Social and culiwral valmes:
Dewcribe il the wle hin ary genoral sl mdior callral wlesic g, Eshoicn prislucdios, Torsalry, religiis mporiasce,
wrchaen legrical e, soviel relalions with the wellind, st Distnguish beiween hisoricel wchsoo] ogica Lird i groes
sgnilicenes imd cumml sei-namoeic vilues

Assthetic

Aquatic wegerton {s.g- reeds. willows, werwrsad)

Archagological historical site

Envimoamental sdecation’ interpretation

Livusiock prazing

Neom-consumpiies mecreation

Scimnbfic research

Sport fisking

Sport lInnting

Tourizm

Traditicnal culhmal

bl Ts thee sare cicpsdesed of mbermsmons | impaetance fne Boalding, 0 sddison 0 eedevans sondogaeal malees,
ensanples of spmificsnt culeoral valiees, whether msens] of nom-mmaceral, baked oo s o, comeeresing
amd e ecodogacal fuscromngT Mo

If ¥es, desceibe thes smpormace under toe o moee of the fnllowing carepnees
il e whnch provsde o model of wetlsnd wise wse, demensemnng the apphabos of tadmosal

kmrwledpe and methods of srasspement asd use thar massten e coolapecal charaoer of the
wetland:

t]  sies whach bave sxceprional culriral ersdiens o eecomds of Eremer conbizancns char heve
unfluenced the eoodgcal chasicrer of the werland:

Hamasr |afsrmstian Shaei: UEKTTES I'nge & ofY P'rramry laswwls

Preshoees] by TRUL: Vormeos 50, | 57070
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Information Sheet on Bamsar Wetlands (EI5), page 6

m)|  RlEs Wihire he eonlogcal chascrer of e wenkind depends oo 12 eI Wik sl
[EES TR R L T e TR 'l'l-:‘l'rl'll.".ﬂ

) S Wintre feleven som-marerml valiees aech &8 sacead e A piesent o [efar ENshtmle o
atenaigly bnked wneh che rclosieiass O (B SCoiogcil Chilfsi ey of the wetkand:

14, Land tenure’ownersbip:
Crornarshin catemory On-site Off-sitn
Nop-govemmeatal crgani sation
HED)

Local snthority, mumicipality abc + +
Privais + +
Prohlic/'compeemal +

5. Current land (including water) mse:

Activity Co-sim Orif-5ita
Namre conservaton + +

| Tourism + +
Facreadon +
Cumrent scisntific rewearch +
Fishing: rucreational'spori + +
Arable arricaltens (omspecified) + +

Permanaent arable asmicaltars + +
Parmanent pastoral agricaltare + +

Hay muzdows + +
Hunting: mecreaticoal sport + +
Sqwage reymant'disposal + +
Flood comtrol +

Dopssiic waiar supphy

6. Factors (past, prezent or potential) adversely affecting the site’s ecological charsceer,
incleding changes im land (imcnding water) nze and development projects:

Frplanaiion af repariteg cadegpony

L Thoos focies dhed arv sl opersiing, bt i in wecleor §dhey are andier condeod, 2 ik b o log ie sboeing b
mamaprevni or ropsisions e i e ruccrm fid

1 Thes i alt L ; i - o TR

L Thooe faciom they omr nol curreatfy Song manaped, or wieer the ropsision: reyprew sppsnar ko v B i ffecine so
J

WA = Mot dpplicable breawse no jcior b bees meporied

Advarss Factor Category | @ | Description of the problars (Newly reported Factors
G | s
3 =
:\H: ;
-1 L oe | E
L. =3 = .
e |
F‘l F 3 g E'
= Sl =
Introduchontzasion of 2 + +
non-native plant species
Pollutbion — domsstic i + +
TR
Hemasr |afsrmston Shaei: UR11ES Iage &b Prvamsrs Lavals
Prosuces] by JWUL: Vemess 50, 1590700
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For cadegory ! factomns only

What mezsmres have besn @kan | are plammed | mgalatory processes neoked, fo pitigete the effect of thess factors?
Inrodnstom trvarion of non-native plant species - Floating pannywrort Audrocongde remmonkides:  Smategy being
wiotked =p and messarch conducted into chemical meatment Effoctive sobefiom has not yet besa found

Crawmby Cmpenelr el Wk cermuntly baing undertaien {Cctobar 2004 to mesovs Craemls by
echanical digears

Follntion — dopwstic sewage - Sewage Treatmant Works: Phosphate-stripping ko besn infrodnced.
Further smdy of pollnton likely mder the wrater company's Asset Managumant Plan 4 WP

Iz the ite subject to advens ecological change? MO

7. Conpzsrvaiion meazures iaken:

Linl ool calegory endl lopal stakis of prolecic] e, acluwling baumley mhisomdeps with the B sk, munigpanesl
pracitees, whelher o offisally sppovel memgernen] plas el ed whethes il = beng implonesianl

Comsarvation Measur C-zite f-zita
Site/ Amea of Special Sciemtific Infemest +
[SSET'ASET)
Maticza] Mahre Raserre (TIHR) +
Land owmed by a nos-govermmental orgemisation | +
fior nature conserration
Managument xsreamant + +
&1l managemant saisment'plan ioplemanied +

b Diescribs any othar currsnt manxgement practicds:

The managemant of Ramsar sites in the UK is determined by sither a formal managument plan or
throwgh other management planning processss, and i oversesa by the relevaxnt stambory conservation
amancy. Detadls of the precits management practise: are given in thave documants.

8. Comzervation meazures proposed bot mot ver implemented:
o @ mumagenesl plin n preparatios; slficel propecsl e e legally proiodel e, de
Mo ixformation svzilable

0, Carrest sci=nific research and facilices:

c.@. detaib of cerenl rescarch prigeids, molalbing Bialiversly mosilorsg, cialenee ol & ficld rescarch slalion, s

Contemporary.

A sureey of Dofwmedes plcmtarnes is shortly to be endortakon, repoating the one done in 195990 (Tones
1954}, to monitor it siams

The Mational Matere Boserve is conmprebisnsively momitored by Englich Mamre and the Suisex
Wildlifo Trust

Complered.

Serveys of ditch flom, erishrates, Odonxta, Ballasce and Colsopiera bave besmn camied out, a5
henve rontime mver cormider serveys. Oherwiztering and bresding bird semveys have also bean done by
ihe REPE_AD thess are likely to be Tepsabed fom me bo fme to mondior aoy changes.

Hemasr |nfarmstion Shaet: UKTTES I'age 7 o'W Pevarsrs Lavils
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3. Current commumications, educadon and public awareness (CEPA) activities related 1o or
benefiting the site:

e vidlor oosire, slssrvalion kides sl sslure buby information bouklet, Daslilics Sor schaol vixils, sle

The Mational Matere Rewerve Stte Managers lead szided walks on the MMNEs, and teach stadents from

local Universities and Schools. East Snswx County Cowncil also have programmes for site wisits by

the genera] public.

Thers am a few interprotive panels at Pevensay Castle.

Foture activities: Thare ame proposals for a natume tail and further interpretive panels oo the leus

sensitive pasts of the NNE. In the lomg fares. am inferpretive cemtre may ba sat up.

31. Carremt recreation and tenrism:

Srate il B wellesd i wee] Sor recreationioserbar, indicals typels) ed ther Sequeney. sy

Acrtivitties and facilition provided.

Land-based recmeation:

Walking (inclnding dog waliing) and horse riding cconr on the rany public footpaths and bridleways.
Thers is a golf comrie on the sowth-sast comer. The roads within the site are wsed for recreational
cycling. Two fialds are wsed for the flying of mdio-controlisd moda] aircraft ender time-limdtod
comditions.

Water based recruation:

The Wallars Haven iz occastonally mied for rowing traiming boy a local school. All the major Havens
aze wwad for angling.

Hunting:

Thers is a beagle pack located on the site which regularhy bumts hazes. The site is aleo weed for
occasional fox husting and by bloodhounds. Iegal usting of bare, and taking of eals also goon A
fawr owners have licences to shoot wrildfonr].

Faciliries provided.

The coastal amea to the Somth of the 5ite has caravan pasks and iz nsed as 2 beach msedt.

Seasomaliry.

Mainty dering the snemer months. Shooting is over wimbr.

3. Jurizdiction:

brachicle leriiorial, & g salefepue, and fenctiomalteviorl, e g Depl ol AgricelliesTiepl. of Envinsemenl, ol

Head, Matora 2000 and Ramsar Team, Departewat for Environesent, Food and Rural A ffadrs,
European Wildlifu Division, Zome 1707, Tampls Juay House, 2 The Square, Tursple Chuay, Bristol,
BEl 6EB

33. MMamsgement swibority:

Prerride (ke roenee and aklres of the liscal clfioef=) of the ageneyp(iex) or crgesisation{s] diradly responslls for panagng ke
weilind Whorever piesible provale alws the lile mmdiir serne of the persie or persom in this office with ropponibility Toe
e wcibnd

&itw Diestgmations Mamager, Englich Natere, Sites and Surmillance Team, Northminster House,
Mortheunsier Road, Peterboroush PE]1 1TUA UK
34. Bibliepraphical references:

Scentilichockaical referencas cely. M biogeographic regionalisats scherme sprplicd (e 15 above]l, Hiat ful] eeforonee
el [ e sl

Site-relevamt references

Eeldes, F (1787 Py Lnels draponfiier. Nules Conservaney Cownel, Pelatursugh

Fraitise, T (ol 3 19901 Sriiiek Red Ot Reake: 3. Fovrmie beader odher than et Junl Maloe Consrvaliin Cirmmmiliee,
Felertarsugh

Corr, B {19€9) 4 rerry af ther apuakc Coleapiers of the Premey Leack. Nalere Consrvaney Coeneid, Pelerhonugh

Clark, I & Mesdock, 1{1997) Lical knowladge ind the procrses exlenoos of stieniafis notworks: & reflectios on three cise
slulisn. Sroolapis Rermla, 3T ) 3560

Hamae |afsrmstin Shaat: UKTTES 'age B ob% P Lavels
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Hole, M (1998) Cosserst ~ What fittere in Sesing foe wildifie? A fasmer"s view frum the Peverocy Lovels Bk Waldife,
1) %1
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Patarbarnugh
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Liscbey, Bl (1993) English Natore's Feversey Levels Wikl Enhancenent Scheme. Suwser Omuthological Newadeter, No.
125 Sarener 1993)
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Ale Pevensey Levels Special Area of Conservation

#—4—) NATURA 2000 - STANDARD DATA FORM

For Special Protection Areas (SPA),

Proposed Sites for Community Importance (pSCI),
Sites of Community Importance (SCI) and

'ﬁ J; T |.| E 1 : |]|]|] for Special Areas of Conservation (SAC)

SITE UKD03D3IET

SITENAME Pevensey Levels

TABLE OF CONTENTS

1. SITE IDENTIFICATION

1.1 Type 1.2 Site code o
B UKDD30367

1.3 Site name

Pevensey Levels

1.4 First Compilation date 1.5 Update date
2011-02 201512

1.6 Respondent:

Name!/Organisation: Joint Mature Conservation Committee

Joint Mature Conservation Committee Monkstone House City Road Peterborough

Address: PET 1JY
Email:
Date site proposed as SCI: 201102
Date site confirmed as SCI: 201211
Date site designated as SAC: Mo data
National legal reference of SAC F'.egula.t'rons 11 and 1_3-1 % of the Conservation of Habitats
designation: and Species Regulations 2010
g ' (http-frwww legislation.gov.ukfuksi2010/490/contents/made).

2. SITE LOCATION

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
part of the Development Plan for Rother
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2.1 Site-centre location [decimal degrees]:

Longitude Latitude
0.350555556 50.8525

2.2 Area [ha]: 2.3 Marine area [%]
3585.38 0.0

2.4 Sitelength [km]:

0.0

2.5 Administrative region code and name

NUTS level 2 code Region Hame

k2

Surrey, East and West Sussex

2.6 Biogeographical Region(s)

Atlantic

(100.0
%)

3. ECOLOGICAL INFORMATION

1.2 Species referred to in Article 4 of Directive 2009147/EC and listed in Annex Il of
Directive 92/43/EEC and site evaluation for them
Species Population in the site Site assessment
Scientific _ .
G Code S MNP T Size Unit Cat. D.qual. A|B|C|D A|B|C
Min Max Pop. Con. Iso. Glo.
Anisus
[ 4056 P DD A A C A
icul p

Group: A = Amphibiang, B = Birds, F = Figh, | = Invertebrates, M = Mammals, P = Plants, R = Reptiles
5:in case that the data on species are sensitive and therefore have to be blocked for any public
access enter: yes

* HNP: in caze that a species is no longer present in the site enter: x (optional)
* Type: p = permanent, r = reproducing, ¢ = concentration, w = winterng (for plant and non-migratory

species use permanent)

Unit: | = individuals, p = pairs or other units according to the Standard list of population units and
codes in accordance with Article 12 and 17 reporting {see reference portal)

Abundance categories (Cat.): C = common, R = rare, V' = very rare, P = prezent - to fill if data are
deficient (DD) or in addition to population size information

Data quality: G = 'Good' (e.g. based on surveys); M = "Moderate' (e.g. based on partial data with
some extrapolation); P = 'Poor' (e.g. rough estimation); WP = “Very poor (use this category only, if not
even a rough estimation of the population size can be made, in this case the fields for population size
can remain empty, but the field "Abundance categories” has to be filled in)

4. SITE DESCRIPTION

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming

part of the Development Plan for Rother
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4.1 General site character

Habitat class % Cover
M10 97.5

MO& 25

Total Habitat Cower 100

Other Site Characteristics

1 Temesfrial: Soil & Geology: nutrient-poor, clay, alluvium,peat basic, shingle,zand,mud, sedimentary 2
[Terrestrial: Geomorphology and landscape: lowland, coastal floodplain

4.2 Quality and importance
lﬂ«nisus vorticulus for which this iz considered to be one of the best areas in the United Kingdom.

4.3 Threats, pressures and activities with impacts on the site

The most important impacts and activities with high effect on the site

Megative Impacts Positive Impacts
Threals o olution | . Activities,  Pollution | ;e loutside
and - insidefoutside Rank management |(optional) |-
Rank (opticnal) [ilo|k]
pressures jeode) [ilolb] [code] [code]
[code] H 0os I
H JO2 B H AOE I
H 101 B H A02 I
H HO2 B H A04 I
H BO2 |

Rank: H = high, M = medium, L = low

Pollution: M = Nitrogen input, P = Phosphor/Phosphate input, A = Acid input/acidification,
T = toxic inorganic chemicals, O = toxic organic chemicals, X = Mixed pollutions

i = ingide, o = outside, b = both

4.5 Documentation

Conservation Objectives - the Matural England links below provide access to the Conservation Objectives

(and other site-related information) for its terresfrial and inshore Matura 2000 sites, including conservation
dvice packages and supporting documents for European Marine Sites within English waters and for

cross-border sites. See also the 'UK Approach' document for more information (link via the JNCC website).

Link{s): hitp:iipublications naturalengland.orgubklcategoryi32 12324

hitp-ifincy

5. SITE PROTECTION STATUS (optional)

5.1 Designation types at national and regional level:

Code Caover [%:] Code Cover [%] Code Cover [%]

UKD4 100.0 | |uko 51

6. SITE MANAGEMENT

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
part of the Development Plan for Rother
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6.1 Body(ies) responsible for the site management:

Matural England

Organisation:

Address:

Email:

6.2 Management Plan(s):
An actual management plan does exist

[ ] ves

] Mo, but in preparation

ENO

6.3 Conservation measures (optional)

|For available information, including on Conservation Objectives, see Section 4.5.

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming

part of the Development Plan for Rother
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Alf Hastings Cliffs SAC

h_,j_.___",, NATURA 2000 - STANDARD DATA FORM

H For Sjpe-olal Probeabion Areac [3PA)L
Fropeoced BHse for Communiy imporianos (paol),
= Shbex of C.ommunity Impsortnces: (ECT and
HATOLR 000 for Spscial Arsac of Concarvation [EAC)

SITE UKOO30 185
SITEMAME  Hastings Ciims

TABLE OF CONTENTS

1. SITE IDENTIFICATION

1.1 Type 1.2 5its code —_—
5 UKDO3T1ES
1.3 Site name

Hastings CIMs

1.4 First Compliation date 1.5 Update date

200105 201512

1.6 Respondsnt:

mmlm: JOiTt Mahre Consenation Commities
Joint Kature Conservation Commitiee Monksione House City Rioad Peterborough

Address- PE1 1Y

Emal:

Oiate site proposed a8 SC1: 2001-03

Date ite confirmed a8 5CI: 2004-12

Date sie desdgnated as SAC: 200504

National legal referencs of SAC Reguiatans 11 2nd 13-15 of he Consenation of Habitats
designation: ;n:pmﬁeﬁm.gwunmmmmmmm:.

2. 5ITE LOCATION

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
part of the Development Plan for Rother
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2.1 Site-centre location [decimal degress]:

Liongttwde Latifuds
0.552222207 5085861111

2.2 Arsa [ha]- 2.3 Marine arsa [%]
182.47 0.0

2.4 Sitsiengtn [km);

0.0

2.5 Administrative region cods and names

NUTS levsl 2 code Rsglon Name
[ | sumey, East ane west Sussex

2 § Blogecgraphical Reglon|z]

{100.D
ABAT )

3. ECOLOGICAL INFORMATION

3.1 Halbitat types present on the aite and assessment for tham E—
anngx | Habitat typss Site aemesament
Cover Caws Duata
Code PF NP ma]  [rumber] quattty “IBICID AJBIC
Ralative
Rapraesntativity urt Consenvation  Global
ey 5474 M 5 c A 5

* PF: for the Faibiat typss that can have 3 non-prionty as well 35 3 priorhy fom (5210, 7130, S430) enter
"X In e column FF 1o Indicaie the pricity form

* NP: In case Mat a habitat type no longer exists In the she emer. x (optional)

= Cugyer: dacimal walues can b= enisned

= Caves: for habiiat ypes 8310, 8330 (caves) emier the numbsr of caves T eslimated suface s not
avzllatle.

= Data quallty: G ="Good (2., based on surveys); M = Moderate' (2.9 based on partial data with
some exirapolation); P = 'Poor (e.g. rough esimation)

4. 5ITE DESCRIPTION

4.1 General slts character .
Habiltat class % Cowar
NOT |1r.'-

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
part of the Development Plan for Rother
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W4 10.0
W19 1.0
WG 25.0
LR am
M2 o
bl 1.0
DG a0
MOS 300
DG 13.0
Tookad Hiabota! Coreer 100
Other Site Characteristics

1 Temesinal: S0l & Gaology: nuinent-nch, mud,newial, shing'e sand sanssiong, acidic, day, Munem-poor 2
Temasinal: GB]'TH;‘IFE-HEQT and [andscape” coastal, lowiand, valley, hilly,cragsiedges. slopa 4 Manna:

4.2 Guality and imiporiance
&= CifTs of the Aflantic and Sattic coasts for which Wils 5 consldered i b= one of the best arsas in
e Linied Kinggdom.

4.3 Threats, pressures and activitles with Impacts on the slte
The mos! Importam Impacts and activities with high eff2ct on e slie

Negalive Impacs Posiive Impacts
- B SO |mskeicutsige]  [Rank rrm% Fu?;lliﬂ:- "lfg?'“mm
pressurss 90001 iy ooos| jeoos
[cod] H 204 |
H R0 B H e ]
H HoA E
H HOZ B

Feank: H = hign, M = medium, L= iow

Pollution: N = Nitmgen Input, P = PhosphonPhasphate INpUt, A = Acid Input/acicfcation,
T = bondc: Inorganic: chamicals, O = toade organic chemicals, X = Mixed pollutions

| = Insige, o = ouiskie, b = both

4.5 Documentation

[Conservation CIOjecives - the Naiural Englard INks Dekow Drovide ac0ess 10 (e ConBerason Cojecives
arvd other site-ralated Ifomation) for s temesiral and Inshore Natura 2000 shes, Including consanvation
aivice packages and supporting documents for European Marine Shas within English waters and for

crosE-bormer Sltes. See @S0 e 'UK Azoroach’ document for more formation (Ink via the JNCC websiE).

Link(z): -

5. SITE PROTECTION STATUS (optional)

5.1 Deslgnation typsa af naflonal and reglonal level:

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
part of the Development Plan for Rother
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Code Cover [4] Code Cover [%]
LKA 100.0

6. SITE MANAGEMENT

Cover [%]

sk i o
£.1 Bodyjles) responsibla for the slte managamant:
Cwganisaton: Matural England
Adarzgs:
Email:

£.2 Managsment Plan{s):
An actual management plan does exdst

[ ] Yes
| ] Mo, but in preparation

] Mo

§.3 Conservation measures [optional)

[For awallable Imfiormation, Including on Consanvalion Diojecives, see Seclion 4.5

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming

part of the Development Plan for Rother
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Alg Ashdown Forest SAC

__,‘_.____",, NATURA 2000 - STANDARD DATA FORM

H For Spe-olal Probeation Areac [3PAL
Fropocad Ehec Tor Commianily Imporianos (p3:C1),
e 3bex of Communtty Impeortunoe (5G] and
HATHORA 2000 for 2pecial Areac of Concarvation [SAC)

SITE L ALIKIETTH
SITENAME Lahdown Forest

1. SITE IDENTIFICATION

1.1 Typs 1.2 5lis coda —
B IR DOED0ED

1.3 Sita name

Ashdown Forest

1.4 First Compliation date 1.5 Update dats

200105 01512

1.5 Reaponasnt:

P Joint Nature Conservation Commitize Monkstone Houss Clty Road Peterborough
- PE1 1Y

Email:

[Ciats site propossd as 501 200103

Dats site confirmed aa SCI: 200412

Ciate site designated as SAC: 200504

Wationsi legal reference of SAC Regulatons 11 3nd 2-12 o the Cansanatn o Hats

designation: m:pw&m.gwunmwzmmmmm:.

2. SITE LOCATION

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
part of the Development Plan for Rother
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2 1 Site-centre location [decimal dagresa]:

Longltude Latitude
DO7DS55556 51.05583333

22 Area [hal: 2.3 Maring area [%]
271553 0o

2 4 Sltsbangth [km]:

0o

2.5 Ldminlstrative reglon code and nams

MUTS leval 2 code Raglon Mama

|ukaz | sumey, East ang west Sussex

2 § Blogecgraphical Reglon|z)

(100.0
AR 5

3. ECOLOGICAL INFORMATION

3.1 Habitat types present on the sife and asasssment for them
Annsx | Habitat types Site aasasament
Covel  Cave Data

Code PF NP o [umber] qualtty “BICID ABjC

Ralathva

Repressntathiiy surt Conssrvaion  Global

40106 120854 G A c B A
40306 4156 G A c 5 A

* PF: for the haibitat types that can have a non-priodty 35 well a5 3 priorty Sormm (5210, 7130, 5430) enter

X In e column PF to Indicaie the pricetty form

+ NP In case Mat 3 habitat type no longer exists In the she enter; x {optional)

= Cover: decimal values can b emarad

= Cawes: for habiiat ypss 8310, 6330 (@wes) emer the number of caves T esimated suface Is not
avallable.

= Dt quallty: G = "Good (e.0. based on suiveys); M = Modermle' (2.9 based on partial data with
sOMme extrapolation); P = "Poor (£.0. rough esimation)

3.2 Spacies refemed to In Artlcle 4 of Dirscitea 2003147/EC and listad In 2nnex N of Directive
SA4IEEC and slfe evaluation for them

Spacies Population In the sits §ite asaseament

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming

part of the Development Plan for Rother
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G Code Mame 5 NP T Sie Unit Cat D.gual ABICID ABC
Min  Max Pop.  Com. lso. Glo.

-
A 1igg luon D c DD C B C C

* Group: A= Amphiblans, B = Birds, F = Fsh, | = Invertebraies, M = Mamimais, P = Plants, & = Repties

* 5 Incase that the data on spedies are senstive and thersfons have o b2 biockad for any putilc
ACDEGS BN yES

* NP In case Mat 3 speckes Is no longer present In the sie enter x joptional)

* Typs: p=-pernanent, r= reproducng, ¢ = concentration, w = winanng (for plant and non-migrabary
s0ecies Use permanent)

* Uit | = ndividuals, p= pairs or ofmer units according %o the Standard kst of population unfs and
codes N accondance with Aricle 12 and 17 reporting (568 secsnce sl

* Abundancs categories (Cat.): C = common, R = rare, V = very rare, P = present - 1 1 If data are
geficiznt (DD) of In 3dAton to population stze Information

* Data quallty: G ="Good (2.0 based on suveys), M = Moderate' (2.0 based on partlial data with
BOITE ation); P = "Poor (e.g. esimation|; VP = use his only, i not
Eﬂn:mrmmaﬂhm:" on of the ﬁ-:p%lamﬁlmpﬂzemm]m. In & Pge'mewm%mr;mm
Can remain empty, but the field “Abundancs categonies™ Ras i be filed Inj

4. 5ITE DESCRIFTION

4.1 Ganeral sits character E—
Habitat class 5% Cover
NOS &0.0
Nig 4.0
Tiolall Haateila Corenr 100
Other Sie Charactersatics
1 Temesinal: S0l & Genlogy: sandstone, ackiic, day, mENeni-poor 2 Temesral. Geomomnology and
andscape: iowland

4.2 gualiy and imporiance
Worthem AfZantic wet heaths with Srca tetralls for which his Is consldered o be one of the best areas In the
United Kingdom. Euncpaan dry heaths for which this |5 considersd to be ane of the best areas In e United

Fingaiom. Tritures cristabus for which e area ks consldered 0 supoon 3 skgnificant presenss.

4.3 Threats, pressures and activities with Impacts on the site

The most Importam Impacts and aciiities with high effect on Te slie

Negalive Impacis Posilive Impacis

R g o el [Rank n-mﬂ:;mm f&ﬂ} "l‘g':]a'““""*
pressures. [0 rioy jpoce] |[oode
[code] H a2 |

H HOa B

H 00z 5

H A0z |

H = |

Fank: H = high, M = medim, L= o
Poiiution: N = Nitmgen Input, P = PhosphorPhosphate Input, A = Acid Inputiacidfication,
T = bamic: Inorganic: chemicals, O = towic organic chesicals, X - Mixed pollutions

| = Insige, o = outske, b = both

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
part of the Development Plan for Rother
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4.5 Documsantation

on Cijeciives - the Maiural England Inks below provide access 10 the Consanvation Objeciives
and other site-riated infomation] for Bs iemestial and Inshore Matura 2000 shes, Including consanyation

packages and supporting documents for European Marne Shas within English waisrs and for
sites. See ais0 Me UK Approach’ document for more Information (Ink via the JNCC websie),

Link(s): :

5. SITE PROTECTION STATUS (optional)
5.1 Deslgnation typses at natlonal and raglonal lsved:

Coiie Cover [ Code Cover [%4] Code Cover [%]
UKD 100.0

6. SITE MANAGEMENT

6.1 Body(les) responsibls for the slte managament:

Organisaton: Matural England

AddreEs:

Emnall:

£.2 Managament Plan{s)-
An actual management plan does exst

| ] es
[ ] Mo, butin preparation
%] Mo

6.3 Conservation measures [optional)
|For avallable Ifomation, Incuding on Corsenvalion Objecives, see Section 4.5.

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
part of the Development Plan for Rother
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Appendix 2: Map of the Hydrological Catchment of Pevensey
Levels i Rother Parishes
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Reproduced frdm the Ordi Survey ping witl"nilhe permission of the Ci of Her Majesty's Stationary Office. (Crown
Copyright). Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown copyright and may lead to pr ion or civil pr dings. No further copies
may be made. Rother District Council Licence No 100018643 2015.
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Appendix 3: Natura 2000 Sites in Rother District (Note: prior to March 2016 extensions and confirmations*®) i Existing area and area infringed by planning

applications

frea of designation | % of East Sussex | Area of designation % of rother area of designation | % of designation / | Number of planning
f reserve in East f reserve in { reserve in Rother | reserve in Rother | applications within

Table 1. Designated sites and reserves sussex (ha) Rother{ha) |nfr|nge.d by |nfr|nge.d by ur_al:lur.tlng

planning planning designation f

applications (ha) applications resernye

, = |Ramszar 35854 21 4B6.5 [E) 0. oo o
E % special Area of Conservation [SAC) 72205 4z 1023 .0 2.0 2.7 03 2
E |special Protection Area [SPA) 43244 25 1117.4 2.2 0.1 0.01 2

Source: Sussex Biodiversity Record Centre

Details of Relevant Applications

RR/2013/420/P — The application site was completely within the Dungeness SAC, making use of an existing MOD walled training facility for civilian war games. Natural England confirmed in their comments that the
activity was not likely to have a significant effect on the SAC.

RR/2013/495/P & RR/2013/493/P — Both application sites abut the boundary of the Dungeness to Pett Level SPA for the extended occupation period of static caravans. Natural England have trialled requesting that
planning application data be filtered so that only those with a likely impact on biodiversity would be included (e.g. new developments, extensions etc) in order to exclude applications such as this from the figures.

RR/2013/93/P — This is likely to be due to an error during digitising of the either the SPA or application site boundary rather than an actual infringement of the SPA.

18 Updated information not yet available

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming part of the Development Plan for Rother
Habitat Regulations Assessment (Screening) Report

Page 98



Appendix 4: Areas of Priority Habitat 1 Existing area and area infringed by planning applications

Ancient woodland

Coastal & floodplain grazing marsh

Coastal saltmarsh

Coastal sand dunes

Coastal vegetated shingle

Deciduous woodland

Ghyll woodland

Intertidal chalk

Intertidal mudflat

Lowland calcareous grassland

Lowland fen

Lowland heathland
Lowland meadow
Maritime cliff and slope

Reedbed

Saline lagoon

Priority Habitats*(Bold text indicates

habitat is present iwthin Natura 2000

sites)

Relevant International Site

N/A

Pevensey Levels Ramsar, Pevensey Levels SAC, Dungeness SAC,

Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay SPA, Dungeness, Romney

Marsh and Rye Bay Ramsar, Dungeness SAC

Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay SPA, Dungeness SAC

Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay SPA, Dungeness, Romney

Marsh and Rye Bay Ramsar

Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay SPA, Dungeness, Romney

Marsh and Rye Bay Ramsar, Dungeness SAC.

N/A
N/A

Hastings Cliffs SAC, Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay SPA,

Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay Ramsar

Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay SPA, Dungeness, Romney

Marsh and Rye Bay Ramsar

N/A

Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay SPA, Dungeness, Romney

Marsh and Rye Bay Ramsar

Hastings Cliffs SAC

N/A

Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay SPA, Hastings Cliffs SAC
Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay SPA

Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay SPA, Dungeness, Romney

Marsh and Rye Bay Ramsar, Dungeness SAC.

Other significant locations with

Rother District

High Weald AONB

Combe Valle Countryside Park,
Rother Valley, Brede Valley,
West Bexhill.

Combe Valle Countryside Park, Hooe

Level Foreshore, Fairlight.

High Weald AONB

High Weald AONB

Combe Valle Countryside Park

Combe Valle Countryside Park,

Area of habitat in East

Sussex (ha)

20906.7

10220.8

48.3

63.5

412.7

19248.1

6563.9

268.5

231.5

2100.9

33.8

1463.4
159.9
104.4

119.5

133.6

% of East Sussex

12.1

5.9

0.03

0.04

0.2

11.2

3.8

0.2

0.1

12

0.02

0.8
0.1
0.1

0.1

0.1

Area of habitat in

Rother (ha)

8054.0

4044.4

35.9

63.5

362.2

6450.9

2775.7

40.2

184.8

0.0

7.5

66.2
68.9
14.5

64.6

120.8

% of Rother

15.5

7.81

0.1

0.1

0.7

12.4

5.4

0.1

0.4

0.0

0.01

0.1
0.1
0.03

0.1

0.2

Area of habitat in Rother
infringed by
Planning applications (ha)

233.9

13.6

0.01

0.03

0.1

156.8

63.3

% of habitat |
Rother infringed b
Planning applicatior
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Traditional orchard N/A 136.7 0.1 76.0 0.1

13.

N/A
4132.4 2.4 838.1 1.6 109.5

Woodzasture and parkland

Note: Statistical breakdown of permitted planning applications within designated sites and habitats in Rother Districhikttuépril 2014 and 31st March 2015
*Changes in habitat extent yean year may well be a reflection of improved datasets and should not be assumed to be habitat expansion or contractitrabif@nyatasets overlap with one another, e.g. lowland meadow may be classed as grazing marsh and recorded i

both inventories.
Source: Sussex Biodiversity Record Centidovember 2015
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Appendix 5: Relevant Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) Condition Analysis

Site: Pevensey Levels

Report generated on: 23 Sep 2015

Total
number
Total area
(ha)

Area (ha)
Percentage

Sites Units Units
Assessed
1 37 37
3,603.15 3,603.15 3,603.15
% meeting Favourable Unfavourable Unfavourable
area of - Recovering - No change
favourable or
unfavourable
recovering
3,585.31 3,585.31
99.40% 0.00% 99.40% 0.00%

More detail is available from Natural England web-page here.

Unfavourable
- Declining

0.00%

Partially
destroyed

17.84
0.50%

Destroyed

0.00%

Not Assessed

0.00%
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Site: Hastings Cliffs to Pett Beach SSSI

Report generated on: 23 Sep 2015

Total
number
Total area
(ha)

Area (ha)
Percentage

Sites Units
1 10
312.41 312.41
% meeting Favourable Unfavourable
area of - Recovering
favourable or
unfavourable
recovering
312.41 236.19 76.22
100.00% 75.60% 24.40%

Units Assessed

10

312.41

Unfavourable
- No change

0.00%

More detail is available from Natural England web-page here

Unfavourable
- Declining

0.00%

Partially
destroyed

0.00%

Destroyed

0.00%

Not
Assessed

0.00%
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Site: Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay SSSI

Report generated on: 23 Sep 2015

Total
number
Total area
(ha)

Area (ha)
Percentage

Sites Units Units Assessed
1 194 194
9,089.54 9,089.54 9,089.54
% meeting Favourable Unfavourable Unfavourable
area of - Recovering - No change
favourable or
unfavourable
recovering
9,065.23 5,970.71 3,094.52 12.70
99.73% 65.69% 34.04% 0.14%

More detail is available from Natural England web-page here

Unfavourable
- Declining

11.71
0.13%

Partially
destroyed

0.00%

Destroyed

0.00%

Not
Assessed

0.00%
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Site: Ashdown Forest SSSI

Report generated on: 23 Sep 2015

Total
number
Total area
(ha)

Area (ha)
Percentage

Sites Units Units Assessed
1 127 127
3,209.28 3,209.28 3,209.28
% meeting Favourable Unfavourable Unfavourable
area of - Recovering - No change
favourable or
unfavourable
recovering
3,196.27 657.90 2,538.38
99.49% 20.50% 79.09% 0.00%

More detail is available from Natural England web-page here

Unfavourable
- Declining

13.01
0.41%

Partially
destroyed

0.00%

Destroyed

0.00%

Not
Assessed

0.00%
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Definition of Favourable

The designated feature(s) within a unit are being adequately conserved and
the results from monitoring demonstrate that the feature(s) in the unit are
meeting all the mandatory site specific monitoring targets set out in the FCT.
The FCT sets the minimum standard for favourable condition for the
designated features and there may be scope for the further (voluntary)
enhancement of the features / unit. A unit can only be considered favourable
when all the component designated features are favourable.

Definition of Unfavourable Recovering

Often known simply as ‘recovering'. Units/features are not yet fully conserved
but all the necessary management mechanisms are in place. At least one of
the designated feature(s) mandatory attributes are not meeting their targets
(as set out in the site specific FCT). Provided that the recovery work is
sustained, the unit/feature will reach favourable condition in time.

Definition of Unfavourable no change

The unit/feature is not being conserved and will not reach favourable
condition unless there are changes to the site management or external
pressures and this is reflected in the results of monitoring over time, with at
least one of the mandatory attributes not meeting its target (as set out in the
site specific FCT) with the results not moving towards the desired state. The
longer the SSSI unit remains in this poor condition, the more difficult it will be,
in general, to achieve recovery. At least one of the designated feature(s)
mandatory attributes and targets (as set out in the site specific FCT) are not
being met.

Definition of Unfavourable Declining

The unit/feature is not being conserved and will not reach favourable condition
unless there are changes to site management or external pressures. The site
condition is becoming progressively worse, and this is reflected in the results
of monitoring over time, with at least one of the designated features
mandatory attributes not meeting its target (as set out in the site specific FCT)
with the results moving further away from the desired state. The longer the
SSSI unit remains in this poor condition, the more difficult it will be, in general,
to achieve recovery.
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Appendix 6: Monitoring of Key Interest Features

This section assesses the recent status of some of the qualifying species/key
interest features present in the Natura 2000 sites.

Quialifying species are summed up in Table 2 (pagel3) and set out in full in
Appendix 1.

Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay SPA Qualifying Species

Data has been obtained from three sites within the SPA for qualifying bird
species. The three sites are Dungeness (in Shepway District), Rye Harbour
and Pett Level (both in Rother District)

There is too limited data for analysis of the Little Tern or the Aquatic Warbler.
Shoveler
Dungeness - all months (2km border)

Reporting Rate
Tl === ]

% Freqg

ol B i
2032 2013 2014 2015 2016

year/
Source: BTO Birdtrack

Rye Harbour Nature Reserve - all months (2km border)
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Reporting Rate

% Freq

2012 2013 2014 2015 20186

year/
Source: BTO Birdtrack

Pett Level - all months (2km border)

Reporting Rate

o
2012 2013 2014 2015 2018

year/
Source: BTO Birdtrack

Reported sightings of the Shoveler have increased in frequency over the last
five years within the two sites within Rother District, whilst exhibiting very
marginal decline in Dungeness. Overall, across the SPA the species appears
to be flourishing, based on 5 yearly sightings.
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Common Tern

Dungeness - all months (2km border)

Reporting Rate

32,5 :
3H T 1
27.5

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

year/
Rye Harbour Nature Reserve - all months (2km border)

Reporting Rate

T e

L
4T T R i
T

]

% Freq AEEEEEESSSSR——— ;

o |
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

year/
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Pett Level - all months (2km border)

Reporting Rate

= = M2 L

% Freq [

S 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

(=T o T T O I - T - - I - ]

year/

Reported sightings of the Common Tern, although inconsistent, appear stable
within Rother (Rye Harbour and Pett Level), whilst declining in Dungeness
(Shepway District).

Mediterranean Gull

Dungeness - all months (2km border)

Reporting Rate

y § B § e

S o012 2013 2014 2015 2018

=

year/

Rye Harbour Nature Reserve - all months (2km border)
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Reporting Rate

 ap12 2013 2014 2015 2016

year/

Pett Level - all months (2km border)

Reporting Rate

..........................................................

..........................................................

% Freq

..........................................................

2012 2013 2014

2015 2016
year!

Reported sightings of the Mediterranean Gull, although inconsistent, appear

stable within Rother (Rye Harbour and Pett Level), whilst declining in
Dungeness (Shepway District).
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Bewick's Swan

Dungeness - all months (2km border)

Reporting Rate

e — -
101- .
9 IS
B{ .
7 s

% Fre oL B

q
o eIl
a3l B
ot L.
02 2013 2014 2015 2016
year!

Berwick’s Swan have not been reported in Rother District. A small number
have been reported in nearby Dungeness, although absent from the records
of the last two years.

Avocet
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Pett Level

Reporting Rate

..........................................................

..........................................................

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

year/

Rye Harbour

Reporting Rate

..........................................................
..........................................................

..........................................................

% Freq

oL
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

year/
Note: 2016 figure is up to 11/02/16 only

Discounting the 2016 figure (which is only up to 11/02/16) the Avocet appears
to be increasing in the last couple of years at Rye Harbour and stable at Pett
Level, so the monitoring of this species has not raised any concerns.

Rother Development and Site Allocations Plan and Neighbourhood Plans forming
part of the Development Plan for Rother
Habitat Regulations Assessment (Screening) Report Page 112



Bittern
Pett Level

Reporting Rate

% Freq

o [=+] bt | (= =] 0w = —

b

(] (=]

= -
—i

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Reporting Rate

12
114
104
1
B
71
% Freq &
51
31
24
- . __
T 202 2013 2014 2015 2016
year/

The Bittern was completely absent from both sites in 2013, but re-appeared in
2014 and 2015. As a rarely spotted species, it is difficult to draw conclusions
from the limited data although there is nothing to suggest it has declined in
recent years.
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Sandwich Tern

Pett Level

Reporting Rate
VB -

14

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

year/
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Rye Harbour
Reporting Rate

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

year/

The Sandwich Tern appears relatively stable across the two Rother sites,
although there was a marked decline at Pett Level from 2012 to 2013,
sightings have since picked up. At Rye Harbour sightings have risen very
slightly. Overall there does not appear to be grounds for concern with this
species based on recent reporting rates within the District.

Hen harrier

There are no records of this species at either RSPB Dungeness, Pett Level or
Rye Harbour from the last 5 years. This is a concern as it was cited as one of
the qualifying species for the originally proposed SPA.
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Marsh Harrier

Pett Level

Reporting Rate

% Freq

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

year/

Rye Harbour
Reporting Rate

204
18

i
..........................................................

16

14

12

i
..........................................................

% Freq

2012 2013 2014 2015

2016
year/

Sightings of the Marsh Harrier have increased in frequency, particularly at

Pett Level.
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Golden Plover

Pett Level
Reporting Rate

% Fre "
a 5

ol
202 2013 2014 2015 2016

year/

Rye Harbour
Reporting Rate

- 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

year/
Note: 2016 figure is up to 11/02/16 only

The Golden Plover has exhibited steady decline save for a marked increase in
2016, which cannot be considered statistically significant given the species is
a Winter visitor and record are only up to 11/02/16.
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Ruff

Pett Level

Reporting Rate

ol
2m2 2013 2014 2015 2016

year/

Note: 2016 figure is up to 11/02/16 only

Rye Harbour
Reporting Rate

oL
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

year/

Note: 2016 figure is up to 11/02/16 only

The Ruff has exhibited a slight increase in sighting over recent years.
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Mute Swan

Pett Level
Reporting Rate

Emm— _
Sl L |

o012 2013 2014 2015 2016

=

year!
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Rye Harbour

30
27.57
25
22.51
20

175
% Freq 157

12.5

2.5

104
7.5-

Reporting Rate

2014 2015

year/

..........................................................

..........................................................

.............

.............

2016

The Mute Swan has exhibited a slight increase in sighting over recent years
within the two Rother sites.
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Dungeness SAC Qualifying Species

Vegetated Shingle Habitat

This priority habitat is a key interest feature of the Dungeness SAC.

Appendix 5 indicates this covers some 362ha of Rother District (0.7% of total
District area), upon which there has been no significant impact from planning
applications in the past four years.

Great Crested Newt

This amphibian is a key interest feature of the Dungeness SAC. There is
limited information regarding the state of local populations. However, it is
notable that the importance of protecting and enhancing BAP Priority Habitats
(including ponds, the GCNs primary habitat) is recognised by policies within
the Rother DC Local Plan.
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Dungeness, Romney Marsh and Rye Bay Ramsar Key Interest Features

As highlighted in Table 4, key interest features include saline lagoons and
basic fens.

Appendix 5 indicates these priority habitats have not been infringed by
planning applications within the last year (nor indeed in the previous three
years).

Hastings Cliff SAC Qualifying Species

The main key interest feature is vegetated sea cliffs of the Atlantic and Baltic
Coasts, for which the main threat is recreational pressure. Whilst, impacts of
Rother development were screened out in 2011 and 2014; it is also notable
that section 3.6.2 of the 2011 HRA also outlined a number of access
management measures in place or in the pipeline. On this basis it is
considered likely that the recreational pressure on the feature will have
decreased in the intervening period.

The only species specifically highlighted as a key interest feature of the SA
was the Lophocolea fragrans,

The Friends of Hastings Country Park Nature Reserve highlight that this is
located on an area of undercliff that is inaccessible due to dangerous unstable
ground. The risk of recreational pressure is therefore considered negligible.

Pevensey Levels Ramsar

The Ramsar designation key interest features include a wide variety of
individual species such as freshwater molluscs, aquatic beetles, dragonflies
Odonata.

The Pevensey Levels SCI mentions a specific species ‘Little Whorlpool
Ram’s-Horn Snaill Ani s us V oActions ¢coudéalvatld the specific threats
to this species (including inappropriate water levels, invasive species and
water pollution) have been identified in the Pevensey Levels Site
Improvement Plan. The delivery bodies for these actions are the Environment
Agency, Natural England and the Internal Drainage Board(s) as well as the
local authorities (in the case of inappropriate water levels). This issue has
been addressed by Policy SRM2 of the adopted Rother District Council Core
Strategy and will continue to be addressed by further measures in the
Development and Site Allocations DPD.
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Appendix 7: Natural England and Environment Agency
Comments on the Screening Opinion

Date: 03 November 2015

From:

John Lister

Lead Adviser

Sussex & Kent Area Team (Area 14)
Natural England,

International House,

Dover Place, Ashford,

Kent, TN23 1HU.
www.gov.uk/natural -england

Thank you for consulting Natural England on your HRA screening opinion.

This is the latest part of a long and complex process. It has been difficult to
develop a detailed understanding of the process and | am very grateful for your
helpful section 8, which sets out a good summary of the key documents. It appears
that we have reached agreement at key stages in the plan making process, including
the later stages of the Core Strategy and | trust the plan has been amended and
modified accordingly.

My brief comments on this screening opinion are as follows:

Para 2.3.271 the use of a 15km envelope seems appropriate at this stage.

Map 1 - | understand that the data on magic.gov.uk is correct. If you have any
doubts, please let me know and | will recheck.

Section 6 does not mention Ashford or Hastings.

Para 8.2.517 Does the RSPB monitor and report visitor levels? What provision is being
made to address issues that may arise when numbers reach 40k?

Is there a clear commitment (by relevant authorities and agencies) to the
Sustainable Access Strategy and has provision been made for funding and delivering
key components?

Para8.3.1T not es ThehH&A commented that there are no indications that the
Country Park is at or close to visitor capacity or that any future increase in visitors

cannot be managedd .The term fino i ndi c &nlassotmedark care e ms
demonstrably meet demand, consideration should be given to monitoring, identifying

issues and making any necessary provision for funding measures mentioned under
paragraph 8.3.2.

The work outlined in section 8.6 is welcomed.
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Some components in the string of HRA reports are dated, and while the 2013 report
on housing numbers is useful, it is not immediately clear if consideration has been
given to the impact of any changes in the scale of development now expected for
adjoining planning areas.

Section 8.7 - there have been discussions between Marian Ashdown and Wealden DC
on the current issues. She is on leave this week and | will check for the latest news
on her return and let you know next week.

Section 8.8 is helpful, however the condition and direction of travel of SSSIs is not a
perfect monitor for the condition of the associated N2K sites. More detailed surveys
and monitoring of international designated sites, on which there is a likely significant

effect arising from development, is appropriate.

| broadly agree with the conclusions set out in section 9, as a basis for considering
the DASA and NPs, and for rescreening where appropriate.

A commitment to monitoring impacts and effects through the development and
implementation of the plan is essential to providing a framework for adap ting policies
and mitigations to meet changing circumstances.

Due to the current pressure of consultations on land-use proposals, plans and
appeals, | have not been able to spend the time | would have wished to review and
comment on your Screening Opinion. Nevertheless, | hope you find these comments
helpful.

If there are issues | have not covered, please let me know and | will respond as
quickly as possible. If discussion would be helpful, please give me a call.

If you wish to comment on the service provided by Natural England, please use the
appended form.

Yours sincerely

John Lister
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Date: 19 July 2016

From:

Jennifer Wilson,

Planning Specialist (KSL - Kent),
Environment Agency.

Thank you for consulting us on the above. We have no comnemske on the
assessment.

One observation worth noting is ensuring that the newly designated Dungeness, Romney
Marsh and Rye Bay SPA and Ramsar site are correctly referred to throughout, for example
section 6.2 still refers to the proposed sites.

Kind Regards

Jennifer Wilson
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Date: 08 August 2016

From:

Rebecca Bishop — MRTPI,
Adviser

Sustainable Development,
Sussex & Kent Team,
Natural England
www.gov.uk/natural -england

Dear Roger Comerford,

Thank you for your consultations on the above dated 20/06/2016 and 04/07/2016.
Natural England is a non-departmental public body. Our statutory purpose is to

ensure that the natural environment is conserved, enhanced, and managed for the
benefit of present and future generations, thereby contributing to sustainable
development.

Development & Site Allocations Plan (DASA) & Neighbourhood Plans - HRA
Screening Opinion

We accept your conclusions, in paragraphs 12.1.4 (the first one — please note that
the numbering needs to be amended) and 12.1.3; that;

€éothe Development and Site Allocations Plan, e
(including with other plans and policies) is not considered likely to result in significant

adverse effects on the integrity of European sites or associate sensitive areas. This is

subject to the requirement for continued confo
with the caveat that:

éfi Should DASA policies emerge that deviate [
thenthe Pl an may need t o bassesBeslonceenwmeasiwel as' and r

possibly subject to more detailed appropriate assessment. In any event, this HRA
screening opinion may need to be updated at subsequent stages of plan production
to confirmitscontn ui ng rel evance. 0

We would add that, subject to the above, it could also be concluded that a full
Appropriate Assessment is not deemed necessary.

Questions raised in your consultation email of 21stJune 2016:

1. Is it reasonable to assume that this District-wide screening negates the need for
individual Neighbourhood Plans to undertake HRA screening? (subject to the caveats
in section 12.2)

We agree that HRA of future Neighbourhood Plans may not be required in addition to
the District-wide assessment, subject to re-assessment, as required; as per your
paragraph below:

“12.3.1 ...the impacts and effects of DASA and Neighbourhood Plans within the
District will be monitored to ensure the conclusions of this HRA report remain sound
and relevant. In any event, this HRA screening opinion may need to be updated at
subsequent stages of plan production to confirm its continuing relevance.”
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2. Does this report still fall within the Stage 1 of the HRA process? Or is the work of
such extent that it should be re-packaged as Stages 1 & 2?

Your report would appear to fall within Stage 1 of the HRA process, i.e. the screening
stage. It is therefore recommended that the wording in paragraph 12.1.4 (copied
below) be amended (where underlined) to refer to the plan being ‘...a significant
effect on...’, so as to keep the wording in line with this stage of the HRA process.
“12.1.4 As a result of this HRA screening, the Development and Site Allocations

Plan, either in isolation or in combination (including with other plans and policies) is
not considered likely to result in significant adverse effects on the integrity of
European sites or associate sensitive areas. This is subject to the requirement for
continued conformity with Core Strategy policies.”
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