


Habitat Regulation Assessment (HRA) 
Screening Matrix and Appropriate Assessment Statement

PLEASE NOTE:  Undertaking the HRA process is the responsibility of Arun District Council as the Competent Authority for the purpose of the Habitats Regulations, however, it is the responsibility of the applicant to provide the Council with the information that we require for this purpose. This template is to be used only for potential impacts on the Pagham Harbour SPA/Ramsar site. 

This template is for use where an application will result in additional overnight accommodation being created and/or a net increase in the population served by a wastewater system, including new homes, student accommodation, tourism attractions, and tourist accommodation. 

	Application references:
	P/20/26/OUT and P/31/26/OUT

	Application addresses:
	Land North of Summer Lane, Pagham

	Application descriptions:
	P/30/26/OUT: Outline application with some matters reserved, except access, for up to 120 No residential dwellings including means of access into the site (not internal roads). This application is a Departure from the Development Plan and affects a Public Right of Way.

P/31/26/OUT: Outline application with some matters reserved, except access, for up to 130 No. residential dwellings including means of access into the site (not internal roads). This application is a Departure from the Development Plan and affects a Public Right of Way.

The above applications are on the same site, and as such, only one will be implemented. The only differences are the number of homes and the access arrangements however for the purposes of habitats assessment, they have the same impacts therefore are considered jointly through this Statement. The site area is 8.01ha.


	Status of Applications:
	Undecided

	Proximity to SPA/SAC/Ramsar. Is the application site:
	Is within the 5km Zone of influence for Pagham Harbour SPA / Ramsar site. The site is within approx. 335m of the 400m Zone of Influence boundary at the closest point.

	Grid Ref: (if no address)
	488683 (E), 98613 (N)

	Planning Officer: Simon Davis

	
Habitat Regulation Assessment (HRA) Process 

The competent authority (in this case Arun District Council) must be satisfied that based upon the best available scientific information and in light of any suitable mitigation measures, the proposed scheme will result in no likely significant adverse effects upon the integrity of the European site through appropriate measures being established, either alone or in combination with other plans or projects in the area.  

Where a loss of site integrity cannot be ruled out (i.e., a ‘significant impact’ is likely to occur), the proposals may only be authorised under very exceptional circumstances (such as overriding public interest and with no viable alternative, as detailed in full under Article 6(4)).

Introduction: Pagham Harbour SPA/RAMSAR 

Pagham Harbour is an estuarine site which includes intertidal mudflats, saltmarsh, lagoons, shingle, open water, reed, swamp, and wet grassland. 

Pagham Harbour is both a Special Protected Area and a Ramsar site, as it supports important populations of rare birds for a large proportion of the year. It is an important breeding and wintering ground for wildfowl and regularly supports western European populations of Dark-bellied Brent Goose Branta bernicla bernicla, and Black-tailed Godwit Limosa limosa islandica. 

Qualifying Features (Pagham Harbour SPA)

· A046a Branta bernicla bernicla; Dark-bellied brent goose (Non-breeding)
· A151 Philomachus pugnax; Ruff (Non-breeding)
· A193 Sterna hirundo; Common tern (Breeding)
· A195 Sterna albifrons; Little tern (Breeding)

Qualifying Features (Pagham Harbour Ramsar Site)

· Branta bernicla bernicla Dark-bellied brent goose

The Conservation objectives for the SPA/Ramsar site are as follows: 

Ensure that the integrity of the site is maintained or restored as appropriate and ensure that the site contributes to achieving the aims of the Wild Birds Directive, by maintaining or restoring.

· The extent and distribution of the habitats of the qualifying features.
· The structure and function of the habitats of the qualifying features.
· The supporting processes on which the habitats of the qualifying features rely.
· The population of each of the qualifying features, and,
· The distribution of the qualifying features within the site.

Population growth associated with residential development brings with it the prospect of
additional visitor pressure on European sites.

Impacts associated with disturbance of birds from recreation can lead to behavioural or
physiological responses, with possible effects on survival and breeding success due to
reduced feeding time and additional flights. Disturbance can be caused by a variety of
activities, including walkers, dogs/cats, boats, bait diggers, and the distance and scale will influence the response.


	Stage 1 - Details of the plan or project

	1a) European site potentially impacted by planning application, plan, or project: [if no, then record the evidence submitted as to why there is no mechanism of impact]
	YES

	1b) If YES to question (1a) then is the planning application, project or plan directly connected with or necessary to the management of the site? [if yes, then the applicant should have provided evidence and justification]
	NO

	1c) If NO to question (1b) then other than for applications where recreational disturbance is the only mechanism of impact (where the impact is always in combination with other residential developments), are there any other projects or plans that together with the planning application being assessed could affect the site? [Applicant to provide the information sufficient to allow an ‘in combination’ effect to be assessed]
	YES – In combination with the following:

· The site is in part adjacent to the Pagham South strategic residential allocation which is subject to the following separate planning applications:
· 
· - P/140/16/OUT (P/153/21/RES & P/155/21/RES) for 350 no. dwellings, and a local centre comprising of retail, community, and commercial uses, 20 no. residential apartments and a 70-bed care home; and
· 
· - P/25/17/OUT (P/139/22/RES) for 65 dwellings.
· 
· The site also adjoins (and takes access from) a site previously granted permission by P/15/24/OUT for up to 120 dwellings. There has been a part agreement of reserved matters for this site under P/167/25/RES.

· In addition, a short distance to the east is a completed development of 90 homes which began life as a Neighbourhood Plan allocation (refs P/58/15/OUT & P/70/19/RES).

	

	Stage 2 - HRA screening assessment

	Test 1: the significance test – The Applicant is to provide evidence so that a judgement can be made as to whether there could be any potential significant impacts of the development on the integrity of the SPA/Ramsar.

	Following a recent CJEU[footnoteRef:1] ruling, competent authorities can no longer take into account any avoidance and mitigation measures at this stage of the HRA. [1:  The Court of Justice of the European Union (CJEU) judgement in the case of ‘People over Wind and Peter Sweetman v Coillte Teoranta’ (Sweetman II) determined that mitigation (i.e., measures that are specifically introduced to avoid or reduce the harmful effects of a plan or project on European sites) should not be taken into account when forming a view on likely significant effects (i.e. at the screening stage). Mitigation should instead only be considered at the Appropriate Assessment stage. Appropriate Assessment is not a technical term: it simply means ‘an assessment that is appropriate’ for the plan or project in question.’ As such the law purposely does not prescribe what it should consist of or how it should be presented.] 


Natural England’s Consultation responses dated 07 April 2026 for P/30/26/OUT (ref 544783) and 02 April 2026 for P/31/26/OUT (ref 544792) both gave Only standing advice and did not specifically refer to the impacts on the Pagham Harbour.

Natural England have previously advised that applications which result in recreational disturbance will, without mitigation, have a likely significant effect on the SPA(s) in combination with other residential development in the zones of influence. Therefore, such applications, even where a payment to a scheme of mitigation is proposed, will progress directly to Stage 3.

Notwithstanding, ADC as the competent authority considers that there are additional impact pathways which need to be considered through this assessment. This is in line with the HRA’s carried out for the aforementioned Pagham South strategic applications.

The applicant has provided a “Habitats Regulation Assessment Report” (sHRA) for each of the applications. These have been produced by Phillips Ecology and are both dated to October. They are the same document and can be considered as one. In addition, the applicant has provided a winter bird survey (“Winter Bird and Reptile Surveys”, June 2026), henceforth abbreviated as WBRS.

The sHRA identifies potential impacts on the SPA through public access/disturbance, water pollution, impacts on functionally linked habitat, and indirect impacts to supporting habitat through disturbance. These are now summarised below.

Visitor Impacts on Pagham Harbour

Given the location of the site within the Zone B[footnoteRef:2] area of influence and the proximity to the Zone A area, the sHRA states there is potential for new residents associated with the proposed development to access areas of the SPA/Ramsar site for recreational purposes, thereby increasing visitor pressure on the site and potentially disturbing birds, including those listed as designating features of the site. [2:  This distance defines the zone identified by recent research where new residents would be considered likely to visit the SPA.] 


It has been demonstrated through research and agreed by Natural England (that any net increase would have a likely significant effect on the SPAs when considered in combination with other plans and projects.

The sHRA determines that visitor impacts would have a likely significant effect on the SPA.

Hydrological impacts

The sHRA states there is no direct hydrological connectivity between the application site and the Pagham Harbour SPA or Ramsar Site. This is on the basis that the site currently drains to a local ditch network that does not form part of the designated site’s hydrological system. Furthermore, the future surface water drainage scheme would utilise a SuDS based system, with appropriately designed attenuation features. Discharge to the local ditch network will be at a rate no greater than greenfield run of rates.

The application documents state that foul water will discharge from the site via gravity and connect to the foul sewer in Summer Lane immediately upstream of the pumping station. Southern Water’s Pagham Treatment Works is only a short distance to the west. The supporting documents state that Southern Water completed improvement works at Pagham WTW in June 2025 and so capacity has increased to cater for growth in the catchment. It is stated that capacity will therefore be available to serve either application. However, Southern Water have instead stated that the additional flows may lead to a minor increased risk of impact on the sewer network.

During the adoption of the Arun Local Plan (ALP), there was uncertainty whether the current Pagham Wastewater Treatment Works (WwTW) and the associated network could accommodate the foul flows from the propose strategic development sites. It was advised that if sufficient headroom was unavailable, potential pollution events could occur which could reduce water quality within the Pagham harbour. Therefore, likely significant effects were considered possible at that time in combination with other sites. The application site is adjacent to part of one of the allocations and so should be considered similarly.

The sHRA determines that hydrological impacts would not have a likely significant effect on the SPA, however this can only be the case if mitigation is taken into account and therefore this issue must proceed to the Appropriate Assessment stage.

Loss of Functionally Linked Habitat 

The application site is relatively constrained in terms of flightlines by a line of tall Black Poplar trees along the southern side of Summer Lane to the south and by the existing residential areas to the east.

Summer Lane lies along the southern boundary and provides vehicular access to Furzefield Barn, to the Pagham WwTW and agricultural access to the fields. It is also a footpath (which will be upgraded to a Bridleway) and there is a further footpath running north/south along the eastern edge of the site up until the entrance to Mill Farm. Therefore, there is existing potential for human disturbance of any birds using the site from people, vehicles and dogs using Summer Lane and the second footpath. However, such disturbance would be limited to those areas of the site close to these routes.

The WBRS as carried out during the winter of 2024 and 2025 did not record any bird species that are designated as either primary or secondary qualifying features of the Pagham Harbour SPA. The sHRA therefore considers that the proposed development will not result in any direct adverse effects on the integrity of the SPA. The WBRS also noted that the site was subject to frequent disturbance by walkers with dogs off lead. Recreational disturbance was noted to have a frequency of two events per hour over a 48-hour period (12x 4-hour surveys), of which 72% included an off-the-lead dog. Whilst not noted by the application documents, it is also likely that domestic cats from the existing nearby residential sites may wander into the site and scare any bird species present.

The SHRA determines that as no SPA qualifying species were recorded using the site during detailed overwintering bird surveys, and that high levels of on-site disturbance, particularly from frequent off lead dog walking, are already well established, that therefore, the site clearly does not currently function as suitable supporting habitat for the Pagham Harbour SPA. On this basis the sHRA concludes no likely significant effect and determines that mitigation is nether proportionate nor necessary.

Brent Geese have a vegetarian diet and feed mainly on eelgrass (zostera), sea lettuce, and algae. However, they increasingly also feed on cereals and grass, and since the 1970s have been seen to forage on agricultural land and grassed open public spaces. They have been known to graze on winter-sown cereals, particularly Winter Wheat and Oilseed Rape.

The Council has carefully reviewed the applicant’s WBRS and notes that it was carried out after the Maize crop had been harvested, although Maize is not considered a desirable food source. Furthermore, it is noted from the provided crop data (2010/11 to 2024/25) that the only instance of Winter Wheat having been planted on the site was during the winter of 22/23. All other years have included crops not suitable for Brent Goose feeding. No grass or Oilseed Rape have been planted on the site either.

Other data sources have also been consulted, and it is noted that the Habitat Regulations Assessment carried out for the Arun Local Plan in 2017 referenced that 747 Brent Geese had been recorded at the Pagham WwTW in Dec 2014 (aligning with a potato crop on the site) whilst the Bird Blog/Birder Records recorded 2500 on the actual application site in February 2012 (aligning with a wheat crop - although it is unclear if the wheat had already been harvested by that point).

The Sussex Ornithological Society (SOS) have supplied their own records, and they state that these indicate up to 3000 Brent Geese have used the site in several of the last 10 years. The SOS expect the geese to return in winters when Winter Wheat or other suitable forage is planted.

However, having checked each of the grid references given in the SOS records, none of these are for the actual application site. The majority are for land some distance to the south, south-west or south-east of Summer Lane. The closest grid references are considered to be on land bordering the western side of the Treatment Works and these were recorded in 2016, 2020 and 2021. It is noted that some of the other records that appear to not be close to the site mention Summer Lane and Furzefield Barn in the recorder notes, but it appears that these are mentioned as being the location of the recorder (many of these particular records state the Brent Geese were flying in the distance).

In any case, it is clear from the cropping data that Winter Wheat has only been planted once in a 15-year period, and there is no guarantee that the landowner will plant it again in the years to come. With the exception of the Bird Blog/Birder Records from 2012 (itself more than 10 years ago), the only other closest recorded sightings were on land associated with the WwTW.

Based on the above analysis, it can be concluded that whilst the site could be functionally linked, the absence of appropriate crops means it cannot be determined to be functionally linked as there has been no use by Breent Geese in the absence of appropriate crops. As such, there will be no loss of functional habitat and therefore no likely significant effect on the SPA.

Disturbance of Functionally Linked Habitat

The site lies within the 400m to 5km buffer zone from the SPA (Zone B) and there is the potential for the surrounding habitats to be used by qualifying bird species associated with the Pagham Harbour SPA.

The SPA / Ramsar site is designated on account of its breeding and overwintering bird populations and as such, the effects are associated with both the spring / summer and winter periods. Any qualifying species using the nearby habitat are susceptible to disturbance, resulting in avoidance behaviours such as flight, which may in turn affect feeding behaviour and ultimately impact the birds’ health and productivity.

During winter, birds are susceptible to adverse effects through disturbance due to food sources being scarcer and the efficient use of energy being of heightened importance to survival. During the breeding season, disturbance can result in adult birds being flushed from nests, leaving eggs or young exposed to the elements and predation.

Based on the average number of residents per household within the Arun District (2.2), the proposed developments could give rise to a population increase of either 264 or 286 additional people. The site is closely related to two footpaths which provides access to a wide range of paths and ultimately provides direct access to the Pagham Harbour for recreational activities. In addition, it is likely for occupants to own pets and utilise access to the Pagham Harbour for dog walking, particularly off lead, which could lead to more disturbance during foraging behaviour, impacting survival rates of Brent Geese.

No qualifying species were recorded using the surrounding habitat during the WBRS but if these habitats were in favourable condition then they could be so used at some time in the future. As discussed above under “Loss of Functionally Linked Habitat”, there are records of Brent Geese on land very close to the site, particularly around the Treatment Works to the west (albeit for the years 2014, 2016, 2020, 2021) but also further afield to the south and south-west. 

The sHRA suggests species frequenting the habitats near to the survey area will likely be habituated to activity and noise levels from the adjacent residential areas and the farmland, but the proposed construction works will generate novel/unpredictable movements/noises that Brent Geese and other species are unaccustomed to. In addition, the development may bring in new pet cats which may then wander the fields to the west between the site and the Treatment Works thus potentially disturbing birds. There may also be an increase in the number of dogs being walked on or off lead on Summer Lane (and so alongside the southern edge of the field to the west of the site).

The sHRA states that in line with best practice and to allow for inter annual variation in bird use, a precautionary approach is recommended for the wider area outside the application site – and determine that there will be a likely significant effect arising from recreational disturbance.

Brent Geese rely on sufficient sightlines as they are sensitive to visual disturbance and will often avoid areas where they perceive high levels of human presence. However, the proposed housing is of a comparable scale and form to the existing residential development already situated adjacent to these supporting sites and the existing housing has not been considered to diminish the value of the adjacent habitats for Brent geese, While new built form will inevitably alter the local sightlines to some degree, the effect is expected to be consistent with the current situation and not materially greater than that already created by the existing housing.

On this basis, while it is appropriate to acknowledge sightline effects as a potential pathway for impact, the overall scale of change introduced by the proposed development is unlikely to represent a significant additional constraint to Brent Geese use of adjacent habitats beyond that which already exists in the landscape. The development will be screened from surrounding potential supporting habitat by the boundary vegetation along Summer Lane.

Summary:

On the basis of the above, it is necessary to proceed to Appropriate Assessment in respect of additional visitor impacts on Pagham Harbour, disturbance of functionally linked habitat and (foul) water pollution only.

	Stage 3 - HRA – Appropriate Assessment

	Test 2: the integrity test – If there are any potential significant impacts, the applicant must provide evidence showing avoidance and/or mitigation measures to allow an Assessment to be made. Other than for the Pagham Joint Scheme of Mitigation, the Applicant must also provide details which demonstrate any long-term management, maintenance, and funding of any solution.


	
When considered alone, the proposed development will not result in any direct land take, habitat loss, or physical modification of the Pagham Harbour SPA or its qualifying habitats. The site lies approximately 0.65km from the SPA boundary and is separated by intervening residential and agricultural land.

The WBRS undertaken during winter 2024/25 confirmed that the site does not currently function as suitable supporting habitat for any SPA qualifying species, including dark-bellied brent goose. 

The reasons for this are partly due to suitable forage not being planted and partly due to off lead dogs being exercised on the two adjoining footpaths. It is clear from the cropping data that Winter Wheat has only been planted once in a 15-year period, and there is no guarantee that the landowner will plant it again in the years to come. With the exception of the Bird Blog/Birder Records from 2012, the only other closest recorded sightings were on land associated with the Treatment Works.

The WBRS also recorded no qualifying species using the site or adjacent land within 205m of the site boundary. However, the sHRA has concluded that there is potential for temporary indirect impacts through construction-related disturbance. It states that whilst existing levels of recreation and background noise from surrounding residential areas will not be altered by the proposed development, which is of a similar residential nature and will therefore not introduce any new operational noise sources, short-term construction activity could introduce intermittent noise.

The sHRA also states that during the operational phase, the principal impact pathway relates to increased recreational pressure associated with new residents visiting Pagham Harbour for leisure, walking, and dog walking. Such activities have been identified by the Arun Local Plan Habitats Regulations Assessment (AECOM, 2017) and Recreation Mitigation Strategy (Arun DC, 2018) as a key in-combination pressure affecting the SPA’s qualifying bird populations. When considered in combination with other residential and tourism-related developments within the Pagham Harbour Zone of Influence, the proposal could contribute to cumulative disturbance pressure.

Temporary indirect noise impacts during the construction phase.

The sHRA proposes that a condition be imposed to secure a Construction Environmental 
Management Plan (CEMP) to be approved prior to commencement of works. This would aim to restrict the use of heavy machinery (2 tones and above), and chainsaws/machine mounted cutting tools to the Spring/Summer months (02 April to 30 September) to prevent impact on overwintering birds. Any cutting/vegetation removal during the bird breeding season would then be subject to ecological supervision.

Alternatively, if these restrictions were not possible, then it would secure monitoring of any dark-bellied brent geese and waders using the habitat near to the construction site by a suitably qualified ecologist and compare the activity with any disturbance behaviour observed prior to the works commencing. Where significant disturbance over and above baseline levels was identified, remedial action would be taken which would include halting works until a suitable solution is identified and agreed with the ecologist.

The CEMP would also define detailed noise management protocols to minimise disturbance risks, including:

· Use of well-maintained, low-noise equipment and avoidance of unnecessary idling.
· Implementation of temporary acoustic screening (e.g. barriers or earth bunds) where practicable.
· Avoidance of impulsive or high-frequency noise sources where feasible; and
· Clear communication of noise-control procedures and responsibilities to all site personnel.

It is also standard Arun District Council practice to restrict site working hours to between 8am and 6pm on weekdays, 8am to 1pm on Saturdays and to prevent working on Sundays and Bank Holidays.

Collectively, these measures will ensure that temporary construction-related noise and disturbance are effectively minimised and will not adversely affect the ecological function of nearby supporting habitats. Consequently, when implemented, the proposed mitigation will ensure that the development will result in no adverse effect on the integrity (AEOI) of the Pagham Harbour SPA or Ramsar site, either alone or in combination with other plans or projects.

Increased Recreational Disturbance to functionally linked habitat and Pagham Harbour 

Arun District Council has adopted a strategy whereby developer contributions have been agreed that would fund the delivery of measures to address impacts on the coastal designated sites and to demonstrate that Arun District Council as a competent authority under the provisions of the Habitats Regulations has had regard for any potential impacts that the project may have. With respect to the SPA, funding is to be provided to the Pagham Access Management 
and Monitoring Scheme.

The likely effectiveness and long-term financial robustness of the Pagham Joint Scheme of Mitigation has already been examined by Natural England and considered to be acceptable to result in no likely significant adverse impacts. The scheme includes:

· Provision of 1.5FTE Visitor Experience officer (VEO) post at RSPB Pagham. The role of the VEO will be to educate and inform visitors and the surrounding community about recreational disturbance, its impacts on birds and wildlife-friendly ways to behave when visiting the coast and Pagham in particular.
· Provision of general ‘Dog Initiatives’ – a broad range of measures (jointly with Bird Aware Solent) to encourage responsible dog ownership at the coast and visits to alternative dog –friendly sites; and
· Independent monitoring surveys (every two or three years).

This application would be subject to a Section 106 Legal Agreement which would secure financial contributions towards the Pagham Access Management and Monitoring Scheme. Currently the contribution level is £974 per net new dwelling, and this is reviewed every April in line with the Retail Price Index.

The final contribution will depend on which of the two permissions are implemented and the precise number of dwellings when other reserved matters considerations have been taken into account i.e. it may not be possible to secure the full 120 or 130 dwellings. However, irrespective of the final contribution, the application’s contribution to the strategic solution would address potential impacts on the coastal designated sites from increased recreational disturbance.

In addition to the financial contribution, the proposals include the provision of on-site recreation, in the form of open space within the development and the formalisation of the unauthorised footpath that extends around the wider site. The on-site open space will provide a network of paths and open space, where dogs can be exercised off the lead. Whereas the formalisation of the unauthorised path around the wider site, will allow dog walkers to take a circular route, as they have already been shown to do during the site studies.

The inclusion of these additions will not only appeal to new residents, but also to existing residents, thereby potentially reducing recreational disturbance on the Pagham SPA associated with dog walking. It is also noted that there is an existing large area of public open space just east of the site (associated with the nearby 90-dwelling Summer Fields estate) and this includes an area of land specifically for the exercising of dogs.

Furthermore, the illustrative masterplan includes a buffer to the western and northern edges of the site to provide for a significant robust planted boundary. A condition could be imposed to secure large dense (minimum triple staggered) buffer planting which will help provide visual containment so that adjacent fields can still be used by Brent Geese. Planting could also include thick and thorny native species to deter loose/off-lead dogs from accessing adjacent land, along with additional tree planting to create height to lower potential visual disturbance of populations nearby. This could be adequately controlled via a planning condition to secure planting phasing, planting species, size on planting etc.

Hydrological impacts

Southern Water recommend a condition to phase occupancy of the site to allow for the necessary upgrades to be undertaken. As such, subject to the imposition of condition, they do not object to the application on foul capacity grounds.

As part of the assessment process undertaken at that time of the ALP adoption, it was found that with avoidance and mitigation, the development could proceed without causing a likely significant adverse impact on the Pagham Harbour SPA. The Local Planning Authority and Southern Water entered into a Memorandum of Understanding on sewerage capacity and agreed that a planning condition would be used to align any capacity reinforcement works with occupations on the strategic sites to reduce the instances of foul overflows.

Provided this condition is imposed on these new planning permissions, the same conclusion could be reached. It is also material that the Pagham WwTW has recently been upgraded and the implemented upgrades include new equipment to improve how wastewater is treated before being released into the environment. This same approach was taken in respect of the assessment of application P/15/24/OUT and P/35/24/OUT.

The sHRA also identifies the potential for indirect effects on water quality during construction such as through accidental spillages, sediment mobilisation, or poorly controlled surface water runoff. However, the site’s development would be subject to a Construction Environmental Management Plan which would include measures designed to minimise/prevent such impacts from occurring. 

Assessment Matrix (Pagham Harbour SPA/Ramsar site)

	Potential Effect
	Site Conservation Objective(s)
	Potential for Impact?
	Relevant Mitigation Measures

	Decrease in survival rates and populations of over-wintering and breeding birds due to increase in disturbance within the Pagham Harbour, caused by increasing human population (in combination with other plans and projects)
	Maintain or restore the population of each of the qualifying features.

Maintain or restore the distribution of the qualifying feature within the site.
	Yes. Indirect impact due to increased population closer to the Pagham harbour visiting for recreational activities (walking, dog walking etc). Without mitigation, disturbance would increase, and the distribution of the bird populations would decrease. 

Also, in-combination visitor pressure to the harbour together with the sites mentioned in Stage 1.
	Financial contribution to the Pagham Joint Scheme of Mitigation to be secured by s106 agreement. 

	Increase in disturbance of functionally linked habitat on neighbouring sites, caused by presence of residential development (in combination with other plans and projects)
	Maintain or restore the population of each of the qualifying features.

Maintain or restore the distribution of the qualifying feature within the site.
	Disturbance from temporary construction activities.

Visual and aural disturbance from built form, use of cars, and increased people presence.

Additional risk of pet dogs and cats accessing functionally linked habitat which could increase disturbance of bird populations accessing foraging land. 
	An appropriate Construction Environmental 
Management Plan.

Provision of suitable buffer planting to the western and northern boundaries. Landscaping to be secured by condition.

Provision of suitable open space and a circular footpath route to encourage residents to remain on the site and reduce increased use of the Pagham Harbour and surrounding habitat. 

	Water Quality within the Pagham Harbour due to capacity issues at the Pagham Waste-water Treatment Works (WwTW).
	All
	Yes. Potential for an indirect impact also in-combination with other sites on capacity issues at Pagham WwTW

Water pollution from toxic contamination (for example nitrates, phosphorus, and other nutrients), sedimentation and erosion can have significant adverse impacts on estuarine habitats in the European Sites.

The Arun District Local Plan HRA (UEEC, 2017 & 2017a) stated that the potential for impact is likely to be a relatively minor impact on site integrity as the Pagham WwTW contributes around 6% of the total nitrogen load.
	As above – a suitably worded planning condition to ensure a physical connection to the nearby WwTW and to ensure occupation of the site is phased to align with any necessary system upgrades.









	Conclusion – Summary of the Appropriate Assessment (To be carried out by the Competent Authority (Arun District Council) in consultation with Natural England)

	After a thorough review of the proposed avoidance and mitigation measures outlined above, Arun District Council concludes that the proposed development will not result in an Adverse Effect on the Integrity (AEOI) of the Pagham Harbour SPA or Ramsar site, either alone or in combination with other plans and projects. 

Having made this appropriate assessment of the implications of the planning application for the site in view of that site’s conservation objectives, and subject to the consultation response of Natural England (and consideration of their comments), the authority may then agree to the planning applications under regulation 63 of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended).

In line with the People Over Wind (CJEU, 2018) judgment, this Appropriate Assessment has been undertaken following the exclusion of mitigation at the screening stage, ensuring full compliance with the Habitats Regulations and recognised best practice in the protection of European sites.
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