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1.

Introduction

1.1

Introduction to the Main Scheme

1.1.1

In March 2010, the Secretary of State (SoS) announced the ‘Preferred Route’
for the proposed M20 junction 10a at Ashford in Kent. The Main Scheme is
required to accommodate additional traffic generated by the proposed future
growth of Ashford and includes a new junction to the south of the existing M20
junction 10 and a new link road to the A2070. The Red Line Boundary is
illustrated in Appendix A.

1.1.2

The Main Scheme consists of a new gyratory roundabout over the M20
motorway, to the west of Mersham and approximately 700m south east of the
existing Junction 10, and a new dual carriageway link load to the existing
A2070 Southern Orbital Road (SOR) to the west of St Marys Church,
Sevington. Further Scheme details are provided in Chapter 4 EIA
Methodology, Volume 6.1.

1.2

Introduction to the Alternative Scheme

1.2.1

This Assessment of Implications on European Sites (AIES) also considered
the Alternative Scheme, which is the Main Scheme with the addition of an
access to the proposed adjacent Stour Park development, which would
comprise a three-arm roundabout located midway along the proposed A2070
link road. This access junction is referred to throughout the AIES as ‘The
Alternative Scheme’. The Red Line Boundary for the Alternative Schemes is
illustrated in Appendix A.

1.2.2

Friends Life Ltd is currently applying for planning consent from Ashford
Borough Council (ABC) under the Town and Country Planning Act (TCPA)
1990 (as amended) for the Stour Park business park development, which
would be located immediately to the south of the proposed A2070 link road
(ABC application reference 14/00906/AS).

1.2.3

Whilst Stour Park does not form part of the Nationally Significant Infrastructure
Project (NSIP) application, should it gain approval from ABC there would, in
order for Stour Park to be fully developed, be a need for an access in the form
of a roundabout to be provided to Stour Park from the new A2070 link road.

1.2.4

Due to uncertainty over the timescales for the determination of the Stour Park
TCPA application and the need for Friends Life Ltd and Highways England to
enter into a satisfactory commercial arrangement, Highways England intends
to include an Alternative in its Development Consent Order (DCO) application
which would allow construction of the A2070 link road with or without the Stour
Park roundabout access. This will allow for the DCO application and
supporting Environmental Statement to be submitted in a timely manner, and
prevent the need to amend the DCO at a later date, should it be granted.
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1.2.5

The Stour Park development, if granted planning permission, would comprise
a mixed use Scheme of up to 140,000m 2 Class B8 (storage and distribution)
use, up to 23,500m 2 of B1a / B1c Business (of which a maximum of 20,000m 2
of B1a), up to 15,000m 2 of B2 (general industry), up to 250m 2 of A1 (retail
shops) and 5,500m 2 of sui generis (development that does not fall within any
particular class use) to accommodate Kent Wool Growers. The development
would also have ancillary and associated development, including utilities and
transport infrastructure, car parking and landscaping.

1.2.1

Reference to 'the Scheme' refers to both the Main Scheme and the Alternative
Scheme.

1.3

The Consenting Regime

1.3.1

Both the Main Scheme and the Alternative Scheme meet the criteria to be
considered as an NSIP under the Planning Act 2008 and The Highway and
Railway (Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project) Order 2013.

1.3.2

Both the Main and Alternative Schemes are deemed as NSIPs within Sections
14(1)(h) and 22(1)(b) of the Planning Act 2008. Under Section 22 an NSIP
must fall within 1 of the 3 categories specified, which are expressly stated to
be alternatives. This Scheme is an “alteration” within the meaning of Section
22(1)(b). The alteration is to the M20 motorway by the creation of a new
junction 10a, which will form part of the motorway, the closure of the eastern
slip roads on the nearby existing junction 10 and the related highway works
necessary to allow the new motorway junction to be integrated into the
surrounding trunk and classified road network.

1.3.3

The Scheme satisfies Section 22(3)(a) and (b) in that all the highway involved
is wholly in England and Highways England Company Ltd, being a strategic
highways authority, is the highway authority for the M20. The relevant area for
development under Section 22(3)(c) and (4) is 15ha because the highway
being altered is a motorway. The area for development is 49.7ha, which
thereby exceeds the 15ha threshold.

1.3.4

As the Scheme is a NSIP, Highways England is required to make an
application for a DCO to the Planning Inspectorate. Whilst a DCO is being
submitted for both the Main Scheme and the Alternative Scheme, the DCO, if
granted, would only allow consent for 1 of the 2 Schemes; the A2070 link road
would either be built with or without the access roundabout. If the access
roundabout is not constructed as part of the Scheme and is required at a later
date, a separate consent would be required.

1.4

The Location of the Proposed Main and Alterative Schemes

1.4.1

The proposed new junction would be approximately 700m to the south east of
the existing M20 junction 10. The proposed new link road would cross land to
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the south of the proposed new junction 10a to join the existing A2070
Southern Orbital Road (SOR) to the west of St Marys Church, Sevington. A
location plan is provided in Appendix A.
1.5

The Overseeing Organisation

1.5.1

The Overseeing Organisation for the Main Scheme is Highways England and
the Competent Authority is the Secretary of State. This is also true for the
Alternative Scheme.

1.5.2

Both the Main Scheme and the Alternative Scheme meet the criteria to be
considered as an NSIP under the Planning Act 2008 (the Act).

1.6

The Designer

1.6.1

The Mott MacDonald Sweco Joint Venture (MMSJV) has been appointed by
Highways England to undertake the preliminary design for the Main and
Alternative Schemes. MMSJV is undertaking the engineering design and
environmental assessment. AECOM has been appointed by Highways
England to undertake the traffic modelling requirements of the Scheme.

1.7

Requirements of this Assessment of Implications on European
Sites (AIES)

1.7.1

Decision makers, and specifically those parties acting as or advising
Competent Authorities within Overseeing Organisations, need to understand
the implications of highway improvement projects on ‘European sites’, where
such sites are designated for their conservation purposes 1. Furthermore,
decisions makers must demonstrate that the requirements of the Conservation
of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (as amended) have been
considered. These requirements originate from Article 6 of Council Directive
92/43/EEC of 21 May 1992 on the conservation of natural habitats and of wild
fauna and flora. This is also known as the ‘Habitats Directive’. Provisions of
this Directive have been implemented into UK legislation through The
Conservation (Natural Habitats &c.) Regulations 1994 (as amended) and
subsequently the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (as
amended). These Regulations shall hereafter be referred to as the Habitats
Regulations.

1.7.2

The Habitat Regulations include measures to establish a network of sites
designated with the intention of maintaining or restoring at a favourable
conservation status, a range of habitats and species in their natural range.
This ecological network is defined in HD/449, and comprises:

_________________________
1

DMRB (2009) Environmental Assessment: Assessment Of Implications On European Sites Volume 11 Section 4 Part 1 HD 44/09
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Sites of Community Importance (SCIs).



Special Protection Areas (SPAs) and potential SPAs (pSPAs).



Special Areas of Conservation (SAC) and candidate or possible SACs
(cSACs or pSACs).



Ramsar sites.

1.7.3

The ecological network of designated sites may also be referred to as Natura
2000 or European sites.

1.7.4

There is a need to apply the Precautionary Principle where there is uncertainty
or where harmful effects can be assumed in absence of evidence to the
contrary. This means the conservation objectives should prevail where there is
uncertainty, or that harmful effects would be assumed in the absence of
contrary evidence. Assessments must be objective and proportionate. Any
residual impact on a qualifying feature that in the view of Highways England
was greater than negligible, would be considered potentially significant.
Assessment of Implications on European Sites (AIES) must consider (screen)
whether a project is likely to have significant effects either alone or in
combination with other plans and projects. The European Court judgement C127/02 defines projects as ‘the execution of construction works or of other
installations or Schemes’ or ‘other interventions in the natural surroundings
and landscape including those involving the extraction of mineral resources’.

1.7.5

If significant effects are likely or uncertain then the project should be subject to
an Appropriate Assessment, specifically required to inform the decision
making process where a project:


Is likely to have a significant effect on a European site (either alone or in
combination with other plans or projects).



Is not directly connected with or necessary to the management of the
site.

1.7.6

Appropriate Assessment is defined as the ‘…consideration of the impact on
the integrity of the Natura 2000 site…’. The integrity of the site includes the
‘coherence of its ecological structure and function, across its whole area, that
enables it to sustain the habitat, complex of habitats and/or the levels of
populations of the species for which it was classified’.

1.8

Purpose of the AIES

1.8.1

The purpose of this report is to present sufficient information to determine
whether the project is likely to have significant effects on European sites.

1.8.2

This draft report is to be used as a consultation document with the relevant
Statutory Environmental Body (SEB) in order to agree the outcome of the
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screening and initial assessment. Once the SEB is consulted the screening
process will be finalised and the outcome can be reported to the Secretary of
State, the competent authority as the decision maker).
1.8.3

In accordance with the PINS Guidance2 this AIES has been informed the PINS
screening matrices (Appendix F).

_________________________
2

The Planning Inspectorate (January 2016) Habitats Regulation Assessment Advice Note Ten: Habitat Regulations Assessment
relevant to nationally significant infrastructure projects Version 7

HA514442-MMGJV-GEN-SMW-RE-Z-6601
Revision A

13

M20 Junction 10a
TR010006

6.6 Assessment of Implications on
European Sites, Habitat
Regulations Assessment

2.

Assessment Method

2.1

Guidance

2.1.1

The assessment methods followed in the screening and scoping process is
detailed in the Planning Inspectorate (PINs) Advice note; the DMRB3, Interim
Advice Note (IAN).

2.1.2



The Planning Inspectorate (January 2016) Habitats Regulation
Assessment Advice note ten: Habitat Regulations Assessment relevant
to nationally significant infrastructure projects Version 7.



DMRB Volume 11, Section 4, Part 1 HD 44/09 ‘Assessment of
Implications (of Highways and/or Roads Projects) on European sites
(including Appropriate Assessment).



IAN 141/11 Assessment of Implications (of Highways and/or Roads
Projects) on European Sites (Including the Appropriate Assessment) and
the Planning Act 2008.

The above guidance includes an outline of the 5 stages of assessment as per
Table 2.1 below.

Table 2.1 The 5 Stages of Assessment
Stage

Description

1. Screening

Determining whether the project is likely to have significant effects on
European site(s) alone or in combination with other plans or projects.
Where Significant Effects are considered unlikely, the Screening Matrix
should be submitted together with a completed Finding of No Significant
Effects Report matrix as part of a Habitats Regulations report that
presents fully reasoned representations.

2. Appropriate Assessment

Where screening identifies likely or uncertain effects, a more detailed
assessment is required of the effects on the integrity of the European
site(s). There are 3 potential outcomes:
i) Evidence is sufficient and demonstrates there will be no adverse
effects.
ii) Evidence is sufficient but indicates that there will be an adverse
effect.
iii)That there is insufficient evidence to determine the effects.
The information must be presented for consultation with the relevant SEB.

3. Alternative Solutions

Where it cannot be concluded beyond reasonable scientific doubt that the
project will not have an adverse impact on the integrity of the site, or
where the relevant SEB(s) do not agree with this conclusion, it is
necessary to assume that adverse impacts will occur. Early consideration

_________________________
3

DMRB (2013) Design Manual for Roads and Bridges, available online at http://www.dft.gov.uk/ha/standards/dmrb/index.htm,
accessed 07/04/2016.
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Stage

Description
of alternative solutions is recommended.

4. Imperative Reasons of
Overriding Public Interest
(IROPI)

Where it has been determined that adverse impacts remain and that no
alternative solutions exist, the Competent Authority will determine
whether there are any Imperative Reasons of Overriding Public Interest
(IROPI), and will look to identify and assess compensatory measures.

5. Compensatory Measures

Where it is determined that there are IROPI the Overseeing Organisation
must inform the Competent Authority. For the project to proceed, it will be
necessary to design, implement, manage and monitor compensation
measures.

2.1.3

The first part of screening requires consideration of whether the works are
connected with the management of the European site(s) and whether they are
emergency operations. The majority of Highway projects are considered
unlikely to be connected with the management of a European site(s), as for
the most part projects are not conceived for purpose of conservation
management of a Site.

2.1.4

‘Stage 1 – Screening’ must be undertaken in all cases. The last 4 stages are
required where significant effects are likely or uncertain and the outcome of
the previous stage indicates that the next stage is necessary.

2.1.5

The process of determining Likely Significant Effects (LSE) has utilised the
technical assessments undertaken as part of the Environment Statement. The
baseline data used to inform the assessment considered the following
scenarios:

2.1.6



Base Year 2014.



Do-Minimum (DM) Scenario 2018 (opening year).



Do-Something (DS) Scenario 2018.

In accordance with the significance criteria for Air Quality, all changes in
concentrations between the Do-Minimum and Do-Something scenarios below
0.4µg/m 3 are considered imperceptible and therefore not considered further
within the assessment4. Air quality effects were considered at the local and
regional levels 5. Following DMRB methodology, assessment of ecological
designated sites, including European Sites, was undertaken for those within
200m of roads affected by the Main or Alternative Schemes 6 .

_________________________
4

Chapter 5 Air Quality, Volume 6.1, paragraph number 5.8.7

5

Chapter 5 Air Quality, Volume 6.1, paragraph number 5.1.4
Chapter 5 Air Quality, Volume 6.1, paragraph numbers 5.3.49 to 5.3.55

6
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2.1.7

Road Drainage and the Water Environment detail the assessment
methodology applied, including temporal and other considerations such as
permanence, extent of loss and calculated risk factors 7.

2.1.8

In-combination effects have been determined following a review of the Ashford
Borough Council (ABC) planning website for details on current planning
applications within 2km, and local policies were reviewed.

2.1.9

For the purposes of this assessment, the following criteria, based on the type
and scale of potential effects generated by a proposed development, were
used to determine which planning applications would be appropriate for the
purposes of an in-combination assessment.


The development includes more than 1 ha of development and which is
not for a dwellinghouse development.



The development includes more than 150 dwellinghouses.



The area of the development exceeds 5ha.

2.1.10

This criterion is based on Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact
Assessment) Regulations 2011 as the majority of 'other developments’ being
considered fall under the Town and Country Planning regime 8.

2.1.11

In order for an in-combination effect to be possible, the proposal would have to
have some level of Adverse impact. Where developments were found not to
have any cumulative effects 9 , the development was scoped out for the
purposes of this AIES since there would not therefore be any cumulative
effects to European Sites.

2.2

Screening Process

2.2.1

The Screening process involves consideration of the proximity of European
sites to the proposed project works; the features of the European site,
including primary reasons for selection and the Conservation Status of the
qualifying interests; and the vulnerability of the European site and
conservation objectives. The process takes into consideration the nature of the
project works, avoidance and mitigation measures that can be assumed to be
undertaken; and the cumulative impacts that could arise from the project in
combination with other plans and projects.

2.2.2

HD 44/09 recommends that as a general rule, consideration should be given
to any European sites within 2km of the route corridor or project boundary. In

_________________________
7

Chapter 14 Road Drainage and the Water Environment, Volume 6.1, paragraph number 14.3.4 Table 14.2

8

Chapter 15 Consideration of Combined and Cumulative Effects, Volume 6.1, paragraph number 15.3.13
Chapter 15 Consideration of Combined and Cumulative Effects, Volume 6.1, Table 15.9 and Table 15.10

9
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addition, consideration should be given to any SACs within 30km where bats
are noted as 1 of the qualifying interests. Similarly, where a project lies across;
adjacent; up or downstream of a watercourse (which is designated in part or
wholly as a SAC or SPA), consideration should be given to potential impacts
on the European site(s). Consideration should also be given where there is a
greater distance but a pathway exists. For example, flight paths or feeding
areas of birds that may be found using habitats outside the boundaries of an
SPA.
Further Assessment
2.2.3

Where the Screening assessment identifies likely effects, or the likelihood of
significant effects is uncertain, further assessment is required.
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3.

The Project

3.1

Background to the Project

3.1.1

Ashford has been identified as a major growth area for the South East in the
Government’s Sustainable Communities Plan, with the provision of 31,000
additional homes and 28,000 new jobs in the area by 2031. The existing M20
junction 10, south of Ashford, suffers from congestion and delays, especially in
peak periods, caused mainly by conflict between strategic and local traffic. It is
predicted that the existing M20 junction 10 will suffer from increased
congestion and long delays in the future, if additional capacity is not provided.

3.1.2

The objectives for the Scheme are as follows:


Increasing the capacity of the road network to support the proposed
development areas in Ashford.



Alleviating congestion around the existing junction 10 and improving
safety, whilst creating the opportunity to enhance local transport facilities
for non-motorised users.



Providing a new route for traffic into Ashford by way of the new junction
and dual carriageway link road.



Minimise the environmental impact of the Scheme and where possible
allow enhancements to be made to the environment.



To improve journey time reliability on the strategic road network.



To improve safety through the junction by reducing congestion.



To increase the capacity of the road network to support the proposed
development areas in Ashford and alleviate congestion around the
existing junction 10.

3.2

History of the Project to Date

3.2.1

In November 2003, it was announced that the M20 junction 10a Scheme had
been added to the Government's Targeted Programme of Improvements, now
known as the Programme of Major Schemes. Since then a number of further
studies have been undertaken by Highways England, Kent County Council
(KCC) and ABC. The primary study was the GADF10 , which focused on
transforming Ashford Town Centre and producing a master plan to facilitate
Ashford's growth including new urban communities and its impact on
surrounding rural villages.

_________________________
10

Ashford Borough Council (2005) Greater Ashford Development Framework, available online at
http://www.ashford.gov.uk/development-plan-documents, accessed 07/04/16.
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3.2.2

During the initial phases it was identified that the existing junction 10 would not
be able to accommodate the additional traffic generated by the proposed
development of Ashford. As a result of this and the announcement by the
Minister in 2003, Highways England (formerly known as the Highways
Agency) was instructed to develop and appraise options for a junction 10a.

3.3

Consultation Undertaken to Date

3.3.1

Written consultation with Statutory Environmental Bodies (SEBs) to meet the
requirements of the Planning Act 2008 was undertaken in 2010 as part of a
broad consultation exercise on the Main Scheme with all relevant statutory
consultees as detailed in Table 3.1.

Table 3.1 Summary of consultation carried out to date
Consultee

Date

Topic

Environment Agency

20/10/10

Flood Modelling and Nature Conservation

Kent County Council

29/09/10

Nature Conservation

Kent Wildlife Trust

31/08/10

Nature Conservation

Natural England

11/08/10

Nature Conservation and Landscape

3.3.2

Additional consultation has since been undertaken in 2015 and 2016 as
outlined in Table 3.2 below.

Table 3.2 Summary of consultation carried out to date
Consultee

Date

Main Scheme /
Alternative
Scheme

Topic

Natural England,
Environment Agency
and Historic England

21/01/15

Main Scheme

Environmental Impact Assessment Scoping
Report issued to the Planning Inspectorate
who then issued to Statutory Environmental
Bodies and other relevant Consultees for the
collation of a Scoping Opinion.

Environment Agency

17/02/15
and
02/09/15

Main Scheme

Water Environment and flood risk, FRA,
WFD.

Natural England

07/05/15

Main Scheme

Response to Rev B of the Assessment of
Implications on European Sites (AIES) (refer
to Appendix C).

Natural England

21/12/15

Main Scheme

Formal written response to Preliminary
Environmental Information Report.

Environment Agency

21/03/16

Main Scheme
and the
Alternative
Scheme

Water Environment and flood risk, FRA,
WFD.

Natural England

20/04/2016

Main Scheme

Meeting to discuss revisions to AIES
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Date

Main Scheme /
Alternative
Scheme
and the
Alternative
Scheme

Topic

including the addition of the ‘Alternative
Scheme’; ecology surveys, proposed
mitigation and the Environmental Statement.
Minutes are contained in 0.

The production of Stage 3 Assessment reports is given below in Table 3.3.

Table 3.3 Stage 3 Environmental Reports for the M20 junction 10a Scheme
Report

Document ref.

Date

Environmental Statement Screening and Scoping Report

341755-90-140-RE-02
Rev D.

January 2015

Assessment of Implications for European Sites

341755-90-230-RE-001
Rev B

March 2015

3.3.4

Natural England agreed with the findings of the AIES Report (Rev B March
2015), (see 0) but suggested the assessment should be re-visited following
detailed design and assessment.

3.4

Proposed Consultation

3.4.1

In due course, this report is to be issued to the SEB to obtain formal opinion
on the scope, content and conclusions of the screening and initial assessment.
If the SEB is in agreement with the conclusions of the report, then Appropriate
Assessment will not be necessary.
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4.

Project Description

4.1

Main Scheme

4.1.1

The Main Scheme consists of a new gyratory roundabout over the M20
motorway, to the west of Mersham and approximately 700m south east of the
existing junction 10, and a new dual carriageway link road to the existing
A2070 Southern Orbital Road (SOR) to the west of St Marys Church,
Sevington. The Main Scheme includes demolition of the existing M20 Highfield
Road bridge, construction of 2 new bridges over the motorway each carrying 3
traffic lanes, 4 new slip roads to cater for all movements to and from the
motorway, closure of the existing east facing slip roads at junction 10, a new
footbridge across the motorway, a new footbridge to replace the existing
footbridge over the A2070 at Church Road, a new retaining wall at Kingsford
Street, and demolition of 1 residential and 2 business properties of which 1
property houses 3 business tenants.

4.1.2

Construction is likely to be over a 24 month period. The date of
commencement is not known, but works could commence in early 2018.
Service diversions including water and gas pipelines within the local area
(within 1km of the Scheme boundaries) for the Main Scheme would be
required.

4.1.3

The proposed improvements would operate adequately for the 15 year design
life of the Scheme until 2033. Typically highway schemes are designed to
have a material life-span of between 20 and 40 years before major
maintenance and upgrading is required. It is considered highly unlikely that the
junction and link road would be decommissioned after as the road is likely to
have become an integral part of the infrastructure in the area. As such,
decommissioning is not considered within this assessment.

4.2

Alternative Scheme

4.2.1

The Alternative Scheme is the Main Scheme with the addition of an access to
the proposed adjacent Stour Park development. The proposed Stour Park
access would be a three-arm roundabout, located midway along the proposed
A2070 link road, opposite the access track to the new attenuation pond. The
access track to the attenuation pond would have direct access off the
roundabout, however, as this would be used infrequently it would not require
the addition of a separate arm to roundabout. The roundabout would be lit, as
for the rest of the A2070 link road, and advance direction signs would be
required on the approach.
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5.

Screening Assessment

5.1.1

Neither the Main Scheme nor the Alternative Scheme are directly connected
with the management of European sites, and both the Main and the Alternative
Schemes fulfil the description for a ‘project’. Therefore both Schemes are
subject to further screening for likely effects.

5.2

Proximity to European Sites

5.2.1

Information regarding the location and reasons for designation of European
sites has been collected in 2015 via the online database Multi-Agency
Geographic Information for the Countryside (MAGIC), and from the Joint
Nature Conservation Committee (JNCC) website as shown in Table 5.1 below.

Table 5.1 Proximity of the Project to European Sites
Site Data

Source

Method

11

Statutory Designated Sites
including SPA, SAC & Ramsar.

MAGIC database

Internet-based search of the study
area and online request using a
minimum 2km search radius from the
Scheme boundary.
SACs designated for bats were
searched, using a 30km radius
around the site, through the MAGIC
database.

pSPA, pSAC and cSAC.

JNCC website12

Internet based search of proposed,
potential and candidate sites.

5.2.2

DMRB Guidance HD 44/0913 recommends that screening consider whether
the geographical boundary or the Scheme is within designated sites, or in
proximity to designated sites. The guideline screening criteria and the
outcomes of the data search are summarised below in Table 5.2.

Table 5.2 The guideline screening criteria and data search results
DMRB Guidance HD 44/09 Criteria

The Main Scheme

The Alternative
Scheme

1. Within any SAC, cSAC, pSAC, SPA, pSPA or Ramsar
sites.

No

No

2. Within 2km of any SAC, cSAC, pSAC, SPA, pSPA or
Ramsar sites.

No

No

3. Within 30km of any SACs, cSACs or pSACs, where

No

No

_________________________
11

http://magic.defra.gov.uk/

12

http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/
DMRB (2009) Volume 11 Section 4 Part 1 HD44/09 Environmental Assessment; Assessment of Implications on European Sites.

13
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DMRB Guidance HD 44/09 Criteria

The Main Scheme

The Alternative
Scheme

Yes

Yes

bats are one of the qualifying interests.
4. Crossing / adjacent to, upstream of, or downstream
of, watercourses designated in part or wholly as SACs,
cSACs, pSACs, SPAs, pSPAs or Ramsar sites.

5.2.3

The ‘No’ responses to guideline Criteria 1, 2 and 3 above are considered
sufficient to screen out likely effects on European sites within the stated
search areas. At greater distances, potential effect pathways are limited to
changes in air quality. Localised air quality impacts from highways are
considered most likely to occur within 200m of major roads. Effects of air
quality changes on European sites more than 200m from major roads will be
considerably smaller, but could be felt at a wider geographical (regional) level
in combination with air quality effects from other plans and projects.

5.3

European Site Designations

5.3.1

This chapter outlines information about the European sites considered as part
of this assessment, taken from the Natural England and Joint Nature
Conservation Committee websites. The tables include information about their
designation status, key features and vulnerability, and conservation objectives
where such information exists and is available. Refer to Appendix C.

Wye and Crundale Downs SAC
5.3.2

The site is a 112.2ha chalk grassland site and contains a mosaic of different
habitats including species-rich chalk grassland, neutral grassland, calcareous
fen-meadow communities, scrub and woodland on chalk, and wet alder
woodland. However, it is for its calcareous grassland that this site was
designated as a SAC. It has an important assemblage of rare, scarce and
uncommon orchids, including the largest UK colony of Ophyrus fuciflora,
representing about 50% of the national population. The M20 junction 10a
Scheme is located 4.5km southeast from Wye and Crundale Downs SAC. Key
information is presented in Table 5.3.

Table 5.3 Wye and Crundale Downs SAC
Name of European site and its EU
code.

Wye and Crundale Downs UK0012831

European site size.

112.24ha

Key features of the European site
including the primary reasons for
selection and any other qualifying
interests.

Annex I habitats that are a primary reason for selection of this
site:
6210 Semi-natural dry grasslands and scrubland facies on
calcareous substrates (Festuco-Brometalia) (important orchid
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sites).
Vulnerability of the European site –
any information available from the
standard data forms.

Continuous grazing management on this site is essential to
maintain the interest. Grazing on some parts of the site has
been intermittent in recent years, leading to some increase in
scrub and rank grasses. Within the part of the site managed as
a National Nature Reserve, a programme of scrub clearance
and the reintroduction of grazing are addressing this problem.
On other parts, discussion with private land managers is being
used to encourage traditional management.

European site conservation
objectives.

Ensure that the integrity of the SACs maintained or restored as
appropriate, and ensure that the site contributes to achieving
the Favourable Conservation Status of its Qualifying Features,
by maintaining or restoring:
 The extent and distribution of qualifying natural habitats.
 The structure and function (including typical species) of
qualifying natural habitats.
 The supporting processes on which qualifying natural
habitats rely.

Stodmarsh Ramsar, SPA and SAC
5.3.3

Stodmarsh is a wetland site resulting in part from subsidence under the valley
of the Great Stour in Kent and aggregate extraction but lies within the natural
floodplain of the river. There are a range of wetland habitats including open
water, reedbeds, grazing marsh and alder Alnus glutinosa carr. The site
supports a number of uncommon wetland invertebrates and plants, and
provides breeding and wintering habitats for important assemblages of
wetland bird species, particularly waterfowl. The M20 junction 10a Scheme is
located 22.9km southeast from Stodmarsh Ramsar, SPA, and SAC. Each of
the respective designations are described below, and key information is
presented in Table 5.4, Table 5.5, and Table 5.6.

5.3.4

Stodmarsh Ramsar14 : This is a 481ha complex site comprising inland, marine
and coastal wetlands. It is important because it supports 6 British Red Data
Book wetland invertebrates; 2 nationally rare plants and 5 nationally scarce
species; and a diverse assemblage of rare wetland birds that use the site for
breeding and wintering purposes. The wetland bird species regularly
supported include gadwall Anas strepera, ruff Philomachus pugnax, water rail
Rallus aquaticus, shoveler Anas clypeata, hen harrier Circus cyaneus and
great bittern Botaurus stellaris.

_________________________
14

Ramsar Information Sheet: UK11066 Produced by JNCC: Version 3.0, 13/06/2008. Available from:
http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/pdf/RIS/UK11066.pdf/.
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Table 5.4 Stodmarsh Ramsar
Name of European site and its EU
code.

Stodmarsh Ramsar: UK11066

European site size.

Stodmarsh Ramsar: 481.33ha

Key features of the European site
including the primary reasons for
selection and any other qualifying
interests.

Stodmarsh Ramsar:
Ramsar criterion 2:




Six British Red Data Book wetland invertebrates.
Two nationally rare plants, and 5 nationally scarce species.
A diverse assemblage of rare wetland birds.

Qualifying Species / populations:
Species regularly supported during the breeding season:
 Gadwall NW Europe 6 pairs, representing an average of
1% of the GB population (1988-92).
Species with peak counts in spring / autumn:
 Gadwall, NW Europe 267 individuals, representing an
average of 1.5% of the GB population (5 year peak
mean 1998 / 99 - 2002 / 03).
Species with peak counts in winter:
 Great bittern, W Europe, NW Africa.2 individuals,
representing an average of 2% of the GB population (5
year peak mean 1998 / 09 – 2002 / 03).
 Northern shoveler, NW & C Europe. 274 individuals,
representing an average of 1.8% of the GB population
(5 year peak mean 1998 / 09 – 2002 / 03).
 Hen harrier, Europe 9 individuals, representing an
average of 1.2% of the GB population (5 winter period
peak count 1987 / 88 – 1991 / 92).
Vulnerability of the European site –
any information available from the
standard data forms

No factors reported.

European site conservation
objectives

Refer to SPA.

5.3.5

Stodmarsh SPA: The range of wetland habitats include open water, extensive
reedbeds, grazing marsh and alder Alnus glutinosa carr. The site supports a
number of uncommon wetland invertebrates and plants, and provides
wintering habitats for wetland bird species. The qualifying features include
significant numbers of shoveler, gadwall, hen harrier and bittern over winter,
and supports breeding bittern and gadwall. The qualifying features of the site
also include an internationally important assemblage of birds during the
breeding season.
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Table 5.5 Stodmarsh SPA
Name of European site and its EU
code.

Stodmarsh SPA: UK9012121

European site size.

Stodmarsh SPA: 481.33

Key features of the European site
including the primary reasons for
selection and any other qualifying
interests.

Stodmarsh SPA
Article 4.1
Over winter the site supports:
 Bittern, 2 individuals representing at least 2.0% of the
wintering population in GB (5 year peak count, 1987 / 88
– 1991 / 92).
 Hen Harrier, 9 individuals representing at least 1.2% of
the wintering population in GB (5 year peak count, 1987 /
78 – 1991 / 92).
Article 4.2
During the breeding season the area regularly supports:
 Gadwall (North-western Europe) 0.8% of the population in
GB 5 year mean, 1988 – 1992.
Over winter the area regularly supports:
 Northern shoveler (North-western / Central Europe) 1.9%
of the population in GB 5 year peak mean 1991 / 92 –
1995 / 96.
 Gadwall (North-western Europe) 1.8% of the population in
Great Britain 5 year peak mean 1991 / 92 – 1995 / 96.
Article 4.2: Internationally important assemblage of birds.
During the breeding season the area regularly supports:
 Sedge warbler Acrocephalus schoenobaenus.
 European reed warbler Acrocephalus scirpaceus.
 Widgeon Anas Penelope.
 Mallard Anas platyrhynchos.
 Greater white-fronted goose Anser albifrons albifrons
 Common pochard Aythya ferina,
 Tufted Duck Aythya fuligula.
 Common snipe Gallinago gallinago.
 Savi's warbler Locustella luscinioides.
 Common grasshopper warbler Locustella naevia.
 Great crested grebe Podiceps cristatus.
 Water rail Rallus aquaticus.
 Common Redshank Tringa tetanus.
 Northern lapwing Vanellus vanellus.

Vulnerability of the European site –
any information available from the
standard data forms

Stodmarsh SPA:
Much of Stodmarsh is a National Nature Reserve, and is
therefore relatively secure and well managed. The area of
habitat has recently been expanded, improving the situation for
wetland birds by acquiring an area of turf fields adjacent to the
SPA / Ramsar site for conversion to reedbed, open water and
HA514442-MMGJV-GEN-SMW-RE-Z-6601
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grazing marsh. Continued maintenance of the reedbeds is
essential to control the invasion of scrub.
Privately owned parts of the site are affected by disturbance.
The western end of the SPA is used by wildfowlers and
fishermen, both of which cause disturbance to the birds and is
being addressed through Site Management Statements.
The other significant problem relates to water supply, and in
drought years abstraction for other water users can affect the
supply of water to about 70% of the site. Abstraction licences
would be reviewed under the relevant provisions of the Habitat
Regulations.
Management of parts of the European site owned by private
land owners is being addressed by the production of Site
Management Statements which aim to encourage land
managers to improve their management of wildlife habitats.
Landowners are being encouraged to put land into the
Countryside Stewardship Scheme in order to address problems
arising from neglect of wetland habitats.

5.3.6

Stodmarsh SAC: A sizeable population of Desmoulin’s whorl snail Vertigo
moulinsiana is the qualifying feature for the designation of this 564.64 ha site.
The snail lives beside ditches within pasture on the floodplain of the River
Stour, where reed sweet-grass Glyceria maxima, large sedges Carex spp. and
sometimes common reed Phragmites australis dominate the vegetation.
Stodmarsh is a south eastern outlier of the main swathe of sites and is
important in confirming the role of underlying base-rich rock (chalk) as a factor
determining this species’ distribution.

Table 5.6 Stodmarsh SAC
Name of European site and its EU
code

Stodmarsh SAC: UK0030283

European site size

Stodmarsh SAC: 564.64ha

Key features of the European site
including the primary reasons for
selection and any other qualifying
interests

Annex II species that are a primary reason for selection of this
site: 1016 Desmoulin`s whorl snail Vertigo moulinsiana.

Vulnerability of the European site –
any information available from the
standard data forms

Approximately half of the SAC is managed as a National Nature
Reserve. The remainder of the SAC is managed in a way that is
compatible with nature conservation.

Thanet Coast SAC, Sandwich Bay SAC, and Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay SPA
and Ramsar sites
5.3.7

The site is coastal site and consists of a long rocky shore, adjoining estuary,
dune, maritime grassland, saltmarsh, and grazing marsh. The site supports
internationally important numbers of wintering turnstone Arenaria interpres,
nationally important numbers of a breeding seabird, and 4 waders: ringed
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plover Charadrius hiaticula, golden plover Pluvialis apricaria, grey plover
Pluvialis squatarola, and sanderling Calidris alba. Large numbers of migratory
birds use the site for staging. Large numbers of nationally scarce invertebrate
species occur at the site. Human activities include recreation, bait collection,
agriculture, livestock grazing, fishing, and hunting. Each of the respective
designations are described below, and key information is presented in Table
5.7, Table 5.8, Table 5.9, and Table 5.10. The M20 junction 10a Scheme is
located 32.2km south east from the European sites.
5.3.8

Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay Ramsar 15: Ramsar site No. 664. The site
is a coastal site, consisting of a long rocky shore, adjoining estuary, dune,
maritime grassland, saltmarsh, and grazing marsh. The qualifying features
include 15 British Red Data Book wetland invertebrates, and internationally
important numbers of wintering ruddy turnstone that the site supports.

Table 5.7 Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay Ramsar
Key features of the European site
including the primary reasons for
selection and any other qualifying
interests

Ramsar criterion 2
Supports 15 British Red Data Book wetland invertebrates.
Ramsar criterion 6 – species / populations occurring at levels of
international importance.
Qualifying species / populations (as identified at designation):
Species with peak counts in winter:
 Ruddy turnstone, Arenaria interpres interpres, NE
Canada, Greenland / W Europe & NW Africa 1007
individuals, representing an average of 1% of the
population (5 year peak mean 1998 / 89 – 2002 / 03)
The site also supports a range of noteworthy fauna.

Vulnerability of the European site –
any information available from the
standard data forms

Refer to Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay SPA

European site conservation
objectives

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.
 The distribution of the qualifying features within the site.

_________________________
15

Information Sheet on Ramsar Wetlands (RIS) Produced by JNCC: Version 3.0, 13/06/2008. Available from:
http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/pdf/RIS/UK11070.pdf
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Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay SPA: Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay
SPA is a coastal site consisting of a long stretch of rocky shore, adjoining
areas of estuary, sand dune, maritime grassland, saltmarsh and grazing
marsh. The site holds important numbers of breeding little tern Sterna
albifrons, and supports ruddy wintering turnstone Arenaria interpres and
golden plover Pluvialis apricaria and is also used by large numbers of
migratory birds as they make landfall in Britain in spring or depart for
continental Europe in autumn.

Table 5.8 Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay SPA
Key features of the European site
including the primary reasons for
selection and any other qualifying
interests

Article 4.1
During the breeding season the area regularly supports:
 Little tern (Eastern Atlantic - breeding) 0.3% of the GB
breeding population 5 year mean, 1992-1996.
Over winter the area regularly supports:
 European golden plover (North-western Europe breeding) 0.2% of the GB population 5 year peak mean
1991 / 92 – 1995 / 96).
Article 4.2
Over winter the area regularly supports:
 Turnstone, 940 individuals representing at least 1.3% of
the wintering Western Palearctic – wintering population
(5 year peak mean 1991 / 12 – 1995 / 96).

Vulnerability of the European site –
any information available from the
standard data forms

The land adjacent to this site is coastal, urban, agricultural, or
managed as a golf course. Parts of the coast are used for water
sports, such as personal water craft users, small boat users,
wind surfing and bait digging.
This leads to a high potential for disturbance both of wintering
birds, especially of high tide roosts, and breeding colonies,
especially of little tern. Recreational issues including water
sports being addressed through the management Scheme for
the European marine site.
There is an active port at Ramsgate which requires
development to its infrastructure. The current proposals for a
new access road impinge marginally on the site, but should
have a minimal impact on the birds that use the site.
There is the potential for oil spills on the SPA, both from vessels
using the English Channel, and Port Ramsgate. Oil spill
contingency plans therefore need to be kept updated.
Water diversion and pollution from domestic waste, fertilisers,
pesticides and agricultural run-off off-site has led to
eutrophication within the SPA / Ramsar site. Where possible
this is being addressed through the review of consents under
the provisions of the Habitat Regulations and through Site
Management Statements. Much of the coast has extensive sea
defences, such as groynes and sea walls, which occasionally
need to be repaired. These activities need to be carefully timed
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to avoid disturbance to birds. Observed build-up of shingle in
front of the embryo dunes was thought to result from the beach
fed shingle used for sea defences along the Sandwich - Deal
coastline but investigations undertaken by the Environment
Agency have so far been inconclusive. The SPA overlaps with a
marine cSAC. Together they are considered a single European
marine site. The intertidal component of the SPA will be
included in the management Scheme which will address a
number of these threats.
European site conservation
objectives

5.3.10

Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay SPA
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.
 The distribution of the qualifying features within the site.

Thanet Coast SAC: The designation covers a 2,803.84 ha site and
predominantly comprises of marine and sea inlets, tidal inlets and estuary
habitats. The qualifying features of the site comprise the reef, and the
submerged or partially submerged sea caves. These habitats support unusual
communities including littoral algal flora, some of which are not known to be
found anywhere else, and very specialised algal and lichen communities.

Table 5.9 Thanet Coast SAC
Key features of the European site
including the primary reasons for
selection and any other qualifying
interests

Annex I habitats that are a primary reason for selection of this
site :
 1,170 Reefs.
 8,330 Submerged or partially submerged sea caves.

Vulnerability of the European site –
any information available from the
standard data forms

The soft upper chalk is vulnerable to erosion and natural
physical destruction. The adjacent land is heavily built-up, with a
resident population of 120,000. Levels of tourism and recreation
activity are high with, 2 million visitors per year. To protect
infrastructure, coastal protection works have been constructed
along 75% of the cliff face. Some commercial fishing, including
potting, occurs within the site. Harvesting of bait and shellfish
occurs on the shores and has caused a small amount of
physical damage to the reef. There is a commercial port and 2
small harbours. In preparing the management Scheme, all
human activities have been evaluated with stakeholders, and
management agreed. Recreation and harvesting are to be
managed with mutually agreed voluntary codes of conduct. A
new wildlife project is to be established to draft the codes and
interpret and promote the site.

European site conservation

Ensure that the integrity of the site is maintained or restored as
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appropriate, and ensure that the site contributes to achieving
the Favourable Conservation Status of its Qualifying Features,
by maintaining or restoring:
 The extent and distribution of qualifying natural habitats.
 The structure and function (including typical species) of
qualifying natural habitats.
 The supporting processes on which qualifying natural
habitats rely.

5.3.11

Sandwich Bay SAC: The site is 1,137.87ha and the qualifying features for the
site are embryonic shifting sand dunes; shifting dunes along the shoreline with
Ammophila arenaria; fixed coastal dunes with herbaceous vegetation; dunes
with Salix repens ssp. argentea; and humid dune slacks. These dune system
and associated habitats are representative and located in a region where the
habitat type is very restricted in its distribution. A good range of characteristic
foredune species, including sea bindweed Calystegia soldanella, sea spurge
Euphorbia paralias and sea-holly Eryngium maritimum are present.

5.3.12

Additionally, the site is a largely inactive dune system, with a particularly
extensive representation of fixed dune grassland, which is the only large area
of this habitat in the extreme south east of England. The vegetation is
extremely species-rich and the site has been selected because it includes a
number of rare and scarce species, such as fragrant evening-primrose
Oenothera stricta, bedstraw broomrape Orobanche caryophyllacea and sand
catchfly Silene conica, as well as the UK’s largest population of lizard orchid
Himantoglossum hircinum.

Table 5.10 Sandwich Bay SAC
Key features of the European site
including the primary reasons for
selection and any other qualifying
interests

Annex I habitats that are a primary reason for selection of this
site:







H2110. Embryonic shifting dunes.
H2120. Shifting dunes along the shoreline with
Ammophila arenaria ("white dunes"); Shifting dunes
with marram.
H2130. Fixed dunes with herbaceous vegetation ("grey
dunes"); Dune grassland.
H2170. Dunes with Salix repens ssp. argentea (Salicion
arenariae); Dunes with creeping willow
Annex I habitats present as a qualifying feature, but not
a primary reason for selection of this site.
H2190. Humid dune slacks.

Vulnerability of the European site –
any information available from the
standard data forms

Most of the SAC is unmanaged 'rough' on golf-courses. The
damper areas are prone to invasion by willow/reed - tall-fen
vegetation. Control of scrub is being undertaken through
management agreements and as a consented operation.

European site conservation
objectives

Ensure that the integrity of the site is maintained or restored as
appropriate, and ensure that the site contributes to achieving
the Favourable Conservation Status of its Qualifying Features,
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by maintaining or restoring:
 The extent and distribution of qualifying natural habitats.
 The structure and function (including typical species) of
qualifying natural habitats.
 The supporting processes on which qualifying natural
habitats rely.
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6.

Assessment of Effects

6.1

Introduction

6.1.1

This chapter considers whether the Scheme will or will not have a likely
significant adverse effect on the interest features of the European sites, either
alone or in combination with other plans or projects. If at this stage likely
significant effects are not able to be screened out, site integrity is considered
at the appropriate assessment stage. This chapter considers each potential
impact to the European Sites identified as having potential effect pathways
with the Main or Alternative Schemes. Appendix D summarises the
assessment on each qualifying feature for each of the European Sites, to meet
the requirements of the AIES process 16 .

6.2

Main Scheme

Reduction or fragmentation of habitat area
6.2.1

There would be no land take from any of the European or Ramsar sites or
from adjacent land. No habitat or species fragmentation is likely as the
ecological integrity of the sites is not dependent on movement of species from
or through the Main Scheme boundaries or immediate environs. No further
assessment is considered necessary.

Disturbance to key species
6.2.2

No significant changes in disturbance effects are anticipated during
construction or operational phases on qualifying or other interests of the
European or Ramsar sites. The disturbance zone for construction and
operational activities would not extend as far as European or Ramsar site
boundaries which are approximately 4km (Wye and Crundale Downs SAC)
and 20km or more from the proposed Scheme. None of the qualifying species
from any of the European sites are dependent habitat within the Scheme
boundaries or immediate environs and therefore there is no scope for them to
be disturbed.

6.2.3

There would be no significant disturbance to key habitats and species outside
the European or Ramsar sites that could influence the integrity of those Sites.
Habitat losses associated with the Scheme are distant (c. 4km and 20km or
more) from the European Sites, small scale, highly localised, and would be
mitigated through replacement of similar habitat types. Furthermore, the
habitats that would be affected by the Main Scheme are very different from the

_________________________
16

The Planning Inspectorate (January 2016) Habitats Regulation Assessment Advice Note Ten: Habitat Regulations Assessment
relevant to nationally significant infrastructure projects Version 7 .
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habitat types for which the European Sites have been designated. Additionally,
the qualifying species for the European Sites, as well as the wider species
assemblage and ecological functions, differ to the species and ecological
functions of the habitats affected by the Main Scheme. No further assessment
is considered necessary.
Resource requirements
6.2.4

No resources are required to be taken from the European or Ramsar sites in
order to construct the Main Scheme. Mineral resources would be taken from
consented sites or new consents that would have to be separately screened
and assessed for effects on European sites. No further assessment is
considered necessary.

Emissions to Air

6.2.5

The nearest European site is Wye and Crundale Downs SAC, more than 4km
to the north east of the Scheme. The European Site is designated for its seminatural dry grasslands and scrubland facies on calcareous substrates that are
potentially vulnerable to air quality impacts including acidification and nutrient
enrichment from NOx deposition. Therefore due to the potential pathway (refer
to Criteria 4, Table 5.2), effects on this European Site due to emissions were
considered as part of this AIES. However, Wye and Crundale Downs SAC is
located more than 200m from the Scheme. This is beyond the area identified
as the affected road network within the air quality assessment in accordance
with the methodology summarised in Section 2.1 above. Therefore no likely
significant effects are anticipated to the European Site, and no further
assessment is considered necessary.

Emissions and other effects on water
6.2.6

With regard to Criteria 4 (described in Table 5.2 above), the Scheme crosses
the Aylesford Stream which is not subject to a relevant designation. The
Aylesford Stream is within the Upper Stour Catchment area and flows into the
East Stour. It is approximately 7.3km in length, and the source of the Stream is
to the north of Sevington. There are no relevant designated sites in this Upper
Stour Catchment area.

6.2.7

The Upper Stour catchment includes the Aylesford Stream, East Stour, Great
Stour, Ruckinge Dyke and Whitewater Dyke. The area covers the urban area
of Ashford and the Great Stour then flows though the chalk downs into
Canterbury. Downstream of the city of Canterbury, and more than 20km
downstream from Ashford and the Aylesford Stream, the Great Stour flows
through Stodmarsh SAC, SPA and Ramsar site. From there, the river flows
into the tidal Lower Stour area where, approximately 40km downstream of
Ashford and the Aylesford Stream, the River Stour flows through Thanet Coast
and Sandwich Bay Ramsar and SPA sites, Thanet Coast SAC, and Sandwich
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Bay SAC, and into Pegwell Bay. Therefore these two areas, each with multiple
designations as European Sites and with boundaries that broadly overlap,
have been considered due to the aquatic pathway between the Sites and the
proposed Scheme.
6.2.8

Pollution: During construction, best practice for pollution prevention and water
management would be implemented as part of the overall CEMP 17. No
pollution pathways would be created between the construction site and
watercourses, as measures would be implemented to prevent surface water
run-off containing suspended sediment reaching watercourses through
overland flow in rainfall events. These would include the following:18


Where possible, storage compounds (for the storage of construction
materials or temporary stockpiling of excavated soils) would be located
away from surface watercourses and drains. An outline Site Waste
Management Plan (SWMP) would be produced which would be fully
implemented when construction begins.



No materials would be stored or stockpiled within Flood Zones 2 or 3,
only vehicle parking would be permitted within these areas. The site
would subscribe to the Environment Agency’s Flood Warning Service,
enabling vehicles to be moved out of Flood Zones 2 and 3, in the event
that flooding is predicted.



Haul roads on the site and the approaches to the watercourse would be
cleaned regularly in order to prevent the build-up of mud.



Before any discharge of water were to be made from the site, adequate
provisions for preventing pollution would be made, such as by
incorporating silt settlement techniques. The techniques employed would
be chosen as appropriate for each specific site. Techniques may include
settlement lagoons, use of straw bales for silt trapping and use of
flocculants.



Areas of bare soil would be kept to a minimum to reduce silty run-off.



All pumped drainage from the construction works, including areas used
for temporary storage of construction materials or excavated soils, would
be passed through silt settlement treatment prior to discharge to surface
watercourses or drains.



All roads and hardstanding would be kept clean and tidy in order to
prevent the build-up of oil and dirt that may be washed into a
watercourse or drain during heavy rainfall.

_________________________
17
18

Chapter 14 Road Drainage and the Water Environment, Volume 6.1 , paragraph number 14.7.1
Chapter 14 Road Drainage and the Water Environment, Volume 6.1, paragraph number 14.7.3
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Where appropriate, watercourses would be shielded by bunds in order to
prevent contamination from surface water run-off.



The use of water sprays for reducing dust or washing construction areas
would be carefully regulated in order to avoid washing substantial
quantities of silt (etc.) into surface water drains. Where large quantities
of gravel, mud or other such material required clearing, the area would
be swept clean prior to any subsequent hosing down.



Potential for impacts to occur as a result of contamination of water by wet
cement or concrete would be minimised by the use of catch pits; use of
ready mixed concrete delivered by lorry.



Storage compounds for fuels, oils or other liquid chemicals would be
located away from surface water drains. They would have an
impermeable base and impermeable bunds with a capacity of 110%, and
would not drain directly into the surface water drains. Where practicable,
drainage from storage compounds would be passed through oil
interceptors prior to discharge.



Small plant such as pumps would be equipped with drip trays; drums and
barrels would be stored in a designated, bund-shielded safe area within
the site compound, fitted with flow-control taps and properly labelled.



Emergency response procedures (to be detailed in the CEMP) to handle
any leaks or spillages. Spill kits to be located on sites near to
watercourses and within the works compounds. Staff would be trained in
their use.

6.2.9

All works would be delivered in accordance with the specification for highways
works contained within the contract documents.

6.2.10

During operation, the proposed drainage design for the M20 junction 10a
would use the existing mainline drainage system, incorporating revisions
where required to include the new layout and meet the design criteria of no
flooding for the 1-in-100 year event (1% AEP) 40% climate change allowance.
The majority of the surface water run-off from the new highway would pass
through 3 proposed attenuation ponds before discharging at greenfield run-off
rates to Aylesford Stream, although a small area of the 2 new slip roads to the
west of junction 10a cannot be drained to Pond 1 due to site constraints.
Retention of flows within the ponds would promote sediment removal and
encourage biological treatment19 . In addition, penstocks would be installed
upstream and downstream of each pond to isolate any spillage within the
catchment20 .

_________________________
19
20

Chapter 14 Road Drainage and the Water Environment, Volume 6 .1, paragraph number 14.7.10
Chapter 14 Road Drainage and the Water Environment, Volume 6.1, paragraph number 14.7.10
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6.2.11

Without the drainage measures described, the risk of spillage and the risk of a
spillage causing a serious pollution incident by reaching the Aylesford Stream,
would be below 1%, which is below the threshold for an allowable risk factor 21.
Therefore given the level of risk and the distance of the Scheme from the
European Sites (more than 20km), no specific mitigation for the European
Sites or further assessment is considered necessary in regards to pollution.

6.2.12

Flood Risk: The Flood Risk Assessment demonstrated that parts of the site
lie within Flood Zones 2 and 3, the Scheme would be vulnerable to flooding
from fluvial sources; i.e. from Aylesford Stream, during the operational phase.
The proposed structures over the stream comprise clear span bridges and an
animal pipe bridge. These would not constrict the flow of the Aylesford Stream
and therefore these structures are not considered to pose an increase to the
flood risk within the localised area or elsewhere22.

6.2.13

The increase in the area of impermeable surfacing from the proposed new
highway would have the potential to increase surface water run-off23 . This
would be attenuated by the construction of 3 new ponds. These ponds would
store surface water run-off from the M20 junction 10a via a drainage network,
with very little of this run-off entering the Aylesford Stream. Drainage
infrastructure and vegetation growth within the ponds controlled via regular
maintenance operations by Highways England, to maintain storage capacity24.
The proposed new drainage system would maintain the existing attenuation
pond and supplement it with an additional pond attenuating to the 1-in-100
year event plus 30% allowance for climate change. An additional pond would
be provided for the surface water rub off from the 2 new slip roads. The
proposed measures would provide an improvement on the current attenuation
provision, which only allows for the attenuation of run off to a 1-in-5 year storm
event25. Therefore the Scheme would reduce the flood risk overall. Given the
reduced level of risk, and the distance of the Scheme from the European Sites
(more than 20km), no specific mitigation for the European Sites or further
assessment is considered necessary in regards to flood risk.

6.3

Alternative Scheme

6.3.1

Impacts relating the Alternative Scheme would not differ to those outlined
above for the Main Scheme.

_________________________
21

Chapter 14 Road Drainage and the Water Environment, Volume 6.1, paragraph number 14.8.13

22

Chapter 14 Road Drainage and the Water Environment, Volume 6.1 , paragraph number 14.8.6

23

Chapter 14 Road Drainage and the Water Environment, Volume 6.1, paragraph number 14.8.20

24

Chapter 14 Road Drainage and the Water Environment, Volume 6.1, paragraph number 14.8.8
Chapter 14 Road Drainage and the Water Environment, Volume 6.1, paragraph number 14.8.24

25
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7.

Mitigation

7.1

Main Scheme

7.1.1

Overall, no significant effects on European Sites are anticipated for the Main
Scheme. Therefore no specific mitigation would be required to safeguard the
European Sites.

7.2

Alternative Scheme

7.2.1

No significant effects on European Sites are anticipated for the Alternative
Scheme, as the risk of potential effects would be negligible as outlined for the
Main Scheme. Therefore no specific mitigation measures to safeguard the
European Sites are proposed for the Alternative.
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8.

In-Combination Effects

8.1

Relevant Policies and Plans

8.1.1

In order for an in-combination effect to be possible, the proposal would have to
have some level of adverse impact or an in-combination Scheme would need
to compromise an avoidance or mitigation measure related to the integrity of
the European sites.

Local Policy
8.1.2

The Appropriate Assessment of ABCs Core Strategy identified at the
screening stage, potential significant effects arising from regional changes in
air quality to the Wye and Crundale Downs SAC. The Appropriate
Assessment of the core strategy concluded that ‘The plan preparation
process, influenced by the Sustainability Appraisal has ensured that options
are chosen which have sufficiently reduced the impacts of these significant
effects that the Core Strategy impacts on integrity have been nullified. These
include sufficient land for recreation to reduce the recreational pressure as a
result of growth, sufficient measures to increase the use of sustainable
transport modes and wastewater infrastructure and measured to enhance the
quality of wastewater disposal’.

8.1.3

The assessment of options and mitigation measures for the Core Strategy
included the potential M20 junction 10a Scheme. Potential effects identified in
ABCs Appropriate Assessment included risks from recreational pressure and
region-wide air pollution. Both the Main Scheme and the Alternative Scheme
design was considered likely to be developed in with control measures in
place to minimise the potential for effects on the Wye and Crundale Downs
SAC. Therefore no effects are anticipated on the integrity of this site alone or
in combination with other plans and projects.

8.1.4

The Appropriate Assessment of ABCs Core Strategy identified that there is
potential for significant effects to Stodmarsh SPA and SAC due to effects from
air pollution, water abstraction, and wastewater treatment works, without
mitigation. The mitigation measures proposed in the Core Strategy included
the reduction of impacts by the selection of options to ensure impacts are
nullified.

8.1.5

In conclusion, the Appropriate Assessment stated that there are no negative
effects on the integrity of the Natura 2000 / European sites by reason of the
mitigation measures in the Core Strategy.

8.1.6

The Appropriate Assessment of ABCs Urban Sites and Infrastructure
Development Plan Document (DPD) also concluded that as the DPD will work
in combination with local policies to manage and mitigate any harmful effects
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of development on the environment, there would be no significant negative
effects on the integrity of the Natura 2000 / European sites.
Other Projects
8.1.7

A number of planning applications were identified within a 2km study area and
were reviewed for potential effects to European Sites. The result of the review
is outlined in Table 8.1 below.

Table 8.1 Planning applications proximate to the Scheme
ID

‘Other Development’
name

1

Stour Park (Phase 1)
(Main and Alternative
Scheme)
Stour Park (Phase 2)
(Alternative Scheme
only)

2

Newtown Works (Phases
2 - 4)

3

Land at Willesborough
Lees

6

Cheeseman’s Green

Dust:
Neutral
Traffic Emissions:
Neutral

Water Environment: European Sites were not
identified within the study
Neutral
area.
Flood Risk:
Neutral

7

Waterbrook

Dust:
Neutral
Traffic Emissions:
Neutral

Water Environment: European Sites were not
identified within the study
Neutral
area.
Flood Risk:
Neutral

Air Quality

Dust:
Neutral
Traffic Emissions:
Neutral

Road Drainage and Implications to European
the Water
Sites
Environment
Water Environment:
Slight Adverse
Flood Risk:
Neutral

European Sites were not
identified within the study
area. Refer to Appendix E
for response from Natural
England.

Water Environment: European Sites were not
identified within the study
Neutral
area.
Flood Risk:
Neutral
Planning Application not
yet submitted. Given the
scale of development
(thought to comprise 200
dwellings), the
development is unlikely to
lead to a significant effect.
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Air Quality

Water Environment: European Sites were not
identified within the study
Neutral
area.
Flood Risk:
Neutral

Conningbrook Strategic
Park

Overall Cumulative Effects for
each environmental topic

Road Drainage and Implications to European
the Water
Sites
Environment

Dust: Neutral
Traffic Emissions:
Neutral

Water Environment: No likely significant
Neutral
effects.
Flood Risk:
Neutral

8.2

Main Scheme

8.2.1

Control measures for potential effects on the only receptor (Aylesford Stream)
with a potential effects pathway to the European sites, are concerned with
localised effects on water quality and flood capacity of the Aylesford Stream
(and downstream watercourses). Therefore, there are no likely adverse
impacts arising from the Main Scheme alone so assessment of in-combination
effects is limited to consideration of whether other plans and projects could
compromise avoidance or mitigation measures for the Scheme.

8.2.2

Plans which could influence the performance of the mitigation measures in the
Aylesford Stream catchment are related to the significant planned
development areas at Ashford, as defined in the ABC Core Strategy and
Greater Ashford Development Framework (GADF)26. This includes substantial
residential and commercial development to the south and east of Ashford
including development to the south of the M20 and immediately south of
proposed junction 10a and link road that is within the Aylesford Stream
catchment area. Appropriate Assessment of the Core Strategy (including the
Masterplan) has confirmed that planning policy is sufficient to avoid significant
effects on European sites. Future development will have to comply with these
policies and there is no likely threat to the performance mitigation measures
implemented for the Main Scheme. There are no reasonably foreseeable
plans that have not been accounted for in the development of policy within the
Core Strategy and other Local Development Framework documents.
Consequently, no in-combination effects on the integrity of European sites are
likely.

_________________________
26

The Ashford Borough Council (2012) Appropriate Assessment of Ashford Borough Council’s Urban Sites and Infrastructure DPD,
available online at http://www.ashford.gov.uk/urban-sites-dpd, accessed 07/04/16.
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8.2.3

Natural England has commented on the associated Planning Application
(14/00906/AS, 10 September 2014) near to the proposed A2070 link road.
Natural England stated that an Appropriate Assessment was not required to
assess the implications of that proposal on the conservation objectives of
European Sites (Appendix E). Therefore the combined effects of the Main
Scheme with the proposed development (14/00906/AS) will not need to be
considered at Stage 2 Appropriate Assessment, since neither project is
considered likely to affect the SAC alone or in combination.

8.3

The Alternative Scheme

8.3.1

The assessment of effects for the Alternative Scheme are as outlined above
for the Main Scheme. No additional effects are anticipated for the Alternative
in combination with any of the plans or projects considered in combination with
the Main Scheme.
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9.

Conclusions

9.1.1

There are no likely impacts of the Scheme on any of the European sites by
virtue of the following criteria:

9.1.2



Size and scale.



Land take.



Resource requirements (i.e. water extraction etc.).



Emissions (disposal to land, water or air).



Excavation requirements.



Duration of construction, operation, decommissioning etc.



Other.

There are no likely changes to the habitat area, disturbance to key species,
habitat or species fragmentation, reduction in species density, changes in key
indicators of conservation value (e.g. water quality) or climate change or via incombination effects with other projects or plans.
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Appendix B. Evidence of Consultation with
Natural England
B.1.

Response from Natural England – the draft Assessment of
Implications on European Sites for the M20 junction 10a
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Hooper, Abigale
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Hanna, Sean (NE) <Sean.Hanna@naturalengland.org.uk>
07 May 2015 09:44
Postlethwaite, Clare
Re: M20 Junction 10a - Assessment of Implications on European Sites

Our ref: 151649
Dear Clare
Thank you for your recent email enclosing the draft Assessment of Implications on European Sites for the M20
Junction 10a. Having read the draft document Natural England has no comments to make at present. However, in
the absence of the detailed design and accompanying environmental/ecological appraisal, the draft assessment may
need to be revisited once further details are available.
I hope this information is helpful.
Kind regards
Sean
Sean Hanna
Lead Adviser
Sussex and Kent Team, Natural England, 9th Floor, International House, Dover Place, Ashford, Kent TN23 1HU
Direct dial 0300 060 4792 email sean.hanna@naturalengland.org.uk
Please Note: I work compressed hours and will not generally be in the office on a Friday.
www.gov.uk/natural-england
We are here to secure a healthy natural environment for people to enjoy, where wildlife is protected and
England’s traditional landscapes are safeguarded for future generations.
In an effort to reduce Natural England's carbon footprint, I will, wherever possible, avoid travelling to meetings and
attend via audio, video or web conferencing.

Natural England is accredited to the Cabinet Office Customer Service Excellence Standard
From: Postlethwaite, Clare [mailto:Clare.Postlethwaite@mottmac.com]
Sent: 17 April 2015 14:00
To: Hanna, Sean (NE); Hammond, David (NE)
Cc: Hooper, Abigale; Hewson, Giles P; Nixon, Natasha L
Subject: M20 Junction 10a - Assessment of Implications on European Sites

Dear Sean,
Further to our previous correspondence on the M20 Junction 10a scheme, please find attached the draft
Assessment of Implications on European Sites (AIES) for the scheme. I would be grateful if you could please review
the attached at your convenience and provide me with any comments on the proposed scope of our assessment.
Due to the nature of the scheme and the distance to the European designated sites, we do not feel that an
Appropriate Assessment is required, I would be very grateful if you could please confirm your agreement with our
conclusion.
Please don’t hesitate to contact me if you have any queries, or would like to discuss the attached.
Kind regards,

1

Clare
Clare Postlethwaite
MSc MCIWEM CEnv CSci
Senior Environmental Coordinator

This email and any
attachments is intended for
the named recipient only. If
Mott MacDonald
you have received it in error
Stoneham Place
T +44 (0)23 8062 8420
you have no authority to use,
Stoneham Lane
T +44 (0)23 8062 8800 (Sbd)
disclose, store or copy any of
Southampton SO50 9NW
E clare.postlethwaite@mottmac.com
its contents and you should
United Kingdom
W www.mottmac.com
destroy it and inform the
Our highways sector vision is to be
sender. Whilst this email and
“the consultant of choice, providing safe, sustainable and deliverable solutions”
associated attachments will
Mott MacDonald Limited. Registered in England and Wales no. 1243967
have been checked for known
Mott MacDonald House, 8-10 Sydenham Road, Croydon CR0 2EE, United Kingdom
viruses whilst within the
The information contained in this e-mail is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may Natural England systems, we
contain confidential and/or privileged material. If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail, the use of this
can accept no responsibility
information or any disclosure, copying or distribution is prohibited and may be unlawful. If you received this in
error, please contact the sender and delete the material from any computer.
once it has left our systems.
Communications on Natural England systems may be monitored and/or recorded to secure the effective
operation of the system and for other lawful purposes.
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Record of meeting/discussion

Project title
Subject
Location

Present

M20 Junction 10a

Division

Consultation with Natural England (NE)
th

NE Offices, 9
Ashford, Kent

Project no

HDS
341755

Floor, International House, Date of meeting 20/04/16

Sean Hanna Natural England Planning
Advisor
Mary Hunter NE Wildlife Advisor
(Badgers, water vole, birds)
Amy Wright NE Wildlife Advisor (GCN)
Nick Williams NE Planning Advisor
Abigale Hooper Mott MacDonald Sweco
Joint Venture (MMSJV) Environmental
Coordinator
Natasha Nixon MMSJV Lead Ecologist
Principal
Vicky
Hollands
MMSJV
Ecologist

Recorded by

Distribution

VH

AH, NN, SH

Item

Text

1

Natasha Nixon/ Abi Hooper gave a Scheme overview this included
an explanation of the ‘Alternative Scheme’ – the Main Scheme with
the addition of a new three arm roundabout on the new A2070 Link
Road.

2

Natasha Nixon gave a survey overview, likely impacts and proposed
mitigation for all protected species and designated sites. With the
exception of dormice as Suzie Moore (NE Wildlife Advisor for
dormice) was unavailable.

Action on

GCN: Amy Wright was content with the proposal for GCN. She will
be reviewing the ghost license. A number of drawings were missing
(Figures C and D).
AH

Action: MM to ensure all drawings are issued to Amy.
Post Meeting Note: MMSJV issued drawings (for all Licences) on
22/04/16.
Badger: Mary was content with the proposals for badger. She did
mention seeing a dead cub on the M20 verge by the known badger
sett.
MMF011 Jul 2009 - PM/108/01

Page 1 of 3

© Mott MacDonald 2009

Record of meeting/discussion
Continuation sheet
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Mary recommended ongoing monitoring of the setts 2-3 times a year
to check the status/levels of activity.
Water voles: Mary was content with the proposals for water voles.
She also recommended ongoing monitoring to keep an up to date
record of the water vole population.
Bats, reptiles and birds – no issues raised.
SSSI: SH wanted to clarify the distance of the new junction from the
SSSI boundary to determine if there will be an impact. If the distance
is greater than 200m, he is not concerned. A quick measure
indicated the distance was 300m.
NN

Action: NN to check distances.
Post Meeting Note: The base of the slip road from the gyratory
leading onto the Coastbound carriageway (ie the northern side of
the M20) would be 250m from Hatch Park SSSI. The gyratory itself
however, would be 720m from the SSSI.

Road Side Nature Reserve:
Action: NN to contact the Stour Park development to ensure
mitigation proposals for the RNR are ‘joined up’.

NN

No issues raised regarding the other designated sites (Highfield
Lane LNR and Ashford Green).
AIES: The AIES has been updated to include the ‘Alternative
Scheme’. NE didn’t have any issues with the original version and
don’t foresee any with the amended version. Therefore, there advice
is unlikely to change.
Cumulative Effects: AH noted that Cumulative Effects would be
addressed within the Environmental Statement in dedicated chapter.
The Stour Park development would be considered within this
chapter.
Letter of No Impediment: Once the ghost licenses have been
reviewed, they will provide technical input into the Letter of No
Impediment. NE will aim to draft this letter within the next 2 weeks.
Statement of Common Grounds (SoCG): SH confirmed that due to
timescales the SOCG is likely to be in draft when the DCO is
submitted (23/06/16). SH noted that a separate Discretionary Advice
Service (DAS) request would be required for the SOCG and the
Letter of No Impediment.
Action: AH to follow up with a new DAS request.

AH

AOB:
AH queried whether NE were happy for the ghost licenses to be
MMF011 Jul 2009 - PM/108/01
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submitted as part of the DCO application.
Action: SH to check with his legal team and respond.

MMF011 Jul 2009 - PM/108/01
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Appendix D. Assessment of Potential
Effects on European Sites
The assessment of potential effects on each qualifying feature, for each of the European
sites is summarised in the Table D.1 below.
Table D.1 Summary of the Stage 1 – Screening on the qualifying features of the European Sites.
Qualifying features

Aspect of
Project
which
May Cause
an
Effect

Justification

Will the Project
Lead to Likely
Significant
Effects
on the
European Site?

Pollution
via air
quality
emissions

Construction and Operation – the European
Site lies beyond 200m and was not included
in the Air Quality Assessment. Effects are
considered to be not significant.

No

Pollution
via surface
water
discharge;
Flood risk.

Construction - There would be a low level of
risk of pollution to Aylesford Stream due to
pollution prevention measures to be applied
(1%). Given the level of risk, and distance of
the Scheme from the European Site, effects
are considered to be not significant.

No

Operation – risk of spillage reaching the
Aylesford Stream would be minimised with
the provision of drainage infrastructure.
Proposed drainage attenuation would
improve the current provision, ensuring a
reduced level of flood risk. Therefore given
the reduced level of risk and the distance
from the proposed Scheme, no significant
effect to the European Site predicted.

No

Wye and Crundale SAC
Annex I habitats that are
a primary reason for
selection of this site:
6210 Semi-natural dry
grasslands and
scrubland facies on
calcareous substrates
(Festuco-Brometalia)
(*important orchid sites).

Stodmarsh Ramsar
Ramsar criterion 2:





Six British Red Data
Book wetland
invertebrates.
Two nationally rare
plants, and 5
nationally scarce
species.
A diverse
assemblage of rare
wetland birds.

Stodmarsh SPA
Article 4.1
Over winter the site
supports:

Pollution
The assessments given above for the
via surface Stodmarsh Ramsar Criterion 2 assemblage
water
applies.
discharge;
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Qualifying features



Bittern Botaurus
stellaris, 2
individuals
representing at least
2.0% of the wintering
population in GB (5
year peak count,
1987/88–1991/92)
 Hen Harrier Circus
cyaneus, 9
individuals
representing at least
1.2% of the wintering
population in GB (5
year peak count,
1987/88 – 1991/12).
Article 4.2
During the breeding
season the area
regularly supports:
 Gadwall Anas
strepera (Northwestern Europe)
0.8% of the
population in GB 5
year mean, 1988 –
1992.
Over winter the area
regularly supports:
 Northern shoveler
Anas clypeata
(Northwestern/Central
Europe) 1.9% of the
population in GB 5
year peak mean
1991/92 - 1995/96.
 Gadwall Anas
strepera (Northwestern Europe)
1.8% of the
population in Great
Britain 5 year peak
mean 1991/92 1995/96.
Article 4.2:

6.6 Assessment of Implications on
European Sites, Habitat
Regulations Assessment

Aspect of
Project
which
May Cause
an
Effect
Flood risk.

Justification

Will the Project
Lead to Likely
Significant
Effects
on the
European Site?

Pollution
via surface
water
discharge;
Flood risk.

The assessments given above for the
Stodmarsh Ramsar Criterion 2 assemblage
applies.

No

Pollution

The assessments given above for the

No
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Internationally important
assemblage of birds.
During the breeding
season the area
regularly supports:
 Sedge warbler
Acrocephalus
schoenobaenus.
 European reed
warbler
Acrocephalus
scirpaceus.
 Widgeon Anas
Penelope.
 Mallard Anas
platyrhynchos.
 Greater whitefronted goose Anser
albifrons albifrons.
 Common pochard
Aythya farina.
 Tufted Duck Aythya
fuligula.
 Common snipe
Gallinago gallinago.
 Savi's warbler
Locustella
luscinioides.
 Common
grasshopper warbler
Locustella naevia.
 Great crested grebe
Podiceps cristatus.
 Water rail Rallus
aquaticus.
 Common Redshank
Tringa tetanus.
 Northern lapwing
Vanellus vanellus.
Stodmarsh SAC
Annex II species that are
a primary reason for
selection of this site:
1016 Desmoulin`s whorl
snail Vertigo
moulinsiana.

6.6 Assessment of Implications on
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Aspect of
Project
which
May Cause
an
Effect
via surface
water
discharge;
Flood risk.

Justification

Pollution
via surface
water
discharge;
Flood risk.

The assessments given above for the
Stodmarsh Ramsar Criterion 2 assemblage
applies.

Will the Project
Lead to Likely
Significant
Effects
on the
European Site?

Stodmarsh Ramsar Criterion 2 assemblage
applies.
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Aspect of
Project
which
May Cause
an
Effect

Justification

Will the Project
Lead to Likely
Significant
Effects
on the
European Site?

Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay Ramsar
Ramsar criterion 2
Supports 15 British Red
Data Book wetland
invertebrates.

Pollution
via surface
water
discharge;
Flood risk.

The assessments given above for the
Stodmarsh Ramsar Criterion 2 assemblage
applies.

No

Ramsar criterion 6 –
species / populations
occurring at levels of
international importance.
Qualifying Species /
populations (as identified
at designation):
Species with peak
counts in winter:
 Ruddy turnstone,
Arenaria interpres
interpres, NE
Canada, Greenland /
W Europe & NW
Africa 1007
individuals,
representing an
average of 1% of the
population (5 year
peak mean 1998/92002/3)

Pollution
via surface
water
discharge;
Flood risk.

The assessments given above for the
Stodmarsh Ramsar Criterion 2 assemblage
applies.

No

The assessments given above for the
Stodmarsh Ramsar Criterion 2 assemblage
applies.

No

Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay SPA
Article 4.1
During the breeding
season the area
regularly supports:
 Little tern Sterna
albifrons (Eastern
Atlantic - breeding)
0.3% of the GB
breeding population
5 year mean, 19921996.

Pollution
via surface
water
discharge;
Flood risk.

Over winter the area
regularly supports:
 European golden
plover Pluvialis
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apricaria (Northwestern Europe breeding) 0.2% of
the GB population 5
year peak mean
1991/92-1995/96).
Article 4.2
Over winter the area
regularly supports:
 Turnstone Arenaria
interpres, 940
individuals
representing at least
1.3% of the wintering
Western Palearctic –
wintering population
(5 year peak mean
1991/2–1995/6).
Thanet Coast SAC
Annex I habitats that are
a primary reason for
selection of this site :



1,170 Reefs.
8,330 Submerged or
partially submerged
sea caves.
Sandwich Bay SAC
Annex I habitats that are
a primary reason for
selection of this site:
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Aspect of
Project
which
May Cause
an
Effect

Justification

Will the Project
Lead to Likely
Significant
Effects
on the
European Site?

Pollution
via surface
water
discharge;
Flood risk.

The assessments given above for the
Stodmarsh Ramsar Criterion 2 assemblage
applies.

No

Pollution
via surface
water
discharge;
Flood risk.

The assessments given above for the
Stodmarsh Ramsar Criterion 2 assemblage
applies.

No

Pollution
via surface
water
discharge;
Flood risk.

The assessments given above for the
Stodmarsh Ramsar Criterion 2 assemblage
applies.

No

H2110. Embryonic
shifting dunes
 H2120. Shifting
dunes along the
shoreline with
Ammophila arenaria
("white dunes");
Shifting dunes with
marram
 H2130. Fixed dunes
with herbaceous
vegetation ("grey
dunes"); Dune
grassland*
 H2170. Dunes with
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Aspect of
Project
which
May Cause
an
Effect

Justification

Will the Project
Lead to Likely
Significant
Effects
on the
European Site?

Salix repens ssp.
argentea (Salicion
arenariae); Dunes
with creeping willow
 Annex I habitats
present as a
qualifying feature,
but not a primary
reason for selection
of this site:
H2190. Humid dune
slacks
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Appendix E. Natural England Response to
the Stour Park Development
Response from Natural England to ABC regarding the Planning Consultation (14/00906)
for the Stour Development dated 10 September 2014.
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Date:
10 September 2014
Our ref: 131086
Your ref: 14/00906/AS

Mr R Mills
Ashford Borough Council
Civic Centre
Tannery Lane
Ashford
TN23 1PL

Sustainable Development
Hornbeam House
Crewe Business Park
Electra Way
Crewe
Cheshire
CW1 6GJ

T 0300 060 3900

BY EMAIL ONLY
roland.mills@ashford.gov.uk

Dear Mr Mills,
Planning consultation: Development to provide a mixed use development comprising: Up to
140,387 sqm Class B8 use; Up to 5,239 sqm comprising mixed B1c (light industrial) / B8 (storage &
distribution) floorspace of 3,706.6sqm (including 959sqm of operational mezzanine); with ancillary
retail (A1) 873.7sqm, and ancillary office (B1a) of 658.7sqm; Up to 5,390 sqm Class B1c; Up to
5,150sqm Class B1a: Up to 1,450 sqm Class A3 and or Class D1 use2. Utilities infrastructure; 3.
Car parking; 4. Transport works infrastructure; 5. Open space landscaping and associated ground
works; Together with all associated and ancillary works.
Location: Land On The North Side Of, Highfield Lane, Sevington, Kent.
Thank you for your consultation on the above which was dated 03 September 2014 and
received by Natural England on 03 September 2014
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.
The Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended)
The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (as amended)
Natural England’s comments in relation to this application are provided in the following sections.
Statutory nature conservation sites – no objection
This application is in close proximity to the Hatch Park Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI).
Natural England is satisfied that the proposed development being carried out in strict accordance
with the details of the application, as submitted, will not damage or destroy the interest features for
which the site has been notified. We therefore advise your authority that this SSSI does not
represent a constraint in determining this application. Should the details of this application change,
Natural England draws your attention to Section 28(I) of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as
amended), requiring your authority to re-consult Natural England.
This application is also in close proximity to the Wye and Crundale Downs Site of Special Scientific
Interest (SSSI). This SSSI forms part of the Wye & Crundale Downs Special Area of Conservation
(SAC).
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Natural England advises your authority that the proposal, if undertaken in strict accordance with the
details submitted, is not likely to have a significant effect on the interest features for which Wye &
Crundale Downs has been classified. Natural England therefore advises that your Authority is not
required to undertake an Appropriate Assessment to assess the implications of this proposal on the
site’s conservation objectives.1
In addition, Natural England is satisfied that the proposed development being carried out in strict
accordance with the details of the application, as submitted, will not damage or destroy the interest
features for which the Wye and Crundale Downs SSSI has been notified. We therefore advise your
authority that this SSSI does not represent a constraint in determining this application. Should the
details of this application change, Natural England draws your attention to Section 28(I) of the
Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended), requiring your authority to re-consult Natural
England.
Protected species
We have not assessed this application and associated documents for impacts on protected species.
Natural England has published Standing Advice on protected species. The Standing Advice
includes a habitat decision tree which provides advice to planners on deciding if there is a
‘reasonable likelihood’ of protected species being present. It also provides detailed advice on the
protected species most often affected by development, including flow charts for individual species to
enable an assessment to be made of a protected species survey and mitigation strategy.
You should apply our Standing Advice to this application as it is a material consideration in the
determination of applications in the same way as any individual response received from Natural
England following consultation.
The Standing Advice should not be treated as giving any indication or providing any assurance in
respect of European Protected Species (EPS) that the proposed development is unlikely to affect
the EPS present on the site; nor should it be interpreted as meaning that Natural England has
reached any views as to whether a licence is needed (which is the developer’s responsibility) or
may be granted.
If you have any specific questions on aspects that are not covered by our Standing Advice for
European Protected Species or have difficulty in applying it to this application please contact us with
details at consultations@naturalengland.org.uk.
Local sites
If the proposal site is on or adjacent to a local site, e.g. Local Wildlife Site, Regionally Important
Geological/Geomorphological Site (RIGS) or Local Nature Reserve (LNR) the authority should
ensure it has sufficient information to fully understand the impact of the proposal on the local site
before it determines the application.
Biodiversity enhancements
This application may provide opportunities to incorporate features into the design which are
beneficial to wildlife, such as the incorporation of roosting opportunities for bats or the installation of
bird nest boxes.

1

This reply comprises our statutory consultation response under provisions of Article 20 of the Town and
Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) (England) Order 2010, Regulation 61 (3) of the
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (as amended), (The Habitat Regulations) and
Section 28(I) of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended).
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The authority should consider securing measures to enhance the biodiversity of the site from the
applicant, if it is minded to grant permission for this application. This is in accordance with
Paragraph 118 of the National Planning Policy Framework. Additionally, we would draw your
attention to Section 40 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act (2006) which states
that ‘Every public authority must, in exercising its functions, have regard, so far as is consistent with
the proper exercise of those functions, to the purpose of conserving biodiversity’. Section 40(3) of
the same Act also states that ‘conserving biodiversity includes, in relation to a living organism or
type of habitat, restoring or enhancing a population or habitat’.
Impact Risk Zones for Sites of Special Scientific Interest
Natural England has recently published a set of mapped Impact Risk Zones (IRZs) for Sites of
Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs). This helpful GIS tool can be used by LPAs and developers to
consider whether a proposed development is likely to affect a SSSI and determine whether they will
need to consult Natural England to seek advice on the nature of any potential SSSI impacts and
how they might be avoided or mitigated. Further information and guidance on how to access and
use the IRZs is available on the Natural England website.
We would be happy to comment further should the need arise but if in the meantime you have any
queries please do not hesitate to contact us.
For any queries regarding this letter, for new consultations, or to provide further information on this
consultation please send your correspondences to consultations@naturalengland.org.uk.
We really value your feedback to help us improve the service we offer. We have attached a
feedback form to this letter and welcome any comments you might have about our service.
Yours sincerely,
Laura Mattey
Sustainable Development Consultation Team
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PINs Screening Matrices

Main and Alternative Schemes

Potential effects upon the European sites which are considered within the submitted No
Significant Effects Report are provided in the table below:

Designation

Effects described in
submission information

Presented in screening
matrices as

Wye and Crundale Downs SAC



Pollution via air quality
emissions.

 Pollution via air quality

Pollution via surface water
discharge.

 Pollution via surface water

Pollution via surface water
discharge.

 Pollution via surface water

Pollution via surface water
discharge.

 Pollution via surface water

Pollution via surface water
discharge.

 Pollution via surface water

Pollution via surface water
discharge.

 Pollution via surface water

Pollution via surface water
discharge.

 Pollution via surface water

Pollution via surface water
discharge.

 Pollution via surface water

Stodmarsh Ramsar
Stodmarsh SPA
Stodmarsh SAC





Thanet Coast and Sandwich
Bay Ramsar



Thanet Coast and Sandwich
Bay SPA



Thanet Coast SAC



Sandwich Bay SAC

F.2.



emissions.
discharge.
discharge.
discharge.
discharge.

discharge.

discharge.

discharge.

Stage 1 Screening Matrices

The European Sites included within the screening assessment are:


Wye and Crundale Downs SAC



Stodmarsh Ramsar



Stodmarsh SPA



Stodmarsh SAC



Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay Ramsar



Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay SPA



Thanet Coast SAC



Sandwich Bay SAC
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Evidence for likely significant effects on their qualifying features is detailed within the
footnotes to the screening matrices below.
Matrix Key:
ü = Likely significant effect cannot be excluded
Ð = Likely significant effect can be excluded
C = construction
O = operation
D = decommissioning
Decommissioning was not considered within this assessment as the proposed
improvements would operate adequately for the 15 year design life of the Scheme until
2033. Typically highway schemes are designed to have a material life-span of between
20 and 40 years before major maintenance and upgrading is required. It is considered
highly unlikely that the junction and link road would be decommissioned after, as the road
is likely to have become an integral part of the infrastructure in the area.
F.3.

Main Scheme

Stage 1 Matrix 1: Wye and Crundale Downs SAC
Name of European site and designation: Wye and Crundale Downs SAC
EU Code: UK0012831
Distance to NSIP: 5.2km
European site
Likely effects of NSIP
features
Effect
Effect: Pollution via air quality
Effect
emissions
In combination effects
Stage of
C
O
D
C
O
Development
Feature 1
Xa
Xb

D

Annex I habitats that
are a primary reason
for selection of this
site:
6210 Semi-natural
dry grasslands and
scrubland facies on
calcareous substrates
(Festuco-Brometalia)
(*important orchid
sites).

Feature 1: Effect 1 Pollution via air quality emissions
a)

Feature 1 will not be subject to significant effects from Effect 1 during construction
due to the distance of the European Site from the Scheme and because the
additional levels would be minimal. Without the Scheme proceeding, air pollution
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would similarly increase due to the expected increase in vehicle movements and
congestion. (Project Support Framework (Consultancy) 2011 – 2016 M20 Junction
10A: Assessment of Implications on European Sites see Section 6.1).
b)

Feature 1 will not be subject to significant effects from Effect 1 during operation due
to the distance of the European Site from the Scheme because the additional levels
would be minimal. Without the Scheme proceeding, air pollution would similarly
increase due to the expected increase in vehicle movements and congestion.
(Project Support Framework (Consultancy) 2011 – 2016 M20 Junction 10A:
Assessment of Implications on European Sites see Section 6.1).

Name of European site and designation: Stodmarsh Ramsar
EU Code: UK11066
Distance to NSIP: 22.9km
European site
Likely effects of NSIP
features
Effect
Effect: Pollution via surface water Effect
discharge
In combination effects
Stage of
C
O
D
C
O
Development
Feature 1
Xa
Xb

D

Ramsar criterion 2:






Six British Red
Data Book
wetland
invertebrates.
Two nationally
rare plants, and 5
nationally
scarce species.
A diverse
assemblage of
rare wetland
birds.

Feature 1: Effect 1 Pollution via surface water discharge
a)

Feature 1 will not be subject to significant effects from Effect 1 during construction
because the European Site is located at a sufficient distance from the Main Scheme
that the Feature would not be impacted by water quality impacts, and best practice
working methodology would be employed in accordance with Construction Industry
Research and Information Association (CIRIA) C532 Control of Water Pollution from
Construction Sites (Project Support Framework (Consultancy) 2011 – 2016 M20
Junction 10A: Assessment of Implications on European Sites see Section 6.1).

b)

Feature 1 will not be subject to significant effects from Effect 1 during operation as
the Highways drainage network would attenuate any contaminants in the run off and
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have the capability to be made in to a closed system. Contingency procedures are
in place for Highways England to respond to any road traffic collisions that could
pose a risk to the water environment in extreme events (Project Support Framework
(Consultancy) 2011 – 2016 M20 Junction 10A: Assessment of Implications on
European Sites see Section 6.1).
Name of European site and designation: Stodmarsh SPA
EU Code: UK9012121
Distance to NSIP: 22.9km
European site
Likely effects of NSIP
features
Effect
Effect: Pollution via surface water Effect
discharge
In combination effects
Stage of
C
O
D
C
O
Development
Feature 1
Xa
Xb
Article 4.1
Qualification
(79/409/EEC)
Over winter the site
supports:
 Bittern Botaurus
stellaris,
 Hen Harrier
Circus cyaneus
Feature 2

Xa

D

Xb

Article 4.2
Qualification
(79/409/EEC)
Supports
internationally
important bird
species during the
breeding and / or
wintering seasons;
and supports an
Internationally
important
assemblage of birds.
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Features 1 and 2: Effect 1 Pollution via surface water discharge
a)

Features 1 and 2 will not be subject to significant effects from Effect 1 during
construction because the European Site is located at a sufficient distance from the
Main Scheme that the Feature would not be impacted by water quality impacts, and
as best practice working methodology would be employed in accordance with
Construction Industry Research and Information Association (CIRIA) C532 Control
of Water Pollution from Construction Sites (Project Support Framework
(Consultancy) 2011 – 2016 M20 Junction 10A: Assessment of Implications on
European Sites see Section 6.1).

b)

Features 1 and 2 will not be subject to significant effects from Effect 1 during
operation as the Highways drainage network would attenuate any contaminants in
the run-off and have the capability to be made in to a closed system. Contingency
procedures are in place for Highways England to respond to any road traffic
collisions that could pose a risk to the water environment in extreme events (Project
Support Framework (Consultancy) 2011 – 2016 M20 Junction 10A: Assessment of
Implications on European Sites see Section 6.1).

Name of European site and designation: Stodmarsh SAC
EU Code: UK0030283
Distance to NSIP: 22.9km
European site
Likely effects of NSIP
features
Effect
Effect: Pollution via surface water Effect
discharge
In combination effects
Stage of
C
O
D
C
O
Development
Feature 1
Xa
Xb

D

Annex II species that
are a primary reason
for selection of this
site: 1016
Desmoulin`s whorl
snail Vertigo
moulinsiana.

Feature 1: Effect 1 Pollution via surface water discharge
a)

Feature 1 will not be subject to significant effects from Effect 1 during construction
because the European Site is located at a sufficient distance from the Main Scheme
that the Feature would not be impacted by water quality impacts, and as best
practice working methodology would be employed in accordance with Construction
Industry Research and Information Association (CIRIA) C532 Control of Water
Pollution from Construction Sites (Project Support Framework (Consultancy) 2011 –
2016 M20 Junction 10A: Assessment of Implications on European Sites see Section
6.1).
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b)

6.6 Assessment of Implications on
European Sites, Habitat
Regulations Assessment

Feature 1 will not be subject to significant effects from Effect 1 during operation as
the Highways drainage network would attenuate any contaminants in the run-off
and have the capability to be made in to a closed system. Contingency procedures
are in place for Highways England to respond to any road traffic collisions that could
pose a risk to the water environment in extreme events (Project Support Framework
(Consultancy) 2011 – 2016 M20 Junction 10A: Assessment of Implications on
European Sites see Sections 6.1).

Name of European site and designation: Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay Ramsar
EU Code: UK11070
Distance to NSIP: 32.2km
European site
Likely effects of NSIP
features
Effect
Effect: Pollution via surface water
Effect
discharge
In combination effects
Stage of
C
O
D
C
O
Development
Feature 1
Xa
Xb
Ramsar criterion 2
Supports 15 British
Red Data Book
wetland
invertebrates.
Feature 2

Xa

D

Xb

Ramsar criterion 6
supports species /
populations occurring
at levels of
international
importance and a
range of noteworthy
fauna.

Features 1 and 2: Effect 1 Pollution via surface water discharge
a)

Features 1 and 2 will not be subject to significant effects from Effect 1 during
construction because the European Site is located at a sufficient distance from the
Main Scheme that the Feature would not be impacted by water quality impacts, and
as best practice working methodology would be employed in accordance with
Construction Industry Research and Information Association (CIRIA) C532 Control
of Water Pollution from Construction Sites (Project Support Framework
(Consultancy) 2011 – 2016 M20 Junction 10A: Assessment of Implications on
European Sites see Section 6.1).

b)

Features 1 and 2 will not be subject to significant effects from Effect 1 during
operation as the Highways drainage network would attenuate any contaminants in
the run-off and have the capability to be made in to a closed system. Contingency
procedures are in place for Highways England to respond to any road traffic
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6.6 Assessment of Implications on
European Sites, Habitat
Regulations Assessment

collisions that could pose a risk to the water environment in extreme events (Project
Support Framework (Consultancy) 2011 – 2016 M20 Junction 10A: Assessment of
Implications on European Sites see Section 6.1).
Name of European site and designation: Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay SPA
EU Code: UK9012071
Distance to NSIP: 32.2km
European site
Likely effects of NSIP
features
Effect
Effect: Pollution via surface water
Effect
discharge
In combination effects
Stage of
C
O
D
C
O
Development
Feature 1
Xa
Xb

D

Article 4.1
Supports
internationally
important bird
species during the
breeding and
wintering seasons
Feature 2

Xa

Xb

Article 4.2 supports
important bird
species during winter

Features 1 and 2: Effect 1 Pollution via surface water discharge
a)

Features 1 and 2 will not be subject to significant effects from Effect 1 during
construction because the European Site is located at a sufficient distance from the
Main Scheme that the Feature would not be impacted by water quality impacts, and
as best practice working methodology would be employed in accordance with
Construction Industry Research and Information Association (CIRIA) C532 Control
of Water Pollution from Construction Sites (Project Support Framework
(Consultancy) 2011 – 2016 M20 Junction 10A: Assessment of Implications on
European Sites see Section 6.1).

b)

Features 1 and 2 will not be subject to significant effects from Effect 1 during
operation as the Highways drainage network would attenuate any contaminants in
the run-off and have the capability to be made in to a closed system. Contingency
procedures are in place for Highways England to respond to any road traffic
collisions that could pose a risk to the water environment in extreme events (Project
Support Framework (Consultancy) 2011 – 2016 M20 Junction 10A: Assessment of
Implications on European Sites see Section 6.1).
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Name of European site and designation: Thanet Coast SAC
EU Code: UK0013107
Distance to NSIP: 32.2km
European site
Likely effects of NSIP
features
Effect
Effect: Pollution via surface water
Effect
discharge
In combination effects
Stage of
C
O
D
C
O
Development
Feature 1
Xa
Xb

D

Annex I habitats that
are a primary reason
for selection of this
site :
 1170 Reefs
 8330 Submerged
or partially
submerged sea
caves

Feature 1: Effect 1 Pollution via surface water discharge
a)

Feature 1 will not be subject to significant effects from Effect 1 during construction
because the European Site is located at a sufficient distance from the Main Scheme
that the Feature would not be impacted by water quality impacts, and as best
practice working methodology would be employed in accordance with Construction
Industry Research and Information Association (CIRIA) C532 Control of Water
Pollution from Construction Sites (Project Support Framework (Consultancy) 2011 –
2016 M20 Junction 10A: Assessment of Implications on European Sites see Section
6.1).

b)

Feature 1 will not be subject to significant effects from Effect 1 during operation as
the Highways drainage network would attenuate any contaminants in the run-off
and have the capability to be made in to a closed system. Contingency procedures
are in place for Highways England to respond to any road traffic collisions that could
pose a risk to the water environment in extreme events (Project Support Framework
(Consultancy) 2011 – 2016 M20 Junction 10A: Assessment of Implications on
European Sites see Section 6.1).

Name of European site and designation: Sandwich Bay SAC
EU Code: UK0013077
Distance to NSIP: 32.2km
European site
Likely effects of NSIP
features
Effect
Effect: Pollution via surface water
Effect
discharge
In combination effects
Stage of
C
O
D
C
O
Development
Feature 1
Xa
Xb
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Annex I habitats that
are a primary reason
for selection of this
site:
 H2110.
Embryonic
shifting dunes
 H2120. Shifting
dunes along the
shoreline with
Ammophila
arenaria ("white
dunes"); Shifting
dunes with
marram
 H2130. Fixed
dunes with
herbaceous
vegetation ("grey
dunes"); Dune
grassland*
 H2170. Dunes
with Salix repens
ssp. argentea
(Salicion
arenariae);
Dunes with
creeping willow
Feature 2

Xa

Xb

Annex I habitats
present as a
qualifying feature, but
not a primary reason
for selection of this
site:
 H2190. Humid
dune slacks

Features 1 and 2: Effect 1 Pollution via surface water discharge
a)

Features 1 and 2 will not be subject to significant effects from Effect 1 during
construction because the European Site is located at a sufficient distance from the
Main Scheme that the Feature would not be impacted by water quality impacts, and
as best practice working methodology would be employed in accordance with
Construction Industry Research and Information Association (CIRIA) C532 Control
of Water Pollution from Construction Sites (Project Support Framework
(Consultancy) 2011 – 2016 M20 Junction 10A: Assessment of Implications on
European Sites see Section 6.1).
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b)

F.4.

6.6 Assessment of Implications on
European Sites, Habitat
Regulations Assessment

Features 1 and 2 will not be subject to significant effects from Effect 1 during
operation as the Highways drainage network would attenuate any contaminants in
the run-off and have the capability to be made in to a closed system. Contingency
procedures are in place for Highways England to respond to any road traffic
collisions that could pose a risk to the water environment in extreme events (Project
Support Framework (Consultancy) 2011 – 2016 M20 Junction 10A: Assessment of
Implications on European Sites see Section 6.1).
The Alternative Scheme

The assessment of effects for the Alternative Scheme on all the European Sites are the
same as those outlined above for the Main Scheme. No additional effects are anticipated
for the Alternative.

HA514442-MMGJV-GEN-SMW-RE-Z-6601
Revision A

65

