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1.0  Introduction  
 
This document has been produced to determine whether an Installation Permit Application will 
have a significant adverse impact on nearby Natura 2000 sites – and if so to identify necessary 
mitigation measures.  
 
The HRA process is usually tied to new permissions sought; however in this instance a change 
in regulatory status has triggered the requirement.  
 
The Directive 92/43/EEC on the Conservation of Natural Habitats and Wild Flora and Fauna – 
the ‘Habitats Directive’ provides legal protection for habitats and species of European 
importance. Article 2 of the Directive requires the maintenance or restoration of habitats and 
species of interest to the EU in a favorable condition. This is implemented through a network of 
protected areas referred to as Natura 2000 sites.  
 
Articles 6(3) and 6(4) of the Habitats Directive require Appropriate Assessment of operations 
and projects likely to have a significant effect on a European site. This means that the effects of 
such operations/projects on Natura 2000 sites need to be assessed to ensure that the integrity 
of these sites is maintained. The AH SPD is such an operation. The requirement to undertake 
an Appropriate Assessment in relation to a land-use operation is further consolidated by The 
Conservation (Natural Habitats, &c.) (Amendment) Regulations 2007 under Regulation 85a.  
 
The Natura 2000 sites are of two types – Special Area of Conservation (SAC) and Special 
Protection Areas (SPA). SAC’s are designated for mainly habitat features, whereas SPA’s are 
designated for bird species. Each Natura 2000 site has a number of qualifying features, for 
which conservation objectives have been developed.  
 
The purpose of a Habitat Regulations Assessment (HRA) is to assess the impacts of a land-use 
operation against the conservation objectives of the Natura 2000 Site. The assessment must 
determine whether the operation would adversely affect the integrity of the site in terms of its 
nature conservation objectives. Where negative effects are identified other options should be 
examined to avoid any potential damaging effects.  
 
The Habitats Directive applies the precautionary principle to SPA’s and SAC’s. Operations can 
only be permitted having ascertained that there will be no adverse effect on the integrity of the 
site(s) in question. Operations may still be permitted if there are no alternatives to them and 
there are imperative reasons of overriding public interest as to why they should go ahead. 
Previous rulings show that these cases are rare.  In such cases, compensation will be 
necessary to ensure the overall integrity of the site network.  
 
The requirement to undertake HRA for permit applications was clarified at the national level in 
March 2006 as now defined in the 2007 Regulations. The requirement was set out in a letter 
from the Office of the Deputy Prime Minister which was followed by draft guidance on 
“Operationning for the Protection of European Sites: Appropriate Assessment1” issued by the 
Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG) in August 2006. 
 
 
 

                                                           
1
 http://www.communities.gov.uk/documents/operationningandbuilding/pdf/160442.pdf   
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2.0     Assessment  
 
DCLG (2006) guidance on planning for the Protection of European Sites: Appropriate 
Assessment (consultation document) recommends a 3 stage process:  
 
2.1 Screening 
 
The first stage of the Screening process is to identify the  European sites both within and 
outside the plan area that  may be affected by the plan.   HRAs published to date have typically 
considered European  sites with a 10-15km boundary around the plan area.  It is  important to 
remember however, that distance in itself is not  a definitive guide to the likelihood or severity of 
an impact  [inaccessibility/ remoteness is typically more relevant] as  factors such as the 
prevailing wind direction, river flow and  ground water flow direction will all have a bearing on 
the  relative distance at which an impact can occur.  This means that a plan directing 
development some distance away (i.e.  beyond 15km) from a European Site could still have 
effects on  the site and therefore, needs to be considered as part of the  screening process.  
CCW advice should be sought on which European sites are to be included in the Screening. 
 
Owing to the scale of the development this Habitats Regulation Assessment has set the 
following boundaries to the study. 
 

Feature Study Boundary 
SSSI 5.0km  
Habitats 2.5km 
Species 2.5km 

 
2.1.1 Characterisation of European Sites 
 
The aim of European site characterization is to understand the nature of the site and the 
reasons for its designation.   
 
2.1.1.1 Qualifying Features 
 
Qualifying Features  will be an Annex I habitats listed under the  Habitats Directive or an Annex 
II species as listed under the  Directive. Bird species protected under Article 4.1, 4.2 and  Annex 
I of the Birds Directive are also qualifying features.  For Ramsar sites it is any feature listed 
under the criteria of the Ramsar Convention. 
 

Site Distance Direction  
Hestecombe House SSSI 3.5km North 
Hestecombe House SAC 3.5km North 
Somerset Levels and Moor RAMSAR 5.0km East 
Somerset Levels and Moor SPA 5.0km East 
Habitat   
Woodland 0.5km South 
Orchards 0.8km North East 
Woodland 2.0km  South 
Woodland  2.5km North 
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European Protected Species Applications relating to Amphibians & Bats can be found within 
2.5km of the site. The closest relates to Bats approximately 2km to the north of site.  
 
2.1.1.2 Conservation Objectives 
 
Conservation Objectives are set out in the Core Management  Plans for European sites 
produced by CCW.  The role of the  Conservation Objectives is to deliver against the aims of the  
Habitats Directives: to achieve the maintenance, or where  appropriate the restoration of the 
‘favourable conservation  status’ of habitats and species features for which SACs and  SPAs are 
designated. 
 
It is not thought that the proposed activity will impact on the favorable conservation status of any 
of the identified sites.  
 
2.1.1.3 Condition Status 
 
Condition Status  is described by CCW as ‘a description of the  state of a [site] feature that 
comprises both its condition and  the state of factors likely to affect it’.  In other words it tells you  
both how a site is currently faring and what its future  prospects are.  Condition assessment to 
determine status (e.g.  favourable, unfavourable) is undertaken by CCW and the  information is 
provided in the Core Management Plans 
 

Site Condition 
Hestecombe House SSSI Good 
Hestecombe House SAC Good 
Somerset Levels and Moor RAMSAR Good 
Somerset Levels and Moor SPA Good 

 
 
2.1.1.4 Key Environmental Conditions  
 
Key Environmental Conditions information provides background on factors, be they physical 
(e.g. ground water flow) or anthropogenic (e.g. farming practices, grazing regimes) that serve to 
provide the core environmental conditions necessary to support site integrity.  Wider 
environmental trends (e.g. background air quality) also  provide valuable contextual information. 
 
Key pathways for potential impacts are air and water. Inputs in to the pathways are tightly 
controlled, and will be assed use quantitative H1 assessment. A previous application has 
demonstrated that, proposed treatment methods provide sufficient abatement.  
 
2.2  Appropriate Assessment.         
 
Determining whether, in view of the site’s conservation objectives, the development ‘either alone 
or in combination with other operations or projects’ would have an adverse effect (or risk of this) 
on the integrity of the site. If not, the operation can proceed.  
 
There will be no negative impacts from general business uses, as this use is already legally 
established on site. The assessment is therefore limited to impacts relating to beryllium 
processes, treatment of metals and effluent treatment. Emissions from these process are 
carefully monitored and have been shown via quantitative assessment that impacts are 
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acceptable. In this respect it can be proven that for example that AQA criteria will not be 
breached, reducing impacts on Hestoccombe Site, or that EQS criteria of receiving waters (The 
River Tone) will not be adversely impacted.  
 
There is potential for impacts from emergency type scenarios, such as fire, spills or ETP failure. 
However the likelihood of these scenarios taking place is reduced via the use of detailed control 
measures.  
 
3.0  General Conclusion 
 
This assessment finds that the proposal screens out on the basis of its scale, low risk of 
pollution as demonstrated via the H1 assessment and the detailed controlled measures and 
emergency response plan.  
 
4.0 Certification 
 
This report was produced for the sole use of the Client, and no responsibility of any kind, 
whether for negligence or otherwise, can be accepted for any Third Party who may rely upon it. 
However, it necessarily relies on the co-operation of other organizations and the free availability 
of information and total access.  
 
For the avoidance of doubt, the parties hereby expressly agree that the Consultant takes no 
liability for and gives not warranty against actual ecological damage, habitats loss or negative 
species impacts in relation to the performance of the service. 
 
No responsibility can, therefore, be accepted for conditions arising from information that was not 
available to the investigating team as a result of information being withheld or access being 
denied. 
 
Prepared By: 

 
 
William James Thorpe BSc PGD MIAIA 
Managing Director 
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NATURA 2000 – STANDARD DATA F ORM 
 

Special Areas of Conservation under the EC Habitats Directive 
(includes candidate SACs, Sites of Community Importance and 
designated SACs).  
 
Each Natura 2000 site in the United Kingdom has its own Standard Data Form containing 
site-specific information. The data form for this site has been generated from the Natura 
2000 Database submitted to the European Commission on the following date: 
 
22/12/2015 
 
The information provided here, follows the officially agreed site information format for Natura 
2000 sites, as set out in the Official Journal of the European Union recording the 
Commission Implementing Decision of 11 July 2011 (2011/484/EU). 
 
The Standard Data Forms are generated automatically for all of the UK’s Natura 2000 sites 
using the European Environment Agency’s Natura 2000 software. The structure and format 
of these forms is exactly as produced by the EEA’s Natura 2000 software (except for the 
addition of this coversheet and the end notes). The content matches exactly the data 
submitted to the European Commission.  
 
Please note that these forms contain a number of codes, all of which are explained either 
within the data forms themselves or in the end notes.  
 
Further technical documentation may be found here 
http://bd.eionet.europa.eu/activities/Natura_2000/reference_portal 
 
As part of the December 2015 submission, several sections of the UK’s previously published 
Standard Data Forms have been updated. For details of the approach taken by the UK in 
this submission please refer to the following document: 
http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/pdf/Natura2000_StandardDataForm_UKApproach_Dec2015.pdf 
 
More general information on Special Areas of Conservation (SACs) in the United Kingdom is 
available from the SAC home page on the JNCC website. This webpage also provides links 
to Standard Data Forms for all SACs in the UK.  
 
Date form generated by the Joint Nature Conservation Committee 
25 January 2016. 
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NATURA 2000 - STANDARD DATA FORM
For Special Protection Areas (SPA), 
Proposed Sites for Community Importance (pSCI),
Sites of Community Importance (SCI) and 
for Special Areas of Conservation (SAC)

SITE UK0030168

SITENAME Hestercombe House

TABLE OF CONTENTS

1. SITE IDENTIFICATION
2. SITE LOCATION
3. ECOLOGICAL INFORMATION
4. SITE DESCRIPTION
5. SITE PROTECTION STATUS AND RELATION WITH CORINE BIOTOPES
6. SITE MANAGEMENT

1. SITE IDENTIFICATION

1.1 Type 1.2 Site code

B UK0030168

1.3 Site name

Hestercombe House

1.4 First Compilation date 1.5 Update date

2001-03 2015-12

1.6 Respondent:

Name/Organisation: Joint Nature Conservation Committee

Address:
      Joint Nature Conservation Committee Monkstone House City Road Peterborough
PE1 1JY       

Email:

Date site proposed as SCI: 2001-03

Date site confirmed as SCI: 2004-12

Date site designated as SAC: 2005-04

National legal reference of SAC
designation:

Regulations 11 and 13-15 of the Conservation of Habitats
and Species Regulations 2010
(http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2010/490/contents/made).

2. SITE LOCATION
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2.1 Site-centre location [decimal degrees]:

Longitude
-3.084166667

Latitude
51.05194444

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

0.06 0.0

2.4 Sitelength [km]:

0.0

2.5 Administrative region code and name

NUTS level 2 code Region Name

UKK2 Dorset and Somerset

2.6 Biogeographical Region(s)

Atlantic
(100.0
%)

3. ECOLOGICAL INFORMATION

3.2 Species referred to in Article 4 of Directive 2009/147/EC and listed in Annex II of
Directive 92/43/EEC and site evaluation for them

Species Population in the site Site assessment

G Code
Scientific
Name

S NP T Size Unit Cat. D.qual. A|B|C|D A|B|C

      Min Max   Pop. Con. Iso. Glo.

M 1303
Rhinolophus
hipposideros

  p 250 250 i  G C B C B 

 A = Amphibians, B = Birds, F = Fish, I = Invertebrates, M = Mammals, P = Plants, R = ReptilesGroup:
 in case that the data on species are sensitive and therefore have to be blocked for any publicS:

access enter: yes
 in case that a species is no longer present in the site enter: x (optional)NP:

 p = permanent, r = reproducing, c = concentration, w = wintering (for plant and non-migratoryType:
species use permanent)

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

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

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

4. SITE DESCRIPTION
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Positive Impacts

Rank
Activities,
management
[code]

Pollution
(optional)
[code]

inside/outside
[i|o|b]

Negative Impacts

Rank

Threats
and
pressures
[code]

Pollution
(optional)
[code]

inside/outside
[i|o|b]

H J02 B
H K02 I
H G01 I
H M02 B
H E06 B

Back to top
4.1 General site character

Habitat class % Cover

N23 100.0

Total Habitat Cover 100

Other Site Characteristics
2 Terrestrial: Geomorphology and landscape: lowland

4.2 Quality and importance
Rhinolophus hipposideros for which this is considered to be one of the best areas in the United Kingdom.

4.3 Threats, pressures and activities with impacts on the site

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

Rank: H = high, M = medium, L = low
Pollution: N = Nitrogen input, P = Phosphor/Phosphate input, A = Acid input/acidification,
T = toxic inorganic chemicals, O = toxic organic chemicals, X = Mixed pollutions
i = inside, o = outside, b = both

4.5 Documentation
Conservation Objectives - the Natural England links below provide access to the Conservation Objectives
(and other site-related information) for its terrestrial and inshore Natura 2000 sites, including conservation
advice packages and supporting documents for European Marine Sites within English waters and for
cross-border sites. See also the 'UK Approach' document for more information (link via the JNCC website).

  

Link(s):  http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/category/3212324
http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/pdf/Natura2000_StandardDataForm_UKApproach_Dec2015.pdf

http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/category/6490068894089216

5. SITE PROTECTION STATUS (optional)

5.1 Designation types at national and regional level:

Code Cover [%] Code Cover [%] Code Cover [%]

UK04 100.0

6. SITE MANAGEMENT

6.1 Body(ies) responsible for the site management:



X

Organisation: Natural England

Address:

Email:

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

Yes

No, but in preparation

No

6.3 Conservation measures (optional)
For available information, including on Conservation Objectives, see Section 4.5.




