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(1
Feature

Accessibility to nursery areas
(elevation of saltmarsh,
connectivity with
shoreline/riparian zone)

Presence of macrophytes

Fish

Substrate conditions

Continuity for migration routes

Heterogeneity of habitat
(substrate, provision of shelter)

Connectivity with riparian zone

Availability of leaf litter/organic
debris

Groundwater connectivity

Benthic/macro
invertebrate

Light

Beach water table (TraC)

Abrasion (associated to velocity)

Salinity

Land elevation

Angiosperms

Sediment loading

Inundations (tidal regime)

Abrasion (associated to velocity)

Salinity

Macroalgae

Episodicity (at low end of velocity
spectrum)

Phytobenthos
(diatoms only)

No hydromorphological elements
determined.

Substrate conditions

Riparian shade and structure

Baseflow (in chalk streams)

Turbidity

Episodicity of flows and
inundation

Macrophytes

Light quality and quantity (for
macroalgae and bryophytes)

Shoreline complexity or
heterogeneity

Longitudinal position

Slope

Turbidity

Thermal regime

Water depth

Phytoplankton

Residence time

Biological Quality
Element

or physical parameter

Potential for change
in hydromorphological

Water Body Type

Coastal

Coastal

Coastal

Coastal

Coastal

Coastal

Issue

Bideford Bay

Barnstaple Bay

[Bristol Channel Outel]

South

Lundy

Bridgwater Bay

Bristol Channel Inner

South

GB610807240000

GB610807680003

GB610807680004

GB610878040000

GB670807410000

GB640807670000

$N

171alcrow



1

7/

(/

Accessibility to nursery areas (elevation of
saltmarsh, connectivity with
shoreline/riparian zone)

Presence of macrophytes

Fish

Substrate conditions

Continuity for migration routes

Heterogeneity of habitat (substrate,
provision of shelter)

Connectivity with riparian zone

Availability of leaf litter/organic debris

Groundwater connectivity

Benthic/macro
invertebrate

Light

Beach water table (TraC)

Abrasion (associated to velocity)

[} -
£ |Salinity
[
Q .
Z Land elevation
g : .
£ |Sediment loading
Inundations (tidal regime)
& |Abrasion (associated to velocity)
[=2
© .
o |Salinity
g
= |Episodicity (at low end of velocity spectrum) o
o S
£%
& «|No hydromorphological elements
S E|determined.
>3
T 3
Substrate conditions
Riparian shade and structure
Baseflow (in chalk streams)
m Turbidity
2 |Episodicity of flows and inundation
Q
o
o Light quality and quantity (for macroalgae
= |and bryophytes)
Shoreline complexity or heterogeneity
Longitudinal position
Slope
< |Turbidity
g
X .
E Thermal regime
a
2 |water depth
>
<
o . )
Residence time
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Water Body Type

GB108050014000 Hartland/Clovelly River
GB108050014070 Hartland/Clovelly River
GB108050014400 'YEO(BIDEFORD) River
GB108050014410 | Torridge (Tidal) River
GB108050014420 | Torridge (Tidal) River
GB108050014500 | Torridge (Tidal) River
GB108050014510 HORWOOD STREAM River
GB108050014530 TAW River
GB108050014550 Torridge (Tidal) River
GB108050014570 Torridge (Tidal) River
GB108050014580 | Taw Estuary River
(GB108050014590 | Taw Estuary River
(GB108050014600 | Taw Estuary River
GB108050014610 Taw Estuary River
GB108050014620 VENN River
GB108050019980 Taw Estuary River
GB108050020000 Taw Estuary River
GB108050020010 CAEN River
GB108050020020 KNOWL WATER River

Bradiford Water River
GB108051020190 Avill River River
GB108051020210 AVILL River
GB108051020230 ALLER River
GB108051020560 \WASHFORD River
GB108052021150 KINGS SEDGEMOOR DRAIN River
GB108052021210 HUNTSPILL River
GB108052021260 BRUE River
GB108052021270 DURLEIGH BK River
GB108052021280 Haymoor Old Rhyne River
GB108052021310 CANNINGTON BK River
GB108052021320 FIDDINGTON BK. River
GB108052021330 Stogursey Brook River

Biological Phytobenthos BT
Feature Quality Phytoplankton Macrophytes (diatoms Macroalgae Angiosperms N — Fish
Element only)
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GB108052021340 STOGURSEY BK River
GB108052021350 Stogursey Brook River
GB109052021530 Pitland Rhyne - source to conf R Axe River
GB109052021550 Unnamed trib - source to conf R Axe Estuary River
GB109052021560 Hook Pill - source to conf R Axe Estuary River
GB109052021570 R Axe-Stubbingham Rhyne to conf Brean Cross Sluice River
GB109052021590 Uphill Great Rhyne - source to conf R Axe Estuary River
GB108051020240 ALLER River
GB108051020300 HAWCOMBE STR River
GB108051020360 Lilstock stream(Kilve ) River
GB108051020370 Park stream( Minehead) River
GB108051020390 PILL River
GB108051020470 STERRIDGE River

171alcrow
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Accessibility to nursery areas (elevation of
saltmarsh, connectivity with
shoreline/riparian zone)

Presence of macrophytes

Fish

Substrate conditions

Continuity for migration routes

Heterogeneity of habitat (substrate,
provision of shelter)

Connectivity with riparian zone

Availability of leaf litter/organic debris

Groundwater connectivity

Light

Benthic/macro
invertebrate

Beach water table (TraC)

m Abrasion (associated to velocity)
2 |salinity
.m Land elevation
md Sediment loading
Inundations (tidal regime)
Q . . .
& Abrasion (associated to velocity)
© —
o |Salinity
o
m Episodicity (at low end of velocity spectrum)
3
==
& «|No hydromorphological elements
m m determined.
>
T 3
Substrate conditions
Riparian shade and structure
Baseflow (in chalk streams)
m Turbidity
2 |Episodicity of flows and inundation
o
o
w Light quality and quantity (for macroalgae
= |and bryophytes)
Shoreline complexity or heterogeneity
Longitudinal position
Slope
S |Turbidity
X -
S |Thermal regime
=3
S [|Water depth
2
0. |Residence time
> @ - m
= <
T 2 8¢ 2
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(1

Feature

Issue

Water body (including policy
units that affect it)

Biological Quality Element

Potential for change in hydro-
morphological or physical parameter

Water body classification and
environmental objectives

Opportunity to deliver mitigation measures from the Programme of Measures
and/or recommendations on preferred policy

Lundy (Coastal) - 7c01
Landing Beach, 7¢02 Lundy
(except Landing Beach)

Potential changes in physical or
hydromorphological parameters as a result of

Phytoplankton SMP2 policies are considered trivial on a
waterbody scale.
Potential changes in physical or
hydromorphological parameters as a result of
Macroalgae

SMP2 policies are considered trivial on a
waterbody scale.

Angiosperms

T OTeTTAT Ty e T
hydromorphological parameters as a result of
SMP2 policies are considered trivial on a

L

TCaToT

Benthic/Macro invertebrates

Potential changes in physical or
hydromorphological parameters as a result of
SMP2 policies are considered trivial on a
waterbody scale.

Classification:
Environmental objectives:
WFD1: No changes

affecting high status sites.
WIDZ: NO cnanges mat wii

cause failure to meet surface water
Good Ecological Status or
Potential or result in a deterioration
of surface water Ecological Status

r Datantial

WHD3: No changes which
will permanently prevent or
compromise the environmental
objectives being met in other water
hodiosy g no cranges uiat wii
cause failure to meet good
groundwater status or result in a

Aatarinratinn arannchwatar etatie

Programme of measures not yet available

Barnstaple Bay (Coastal) -
7c03 Hartland Point to
Clovelly, 7c04 Clovelly,

7c05 Clovelly to Westward

Ho! (Seafield House), 7¢c29

Croyde Sands, 7¢30

Middleborough Hill (Croyde

Bay North), 7¢31

Middleborough Hill (Croyde

Bay north) to Baggy Point,

7¢32 Baggy Point to Napps

Cliff (Putsborough), 7¢33
Putsborough Sands and

Vention, 7c34 Vention to

Woolacombe Beach
(Woolacombe Sands) ,
7¢35 Woolacombe Beach,
7¢36 Woolacombe to Morte
Point

Potential changes in physical or
hydromorphological parameters as a result of

Phytoplankton SMP2 policies are considered trivial on a
waterbody scale.
Potential changes in physical or

Macroalgae hydromorphological parameters as a result of

SMP2 policies are considered trivial on a
waterbody scale.

Angiosperms

Potential changes in physical or
hydromorphological parameters as a result of
SMP2 policies are considered trivial on a
waterbody scale.

Benthic/Macro invertebrates

Potential changes in physical or
hydromorphological parameters as a result of
SMP2 policies are considered trivial on a
waterbody scale.

Classification:
Environmental objectives:
WFD1: No changes

affecting high status sites.
WHDZ: NO changes tat will

cause failure to meet surface water
Good Ecological Status or
Potential or result in a deterioration
of surface water Ecological Status
nr Pntential

WFD3: No changes which
will permanently prevent or
compromise the environmental
objectives being met in other water
bodies.

WFD4: No changes that will
cause failure to meet good
groundwater status or result in a
deterioration groundwater status.

Programme of measures not yet available

Bideford Bay (Coastal) -
7c06 Westward Ho!, 7¢07
Northam Burrows , 7¢27
Braunton Burrows, 7¢28
Saunton Down

Bristol Channel South Outer
(Coastal) - 7d01 Morte Point to|
Lee (west), 7d02 Lee, 7d03
Lee (east) to lifracombe
(west), 7d04 llfracombe, 7d04
lifracombe (east- Larkstone
Beach) to Hele Beach (west),
7d06 Hele Beach, 7d07 Hele
Beach (east) to Watermouth
Slipway, 7d08 Watermouth
Slipway, 7d09 Watermouth
Slipway to Combe Martin,
7d10 Combe Martin, 7d11
Combe Martin to Lymouth ,
7d12 Lynmouth, 7d13
Lynmouth to Foreland Point,
7d14 Foreland Point to Gore
Point , 7d15 Gore Point to
Porlock Weir, 7d16 Porlock
Weir, 7al17 Porlock Weir to
Hurlstone Point

Potential for effects on phytoplankton due to

Phytoplankton possible changes in Water depth and turbidity
as a result of SMP policy
Potential for effects on Macroalgae due to
Macroalgae possible changes in abrasion (associated with

velocity) as a result of SMP policy

Angiosperms

Potential Tor effects on Angiosperms due to |
possible changes in innundations (tidal
regime), sediment loading, land elevation and
abrasion (associated to velocity) as a result of
SMP nalic

Benthic/Macro invertebrates

Potential for effects on Benthic/Macro
invertebrates due to possible changes in beach
water table (TraC), light, Groundwater
connectivity and connectivity with riparian zone
as a result of SMP policy

Phytoplankton

Potential changes in physical or
hydromorphological parameters as a result of
SMP2 policies are considered trivial on a
waterbody scale.

Macroalgae

Potential changes in physical or
hydromorphological parameters as a result of
SMP2 policies are considered trivial on a
waterbody scale.

Angiosperms

Potential changes in physical or
hydromorphological parameters as a result of
SMP2 policies are considered trivial on a
waterbody scale.

Benthic/Macro invertebrates

Potential changes in physical or
hydromorphological parameters as a result of
SMP2 policies are considered trivial on a

waterbody scale.

Classification:
Environmental objectives:

WFD1: No changes
affecting high status sites.

WFD2: No changes that will
cause failure to meet surface water
Good Ecological Status or
Potential or result in a deterioration

of surface water Ecological Status
WFD3: No changes which

will permanently prevent or
compromise the environmental
objectives being met in other water
hnadiae

WFD4: No changes that will
cause failure to meet good
groundwater status or result in a
deterioration groundwater status.

Classification:
Environmental objectives:

WFD1: No changes
affecting high status sites.

WFD2: No changes that will
cause failure to meet surface water
Good Ecological Status or
Potential or result in a deterioration
of surface water Ecological Status
or Potential.

WFD3: No changes which
will permanently prevent or
compromise the environmental
objectives being met in other water
bodies.

WFD4: No changes that will
cause failure to meet good
groundwater status or resultin a
deterioration groundwater status.

Programme of measures not yet available

Programme of measures not yet available

11alcrow
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Bristol Channel South Inner
(Coastal) - 7d18 Hurlstone
Point to Minehead, 7d19
Minehead, 7d20 The
Warren (Minehead Golf
Course), 7d21 Dunster
Beach, 7d22 Dunster Beach
(east) to Ker Moor, 7b23
Blue Anchor, 7d24 Blue
Anchor to Watchet, 7d25
Watchet to Doniford

/

Phytoplankton

# C# (]

$ %

Potential for effects on phytoplankton due to
possible changes in turbidity as a result of
SMP policy

Macroalgae

Potential for effects on Macroalgae due to
possible changes in abrasion (associated to
velocity) as a result of SMP policy

Angiosperms

Potential for effects on Angiosperms due to
possible changes in sediment loading, land

Classification:
Environmental objectives:

WFD1: No changes
affecting high status sites.

WFD2: No changes that will
cause failure to meet surface water
Good Ecological Status or
Potential or result in a deterioration
of surface water Ecological Status

or Potential.
WHD3: No changes which

will permanently prevent or
compromise the environmental
objectives being met in other water
hnadiae

WFD4: No changes that will
cause failure to meet good

elevation, and abrasion to velocity)
as a result of SMP policy

Bridgwater Bay (Coastal) -
7d25 Watchet to Doniford,
7d27 St Audries Bay, 7d28
St Audries Bay to Lilstock,
7d29 Lilstock, 7d30 Lilstock
to Hinkley Point , 7d31
Hinkley Point

Benthic/Macro invertebrates

Potential for effects on Benthic/Macro
invertebrates due to possible changes in light
as a result of SMP policy

gre status or resultin a
deterioration groundwater status.

Programme of measures not yet available

Potential for effects on phytoplankton due to

Phytoplankton possible changes in water depth, thermal
regime and turbidity as a result of SMP policy
Potential for effects on Macroalgae due to

Macroalgae possible changes in abrasion (associated to

velocity) as a result of SMP policy

Angiosperms

Potential for effects on Angiosperms due to
possible changes in innundations (tidal
regime), sediment loading, land elevation and
abrasion (associated to velocity) as a result of
SMP policy

Benthic/Macro invertebrates

Potential for effects on Benthic/Macro
invertebrates due to possible changes in light
as a result of SMP policy

Classification:
Environmental objectives:

WFD1: No changes
affecting high status sites.

WHDZ: No changes that will
cause failure to meet surface water
Good Ecological Status or
Potential or result in a deterioration
of surface water Ecological Status

ar Patential
WHFD3: No changes which

will permanently prevent or
compromise the environmental

objectives being met in other water
hnadiae

WFD4: No changes that will
cause failure to meet good
groundwater status or result in a
deterioration groundwater status.

Programme of measures not yet available

Severn Lower (Transitional)
- 7d46- Brean Down (South
Side), 7e01- Brean Down
(noth side) to Axe Estuary
(west), 7e02- Axe Estuary
west bank (mouth to near
Dimond Farm), 7e03- Axe
Estuary east bank (near
Dimond Farm to mouth),
7e04- Axe Estuary mouth to

Phytoplankton

Potential changes in physical or
hydromorphological parameters as a result of
SMP2 policies are considered trivial on a
waterbody scale.

Macrophytes

Potential changes in physical or
hydromorphological parameters as a result of
SMP2 policies are considered trivial on a
waterbody scale.

Phytobenthos (diatoms only)

Potential changes in physical or
hydromorphological parameters as a result of
SMP2 policies are considered trivial on a
waterbody scale.

Uphill, 7e05- Uphill to
Weston-super-mare (south),|
7e06- Weston-super-Mare

Benthic/Macro invertebrates

Potential changes in physical or
hydromorphological parameters as a result of
SMP2 policies are considered trivial on a
waterbody scale.

Fish

Potential changes in physical or
hydromorphological parameters as a result of
SMP2 policies are considered trivial on a
waterbody scale.

Classification:
Environmental objectives:

WFD1: No changes
affecting high status sites.

WFD2: No changes that will
cause failure to meet surface water
Good Ecological Status or
Potential or result in a deterioration
of surface water Ecological Status

or Potential,
WHFD3: No changes which

will permanently prevent or
compromise the environmental
objectives being met in other water
hndiac

WFD4: No changes that will
cause failure to meet good
groundwater status or resultin a
deterioration groundwater status.

Programme of measures not yet available
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Cleave Moorings, Northam
and Bideford, 7c12 Upper
Torridge Estuary (east and
west banks between
Bidefiord and Weare
Glifford) , 7cEast-the-Water|
to Torridge Bridge (A39),
7c14 Torridge Bridge (A39)
to Instow, 7¢15 Instow, 7c16|

Phytoplankton
Classification:
Potential for effects on phytoplankton due to
possible changes in residence time, water Environmental objectives:
Taw/Torridge (Transitional) depth and turbidity as a result of SMP policy.
7c¢07 Northam Burrows,
A7c(|)8d5kerr; %;JtAMaIrsz to WEDL: No changes
ppledore, 7c ppledore, affecting high status sites.
7¢10 Appledore to Cleave
Moorings, Northam, 7c11 Macroalgas WHUZ: NO cnanges tat will

Potential for effects on macroalgae due to
possible changes in episodicity (at low end of
velocity spectrum) and abrasion (associated
with velocity) as a result of SMP policy.

cause failure to meet surface water
Good Ecological Status or
Potential or result in a deterioration
of surface water Ecological Status

r Datantial

WFD3: No changes which
will permanently prevent or
compromise the environmental
objectives being met in other water
hodies

Instow to Yelland, 7¢17 Angiosperms

Home Farm Marsh (Yelland
to Fremington), 7c¢18-
Freminton to Penhill Point,
7c19 Penhill Point to A39
Road Bridge (Bickington),
7c20- Upper Taw Estury
(east and west banks
between A39 to tidal limit
near Bishops Tawton), 7c21
A39 Road Bridge to West
Ashford (Barnstaple), 7c22

Potential for effects on angiosperms due to
possible changes in innundations (tidal
regime), sediment loading, land elevation and
abrasion (associated to velocity) as a result of
SMP policy.

WFD4: No changes that will
cause failure to meet good
groundwater status or result in a
deterioration groundwater status.

(east bank of River Caen),
7¢23 Braunton to Horsey
Island (west bank of River

Caen), 7c24 Horsey Island,

7¢25 Horsey Island to Crow
Point , 7¢26 Crow Point &

West Ashford to Brunton [Benthic/Macro invertebrates

Potential for effects on
benthic/macroinvertebrates due to possible
changes in light, groundwater connectivity,
availability of leaf litter/organic debris and
connectivity with the riparian zone as a result
of SMP policy.

Crow Neck, 7¢27 Braunton |Fish
Burrows

Potential for effects on fish due to possible
changes in t geneity of habitat

provision of shelter), continuity of migration
routes, substrate conditions, presence of
macrophytes and accesibility to nursery areas
(elevation of shoreline/riparian zone) as a
result of SMP policy.

Programme of measures not yet available

Parrett (Transitional) - 7d31
Hinkley Point , 7d32 Hinkey
Point to Stolford, 7d33
Stolford, 7d34 Stolford to
Wall Common , 7d35 Steart
Village, 7d36 Steart Village
(east) to Fenning Island,

Phytoplankton Potential for effects on phytoplankton due to  |Classification:

possible changes in residence time, water Environmental objectives:

depth, thermal regime and turbidity as a result WFDL1: No changes

of SMP policy. affecting high status sites.
Macroalgae WFD2: No changes that will

Potential for effects on macroalgae due to
possible changes in episodicity (at low end of
the velocity spectrum), salinity and abrasion
associated to velocity as a result of SMP
policy.

7d37 Fenning Island to Angiosperms

Combwich, 7d38
Combwich, 7d39 Combwich
to Bridgwater (Parrett
West), 7d40 Bridgwater
(upper Parrett Estuary),
7d41 Bridgwater to Dunball,

Potential for effects on angiosperms due to
possible changes in innundations (tidal
regime), sediment loading, land elevation,
salinity, abrasion (associated with velocity) as
a result of SMP policy.

, 7d43 Burnham-on-Sea,
Highbridge & Berrow, 7d44-
Berrow (north) to Brean
(north), 7d45- Brean (north)
to Brean Down, 7d46-

7d42 Dunball to River Brue |Benthic/Macro invertebrates

Potential for effects on
benthic/macroinvertebrates due to possible
changes in beach water table (TraC), light and
groundwater connectivity as a result of SMP
policy.

Brean Down (South Side) [Fish

Potential for effects on fish due to possible
changes in heterogeneity of habitat (substrate,
provision of shelter), continuity of migration
routes , substrate conditions, presence of
macrophytes and accesibility to nursery areas
I of with
shoreline/riparian zone) as a result of SMP

policy.

cause failure to meet surface water
Good Ecological Status or
Potential or result in a deterioration
of surface water Ecological Status

or Potential
WHFD3: No changes which

will permanently prevent or
compromise the environmental
objectives being met in other water
hndiac

WFD4: No changes that will
cause failure to meet good
groundwater status or result in a
deterioration groundwater status.

Programme of measures not yet available
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SMP Policy Environmental objectives met?
Waterbodies in Policy Unit Management Area Policy Unit Assessment of impact (including list of water bodies affected)
- ~ ® <
SMP1 2025 2055 2105 a g g g
2 = 3 =
The aim in this management area is to allow it to evolve naturally except
7¢01 Landing Beach HTL HTL HTL HTL around the landing beach area where access to the island needs to be
Lundy (Coastal) Lundy This HTL policy at Landing Beach into the long term could NA
potentially mean rebuilding of the sea walls, but there are no new large scale
7c02 Lundy (except Landing Beach) Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI measures that can be taken, and it is not considered there would would be a
Lundy (Coastal) deterioration in the Ecological Status of the waterbody.
7c03 Hartland Point to Clovelly Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI The aim in this management area is to allow it to evolve naturally along much
Bay (Coastal) of its length. This will maintain environmental interests and provide continued
Hartland Point to sediment supply to beaches locally. The exception to this NAI policy is the area
Westward Ho! 7c04 Clovelly Hold HTL HTL HTL around Clovelly. Here a HTL policy into the long term, will mean maintaining N/A
Bay (Coastal) (Seafield House) and potentially rebuilding of the sea walls and breakwater, but there are no new|
large scale measures that can be taken, and it is not considered there would
Bay (Coastal), Bideford Bay 7c05 Clovelly to Westward Ho! Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI would be a deterioration in the Ecological Status of the waterbody.
(Coastal) (Seafield House)
7c06 Westward Ho! Hold HTL HTL HTL The long term plan here is to provide a long term solution to managing flood
Bideford Bay (Coastal) risk by protecting property, infrastructure and the former landfill site through a
Westward Ho! To HTL policy. However in the Northam Burrow section Managed Realignment is
Bideford Bay (Coastal), Taw/Torridge Appledore (west) 7¢07 Northam Burrows Retreat MR MR MR proposed allowing the pebble ridge to roll back allowing tidal incursions to N/A
(Transitional) occur. Potentially mitigating any loss of intertidal habitat through coastal
squeeze in HTL areas. Therefoire it is considered unlikely that a deterioration in|
7c08 Skern Salt Marsh to Appledore Retreat HTL HTL HTL overall ecological status will not occur due to SMP policy.
Taw/Torridge (Transitional)
7¢09 Appledore Hold HTL HTL HTL
Taw/Torridge (Transitional)
70 Appleuoﬁ(:gh(;l;ave Moorings, Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI The long term plan for this Management Unit is to provide sustainable flood
 Taw/Torridge (Transitional) defence to people, property and infrastructure along the estuary at places such
as Appledore, Northam, Bideford, East-the-Water and Instow, whilst allowing
the estuary to evolve naturally to climate change and sea level rise where
7c11 Cleave Moorings, Northam and Hold HTL HTL HTL possible. In the short term NAI is the recommended policy along the
Bideford undefended parts of the outer west side of the estuary between Appledore and
Northam and in areas of the Upper Torridge Estuary to allow the estuary to
Taw/Torridge (Transitional) continue to evolve naturally in response to sea level rise. Where socio-
) economic assets exist in parts of the upper estuary, the plan is to minimise the
Torridge Estuary 7c12 Upper Torridge Estua.w ((:}ast risk of flooding through HTL. This will ensure continued protection of key assets| N/A
and west banks between Bidefiord N/A NAI/ MR/HTL | NAI/ MR/ HTL|NAL/ MR/ HTL| along this shoreline, but there may be a potential loss of salt marsh and
Taw/Torridge (Transitional) and Weare Glifford) intertidal habitats due to coastal squeeze.
However, there are several potential areas in the estuary where Managed
7cEast-the-Water to Torridge Bridge Realignment could be undertaken in the mid to long terms, which could allow
(A39) N/A HTL HTL HTL considerable nature conservation and biodiversity to be realised mitigating the
Taw/Torridge (Transitional) effecs of coastal squeeze.
7c14 Torridge Bridge (A39) to Instow| Hold HTL HTL HTL
[ Taw/Torridge (Transitional)
7¢15 Instow Hold HTL HTL HTL
Taw/Torridge (Transitional)
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7c16 Instow to Yelland Hold HTL MR HTL
[ Taw/Torridge (Transitional)
7c¢17 Home ;aermminM?;}; (Yelland to Retreat HTL MR HTL
[ Taw/Torridge (Transitional) 9
7¢18- Freminton to Penhill Point Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI
Taw/Torridge (Transitional) The long term plan for this Maqagement Unit is to provide sustainable flood
defence to people, properry and infrastructure along the estuary at places such
7c19 Penhill Point to A39 Road N/A HTL HTL HTL as Yelland, Fremington, Bickington, Bishops Tawton, Barnstaple, Chivenor and
Taw/Torridge (T ! Bridge (Bickington) Braunton, whilst allowing the estuary to evolve naturally to climate change and
aw/Torridge (Transitional) sea level rise where possible. In the short term NAI is the recommended policy
7¢20- Upper Taw Estury (east and g\ong lhg undefended parts of the estuary between Fremington and Pgnh\\l
west banks between A39 to tidal limit| N/A NAI/ MR/HTL | NAI/ MR/ HTL| NAI/ MR/ HTL Pom'laﬂd in afTS_ of the Upper Taw Fstu‘aw to a”r?W the estuary to continue to
N near Bishops Tawton evolve naturally in response to sea level rise. Where socio-economic assets
[ Taw/Torridge (Transitional) Taw Est P ) exist in parts of the upper estuary, the plan is to minimise the risk of flooding NIA
aw Estuary 721 A39 Road Bridge to West through HTL. This will ensure continued protection of key assets along this
Ashford (Barnstaple) N/A HTL HTL HTL shoreline, but there may be a potential loss of salt marsh and intertidal habitats|
[ Taw/Torridge (Transitional) P due to coastal squeeze.
However, there are several potential areas in the estuary where Managed
7022 West Ashfor‘d to Brunton (east Hold HTL MR/ HTL HTL Realignment could be undertaken in the mid to long terms, which could allow
Taw/Torridge (Transitional) bank of River Caen) considerable nature conservation and biodiversity to be realised mitigating the
effecs of coastal squeeze.
7¢23 Braunton to Horsey Island | Hold/ Observe &
(west bank of River Cyaen) Moniter HTL MR HTL
[ Taw/Torridge (Transitional)
7c24 Horsey Island Hold HTL MR HTL
[ Taw/Torridge (Transitional)
7¢25 Horsey Island to Crow Point | Observe & Hold HTL MR HTL
[ Taw/Torridge (Transitional)
7¢26 Crow Point & Crow Neck Observe & Hold MR MR MR
[ Taw/Torridge (Transitional)
. The preferred policy in this Management Unit is NAI into the long term to
7¢27 Braunton Burrows Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI . " N
. . promote a naturally functioning coastline, this will have environmental and
Taw/Torridge (Transitional), Bideford Bay BrauSntDnlBurlsows and benefits, supporting the WFD Environmental Objectives, whilst N/A
aunton Down 28'S . Braunton Burrows dunes are expected to provide a robust natural defence for
Bideford Bay (Coastal) c aunton Down Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI the low lying area behind the Burrows.
7¢29 Croyde Sands Observe&Moniter NAI NAI NAI
Barnstaple Bay (Coastal)
. " The plan is to allow the natural development of the coastline and, hence, there
Croyde Bay 7e30 Mlddlgbor(’i‘ug:g]hHlll (Croyde Hold NAI NAI NAI is unlikely to be deterioration in Ecological Potentail/Status as a result of SMP2]  N/A
Barnstaple Bay (Coastal) ay North) policy.
7c31 Middleborough Hill (Croyde Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI
Barnstaple Bay (Coastal) Bay north) to Baggy Point
7¢32 Baggy Point to Napps Cliff .
g(%,{.tsbor ough) pp: Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI
Barnstaple Bay (Coastal) 9
7¢33 Putsborough Sands and
Vontion Hold NAI NAI NAI
Barnstaple Bay (Coastal)
. The plan is to allow the natural development of the coastline and, hence, there
Woolacombe Bay 7c34 Vec\jlonlto Wc:)olascorr;be Beach Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI is unlikely to be deterioration in Ecological Potentail/Status as a result of SMP2|  N/A
Barnstaple Bay (Coastal) (Woolacombe Sands) policy.
7¢35 Woolacombe Beach O:\’Ase'?(e & NAI NAI NAI
Barnstaple Bay (Coastal) oniter
7¢36 Woolacombe to Morte Point Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI

Barnstaple Bay (Coastal)
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7d01 Morte Point to Lee (west) Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI
Bristol Channel South Outer (Coastal)
7d02 Lee Hold HTL HTL HTL
Bristol Channel South Outer (Coastal)
7d03 Lee (east) to llfracombe (west) Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI
Bristol Channel South Outer (Coastal)
7d04 lifracombe Hold HTL HTL HTL
Bristol Channel South Outer (Coastal)
7d04 llfracombe (east- Larkstone | Do Nothing/ Hold NAI NAI NAI
Bristol Channel South Outer (Coastal) Beach) to Hele Beach (west) at Hillsborough
The long term plan for this largely undefended coast, which extends across part|
7d06 Hele Beach Hold HTL HTL HTL of the Exmoor National Park frontage, is to continue to allow it to evolve
Bristol Channel South Outer (Coastal) nal.ura\ly, thus conserving the landscape characle.r of the area. The NAI.po\icy
will allow natural coastal processes to continue into the long term retaining
Morte Point to 7d07 Hele Beach (east) to . various designations such as AONB, Heritage Coast and National Park. In the
Bristol Ch | South Outer (Coastal Foreland Point Watermouth Slipway Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI remaining stretches, the long term policy is to protect the already defended A
ristol Channel Sou uter (Coastal) frontages of the towns Lee, llfracombe, Combe Martin and Lynmouth through a|
policy of HTL. This long term policy is not considered detrimental to the large
) 7d08 Watermouth Slipway Hold HTL HTL HTL scale plan for this coastlin, as sediment linkages along this frontage are limited
Bristol Channel South Outer (Coastal) and evolution of the shoreline is predominantly geologically controlled.
7d09 Watermoﬁl;:ils‘pway to Combe Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI
Bristol Channel South Outer (Coastal)
7d10 Combe Martin Hold HTL HTL HTL
Bristol Channel South Outer (Coastal)
7d11 Combe Martin to Lymouth Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI
Bristol Channel South Outer (Coastal)
7d12 Lynmouth Hold HTL HTL HTL
Bristol Channel South Outer (Coastal)
7d13 Lynmouth to Foreland Point Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI
Bristol Channel South Outer (Coastal)
The aim of the SMP for this largely undefended section of coast, which in part,
extends across the Exmoor National Park frontage, is to allow it to eveolve
7d14 Foreland Point to Gore Point Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI naturally through an SMP policy of NAI into the long term, thereby conserving
the important landscape character of the area. However, at Porlock Weir, the
Bristol Channel South Outer (Coastal) short term policy is to HTL, maintaining the existing defences throughout the
short term. In the mid to long term maintenance of these defences would be
withdrawn and the defences allowed to deteriorate and eventually fail under a
Observe & NAI policy. The retention of these defences would impact on a wider coastal
Foreland Point to 7d15 Gore Point to Porlock Weir Moniter NAI NAI NAI area and also if retained, would have to be much larger than the present gravel
) Hurlstone Point barrier beach, which would have a greater impact on the landscape character N/A
Bristol Channel South Outer (Coastal) of the area.
This NAI policy would continue into the long term. However, the presence of an
old landfill site in the Porlock Weir to Hurlestone Point policy unit means that
7d16 Porlock Weir Hold HTL NAI NAI under a NAI policy into the long term, this site is under threat and could
Bristol Channel South Outer (Coastal) potem‘ia\ly breach and contaminate both the groundwater pody herg and the
Bristol Channel Inner South coastal water body potentially causing a
7a17 Porlock Weir to Hurlstone Point] Retreat NAI NAI NAI deterioration in Ecological Potential of these waterbodies.
Bristol Channel South Outer (Coastal)
Hurlstone Point to The plan is to allow the natural development of the coastline and, hence, there
7d18 Hurlstone Point to Minehead Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI is unlikely to be deterioration in Ecological Potentail/Status as a result of SMP2|N/A

Bristol Channel South Inner (Coastal)

Minehead (west)

policy.
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7d19 Minehead Hold HTL HTL HTL
Bristol Channel South Inner (Coastal)
: The aim in this Management Area is to continue to reduce the risk of flooding
7d20 The Wa(;;er\rs(;\lllnehead Golf Oht;ser\:e & HTL MR HTL and erosion to the town of Minehead in a sustainable way. To achieve this aim,
urse) oniter not only will the defences at Minehead need to be maintained into the long
Bristol Channel South Inner (Coastal) term, the risk of 'backdoor flooding' from the east of Minehead needs to be
addressed. The risk comes from The Warren/Dunster Beach/Ker Moor frontage|
which will be increasingly susceptible to flooding and erosion in the future. The
Mmerr:éi;? Blue 7d21 Dunster Beach Obse'?’e & HTL MR HTL plan therefore is to move the defences to a set back position under a MR N/A
Moniter policy. This would likely retain more of the beach at Dunster and Salt Marsh
Bristol Channel South Inner (Coastal) may develop in front of the set back defences.
The long term plan at the eastern end of the section at Blue Anchor is to move
to a NAI policy in the long term, defences would need to be replaced and
7d22 Dunster l;each (east) to Ker Observe & MR HTL HTL extended eastwards in the immediate future to preserve the recent investments
loor Moniter along the low lying parts of Blue Anchor. However, into the long term the
Bristol Channel South Inner (Coastal) defences here would not be replaced as they reach the end of their effective life
and maintenance would be withdrawn allow the coast to function more
naturally.
7b23 Blue Anchor Hold HTL HTL NAI/ MR
Bristol Channel South Inner (Coastal)
7d24 Blue Anchor to Watcher Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI
Bristol Channel South Inner (Coastal) The recommended SMP policy for much of this section of coast, which
is largely undefended, is one of NAI, into the long term. However, for
the remaining currently defended areas, such as those at Watchet and
sristol Ch | South | c ' 7d25 Watchet to Doniford Hold HTL HTL HTL Doniford, the recommended short term policy is HTL. This would mean ||
B::zwwate??ae (g‘;];s‘a"‘?er (Coastal), Blue Anchor to St maintaining the current defences at Watchet and the rock revetment at
9 2 Audries Bay Doniford. However, maintenance to this rock revetment at Doniford N/A
Y would be withdrawn in to the mid term as it becomes unsustainable and
7d26 Doniford to ST Audries Bay Obse'?’e & HTL NAI NAI the policy move to NAI. In Watchet the HTL policy would remain into
) Moniter the long term. The majority of this section will allow natural coastal
Bridgwater Bay (Coastal) evolution to occur and some areas moving from a HTL to a NAI policy
support the WFD Environmental Objectives.
Observe &
7d27 St Audries Ba) -
udri y Moniter/ Hold NAI NAI NAI
Bridgwater Bay (Coastal)
7d28 St Audries Bay to Lilstock Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI
. The aim for this section of coast is to allow it to evolve naturally into the
Bridgwater Bay (Coastal) long term through an SMP policy of NAI. Where there are currently
St Audries Bay to defences at Lilstock, they would be maintained during this short term
Hinkley Poni/t 7d29 Lilstock Hold HTL NAI NAI period, but allowed to fail into the mid term to long term as maintenance| N/A
Bridgwater Bay (Coastal) is withdrawn. This would lead to a naturally functioning coastline in this
area that can roll back and adapt to sea level rise, supporting the WFD
Environmental Objectives.
7d30 Lilstock to Hinkley Point Do Nothing NAI NAI NAI !
Bridgwater Bay (Coastal)
The long term plan for this section of coast is to provide continued
protection against flood and erosion risk to Hinkley Point Power Station.
Hinkley Point 7d31 Hinkley Point Hold HTL HTL HTL As a result of this long term HTL policy, there is likely to be loss of N/A

Bridgwater Bay (Coastal), Parrett
(Transitional)

some intertidal habitat through coastal squeeze. This could potentially
impact onj Bridgwater Bay SSSI & National Nature Reserve, Severn
Estuary SAC, SPA, Ramsar Site and Hinkley Point County Wildlife Site.
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Parrett (Transitional)

Parrett (Transitional)

Hinkley Point to
Stolford

7d32 Hinkey Point to Stolford

Hold

HTL

MR

HTL

7d33 Stolford

Observe &
Monitor

HTL

MR

HTL

The long term plan for this part of the coastline is to provide protection
against flood and erosion risk to Hinkley point Power Statioon (to the
west) in a sustainable way. The recommended SMP policy is to HTL in
the short term, which will involve maintenance of the existing revetment|
and embankment defences. During the mid term, the policy is one of
MR, using shorter and smaller defences to achieve the plan, which will
then be held into the long term. MR between Hinkley and Stolford could
deepen the bay which exists here and so reduce the potential sediment
supply to the Parrett Estuary, potentially having a negative impact on
the BQE's in that waterbody. For this stretch though, the MR will allow
space for intertidal habitas to roll back in line with rising sea levels.

N/A

Parrett (Transitional)

Parrett (Transitional)

Parrett (Transitional)

Parrett (Transitional)

Steart Peninsula
(Stolford to Combwich)

7d34 Stolford to Wall Common

Observe &
Monitor

MR

HTL

HLT/ NAI

7d35 Steart Village

Observe &
Monitor

HTL

NAI

NAI

7d36 Steart Village (east) to Fenning
Island

Observe &
Monitor

7d37 Fenning Island to Combwich

Observe &
Monitor

HTL

NAI

NAI

The long term vision for the wider Parrett Estuary area is to turn it to a
more natural, less constrained state, whilst continuing to provide
defence against the risk of flooding in a sustainable way. The long term
plan therefore for the Steart area is to allow the area to become largely
natural with little or no intervention. There is potential for considerable
nature conservation and biodiversity opportunities to be realised, but
this will involve potential changes to the currently designated sites. The
short term SMP policy for most of the coastline is HTL, however
Stolford to Wall Common frontage the policy is to a new defence line
further inland through MR. In the mid term between Stolford and Wall
Common, the policy is to HTL of the set back defences and this policy
continues into the long term.

Along the remainder of the Steart Peninsular the mid term policy is to
allow natural shoreline change once the defences have reached the end
of their life. This NAI policy is recommended by the SMP into the long
term.This would result in more frequent inundation of the Peninsula and
a more naturally funtioning habitat developing supporting the WFD
Environmental Objectives.

N/A

Parrett (Transitional)

Parrett (Transitional)

Parrett (Transitional)

Parrett (Transitional)

Parrett (Transitional)

Parrett Estuary
(Combwich to River
Brue)

7d38 Combwich

Hold

HTL

HTL

HTL

7d39 Combwich to Bridgwater
(Parrett West)

N/A

HTL

HTL

MR

7d40 Bridgwater (upper Parrett
Estuary)

N/A

HTL

HTL

HTL

7d41 Bridgwater to Dunball

N/A

HTL

HTL

HTL

7d42 Dunball to River Brue

Hold

HTL

MR/ HTL

HTL/ MR

The long term vision for the wider Parrett Estuary area is to turn it to a
more natural, less constrained state, whilst continuing to provide
defence against the risk of flooding in a sustainable way. Many of the
areas in the outer Parrett Estuary offer potential opportunities for set
back defences. The long term plan for this area is to allow much of the
outer estuary to become more natural, providing potential for
considerable nature conservation and biodiverstiy opportunities to be
realised, these will involve changes to currently designated sites. The
recommended short term and mid term SMP policy throughout the
Parrett Estuary is to HTL, this is likely to involve ongoing maintenance
and, where necessary, local reconstruction. At Pawlett Ham however,
as existing defences reach the end of their life a realigned defence line
will be adopted through a MR policy.

The vision in the long term is for a more naturally functioning estuary,
through set back defences under a policy of MR except in areas where
a long term policy of HTL will continue to provide defences of
infrastructure. Where set back defences ar econstructed the coast will
be allowed to evolve more naturally and there would be potential
benefits to the Bridgwater SSSI & National Nature Reserve, Severn
Estuary SAC, SPA and Ramsar site through the creation of intertidal
habitat supporting the Environmental Objectives,

N/A
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Parrett (Transitional)

Burnham-on-Sea,
Highbridge and Berrow

7d43 Burnham-on-Sea, Highbridge &|
Berrow

Hold/ Observe &
Moniter

HTL

HTL

HTL

The recommend SMP policy for this Management Area is to HTL into
the long term. This will involve the maintenance of the existing seawall
and embankment defences both along the open coast and the north
bank of the River Brue as well as dune management of the existing
dune systems such as those at Berrow. This HTL policy would
potentially result in narrowing and lowering of the beach at Burnham-on-|
Sea as a result of coastal squeeze potentailly impacting on BQE's.
However with the potentially large scale setting back of defences in this
water body, it is unlikely to have an impact on waterbody status.

Parrett (Transitional)

Parrett (Transitional)

7d44- Berrow (north) to Brean (north)|

Observe &
Moniter (possible
Hold)

MR

MR

MR

Berrow to Brean Down

7d45- Brean (north) to Brean Down

Hold

HTL

HTL

NAI

Along this coastline, the current defence is provided by a belt of dunes, which
narrow considerably towards th enorth. In the future, this dune belt will become|
more difficult to maintain in its current position. Therefore, the long term plan
for this frontage is to maintain the existing defences for as long as possible and|
set back defences to provide a more sustainable solution to managing flood
risk to the Somerset Levels area. Along the Berrow and Brean part of this
section, the SMP policy to undertake dune management to retain the the dunes|
as an effective defence through MR into the long term. Between Brean and
Brean Down the long term policy is to continue to HTL by maintaining the
existing rock revetment but allow natural coastal evolution to occur through NAI
in the long term.

N/A

Parrett (Transitional), Bridgwater Bay
(Coastal), Bristol Channel Inner South
(Coastal), Severn Lower (Transitional)

Severn Lower (Transitional)

Brean Down

7d46- Brean Down (South Side)

Do Nothing

NAI

NAI

NAI

7e01- Brean Down (noth side) to Axe|
Estuary (west)

Do Nothing

NAI

NAI

NAI

The plan is to allow the natural development of the coastline and, hence, there
is unlikely to be deterioration in P i as a result of SMP2
policy.

N/A

Severn Lower (Transitional)

Severn Lower (Transitional)

Axe Estuary

Severn Lower (Transitional)

7e02- Axe Estuary west bank (mouth
to near Dimond Farm)

Hold (locally
retreat)

HTL

HTL

NAI

7e03- Axe Estuary east bank (near
Dimond Farm to mouth)

Hold (locally
retreat)

HTL

MR

HTL

7e04- Axe Estuary mouth to Uphill

Hold (posibly
retreat long term)

HTL

MR

HTL

The recommended SMP policy for the Axe Estuary is to HTL in the short term
through ongoing maintenance of the existing embankments. Into the mid term,
once the existing defences reach the end of their effective life, the medium term

vision is for a more naturally functioning estuary through construction of set

back defences through MR policy.Realignment in this are will offerpotential
flood storge and habitat creation benefits for the wider area. However, defences|
need to be maintained in line with the policy for the adjacent open coast
between Brean and Brean Down, therefore the SMP policy here is HTL. Into the|
long term, the SMP policy is to HTL of the set back defences, which will involve|
ongoing maintenance of these defences. In the Brean and Brean Down area the|
long term policy is to move to NAI allowing a more natural coast to develop.

N/A

Severn Lower (Transitional)

Uphill to Weston-super-

Severn Lower (Transitional)

Mare (Anchor Head)

7e05- Uphill to Weston-super-mare
(south)

Hold (possibly
retreat long term)

NAI/ MR

The long term plan in this Management Area is to continue to provide flood and
erosion protection to Weston-super-Mare, Uphill and the wider area of the
Somerset Levels. The recommended SMP policy is to continue to HTL through
maintaining the current defences and possible improvement of the defences
into the long term. Along the undefended dunes between Uphill and Weston,
the recommended policy is to allow the dunes to function naturally, however

7e06- Weston-super-Mare

Hold

HTL

HTL

HTL

should therebe a high risk of a breach in the long term, a secondary defence
embankment may need to be constructed landward, through a policy of MR.
With the HTL policy there is potential for the beach width to reduce over time
and potential for habitat loss due to coastal squeeze, however this may be
mitigated for throught he natural evolution of the dunes systems, causing no
overall deterioration in ecological potentail of the waterbody.

N/A
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Water Body

Environmental objectives met?

WFD1

WFD2

WFD3

WFD4

WFD Summary Statement required?

GB610807240000

Bideford Bay

N/A

No - Environmental Objectives are likely to be|
supported by proposed SMP policies.

GB610807680003

Barnstaple Bay

N/A

No - Environmental Objectives are likely to be|
supported by proposed SMP policies.

GB610807680004

Bristol Channel Outer
South

N/A

Yes - Environmnetal Objectives WFD 2 &
WFD 4 may not bne met in some
Management Areas in these Waterbodies
under SMP Policy.

GB610878040000

Lundy

N/A

No - Environmental Objectives are likely to be|
supported by proposed SMP policies.

GB670807410000

Bridgwater Bay

N/A

Yes - Environmnetal Objectives WFD 2 &
WFD 3 may not bne met in some
Management Areas in these Waterbodies
under SMP Policy.

GB640807670000

Bristol Channel Inner South

N/A

No - Environmental Objectives are likely to be|
supported by proposed SMP policies.

GB530905415401

SEVERN LOWER

N/A

No - Environmental Objectives are likely to be|
supported by proposed SMP policies.

GB540805015500

TAW / TORRIDGE

N/A

No - Environmental Objectives are likely to be|
supported by proposed SMP policies.

GB540805210900

PARRETT

N/A

Yes - Environmnetal Objectives WFD 2 &
WFD 3 may not bne met in some
Management Areas in these Waterbodies
under SMP Policy.
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Water body (including
policy units that affect it)

Water Framework Directive Summary Statement
checklist

Provide a brief description of decision making and reference to further
documentation within the SMP

Bridgwater Bay

Mitigation measures: have all practicable mitigation
measures been incorporated into the preferred SMP
policies that affect this water body in order to mitigate
the adverse impacts on the status of the water body?
If not, then list mitigation measures that could be
required.

In 7d31 Hinkley Point & 7d32 Hinkey Point to Stolford, the aim is to protect the
Nuclear Power Station. In order to do this a HTL policy is proposed. This hold the
line policy will lead to loss of intertidal habitats as sea levels rise. Sites for potential
compensatory habitats are currently being assessed - mitigation methods from
programme of measures not available at time of writing. Managed Realignment sites
at different locations in the estuary can provide some mitigation for the lose of
intertidal habitat due to sea level rise.

Describe any mitigation measures discounted on
basis of disproportionate cost or impacts on wider
environment.

Overriding public interest: can it be shown that the
reasons for selecting the preferred SMP policies are
reasons of overriding public interest (ROPI) and/or
the benefits to the environment and to society of
achieving the environmental objectives are
outweighed by the benefits of the preferred SMP
policies to human health, to the maintenance of
health and safety or to sustainable development?

There is a nuclear power station in this Management Area, there are no viable
alternatives to HTL with regard to overiding public interest and environmental
benefits.

Refer to sections of the SMP Environmental
Assessment which deal with these considerations and
provide a brief summary. Set out the benefits of the
preferred SMP policies and, if environmental benefits
are outweighed by benefits to human health,
maintenance of health and safety or sustainable
development, then set out disadvantages to the
environment for comparison.

Better environmental options: have other
significantly better options for the SMP policies been
considered? Can it be demonstrated that those better,
environmental policy options which were discounted
were done so on the grounds of being either
technically unfeasible or disproportionately costly?

HTL is the best policy opton for this unit. All other policy options have been
discounted due to severve adverse effects on human health, environmental impacts
etc.

Outline any significantly better options for the SMP
policy and explain why these options have
disproportionate costs or are technically unfeasible.

Point to sections of SMP Environmental Assessment
where the Directive has been considered against
each alternative option.

Affect on other water bodies: Can it be
demonstrated that the preferred SMP policies do not
permanently exclude or compromise the achievement
of the objectives of the Directive in water bodies
within the same River Basin District that are outside
of the SMP2 area?

All adjacent waterbodies are within the SMP2 area, therefore SMP policy will not
permanently exclude or compromise the achievement of the objectives of the
Directive in water bodies within the same River Basin District that are outside of the
SMP2 area.

Refer to the assessment to demonstrate that this is
not the case.

Other issues: Can it be shown that there are no
other over-riding issues that should be considered
(such as designated sites, recommendations of the
Appropriate Assessment)?

Area in front of Hinkley Point power station is designated SPA, SAC, Ramsar, SSSI,
LNR & CWS, however the intent of the SMP policy in this area is to protect the vital
infrastructure of the power station. Other areas of the weater body coastline are to be

allowed to develop naturally.

Refer to Appropriate Assessment (where relevant) to
demonstrate that this is not the case.
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Water body (including
policy units that affect it)

Water Framework Directive Summary Statement
checklist

Provide a brief description of decision making and reference to further
documentation within the SMP

Parrett

Mitigation measures: have all practicable mitigation
measures been incorporated into the preferred SMP
policies that affect this water body in order to mitigate
the adverse impacts on the status of the water body?
If not, then list mitigation measures that could be
required.

In 7d32 Hinkey Point to Stolford, the aim is to protect the Nuclear Power Station. In
order to do this a HTL policy is proposed. This hold the line policy will lead to loss of
intertidal habitats as sea levels rise. Sites for potential compensatory habitats are
currently being assessed - mitigation methods from programme of measures not
available at time of writing. Managed Realignment sites at different locations in the
estuary can provide some mitigation for the lose of intertidal habitat due to sea level
rise.

Describe any mitigation measures discounted on
basis of disproportionate cost or impacts on wider
environment.

Overriding public interest: can it be shown that the
reasons for selecting the preferred SMP policies are
reasons of overriding public interest (ROPI) and/or
the benefits to the environment and to society of
achieving the environmental objectives are
outweighed by the benefits of the preferred SMP
policies to human health, to the maintenance of
health and safety or to sustainable development?

There is a nuclear power station in this Management Area, there are no viable
alternatives to HTL with regard to overiding public interest and environmental
benefits.

Refer to sections of the SMP Environmental
Assessment which deal with these considerations and
provide a brief summary. Set out the benefits of the
preferred SMP policies and, if environmental benefits
are outweighed by benefits to human health,
maintenance of health and safety or sustainable
development, then set out disadvantages to the
environment for comparison.

Better environmental options: have other
significantly better options for the SMP policies been
considered? Can it be demonstrated that those better,
environmental policy options which were discounted
were done so on the grounds of being either
technically unfeasible or disproportionately costly?

HTL is the best policy opton for this unit. All other policy options have been
discounted due to severve adverse effects on human health, environmental impacts
etc.

Outline any significantly better options for the SMP
policy and explain why these options have
disproportionate costs or are technically unfeasible.

Point to sections of SMP Environmental Assessment
where the Directive has been considered against
each alternative option.

Affect on other water bodies: Can it be
demonstrated that the preferred SMP policies do not
permanently exclude or compromise the achievement
of the objectives of the Directive in water bodies
within the same River Basin District that are outside
of the SMP2 area?

All adjacent waterbodies are within the SMP2 area, therefore SMP policy will not
permanently exclude or compromise the achievement of the objectives of the
Directive in water bodies within the same River Basin District that are outside of the
SMP2 area.

Refer to the assessment to demonstrate that this is
not the case.

Other issues: Can it be shown that there are no
other over-riding issues that should be considered
(such as designated sites, recommendations of the
Appropriate Assessment)?

Area in front of Hinkley Point power station is designated SPA, SAC, Ramsar, SSSI,
LNR & CWS, however the intent of the SMP policy in this area is to protect the vital
infrastructure of the power station. Other areas of the weater body coastline are to be|

allowed to develop naturally.

Refer to Appropriate Assessment (where relevant) to
demonstrate that this is not the case.
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Water body (including
policy units that affect it)

Water Framework Directive Summary Statement
checklist

Provide a brief description of decision making and reference to further
documentation within the SMP

Bristol Channel South
Quter

Mitigation measures: have all practicable mitigation
measures been incorporated into the preferred SMP
policies that affect this water body in order to mitigate
the adverse impacts on the status of the water body?
If not, then list mitigation measures that could be
required.

In policy unit 7al7 Porlock Weir to Hurlstone Point there is a landfill site which,
under the proposed SMP policy, has the potential to breach and contaminate the
Bristol Channel South Water Body. However, the National Trust Adaptations Study is|
looking into mitigation measures for this site whilst allowing for NAI along the coastal
frontage.

Describe any mitigation measures discounted on
basis of disproportionate cost or impacts on wider
environment.

Overriding public interest: can it be shown that the
reasons for selecting the preferred SMP policies are
reasons of overriding public interest (ROPI) and/or
the benefits to the environment and to society of
achieving the environmental objectives are
outweighed by the benefits of the preferred SMP
policies to human health, to the maintenance of
health and safety or to sustainable development?

National Trust Adaptations Study is looking into mitigation measures for this site
whilst allowing for NAI along the coastal frontage.

Refer to sections of the SMP Environmental
Assessment which deal with these considerations and
provide a brief summary. Set out the benefits of the
preferred SMP policies and, if environmental benefits
are outweighed by benefits to human health,
maintenance of health and safety or sustainable
development, then set out disadvantages to the
environment for comparison.

Better environmental options: have other
significantly better options for the SMP policies been
considered? Can it be demonstrated that those better|
environmental policy options which were discounted
were done so on the grounds of being either
technically unfeasible or disproportionately costly?

National Trust Adaptations Study is looking into mitigation measures for this site
whilst allowing for NAI along the coastal frontage.

Outline any significantly better options for the SMP
policy and explain why these options have
disproportionate costs or are technically unfeasible.

National Trust Adaptations Study is looking into mitigation measures for this site
whilst allowing for NAI along the coastal frontage.

Point to sections of SMP Environmental Assessment
where the Directive has been considered against
each alternative option.

Affect on other water bodies: Can it be
demonstrated that the preferred SMP policies do not
permanently exclude or compromise the achievement
of the objectives of the Directive in water bodies
within the same River Basin District that are outside
of the SMP2 area?

National Trust Adaptations Study is looking into mitigation measures for this site
whilst allowing for NAI along the coastal frontage.

Refer to the assessment to demonstrate that this is
not the case.

Other issues: Can it be shown that there are no
other over-riding issues that should be considered
(such as designated sites, recommendations of the
Appropriate Assessment)?

National Trust Adaptations Study is looking into mitigation measures for this site
whilst allowing for NAI along the coastal frontage.

Refer to Appropriate Assessment (where relevant) to
demonstrate that this is not the case.
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