Round Table Discussion on Appropriate Assessment

Stephanie Wray

This session will begin with an introduction to the process of appropriate assessment (see attached
flow diagrams), and a discussion of what makes a good appropriate assessment, based on the EC
review package (Appendix 1). Participants will be encouraged to share experience and difficulties

in completing appropriate assessments and we will close with a review of some recent advances,
case law etc.
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SCREENING:

IDENTIFICATION OF POTENTIAL CONSTRAINTS ON EUROPEAN SITES
Is the geographical boundary or proposed route corridor of any plan or project:
« within any SAC, cSAC, SPA, pSPA or RAMSAR sites;
« <2km of any SAC, cSAC, SPA, pSPA or RAMSAR sites; or
+ <30km of any SACs or cSACs, where bats are one of the qualifying interests;
« crossing/adjacent to watercourses which are upstream of SACs or cSACs, for which
aquatic habitats or species have been included as one of the qualifying interests.
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(Appendix 1)

DESCRIPTION OF THE PLAN OR PROJECT
A summary description of the plan/project should
be produced, based on the indicative checklist

!

CHARACTERISTICS OF THE SITE(S)
Undertake a desk-based search for information
on the key characteristics of the site(s) (see
Appendix 1). Identify potential routes through
which qualifying interests may be impacted,
including cumulative effects. Particular attention
should be paid to Conservation Objectives.
Sources: JNCC website, Natural England etc
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INITIAL ASSESSMENT
Where possible effects have been identified, an
assessment of their likely significance should be
undertaken. This should include consideration of
direct, indirect, temporary, permanent, beneficial,
or harmful effects, or a combination of these

Deficient

matrix (Appendix 2)

CONSULT NATURE
CONSERVATION BODY
Obtain formal opinion on the scope,
content and conclusions of the

Screening Matrix.

Satisfactory
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EXCEPTIONAL CIRCUMSTANCES

Where this is a need to carry out an
‘emergency operation’, such as where there
is a risk to life, there may be a delay in the
production of an appropriate assessment. In
these circumstances the relevant nature
conservation body should be consulted and
agreement reached on whether an
appropriate assessment process should/can
be undertaken retrospectively.

OUTCOME
Inform Competent Authority:
- Secretary of State for Transport
(or equivalent); or
- Overseeing Organisation (where
works are undertaken under
general development powers).
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(Figure 4.1)
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Appendix 1 — EC Review Package



