
 

Representation Form: 
Main Modifications to the Shoreham Harbour Joint Area Action Plan 
  
PART B – Your representation 
 
Please answer the questions below and clearly explain your comments in the relevant sections. Please 
complete a separate Part B for each representation. You may use as many additional sheets as 
necessary. 
 

3. Which document would you like to make a representation on? 

Please indicate one document only: 
 

☒ Proposed Main Modifications to the Shoreham Harbour Joint Area Action Plan (Please go to 
Question 2)) 

☐ Sustainability Appraisal Addendum (Please go to Question 8) 

 

2.  Which Main Modification does this representation relate to? 
Please provide a main modification number: 
 

Main modification no: 02 
  

 
 
 

3.  Do you support, support with amendments or object to the document: 
Please indicate yes or no to each question: 
 

 3.1  Support    ☒  

 3.2  Support with amendment ☐  

3.3  Object    ☐  
 
4.  As a result of this Main Modification, do you consider the Shoreham Harbour Joint 

Area Action Plan to be: 
Please indicate yes or no to each question: 
 

 4.1  Legally compliant?   ☒ Yes  ☐ No 

 4.2  Sound?     ☒ Yes  ☐ No 
 

5.  Do you consider the Shoreham Harbour Joint Area Action Plan to be unsound 
because it is not: 

Please complete only if you indicated no to 4.2 

 

 5.1 Positively prepared?   ☐ 

 5.2 Justified?     ☐ 

 5.3  Effective?     ☐ 

 5.4 Consistent with national policy? ☐ 
 

  



 

6. Why do you consider the Shoreham Harbour Joint Area Action Plan, as a result of 
this Main Modification, to be unsound, or not legally compliant? 

Please complete only if you answered no to 4.1 and/or 4.2. 
 
Please be as precise as possible and refer to background and supporting documents if necessary. Please 
continue on a separate sheet if necessary. 
 

 

  



 

7. What change is necessary to this Main Modification in order to make the plan 
sound and legally compliant? 

Please complete only if you answered no to 5.1 or 5.2 
 
Please set out suggested or revised wording to address the issue you have raised in question 5. Please 
explain why this change will make the plan sound or legally compliant. Please continue on a separate 
sheet if necessary. 
 

 

  



 

8.  Which part of the SA Addendum does this representation relate to? 
Please provide a paragraph number: 
 

Paragraph no:  

 

9. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal Addendum? 
Please complete only if your representation is on the Sustainability Appraisal Addendum 
 
Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary. 
 
 

 



 

Representation Form: 
Main Modifications to the Shoreham Harbour Joint Area Action Plan 
  
PART B – Your representation 
 
Please answer the questions below and clearly explain your comments in the relevant sections. Please 
complete a separate Part B for each representation. You may use as many additional sheets as 
necessary. 
 

3. Which document would you like to make a representation on? 

Please indicate one document only: 
 

☒ Proposed Main Modifications to the Shoreham Harbour Joint Area Action Plan (Please go to 
Question 2)) 

☐ Sustainability Appraisal Addendum (Please go to Question 8) 

 

2.  Which Main Modification does this representation relate to? 
Please provide a main modification number: 
 

Main modification no: 22 
  

 
 
 

3.  Do you support, support with amendments or object to the document: 
Please indicate yes or no to each question: 
 

 3.1  Support    ☒  

 3.2  Support with amendment ☐  

3.3  Object    ☐  
 
4.  As a result of this Main Modification, do you consider the Shoreham Harbour Joint 

Area Action Plan to be: 
Please indicate yes or no to each question: 
 

 4.1  Legally compliant?   ☐ Yes  ☐ No 

 4.2  Sound?     ☒ Yes  ☐ No 
 

5.  Do you consider the Shoreham Harbour Joint Area Action Plan to be unsound 
because it is not: 

Please complete only if you indicated no to 4.2 

 

 5.1 Positively prepared?   ☐ 

 5.2 Justified?     ☐ 

 5.3  Effective?     ☐ 

 5.4 Consistent with national policy? ☐ 
 



 

6. Why do you consider the Shoreham Harbour Joint Area Action Plan, as a result of 
this Main Modification, to be unsound, or not legally compliant? 

Please complete only if you answered no to 4.1 and/or 4.2. 
 
Please be as precise as possible and refer to background and supporting documents if necessary. Please 
continue on a separate sheet if necessary. 
 

 

  



 

7. What change is necessary to this Main Modification in order to make the plan 
sound and legally compliant? 

Please complete only if you answered no to 5.1 or 5.2 
 
Please set out suggested or revised wording to address the issue you have raised in question 5. Please 
explain why this change will make the plan sound or legally compliant. Please continue on a separate 
sheet if necessary. 
 

 

  



 

8.  Which part of the SA Addendum does this representation relate to? 
Please provide a paragraph number: 
 

Paragraph no:  

 

9. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal Addendum? 
Please complete only if your representation is on the Sustainability Appraisal Addendum 
 
Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary. 
 
 

 



 

Representation Form: 
Main Modifications to the Shoreham Harbour Joint Area Action Plan 
  
PART B – Your representation 
 
Please answer the questions below and clearly explain your comments in the relevant sections. Please 
complete a separate Part B for each representation. You may use as many additional sheets as 
necessary. 
 

3. Which document would you like to make a representation on? 

Please indicate one document only: 
 

☒ Proposed Main Modifications to the Shoreham Harbour Joint Area Action Plan (Please go to 
Question 2)) 

☐ Sustainability Appraisal Addendum (Please go to Question 8) 

 

2.  Which Main Modification does this representation relate to? 
Please provide a main modification number: 
 

Main modification no: 11 
  

  
 
 

3.  Do you support, support with amendments or object to the document: 
Please indicate yes or no to each question: 
 

 3.1  Support    ☐  

 3.2  Support with amendment ☒  

3.3  Object    ☐  
 
4.  As a result of this Main Modification, do you consider the Shoreham Harbour Joint 

Area Action Plan to be: 
Please indicate yes or no to each question: 
 

 4.1  Legally compliant?   ☐ Yes  ☐ No 

 4.2  Sound?     ☐ Yes  ☒ No 
 

5.  Do you consider the Shoreham Harbour Joint Area Action Plan to be unsound 
because it is not: 

Please complete only if you indicated no to 4.2 

 

 5.1 Positively prepared?   ☒ 

 5.2 Justified?     ☐ 

 5.3  Effective?     ☐ 

 5.4 Consistent with national policy? ☐ 
 



 

6. Why do you consider the Shoreham Harbour Joint Area Action Plan, as a result of 
this Main Modification, to be unsound, or not legally compliant? 

Please complete only if you answered no to 4.1 and/or 4.2. 
 
Please be as precise as possible and refer to background and supporting documents if necessary. Please 
continue on a separate sheet if necessary. 
 

 
We support the proposed main modification made to clause (4) of policy SH7 to ensure if reflects section 
165 of the NPPF (2012). Please note that there is a missing  word  (by) in the proposed modification, please  
see our specific amendment in section 7 
 
We welcome the proposed main modification to clause (7) and the  proposed  like for like compensation, 
this recognises  the importance of irreplaceable/priority habitat such as saltmarsh which is present in the 
Adur Estuary. It also recognises the importance of compensatory habitats for irreplaceable habitats as 
recognised under paragraph 118 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (2012). This is also 
pertinent as future applications will be determined against the revised NPPF (2018) which now specifically 
list Salt Marsh as irreplaceable habitat in the glossary definition.  
 
 
Sussex Wildlife Trust (SWT) were present at the examination in public for the Shoreham Harbour JAAP to 
discuss (MM7) under question 43. We feel that main modification 11 does not entirely reflect the points 
we discussed in the examination about securing a commitment to a compensation strategy in the policy 
wording of SH7 clause (7).  These points were raised by SWT because we were concerned that a number of 
planning applications had come forward already for the Western Harbour Arm that have proposed losses 
to intertidal habitat. We feel it is imperative that a consistent and practical strategy is drawn up to address 
matters were avoiding habitat loss is not possible.  SWT suggest that to ensure the plan is positively 
prepared a commitment to the compensation strategy in policy wording would provide clarity and 
commitment to this approach.  Future planning applications within the JAAP area will be determined 
against the NPPF 2018, section 175(c) highlights the importance of compensation strategies when 
determining applications that involve irreplaceable habitat. 
 
 NPPF 2018 175 (c) 
development resulting in the loss or deterioration of irreplaceable habitats (such as ancient woodland and 
ancient or veteran trees)should be refused, unless there are wholly exceptional reasons58and a suitable 
compensation strategy exists; and 
 
 
We do recognise that since the examination Natural England, the Environment Agency and SWT have 
worked together with Adur District Council (ADC) to produce an advice note to guide applicants at an early 
stage of the process. The aim of this guidance is to make applicants aware of the importance of the 
habitats within the Estuary and the importance of the mitigation hierarchy.  
 
Supporting Text  
 
We support the modification made to section 3.7.2. We seek a minor change to the main mod proposed to 
ensure that Ecological Impact Assessment has its acronym EcIA  in brackets to ensure that there is no 
confusion with an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA). 
 
We support 3.7.3 referencing the fact that Adur DC is developing a strategy to ensure the protection of 
intertidal habitats in the Adur Estuary and identify suitable locations for compensatory habitat creation. As 



 

mention previously we had expected to see the commitment to the compensation strategy within the 
policy wording for SH7, as it was our understanding policy holds more wait that the supporting text.  
 
The text as it stands directly references Sussex Wildlife Trust and the Environment Agency as partners in 
developing the strategy. We are supportive of Adur District Council developing this approach and welcome 
the meetings we have attended, to offer our expertise and progress thinking on the strategy. The meetings 
have also including organisations such as the South Downs National Park Authority, Natural England and 
Sussex Ornithological Society but we do not feel that it constitute a formal partnership.  While SWT 
support  the production of  a compensation strategy it should be recognised that SWT do not have control 
over the production and delivery of the strategy and as a result we not feel it is appropriate to be named  
in the Shoreham Harbour JAAP. Therefore we will make minor proposed change to the wording in section 
3.7.3. 
 

  



 

7. What change is necessary to this Main Modification in order to make the plan 
sound and legally compliant? 

Please complete only if you answered no to 5.1 or 5.2 
 
Please set out suggested or revised wording to address the issue you have raised in question 5. Please 
explain why this change will make the plan sound or legally compliant. Please continue on a separate 
sheet if necessary. 
 

 

Where we are proposing a change to policy or the supporting text, deletions are struck through and 
SWT  additions are presented in red bold 
 
‘All development applications must be accompanied by up to date ecological information ……..’ 
 
We recommend the following change to remove the specific names of partners  in the  supporting 
text  of 3.7.3 
 
There is potential for development at the Western Harbour Arm to lead to loss of, or harmful impact to, 
intertidal habitats in the River Adur District Council is currently working with partners including Sussex 
Wildlife Trust and the Environment Agency to develop a strategy to address this issue, and identify 
suitable locations for compensatory habitat creation. Nevertheless, developers will be required to 
demonstrate that impacts cannot be avoided before mitigation and/or compensatory measures are 
considered 

  



 

8.  Which part of the SA Addendum does this representation relate to? 
Please provide a paragraph number: 
 

Paragraph no:  

 

9. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal Addendum? 
Please complete only if your representation is on the Sustainability Appraisal Addendum 
 
Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary. 
 
 

 



 

Representation Form: 
Main Modifications to the Shoreham Harbour Joint Area Action Plan 
  
PART B – Your representation 
 
Please answer the questions below and clearly explain your comments in the relevant sections. Please 
complete a separate Part B for each representation. You may use as many additional sheets as 
necessary. 
 

3. Which document would you like to make a representation on? 

Please indicate one document only: 
 

☒ Proposed Main Modifications to the Shoreham Harbour Joint Area Action Plan (Please go to 
Question 2)) 

☐ Sustainability Appraisal Addendum (Please go to Question 8) 

 

2.  Which Main Modification does this representation relate to? 
Please provide a main modification number: 
 

Main modification no: 16 
  

 
 
 

3.  Do you support, support with amendments or object to the document: 
Please indicate yes or no to each question: 
 

 3.1  Support    ☒  

 3.2  Support with amendment ☐  

3.3  Object    ☐  
 
4.  As a result of this Main Modification, do you consider the Shoreham Harbour Joint 

Area Action Plan to be: 
Please indicate yes or no to each question: 
 

 4.1  Legally compliant?   ☐ Yes  ☐ No 

 4.2  Sound?     ☒ Yes  ☐ No 
 

5.  Do you consider the Shoreham Harbour Joint Area Action Plan to be unsound 
because it is not: 

Please complete only if you indicated no to 4.2 

 

 5.1 Positively prepared?   ☐ 

 5.2 Justified?     ☐ 

 5.3  Effective?     ☐ 

 5.4 Consistent with national policy? ☐ 
 



 

6. Why do you consider the Shoreham Harbour Joint Area Action Plan, as a result of 
this Main Modification, to be unsound, or not legally compliant? 

Please complete only if you answered no to 4.1 and/or 4.2. 
 
Please be as precise as possible and refer to background and supporting documents if necessary. Please 
continue on a separate sheet if necessary. 
 

 

  



 

7. What change is necessary to this Main Modification in order to make the plan 
sound and legally compliant? 

Please complete only if you answered no to 5.1 or 5.2 
 
Please set out suggested or revised wording to address the issue you have raised in question 5. Please 
explain why this change will make the plan sound or legally compliant. Please continue on a separate 
sheet if necessary. 
 

 

  



 

8.  Which part of the SA Addendum does this representation relate to? 
Please provide a paragraph number: 
 

Paragraph no:  

 

9. Do you have any comments on the Sustainability Appraisal Addendum? 
Please complete only if your representation is on the Sustainability Appraisal Addendum 
 
Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary. 
 
 

 


