Appendix 2

Status Assessment of Target Interest Features
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NOTE TO SALMON STATUS ASSESSMENT ENTRIES:

1. “Historic” status is defined as the situation 30 years ago — ‘1970 to 2000 assessment period’
(as all others).

2. The historic status of Management Unit 5 is arguable. The lower part of Management Unit
(5B) would have been favourable; the part upstream of Winchester (5A) would have been
unfavourable because of the obstruction to migration.

3. The target status is based upon the assumption that the easing of the obstruction to
migration of salmon in Winchester and upstream is acceptable to all interests. The limit of
colonisation under this scenario is unknown — it is likely to be somewhere in Management
Unit 4.
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Chalk Stream Habitat
[XVI]

The Itchen was designated SSSI bec

to be one of the best examples of a Chalk river (the BAP
interest). Under the WFD, what is ‘good’ must remain at
least ‘good’, and where waterbodies are not in ‘good status’
they need to reach that status by 2016. ‘GOOD’ ecology
relates to that expected for its river type. By 2010 the SSSI
should be in favourable condition, or recovering. The status
of the habitat will be fundamental to individual feature
interests reaching favourable condition, and the EN SSSI
Condition Assessment Criteria will be used for assessment.

ause it was considered






