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Notice 

This document and its contents have been prepared and are intended solely as information for 
Portsmouth Water Limited and use in relation to Farlington Water Treatment Works.  

Atkins Limited assumes no responsibility to any other party in respect of or arising out of or in 
connection with this document and/ or its contents. 

No liability is accepted for any costs claims or losses arising from the use of this document, or any 
part thereof, for any purpose other than that which it has specifically been prepared or for use by 
any party other than Portsmouth Water Limited.  

The information which Atkins Limited has provided has been prepared by an environmental 
specialist in accordance with the Code of Professional Conduct of the Chartered Institute of Ecology 
and Environmental Management. Atkins Limited confirms that the opinions expressed are our true 
and professional opinions. 

This document does not purport to provide legal advice. 

This document has 53 pages including the cover. 
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Executive Summary 

Report purpose This report describes the ecological baseline and evaluates the nature conservation 
importance of ecological features present within the zone of influence for the 
Proposed Scheme. The assessment identifies impacts (both positive and negative) 
on important ecological features, sets out agreed mitigation measures and provides 
details on the significance of effects for each important ecological feature. 

Proposed Scheme This Ecological Impact Assessment (EcIA) supports an outline planning application 
for the construction of a new Dissolved Air Flotation (DAF) plant building and related 
facilities on the Farlington Water Treatment Works (WTW) site alongside existing 
water treatment assets.  

The Application Site sits within the Land East and West of Gillman Road Site of 
Importance to Nature Conservation (SINC) and sees permanent and temporary loss 
of habitat from the designated site.  

Desk studies and 
field surveys  

A desk study was completed in April 2020, reviewing biological records from 
Hampshire Biodiversity Information Centre (HBIC), including statutory sites within 1 
km, non-statutory sites within 500 m, protected and notable species records within 2 
km.  

A review was also made of a 2016 National Vegetation Classification (NVC) report 
and Invertebrate survey report, and 2019 NVC monitoring data for the wider SINC.  

An ecology walkover survey was undertaken in February 2020, and a building survey 
for roosting bats was undertaken in April 2020, both by Portsmouth Water.  

An extended Phase 1 Habitat Survey was also undertaken in June 2020 by ECOSA.    

Ecological features  The Chichester and Langstone Harbours Ramsar and Special Protection Area (SPA) 
site, Langstone Harbour Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and Farlington 
Marshes Local Nature Reserve (LNR) are all located 850m south of the Application 
Site. 

The Application Site sits within the Land East and West of Gillman Road SINC, and 
there are 12 other SINCs located within 500 m. One low-use Brent Goose Strategic 
Site is located 60m to the north of the Application Site, with two others located within 
500m.  

Within the boundaries of the Farlington WTW and Land East and West of Gillman 
Road SINC, there is a mosaic of calcareous grassland, lowland meadow and neutral 
grassland, with calcareous grassland also sitting within the Application Site boundary 
itself.  

HBIC provided records for 10 species of bats within 2 km, with no records within the 
Application Site. The buildings on Site were inspected for roosting potential for bats 
and all features identified were considered to have negligible potential.  

HBIC provided records for 125 bird species notable for their protection status or 
conservation concern, with no records within the Application Site. The buildings on 
Site may provide nesting habitat for common species. Scrub and hedgerows are 
present in the wider WTW site.  

There are records of common reptiles within 1km, all beyond 500m from the 
Application Site. Habitats immediately outside and along the edges of the Application 
Site boundary offer suitability for supporting common reptile species.  

The 2016 Invertebrate survey recorded one notable species of invertebrate within the 
Application Site, and a further eight notable species were recorded within the 
boundaries of the WTW site. HBIC provided records for 39 species of invertebrates 
listed on Schedule 5 of the WCA 1981 within 2 km. Habitats within the Application 
Site are considered suitable for notable invertebrate species. 

There are no suitable habitats for great crested newts, otter, water vole or dormice 
within the Application Site boundary, and no records for these species within 2km.  
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Potential impacts 
and effects  

The Proposed Scheme will see the permanent loss of 0.0217ha of calcareous 
grassland from within the SINC boundary, and the temporary loss of approximately 
0.299ha of calcareous grassland, potentially resulting in an adverse impact on the 
SINC.  

Mitigation and 
compensation 
measures 

The topsoil from the area of calcareous grassland to be permanently lost, will be 
translocated to a species-poor area of grassland within the SINC, to improve the 
quality of grassland in this area and maintain the overall species diversity of the 
SINC. Location to be confirmed in consultation with Portsmouth Water ecologists.  

The turf from the area of calcareous grassland to be temporarily removed, will be 
carefully stripped, stored, and managed to maintain condition, before being reinstated 
over the new pipeline route. Bare soil areas will be left to recolonise naturally. The 
exact process will be detailed in consultation with Portsmouth Water ecologists. The 
time period between loss and reinstatement will be approximately 1 month. The 
condition of the grassland is not considered to significantly deteriorate in this time 
frame, if managed correctly.   

An ECoW will oversee the grassland strip on Site under a method statement and 
provide pre-construction checks for protected species.  

Significance of 
residual effects  

Whilst there will be permanent habitat loss from the SINC, it is small in its extent and 
it is considered that the proposed mitigation will result in no residual significant 
adverse effects on the conservation status of the designated site.  
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1. Introduction 

Terms of Reference 

1.1. Atkins, member of SNC-Lavalin group, was commissioned by Portsmouth Water to undertake an 
Ecological Impact Assessment (EcIA) in connection with an outline planning application for the 
construction of a Dissolved Air Flotation (DAF) plant in a new building at Farlington Water 
Treatment Works (WTW) alongside existing water treatment assets (hereafter referred to as the 
Proposed Scheme). The Application Site is located at Farlington WTW, Gillman Road, Farlington, 
near Portsmouth, Hampshire, as identified by the planning red line boundary shown on the 
proposed site plan, Drawing Ref: HTR-ATK-PT-FR-DR-A-0003 provided with the planning 
application submission and shown on Figure A-1 in Appendix A (hereafter referred to as the 
Application Site).  

1.2. This report presents the results of the EcIA for the Proposed Scheme and considers both terrestrial 
and aquatic ecological receptors, which includes designated and non-designated sites for nature 
conservation, terrestrial and freshwater habitats, plants and notable and protected species. The 
assessment has been informed by a desk study and field survey data. This EcIA describes the 
ecological baseline and evaluates the nature conservation importance of ecological features 
present within the zone of influence for the Proposed Scheme, characterises the impacts on 
important ecological features, sets out agreed avoidance, mitigation, compensation and 
enhancement measures, and assesses the significance of the residual effects of the Proposed 
Scheme on the important ecological features. 

1.3. This EcIA has been undertaken with reference to current good practice1 and forms part of the 
technical information lodged with the outline planning application submission. 

The Application Site 
1.4. The Application Site is located at Ordnance Survey national grid reference SU 68340 06180 within 

the Farlington WTW. Farlington WTW is located approximately 4.5 miles north-east of Portsmouth 
city centre. The WTW is bordered by Portsdown Hill Road (B2177), Portsmouth Golf Course to the 
north of the B2177 and residential areas to the east, west and south. The Application Site is shown 
on Figure A-1 in Appendix A (as shown in the planning application). 

1.5. The footprint of the proposed DAF plant building is approximately 1100 m2 and will be constructed 
within the footprint of the existing Slow Sand Filter (SSF) basin. Approximately 170 m2 of grassland 
will be permanently lost to provide a short access road from Gilman Road into the proposed service 
yard for deliveries to the proposed building. The wider Site is an existing water treatment works, set 
within the Land East and West of Gillman Road Site of Importance to Nature Conservation (SINC).  

The Proposed Scheme 
1.6. Portsmouth Water is seeking to locate additional water treatment equipment, comprising a new DAF 

plant, in a new building on the Farlington WTW site alongside existing water treatment assets. The 
proposed improvements at Farlington WTW are required to improve the efficient treatment of water 
supplies and will support the operation of the proposed Havant Thicket Reservoir and pipeline (the 
‘HTR Scheme’), which lies within Havant Borough and East Hampshire District local authority areas. 

1.7. The following works are proposed at Farlington WTW: 

• A new building to provide Dissolved Air Flotation (DAF) treatment plant for HTR water only, 
complete with pH correction and coagulant chemical dosing facilities; 

• Plant upgrade works associated with rapid gravity filters, carbon media and sludge holding 
tank; 

• Vehicle access from Gillman Road to a service/delivery yard adjacent to the proposed 
building to empty the sludge tank and to allow direct access to the floor level of the building; 

 
1 CIEEM (2018) Guidelines for Ecological Impact Assessment in the UK and Ireland: Terrestrial, Freshwater, Coastal and Marine Version 
1.1. Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management, Winchester. 
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• Potential above-ground water pipeline from the existing site inlet overflow into an 
underground reservoir to the south of the proposed building;  

• Underground water pipelines, chambers and connections between the new treatment building 
and existing treatment facilities; and 

• Temporary contractors' compound, parking area and a construction materials storage area 
within the WTW site. 

1.8. It is proposed that the new DAF plant and chemical dosing and storage assets are housed in a new 
building on the existing Farlington WTW site in order to assimilate with the existing treatment assets 
on site. The proposed location for the construction of the building is within an existing concrete 
basin (the former SSF basin) which is currently used very occasionally as an overflow tank facility. 
The development is hereafter referred to as the Proposed Scheme and is shown on Drawing Ref: 
HTR-ATK-PT-FR-DR-A-0003 provided with the planning application submission and shown on 
Figure A-1 in Appendix A .  

1.9. The Proposed Scheme will result in the temporary loss of calcareous grassland (0.299 ha) within 
the Application Site which will be replaced within the Application Site post construction. The 
Proposed Scheme will also result in the permanent loss of calcareous grassland (0.0217 ha), this 
loss will be mitigated within the wider Farlington WTW site.  

1.10. Outline planning consent for the Proposed Scheme would be sought with a 5-year start date for the 
submission of reserved matters, in order to provide flexibility in terms of the start of construction. 

Scope of Assessment 
1.11. This report presents ecological information obtained during the following: 

• An extended Phase 1 habitat survey undertaken on 24th January 20152; 

• A desk-study undertaken in April 2020;  

• An NVC vegetation survey undertaken between June and August 20163; 

• An update NVC vegetation monitoring survey undertaken on 2 July 20194;   

• An update walkover survey undertaken in February 20205;  

• A building assessment survey for bats undertaken on 17 April 20206; and 

• An extended Phase 1 habitat survey undertaken on 3rd June 20207. 

 

  

 
2 Atkins (2015) Farlington Water Treatment Works, Facilities Upgrade. Ecological Impact Assessment. Portsmouth Water 
3 John Norton Ecology (2017) Farlington WTW Vegetation Survey 2016. On behalf of Portsmouth Water.  
4 John Norton Ecology (2019) Farlington WTW Monitoring Forms 2019. On behalf of Portsmouth Water. 
5 Survey notes provided by Trevor Codlin, Ecologist at Portsmouth Water, by email on the 27th February 2020.  
6 Survey notes provided by Trevor Codlin, Ecologist at Portsmouth Water, by email on the 20th April 2020. 
7 ECOSA (2020) Technical Note, Farlington Water Treatment Works: Summary Report. Hampshire.  



 

C02 | 25/09/20 
Atkins | HTR-ATK-XX-FR-RP-Z-0003 Page 9 of 54 
 

2. Methodology 

Desk Study  
2.1. The geographical area for obtaining ecological data through desk studies has been determined 

using professional judgement. Baseline data has been gathered from a range of sources through 
data requests, consultation, and using online resources as outlined below. This included data 
gathering in relation to statutory and non-statutory designated sites and protected and priority 
species. The study areas used for the data gathering are detailed in Table 2-1. The desk study was 
undertaken in April 2020. For species records collected, only those within 10 years of the data 
collection date have been considered within the assessment. 

2.2. The following online resources were accessed: 

• The Multi-Agency Geographic Information for the Countryside (MAGIC) website8 was reviewed 
for information on designated sites for nature conservation (statutory sites only) including 
internationally designated sites: Special Protection Areas (SPAs), Wetlands of International 
Importance (Ramsar sites) and Special Conservation Areas (SACs). Notable habitats i.e. areas 
of ancient woodland and ‘Habitats of Principal Importance for the Conservation of Biodiversity’ 
included in the England Biodiversity List9; and  

• The Woodland Trust Ancient Tree Inventory10 was reviewed for ancient or veteran trees located 
outside ancient woodland.  

2.3. Ordnance Survey maps and the Grid Reference Finder website (https://gridreferencefinder.com/) 
were used to identify the presence of waterbodies within 500 m of the Application Site boundary, in 
order to establish if the land within and immediately surrounding the Application Site could be used 
as terrestrial habitat for great crested newt. This species typically uses suitable terrestrial habitat up 
to 500 m from a breeding pond. However, there is a notable decrease in great crested newt 
abundance beyond a distance of 250 m from a breeding pond11. 

2.4. A review of the following ecological reports was undertaken: 

• John Norton Ecology (2017) Farlington WTW Vegetation Survey 20163. On behalf of 
Portsmouth Water.  

• John Norton Ecology (2019) Farlington WTW Monitoring Forms 20194. On behalf of Portsmouth 
Water. 

• ECOSA (2017) Invertebrate Survey 201612. On behalf of Portsmouth Water. 

2.5. The Hampshire Biodiversity Centre (HBIC) was contacted to request relevant desk study data, 
including details of non-statutory designated sites for nature conservation. 

Table 2-1 - Data search areas 

Data type Search area – distance from Proposed Scheme 
boundary  

Statutory designated sites for nature conservation 1 km 

Non-statutory designated sites for nature conservation 500 m 

Notable species  2 km 

 
8 www.magic.gov.uk 
9 Section 40 of the Natural Environment & Rural Communities (NERC) Act 2006 requires that every public authority must, in exercising its 
functions, have regard, so far as is consistent with the proper exercise of those functions, to the purpose of conserving biodiversity. The 
Secretary of State has drawn up, in accordance with Section 41 of the Act and in consultation with Natural England, a list of habitats and 
species of principal importance for the conservation of biodiversity in England that is known as the England Biodiversity List  
10 https://ati.woodlandtrust.org.uk/tree-search 
11 Natural England (2004) An assessment of the efficiency of capture techniques and the value of different habitats for the great crested 
newt (ENRR576). http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/134002. 
12 ECOSA (2017) Farlington Water Treatment Works Invertebrate Survey 2016. 

https://gridreferencefinder.com/
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/134002
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Planning Policy Review 
2.6. A review of national and local planning policy relevant to the Proposed Scheme was undertaken as 

part of the data gathering. The following policy documents were subject to review: 

• Department for Communities and Local Development (2019) National Planning Policy 
Framework13; 

• The Portsmouth Core Strategy (January 2012)14; 

• The emerging Portsmouth Local Plan15; and 

• Biodiversity and Portsmouth: Background Paper 201916 (considers the available evidence to 
develop an approach to biodiversity for the new Portsmouth Local Plan 2016-2036, taking 
account of national planning policy guidance, relevant legislation and case law, local and 
regional monitoring data and public consultation responses) 

2.7. A summary of relevant planning policy is provided in 6.5.Appendix B.  

Ecological Field Surveys 
2.8. The geographical area for undertaking ecological field surveys has been determined using the 

current survey guidance, professional judgement and the zones of influence, which have been 
determined based on the nature of the impacts arising from the Proposed Scheme. 

Surveyor Competencies 
2.9. The botanical surveys were undertaken by John Norton Ecology who is a full Member of the 

Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (CIEEM), a committee member of 
the Hampshire and Isle of Wight’s Flora Group and the British Bryological Society’s regional 
recorder for VC10 (Isle of Wight) and VC11 (South Hants)17. 

2.10. The extended phase 1 surveys were undertaken by phase 1 competent ecologists employed by 
ECOSA and ecologists from Portsmouth Water, following the Chartered Institute of Ecology and 
Environmental Management (CIEEM) competency framework18. 

Ecological Walkover Survey 
2.11. An ecological walkover survey of the Application Site was undertaken on the 3rd June 2020 by 

ECOSA using the extended Phase 1 habitat survey methodology19 as guidance.  All land within and 
adjacent to the Application Site including land up to 50 m from the Application Site boundary (the 
Survey Area) was surveyed according to CIEEM guidance21. Plant names recorded in this survey 
follow Stace (2010). An additional walkover was previously undertaken in February 2020 by 
Portsmouth Water ecologists.  

2.12. A full National Vegetation Classification (NVC) survey was undertaken in 2016 following standard 
methodology from Rodwell, 1991 and 199220, across the wider WTW site, with update monitoring 
undertaken in 2019.  

2.13. The walkover surveys recorded information on the habitats within the Survey Area and also 
included a search for evidence of the presence of, and the potential of each habitat to support, 
priority and protected species as recommended by CIEEM21. The species element of the extended 
Phase 1 habitat survey recorded evidence within the Application Site and land up to 50 m from the 
Application Site boundary only.  Where Phase 2 surveys have been undertaken, the survey extents 
of these surveys are detailed in Table 2.2. below.    

2.14. This survey method comprised the following: 

 
13 Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government (2019) National Planning Policy Framework. 
14 Portsmouth City Council (2012) A spatial plan for Portsmouth. The Portsmouth Plan (Portsmouth’s Core Strategy). 
15 Portsmouth City Council (2019) Portsmouth City Local Plan. Consultation Document.  
16 Portsmouth City Council (2019) Biodiversity and Portsmouth. Background Paper. 
17 http://jnecology.uk/ 
18 https://www.cieem.net/competency-framework 
19 Joint Nature Conservation Committee (2010) Handbook for Phase 1 habitat survey - a technique for environmental audit. 
20 Rodwell, J.S. (ed.) (1991). British plant communities, Volume 1. Woodlands and scrub. Cambridge 

University Press, Cambridge. 
Rodwell, J.S. (ed.) (1992). British plant communities, Volume 3. Grasslands and montane communities. 
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge 
21 Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (2017) Guidelines for Preliminary Ecological Appraisal, Second Edition. 



 

C02 | 25/09/20 
Atkins | HTR-ATK-XX-FR-RP-Z-0003 Page 11 of 54 
 

• Mapping habitats present according to the JNCC Phase 1 habitat survey methodology19, with 
target notes (TN) used to record specific details on the plant species composition of the 
habitats, current management and condition. TNs were also used to record features of 
ecological importance e.g. veteran trees; 

• Assessing the potential of terrestrial and aquatic habitats to support amphibians. Aquatic habitat 
was assessed for its suitability to support great crested newts using the Habitat Suitability Index 
(HSI) assessment; 

• Assessing the suitability of habitats for nesting and wintering birds; 

• Assessing the suitability of habitats for reptiles; 

• Assessing the suitability of habitats for hazel dormouse;  

• Assessing the suitability of habitats for priority invertebrates; and 

• Signs of badger activity including setts, tracks, snuffle holes and latrines; 

2.15. In addition to the above, specific searches were made to the following: 

2.16. Potential roosting sites for bats within structures e.g. identification of suitable cracks and crevices 
(survey undertaken from ground only). The assessment of potential suitability of the structures for 
roosting sites for bats were categorised based on good practice guidance22. 

2.17. Evidence of Japanese knotweed, giant knotweed, hybrid knotweed, giant hogweed, Himalayan 
balsam, rhododendron, Virginia creeper, variegated yellow archangel, and cotoneaster was 
recorded where seen. These invasive non-native plant species are listed on Schedule 9 of the 
Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) and subject to strict legal control. 

Phase 2 Surveys 
2.18. The ecological walkover identified suitable habitat for roosting bats, common reptiles, breeding birds 

and notable invertebrate species within the Application Site boundary.  

2.19. Preliminary bat roost assessments for each structure within the Application Site were undertaken to 
support this EcIA, as detailed in Table 2-2.  

Table 2-2 - Phase 2 surveys 

Survey type Study area - distance from the 
Proposed Scheme boundary. 

Rational for Study area Date of surveys 

Preliminary bat roost 
assessment carried 
out in February 2020 
and June 2020 

Endoscope inspection 
carried out in April 
2020 

Within the Scheme boundary 
only.  

Slow Sand Filter basin (and 
associated built structures), 
Washer building, metal 
storage tanks and small brick 
building.  

All structures within the 
Application Site boundary.  

Initial ground level assessment 
on trees on northern boundary 
of Application Site, however not 
anticipated to be impacted 
upon by the Proposed Scheme. 

26th February 
2020 

17th April 2020 

3rd June 2020 

Methodology for Potential Roosting Features Assessment 

2.20. The preliminary bat roost assessment detailed above has been undertaken in accordance with good 
practice guidance22 and CIEEM competencies23 for undertaking bat surveys.   

2.21. The preliminary roost assessment of structures was undertaken on 26 February, 17 April and 3rd 
June 2020 by competent surveyors from Portsmouth Water and ECOSA. 

2.22. The extent of the assessment was based on the zone of influence for this species group and 
included all structures within the Application Site (the Bat Survey Area).   

2.23. The assessment involved a detailed visual examination of each structure, and trees, which was 
initially undertaken from ground level, during daylight hours and aided with the use of binoculars 
and a bright torch.   

2.24. The ground level visual examination involved the identification of potential entry/ exit points for bats 
or other Potential Roost Features (PRFs) such as holes in brickwork, cracks, and gaps in masonry, 
etc. A detailed inspection of the interior of each structure was also undertaken, which involved 

 
22 Collins, J. (ed.) (2016) Bat Surveys for Professional Ecologists: Good Practice Guidelines (3rd edition). The Bat Conservation Trust, 
London  
23 CIEEM (2013) Competencies for Species Survey: Bats. Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management, Winchester. 
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accessing the basement of the Washer building and internal structure of the SSF basin and small 
brick building to the west of Gillman Road.   

2.25. Based on the location, aspect, orientation and characteristics of the features identified, each 
structure was assigned a potential suitability value for bats. The assessment of potential suitability 
was carried out according to good practice guidance22 which assigns each structure/ tree either 
Negligible, Low, Moderate or High suitability for roosting bats. 

Other Phase 2 surveys 

2.26. No Phase 2 surveys for common reptiles or breeding birds have been undertaken prior to this EcIA 
due to the limited areas of suitable habitat identified. The trees within the Application Site and 
hedgerow outside of the Application Site are considered to provide suitable habitat for breeding 
birds, however, these will not be lost to the Proposed Scheme. The area of grassland considered to 
be suitable for common reptiles is relatively small in extent and well connected to other areas of 
similar habitat. Presence is assumed and a suitable method of discouraging reptiles from this 
location is detailed in Section 4 as suitable mitigation in the absence of presence/ absence survey 
data.  

2.27. A survey of the SINC, in which the Application Site partially sits, was undertaken for notable 
invertebrate species in 201612 and has not been updated since. Current management of the SINC 
suggests the habitats remain suitable for the notable species found in 2016. Presence is assumed 
and suitable mitigation is detailed in Section 4 in the absence of up to date data.  

Survey Limitations 
2.28. This section identifies any limitations to the surveys or assessment and provides an explanation as 

to the effect of these on the assessment.  

2.29. Phase 2 surveys have not been completed for some species (i.e. common reptiles and breeding 
birds) for which suitable habitat has been identified within the Application Site boundary. The area 
of habitat considered suitable for these species which will be impacted is limited in its extent, 
however, a precautionary approach has been undertaken and presence is assumed. Proposed 
mitigation in Section 4 for the protection of these species is considered to be sufficient to reduce 
any potential impacts of the current Proposed Scheme.  

2.30. The duration of validity of ecological survey reports can vary but are considered to be valid for at 
least one year24 without requiring an update. The results from the ECOSA invertebrate survey are 
from 2016, however, this is not considered to be a limitation to the assessment, as the consistent 
management of the wider WTW site and SINC, including the calcareous grassland within the 
Application Site, is likely to have maintained the habitat’s suitability for the notable species within 
the report. No notable species have been previously identified within the Application Site redline 
boundary.  

2.31. Ecological surveys are limited by factors which affect the presence of plants and animals such as 
the time of year, migration patterns and behaviour. The ecological surveys undertaken to support 
this EcIA have not therefore produced a complete list of plants and animals and the absence of 
evidence of any particular species should not be taken as conclusive proof that the species is not 
present or that it will not be present in the future. The above limitation/s has been addressed 
through taking the precautionary approach within the assessment. 

2.32. The desk study reviewed the Woodland Trust Veteran Trees inventory, this provides records of 
veteran trees, but is not an exhaustive list and other veteran trees may be present in the area.  The 
walkover survey aimed to identify such features and as such this is not considered a constraint. 

Nature Conservation Importance  
2.33. A number of criteria have become accepted as a means of assessing the nature conservation 

importance of a defined area of land which are set out in A Nature Conservation Review25 and 
include diversity, rarity and naturalness. 

2.34. The nature conservation importance or potential importance of an ecological feature is determined 
within the following geographic context: 

 
24 CIEEM (2019) Advise Note: On the lifespan of ecological reports and surveys. https://cieem.net/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Advice-

Note.pdf [accessed 12th June 2020] 
25 Ratcliffe, D. (1977) A Nature Conservation Review. Cambridge University Press. 
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• International (e.g. Special Areas of Conservation, Special Protection Areas, Ramsar sites); 

• National (e.g. Sites of Special Scientific Interest); 

• Regional (e.g. Environment Agency regional biodiversity indicators, important features in 
Natural England Natural Areas); 

• Metropolitan, County, Vice-County or Other Local Authority-wide Area (e.g. Local Nature 
Reserves, Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation); 

• Local (undesignated ecological features e.g. old hedges, woodlands, ponds); 

• The Application Site and its immediate environs (e.g. small pond, marshy grassland); and 

• Negligible (e.g. areas of hardstanding and amenity grassland). 

2.35. Features that have been identified to be of less than local importance are not considered to be 
important ecological features and as such have not been considered within the impact assessment. 
Where mitigation is required for these features for legal reasons this is detailed in Section 4.   

Impact Assessment  
2.36. The assessment of the potential effects of the Proposed Scheme takes into account both on-site 

impacts and those that may occur to adjacent and more distant ecological features.   

2.37. The zone of influence is an area within which ecological features may be subject to biophysical 
changes as a result of the Proposed Scheme. Throughout the EcIA process the zone of influence 
was regularly reviewed. The zone of influence for the impact assessment is typically the same as 
the field survey area, as the likely impacts of the Proposed Scheme were considered when 
establishing the field survey areas. However, this was reviewed during the impact assessment, 
based on further understanding of the Proposed Scheme impacts and on the results of the desk 
study, field surveys and consultation. Any changes to the zone of influence are explained in Section 
4.  

2.38. Where impacts have been identified, details are provided within the assessment to characterise 
these in terms or their extent and magnitude, duration, frequency and timing, and reversibility. Both 
positive and negative impacts are discussed. Impacts were also characterised in terms of how they 
occur, i.e. direct, indirect secondary or cumulative. Impacts can be permanent or temporary and can 
include: 

• Direct loss and degradation of wildlife habitats; 

• Fragmentation and isolation of habitats; 

• Mortality and injury to species; 

• Disturbance to species from noise, light or other visual stimuli; 

• Changes to key habitat features; and 

• Changes to the local hydrology, water quality and/or air quality. 

2.39. For designated sites, effects are considered significant when a project and associated activities is 
likely to either undermine or support the conservation objectives or condition of the site(s) and its 
features of interest. 

2.40. For ecosystems, effects are considered significant when a project and associated activities is likely 
to result in a change in ecosystem structure and function. 

2.41. Consideration is given to whether: 

• Any processes or key characteristics will be removed or changed;  

• There will be an effect on the nature, extent, structure and function of component habitats;  

• There is an effect on the average population size and viability of component species; and 

• Functions and processes acting outside the formal boundary of a designated site has also been 
considered, particularly where a site falls within a wider ecosystem e.g. wetland sites.  

2.42. Some ecosystems can tolerate a degree of minor changes, such as localised or temporary 
disturbance or changes in physical conditions, without such changes harming their function or 
importance. For this EcIA, ecological effects have been considered in the light of any information 
available about the capacity of ecosystems to accommodate change. Significant effects have been 
determined as being either negative or positive.  
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2.43. The conservation importance of undesignated habitats and species within a defined geographical 
area (International to Local) has been used in this assessment to determine whether the effects of 
the proposals are likely to be significant: 

• For habitats, conservation status is determined by the sum of the influences acting on the 
habitat that may affect its extent, structure and functions as well as its distribution and its typical 
species within a given geographical area; and,  

• For species, conservation status is determined by the sum of influences acting on the species 
concerned that may affect its abundance and distribution within a given geographical area. 

2.44. When assessing potential effects on conservation importance, the known or likely background 
trends and variations in status have been taken into account. The level of ecological resilience or 
likely level of ecological conditions, that would allow the population of a species or area of habitat to 
continue to exist at a given level or continue to increase along an existing trend or reduce a 
decreasing trend, has been estimated where appropriate to do so. 

2.45. The avoidance, mitigation, compensation and/ or enhancement measures described within the EcIA 
have been incorporated into the design and operational phasing programme and taken into account 
in the assessment of the significance of effects. These mitigation measures include those required 
to achieve the minimum standard of established good practice together with additional measures to 
further reduce any negative impacts of the Proposed Scheme. The mitigation measures include 
those required to reduce or avoid the risk of committing legal offences.  

2.46. If the design changes or the agreed mitigation cannot be implemented the effects will need to be 
reassessed and further surveys may be required.  In this event, the conclusion of this EcIA may no 
longer be valid. 

2.47. In addition to measures required to ameliorate negative effects on important ecological features, 
further biodiversity enhancement measures have been identified and will be incorporated into the 
Proposed Scheme as it is progressed.  

2.48. The impact assessment has taken account of cumulative effects.  In order to identify potential 
projects which could have a cumulative effect a review was undertaken of Portsmouth City Council 
planning portal in order to inform the Design and Access Statement in March 2020.  

2.49. No relevant projects were identified during the review and as such no cumulative effects are 
predicted. 

Mitigation Hierarchy  
2.50. The principles of the mitigation hierarchy26/27 have been adopted and used when considering 

impacts and subsequent effects on important ecological features within the zone of influence. 

2.51. The principles of the mitigation hierarchy are that in order of preference impacts on biodiversity 
should be subject to: 

• Avoidance; 

• Mitigation; 

• Compensation; and  

• Enhancement. 

  

 
26 Department for Communities and Local Development (2018) National Planning Policy Framework, Paragraph 118. 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 
27 CIEEM (2018) Guidelines for Ecological Impact Assessment in the UK and Ireland: Terrestrial, Freshwater, Coastal and Marine, 
Paragraph 1.19. Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management, Winchester.  
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3. Baseline Conditions and Importance  
3.1. This section provides details of the ecological baseline relevant to the Proposed Scheme recorded 

during the desk study and field surveys undertaken to inform this EcIA. It also provides details on 
ecological receptors considered in the assessment.  

Statutory and non-Statutory Designated Sites  
3.2. Table 3-1 details the statutory and non-statutory designated sites for nature conservation identified 

though the desk study. These are shown on Figures C1 and C2 in Appendix A.  

Table 3-1 – Statutory designated sites within 1 km28 of the Application Site 

Site name Designation Approximate 
Location of 
designated site29 

Features of interest30 Importance level 

Chichester 
and 
Langstone 
Harbours  

Ramsar 
site 

850 m south Ramsar criterion 1 

Two large estuarine basins 
linked by the channel which 
divides Hayling Island from the 
main Hampshire coastline. 
The site includes intertidal 
mudflats, saltmarsh, sand and 
shingle spits and sand dunes; 

Ramsar criterion 5 

Assemblages of international 
importance; Species with peak 
counts in winter: 76480 
waterfowl (5 year peak mean 
1998/99-2002/2003); 

Ramsar criterion 6 

Species/population occurring 
at levels of international 
importance. 

International 

Chichester 
and 
Langstone 
Harbours 

Special 
Protected 
Area (SPA) 

850 m south Two large estuarine basins 
containing extensive intertidal 
mudflats and sandflats with 
areas of seagrass beds, 
saltmarsh, shallow coastal 
waters, coastal lagoons, 
coastal grazing marsh and 
shingle ridges and islands. 
These habitats support 
internationally and nationally 
important numbers of 
overwintering and breeding 
bird species31. 

International  

 
28 This is the zone of influence for statutory designated sites. 
29 Where designated sites are situated outside of the Application Site boundary, the distance and direction are given to the closest point 
that the designated site is from the Application Site. 
30 Descriptions of designated sites are taken from Ecological Data Search: Farlington to Nelson Pipeline, Reference 8944. (HBIC, 2020).  
31 Qualifying bird species: Bar-tailed godwit, non-breeding; Common tern, breeding; Curlew, non-breeding; Dark-bellied brent goose, non-

breeding; Dunlin, non-breeding; Grey plover, non-breeding; Little tern, breeding; Pintail, non-breeding; Red-breasted merganser, non-
breeding; Redshank, non-breeding; Ringed plover, non-breeding; Sanderling, non-breeding; Sandwich tern, breeding; Shelduck, non-
breeding;  Shoveler, non-breeding; Teal, non-breeding; Turnstone, non-breeding;  Waterbird assemblage, non-breeding; Wigeon, non-
breeding.  
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Langstone 
Harbour 

Site of 
Special 
Scientific 
Interest 
(SSSI) 

850 m south 

(within 
boundaries of 
Chichester and 
Langstone 
Harbours 
Ramsar Site/ 
SPA). 

Large estuarine basin with 
extensive mud/sandflats 
exposed at low tide. The site 
is of particular significance for 
wintering wildfowl and waders 
and also breeding birds both 
within the Harbour and in the 
surrounding permanent 
pasture fields and woodlands. 
There is a wide range of 
habitats which have important 
plant communities. 

National 

Farlington 
Marshes  

Local 
Nature 
Reserve 
(LNR) 

850 m south 
(within 
boundaries of 
Chichester and 
Langstone 
Harbours 
Ramsar Site/ 
SPA) 

Flower-rich grazing marsh, 
internationally important for 
the bird populations that it 
supports. 

County 

3.3. The Solent Maritime Special Area of Conservation (SAC) is also located just outside the EZoI at 
1.05 km south of the Application Site. This is a major estuarine system with extensive estuarine 
flats. Solent Maritime is the only site for smooth cord-grass in the UK and is one of only two sites 
where significant amounts of small cord-grass are found. It is also one of the few remaining sites for 
Townsend’s cord-grass and holds extensive areas of common cord-grass, all four species thus 
occurring here in close proximity. The Solent contains the second-largest aggregation of Atlantic 
salt meadows in south and south-west England. 

3.4. All of the above statutory designated sites are separated from the Application Site by residential 
development and a railway line. None of the above statutory designated sites are hydrologically 
connected to the Application Site, nor is the WTW Site functionally linked to any of these designated 
Sites.  

3.5. Taking these factors into consideration and the localised nature of the works, it is not anticipated 
that there will be any negative impacts on these statutory designated sites as a result of the 
Proposed Scheme and they can be scoped out of this assessment. However, the SPA and Ramsar 
sites will be assessed further through a Habitats Regulation Assessment Screening Report, in line 
with local policy PCS1332.  

Table 3-2 - Non-statutory designated sites within 500 m33 of the Application Site 

Site name  Designation Approximate 
Location of 
designated site34 

Features of interest (including 
qualifying features of 
internationally designated sites 
and reasons for designation for 
SSSIs) 

Importance Level 

East and 
West of 
Gillman Road   

Site of 
Importance 
for Nature 
Conservation 
(SINC) 

Part of this SINC 
falls within the 
Application Site 
and covers the 
wider WTW site. 

Semi-improved calcareous 
grassland with significant element 
of unimproved grassland. Notable 
species include corn parsley and 
flattened meadow-grass which 
are county scarce species. 

County 

Land to the 
north of 

SINC 15 m north Semi-improved grassland with 
significant element of unimproved 
grassland. Impoverished areas 

County 

 
32 Portsmouth City Council (2012) The Portsmouth Plan: Portsmouth’s Core Strategy 
33 This is the zone of influence for non-statutory designated sites. 
34 Where designated sites are situated outside of the Application Site boundary, the distance and direction is given to the closest point that 
the designated site is from the Application Site. 
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Portsdown 
Hill Road 

due to inappropriate management 
but sufficient relics of unimproved 
grassland within these areas to 
enable recovery. Notable species 
include small blue butterfly (a 
county scarce species) and 
autumn lady's-tresses (a species 
of national interest). 

Fort Purbrook 
Paddock 4 

SINC 210 m north east Semi-improved grassland with 
significant element of unimproved 
grassland. 

County 

Fort Purbrook 
Paddock 3 

SINC 220 m north Semi-improved grassland with 
significant element of unimproved 
grassland. 

County 

Fort Purbrook 
Paddock 2 

SINC 250 m north Semi-improved grassland with 
significant element of unimproved 
grassland. Notable species 
include autumn lady's-tresses (a 
species of national interest). 

County 

Portsmouth 
Golf Course 
East 

SINC 350 m north Semi-improved grassland with 
significant element of unimproved 
grassland. Impoverished areas 
due to inappropriate management 
but sufficient relics of unimproved 
grassland within these areas to 
enable recovery. 

County 

Fort Purbrook 
Paddock 1 

SINC 360 m north west Semi-improved grassland with 
significant element of unimproved 
grassland. Notable species: small 
blue butterfly, a county scarce 
species and autumn lady's-
tresses, a species of national 
interest. 

County 

Portsmouth 
Golf Course 
West 

SINC 400 m north west Semi-improved grassland with 
significant element of unimproved 
grassland. Impoverished areas 
due to inappropriate management 
but sufficient relics of unimproved 
grassland within these areas to 
enable recovery. 

County 

Field East of 
Farlington 
Redoubt 
(North) 

SINC 440 m north east Grasslands which have become 
impoverished due to inappropriate 
management, but which retain 
sufficient elements of relic 
unimproved grassland to enable 
recovery. 

County 

Fort Purbrook SINC 445 m north west Semi-improved grassland with 
significant element of unimproved 
grassland. Notable species 
include sainfoin and autumn 
lady's-tresses which are both 
species of national interest. 

County 

Fields off 
Havant Road 

SINC 450 m east Grassland. Notable species 
include dwarf spurge which is a 
species of national interest. 

County 
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Farlington 
Avenue 

SINC 470 m west Semi-improved grassland with 
significant element of unimproved 
grassland. 

County 

Portsmouth 
City Golf 
Course 
Copse 

SINC 470 m west Woodland where there is a 
significant element of ancient 
semi-natural woodland surviving. 
Notable species include fly orchid 
(a species of national interest), 
and bastard toadflax (a species of 
county interest and a species 
known to favour calcareous 
conditions). 

County 

3.6. The following SINCs are separated from the Application Site by Portsdown Hill Road, are beyond 
200 m, and are not hydrologically connected to the Application Site:  

• Field East of Farlington Redoubt (North); 

• Fort Purbrook; 

• Fort Purbrook Paddocks (1, 2, 3 and 4); and  

• Portsmouth Golf Course sites (Copse, East and West).  

3.7. Taking these factors into consideration and the localised nature of the works, it is not anticipated 
that there will be any negative impacts on these designated sites, and they can be scoped out of 
this assessment. 

3.8. The Fields off Havant Road SINC and Farlington Avenue SINC are separated from the Application 
Site by residential properties, are located beyond 200 m, and are not hydrologically connected to 
the Application Site. Taking these factors into consideration and the localised nature of the works, it 
is not anticipated that there will be any negative impacts on these designated sites, and they can be 
scoped out of this assessment. 

3.9. It is not anticipated that the Proposed Scheme will affect the Land to the North of Portsdown Hill 
Road SINC as the SINC are not hydrologically connected to the Application Site. The partially 
overlapping Brent Goose Strategic Site43 designation is assessed below under Protected Species.    

3.10. The Application Site falls within East and West of Gillman Road SINC, therefore the Proposed 
Scheme may impact this designated site and it will be included in this impact assessment.  

Irreplaceable Habitats 
3.11. There is no Ancient Woodland within 500 m35 of the Application Site and there are no veteran trees 

within 50 m36 of the Application Site.  

Habitats 
3.12. The Application Site is dominated by the WTW buildings and hardstanding. The buildings and 

hardstanding of the Application Site are surrounded by lowland calcareous grassland3,4 and neutral 
grassland, which is subject to a regular mowing and grazing regime. Noteworthy plants within the 
lowland calcareous grassland within the Application Site include sainfoin and quaking-grass. 

3.13. Within the boundaries of the Farlington WTW, there is a mosaic of calcareous grassland, lowland 
meadow and neutral grassland. There are scattered trees (mainly ash and field maple) within the 
boundaries of Farlington WTW and areas of scrub which are mainly concentrated in the northern 
areas of the WTW site. The northern boundary of the Application Site is lined with a native species 
hedgerow (mainly hawthorn and blackthorn) alongside a boundary fence.  

3.14. Non-operational areas of the WTW are utilised by grazing ponies. 

 
35 This is the zone of influence for ancient woodland. 
36 This is the zone of influence for veteran trees. 
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3.15. Table 3-3 provides a summary description of each habitat, identifies those habitats which are listed 
on Annex 137 and/ or listed as priority habitats38, and provides a nature conservation importance for 
each habitat. The table also provides details of the area of each habitat within the Application Site 
and the proportion of the Application Sites this makes up. Habitats are mapped on the extended 
Phase 1 habitat survey plan (Figure D1 in Appendix A) and have been provided as part of the NVC 
reports and update monitoring.  

Table 3-3 – Habitat types within 500m39 of the Application Site 

Habitat type Approximate 
Location of 
Habitat40 

Approximate 
Area of 
Habitat/Distance 
of Linear 
Feature41 

Annex 1 
habitat 

Yes/No 

Priority 
habitat 

Yes/No 

Importance 
level  

Rationale for 
valuation 

Ha  % of 
Site 

Buildings and 
WTW 
structures 
and 
hardstanding 

Within 
Application Site 

0.799 46.7% No No Application 
Site 

Negligible 
potential for 
roosting bats but 
potential for 
common nesting 
bird species 

Lowland 
calcareous 
grassland  

Within 
Application Site, 
and across the 
wider WTW and 
SINC; and 80 m 
north 

0.321 18.7% Yes Yes County Priority habitat 
within the SINC.  
Forms part of a 
locally significant 
habitat.   

Neutral 
Grassland 

Within 
Application Site, 
and across the 
wider WTW and 
SINC 

0.513 30% No No Local Part of the SINC 
habitat. 

Short ruderal Within 
Application Site, 
and across the 
wider WTW and 
SINC 

0.079 4.6% No No Application 
Site 

Part of the SINC 
habitat. 

Lowland 
Meadow 
(East and 
West of 
Gillman Road 
SINC) 

Immediately 
adjacent to the 
Application Site; 
Within the wider 
WTW and SINC. 

N/A N/A Yes Yes County Priority habitat 
and part of the 
SINC habitat. 
Small in extent 
but forms part of 
a locally 
significant 
habitat.   

Scattered 
Trees 

Immediately 
adjacent to the 
northern 
boundary of the 
Application Site 

N/A N/A No No Site level 
only 

Part of the SINC 
habitat. Potential 
for common 
nesting bird 
species 

 
37 http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/page-1523 
38 http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/page-5706 
39 This is the zone of influence for habitats. 
40 Where habitats are situated outside of the Application Site boundary, the distance and direction is given to the closest point that the 
habitat from is the Application Site. 
41 The area of habitat is only provided for those habitats that fall within the Application Site. 
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Scrub 15 m north N/A N/A No No Site level 
only 

Part of the SINC 
habitat. Potential 
for common 
nesting bird 
species and 
reptiles 

Hedgerow 15 m north N/A N/A No No Local Part of the SINC 
habitat. Potential 
for common 
nesting bird 
species and 
reptiles 

Deciduous 
Woodland 

260 m north N/A N/A No Yes County Priority habitat 

3.16. The majority of the Application Site is dominated by existing WTW buildings, structures and 
hardstanding covering approximately 46.7% of the total Site. These habitats can be scoped out of 
this assessment as they have either negligible potential for supporting a notable species or 
importance to nature conservation within the Application Site only. The buildings will be discussed 
further below under Protected Species in terms of their suitability for common nesting bird and 
roosting bats.  

3.17. The deciduous woodland to the north of the Application Site is separated from the Application Site 
by Portsdown Hill Road, is a significant distance from the construction area and is not hydrologically 
connected to the Application Site. Taking these factors into consideration and the localised nature 
of the works, this habitat can scoped out of this assessment. 

Protected and Priority Species 
3.18. This section provides a summary of the results of the desk study, extended Phase 1 habitat survey 

and the Phase 2 surveys, along with the nature conservation importance for each species or 
species group.  

Badgers 
3.19. The HBIC data search identified two recent42 badger records within 2 km of the Application Site. 

The closest and most recent record (2017) lies to the north of the Application Site, where a field 
observation was recorded. However, the record has a four-figure grid reference, therefore the 
distance of the record from the Application Site cannot be determined.  

3.20. No evidence of badger presence was recorded during the walkovers in February and June 2020, 
however badgers may be present in the wider landscape. 

Amphibians 
3.21. The HBIC data search did not identify any recent records of amphibians within 2 km of the 

Application Site. 

3.22. There is one waterbody located approximately 480 m north of the Application Site, within 
Portsmouth Golf Course, north of the B2177.  

3.23. Due to the distance between this waterbody and the Application Site, the nature of the habitats 
within the Application Site (mown grassland and hardstanding), and the extent of the working area, 
it is considered unlikely that great crested newts would be encountered during works at the 
Application Site. Therefore, great crested newts are not considered further within this assessment.   

Bats 
3.24. HBIC provided records of the following species of bats located within 2 km of the Application Site: 

common pipistrelle, soprano pipistrelle, noctule, serotine, Daubenton’s, brown long eared, 
Natterer’s, Brandt’s, whiskered and Nathusius’ pipistrelle. The majority of these records were 

 
42For the purposes of this assessment, a recent record is one that has been recorded in the last 10 years of the date of this assessment.  
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provided as two or four figure grid references; therefore, record locations and distances from the 
Application Site cannot be determined. Two records of common pipistrelle maternity roosts were 
identified at approximately 270 m and 280 m south of the Application Site. One record of a 
pipistrelle species hibernation roost was identified approximately 1.7 km north west of the 
Application Site.  

3.25. An initial building inspection of the Washer building and the slow sand filter (SSF) basin was carried 
out in February 2020 with a detailed endoscope inspection of the Washer building carried out in 
April 2020. The SSF basin did not require an endoscope survey. The metal storage tanks, small 
brick building, and trees within the Application site were assessed in June 2020.  

Ground level tree assessment 

3.26. There are a low number of deciduous trees within the calcareous grassland at the western end 
close to Gillman Road; Swedish whitebeam, silver birch, beech, sycamore, and small fruit trees of 
unspecified variety. No suitable roosting features for bats were identified on any of these trees.  

3.27. The native species hedgerow running along the northern edge of the WTW Site, 20m north of the 
Application Site boundary, is considered to provide suitable foraging habitat for bats.  

Washer building 

       Figure 1.1: Area location Plan – to inform the locations of potential bat features  (described below) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.28. The Washer building comprises a brick-built structure, (see target note 3 in Appendix D.1), with a 
flat metal roof with skylights, coping stones are located around the roof edge. Internally the building 
comprises four distinct areas: the northern section houses water treatment equipment, this is kept 
warm to ensure the optimum function of the chemicals used (Area 1). A large storage area forms 
the southern part (Area 2), within which a small brick structure, approximately 3 m2 is located (Area 
3). This area is unheated, cool and damp in places where water is entering the building. The roof 
has been sealed internally using expanding foam spray. A large basement is located beneath the 
ground floor (Area 4). This comprises four damp chambers with apparent high humidity and 
condensation visible on the internal ceiling.  

3.29. There is a large crack in the brickwork at the south-east corner of the wall of Area 2. The crack is 
over 10 mm in width and as such is large enough for bats to access. However, investigation of the 
heavily cobwebbed crack concluded that there was no cavity in the wall that is solid brick. There 
was no evidence that this crack had been used for roosting.. Given the amount of equipment stored 
under plastic within Area 2, it is considered that there would be evidence of bat usage in the form of 
droppings, or urine staining had bats been present, but no such evidence was recorded. 

3.30. Therefore, the surveys carried out in February 2020 and April 2020 concluded that the Washer 
building has negligible potential to support bats. 

Slow Sand Filter basin 

3.31. The SSF building (see target note 2, in Appendix D.1), comprises a large open stone and brick-built 
structure that is dug into the ground. Cylindrical structures are located at the west and east ends 
and four inlet valves (drains) are located in each corner (details below). The structure is no longer 
used other than as an emergency water storage area.  
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3.32. Some shallow cracks are present within the brickwork of the main structure; these cracks extend 
along the western wall of the SSF structure, and in places are large enough to allow small ferns to 
grow and snails to reside. These cracks are considered to be too exposed for bat hibernation and 
not suitable for significant summer roosts, such as a maternity roost. 

3.33. A small crack less than 5 mm wide was identified in the back wall of the structure and therefore 
considered too small to act as a bat roost feature. Where the metal lid is attached to the drain 
structure, a single layer of bricks is located, where a gap was present. Whilst superficially this 
appeared to be of a size that could be used by bats, its location and the materials present are likely 
to make the temperature too variable for use as a bat roost. A fine layer of cobwebs covered the 
gap in places indicating that it had not been used by bats. As with the other drains a gap is present 
between the single layer of bricks and the metal lid, this was cobwebbed in places. 

3.34. Inspection of the small built structure adjacent to drain 2 (south east corner) found an open metal 
pipe which was occupied by spiders. A gap is present between the single layer of bricks and the 
metal lid, as with drain 1. This was cobwebbed in places. 

3.35. Inspection of the small built structure adjacent to drain 3 (south west corner) found an open metal 
pipe which was occupied by spiders. The upper layer of bricks has shifted on one side, which has 
pushed out the mortar so that a gap is present behind. There is water staining around this fault 
indicating that water seeps through following periods of rainfall. As with the other drains a gap is 
present between the single layer of bricks and the metal lid, this was cobwebbed in places.  

3.36. Inspection of the small built structure adjacent to drain 4 (north west corner), as with the other 
drains, a small gap is present between the single layer of bricks and the metal lid. This was 
cobwebbed. There are some minor cracks in the side walls, but these were considered too small to 
support roosting bats.  

3.37. Whilst all of these drain structures appear to superficially provide features for bat roosting, these 
features in most cases are heavily cobwebbed. No evidence of bat activity, such as droppings or 
actual bats was recorded during the survey, and it is considered that the exposed nature and 
fluctuations in temperate would render each feature unsuitable for bat roosting. As such they are 
considered to provide a negligible potential for roosting bats. 

3.38. Taking the above factors into consideration, the SSF basin is considered to provide negligible 
potential for roosting bats and is not considered to be a constraint. However, it is considered likely 
that bats will be foraging in the wider landscape and suitable mitigation will be implemented to 
reduce any potential impacts that may arise from the Proposed Scheme as detailed in Section 4.  

Small brick building 

3.39. A small brick building is present at the eastern end of the access track to the horse-grazed fields, 
just to the west of Gillman Road (see TN4 in Appendix D.1). The building has a single skinned 
wooden roof, boarded up windows and an open northern elevation. Internally there are two small 
rooms that are covered in spider webs. No evidence of roosting bats was recorded, the building is 
draughty and does not contain suitable roosting features for bats either during the active or 
hibernation season. Overall, the building was assessed to have negligible suitability for roosting 
bats.  

Metal storage tanks 

3.40. A series of metal storage tanks are present within a fenced compound east of the Washer Building 
(see TN5 in Appendix D.1). These tanks were installed at the site during 2016 and replaced semi-
improved calcareous grassland. The storage tanks are well sealed and provide negligible suitability 
for roosting bats.  

Birds 
3.41. HBIC provided records of 125 notable bird species, that are protected or of conservation concern 

status, within 2 km of the Application Site and 56 of these species are listed on Schedule 1 of the 
Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended). There are no records of notable bird species 
within the Application Site. 

3.42. The Solent coastline forming part of the Chichester and Langstone Harbour SPA and Ramsar Site 
provides an internationally important wintering area for Brent geese. The Brent Geese and Waders 
Strategy43 highlights there are a number of sites within the Portsmouth Area that provide roosting 

 
43 Portsmouth City Council (2019) Biodiversity and Portsmouth: Background Paper. 
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and foraging locations for Chichester and Langstone Harbours SPA bird species, contributing to the 
achievement of the SPA conservation objectives by supporting SPA functionality and integrity. The 
draft Solent Waders and Brent Goose Strategy44 by the Solent Waders and Brent Goose Strategy 
(SWBGS) Steering Group45 sets out a hierarchy of non-designated terrestrial wader and Brent 
goose sites classified by their importance to maintaining the overall ecological network for these 
species in the region.  

3.43. Farlington WTW does not fall within any of these non-designated terrestrial wader and Brent goose 
sites. However, there is one ‘Low Use’ site (code P02) located approximately 60 m north of the 
Proposed Scheme, part of the Land to the north of Portsdown Hill Road SINC. This site has records 
of birds but in low numbers (max count 1/ score 0)46.  Furthermore, HBIC biological records has 
provided confirmation that there are no recent records47 of Brent geese within 500 m of the 
Application Site. Information provided by HBIC indicates that surveys for geese were undertaken in 
2010 within the WTW west of the Application Site, and within another part of the WTW east of the 
Application Site. No Brent geese were recorded using the grasslands at the time of those surveys. 

3.44. The TIDE waterbird disturbance and mitigation toolkit48 states that if geese are within 400 m of 
works then consideration should be given to mitigation and efforts should be made to avoid high 
level disturbance that may result from the Proposed Scheme. P02 is currently subject to noise and 
disturbance from the golf course site immediately north, housing developments 200 m to the south, 
360 m to the north, the existing operational activities of the Farlington WTW site, as well as being 
subject to traffic noise from the Portsmouth Hill Road B2177 immediately south, and the A3 
motorway 890 m west. Due to the low use nature of the strategy site to the north, and the lack of 
records since 2002, it is considered the likely potential impact on Brent geese from the Proposed 
Scheme would be minor and restricted to the construction period only.   

3.45. The trees, scrub and hedgerow 15 m north of the Application Site provide suitable habitat for 
common species of nesting birds. There is also potential for common nesting bird species to utilise 
the buildings within the Application Site, with old bird’s nest being found at the drain inlet in the SSF 
basin.  

3.46. Taking the above factors into consideration, birds can be assigned a nature conservation 
importance level of within the Application Site only.  

Hazel Dormice 
3.47. The HBIC data search did not identify any recent records of hazel dormice within 2 km of the 

Application Site. 

3.48. The grassland and hardstanding habitats within the Application Site are not suitable for supporting 
hazel dormice. The hedgerow 15 m north of the Application Site provides suitable habitat for 
dormice. However, this will not be affected by the Proposed Scheme. This species is not considered 
further within this assessment. 

Invertebrates 
3.49. The HBIC data search provided records for 39 invertebrate species listed on Schedule 5 of the 

Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) within 2 km of the Application Site. 

3.50. The 2016 invertebrate survey49 recorded one notable species of invertebrate within the Application 
Site, i.e. picture-winged fly species. In the wider landscape, a further eight notable species were 
recorded within the boundaries of the WTW to the east of Gillman Road. These are stiletto fly, 
brown-banded carder bee, mining bee, six-belted clearwing, nomad bee, hornet robberfly, yellow-
faced bee and another picture-winged fly species. 

 
44 Revised July 2018 draft, due to replace the 2010 Waders and Brent Goose Strategy 
45 The SWBGS Steering Group includes representatives from Hampshire and Isle of Wight Wildlife Trust, Natural England, the RSPB, 
Hampshire County Ecologists and the Eastern Solent Coastal Partnership 
46 Refer to Section 7 and Appendix 1 of the following 2018 interim report: https://solentwbgs.files.wordpress.com/2018/11/swbgs-mitigation-
guidance-oct-2018.pdf  
47 Within the last 10years. 
48 https://www.tide-toolbox.eu/tidetools/waterbird_disturbance_mitigation_toolkit/  
“Importantly, this tool is not designed to replace traditional methods of environmental assessment and monitoring, but to provide an initial 
high-level guidance in the identification of possible construction: waterfowl disturbance issues and assist in the development of appropriate 
mitigation methods where practicable” 
 
49 ECOSA (2017) Farlington Water Treatment Works Invertebrate Survey 2016. 

https://solentwbgs.files.wordpress.com/2018/11/swbgs-mitigation-guidance-oct-2018.pdf
https://solentwbgs.files.wordpress.com/2018/11/swbgs-mitigation-guidance-oct-2018.pdf
https://www.tide-toolbox.eu/tidetools/waterbird_disturbance_mitigation_toolkit/
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Reptiles 
3.51. HBIC provided three recent records of common species of reptile (two common lizards and a slow 

worm) within 2 km of the Application Site. The closest of these records is that of a common lizard 
located approximately 550 m north west of the Application Site. 

3.52. The grassland within the Application Site is largely closely mown and/ or grazed and considered 
unsuitable for supporting common reptiles.  

3.53. There are patches of tussocky grassland within neutral grassland to the west of Gillman Road that 
are considered to be suitable for common reptiles. The grassland within the Application Site 
boundary is part of a wider grazed paddock. It is considered that if common reptiles are present, it is 
in low numbers only.  There are some areas of longer vegetation, adjacent to scrub, outside of the 
Application Site boundary but within the wider WTW site that also have suitability. 

3.54. Common reptiles, such as slow worm and common lizard, may make use of habitats within the 
WTW and within a small portion of the Application Site in low numbers only. Any common reptiles 
present are considered to be of importance within the Application Site only. 

Otter and Water Vole 
3.55. There are no watercourses within the Application Site. There is one watercourse within 500 m of the 

Application Site, a drain, located approximately 480 m north within the Portsmouth Golf Course. 
Portsmouth Golf Course is separated from the Application Site by Portsdown Hill Road. 

3.56. Due to the distance between this watercourse and the Application Site, the nature of the habitats 
within the Application Site (mown grassland and hardstanding), and the extent of the working area, 
it is considered unlikely that otter and water vole would be encountered during construction of the 
Proposed Scheme. Therefore, otter and water vole are not considered further within this 
assessment. 

White-clawed Crayfish 
3.57. There are no watercourses within the Application Site. There is one watercourse within 500 m of the 

Application Site, a drain, located approximately 480 m north within the Portsmouth Golf Course. 
Portsmouth Golf Course is separated from the Application Site by Portsdown Hill Road. 

3.58. Due to the distance between this watercourse and the Application Site, white-clawed crayfish are 
not considered further within this assessment. 

Notable Plants 
3.59. The HBIC data search provided recent records for 42 notable plant species within 2 km of the 

Application Site, of these 27 are listed on Schedule 1 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as 
amended). Records of 15 nationally scarce plant species and one nationally rare species (hairy 
vetchling) were also identified. 

3.60. The Application Site falls within the East and West of Gillman Road SINC. The citation for this SINC 
states the presence of County Scarce corn parsley and flattened-meadow grass. Neither of these 
species were recorded within the Application Site during the 2016 vegetation surveys or the 2019 
monitoring survey. The grassland within the Application Site is mainly short mown ranging from 
moderately calcareous and locally herb rich to herb poor.  

Other species 
3.61. The HBIC data search provided 22 records of hedgehogs within 2 km of the Application Site. The 

closest record is within the area of residential properties to the South of the Application Site.  

3.62. Hedgehogs are a species of principal importance under the NERC Act 2006. No signs of hedgehog 
presence were observed during the walkover in February and June 2020, however they be present 
in the wider landscape 
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Summary of Features of Nature Conservation Importance Taken 
Forward to Assessment 

3.63. Table 3-4 below provides a summary of the features of nature conservation importance which are 
considered within the impact assessment. The table also provides details of the zone of influence 
for the features.  

3.64. The following features that have been valued at less than local are not considered to be important 
ecological features and as such are not discussed further within this report: 

• Amphibians; 

• Dormice; 

• Otter; 

• Water Vole; 

• Notable plants; 

• Scattered trees, scrub and hedgerow within boundaries of Farlington WTW. 

3.65. It is not anticipated that the scattered trees, scrub and hedgerow immediately outside the 
Application Site boundary will be affected by the Proposed Scheme. All construction, and material 
storage, is to remain within the Application boundary as part of the design. Pollution Prevention 
Guidelines (PPG)52 will be followed as part of best practice to minimise the likelihood of pollution 
spills during construction. Fencing will be put in place to protect trees and hedgerows as part of the 
construction mitigation. Taking this factor into consideration and the localised nature of the works, 
these habitats can be scoped out of this assessment.  

3.66. The following features that have been valued at less than local are not considered to be important 
ecological features and as such as not discussed within the impact assessment. However due to 
legal considerations, mitigation is required, which is detailed in Section 4. Therefore, mitigation has 
been developed for legal reasons for:  

• Badgers; 

• Bats; 

• Nesting birds; 

• Common species of reptile; 

• Hedgehogs. 

 

3.67. In addition, the following features have also been scoped out of the impact assessment, because 
they are will not be directly impacted by the scheme and given the nature of the proposals indirect 
impacts have been discounted: 

• Deciduous woodland priority habitat.  

 

3.68. Grassland habitats (lowland meadows, lowland calcareous grassland and neutral grassland) within 
the East and West of Gillman Road SINC within the Application Site have been considered under 
the SINC receptor.  

3.69. Impacts on all other habitats outside of the applicant site have been discounted. 

 

Table 3-4 – Summary of importance of ecological features taken forward to assessment and their zone 
of influence 

Ecological 
Feature  

Summary of baseline  Maximum 
zone of 
influence50   

Importance 
level  

Rationale for valuation 

Chichester and 
Langstone 
Harbours SPA 

The site is of particular 
significance for over-
wintering wildfowl and 
waders and also a wide 

2km International European designated 
site. HRA assessment 
required to determine 
impact pathways.  

 
50 The zone of influence may be different for the construction and operational phases. The maximum zone of influence is given here. Where 
there are differences between the construction and operational zones of influence these are discussed within the impact assessment. 
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range of coastal and 
transitional habitats 
supporting important plant 
and animal communities. 

Chichester and 
Langstone 
Harbours 
Ramsar site 

Large, sheltered estuarine 
basins comprising 
extensive sand/ mudflats 
exposed at low tide. The 
basin contains a wide 
range of coastal habitats 
supporting important plant 
and animal communities. 

2km International European designated 
site. HRA assessment 
required to determine 
impact pathways. 

Solent Maritime 
SAC 

Major estuarine system 
with extensive estuarine 
flats.  

2km International European designated 
site. HRA assessment 
required to determine 
impact pathways. 

Langstone 
Harbour SSSI 

Large estuarine basin with 
extensive mud/sandflats 
exposed at low tide. The 
site is of particular 
significance for wintering 
wildfowl and waders and 
also breeding birds both 
within the Harbour and in 
the surrounding 
permanent pasture fields 
and woodlands. There is 
a wide range of habitats 
which have important 
plant communities. 

2km National National designation 

Farlington 
Marshes LNR 

Flower-rich grazing 
marsh, internationally 
important for the bird 
populations that it 
supports. 

LNR 
boundary 
only 

County County level statutory 
designation 

East and West 
of Gillman Road 
SINC 

The SINC contains priority 
grassland habitats which 
will be impacted by the 
proposed development    

SINC 
boundary 
only 

County The site is designated 
under the Local 
Planning Authority  

7 other SINCS 
within 2m of the 
site 

A variety of SINCs 
designated for various 
habitats 

SINC 
boundary 
only 

County The sites are 
designated under the 
Local Planning 
Authority  

Notable 
Invertebrates 

One notable species of 
invertebrate identified 
within the Application Site, 
with a further eight 
notable species recorded 
within the boundaries of 
the WTW to the east of 
Gillman Road. 

Application 
Site only 

Local These species utilise 
the priority habitat 
within the Application 
Site and across the 
wider designated site.  

Invasive Non-native Plant Species 
3.70. During the 2020 ecology walkover surveys, no evidence of non-native plant species were found 

inside the Application Site boundary. Tansy, buddleia, snow berry, and two cotoneaster species 
have been identified outside of the Application Site, but inside the WTW Site along the northern 
boundary. This area will not be disturbed during the construction of the Proposed Scheme. 
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4. Design Features and Mitigation 
Measures  

4.1. This section details the features that have been incorporated into the design which are of benefit to 
biodiversity and the mitigation measures which will be implemented during the construction phase 
to reduce ecological impacts.  In developing the mitigation, the mitigation hierarchy has been 
followed, looking to avoid, minimise or restore in the first instance.   

4.2. Features that have been valued at less than local are not considered to be important ecological 
features and as such have not been considered within the impact assessment. However, if 
mitigation is required for these features for legal reasons it is detailed within this section.  

Design Features 
4.3. The following measures have been incorporated into the Proposed Scheme design: 

• The new proposed building is located within an existing hardstanding, and the proposed 
compound areas make use of existing hardstanding or occupy grassland areas outside of the 
SINC boundary, where possible (along the western access track) to minimise habitat loss from 
the SINC in line with local planning policy PCS13. 

• Two bug hotels like those shown on the Nestbox website51 will be installed amongst the 
remaining grassland within the Application Site. In addition to the installation of the two bug 
hotels, the design of the proposed pathways/ edging of the new structures and temporary 
carpark will incorporate the installation of bare scrapes and areas of bare ground along the 
margins present, to compensate for the loss of habitat favoured by burrowing invertebrate 
species. These areas include: 

- two temporary parking areas within the site (south of the existing building group); 
- the construction compound next to the southern access road for siting of welfare/site office 

portacabins; 
- the strip of ground along the western access road to be used for materials storage. 

Mitigation Measures 

General Mitigation Measures 
4.4. The following general mitigation measures will be implemented during the construction phase of the 

Proposed Scheme:   

• Due to the likely time-lag (5 years) between submission of this EcIA and construction, a pre-
construction walkover survey will be undertaken to verify and, where required, update the 
baseline ecological conditions set out in this EcIA.  

• Prior to construction, a suitably qualified Ecological Clerk of Works (ECoW) will be employed for 
the duration of construction of the Scheme and for pre-construction clearance works; 

• Pollution prevention guidelines52 will be followed and Construction Industry Research and 
Information Association (CIRIA) guidance on the control of water pollution from construction 
sites53; 

• During construction, trees on the boundary of the Application Site will be protected in line with 
guidelines provided in BS 5837 Trees in relation to Construction54; 

• All grassland outside working areas will be fenced to protect from accidental damage from 
construction activities; and  

 
51 Information on installing a bug hotel can be found at: https://www.nestbox.co.uk/products/bug-hotel [Last accessed 17/06/2020]. 

52 All of the pollution prevention guidelines (PPGs) are available from 
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140328084622/http://www.environment-agency.gov.uk/business/topics/pollution/39083.aspx. 
Note: the PPGs also make reference to environmental legal obligations, but that information is currently out of date and requires updating. 
53The CIRIA documents are a series of publications developed by the Construction Industry Research and Information Association. Each 
document is targeted at a particular type of business or activity and covers environmental good practice to minimise pollution.  
54 British Standards Institute (2012) BS 5837:2012 Trees in relation to design, demolition, construction.  

https://www.nestbox.co.uk/products/bug-hotel
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140328084622/http:/www.environment-agency.gov.uk/business/topics/pollution/39083.aspx
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• A method statement detailing how impacts to the SINC will be mitigated and compensated will 
be produced in consultation with the Portsmouth City Council Ecologist. The bespoke mitigation 
package will include the following measures: 

o Where grassland is to be permanently lost, topsoil stripping and translocation of topsoil 
to areas within the WTW of lower botanical diversity. Areas to be identified by an 
ecologist or Portsmouth Water environment and biodiversity specialist prior to 
commencement of work; 

o Where temporary impacts to SINC grasslands will occur, topsoil and subsoil will be 
stripped, stockpiled (in separate piles) and restored to their original location after 
construction. 

o No fertilisers or seeding will take place after construction; plants will be left to colonise 
naturally from the surrounding area.  

o A full detailed methodology will be designed at a later stage in consultation with 
Portsmouth Water Environment and Biodiversity Specialist team.   

o In line with local planning policy PSC13, this mitigation will appropriately mitigate for 
the unavoidable impact on the grassland habitat.  

Species-specific mitigation  
4.5. The following species-specific mitigation will be implemented during the construction phase of the 

Proposed Scheme:   

• Where possible, vegetation clearance will be minimised and along with the initial building works, 
be undertaken outside the core bird nesting season (1 March to 31 August, though it should be 
noted that variation in dates is possible, for example from geographical variations in climate, or 
due to a particularly mild winter) to avoid damage or destruction of occupied nests or harm to 
breeding birds. If this cannot be achieved, works within the core bird nesting season will require 
an inspection of vegetation and buildings to be cleared for breeding birds and their occupied 
nests by a suitably qualified ecologist no more than 24 hours prior to any works being 
undertaken. If any nesting birds are identified during the survey, they will be left in situ for their 
entire nesting period and alternative approaches to the work proposed. This may include 
leaving an exclusion zone around the nests to avoid disturbance. 

• A pre-construction check for badger setts within 50 m of the Application Site will be undertaken 
by a suitably qualified ecologist.  

• To avoid the accidental trapping of badgers or other animals, including hedgehogs, any 
excavations will be filled or covered overnight, or ramps (such as wooden boards) provided to 
allow animals to escape. 

• To minimise any impact on bats which may roost close to the working area, or bats using the 
Application Site to forage, the following measures will be undertaken: 

o Construction work between dusk and dawn (taken to be from 30 minutes before sunset to 
30 minutes after sunrise) during periods when bats are active (typically April to October 
inclusive) where possible. If this is not possible, any lighting required will be directed 
downwards at the construction works and light spill to adjacent habitats avoided; 

o Any additional artificial lighting required at the Application Site will follow good practice 
guidelines and be designed appropriately to minimise the effect of any additional lighting at 
the Application Site. 

• It is possible that individual reptiles may be encountered during works at the Application Site 
which take place in scrub and tussocky grassland areas. Due to the small-scale nature of the 
works, the following measures will be undertaken: 

o Construction site staff will be made aware of the potential presence of common reptiles 
through use of a Toolbox Talk by the ECoW; 

o Immediately prior to works starting on Site, all suitable habitats within the working area will 
be checked by the Ecologist for the presence of reptiles. The works will be carried out 
between end March and April 2020 when reptiles are likely to have emerged from 
hibernation to mark the start of the active season (March-October; weather dependent). 
Vegetation clearance will not be permitted to start until hand searching of vegetation and 
suitable refugia for the presence of both active and hibernating reptiles has been 
completed by the Ecologist. Hand searching will include carefully checking within and 
underneath any potentially suitable refuges such as dense grass tussocks. 
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o Grassland and scrub will be cut/ strimmed starting at the edge of the habitat, and working 
towards the retained habitat, in order to gently disperse any reptiles present. Works will be 
carried out under a Precautionary Method of Works and ECoW supervision.   

o In the unlikely event that reptiles are encountered, they will be allowed to move from the 
area of their own accord or carefully moved away from the working area by the ECoW.   
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5. Impact Assessment 

5.1. This section characterises the impacts and the subsequent effects (both positive and negative) of 
the Proposed Scheme on the important ecological features within the zone of influence and 
assesses the significance of the residual effects (both positive and negative) based on the 
mitigation measures detailed in Section 4. The following potential impacts have been identified. 

Construction Impacts 
• Permanent habitat loss of lowland calcareous grassland and habitat suitable for notable 

invertebrates; 

• Temporary habitat loss of lowland calcareous grassland and habitat suitable for notable 
invertebrates; 

• Habitat degradation of the wider SINC through air and dust pollution. 

Operational Impacts 
5.2. It is not anticipated that there will be any operational impacts from the Proposed Scheme on 

ecological receptors. The Application Site lies within land managed by Portsmouth Water and its 
current use as an active water treatment works will continue following completion of the Proposed 
Scheme. Therefore, due to the continued land use of the Application Site, no novel operational 
impacts are anticipated. 

Residual Effects 
5.3. A summary of the impact assessment, the proposed mitigation, and the residual effects during 

construction are provided in Table 5-1.  

5.4. If the agreed mitigation cannot be implemented, the effects will need to be reassessed and further 
surveys may be required.  In this event, the conclusion of this EcIA may no longer be valid. 

Construction 
5.5. The principal ecological impact from the scheme is to lowland calcareous grassland habitat with the 

East and West of Gillman Road SINC. One area of calcareous grassland (0.0217ha) will be 
permanently lost to create a new access road, and another area (0.299ha) will be temporarily 
removed for the proposed new pipeline to be laid leading into the new DAF Plant. This a permanent 
loss of 0.19% of grassland habitat from the SINC, and 2.65% temporarily lost from the whole SINC.  

5.6. Given the compensation and mitigation measures proposed, and the permanent loss of a small 
area of calcareous grassland from the SINC, impacts through habitat loss and disturbance of 
diverse grassland habitats on the integrity of the SINC will not be significant.  

5.7. Taking into account the mitigation measures outlined above, no significant residual effects are 
predicted on the intrinsic value of the habitats on the Application Site nor on the conservation status 
of the populations of protected species that may be associated with these habitats. 

Table 5-1 - Summary of construction impacts, mitigation and residual effects 

Important 
Ecological Feature 

Importance 
level 

Impact description Proposed mitigation Residual 
effects 
(Importance 
level affected) 

Chichester and 
Langstone 
Harbours SPA 

International Potential for 
indirect impacts 
from water or air-
borne pollutants 

Utilise PPGs52 to minimise dust 
pollution from construction. 

No 

Chichester and 
Langstone 
Harbours Ramsar 
site 

International Potential for 
indirect impacts 
from water or air-
borne pollutants 

Utilise PPGs52 to minimise dust 
pollution from construction. 

No 
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Solent Maritime 
SAC 

International Potential for 
indirect impacts 
from water or air-
borne pollutants 

Utilise PPGs52 to minimise dust 
pollution from construction. 

No 

Langstone Harbour 
SSSI 

National Potential for 
indirect impacts 
from water or air-
borne pollutants 

Utilise PPGs52 to minimise dust 
pollution from construction. 

No 

East and West of 
Gillman Road 
SINC 

County Permanent loss of 
grassland 
comprising 0.19% 
of the SINC area 
and temporary 
disturbance of 
grassland 
comprising 2.65% 
of the SINC area. 

Habitat 
degradation of the 
wider SINC 
through air and 
dust pollution 
damaging 
calcareous 
grassland habitats  

Areas of permanent loss:  

• Translocation of top soil to 
areas of lower diversity 
and poorer condition within 
the wider SINC to enhance 
other areas and maintain 
species diversity.  

Areas of temporary loss:  

• Appropriate methodology 
for reinstatement of 
grassland detailed above.  

Utilise PPGs52 to minimise dust 
pollution from construction.  

No 

7 other SINCS 
within 2 km of the 
site 

A variety of 
SINCs 
designated 
for various 
habitats 

Potential for 
indirect impacts 
from water or air-
borne pollutants 

Utilise PPGs52 to minimise dust 
pollution from construction. 

No 

Notable 
Invertebrates 

Local Loss of habitat 
and disturbance or 
fatality during 
construction work 

Grassland to be cut away and 
stored, maintaining habitat 
condition. Largely temporary 
loss only. 

Hand searches for other 
species, likely to gently disturb 
invertebrates and encourage 
dispersal from the Application 
Site prior to the start of 
construction.  

Installation of bug hotels and 
bare scrapes along grassland 
margins, to compensate for the 
loss of habitat favoured by 
burrowing invertebrate 
species. 

No 
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6. Conclusion 
6.1. This ecological impact assessment includes desk study data, the results of an NVC survey in 

2016, ecological walkover surveys undertaken in February and June 2020 and a building 
assessment for roosting bats undertaken in April 2020. It includes an assessment of the 
impacts of proposed new facilities at Farlington WTW, Hampshire.  

6.2. Taking into account the mitigation measures outlined in Section 4, no significant residual effects are 
predicted on the intrinsic value of the habitats on the Application Site nor on the conservation status 
of the populations of protected species that may be associated with these habitats (as outlined in 
Section 5). 

6.3. Given the likely time delay between this assessment and construction of the Proposed 
Scheme, an update ecological walkover survey will be undertaken prior to construction to 
reassess the condition of the Site and potential impacts.  

6.4. The loss of and damage to calcareous grassland within the East and West of Gillman Road 
SINC is the primary impact of the Proposed Scheme. Mitigation is proposed to reduce this 
impact and maintain the species diversity and condition of the SINC habitats in order to leave 
no residential effects.   

 

Report Validity 
6.5. In the event of programme changes then updates to the surveys may be required to ensure the 

validity of the data, as per CIEEM guidance55. 

 

 
55 CIEEM (2019) Advice Note on the Lifespan of Ecological Reports and Surveys 
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Appendix A. Proposed Scheme  
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Figure A-1 - Location of the Proposed Scheme within the Farlington Water Treatment Works Site 
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Appendix B. Planning Policy  

B.1. National Planning Policy Framework, 2019 

6.6. The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) sets out the Governments planning policies for 
England and how these are expected to be applied by Local Authorities within their Local 
Development Frameworks (LDF). The revised National Planning Policy Framework was published 
in February 2019. 

6.7. Chapter 15 of the NPPF ‘Conserving and enhancing the natural environment’ sets out the 
requirements to consider biodiversity in planning decisions. 

6.8. The paragraphs within Chapter 15 relevant to the Scheme, the key information from which is 
detailed below:  

6.9. Para 170: Planning policies and decisions should contribute to and enhance the natural and local 
environment by 

a) protecting and enhancing valued landscapes, sites of biodiversity or geological value and 
soils (in a manner commensurate with their statutory status or identified quality in the 
development plan); 

b) recognising the intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside, and the wider benefits 
from natural capital and ecosystem services – including the economic and other benefits of 
the best and most versatile agricultural land, and of trees and woodland; 

c) maintaining the character of the undeveloped coast, while improving public access to it 
where appropriate; 

d) minimising impacts on and providing net gains for biodiversity, including by establishing 
coherent ecological networks that are more resilient to current and future pressures; 

e) preventing new and existing development from contributing to, being put at unacceptable 
risk from, or being adversely affected by, unacceptable levels of soil, air, water or noise 
pollution or land instability. Development should, wherever possible, help to improve local 
environmental conditions such as air and water quality, taking into account relevant 
information such as river basin management plans; and 

f) remediating and mitigating despoiled, degraded, derelict, contaminated and unstable land, 
where appropriate. 

6.10. Para 171:  Plans should: distinguish between the hierarchy of international, national and locally 
designated sites; allocate land with the least environmental or amenity value, where consistent with 
other policies in this Framework56; take a strategic approach to maintaining and enhancing networks 
of habitats and green infrastructure; and plan for the enhancement of natural capital at a catchment 
or landscape scale across local authority boundaries. 

6.11. Para 172: Great weight should be given to conserving and enhancing landscape and scenic beauty 
in National Parks, the Broads and Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty, which have the highest 
status of protection in relation to these issues. The conservation and enhancement of wildlife and 
cultural heritage are also important considerations in these areas, and should be given great weight 
in National Parks  and the Broads57. The scale and extent of development within these designated 
areas should be limited. Planning permission should be refused for major development58 other than 
in exceptional circumstances, and where it can be demonstrated that the development is in the 
public interest. Consideration of such applications should include an assessment of: 

a) the need for the development, including in terms of any national considerations, and the 
impact of permitting it, or refusing it, upon the local economy; 

b) the cost of, and scope for, developing outside the designated area, or meeting the need for 
it in some other way; and 

 
56 Where significant development of agricultural land is demonstrated to be necessary, areas of poorer quality land should be preferred to 
those of a high quality 
57 English National Parks and the Broads: UK Government Vision and Circular 2010 provides further guidance and information about their 
statutory purposes, management and other matters. 
58 For the purposes of paragraphs 172 and 173, whether a proposal is ‘major development’ is a matter for the decision maker, taking into 
account its nature, scale and setting, and whether it could have a significant adverse impact on the purposes for which the area has been 
designated or defined. 
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c) any detrimental effect on the environment, the landscape and recreational opportunities, 
and the extent to which that could be moderated. 

6.12. Para 173. Within areas defined as Heritage Coast (and that do not already fall within one of the 
designated areas mentioned in paragraph 172), planning policies and decisions should be 
consistent with the special character of the area and the importance of its conservation. Major 
development within a Heritage Coast is unlikely to be appropriate, unless it is compatible with its 
special character. 

6.13. Habitats and biodiversity 

6.14. Para 174. To protect and enhance biodiversity and geodiversity, plans should: 

a) Identify, map and safeguard components of local wildlife-rich habitats and wider ecological 
networks, including the hierarchy of international, national and locally designated sites of 
importance for biodiversity59; wildlife corridors and stepping stones that connect them; and 
areas identified by national and local partnerships for habitat management, enhancement, 
restoration or creation60; and 

b) promote the conservation, restoration and enhancement of priority habitats, ecological 
networks and the protection and recovery of priority species; and identify and pursue 
opportunities for securing measurable net gains for biodiversity. 

6.15. Para 175. When determining planning applications, local planning authorities should apply the 
following principles: 

a) if significant harm to biodiversity resulting from a development cannot be avoided (through 
locating on an alternative site with less harmful impacts), 

b) development on land within or outside a Site of Special Scientific Interest, and which is 
likely to have an adverse effect on it (either individually or in combination with other 
developments), should not normally be permitted. The only exception is where the benefits 
of the development in the location proposed clearly outweigh both its likely impact on the 
features of the site that make it of special scientific interest, and any broader impacts on the 
national network of Sites of Special Scientific Interest; 

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 reasons61 and a suitable compensation strategy exists; and 

d) development whose primary objective is to conserve or enhance biodiversity should be 
supported; while opportunities to incorporate biodiversity improvements in and around 
developments should be encouraged, especially where this can secure measurable net 
gains for biodiversity. 

6.16. Para 176. The following should be given the same protection as habitats sites: 

a) potential Special Protection Areas and possible Special Areas of Conservation; 

b) listed or proposed Ramsar sites62; and 

c) sites identified, or required, as compensatory measures for adverse effects on habitats 
sites, potential Special Protection Areas, possible Special Areas of Conservation, and listed 
or proposed Ramsar sites. 

6.17. Para 177. The presumption in favour of sustainable development does not apply where the plan or 
project is likely to have a significant effect on a habitats site (either alone or in combination with 
other plans or projects), unless an appropriate assessment has concluded that the plan or project 
will not adversely affect the integrity of the habitats site.   

 
59 Circular 06/2005 provides further guidance in respect of statutory obligations for biodiversity and geological conservation and their impact 
within the planning system. 
60 Where areas that are part of the Nature Recovery Network are identified in plans, it may be appropriate to specify the types of 
development that may be suitable within them. 
61 For example, infrastructure projects (including nationally significant infrastructure projects, orders under the Transport and Works Act and 
hybrid bills), where the public benefit would clearly outweigh the loss or deterioration of habitat. 
62 Potential Special Protection Areas, possible Special Areas of Conservation and proposed Ramsar sites are sites on which Government 
has initiated public consultation on the scientific case for designation as a Special Protection Area, candidate Special Area of Conservation 
or Ramsar site. 
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A.1. Local Planning Policy 
Portsmouth City Council is currently updating its Local Plan. The biodiversity background paper 
states that the local plan should consider the available evidence to develop an approach to 
biodiversity for the new Portsmouth Local Plan 2016-2036, taking account of national planning 
policy guidance, relevant legislation and case law, local and regional monitoring data and public 
consultation responses. 

Below is the policy from the 2012 Local Plan15.  

PCS13 A Greener Portsmouth 

The city council will work collaboratively to protect, enhance and develop the green infrastructure 
network in the following ways:  

Protect green infrastructure by: 

• Refusing planning permission for proposals which would result in the net loss of existing 
areas of open space, and those which would compromise the overall integrity of the green 
infrastructure network in the city, unless there are wider public benefits from the 
development which outweigh the harm.  

• For European sites:  

o requiring a project level HRA on any development likely to have an adverse effect 
on a European site either alone or in combination with other plans and projects and 
refusing developments which would have an adverse effect on a European site; 

o recognising the importance of currently important Brent goose feeding sites and 
high tide wader roosts outside the site boundaries to the ecological integrity of the 
European sites; and 

o responding to the emerging evidence from the SDMP, the published findings and 
recommendations and future related research. 

• For nationally designated SSSIs: 

o the city council has a duty to further the conservation and enhancement of SSSIs 
under the Countryside and Rights of Way Act. 

• For Local Wildlife Sites and Local Nature Reserves: 

o recognising the benefits of local sites for nature conservation and its enjoyment for 
residents and visitors; 

o designating sites through the Site Allocations Plan; 

o resurveying designated sites periodically as well as others which could meet the 
criteria for selection. Such sites will be adopted through refreshes of the Site 
Allocations Plan and given ‘candidate’ status prior to that; 

o ensuring that the intrinsic habitat value of the site can be retained or enhanced 
through development proposals; and 

o allowing development only if it clearly outweighs the substantive nature 
conservation value of the site, an impact on the site cannot be avoided or mitigated 
and compensatory measures are provided. 

• Ensuring that development retains and protects the biodiversity value of the development 
site and produces a net gain in biodiversity wherever possible. Any unavoidable negative 
impacts on biodiversity as a result of development should be appropriately mitigated. 

• Ensuring that development is informed and influenced by the presence of trees on site, 
particularly those protected by a Tree Preservation Order (TPO) or within a conservation 
area. If the removal of any tree is unavoidable because it would be in best arboricultural 
practice a replacement tree of at least equal value to that lost should be planted on site 
unless it is shown to be impractical to do so. 

Enhance green infrastructure by: 

• Improving the quality and multifunctionality of the city’s green infrastructure assets, 
particularly those of low value, so that they cater for the needs of wildlife and a broad 
section of the community; 

• Working to improve linkages in the green grid wherever possible by improving accessibility 
to parks and gardens by foot, cycle and public transport and providing wildlife corridors; 
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• Ensuring the highest play value of sites, whether they are designed specifically for play or 
whether they are shared open space for the whole community; 

• Encouraging the provision of green roofs and green walls where appropriate as part of 
meeting the requirements of PCS15 Sustainable Design and Construction; and 

• Improving Southsea seafront for recreational users, visitors and wildlife. 

Provide new green infrastructure by: 

• Requiring pocket parks on development sites of 50 dwellings or more to a standard of 1.5ha 
per 1,000 population; and 

• Creating the Horsea Island Country Park at the Paulsgrove Landfill site. 

A.2. Local Biodiversity Action Plans 

6.18. The Biodiversity Action Plan for Hampshire: Volume One, published in September 1998 by the 
Hampshire Biodiversity Partnership, sets out strategic action for biodiversity within the county. 
Volume Two published in 2000, includes detailed action plans for individual habitats and species of 
priority concern. 

6.19. The overall aim of the habitat and species action plans and topic action plans is to achieve the 
successful conservation of biodiversity in the county. At the same time, the plans will effectively 
contribute to securing national objectives and targets in biodiversity. 
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Appendix A. Designated Sites Location Plan 
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Figure A-1 Statutory designated sites located within 1km of the Application Site 

6.20.  
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Figure A-2 - Non-statutory designated sites located within 500m of the Application Site 
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Appendix A. Extended Phase 1 Habitat 
Survey Plan and Target Notes 
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Figure A-1 - Phase 1 Habitats 
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A.1. Target Notes and Photographs 

Table A-1 - Target notes and photographs 

Target 
Note 

Description Photograph 

TN1 Area of calcareous 
grassland to be 
permanently lost to 
proposed new access 
road.   

 

TN2 Slow Sand Filter basin 
and associated built 
structures surveyed for 
bat potential. 
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TN3 Interior of the Washer 
building surveyed for 
bat potential.  

Ground floor basement  

 

 

TN4 Small brick buildings 
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TN5 Metal storage tanks 
(lamella plant) 

 

TN6 Calcareous grassland 
to be temporarily 
removed through 
translocation and then 
reinstated 

 



 

C02 | 25/09/20 
Atkins | HTR-ATK-XX-FR-RP-Z-0003 Page 48 of 54 
 

TN7 Neutral grassland 
located along the 
western access road 
and within the SINC, to 
be temporarily lost for a 
compound. Some low 
potential for common 
reptiles within tussocky 
patches.  
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Appendix B. Summary of Relevant Ecological Legislation 

Species Legislation Offences Licensing procedures and guidance  

Bats 

European 
protected 
species 

Conservation of 
Habitats and 
Species 
Regulations 2017 
(as amended) Reg 
43 

Deliberately63 capture, 
injure or kill a bat; 
deliberate disturbance64 of 
bats; or damage or destroy 
a breeding site or resting 
place used by a bat. 

[The protection of bat 
roosts is considered to 
apply regardless of whether 
bats are present.]  

A Natural England (NE) licence in respect of development is required. 

Guidance documents: 

NE Standing Advice for protected species 2013 

European Protected Species: Mitigation Licensing- How to get a licence (NE 2013) 

Bat Mitigation Guidelines (English Nature 2004) 

Bat Workers Manual (JNCC 2004) 

Wildlife and 
Countryside Act 
1981 (as amended) 
S.9 

Intentionally or recklessly 
obstruct access to any 
structure or place used for 
shelter or protection or 
disturb65 a bat in such a 
place. 

Licence from NE is required for surveys (scientific purposes) that would involve 
disturbance of bats or entering a known or suspected roost site.  

Badger Protection of 
Badgers Act 1992 

Wilfully kill, injure or take a 
badger; or intentionally or 
recklessly damage, destroy 
or obstruct access to a 
badger sett or disturb a 
badger in its sett. 

[It is not illegal to carry out 
disturbance activities in the 
vicinity of setts that are not 
occupied.] 

Where required, licences for development activities involving disturbance or sett 
interference or closure are issued by Natural England (NE).  Licences for activities 
involving watercourse maintenance, drainage works or flood defences are issued under 
a separate process. 

Licences are normally not granted from December to June inclusive because cubs may 
be present within setts. 

Guidance documents:  

NE Standing Advice for protected species 2013 

Badgers & Development (NE 2007) 

 
63 Deliberate capture or killing is taken to include “accepting the possibility” of such capture or killing 
64 Deliberate disturbance of animals includes in particular any disturbance which is likely a) to impair their ability (i) to survive, to breed or reproduce, or to rear or nurture their young, or (ii) in the case of animals 
of hibernating or migratory species, to hibernate or migrate; or b) to affect significantly the local distribution or abundance of the species to which they belong.  
65 Lower levels of disturbance not covered by the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended) remain an offence under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) although a 
defence is available where such actions are the incidental result of a lawful activity that could not reasonably be avoided.  

 



 

C02 | 25/09/20 
Atkins | HTR-ATK-XX-FR-RP-Z-0003 Page 50 of 54 
 

Species Legislation Offences Licensing procedures and guidance  

Birds Wildlife and 
Countryside Act 
1981 (as amended) 
S.1 

Intentionally kill, injure or 
take any wild bird; 
intentionally take, damage 
or destroy the nest of any 
wild bird while that nest is 
in use or being built; 
intentionally take or destroy 
the nest or eggs of any wild 
bird. 

Intentionally or recklessly 
disturb a Schedule 1 
species while it is building a 
nest or is in, on or near a 
nest containing eggs or 
young; intentionally or 
recklessly disturb 
dependent young of such a 
species [e.g. most birds of 
prey, kingfisher, barn owl, 
black redstart, little ringed 
plover]. 

No licences are available to disturb any birds in regard to development.  

 

Licences are available in certain circumstances to damage or destroy nests, but these 
only apply to the list of licensable activities in the Act and do not cover development.   

 

General licences are available in respect of ‘pest species’ but only for certain very 
specific purposes e.g. public health, public safety, air safety. 

 

Guidance documents: 

NE Standing Advice for protected species 2013 

 

 

 

 

  

Adder 

Common 
lizard 

Grass snake 

Slow worm 

Wildlife and 
Countryside Act 
1981 (as amended) 
S.9(1) and S.9(5) 

Intentionally kill or injure 
any common reptile 
species. 

No licence is required.  

However an assessment for the potential of a site to support reptiles should be 
undertaken prior to any development works which have potential to affect these 
animals. 

Guidance documents: NE Standing Advice for protected species 2013 

Plants 

European 
protected 
species 

Conservation of 
Habitats and 
Species 
Regulations 2017 
(as amended) Reg 
47 

Deliberately pick, collect, 
cut, uproot or destroy a wild 
plant of a European 
protected species 
(Schedule 5).  

 

Licences can be issued for science, education and conservation and also in respect of 
a development if it is of over-riding public interest.  

Guidance documents: NE Standing Advice for protected species 2013 

European Protected Species: Mitigation Licensing- How to get a licence (NE 2013)  

Guidance on sampling rare aquatic plants, NE 2009 

Plants Wildlife and 
Countryside Act 
1981 (as amended) 
S.13 (Schedule 8) 

Intentionally pick, uproot or 
destroy any wild plant on 
Schedule 8 

Licences can be issued by Natural England for specific purposes only, such as science 
and education or conservation purposes. There is no provision for licensing the above 
actions for development operations under the Wildlife & Countryside Act 1981 (as 
amended).   
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Species Legislation Offences Licensing procedures and guidance  

Nationally 
protected 
species 

No licence is required for survey in England.  Guidance on survey techniques is 
available from Natural England. 

Guidance documents: NE Standing Advice for protected species 2013 

Plants 

Invasive 
species e.g. 
Japanese 
knotweed, 

hybrid 
knotweed,  

giant 
knotweed,  

giant 
hogweed, 

rhododendron,  

Himalayan 
balsam 

Wildlife and 
Countryside Act 
1981 (as amended) 
S.14 

It is illegal to plant or 
otherwise cause these 
species to grow in the wild. 

Any contaminated soil or plant material is classified as controlled waste and should be 
disposed of in a suitably licensed landfill site, accompanied by appropriate Waste 
Transfer documentation, and must comply with section 34 of the Environmental 
Protection Act 1990.  

Guidance documents: 

The Knotweed Code of Practice (Environment Agency, 2013 version 3) 

Managing Invasive Non-native Plants (Environment Agency 2010) 

Guidance on Section 14 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act, 1981 (Defra 2010) 

 

Site Designation Legislation Protection Guidance 

Special Area of 
Conservation 
(SAC) 

Special 
Protection Area 
(SPA) 

Wetland of 
International 
Importance 
(Ramsar site) 

Conservation of Habitats and 
Species Regulations 2017 (as 
amended) 

EC Directive on the 
conservation of natural habitats 
and of wild fauna and flora 
(92/42/EEC). 

EC Directive on the 
conservation of wild birds 
(79/409/EEC). 

Convention on Wetlands of 
International Importance 
especially as Waterfowl Habitat 
1971 (the Ramsar Convention). 

Assessment of the 
implications of plans and 
projects is effected through 
Part 6 of the Conservation of 
Habitats and Species 
Regulations 2017 (in 
particular Regs 61 – 69).    

The legislation for the Site of 
Special Scientific Interest 
which will underpin each 
designation also applies. 

These sites are given 
protection through policies in 
the Local Development Plan. 

Formal Appropriate Assessment is required to be undertaken by the 
competent authority before undertaking, or giving consent, permission 
or other authorisation for a plan or project which is likely to have a 
significant effect on such a site.  

 

Guidance documents: 

The National Planning Policy Framework (Department for 
Communities and Local Government, February 2019), with particular 
reference to Policy 15.  The Government Circular: Biodiversity and 
Geological Conservation - Statutory Obligations and their Impact 
within the Planning System (ODPM Circular 6/2005 & Defra Circular 
01/2005) (the joint Circular). 
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Site Designation Legislation Protection Guidance 

Site of Special 
Scientific 
Interest (SSSI) 

Wildlife and Countryside Act 
1981 (as amended) 

It is an offence to carry out or 
permit to be carried out any 
potentially damaging 
operation. 

SSSIs are given protection 
through policies in the Local 
Development Plan. 

Owners, occupiers, public bodies and statutory undertakers must give 
notice and obtain the appropriate consent under S.28 before 
undertaking operations likely to damage a SSSI.   

S.28G places a duty on all public bodies to further the conservation 
and enhancement of SSSIs. 

Guidance documents: 

The National Planning Policy Framework (Department for 
Communities and Local Government, February 2019), with particular 
reference to Policy 15, and the joint Circular. 

Sites of Special Scientific Interest: England’s special wildlife and 
geological sites (Natural England, 2008) 

Local Nature 
Reserve (LNR) 

National Parks and Access to 
the Countryside Act 1949 S.21 

LNRs are given protection 
through policies in the Local 
Development Plan. 

LNRs are generally owned and managed by local authorities. 

Development proposals that would potentially affect a LNR would 
need to provide a detailed justification for the work, an assessment of 
likely impacts, together with proposals for mitigation and restoration of 
habitats lost or damaged.  

Guidance documents: The National Planning Policy Framework 
(Department for Communities and Local Government, February 
2019), with particular reference to Policy 15, and the joint Circular. 

Local Sites (e.g. 
County Wildlife 
Sites, Sites of 
Importance for 
Nature 
Conservation) 

There is no statutory designation 
for local sites.  

Local sites are given 
protection through policies in 
the Local Development Plan. 

Development proposals that would potentially affect a local site would 
need to provide a detailed justification for the work, an assessment of 
likely impacts, together with proposals for mitigation and restoration of 
habitats lost or damaged. 

Guidance documents: The National Planning Policy Framework 
(Department for Communities and Local Government, February 
2019), with particular reference to Policy 15, and the joint Circular. 

 

Habitats & 
Species 

Legislation  Guidance 

Species and 
Habitats of 
Principal 
Importance for 
the 

Natural 
Environment & 
Rural Communities 
Act 2006 S.40 

S.40 of the NERC Act 2006 sets out the duty for public authorities to conserve biodiversity in England.   

Habitats and species of principal importance for the conservation of biodiversity are identified by the Secretary of 
State for England, in consultation with Natural England, are referred to in S.41 of the NERC Act for England.  The 
list, known as the ‘England Biodiversity List’, of habitats and species can be found on the Natural England web 
site. 
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Conservation of 
Biodiversity 

The ‘England Biodiversity List’ is used as a guide for decision makers such as public bodies, including local and 
regional authorities, in implementing their duty under Section 40 of the NERC Act 2006 to have regard to the 
conservation of biodiversity in England when carrying out their normal functions. 

Ecological impact assessments should include an assessment of the likely impacts to these habitats and species. 

Biodiversity 
Action Plan 
(BAP) Habitats 
& Species 

No specific 
legislation, unless it 
is also a species or 
habitat of principal 
importance as 
described above. 

The Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP) is the UK's initiative to maintain and enhance biodiversity in response to the 
Convention on Biological Diversity signed in 1992.  

The UK BAP was used to draw up the ‘England Biodiversity List’ and has been succeeded by the UK Post-2010 
Biodiversity Framework in 2012, due to a change in government strategy by all UK countries, focussing on 
managing the environment as a whole rather than dealing with different aspects of biodiversity and environment 
separately. However, the UK BAP list of priority habitats and species continue to be regarded as conservation 
priorities in the UK Post-2010 Biodiversity Framework (JNCC & Defra 2012). 

Hedgerows The Hedgerows 
Regulations 1997 

Under the regulations, it is against the law to remove or destroy certain hedgerows without permission from the 
local planning authority in Wales.  In general, permission will be required before removing hedges that are at least 
20 metres in length, over 30 years old and contain certain species of plant.  The local planning authority will assess 
the importance of the hedgerow using criteria set out in the regulations. 
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