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cological Assessment

David Watts Associates Ltd have been instructed by Croston Together to pr~~vide an Ecological
Assessment: of the land off Westhead Road, Croston, Leyland, Lancashire, in relation to an application
for planning. The development proposals are a change of land use from agricultural land to a sports
pitch, in addition to construction o~f a changing room and ~~ community centre.

The habitat:> on the site were predominantly o~ low ecological value, consisting of intensively managed
modified grassland. The change of land use to a sports pitch will not have any foreseeable negative
impact.

The potential removal of a hedgerow adjacent to the ;>outh boumdary will h,~ve a low negative
ecological impact. It is recommended that this is com~~ensated by the incor~aoration of further
hedgerow K~lanting into the development proposals.

The hedger~~ws on the site provide suitable habitat for nesting birds. Works must Either avoid the bird
nesting se~~,on (15t March — 315Y Au€;ust), or only commence within this period if a survey has confirmed
nesting bircls to be absent.

It is recommended that the ecological value of the site is enhanced through tl~e incorporation of
further tree planting into the development proposals.
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1.1. Ba~clk~;round

David Watts Associates Ltd hav~a been instructed by ~~roston Together to pr~~vide an Ecological
Assessment: of the land at WesthE~~~d Road, Croston, Leyl~~rid, Lancashire, hereafi:er referred to as 'the
site'.

The purpose of the report is to iclentify the habitat tyK►e~s on the site, along with the presence or
absence o~f ~~ny protected or notak~le species. The impacts. cif the proposed develnE~ment are assessed,
and recorrirnendationsnre made i•e~garding mitigation, rampensation and ecologi~~al enhancement.

1.2. Sii;e Details

The site is I~~cated at grid referenc;e~ SD 48675 18868 and consists of an arable field 2.8 ha in size. The
site is bordered by a stream and pr~~perties off Lonsdale [)rive to the north; by properties off Coniston
Way to thE~ east; by Westhead Ro~a~~ (A581) to the south; and by an access drive and amenity fields of
Croston Sports Centre to the west: ;see figure 1.1 for aerial imagery of site).

1.3. DE~velopment Proposals

The proposals are to change the Kind use of the field fruin agricultural to amenity sports pitches. A
changing room is to be constructed on the site, and a comrriunity building is to be o~nstructed adjacent
to Westhead Road.

cF~~:~,=~~_t~Y coursc~L ~
1.4. Legislation

A summary of relevant legislation rind policy can be fed in Appendix 2: Legislation and Policy.
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Figure 1.1 Aerial ima~;e~ry of site and surrounding area (Google Earth Fero, 2020)
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2.1. DE~sk~•Based Study

The Department for Environment. f=ood and Rural Affairs' (DEFRA) Magic Maps website was consulted

as to any land-based designations and priority habitats ~vithin a 2 km radius of tl~e site. Thp Natural

England website was c:~nsulted a<.~ i:o any designated site~> within 2 km of the site.

Aerial imap;ery was assessed using OS maps and Google Earth Pro to give yin appraisal of the

surrounding; land use.

In accord~~rice with CIEEM (201,6;1 guidelines, due to 1:r~e low ecological value of the site a full

consultati~~ii with the I~cal biological record centre was neat undertaken.

2.2. Suniey Details

The initial site survey was carried c~iat in suitable weather c:cmditions o~ 4t'' Noverr~k~er 2020. The survey

was carried out by David Watts 13 is (lions) PGCert MCIfEM, a consultant ecol~~ ist, experienced in

carrying out Phase 1 Habitat surveys, and who holds N~~tural England class lice~r~ces to survey bats,

great cresi:e~d newts and barn owls (Tyco alba).

2.3. H~~bii:at Survey

The study area was surveyed in accordance with UK Har~i1:at Classification (UKHab, 2018) guidelines.

Habitat ty~~E~s were assigned a prirnary code to a hierarchical level of a1: least two, and secondary codes

to further clarify the habitat.

Habitats airn~ species present on or adjacent to the site were assessed using CIEE.~~I's (2018) guidelines.

Ecological features were classed a:s being of either international, national, regional, district, local or

low import<~nce (see Table 2.1).

T:ak~l~~ 2.1 Importance of ecological features

~~~ <II~~E~~II
I nternational

Internationally cle~signated sites (e.g. SPA, SAC); internationally significant habitat listed in
Annex 1 of the Haibitats Directive; a regul~~rly occurring globally threatened species
A a~ationally designated site (SS51, ~I~IR, LNR), a regularly ~~ccurring significant

National
number/popula~ti~~n of a nationally impar~tant species; a feature identified as being of
critical importance.
Viable areas of I<e~y habitat identified in tliE~ regional or county BAF; a regularly occurring

Regional/~~~~unty
significant popula#ion/number of any spec'es important at regional/county level; sites of
conservation importance which exceed the district selection.
Areas of habitat: identified in District/Cit~r/Borough BAP; sites/features which are scarce

District within the District/City/Boro~igh; a regularly occurring; significant p~~pulation/number of
any species im p~~rtant at District/City/Borough level.
Areas identified in a Local BAF'; sites/feature~wfiichare $carte In~Fe`Toca~Tty ~ uvhi~t~-are-

Loc~~l considered to Enrich the habitat resource, within tie IoC~I cbnte~ict (e:g: Species-rich
hedgerows); an~r populations, species or hab~ats of I _c~) jmpQrtanc:e.,__. ,.

Low
Habitats of moderate to low diversity whi „ support "a 'range b'f ~l~i a ly`~nd ̀~~~~onally
common species, the loss of which can be easily mitigated.

~ ~
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2.4. Pr~~tected and Notable SK~eciies

A survey of the site was undertakE~n for signs of and suitzble habitat for any protected and notable
species.

Any trees ar~d artificial structures on the were assessed for bats using methods prescribed by Collins
(2016). A walkover inspection was made for any other nc~tabie mammal species, including badgers
(Meles mele~s), otters (Lutra lutra) a nd water voles (Arvicol.a~ amphibius).

The site wa;~ assessed for its suit~k~ility for amphibians and reptiles. An assessmE~nt of ponds within
the surrounding area was made using aerial imagery.

The site wa<.~ assessed for its suitability for nesting birds. Any bird species identified during the survey
were recorc'ed.

The habitats on the site were assessed for their suita~iility for invertebrates, ~~Ithough a detailed
invertebr•atE~ survey was not undertaken.

2.5. Invasive Species

Any invasivf~ species listed under Schedule 9 of the Wildlii~e and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended)
on or Imme~~lately adjacent to the ~~ite were recorded.

2.6. Con;~i:raints

The site survey was conducted towards the erid of the optimum period for Phase' 1 Habitat Surveys.
Some speciE~s are only visible at certain times of the year <~nd may not have been present during the
survey.
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3.1. DE~si@;Hated Sites

A search ar7 Magic Maps (DEFRa 2020) and Natural England (2020) websites did not identify any

designated sites within 2 km of the site. The closest recorded designated site is Mere Sands Wood Site

of Special S~~ientific Interest (SS51), which is located appror:imately 4.5 km southwest of the site.

3.2. H~ibit:ats within the Surrounding Area

The immediate surrounding land use is a mixture of residential and agricultural. "the site is bordered

by residential properties on all aspects, and terrestrial ccmnectivity is constrained by a railway line

85 m to th~~ north and west, the 65247 40 m to the ea:at and the A581 adjacE~nt to the southern

boundary. 1"errestrial connectivity within the wider sur~roianding area is good, with the River Yarrow

located 20Ci m to the south, and C:roston Park, consisting; of woodland and parN;land, 600 m to the

southeast.

Priority hak~itats within the surrounding area include co~istal and floodplain gr~izing marsh, 260 m

northwest cif the site; lowland meadows, 335 m northeast of the site; lowland fens, 390 m southwest

of the site; ~eedbeds, X20 m southwest of the site; decidu~~us woodland, 360 m scwtheast of the site;

and traditional orchards, 120 m west of the site.

3.3. H~ihit:ats within the Site

The majority of the sits consisted i~f modified grassland (IJKHab cods - G4 Modit~ied grassland). This

consisted of an intensively managed and agriculturally improved hay meadow, vuith less than seven

species per m2. The most common graminoid species wa:s perennial ryegrass (Latium perenne), also

with cock's foot (Dactylis glomerata), Timothy (Phleum prcrtense), annual meadovd grass (Poa annua),

yellow aat grass (Trisetum flavesce~ts), false oat grass (Arrh~natherurr~ elatius) and soft brume (8romus

hordeaceus). Forb species were sparse and typical of agriculturally imprae~ed land, including

broadleave~~ dock (Rur»ex obtusifi~lius), dandelion (Tara;cacum officinale agg.), creeping buttercup

(Ranunculus repens), white clover (Trifolium repens), crE~eping thistle (Circium arvense) and daisy

(Bettis perennis). At the field rnargins were more shad~a tolerant species, including herb Robert

(Geranium robertianum), cleavers (Galium aparine), carnmon nettle (Urtica dioica), woad avens

(Geum urbc~num), field horsetail (E~~uisetum crrvense) and bush vetch (Vicia sepiurn).

There were hedgerouvs (H2a H~tlgerow (priority hab6t,at)) adjacent to the s~~uth and the west

boundaries of the site. The hedgerow adjacent to the west boundary was ~~ell-maintained and

approximately 1 m in height, consisting predominantly of hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna), with

occasional ~3sh (Fraxiraus excelsior), elder (Sambucus niyra), ivy (Herlera helix) and bramble (Rubus

fruticosus} ~;a small portion of the hedgerow to the south had lapsed to around 2 m in height). The

hedgerow ~idjacent to the south boundary consisted of ash, holly (Hex aquifolium), sycamore (Acer

pseudoplatanus), hazel (Corylus av~ellana), do;~ rose (Rosa canina) and ivy.

There was a ditch (39 Freshwater -manmade) adjacent to the northeast boundary of the site,

consisting of a slow moving watercourse. This was culverted to the south. __ ._~

rNr~''_~Y C~l~~~v°L
There was ~~ stream (R2 River) adjacent to the north bou ciary of the site, consisting of a sow movin~

watercourse approximately 30 cm deep. Bankside vegetation iticlUd~.d~~amrri3r(:;K~~ed-~('1?~t~'agmite?s
r
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australis), common nettle, bramble, meadowsweet (Filip~endula ulmaria) and cherry laurel (Prunus
laurocerasu.$).

Photographs of habitats can be uie~Ned in Appendix 1: Photographs. A plan detailing the hak~itats can
be viewed in Appendix 3: Habitat Plan.

3.4. Invasive Species

No invasive species were recorded during the survey.

3.5. M~arnmals

DEFRA (2020) hold no records of granted European Protected Species (EPS) licences for bats within
2 km of the site. There were no trees or artificial structures suitable for roosting bats on the site. The
site provides suboptimal opportunities for foraging and coimmuting bats.

The surrounding area provide suitable habitat for heclgehogs (Frinaceous e~aropaeus) and the
hedgerows ,~n the site provide suit~~ble habitat for this species.

The watercourse adjacent to the site appears fio be culvertE~d to both the east anti ~~vest, and therefore
is unlikely t~~ provide suitable habitat for otters and water voles. This is however not conclusive, as
detailed survey of the watercourse was not undertaken.

No signs of I~adger were identlfl~d ~~n the site.

3.6. AmK~t~ibians

A search on aerial imagery did not identify any ponds within 500 m of the site. 1"here are two trout
fishery lake: 130 m northwest of the site, which due to their size and 'the evident ~~resence oi~ fish are
unlikely to be suitable for breeding amphibians. There is a network of pond: within the wider
surroundin@;area, although the clo<.~est pond is approximately 610 m Past of the site.

DEFRA (20;21)) hold one record of a @;ranted EPA licence to d~3mage a resting place oi~ great crested newt
approxirriat~~ly 750 m from the site. The licence reference is EPSM2Q10-2283, th~~ start date was 5t"
October 209.0 and the end date wa:s 30t" April 2011.

The intensively managHd grassland on the site provide suboptimal terrestrial habitat for amphibians.

3J. Reptiles

No signs of reptiles were identified on the site. The habitats on they site are unsuitable far reptile
species.

3.8. Bird Species

Common bird species uvere identified on and flying over i:he site during the survey, including black-
headed gull (Chroicocephalus ridibundus), blackbird (Turdus me~~la~ great tit (~Pc~~~s-rx~a~or},..house--_ ._. _,

sparrow (Passer domesticus), starling (Sturnus vulgaris) and robin (Eri#~haCus rubecuta~f . ~ - L

a r, — , ,. r~; ~—, ~,.,~ --,-
The hedgerows at the south and west boundaries of the site provide suitable hak~it~~ fdr ~e5t~h`g~ bihcfs.
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3.9. Imrertebrates

The site provides suboptimal pollination opportunities for invertebrates.
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4.1. DE!si~;nated Sites

There are no foreseeable impacts of the development proposals upon designated sites.

4.2. He~6ii:ats

The modifiE~d grassland on the sii:e~ is considered to be of low ecological value. Replacement of this
with a sports pitch will not result: in a change of the habitat type, and will have minimal ecological
impact. The construction of two buildings on'the site will Have a minUr negative ecological impact.

The hedger~~w adjacent to the west: boundary of the site ~ruill not be removed due'to the development
proposals.

The hedger~~w adjacent to the so~at:h boundary of the situ ~~vill necessitate whole car partial removal to

facilitate construction of the community centre. This hedgerow is not species rich and is nat classed

as import2~r~t under the Hedgerow Regulations 1997, howE~ver it does consist of native woody species

and is therefore a UKBAP priority habitat. Removal of this will result a minor negative impact.

4.3. Mammals

There are n~~ foreseeable impacts ofthe proposed developi~nent upon roosting, foraging or commuting

bats.

In the absEance of further mitigati~~n, any hedgerow removal may impact upon terrestrial connectivity

of hedgeh~o; populations.

In the abse~rice of further survey effort, it is inconclusive if otters and/or water voles are present within

the watercourse adjacent to the n~~rth boundary of the :site. However, if they are present, there are

no foreseeable impacts of the pro~~~osals upon either species.

There are irn~ foreseeable impacts of the development pr~7~~osals upon any other notable or protected

mammal species.

4.4. Arn~~l~ibians

No ponds have been recorded within 500 m ~f the site, ~a~~d the site provides suboptimal habitat for

amphibians. Therefore, there are no foresee7ble impacts of the development ~~r•oposals upon great

crested neNits and other amphibi~~n species.

4.5. Reptiles

There are no foreseeable impacts c>f the proposals upon rE~ptile species.

4.6. Biird :>pecies
_,tr.. -_-__ __.. __.___._._ _. _._ .___._.__.._ _.. --

In the abse~rice of further mitigatiar~, the removal of the he~dgdrow to tMe'squth~o~ftM~ site cp~rld impact

upon nesting birds.
ijt, ~ '~-..~
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4.7. InveMtebrates

The develc~K~ment will not impact significantly a~pon pollination resources for invertebrates wathin the

surrounding; area. Due to the low Ecological value of the gr~~ssland on the site, it is. not anticipated that

the proposals will impact upon not~~ble invertebrate species.
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5.1. Avoidance of Ecological limpact

Any hedgFrow removal works must avoid the bird nesting; season (15~ March — 39.5̀  August inclusive).
Alternatively, if works are carried out within this period, a nesting bird survey rnust be carried out
within 48 F~~~urs prior to the commencement of works, and works may only comrnence if it rias been

established that nesting birds are riot present.

In the unlikely event that any notable or protected speciE~s (e.g. bats, badgers, great crested newts)
are identifiE~d during works, works must cease, and a suitably qualified ecologist must be contacted
immediately.

5.2. Compensation

The removail of the hedgerow adjacent to the south boundary of the site should be compensated by

further planting. A new hedgerow should bey incorporated into the development, either vuithin the

location of 'the existing hedgerow ~~djacent tc, the south boundary (if the entirety of the hedgerow is
not to be rE?moved, tl~e existing hedgerow shi~uld be sup~~lemented by further planting) or adjacent
to the east boundary. The new hedgerow should consist of mixed native species

5.3. Ecological Enhancement

In accordance with the National Planning Policy Frame~Nork (NPPFj, it is recommended that the

ecological value of the site is enh~~nced through the incorporation of further trE~e planting into the

proposals. "free species should be native and should be planted in accordance ~nrith BS8545: 2014 —

Trees: Frorr~ Nursery to Independence in the Landscape.
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Modified grasslurd
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Protected Species

The Conser•~~ation of Habitats and S~~ecies Regulation 2017 makes it an offence to deliberately capture,
kill or disturb any animal protected under Schedule 2 of the regulations. It is also a~r~ offence to damage

or destroy a breeding site or resting; place of an animal, eve=_n if the animal is not present at the time.

The Wild9ifie and Countryside Act 1~~81(As Amended), makes it an offHnce to:

• Delil~~~rately or recklessly irij~.~re, kill or capture any animal protected under Schedule 5 of the
acC.

Deliberately or recklessly kill, injure or'take any wilcl bird; to take, damage or destroy the nest
of any wild bird while occuK~ied or being built, or 'to take or destroy the egg of a wild bird.
Additional protection is afforded to bird species listed under Schedule 1 of i:he Act.

Intentionally pick, uproot or ~jestroy any wild plant included in :ichedule 8 of the Act.

Badgers (Metes metes) benefit from specific protection sander the provisions of the Protection of

Badgers Act 1992. Under the Act, it is an offence to wilfull~~ kill, injure or take a badger (or attempt to

do so), to cruelly ill-treat a badger, to interfere with a sett, cause a dog to enter a sett, and to disturb

a badger w~Piile it is occupying a sets:.

Planning Policy

The UK Biodiversity fiction Plan (UKBAP) includes a list of 9~~3 national priority spe~;ies and 56 habitats
of principal importance, with all species and habitats I~aving specific action plans defining the

measures required to ensure their conservation. Although the UKBAP has since ~~een superseded by

the UK-Post 2010 Biodiversity Framework and a focus on L~~unty Biodiversity Plans, it remains a useful

point of reference. Section 41 of tl~e Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act (NERC) 2006

required th~~t any pubFic bodies take into consideration any species and habitats listed in the UKBAP

when implementing their duty and exercising any normal functions.

The Natinn~~l Planning Policy FramE~work (NPPF) states that planning decisions sh~~uld aim to protect

or enhance biodiversity and conservation interests, and vvliere possible any development should aim
to increase net gains ire biodiversity.
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