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SUMMARY 
 
An Ecological Appraisal was undertaken on land at Haresfield, Badgers Road, Badgers Mount 
in May 2019. The assessment was undertaken in support of a planning application for the 

construction of a single detached dwelling and garage. 

  
No habitats of conservation concern were present within the Site. 
 
No evidence of, or significant potential for protected species was identified within the Site.   
 
No further ecology surveys are required, and appropriate enhancement measures have been 
recommended.  
 
Overall, there are no significant overriding ecological constraints to the proposals. 
 

 
 

Provided no significant changes are made to the proposal or to the proposed Site (e.g. significant 
changes to management practices or habitats present) subsequent to the report’s issue, this report 
can be considered valid for two years from the initial date of issue (10th May 2019). 
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1 INTRODUCTION  

1.1 Site Description  
The focus of this report is an area of managed garden, swimming pool with pool house, scattered 
trees, introduced shrub and hedgerow, on land at Haresfield, Badgers Road, Badgers Mount, Kent, 
TN14 7AY, at central Ordnance Survey grid reference TQ499623, hereinafter referred to as the Site.  
See Figure 1. 

 

 
Figure 1 – Location/proposals plan   

1.2  Proposed Works 
It is understood that the proposals comprise the demolition of a swimming pool and pool house, and 

construction of a single detached dwelling and separate garage.  The existing access will be used for 

the new dwelling.  Boundary vegetation and mature trees will be retained. 

 

1.3 Aims of the Study 
To inform the planning application, the following were undertaken: 

• Desktop Study;  

• Ecological Walkover Survey; and 

• Bat Scoping Survey. 

 

The objectives of the assessment were to: 

• Identify features of ecological value within the Site and potential constraints to the 

development proposals; 
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• Identify the presence or potential presence of legally protected species, within or adjacent to 

the Site; 

• Identify the need for further targeted surveys of the Site; 

• Identify the need for European protected species licencing; and 

• Make recommendations for any mitigation and/or enhancement measures that may be 

required. 
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2 METHODOLOGY 

2.1 Ecological Assessment 

a) Desk Study 

 
A desk study using freely available information on the internet was undertaken to determine 

statutory designated areas within 2km of the Site, non-statutory designated areas within 1km of the 

Site, and European Protected Species Mitigation Licences (EPSMLs) granted by Natural England 

within 2km of the Site.  Due to the relatively low ecological value of the Site, biological records were 

not obtained as they are not considered to add any value to the assessment. 

 

Those consulted for the Desk Study were: 

• Magic.defra.gov.uk 

• Ordnance Survey maps 

 

The desk study serves to assist the findings of the survey and also enables the Site to be put into 

context of surrounding habitats. 

 

b) Ecological Walkover Survey 

 
The ecological walkover survey was carried out using the assessment methods set out in JNCC (2010) 

with habitat types and any incidental evidence of, or potential for, protected or invasive species 

noted.   

 

c) Bat Scoping Survey  

 
Building Assessment 
The building inspection followed the survey guidelines recommended in The Bat Workers’ Manual 

(Mitchell-Jones, 2004) and the Bat Conservation Trust’s Good Practice Guidelines (BCT, 2016).  

 

Features and evidence of bat use and potential considered when assessing the buildings included:  

• Roof and wall construction; 

• Any bat droppings and/or staining on external walls; 

• Scattered or accumulated bat droppings (identified by their dry, powdery texture when 

compressed) within the interior of the buildings or around entrances to potential roosts; 

• Oily staining, scratch marks and/or urine staining around entrances to potential roosts; 

• Places where cobwebs have been swept away;  

• The presence of live or dead bats; and 

• Features that have the potential to be bat roosts or to provide access to roosting opportunities 

within the buildings. These include missing tiles, cavities in woodwork or masonry and any 

crevices within the buildings. 
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Tree Assessment 
A ground level inspection was made of all trees within the Site.  Attention was given to areas where 

bats might have access to potential roost sites. Such features included crevices, flaking bark, split 

limbs, woodpecker and/or rot holes.   

 

The buildings and trees were classified according to The Bat Conservation Trust's Good Practice 
Guidelines (BCT, 2016) for their potential to support roosting bats. 

 

2.2 Personnel  

The survey was conducted on 7th May 2019 by suitably experienced and licenced ecologist Kate 

Baldock BSc (Hons) MSc MCIEEM (Bat Level 2 Survey Licence, GCN Level 2 Class Licence, and 

Dormouse Level 1 Class Licence). 
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3 RESULTS 

3.1 Desk Study 

 
Statutory Designated Sites 
 

• Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) 
Lullingstone Park SSSI is located approximately 1860m to the north east of the Site. 
  

Non-Statutory Designated Sites 
 

• Ancient Woodland 
Numerous areas of Ancient Woodland are located within 1km of the Site, with the closest 
being approximately 100m to the north west.  

  
Priority Habitats (Section 41 Habitat of Principal Importance) 
 

• Deciduous Woodland  
Numerous areas of Deciduous Woodland are located within 1km of the Site, with the closest 
being adjacent to the north.  

 
Ponds 

• There are no known ponds within 250m of the Site.  

 

3.2 Site Appraisal 
The area surrounding the Site contains a low density of residential buildings, with grazing land, 
hedgerow boundaries, and large blocks of woodland. The M25 motorway is approximately 250m to 
the east. 
 
Brief descriptions of the key habitats and species potential within the Site are set out below. 
Photographs are shown in Section 4. 
 

3.2.1 Habitats 
Due to the nature of the Site as a managed garden, there are relatively few habitats present.  
 
Short Managed Amenity Grassland 
The dominant habitat within the Site is managed amenity grassland, which is of inherently low 
ecological value. Species recorded include daisy Bellis perennis, Yorkshire fog Holcus lanatus, annual 
meadow-grass Poa annua, ground ivy Glechoma hederacea and creeping buttercup Ranunculus 
repens. 

 
Scattered Trees 
Scattered mature ornamental trees are present within the Site.  The trees are considered to be of 
negligible potential to support roosting bats. Other than potential for nesting birds, these are 
considered to be of limited ecological potential.   
 
A mature English Oak Quercus robur is present on the south eastern boundary, and a mature beech 
Fagus sylvatica is present on the northern boundary.  
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It is understood that all mature trees will be retained. 

 
Hedgerow 
A non-native hedgerow is planted around the swimming pool at the centre of the Site, which is not 
connected to any other habitat. Other than potential for nesting birds, this is considered to be of 
limited ecological potential.   
 
Hard Standing and Built Structures 
Areas of hard standing are present within the Site, which are of inherently low ecological value. A 
pool house is present, which is discussed in more detail in the following section on bats. 

 
Introduced and Native Shrub 
The Site is bounded on the south west and north by shrub borders, with species including 
rhododendron Rhododendron sp., cherry laurel Prunus laurocerasus, hazel Corylus avellana, bramble 
Rubus fruticosus agg., and nettle Urtica dioica.  Species recorded on the northern boundary also 
included bluebell Hyacinthoides non-scripta. 
 
Small isolated areas of ornamental planting are present within the Site. 
 
Log Piles 
Log piles are present within the boundary shrubs. 
 

3.2.2 Protected Species 

 
Bats 
There are no known European Protected Species Mitigation Licences (EPSMLs) for bats granted by 
Natural England within 2km of the Site. 
 
The area surrounding the Site contains a low density of residential, with grazing land, hedgerow 
boundaries, ponds and large blocks of woodland, which represent suitable roosting, foraging and 
commuting habitat for bats.    
 
None of the trees within the Site to be affected hold significant potential to support roosting bats. 
 
Two buildings are present within the Site: 
 

• Pool House 
A pool house is present at the centre of the Site, to the north of the swimming pool (see 
Photograph 3).  It is in a very good condition, with tightly fitting tiles with intact lining.  No 
evidence of bats was noted. The building is considered to have negligible potential to 
support roosting bats. 
 

• Greenhouse 
A disused greenhouse is present at the south west of the Site. No evidence of bats was 
noted.  It is considered to have negligible potential for roosting bats. 

 

 
Dormice 
There are no known European Protected Species Mitigation Licences (EPSMLs) for dormice granted 
by Natural England within 2km of the Site. 
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There is limited potential habitat for dormice Muscardinus avellanarius within the proposal 
footprint. However, the boundary vegetation (south, west and north), which will not be significantly 
affected, has greater potential and connectivity for dormice.   
 
In accordance with Natural England (2015) for the loss of a small amount of habitat (in this case an 
area dominated by rhododendron at the south west of the Site where the garage will be built), a 
visual search of the vegetation was undertaken. No signs of dormice were recorded, and the area 
was structurally simple with limited summer or winter hibernation potential.  Therefore, it is not 
considered that dormice will be significantly impacted as a result of the proposals. 
 
 
Amphibians 
There are no known European Protected Species Mitigation Licences (EPSMLs) for great crested newt 

Triturus cristatus granted by Natural England within 2km of the Site. 

 

No ponds were identified within 250m of the Site, and Site is dominated by managed amenity 

grassland, with hard standing and buildings, isolated plots of ornamental planting, scattered trees 

and an isolated hedge. Shrub borders surround the Site on 3 sides.  A swimming pool is present at 

the centre of the Site, with negligible potential for amphibians.  

 

Due to the lack of suitable aquatic and terrestrial habitat for amphibians, it is considered unlikely that 

great crested newts and other amphibians will be present within the Site and will not be considered 

further in this report. 

 

Reptiles 
The Site is within a well-managed garden plot, resulting in limited sheltering opportunities for 

reptiles, with the exception of the Site boundaries, which will not be significantly impacted by the 

proposed work.  Reptiles will therefore not be considered further in this report. 

 
Birds 
There is potential for birds to nest within the buildings and vegetation within and surrounding the 
Site. 
 
Badgers 
There is potential for badgers Meles meles to occupy the habitats within the vicinity of the Site.  

However, so signs of badger activity were noted within the Site or surrounding habitat. Badgers will 

therefore not be considered further in this report. 

 
Other Protected Species 
No evidence or significant potential to support any other protected species was identified during the 
site visit.  
 

Invasive Plant Species 
No evidence of invasive plant species was found during the site visit. 
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4 Photographs 

 
1. Managed amenity grassland at the west 

of the Site, showing boundary shrub 
vegetation. 

 
2. Managed amenity grassland, boundary 

shrubs and greenhouse, at the south 
west of the Site. It is understood that 
the garage will be sited in this area. 
 

 
3. Pool house, with negligible potential to 

support roosting bats, and swimming 
pool, at the centre of the Site. 

 
4. Managed amenity grassland at the 

south of the Site, showing boundary 
shrub vegetation, ornamental tree and 
managed hedge surrounding the 
swimming pool. 
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5 IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Limitations  

There were no significant limitations to the assessment. 

5.2 Designated Sites 
Statutory and Non-Statutory Designated Sites 
Due to the scope and scale of the proposals, and the distance to the designated sites, no adverse 
impacts are anticipated to result. 
 

Priority Habitats (Section 41 Habitat of Principal Importance) 
Deciduous Woodland is present adjacent to the northern site boundary.  This is outside of the Site 
and will not be directly impacted by the proposals.  It is anticipated that the existing boundary 
vegetation shall be retained, this retaining a buffer between the Site and the adjacent woodland. 
 

5.3 Habitats 

Habitats to be affected are common and widespread, and of limited ecological value. Therefore, no 

significant impacts are anticipated to result from the proposals.  

5.4 Protected Species 

 
Birds 
There is a low risk of disturbance to nesting birds resulting from the proposed works if undertaken 
during the bird breeding season (March to August). 
 
Other Protected Species 
No evidence of, or significant potential for any other protected species, including bats, dormice, 
amphibians, reptiles and badgers, was identified during the survey.  There are therefore no 
implications anticipated with regards any other protected species. 
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6 FURTHER SURVEY AND RECOMENDATIONS 

6.1 Further Survey 
Due to the low ecological value of the Site, no further survey work is considered to be necessary. 

 

If the proposed development does not proceed within two years from the initial date of this report 

(10th May 2019), it is recommended that an ecological walkover survey is undertaken, to confirm if 

the results of the current survey are still valid.  

 

6.2 Recommendations 

a) Before Work 

Vegetation should be kept short to prevent growth, to keep the Site unsuitable for protected 

species. 

b) During work 

 

Birds 

Clearance of bird nesting habitat should be undertaken during the period September to February 

(inclusive) to avoid the bird nesting season. If this is not possible, no more than 48 hours prior to 

commencement of works, a check for nesting birds should be undertaken.  Any active nests will 

need to be left in situ until the birds have stopped using them. 

 

If an active birds’ nest is found at any point, work must stop immediately.  No work may be 

undertaken within a 3m exclusion zone surrounding the nest until it is no longer in use. 

 
Protected Species Found During Work 
In the unlikely event that any protected species are found during the building demolition or site 
clearance, work must stop, and an ecologist should be contacted for the most appropriate course 
of action. 
 
General 
No storage of plant or materials should be undertaken under the canopy of any tree.  

 

Mature trees and the boundary vegetation should be retained and protected during construction in 

accordance with the advice of an arboriculturalist, and in line with the British Standard: ‘BS 

5837:2012 Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction – Recommendations’.   

c) Post work 

 

Enhancement 

 

• A single bird box should be placed on a retained tree on the Site boundary.  
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• A single bat box, Kent Bat Box or similar, should be placed on a retained tree on the site 

boundary. This should be at least 4m high and not illuminated by artificial lighting. 

 

Lighting 

It is recommended that any lighting is designed to minimise impacts on foraging/commuting bats.  

 
If external lighting is required, this should be low or zero UV, which is preferred to reduce 

attraction of insects to lighting and therefore to reduce the attraction of foraging bats (and hence 

their predators) to these areas.  

 

Lighting should be directed away or shielded from adjacent boundary vegetation and trees, to 

allow bats safe foraging routes where they will not be visible to predators. 

 

 

6.3 Overall 
With the application of the mitigation, avoidance, protection and enhancement measures detailed in 
this document, it is not anticipated that there will be any overriding ecological constraints to the 
proposed development of the Site. 
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Appendix 1 – Legislation and Policy 

In line with the legislation, the potential presence of protected species must be assessed when 

development proposals have the potential to impact them. It is the duty of planning authorities to 

consider the conservation impacts of development upon protected species and issue permissions 

accordingly.  

 

Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 

All species of bat native to the UK, GCN and dormice are European Protected Species (EPS). As such 

under the Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 it is an offence to: 

 

• Deliberately capture, injure or kill any wild animal of a European Protected Species; 

• Deliberately disturb wild animals of any such species. Disturbance of animals includes in 

particular any disturbance which is likely to impair their ability to survive, to breed or 

reproduce, or to rear or nurture their young; or in the case of animals of a hibernating or 

migratory species, to hibernate or migrate; or to affect significantly the local distribution or 

abundance of the species to which they belong; 

• Deliberately damage or destroy a breeding site or resting place of such an animal. 

 

Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981(as amended) 

Bats, dormice and GCN are afforded full protection under Section 5 of the Wildlife and Countryside 

Act 1981(as amended). It is illegal to: 

 

• Deliberately or recklessly kill, injure or disturb a bat, dormouse and GCN;  

• Deliberately or recklessly damage, destroy or obstruct access to a bat, dormouse and GCN 

breeding site or resting place. 

 

Bats, dormice and GCN are listed as a priority species on the UK Biodiversity Action Plan. The UK BAP 

comprises a series of action plans for priority habitats and species that are globally threatened or are 

rapidly declining in the UK. 

 

Natural England advises that the potential presence of GCN should be assessed whenever ponds are 

present within up to 500m from the development proposals (although 250m in this case). 

 

Grass snake, adder, common lizard and slow worm are protected under Schedule 5 of the Wildlife 

and Countryside Act, 1981 against intentional injuring, killing or selling. 

 

 

All birds, their nests and eggs are protected by law under Part 1 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 

(WCA) 1981 (as amended).  As a result it is an offence, with certain exceptions to: 

 

• Intentionally kill, injure, or take (capture, possess or control) any wild bird or anything 

derived from that bird, or intentionally take damage or destroy its nest, eggs or young. 

• Intentionally take, damage or destroy and wild bird nest whilst in use or being built. 
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• Intentionally take or destroy a wild bird egg. 

• Have in one’s possession or control any wild bird (dead or alive) or anything derived from 

such a bird, or any egg either viable or abandoned, unless one can show that it was obtained 

legally. 

• Intentionally or recklessly disturb any Schedule 1 bird (such as Barn Owls) whilst it is building 

a nest or whilst in, on or near a nest containing eggs or young, or to disturb their dependent 

young. 

 

Protection of Badgers Act 1992. 

In the UK the relevant legislation pertaining to badgers is the Protection of Badgers Act 1992. The 

legislation aims to protect the species from persecution, rather than being a response to an 

unfavourable conservation status, as the species is in fact common over most of Britain. 

 
Under the Protection of Badgers Act it is an offence to:  

• Wilfully kill, injure, take, possess or cruelly ill-treat a Badger, or attempt to do so;  

• To intentionally or recklessly interfere with a sett (this includes disturbing Badgers whilst 

they are occupying a sett, as well as damaging or destroying a sett or obstructing access to 

it). 

 

Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs)  

SSSIs are areas notified under the Wildlife and Countryside Act, 1981, as being of “special interest for 
nature conservation”. They represent the finest sites for wildlife and natural features in Great Britain 
supporting many characteristic, rare and endangered species, habitats and natural features. 
Notification as a SSSI is primarily a legal mechanism organised by Natural England and selected 
according to specific scientific criteria.  
 
Under the Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000 (CROW) anyone who in any way intentionally or 
recklessly destroys or damages any of the flora, fauna or geological or physiological features of an 
SSSI is guilty of an offence and is liable, on summary conviction, of a fine of up to £20,000. 

 

Ancient woodland  

Ancient woodland is an irreplaceable habitat. The National Planning Practice Guidance paragraph 118 

states that: 

‘planning permission should be refused for development resulting in the loss or deterioration of 

irreplaceable habitats, including ancient woodland and the loss of aged or veteran trees found 

outside ancient woodland, unless the need for, and benefits of, the development in that location 

clearly outweigh the loss;’ 

 

Natural Environment & Rural Communities (NERC) Act 2006  

Section 41 of the NERC Act (2006) requires the Secretary of State, as respects England, to publish a 
list of species and habitats which are of ‘principal importance for the purpose of conserving 
biodiversity’.   These lists generally reflect the species and habitats previously listed as priorities 
under the UK Biodiversity Action Plan. 


