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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Background Information 

1.1.1 In August 2020, Simply Ecology Limited was commissioned by Graham Anthony Associates 

to undertake an Ecological Appraisal of land at Bay Stables, New Road, Hambleton, 

Lancashire, FY6 9DS (OS grid reference SD 36554 43653). See Plan 1: Site Location. 

1.2 Aims 

1.2.1 The aims of this ecological assessment were to: 

• To provide clear advice to the client, the Local Planning Authority and third parties, on the 

nature conservation value of the site and surrounding area. 

• To confirm the presence or absence of protected species, such as badgers, bats, great 

crested newts, otter, etc) within the proposed development site. 

• To enable the client to comply with legislation afforded to protected sites and species (see 

Annex A). 

• To highlight the presence of any habitats or species of ecological importance, including 

Habitats and Species of Principal Importance (NERC Act, 2006).  

• To identify any ecological constraints on future development.  

• To make nature conservation recommendations.  

1.2.2 To achieve this, an ecological appraisal of the habitats and any protected species on the site 

was undertaken on 14th September 2020. This submission presents the results of the 

ecological surveys at the site.  

1.3 Site Description and Proposed Works 

1.3.1 The 1.2ha site comprises two fields, an outdoor equine arena and a small selection of 

outbuildings and stables. The immediate surrounding landscape comprises improved 

agricultural grassland. This was a rural area of detached residential buildings in the 

surrounding landscape comprising farms, dwellings and a small caravan park. The River Wyre 

was located some 380m south-west of site. Proposed plans for this site comprise the 

construction of a small selection of new holiday units on the northern site boundary upon 

exiting agricultural land (See Plan 2). 
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Plan 1: Site Location 
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Plan 2: The development proposal.  
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2.0 SURVEY METHODOLOGY 

2.1 Desk Study 

2.1.1 An online search of the Multi Agency Geographical Information Centre (www.magic.gov.uk) 

was undertaken to identify the presence of nationally or internationally important sites 

receiving statutory protection. This included sites designated under the Wildlife and 

Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) and The Conservation of Habitats and Species 

Regulations 2017. This covers Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI), Special Protection 

Areas (SPA) and Special Areas of Conservation (SAC) all of which have legal protection. A 

search for Biological Heritage Sites (BHS) was undertaken using Lancashire MARIO (Maps & 

Related Information Online). 

2.1.2 No paid commercial desk study was required in this case due to the small scale of the 

development proposals and the nature of the habitats to be affected. Impacts on wildlife and 

conservation sites were considered based on information gleaned from the Extended Phase 

One Habitats Survey. 

2.2 Extended Phase 1 Survey 

2.2.1 The Phase 1 habitat survey was undertaken by Kevin Heywood BSc (Hons) ACIEEM on 14th 

September 2020. The survey followed the Phase 1 habitat survey methodology (JNCC, 2010) 

which is a standard technique for recording and mapping habitats. During the Phase 1 survey 

the presence or potential for presence of protected species was recorded and assessed.  

2.2.2 The survey involved walking the whole site, mapping and describing different habitats (for 

example: woodland, grassland, scrub). Evidence of fauna and faunal habitat is also recorded 

(for example droppings, tracks, or habitat such as ponds for breeding amphibians). The 

methods used for ecological survey are in accordance with those established and generally 

accepted methodologies for field survey, as published by the professional body, the 

Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (CIEEM). 

2.3 Invasive Alien Plants 

2.3.1 During the Phase 1 habitat survey, observations of invasive alien plants listed under Schedule 

9 of The Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) were made. The search included 

species such as Giant Hogweed (Heracleum mantegazzianum), Japanese knotweed (Fallopia 

japonica) and Himalayan balsam (Impatiens glandulifera). 

2.4 Bats: Building Survey 

2.4.1 The building survey was undertaken in accordance with the standard methods described in 

the ‘Bat Worker’s Manual’ (JNCC 2004) and ‘Bat Surveys – Good Practice Guidelines’ (BCT 

2016). The survey comprised the following elements: 

• An inspection of the exterior of the buildings to look for obvious signs of bat 

activity (such as droppings on windowsills) and assessing the potential for 

entry/exit into the roof. 
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• An inspection of the interiors of all buildings, examining walls, the underside of 

roofs and within any loft spaces in the property to determine whether bats were 

present, to look for signs of bat activity (such as discarded prey items and 

droppings) and to assess suitability for bats. Lighting was provided by a Led 

Lenser XEO 19R (2,000lm) and Lezyne Mega Drive (1,200lm). 

• An assessment of the surrounding habitat quality for bats was carried out by 

walking the area on foot and later from reference to aerial images (Bing Maps). 

These searches were used to identify important land use and habitat features 

known to be favoured by bats.  

2.5 Ecological Value and Impact Assessment 

2.5.1 The evaluation of the ecological features of the site and the magnitude of the likely impacts 

of the proposed development upon those features follows that published by the Chartered 

Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (CIEEM 2019). Overall, the process 

adopts a geographical scale for valuing ecological features. The evaluation places the site 

within a hierarchy of perceived ecological importance. This hierarchy ranges from the highest 

value sites which have ‘international’ status, then down to ‘national’, ‘regional’, ‘county’, 

‘district’ and ‘parish’ and finally through to ‘local’ in terms of diminishing importance (see 

Annex B for full description of evaluation criteria). 

2.5.2 Once the site’s ecological value has been rated, impacts are subsequently identified and 

ranked according to the comparative severity of their effects. The impact magnitude of the 

development is recorded with the following criteria: ‘major, ‘moderate, ‘slight’ and 

‘negligible. Impacts can be both positive and negative (see Annex B for full description of 

impact magnitude criteria). 

2.5.3 Once the above two stages have been completed, it is possible to determine the significance 

of impact. This involves the interaction of both impact magnitude and nature conservation 

value and is based upon a exercising of professional judgement (as per CIEEM 2019). 

2.6 Personnel 

2.6.1 The survey was undertaken by Kevin Heywood BSc (Hons) ACIEEM. Kevin is an Ecologist with 

Simply Ecology Ltd. Kevin graduated with a first-class honours degree in Ecology from 

Lancaster University in 2015. In addition to this, he has acquired experience since 2012 

working as an ecologist in a freelance capacity and since 2015 as a full-time employee for 

Simply Ecology Ltd. During this time, he has developed numerous field skills and carried out 

a wide range of botanical and protected species surveys. His expertise predominantly lies with 

habitat mapping and undertaking protected species surveys including: bats, great crested 

newts, badgers, otters and reptiles. Kevin holds a protected species licence for all British bats 

and for Great Crested Newts.  

2.7 Timing and Constraints 

2.7.1 The Phase 1 Habitat Survey was carried out on 14th September 2020. This timing is fine as it 

is possible to identify sufficient species at this time of the year using vegetative characteristics 

to determine accurate phase one classifications.  
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2.7.2 Weather was fine on the day of the survey and there no constraints to carrying out a full survey 

of the site and the surrounding area. There were no obstructions to accessing and surveying 

the site at all. 
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3.0 DESK STUDY RESULTS 

3.1 Nature Conservation Sites 

3.1.1 The desk study revealed one statutory protected site, comprising the Wyre Estuary SSSI, also 

categorised as part of the Morecambe Bay Ramsar site (see Plan 3 and ANNEX C). This was 

located west of site at the closest point some ~310m from site, resulting in the site being 

located within the Impact Risk Zone of the SSSI. The Morecambe Bay estuarine complex is of 

international significance for wintering wading birds and national significance for wintering 

wildfowl. The Wyre Estuary offers refuge for black tailed godwit, wintering turnstone and 

wintering teal over winter. In addition there are large areas of ungrazed saltmarsh as well as 

extensive freshwater swamp communities. 

3.1.2 No other statutory protected sites were recorded in the area. The search on the Lancashire 

County Council MARIO tool found there to be no BHS sites within 1km of the site. 

3.2 Priority Habitats 

3.2.1 There were no Priority habitats within the site. Priority Habitats in the surrounding area 

included: Coastal Saltmarsh, Mudflats, Coastal and Floodplain Grazing Marsh and Deciduous 

Woodland (see Plan 3). 
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Plan 3: Nearby Statutory Sites, Priority Habitats and Impact Risk Zones. 
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4.0 EXTENDED PHASE 1 SURVEY RESULTS 

4.1 Habitat Results 

4.1.1 The 1.2ha site comprised a Manege just north of Hambleton village. All habitats on site are 

categorised and described below and illustrated on Plan 4. The full list of habitats on site 

comprised:  

• Species Poor Semi-Improved Grassland 

• Textile Substrate Arena 

• Gravel Track 

• Raised Beds 

• Buildings 

• Hardstanding  

• Hedgerow 

 Species Poor Semi-Improved Grassland 

The site predominantly comprised open species poor grassland managed and grazed by 

horses (see Plate 1). Grass species included dominant perennial ryegrass (Lolium perenne) with 

abundant annual meadow grass (Poa annua), creeping bent (Agrostis stolonifera) and 

occasional rough meadow grass (Poa trivialis). Forbs present within this grassland included: 

clover (Trifolium repens), broad leaved plantain (Plantago major), dandelion (Taraxicum agg.), 

spear thistle (Cirsium arvense), dock (Rumex obtusifolius) and knotgrass (Polygonum aviculare).  

 

 

Plate 1: Looking across the heavilly grazed grassland from the western side of the site. 
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 Textile Arena 

4.1.2 A single arena was present adjacent to stables with an artificial covering of textile materials 

(see Plate 2).  

 

 

Plate 2: The arena had no botanical interest at all. 

 Gravel Track 

4.1.3 A track linked throughout the site and predominantly had no botanical interest at all (see 

Plate 3). Towards the south of site some limited vegetation had become established (see Plate 

4) including: locally frequent annual meadow grass, white clover, occasional lesser trefoil 

(Trifolium dubium), nettle (Urtica dioica), broad leaved plantain, knotgrass and scarlet 

pimpernel (Anagallis arvensis).  
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Plate 3: The entrance track had no botanical intererst at all. 

 

Plate 4: On the southern side of the site the gravel track had some low lying pioneering vegetation present. 

 Raised Beds 

4.1.4 A small collection of raised beds were present on the western side of the site (see Plate 5). 

Deliberately planted agricultural species including pea and brassica species. Some common 

ruderal herbs and rough grasses also were present within these beds.  
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Plate 5: A view of the raised beds near the western boundary. 

 Buildings 

4.1.5 There were a number of stables and sheds on site, as well as a static caravan (see Plate 6 and 

Plate 7).  

 

 

Plate 6: There were a collection of stables present within the Manege. 
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Plate 7: The static caravan was present in the south-western corner of the site. 

 Hardstanding 

4.1.6 Parts of the site were laid with concrete hardstanding that had no botanical interest at all (see 

Plate 8). 

 

 

Plate 8: Hardstanding covered some parts of the ground adjacent to the stables/loose boxes.  
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 Hedgerow 

4.1.7 The western boundary comprised an intact native species poor hedgerow (see Plate 9). This 

was not considered to be classified as an ‘Important Hedgerow’ under the Hedgerow 

Regulations 1997. Woody species included: blackthorn (Prunus spinosa), hawthorn (Crataegus 

monogyna) and occasional ash (Fraxinus excelsior), pear (Pyrus communis), bramble (Rubus 

fruticosus) and dog rose (Rosa canina). Ground flora below this hedgerow included: false oat 

(Arrenatherum elatius), cocksfoot (Dactylis glomerata), rough meadow grass, common reed 

(Phragmites australis), hedge bindweed (Calystegia sepium), cow parsley (Anthriscus 

sylvestris), hogweed (Heracleum sphondylium), dock, ground elder (Aegopodium podagraria), 

nettle, dandelion, nettle and herb Robert (Geranium robertianum). 

 

 

Plate 9: A view of the western hedgerow looking north from the south west side. 

4.2 Invasive Alien Species 

4.2.1 No invasive species were recorded on this site.  

4.3 Bats - Building Inspection 

4.3.1 A close up inspection of all structures on site was carried out in search of signs of bat activity 

and/or potential roost features (see Plate 6 and Plate 8). The buildings on site comprised 

wooden sheds/stables. These were simple structures and it was possible to readily see the 

method of construction, with beams and uprights all visible both inside and out.  

4.3.2 The roofs were variously made from single skin corrugated sheeting (See Plate 10). There 

were no gaps between the sheeting or around the edges which offered any bat roosting 

potential. End capping was inspected as this is typically an area where bats may roost. 

However, no one of the end capping on these stables had any gaps which were suitable for 
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bat roosting. Similarly, there were gaps behind the weather boarding which were inspected 

and found to be rather open  free access into the sheds (see Plate 11).  

4.3.3 The exterior of the stables had air gaps between the cladding and the stable doors were open. 

This would have permitted easy access to the interior for bats. The rather open nature of the 

stables may have reduced over all suitability somewhat as the interior would be prone to 

considerable thermal fluctuations each day, which makes them less suitable for bats which 

need to conserve energy in the roost(see Plate 12). There were no enclosed loft spaces present 

but the roofs were all in good condition and watertight. 

4.3.4 A thorough search could find no crevices or potential areas to roost within any of the stable 

(see Plate 13). No signs of bats or bat activity (in the form of droppings, urine staining, prey 

remains) were present.  

4.3.5 The static caravan in the south-western corner of site had no bat roosting potential either as 

it was completely sealed (see Plate 7). In addition, it was deemed to not be possible for bats 

to grip onto the external surfaces of the caravan, completely ruling out the possibility for bats 

to use this as a feature in any way. No signs of bat activity were seen anywhere near or within 

the buildings on site. 

4.3.6 In summary, the sheds, stables and caravan on site were considered to have no realistic 

bat roosting potential at all.  

 

Plate 10: The Stables had single-skin corrugated sheet roofs. 
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Plate 11: Gaps behind the weather boards were checked, but there were no signs of bats and they were relatively 
open and considered unsuitable for crevice dwelling bats. 

 

Plate 12: Doors were open and gaps in between wall boards offered bats potentially easy access into the 
buildings.   
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Plate 13: There were no features where bats could conceivably have roosted,. It was possible to search all areas 
within the sheds.  

Great Crested Newts 

4.3.7 There were no water bodies within the site and four were found within 250m of the site 

boundary (see Plan 5). The grassland around the site could conceivably support newts in their 

terrestrial phase, but the short sward grassland is not typical of the type of tussocky 

vegetation cover that newts require for foraging and shelter. As such it was viewed as sub-

optimal habitat. Amphibians could potentially pass through the site, but it likely had very little 

realistic suitability for any ongoing amphibian presence.  
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Plan 4: Phase 1 survey map of the site. 
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Plan 5: Pond locations in relation to the proposed works area. 



Bay Stables, Hambleton 
 

 

 

 

Simply Ecology Limited –Ecological Appraisal – September 2020 

20 

5.0 IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

5.1 Nature Conservation Sites 

5.1.1 The desk study revealed that the Wyre Estuary SSSI was located approximately 310m south 

west of site. The site was located within the impact risk zone as shown on Plan 3. The habitats 

on this improved agricultural site contrast to those present in the nearby SSSI. It is anticipated 

therefore that the small selection of holiday units to be constructed upon the existing species 

poor semi-improved pasture would likely have no impact upon the nearby SSSI.  

5.1.2 Despite these findings however, the guidance provided on the MAGIC website for this 

particular site, (based on the location of the site in a relatively close impact risk zone – see 

ANNEX D & E), indicates that the “LPA should consult Natural England on Likely Risks From the 

Following”: 

“All planning applications (except householder) outside or extending outside existing 

settlements/urban areas affecting greenspace, farmland, semi natural habitats or landscape 

features such as trees, hedges, streams, rural buildings/structures.” 

5.1.3 No other nature conservation sites were identified in the surrounding 1km of the site.  

5.2 Surrounding Priority Habitats 

5.2.1 A small selection of BAP habitats were present within the surrounding 1km of site. This 

included the following: Coastal Saltmarsh, Mudflats, Coastal and Floodplain Grazing Marsh 

and Deciduous Woodland. None of these habitats are linked to the site and the small scale of 

the proposed works are not anticipated to result in any likely impact on nearby Priority 

Habitats.  

5.3 Habitats on Site 

5.3.1 The site comprised habitats of limited ecological value. The grassland had very little botanical 

interest and is a habitat that is widespread in the surrounding area. It was considered that 

there would be a ‘Slight’ loss of habitat valued at the ‘Site level’. The habitat of greatest 

ecological value on site comprised the hedgerow on the western boundary. However, the 

proposed works are not anticipated to impact upon the hedgerow in any way. 

5.4 Protected Species 

Bats 

5.4.1 The buildings on site were lacking any suitability for bats. As such, no impacts are considered 

likely to occur in this case.  

Great Crested Newts 

5.4.2 The short sward grassland habitat on the site weas considered sub-optimal for amphibians. 

Great crested newts are known to use waterbodies and the terrestrial habitats locally (within 

500m of a breeding pond, with core habitat typically within 50m). The risk of great crested 
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newts using the site was assessed using the Habitat Suitability Index and the Natural England 

GCN Licensing Risk Assessment Tool.  

5.4.3 As can be seen from Table 1, the rapid risk assessment based upon the small size of the site 

and the distance to nearest pond (150m) concludes no likely impacts upon this species. Given 

the poor quality grassland habitat on or around the area where the works are proposed, (in 

agreement with the rapid risk assessment below), it was the professional opinion of the 

ecologist that there would not be any likely impact at all upon GCN even if they are 

present within any nearby ponds. 

Table 1: GCN Impact Risk Assessment 

Component Likely effect (select one for each component; 

select the most harmful option if more than one is 
likely; lists are in order of harm, top to bottom) 

Notional 
offence 
probability 
score 

 

 
Great crested newt breeding pond(s) No effect 0 

 

Land within 100m of any breeding pond(s) No effect 0 
 

Land 100-250m from any breeding pond(s) 0.001 - 0.01 ha lost or damaged 0.005 
 

Land >250m from any breeding pond(s) No effect 0 
 

Individual great crested newts No effect 0 
 

Maximum: 0.005 
 

Rapid risk assessment result: GREEN: OFFENCE HIGHLY UNLIKELY  

 

Other Species 

5.4.4 The footprint of the proposed development, as per Plan 2, is small, and will occur upon short 

sward permanent pasture. Our professional judgement is that there are no other anticipated 

protected species, or conservation priority species, which would be resident or frequenting 

the area that would be impacted as a result of this small scale development.  
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6.0 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

6.1 Summary of Findings 

6.1.1 In August 2020, Simply Ecology Limited was commissioned by Graham Anthony Associates 

to undertake an Ecological Appraisal of land at Bay Stables, New Road, Hambleton, 

Lancashire, FY6 9DS (see Plan 1). The site comprised an area of horse grazed pasture and 

stables. This survey was conducted as part of a planning application for the construction of 

holiday units on the site (See Plan 2).  

6.1.2 Habitats on site largely comprised species poor semi-improved grassland that was heavily 

grazed (see Plan 4). Boundary features comprised fence lines and the western site boundary 

comprised a species poor intact hedgerow, which was considered to be the feature of greatest 

ecological value on site.. As such, the hedgerow would remain intact and a small area of the 

low value grassland would be lost. This impact could be readily compensated for ensure 

overall enhancement of biodiversity on site.  

6.1.3 In relation to protected species, the building inspection for bats revealed a lack of any 

potential suitability in any of the stables. Similarly, the poor grassland present was considered 

sub-optimal for amphibians and of a small scale and sufficient distance from any potential 

breeding ponds so that there was no realistic residual risk of any impact.  

6.1.4 Recommendations with respect to nature conservation legislation and policy follow: 

6.2 Nature Conservation Sites 

6.2.1 There were no nature conservation sites associated with the site. No statutory protected sites 

were identified within the surrounding 1km and it was concluded that there would be no 

impact upon any such site in the wider area. Similarly, it was concluded that there would be 

no likely impact upon any nearby Biological Heritage Sites. 

6.3 Habitats 

6.3.1 The site itself was of relatively limited ecological value. However, there will be a ‘negligible’ 

loss of grassland which has ‘site level’ value. This habitat type is common and widespread in 

the area and the lasting ecological impact of such proposals will result in negligible ecological 

impacts. It is therefore anticipated that this could readily be compensated for by means of 

some small compensatory ecological measures.  

• It is recommended that new trees should be introduced on site in order to add some 

ecological value for local wildlife. These features will easily compensate for a small loss 

of heavily grazed species poor pasture. Species should be native and should include fruit 

bearing trees (such as cherry, rowan, apple, plum) which would bring value for 

invertebrates and birds and complement the existing pear trees on site. Reason: This 

will ensure compliance with the Local Planning Authority’s statutory duty to conserve 

and enhance biodiversity under The Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 

2006, as reflected in The National Planning Policy Framework and the Local Plan. 
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6.4 Species 

Bats 

6.4.1 The buildings on site had no suitability for bats. As such:  

• It is advised that no Natural England licence is necessary in this instance as no impact 

upon any bat tree roost is predicted. This is due to the lack of any signs of current or 

historical use of the trees by bats on or within 50m. Reason: This will deliver compliance 

with: Section 9 (1 & 4) of The Wildlife & Countryside Act 1981 (as amended), Part 3 (43; 1 

& 2) of The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 and Section 15 of The 

National Planning Policy Framework. 

Great Crested Newts 

6.4.2 The works were of a sufficiently small scale and great distance from the nearest ponds that 

no realistic impacts were considered likely.  

• It is advised that no Natural England licence is necessary in this instance as no impact 

upon any great crested newts, or resting places of this species. This is due to the poor 

quality habitat on site, and the distance from the site in relation to the size of the 

development footprint. Reason: This will deliver compliance with: Section 9 (1 & 4) of 

The Wildlife & Countryside Act 1981 (as amended), Part 3 (43; 1 & 2) of The Conservation 

of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 and Section 15 of The National Planning Policy 

Framework. 
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ANNEX A: STATUTORY AND PLANNING CONTEXT 

A.0.1 The client is advised that many species of British wildlife are legally protected. The following 
section provides a brief overview of the protection afforded to species commonly 
encountered during development. The Recommendations at the end of this report will advise 
as necessary, but it is also useful for the client to have an understanding of the legal 
protection as this helps to ensure that the law is complied with. 

A.1 Badgers 

A.1.1 Badgers are protected under Schedule 6 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as 
amended) (WCA), and the Protection of Badgers Act 1992. It is illegal to: 

• Kill, injure, take, possess or cruelly ill-treat a badger or to attempt to do so; 

• Interfere with a badger sett by damaging or destroying it; 

• Obstruct access to or any entrance of a badger sett; 

• Disturb a badger when it is occupying a sett 

A.1.2 A badger sett is “any structure or place that displays signs indicating current use by a badger”. 
Natural England, the Government’s statutory nature conservation body, classifies a sett as 
active if it has been occupied within the last 12 months. 

A.1.3 Operations that might cause disturbance of an active sett entrance can be carried out under 
licence from Natural England. If any badgers are found during the course of the survey, this 
will be highlighted in this report. 

A.2 Birds 

A.2.1 All wild birds are protected against killing or injury under The WCA 1981 (as amended). This 
protection extends to bird’s nests during the breeding season, which makes it an offence to 
damage or destroy nests or eggs. Birds that are listed on Schedule 1 of the Act receive 
additional protection against intentional or reckless disturbance during the breeding season. 
This makes it an offence to disturb these species at or near to their nesting site. 

A.3 European Protected Species (includes bats, otter, hazel dormouse, great crested newts, 
and others) 

A.3.1 The client is advised that all bats and great crested newts are European Protected Species 
(EPS). These EPS are protected under European legislation that is implemented in England 
via The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (Regulation 43). A full list of 
EPS is provided in Schedule 2 of the Regulations. In addition, these EPS also receive the 
protection of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) in respect of Section 9 (4)(b 
& c) and (5).   

A.3.2 If both national and international legislation are taken together, the legislative protection 
afforded to these species makes it an offence to: 

• Intentionally/ deliberately kill, disturb, injure or capture them. 

• Intentionally or recklessly damage, destroy or obstruct access to any breeding site or 

resting place. 

• Possess or control any live or dead specimen or anything derived from a European 

Protected Species. 
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A.3.3 If an activity is likely to result in any of the above offences, derogation from the legal 
protection can be issued in the form of a European Protected Species licence issued by 
Natural England. Licences for development purposes are issued under The Conservation of 
Habitats And Species Regulations (2017) and only allow what is permitted within the terms 
and conditions of the licence. If any EPS are found during the course of the survey, this will 
be highlighted in this report. 

A.4 Protected Mammals and Reptiles (includes water vole, red squirrel, reptiles and others) 

A.4.1 All native reptiles and a variety of British mammals also receive protection under The WCA 
1981 (as amended). Schedule 5 of The WCA lists animals that are protected. The degree of 
protection varies. Water voles and red squirrel are examples of species with full protection. 
The Act makes it an offence to intentionally kill, injure, take, possess, or trade in any wild 
animal listed in Schedule 5, and prohibits interference with places used for shelter or 
protection, or intentionally disturbing animals occupying such places. 

A.4.2 All native reptiles in the UK are protected. The commoner species such as grass snake, 
common lizard, slow worm and adder are protected only from unlawful killing and injuring. 
In practice this may require a reptile protection scheme before implementing a planning 
permission but no specific licence is required.  Sand lizard and smooth snake listed as EPS 
(see A3.3 above). 

A.4.4 If any protected species are found during the course of the survey, this will be highlighted in 
this report. 

A.5 Non-native invasive species 

A.5.1 A number of non-native plant species growing wild in the UK are listed on Schedule 9 of the 
WCA due to their invasive nature and the detrimental impact they can have on native habitats 
and wildlife. This legislation makes it an offence to plant or otherwise cause to grow in the 
wild any plant species which is included in Part II of Schedule 9. 

A.5.2 This legislation should be considered during site clearance works which could lead to the 
spread of Schedule 9 listed plant species from the site if plant material is not properly handled 
and disposed of. Development proposals should also consider the removal of invasive species 
from areas of site that would otherwise remain unaffected by works in order to avoid the risk 
of these invasive plants spreading from the site in the future and enhance habitats within the 
site.  This would in turn free up space for wildlife friendly planting, prioritising use of native 
species within planting schemes where appropriate. 

A.6 Planning Considerations 

A.6.1 When considering each planning application, the presence of protected species, such as 
those listed above, is a material consideration which must be fully considered by the Local 
Authority when granting planning permission. If a licence from Natural England is required, 
then prior to issuing any planning consent, the local planning authority will need to be 
satisfied that there is no reason why such a licence would not be issued. Therefore, in reaching 
the planning decision the local planning authority will need to have regard to the 
requirements of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended). 
The three licensing tests given in the Regulations must be considered. In summary, these are 
that: 

1. The development is required for the purpose of: 

• Preserving public health or public safety; 
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• For other imperative reasons of over-riding public interest, including those of a social or 

economic nature and beneficial consequences of primary importance for the 

environment; 

• For preventing serious damage to property. 

2.  There is no satisfactory alternative. 

3.  The proposal will not be detrimental to the maintenance of the population of the species 

at a favourable conservation status. 

A.6.2 All necessary information would need to be provided to the planning authority as part of the 
planning application in order to address the above tests.  

A.6.3 The Natural Environment and Communities Act (NERC Act) 2006 extended the biodiversity 
duty set out in the Countryside and Rights of Way (CROW) Act to public bodies and statutory 
undertakers to ensure due regard to the conservation of biodiversity. The Duty is set out in 
Section 40 of the Act, and states 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" 

A.6.4 The Duty applies to all local authorities, community, parish and town councils, police, fire and 
health authorities and utility companies. Section 41 (S41) of this Act (the ‘England 
Biodiversity List’) also requires the Secretary of State to publish a list of habitats and species 
that are of principal importance for the conservation of biodiversity in England. This list is 
used to guide decision-makers such as public bodies, including local and regional authorities, 
in implementing their duty under section 40(1) of the Act. 

A.6.5 Also, Local Authorities must follow the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) which 
provides guidance on the interpretation of the law in relation to wildlife issues and 
development. For each development proposal considered by the Local Planning Authority 
the NPPF states that the authority must aim to conserve and enhance biodiversity. If 
significant harm resulting from a development cannot be avoided (through locating on an 
alternative site with less harmful impacts), adequately mitigated, or, as a last resort, 
compensated for, then planning permission should be refused. 
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ANNEX B: IMPACT ASSESSMENT CRITERIA 

Table 1: Valuing Ecological Features 

Level of Value Examples 

International An internationally designated site or candidate site (SPA, pSPA, SAC, cSAC, pSAC, 
Ramsar site, Biogenetic Reserve). A viable area of a habitat type listed in Annex I of 
the Habitats Directive, or smaller areas of such habitat which are essential to 
maintain the viability of a larger whole. Any regularly occurring population of an 
internationally important species, which is threatened or rare in the UK, i.e. it is a UK 
Red Data Book species or listed as occurring in 15 or fewer 10km squares in the UK 
(Categories 1 and 2 in the UK BAP) or of uncertain conservation status or of global 
conservation concern in the UK BAP. A regularly occurring, nationally significant 
population of any internationally important species. 

National A nationally designated site (SSSI, ASSI, NNR, Marine Nature Reserve) or a discrete 
area, which meets the published selection criteria for national designation. A viable 
area of a priority habitat identified in the UK BAP, or of smaller areas of such habitat 
which are essential to maintain the viability of a larger whole. Any regularly occurring 
population of a nationally important species which is threatened or rare in the region 
or county (see local BAP). A regularly occurring, regionally or county significant 
number of a nationally important species. 

Regional Viable areas of key habitat identified in the Regional BAP or smaller areas of such 
habitat which are essential to maintain the viability of a larger whole. Viable areas of 
key habitat identified as being of Regional value in the appropriate Natural Area 
profile. Any regularly occurring population of a nationally important species which is 
not threatened or rare in the region. Any regularly occurring, locally significant 
population of a species listed as being nationally scarce which occurs in 16-100 10km 
squares in the UK or in a Regional BAP or relevant Natural Area on account of its 
regional rarity or localisation. A regularly occurring, locally significant number of a 
regionally important species. 

County Semi-natural ancient woodland greater than 0.25ha. County/Metropolitan sites and 
other sites which the designating authority has determined meet the published 
ecological selection criteria for designation, including Local Nature Reserves selected 
on County/metropolitan ecological criteria. A viable area of habitat identified in the 
County BAP. A regularly occurring, locally significant number of a 
County/Metropolitan ‘red data book’ or BAP species, designated on account of its 
regional rarity or localisation. A regularly occurring, locally significant number of a 
County/Metropolitan important species. 

District/Borough Semi-natural ancient woodland smaller than 0.25ha. Areas of habitat identified in a 
sub- County (District/Borough) BAP or in the relevant Natural Area profile. 
Sites/features that are scarce within the District/Borough or which appreciably enrich 
the District/Borough habitat resource. A diverse and/or ecologically valuable 
hedgerow network. A population of a species that is listed in a District/Borough BAP, 
because of its rarity in the locality or in the relevant Natural Area profile because of its 
regional rarity or localisation. A regularly occurring, locally significant number of a 
District/Borough important species during a critical phase of its life cycle. 

Site Areas of habitat or populations/communities of species considered to appreciably 
enrich the habitat resource within the context of the parish or neighbourhood, e.g. 
species-rich hedgerows. NB: Where species or habitats occur in more than one 
category, the highest value is applicable. 

 
  



Bay Stables, Hambleton 
 

 

 

 

Simply Ecology Limited –Ecological Appraisal – September 2020 

29 

Table 2: Impact Magnitude 

Impact Magnitude Examples 

Major Loss of over 50% of a site feature, habitat or population. Adverse change to all of a 
site feature, habitat or population. For benefits, an impact equivalent in nature 
conservation terms to gain of over 50% of a site feature, habitat or population. 

Moderate Loss affecting 20-50% of a site feature, habitat or population. Adverse change to 
over 50% of a site feature, habitat or population. For benefits, an impact equivalent in 
nature conservation terms to a gain of 20-50% of a site feature, habitat or 
population. 

Slight Loss affecting 5-19% of a site feature, habitat or population. Adverse change to 20-
50% of a site feature, habitat or population. For benefits, an impact equivalent in 
nature conservation terms to a gain of 5-19% of a site feature, habitat or population. 

Negligible  Loss affecting up to 5% of a site feature, habitat or population. Adverse change to 
less than 20% of a site feature, habitat or population. For benefits, an impact 
equivalent in nature conservation terms to a gain of up to 5% of a site feature, habitat 
or population. 
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ANNEX C: SSSI DESCRIPTION 
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ANNEX D: IMPACT RISK ZONES FOR SSSIS (2017) 
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ANNEX E: SSSI IMPACT RISK ZONES IN RELATION TO SITE 

SSSI Impact Risk Zones - to assess planning applications for likely impacts on SSSIs/SACs/SPAs & Ramsar sites (England) 
1. DOES PLANNING PROPOSAL FALL INTO ONE OR MORE OF THE CATEGORIES BELOW? 

2. IF YES, CHECK THE CORRESPONDING DESCRIPTION(S) BELOW. LPA SHOULD CONSULT NATURAL ENGLAND ON LIKELY 

RISKS FROM THE FOLLOWING: 

All Planning Applications 

All planning applications (except householder) outside or extending outside existing settlements/urban areas affecting 

greenspace, farmland, semi natural habitats or landscape features such as trees, hedges, streams, rural buildings/structures. 

Infrastructure 

Pipelines, pylons and overhead cables. Any transport proposal including road, rail and by water (excluding routine maintenance). 

Airports, helipads and other aviation proposals. 

Wind & Solar Energy 

Solar schemes with footprint > 0.5ha, all wind turbines. 

Minerals, Oil & Gas 

Planning applications for quarries, including: new proposals, Review of Minerals Permissions (ROMP), extensions, variations to 

conditions etc. Oil & gas exploration/extraction. 

Rural Non Residential 

Large non residential developments outside existing settlements/urban areas where net additional gross internal floorspace is > 

1,000m² or footprint exceeds 0.2ha. 

Residential 

Residential development of 10 units or more. 

Rural Residential 

Any residential developments outside of existing settlements/urban areas with a total net gain in residential units. 

Air Pollution 

Any development that could cause AIR POLLUTION (incl: industrial/commercial processes, livestock & poultry units, slurry 

lagoons/manure stores). 

Combustion 

All general combustion processes. Incl: energy from waste incineration, other incineration, landfill gas generation plant, 

pyrolysis/gasification, anaerobic digestion, sewage treatment works, other incineration/ combustion. 

Waste 

Mechanical and biological waste treatment, inert landfill, non-hazardous landfill, hazardous landfill, household civic amenity 

recycling facilities construction, demolition and excavation waste, other waste management. 

Composting 

Any composting proposal. Incl: open windrow composting, in-vessel composting, anaerobic digestion, other waste management. 

Discharges 
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Any discharge of water or liquid waste that is discharged to ground (ie to seep away) or to surface water, such as a beck or stream 

(NB this does not include discharges to mains sewer which are unlikely to pose a risk at this location). 

Water Supply 

Notes 1 

New residential developments in this area should consider recreational disturbance impacts on the coastal designated sites. 

Please consider this issue in the HRA screening. 

Notes 2 

GUIDANCE - How to use the Impact Risk Zones 

/Metadata_for_magic/SSSI IRZ User Guidance MAGIC.pdf 

 

https://magic.defra.gov.uk/Metadata_for_magic/SSSI%20IRZ%20User%20Guidance%20MAGIC.pdf

