
Biodiversity Self-Assessment Form

Householder Appl ications

Planning reference (for office
use):

Site address:
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There are many legally protected sites of nature conservation importance and non-statutory local wildlife sites (see

Note 1), priority habitats (see Note 3)and a wide range of legally protected, notable and priority species (see Note
6) in the District. Developments can adversely affect these and Local Planning Authorities (LPAs)are legally required
by the Government to consider the conservation of biodiversity when determining a planning application.

Government planning policies for biodiversity are set out in the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), while
the LPA's local plan will set out how they address these requirements in local policy terms. The LPA needs to be able

to understand whatthe potential impacts of the development might be and if there are impacts on biodiversity,
how these will be avoided, mitigated, or compensated.

This self-assessment will help you work out if your proposal is likely to affect biodiversity, what additional
information you will need to provide to support your application and how to get that information for householder
a pplications.

lf you require additional advice, please download a copy of the council's Planning Validation Biodiversity Guidance
for Householder Applications.

Types of Biodiversity Report

lf your answers to the questions in Sections L and/or 2 identify that your project may potentially have an adverse
impact on designated sites, priority or other notable habitats or legally protected or notable species you will need to
submit a biodiversity report that demonstrates at least the following information:

' Description of the sites, species, habitats or features that could be affected (such as location, size,

abundance, importance);

' Likely impacts of your development on habitats, sites or species (this will depend on the exoct noture of
your proposol);

How alternative designs and locations have been considered;

How adverse impacts will be avoided;

How any unavoidable impacts will be mitigated or reduced (see Note 4);

How impacts that cannot be avoided or mitigated will be compensated (see Note 4l; and

Full details of biodiversity enhancements that will be provided.

ln most householder applications, it is likely that a Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (PEA) report would be sufficient.
This comprises a scoping assessment to identify important biodiversity features, further surveys and biodiversity
enhancement opportunities. lt is not usually suitable for submission with a planning application unless no additional
surveys are required, no significant impacts would arise and no mitigation is necessary (otherthan precautionary
working methods). The report must be prepared in accordance with the Chartered lnstitute of Ecology and
Environmental Management (CIEEM) guidelines
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However, where more detailed surveys are necessary, an Ecological lmpactfssessment (EclA) report would be
required. This would collate the results from the individual habitat and species surveys, assess the impacts of the
proposaland propose mitigation, compensation and enhancement measures. This report must be prepared in
accordance with CIEEM guidelines: https:l1.ciqen.ne!1r-e$&{g*cudelr-Lle-i:Jlt1.sgt:lagrlri"Llr:p:111*xe ssry.rent-ecia/

Where more targeted and specific repdrts are necessary (for example bat surveys), these must:

' Be undertaken by a competent, i.e. an appropriately qualified and/or experienced), person

' Be of appropriate scope and detail (i.e. using best practice guidance)

' Be conducted at an appropriate time of year, in suitable weather conditions and using recognised
methodologies (e.g. Bat Survey Good Practice Guidelines,20t6l.

Reports may not be required where applicants are able to provide pre-application correspondence from Natural
England, the Local Authority or their ecological adviser that confirms that they are satisfied that the proposal will
not have an adverse impact on any features identified in Sections l or 2.

Theapplicationmaynotbevalidatedifanyoftheinformationsubmittedprovestobeinadequatebrinaccurate. lf
validated and the information is subsequently found not to fully address any potential impacts then further
information may be required during the course of any planning application, for instance if any of the information
you have provided needs clarification, or if other potential impacts are identified. lf sufficient information on
ecological issues is not provided by the time the application needs to be determined, the application may be
invalidated or refused.

It is strongly advised that you consider biodiversity allhe earliest possible stage in your project as there are seasonal
constraints to much of the survey work that may be needed to support your application.

Please consult the CIEEM Registered Practices directory at httr:s.//cr**n:.r: *t./ti $] i:tstj/ it r"r d i ns.-lt- {:(i r'} :}L$ $ Il} n t'/ fO r
assistance in finding an ecological consultant to advise you and carry out the necessary surveys and assessments.
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Householder Self-Assessment Form

To be completed by the Applicant

Has this checklist been completed or ttrecked by a
suitably qualified/experienced ecologist?

#lNo

SECTION L - Sites and Habitats

PROPOSAL DETAILS

Please answer all questions Yes or No by marking the
appropriate box against each question

Y N

lf you have answered 'YES'to any of these, is it
likely that the development would have an

impact on the identified site? (see Note 2)

Please explain why/why not, -or state if further
information is provided (see below*)

Legally Protected Sites for Nature Conservation

1.1 ls the application site on or within 50m of a SSSI,

SAC, SPA or Ramsar site ? (see Note 1)
N

Habitats and Locally Designated Sites

1,.2 Are any of the following present on or within 50m of the application site?

NB: lf Yes, there moy be a Locol Wildlife Site (see Note 1), Priority Hobitot or other important feature within or odjocent to
the opplicotion site - pleose see Note j for further informotion on identifying these.

Loca I Wild life Site va)

b) Estuary or saltmarsh N

c) Wetlands or marshes hl

d) Wate r co u rses (rive rs o r st rea m s) I/

e) Lakes or ponds il

f) Heathland tl

s) Mixed I Broad-leaved woodland N,

h) Veteran ( pa rticula rly old/large) trees N

i) Hedgerows il
i) Flowe r-rich mead ow I grassla nd l./

k) Traditional or Old Orchard F,
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r) Mosaic habitats on previously developed Iand l.l

*This may simply be o brief explonotion in the box provided within the toble, for exomple stoting thot the identified feoture is

outside the development footprint/boundories, or o biodiversity report hos been submitted. Pleose note thot the submitted
informotion will be reviewed by the Locol Plonning Authority ond you moy be osked for further clorificotion if necessary either
prior to volidation or during the opplicotion process.

SECTION 2 - Species, including priority species (see Note 6)

Please answer all questions yes (Y) or no (N) by marking
the appropriate box against each question.

Y N Speci es I lssue

2.L
Would the proposed works affect existing buildings with any of the following
lsee Note 2l

Survey carried out and

relevant report
submitted attached
( refe re n ce )?

a) Hanging tiles (see note 5), timber
cladding/weatherboarding, roof voids where the
building is within 200m of woodland, hedgerow
network or water

F)

Bats and bat roosts

Breeding birds

Ba rn owls

b) Buildings or structures within 200m of woodland,
hedgerow network a ndlor water N}

c) Pre -I9L4 buildings or structures within 400m of
woodland, hedgerow network a ndlor water il

d) Pre-191"4 buildings with gable ends, traditional clay tile
roofs or slate roofs, hanging tiles or weatherboarding
rega rd less of location

t-,

e) Any structure with open flying access within 200m of
woodland, hedgerow network or water

rJ

f) Any structure with gaps around roof structures such as

flashing, ridge tiles, facia and soffit boards within
200m of wood la nd, hedge row netwo rk o r wate r

I

s) Structures where there is known current or historic bat
use [J

h) Cellar, ice-house or other stone-bu ilt structu re hJ Ba ts

2.2 would the proposal affect trees with ANY of the following features? (see note 2l

a) Old a nd vetera n trees
hl

Bats a nd bat roosts

Breeding birds

lnvertebrates

b) Trees with obvious holes, cracl<s, cavities or heavy
vegetation (e.e. ivy) Fl

c) Trees with a circumference greater than 1m at chest
height h)

2.3 Are there streams, rivers or lakes on or within 10m of
the application site that would be affected (including
their ba nks and adjacent habitat) by the development?

I)
Bats - foraging habitat
Otter
Wate r vo le
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Wh rte-clawed crayfish

Breeding birds

2.4 Would the proposals affect (see note 2l any of the following
featu res?

Bat foraging habitat
Dorm ice

Breeding birds

Ba dge r

a) Deciduous (i.e. not mainly conifer) woodland? N

b) Field hedgerows over Lm tall and over 0.5m thick? N)

c) Areas of scrub well-connected to woodland or
h edge rows? l./

2.5 Do the proposed works (see Note 2)

a)
Take place within 50m of any pond and within the red

or amber zones of the district level licensing scheme's
modelled map (NatureSpace)

i:{ips.,..,'',r'r1ci{grgsps{,gq&,cr:1,'-t,rqi',$r}}clilsi"iln,rffii i -rr.,;lr-it';r";g:.J

}}
Am ph ibia ns -
particularly great

crested newts and

common toads

b)
Damage or destroy a pond or habitat within close

proximity to a pond (c. 10m)? /

c)
Affect suitable habitat: refuges (e.g. log piles or rubble)

grassla nd, scru b wood la nds or hedgerows OR is

connected to the pond by grassland, hedgerows etc?
Fl

2,6 Would the proposal affect mature/overgrown
gardens over 0.1ha, or any rough grasslatrd, meadow,
orchard derelict/brownfield land , r?ilway land or
allotments? (see note 2l

h)

Reptiles

Breeding birds

Hedgehogs

2.7 Does the proposal involve flood lighting or a

significant increase in external lighting?
rl Bats

2.8 ls the proposal for a wind turbine? hl
Bats

Birds

NOTES

Note 7: You con find out if your opplicotion site is on or near ony of these sites from11t__!-vr,U-&jLill,i:A1.1]:.rltttgp_<l,g,gt

WyW.UqgJq,gpy4-k.The Gloucestershire Centre for Environmentol Records (GCER) or the Thomes Valley Environmentol Records
Centre (TVERC) con provide detoiled mops showing boundories of oll site designotions ond priority hobitots.

555/ = Site of Speciol Scientific lnterest (designoted ond protected under IJK low); SAC = Special Areo of Conservotion; SPA =
Special Protection Areo (these are designoted and protected under El.) low ond ore also SSSIs); Romsor site = internotionally
importantwetlond, designoted underthe Romsor Convention -these will olso be SPAs /SACs ondS55/.

lmpoct Risk Zones (lRZs) ore o GIS tool developed by Noturol Englond to make o ropid initiol ossessment of the potential risks to
SSSI posed by development proposols. They define zones oround eoch SSSI which reftect the porticulor sensitivities of the feotures
for which it is notified ond indicote the types of development proposal which could potentiolly hove odverse impocts. The SSSI tRZ
Dotaset con be downloaded f rom fhe fi*'li::i-f_i. iii*iir:f i:ii i"hlilii ilit{.lt {,_t.iiJp1,trl:r. It is also ovailoble to view on w/',,vi,v. illil i;ir.^. iir: i,. i.,'k

Local Wildlife Sites (LWS) ore not legolly protected, but ore identified in the Locol Plon as being of importonce for biodiversity and
ore considered during the plonning process.

Note 2: lmpocts con be direct such os destruction, removol or modificotion, or indirect through disturbonce such os run-off,
noise, dust, lighting or increosed recreotionol use. The impact risk mopping for GCN is avoiloble ot
htt p s : // n a t u re sp a c e u k. c o m / cl i s m a rt s / i m rs s ct - r i sk- rn a pl.

Note3:Areosof designotedAncientWoodlondondsomePriorityHobitotsconbefound on r,,,-gvt,,r.rloE_r,gr:l*V.U& TheLPA'sLocol
Plon Proposals Map for your locol plonning authority moy identify the locotion of ony Locol Witdtife Sites. A biodiversity doto
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seorch from the Gloucestershire Centre for Environmentol Records (GCER) or the Thomes Volley Environmentol Records Centre

(TVERC) should be obtoined if necessory - refer to biodiversity guidonce.

Priority Hobitot - noturql or semi-noturol hobitots thot hove been identified os being ot risk (i.e. they are rore or in decline) or
thot ore importont for certoin key species of plont or animol; previously known os UK BAP priority hobitots, these are now
referred to os Hobitots of Principol lmportoqce for Biodiversity (os defined in Section 41 of the Notural Environment ond Rurol

Note 4: Avoidonce (meosures token to ovoid impocts) should be the first considerations; mitiqotion (measures which moke

unovoidable impocts less severe); compensation (meosures which counterbolonce remoining impocts, resulting in on overoll no

net loss of biodiversity). NB'Mitigation' as a general term, or o 'mitigotion strategy' is often used to cover oll these processes;

ond then in oddition to this, enhoncement measures to provide o goin in biodiversity.

Note 5 (re. hanging tiles): This checklist, where reloting to potentiol impocts on bots, is odopted from the Bot Conservotion

Trust's guidelines (see hffrjry'lwrr;w.bcrts.oro.yi</pnqe-rlqurda*celorpr$fr:-rsiorials.hlrl',lJ on where bots might reosonobly be likely

to be found. However, bots can be found in other locotions, types or areos of buildings. lt is porticulorly importont to note thot
where o building hos honging tiles but is not within 200m of woodlond or water, there is still potentiolly o reasonoble likelihood

of bots being present ond o survey moy be required in situations other thon those specifically identified in the BlC.

Note 6: Priority species - Species thot hove been identified os being ot risk (i.e. they are rore or in decline) or importont for
certoin key species of plant or onimol; previously referred to os UK BAP priority species, these ore now known os "Species of
Principol lmportonce for Biodiversity Conservotion" under Section 41 of the Noturol Environment ond Rural Communities Act

2005 os listed ot h'Eltr41llncc.qav.qklqu{:!y_o{8&LS-Sp*rcLUsrltr,re1&*:lqp:pdo,-l.lly:.tilqet"e:.:l:.il

The Gloucestershire Centre for Environmentol Records (GCER) or the Thomes Volley Environmentol Records Centre (TVERC) hold
dato on the known locotions of millions of protected, notoble ond priority species. However, the obsence of o record does not
necessorily meon thot the species is absent from an area - it is entirely dependent on recording effort.

lmportont: this checklist connot include all protected species ond oll circumstonces where they mov be offected. Legislation
reloting to protected species applies in oll circumstonces ond it is the responsibility of the developer to ensure thot protected
species ond hobitots ore not impocted os o result of development. lf protected species ore found during the course of
development, work must stop ond odvice sought from o competent (suitably quolified ond/or experienced) ecologist ond/or
Noturol Englond on any speciol precautions before continuing, including the need for o derogation licence.

For office use only - to be completed by the Validation Team:

*Note: Appropriote reports ore: Preliminory Ecologicol Appraisal (where no further surveys or only precoutionory mitigotion
meosures are required) or Ecologicol lmpoct Assessment in most cases.
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7 Have ALL questions on ALL sections been completed? Y/N lf Yes, go to 2
lf NO, opplication should
not be validoted

2 Have any questions been onswered'Yes'? Y/N

Y/N

lf YES, go to 3

lf YES, applicotion con

be volidated

lf NO, applicotion con be

va lid ate d

UNO,goto43

Does the applicont's completed checklist conclude that,
although there may be some biodiversity-related issues, no

impocts CIre likely to occur and no mitigation is required?

4

Has an oppropriate biodiversity report* been submitted to
sddress all the potentiol impocts and recommend mitigation
q nd enhanceme nt measu res?

Y/N
lf YES, application can

be validoted
lf NO, applicotion should
n ot be vo lid oted


