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Church Street, Weldon- Ref: KETT 064 Eco PEA  

EcoCheck Ref: JH_135 PEA Alpine Planning 

 

Land to Rear of 32 Church Street, Weldon, Corby, NN17 3JY  
 

Preliminary Ecological Appraisal  

Date: March 2024 

 
  

 1.  Introduction and Proposals 

1.1.    Eco-Check has been commissioned by Alpine Planning Ltd in regard to ecological matters 
relating to a planning application submitted to North Northamptonshire Council for the 
construction of a single detached dwelling and garage and a new access off Church Street. The 
proposal is for a residential dwelling with private garden, parking spaces, patio and driveway 
via an existing gated entrance off Church Road. The site is centred at grid reference: 
SP930894. The proposal requires the removal of a number of trees as detailed in the 
accompanying arboricultural assessment. 

 
1.2.   The site already benefits from an existing gated access off Church Street to the west as shown 

in Appendix 1. The site is bordered by scattered trees and scrub to the north, woodland to the 
east and south and dwelling houses to the west. Eco Check Ltd has been commissioned to 
undertake a preliminary ecological survey and appraisal of the site in order to inform the 
proposed development, the results of which are therefore set out below. 

 

2.      Site Location and Surroundings 
 
2.1.    The application site is situated in the village and civil parish of Weldon on the outskirts of 

Corby in the north Northamptonshire District. The site is located approximately 10km west of 
Oundle and 10km north-east of Kettering. The site is accessible from a gated entrance off 
Church Street and the nearest main road is the A43 approximately 0.4km north. The 
application site comprises a roughly rectangular shaped parcel of land extending to 
approximately 930m². 

 
2.2 The land within the site forms an area of garden to the rear of the existing dwellings and is 

laid mostly to amenity lawn with a range or ornamental plants and shrubs. The proposed 
location of the dwelling is within a clearing of the bordering trees and woodland with sparse 
understory and with frequent brash and stone piles. A number of semi-mature trees require 
removal to facilitate the new access and footprint of the buildings.   

 

 

http://www.ipo.gov.uk/tm/t-journal/t-tmj/journals/6684/domestic/images/2
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Figure 1. Site Location Map – StreetMap 2024 

 

 
Figure 2. Aerial View of Site – Google Earth- March 2022 
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3.      Methodology   
  

Desktop Information  

  
3.1.  In order to compile background information on the site and its immediate surroundings, 

ecological information, including background records of protected, rare and notable species 

from the site and surrounding area have been obtained from Northamptonshire Biodiversity 

Records Centre (NBRC) and from Northants Bat Group with data requested on the basis of a 

search area of 2km.  

  

3.2.  Information on statutory designations was obtained from the online Multi-Agency Geographic 

Information for the Countryside (MAGIC) database, which utilises data provided by Natural 

England. In addition, the MAGIC database was searched to identify the known presence of 

any Priority Habitats within or adjacent the site. Relevant information is reproduced at Table 1 

and Appendix 1, where appropriate.   

  
3.3.  In addition, the Woodland Trust database was searched for any records of ancient, veteran or 

notable trees within or adjacent to the site.   

 
Survey Work   

3.4.  An ecological walkover survey was carried out on 16th January 2024 by James Hodson of Eco-
Check Ltd, an experienced ecological consultant with a BSc (Hons) in Environmental Sciences 
and MSc in Environmental Impact Assessment and licensed to undertake bat surveys and to 
disturb bats under Natural England Level 2 Bat Survey License 2017-30927-CLS-CLS and great 
crested newts 2018-36283-CLS-CLS. The site was surveyed in order to ascertain the general 
ecological value of the land contained within the boundaries of the site and to identify the 
main habitats and ecological features present.   

 
3.5.  The site was surveyed based on standard Phase 1 Habitat Survey methodology1, whereby the 

habitat types present are identified and mapped, together with an assessment of the species 

composition of each habitat. This technique provides an inventory of the basic habitat types 

present and allows identification of areas of greater potential which require further survey. 

Any such areas identified can then be examined in more detail through Phase 2 surveys.  This 

method was extended, in line with the Guidelines for Preliminary Ecological Appraisal2 to 

record details on the actual or potential presence of any notable or protected species or 

habitats.  

  
3.6.  Using the above method, the site was classified into areas of similar botanical community 

types, with a representative species list compiled for each habitat identified. The 

nomenclature used for plant species is based on the Botanical Society for the British Isles 

(BSBI) Checklist.  

  
3.7.  General faunal activity, such as mammals or birds observed visually or by call during the 

course of the surveys was recorded. The potential for the site to support any protected, rare 

or notable faunal species was also appraised.  

 

 
1 Joint Nature Conservation Committee (2010, as amended) ‘Handbook for Phase 1 habitat survey: A technique for environmental audit.’  
2  Chartered Institute for Ecology and Environmental Management (CIEEM) (2017) ‘Guidelines for Preliminary Ecological Appraisal.’  
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 Survey constraints/limitations   
  

3.8.  All of the species that occur in each habitat would not necessarily be detectable during survey 
work carried out at any given time of the year, since different species are apparent during 
different seasons. The Phase 1 habitat survey was undertaken outside the optimal season of 
May to September which provides a less robust assessment of botanical interest across the 
site, however given the historical use as garden land and managed lawns this is not 
considered to be a significant constraint. All the site habitats were clearly evident and relative 
confidence is given in the survey findings. 

  
3.9.  Attention was paid to the presence of any invasive species listed under Schedule 9 of the 

Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended). However, the detectability of such species 

varies due to a number of factors, e.g. time of year, site management, etc., and hence the 

absence of invasive species should not be assumed even if no such species were detected 

during the Phase 1 survey.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ------ 
³ Statutory designation include Special Areas of Conservation (SAC), Special Protection Areas (SPA), Ramsar sites, National Nature Reserves 

(NNR), Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and Local Nature Reserves (LNR).  

⁴ Non-statutory sites are designated by local authorities and protected through the planning process (e.g., County Wildlife Sites, Sites of 

Importance for Nature Conservation or Local Wildlife Sites).  

⁵ Legally protected species include those listed in Schedules 1, 5 or 8 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981; Schedule 2 of the 
Conservation of Species and Habitats (Amendment EU Exit) Regulations 2019; or in the Protection of Badgers Act 1992 (as amended).  

⁶ Notable species include Species of Principal Importance under the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006;  
Local Biodiversity Action Plan (LBAP) species; Birds of Conservation Concern (Eaton et al., 2009); and/or Red Data Book/nationally  
notable species (JNCC, undated). 



5 
 

4.     Survey Results, Discussion and Recommendations  
  

Ecological Designations ³ ⁴  

  
4.1.   
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Table 1- Summary of Statutory and Non-Statutory Sites within 2km 

 

 
Figure 3. Magic Search Map- 2km 

 
4.2.  On the basis of the information reviewed, it is clear that the site does not contain any 

identified nature conservation designations.  The closest identified statutory ecological 

designation to the site is Cowthick Quarry (SSSI) approximately 1.2km south-west of the site. 

The site does not contain any priority habitats but is adjacent to a block of broadleaved 

deciduous woodland to the immediate east and which is a UK Priority Habitat. 

   
4.3.  No international level statutory ecological designations have been identified within 5km of 

the site, whilst information available on the MAGIC database identifies that site is included 

within the Impact Risk Zones (IRZs) of Weldon Park and Banhaw, Spring and Blackthorn’s 

Wood. The development proposal does not fall within the scope for consultation with Natural 

England as the development is for less than 10 new dwellings.    

  
4.4.  Within the 2km search, the following UK Priority habitats have been recorded, Lowland 

Deciduous Woodland, Traditional Orchard and Lowland Calcareous Grassland. In summary, 

the following UK Priority Habitats occur (as depicted on MAGIC) within 2km of the site:  

 
• Lowland Calcareous Grassland: 3 parcels – 1 small parcel to the south associated 

with former quarry workings; and,  

• Deciduous Woodland: 12 parcels –nearest offsite parcel situated immediately to 

the east. Ancient woodland within Laundimer Woods.  
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4.5.  Overall, given the distance and separation of all identified ecological designations from the 

site, along with the size and scale of the proposals, the proposed development of the site is 

unlikely to result in any adverse significant effects on any such designations in isolation, which 

do not therefore appear to represent a potential constraint or require further consideration in 

regard to the proposed development.  

  
Habitats and Ecological Features  

  
4.6.  Survey Results. The internal areas of the site are formed almost entirely by modified grassland 

forming part of the garden to the existing dwelling and a number of mature and semi-mature 

scattered trees. The garden contains a range of ornamental plants and shrubs including 

daffodil, snow drop, primrose, viburnum, laurel, bamboo, privet, wild strawberry, comfrey, 

fuchsia, rhododendron, crocosmia, and snowberry. A 2m high timber post and featheredge 

fence, encroached with creeping ivy, runs along the east boundary with the woodland, a brick 

wall forms the south boundary with the proposed access and the north boundary is formed 

by scattered trees and scrub vegetation with a post and rail fence along Oundle Road. 

  
4.7.  Modified grassland forms the main site habitat. The grassland present supports a high 

proportion (approximately 50% or more) of Perennial Rye-grass (Lolium perenne), with 

scattered rarely occurring Meadow Grasses Poa sp. Forbs were recorded to be similarly 

scattered and include nipplewort (Lapsana communis), ground ivy (Glechoma hederacea), 

white clover (Trifolium repens), daisy (Bellis perennis), bristly ox-tongue (Helminthotheca 

echioides), creeping thistle (Cirsium arvense), nettle (Urtica dioica), ribwort plantain (Plantago 

lanceolata), docks (Rumex spp). Flowering plants included white dead nettle (Lamium album), 

herb Robert (Geranium robertium), cleavers (Galium aparine), buttercup (Ranunculus repens), 

purple dead nettle (Lamium purpureum) and Dove’s foot cranesbill (Geranium molle).  

 
4.8.  Tall ruderal vegetation is frequent interspersed within the site margins, fences, walls and 

scrub belt to the north. Species included bramble (Rubus fruticosus), blackthorn (Prunus 

spinosa), common nettle (Urtica dioica), Lords and Ladies (Arum maculatum), teasel 

(Dipsacus fullonum), hogweed (Heracleum mantegazzianum), garlic mustard (Alliaria 

petiolate), cow parsley (Anthriscus sylvestris) and willowherb (Chamerion angustifolium). 

 
4.9.  South-east of the site is a substantial area of woodland which extends into the site itself. The 

woodland forms part of a Tree Preservation Area (TPO/75/2). The site contains a range of 

semi-mature and mature scattered trees including ash (Fraxinus excelsior), field maple (Acer 

campestre), sycamore (Acer pseudoplatanus), holly (Ilex aquafolium), olive and cypress 

(Cupressus leylandii).  

  
4.10.  Evaluation.  The grassland present forming the internal areas of the site was recorded to be 

clearly species-poor, supporting a limited range of common and widespread species, with a 

high proportion of Perennial Rye-grass typical of modified and nutrient enriched grassland.  

The survey work was undertaken outside the optimal period for grassland survey, but it was 

clear that the grassland present is typical of species-poor amenity lawn which is therefore 

unlikely to be of any raised ecological value, nor represent a constraint on the proposals. 

   
4.11.  Other vegetation within the internal parts of the site is limited to common ruderal and 

ephemeral weed species. The garden areas also contain wood, stone and brash piles. Where 

possible, it is recommended that the existing trees are retained under any proposed 

development layout, with suitable protective measures (e.g. the use of temporary fencing, 
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including in line with any relevant arboricultural recommendations and best practice, 

including BS5837) put in place during any construction works.  

  
4.12.  Due to a lack of suitable access a detailed bat roost assessment of the trees was not 

undertaken but many have creeping ivy growth, and some may contain potential roost 
features and so the trees must not be disturbed without a detailed roost assessment being 
undertaken. This would likely require an elevated tree survey using a mobile elevated working 
platform (MEWP) or aerial survey with a climber. 

  
4.13.  The proposals offer the opportunity to enhance the site with new tree, shrub and hedge 

planting. 

 

 
Figure 4.- Gated access off Church Street (left), amenity lawn (right) 

 

 
Figure 5.- Scattered trees and scrub to north boundary (left), scattered trees within garden (right) 

 

 
Figure 6.- Location of proposed dwelling and garage (left), ivy clad trees within garden (right) 
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Figure 7.- Location of proposed dwelling and garage (left), east boundary fence (right) 

 

 
Figure 8. North-east corner of garden (left), dwelling and barn to the west (right) 

 
Faunal Considerations ⁵ ⁶  

  
4.14.  Background Records.  A search for designated sites and historical species records within 2km 

of the site was requested from Northamptonshire Biodiversity Records Centre (NBRC). Please 

note that NBRC does not hold records for bats and so Northants Bat Group records have been 

used in this instance. No specific records of any fully protected, rare or notable species within 

the site itself, were identified based on the desktop study undertaken, whilst the nature of the 

habitats are such that it would appear unlikely to support certain species such as water vole, 

otter, hazel dormouse and white clawed crayfish.  

  

4.15.  Bat species records comprise two common pipistrelle (Pipistrellus pipistrellus), 10 unidentified 
pipistrelle species bats (Pipistrellus sp.), one soprano pipistrelle (Pipistrellus pygmaeus), two 
brown long long-eared bat (Plecotus auritus), two Daubenton’s (Myotis daubentonii), two 
Natterer’s (Myotis nattereri), two noctule (Nyctlus noctula) and two barbastelle (Barbastella 
Barbastella) bats. All records were supplied with four figure grid references only; however the 
closest records to site are two known roosts of an unspecified pipistrelle bat species recorded 
at Weldon Church, which lies approximately 215m south-west of the site, one dating from 
1991 and one dating from 1992. Other bat activity recorded close to site is of a Natterer’s and 
a Daubenton’s bat found grounded within Weldon village. 

 
A total of 39 great crested newt (Triturus cristatus) records from three locations were 

returned by NBRC. The records are between 2018-2022 situated between 0.8 km and 2km 

north of the site, with nearest record on the distal side of the A43. The records are separated 

from site by considerable distance, housing and infrastructure including main roads. No 

common amphibian records were supplied by NBRC. There are also 4 records of EPS licensed 

in respect of great crested newt. 
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Five records of badger setts within 2.5 km of the application area were provided by NBRC. 

None of the records relate to the application area. Five records of hedgehog Erinaceus 

 europaeus 2016-2022. 

 
4 records of common lizard (Zootoca vivipara) were returned within the search radius.  

2 records of hazel dormouse (Muscardinus avellanarius) from 2022. None of the records 
appear to be of particular relevance to the site itself, whilst the majority are well-removed 
from the site.  In any event, the site is located within the core range of these species, such 
that their presence within the surrounding search area is unsurprising.  

 
A total of 23 bird species of conservation concern have been recorded within 2km of the 
application area. Of these, three are listed on under Schedule 1 of the Wildlife and 
Countryside Act 1982 (as amended), eight are Red listed and the remainder is Amber listed 
(Table 2). 

 

Common name  Scientific name  WaCA/BoCC Status  

Barn owl  Tyto alba  Schedule 1, Amber  

Hobby  Falco subbuteo  Schedule 1, Green  

Red kite  Milvus milvus  Schedule 1, Green  

Cuckoo  Cuculus canorus  Red  

Fieldfare  Turdus pilaris  Red  

Hen harrier  Circus cyaneus  Red  

Lapwing  Vanellus vanellus  Red  

Redwing  Turdus iliacus  Red  

Ring ouzel  Turdus torquatus  Red  

Song thrush  Turdus philomelos  Red  

Tree pipit  Anthus trivialis  Red  

Bullfinch  Pyrrhula pyrrhula  Amber  

Glaucous gull  Larus hyperboreus  Amber  

Great black-backed gull  Larus marinus  Amber  

Green woodpecker  Picus viridis  Amber  

Iceland gull  Larus glaucoides  Amber  

Kestrel  Falco tinnunculus  Amber  

Marsh harrier  Circus aeruginosus  Amber  

Mistle thrush  Turdus viscivorus  Amber  

Swallow  Hirundo rustica  Amber  

Whinchat  Saxicola rubetra  Amber  

Whitethroat  Sylvia communis  Amber  

Willow warbler  Phylloscopus trochilus  Amber  

Table 2- Birds of Conservation Concern 
 
4.16.  Badger. A search of the site and bordering habitats found no evidence of badger activity, sets, 

latrines etc. The nature of the garden site is such that a lack of densely vegetated habitats or 
areas that could conceal setts, latrines or other key Badger activity are absent and the site is 
enclosed with walls and fences. Given the size of the site, regular disturbance, human 
presence and lack of evidence for this species, it is unlikely that the site forms an important 
resource for this species, which does not, therefore appear to represent a potential 
constraint, nor require any further consideration in regard to the current proposals. The 
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adjacent woodland to the east does provide habitat for badgers, and it is recommended that 
this woodland area is surveyed prior to any works commencing. 

  
4.17.  Bats.  

 
Preliminary Tree Roost Assessment- B1 

 
A preliminary tree roost assessment was made of the trees within the application site area 
and particularly those subject to removal. The majority of the trees are in good condition 
however some potential roost features PRFs were identified including knot holes, splits and 
tears which could be used by roosting bats. Due to a lack of suitable access a detailed bat 
roost assessment of the trees was not undertaken but many have creeping ivy growth, and 
some may contain potential roost features and so the trees must not be disturbed without a 
detailed roost assessment being undertaken. This would likely require an elevated tree survey 
using a mobile elevated working platform (MEWP) or aerial survey with a climber. 

 

 
Figure 9- Ivy obscured knot hole (left) and ivy clad trees (right) 

  
The proposed development has the potential to kill, injure and disturb individual bats and has 

the potential to damage/ destroy bat roosts if present. Mitigation has been proposed, 

including no external lighting of the boundary trees and woodland which have foraging and 

roosting opportunities. Biodiversity enhancement will be through the provision of bat boxes 

and/or bat bricks to be incorporated into the site during works and maintaining access points 

to the external fascias and weatherboards.  

 
Should works be required to the identified trees (e.g. felling as detailed, address arboricultural 
management requirements and/or for health and safety) a suitably qualified ecologist should 
first be contacted for further advice, which include precautionary mitigation measures such as 
detailed inspection prior to works and/or the use of soft-felling techniques in the absence of 
any evidence for the presence of bats.  A number of the trees surveyed were covered in 
creeping ivy which may cover potential roosting features PRS’ or itself provide roosting 
opportunities beneath the lattices. 

 

4.18.  In terms of foraging and commuting bats, the internal areas of the site are likely to be used by 
foraging and commuting bats. It is recommended that new native planting and vegetation be 
provided within the site as part of the proposals (in particular linking with and extending the 
retained boundary vegetation), with any new lighting designed to ensure the boundary 
features and vegetation remain unlit, forming dark corridors for use by bats, subject to which, 
no further surveys or consideration would appear to be required in regard to this group in 
relation to the proposed development of the site.  
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4.19. Great Crested Newt.   
 

There are numerous historical records for great crested newts from different ponds and 
terrestrial habitat to the north of the site, the nearest being 835m north on the distal side of 
the A43.  One pond was identified within 250m which is situated 110m to the north-east 
within the grounds of a Manor House and was therefore not accessible. A drain runs 
approximately 50m north-west, but this channel has flowing water which is considered 
unsuitable for GCN. No other waterbodies were identified within a 250m radius. Suitable 
habitats for commuting, foraging, sheltering and hibernating GCN is very limited and isolated 
with poor ecological connectivity apart from the woodland but these do not link through to 
any waterbodies and so presence of great crested newt and other amphibians within the site 
is deemed unlikely. 

  

 
Figure 10– Pond Search Map 250m 

 

4.20.  The lack of ponds within or connected to the site and low value terrestrial habitat (mown 
lawn) are such that no suitable breeding opportunities for amphibian species such as the fully 
protected species Great Crested Newt Triturus cristatus appear to be present within the 
vicinity of the site.  

  

4.21.  On this basis, the proposals are unlikely to result in any adverse effects on fully protected 

amphibian species (Great Crested Newt), which do not, therefore require further 

consideration or survey work in regard to the current proposals.   
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4.22.  Reptiles.  

 

The site is formed by garden habitat with mown short grassland containing little botanical 

diversity and subject to management, which is therefore largely unsuitable for reptile species.  

Accordingly (particularly given the lack of background records of reptiles from the 

surrounding area, with only common lizard recorded within 2km it is clear that the site offers 

negligible potential for reptile species, which are unlikely to represent a constraint on the 

proposed development.    

  

4.23.  Nonetheless, the very small areas of taller grass and ruderal vegetation along with the stone, 

wood and brash piles provide suitable opportunities for individual reptiles should they be 

present and accordingly, it is recommended that any works affecting these areas are 

undertaken following initial management of vegetation (e.g. strimming or cutting in line with 

the existing site management) in order to render the habitats unsuitable for wandering 

reptiles and encourage any individual that may be present to disperse to retained/offsite 

habitats away from worked areas, thereby safeguarding them and avoiding any potential 

offence.    

 

4.24.  Subject to the implementation of this very minor consideration, it is extremely unlikely that 

the proposed development would result in any significant adverse effects on reptiles, such 

that no further consideration would appear to be required in regard to this group.  

  

4.25.  Birds.  

 

The site contains trees, hedges and shrubs that would provide particular opportunities to 

support nesting birds. Evidence of nesting birds was found including wren (Troglodytes 

troglodytes), blackbird (Turdus merula) and pigeon. No evidence of any Schedule 1 birds was 

recorded. Nonetheless, the vegetation present (in particular the trees and shrubs) provide 

opportunities for use by common nesting birds.   

  

4.26.  Where possible under any proposals for the site, it is recommended that the existing tree and 

boundary vegetation be retained and protected such that these continue to provide potential 

for use by birds.  

  

4.27.  In any event, in order to safeguard any individual birds during the proposed works and ensure 

compliance with the legislation in this regard, it is recommended that any clearance of 

suitable nesting vegetation (in particular tree felling, removal of the encroaching creeping ivy 

etc) and brash piles be undertaken outside of the bird nesting season (i.e. outside of March to 

August inclusive). Should this not be possible, areas due to be worked on should first be 

checked by a suitably qualified ecologist in order to confirm the absence of any active nests 

immediately-prior to removal. Any active nests identified would need to be retained and 

protected until the end of the nesting season or until the birds have fledged.  Subject to such 

measures, the proposals are unlikely to result in any significant effects on bird species, whilst 

the opportunity exists for enhancements in relation to this group through the provision of 

new bird boxes and boundary vegetation.  
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4.28.  Other Species.  

 
No evidence for the presence of any other protected, rare or notable faunal species was 

previously recorded at the site, whilst the nature of the habitats is such that they are unlikely 

to provide suitable opportunities for any such species. Hedgehogs are likely to be present 

within the surrounding area and so any arisings from clearance must be burnt the same day, 

chipped or removed from the site to prevent hedgehogs using them as refuge/hibernacula. 

Brash and wood piles to be dismantled by hand before burning or removal from site. 

 

4.29.  Overall, on the basis of the survey work undertaken, subject to the minor considerations, 

measures and safeguards set out above, the proposed development is unlikely to result in any 

significant harm to any protected, rare or notable species such that faunal considerations do 

not appear likely to represent a constraint on the proposed development, nor require further 

specific survey or consideration.  

 

Ecological Feature Scale of Value Unmitigated Impact Confidence 
Level 

Residual or Long-Term 
Impact 

Sites of International 

Importance 

International Neutral Likely Neutral 

Sites of National 

Importance 

National Neutral Likely Neutral 

Sites of Local Importance District Neutral Likely Neutral 

Habitats Parish Minor Adverse-Neutral Likely Minor Positive 

Green Infrastructure Parish Neutral Likely Minor Positive 

Reptiles Parish Neutral Likely Neutral 

Great Crested Newts Site Only Neutral Likely Neutral 

Rare/Scarce Plant Species Low Neutral Certain Neutral 

Veteran Trees Negligible Negligible Certain - 

Invertebrates Parish/District Minor Adverse-Neutral Likely Neutral 

Amphibians (excluding 

GCN) 

Negligible Negligible Certain Neutral 

Breeding Birds Parish Minor Adverse Likely Neutral 

Wintering Birds Negligible Negligible Certain - 

Aquatic Mammals Negligible Negligible Certain - 

Terrestrial Mammals Parish Minor Adverse - 

Neutral 

Likely Neutral 

Roosting Bats Parish Minor Adverse Likely Neutral/Minor Positive 

Foraging/Commuting Bats Parish Minor Adverse-Neutral Certain Neutral 

Table 3 – Summary of ecological features, unmitigated impact and residual impact with mitigation 
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5. Mitigation and Enhancements  
  

The development proposals for this site have been considered in terms of the mitigation hierarchy 
(BSI 2013) ⁷. This consists of a 4-point framework of reference as reproduced below: 
 
Avoidance, mitigation, compensation, and enhancement measures can be secured through planning 
conditions or obligations. 
 
1. Avoidance should be the primary objective of any proposal. 
 
If protected species are discovered on site either before or during the proposed works, all works 
should stop a suitably qualified ecologist should be contacted for advice on mitigation before 
continuing. Requirements below outline how impacts to reptiles, great crested newt, birds and small 

mammals such as hedgehogs can be avoided. 
 
2. Mitigation measures aim to reduce or remove impacts. 
 
Mitigation for this site should take the form of informed landscape planting and retention of 

boundary habitats to maintain a corridor for wildlife around and through the site.  
 
3. Compensation is considered to be the last step on the hierarchy 
 
Compensation ‘should only be used in exceptional circumstances and as a last resort after all 
options for avoidance and mitigation have been fully considered’ (BSI 2013). No compensation 

measures are considered necessary for these proposals. 
 
4. Enhancement measures 
 
These aim to provide opportunities for ecological gain as part of a development proposal in line with 
the NPPF13⁸. Suggestions for enhancement are provided below in Section 6. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ----- 
⁷ BSI (2013). The British Standard BS 42020:2013 Biodiversity a Code of practice for planning and development 

⁸ National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) July 2021  

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/1005759/NPPF_July_2021.pdf  

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/1005759/NPPF_July_2021.pdf
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5.1.  In line with the above considerations, the following mitigation measures are recommended in 

relation under the proposed development, subject to which the proposals are unlikely to 

result in any significant adverse effects on ecological receptors at the site:  

  
• Retention and protection of existing trees where possible (subject to any relevant 

arboricultural considerations/BS5837);  

• Infill hedgerow/native planting to provide enhanced corridors for wildlife movement;  

• Sensitive design of any lighting scheme to ensure boundary corridors and woodland 

remain dark for use by nocturnal/crepuscular species such as bats. 

• Precautionary approach to vegetation clearance and tree felling in relation to nesting 

birds.  

  
5.2.  In addition, the proposals present the opportunity to incorporate a number of ecological 

enhancements (in particular associated with the retained boundary features and any open 

space areas), including the following:  

  

• New native planting, including hedgerows, trees and species rich grassland; 

• Incorporation of new bat roosting and bird nesting opportunities with bird and bat 

boxes. 

 

5.3 Birds – To increase nesting opportunities generally, nest boxes should be installed. Installation 

of the nest boxes will be supervised by ‘Eco‐ Check Ltd’ or an experienced ecologist to ensure 

the correct positioning for each species. The types of nest boxes will cover a range of species 

and could include; 

 

• 1 x Eco-Roost or Schwegler (32mm) 

• 1 x Eco-Roost or Schwegler (28mm) 

• 1 x Eco-Roost or Schwegler wren roundhouse box 

• 1 x Eco-Roost or Schwegler deep nest box for robins 

• 1 x Eco-Roost or Schwegler triple chamber house sparrow box   
 
5.4  Bats‐ As a biodiversity enhancement, areas for bats to roost in should be created and could 

include; 

 

• 2 x Eco-Roost Kent Boxes 

• 1 x Eco-Roost Bat Brick cemented into a suitable wall of the new dwelling 
 

These boxes are to be installed on the building or boundary trees, ideally one on each 

elevation to provide the best variation in temperature, shelter and flight lines. If only one 

elevation is used this should be south‐east facing as this provides the most shelter and 

warmth. 

 

5.5 To provide a shelter for small mammals and herpetofauna an artificial refugia/hibernaculum 

to be created within the north-east corner of the site. This will also serve as a receptor site in 

the event any wildlife needs relocating away from the working areas.  

5.6 It is recommended that areas of species rich amenity wildflower grassland are created 

within the site such that, in combination with new native landscape planting, 

opportunities for biodiversity will be maximised under the proposals. Consideration 
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should be given to the laying of wildflower turfs, comprising locally appropriate native 

species, to establish wildflower grassland. This would ensure rapid establishment of these 

habitats and reduce the timeframe for delivering the range of ecological benefits that are 

proposed. Areas of bare soil and disturbed ground to be seeded with a species rich 

wildflower grass seed mix such as Emorsgate EM-4 or WFG20 species rich amenity grass 

in the garden. This would make a positive contribution towards a biodiversity net gain as 

the existing grassland is predominantly rye grass.  

 
5.7  There are also a number of records of Hedgehog, a UK Priority Species, in the surrounding 

area. To maintain connectivity for this species, all boundaries (including garden 

boundaries) should be made permeable to hedgehogs. This can be achieved by using 

hedgerow boundaries or gaps of 13x13cm, at ground level, in fences and walls.  

5.8 Bee Bricks ‐ It is recommended that a number of bee bricks be incorporated within the 

proposed development thereby increasing nesting opportunities for declining populations 

of non-swarming solitary bee populations. Ideally, bee bricks should be located within 

suitable south‐facing walls (where architectural design allows), located at least 1m off the 

ground. The bricks should be unobstructed by vegetation. 

5.9  Habitat Creation/Enhancement 

 

With the exception of the access, parking and buildings, the remainder of the site will form 

vegetated garden and modified grassland with introduction of additional trees, hedges and 

ornamental plants and shrubs.  A new native mixed species hedge could be planted along the 

west boundary with the garden which would serve to provide a biodiversity net gain. Details 

of suitable hedge planting is detailed below. 

 

Hedge Planting Schedule: 

 

Hedging will be planted between October and April when the ground is moist and free from 

frost, set out in a staggered pattern in two rows 40cms apart. The native species will consist of 

50% hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna) with a mixture of at least five of the following species: 

field maple (Acer campestre), hazel (Corylus avellana), hornbeam (Carpinus betulus), holly 

(Ilex aquafolium), dogwood (Cornus sanguinea) and guelder rose (Viburnum opulus). 

 
The hedgerow shrubs will be planted as a mixture, but with the supplementary species 

(guelder rose, spindle and dog wood) distributed in groups of 3 or 4 at a minimum of 2m 

spacing ensuring that the plants are incorporated into both rows and not in a single line 

within one row. They will be planted as bare root plants 40-60cm high, and individually 

protected by 0.6 m biodegradable Tubex wide mouthed shrub guards supported by a 0.75 m 

pressure treated softwood stake, or by 0.6m biodegradable spiral guards supported by a cane. 

The hedges will be maintained until fully established with losses replaced annually, and then 

managed by biennial flailing to achieve the characteristic box or ‘A’-shape profile.  
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The hedgerow mix is beneficial to wildlife and planting to the following specification: 

 

PLANTING SCHEDULE 

HEDGEROW MIX (as necessary) 
SPECIES DENSITY AGE ROOT HEIGHT 
50% Hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna  0.45m 1+1 or 1/1 BR 40-60cm 
10% Field maple (Acer campestre) 0.45m 1+1 or 1/1 BR 40-60cm 
10% Guelder Rose (Viburnum opulus) 0.45m 1+1 or 1/1 BR 40-60cm 
10% Hazel (Corylus avellana) 0.45m 1+1 or 1/1 BR 20-30cm 
5% Dog Wood (Cornus sanguinea) 0.45m 1+1 or 1/1 BR 20-30cm 
5% Holly (Ilex aquifolium) 0.45m 1+1 or 1/1 CG-3l 40-60cm 
5% Dog Rose (Rosa canina) 0.45m 1+1 or 1/1 BR 40-60cm 
5% Hornbeam (Carpinus betulus) 0.45m 1+1 or 1/1 BR 40-60cm 

Table 4. Hedgerow Planting Mix 
 

6.     Summary and Conclusions  
  
6.1.  This report sets out the results of the preliminary ecological survey work and consideration 

undertaken in respect of the site during January 2024, in order to inform the proposed 
development of the site for residential use.  
  

6.2.  The survey work undertaken at the site has confirmed the current position in regard to 
habitats and potential for protected species.  Overall, the habitats present within the internal 
areas appear to support species-poor improved grassland habitats, ornamental plants and 
shrubs which are unlikely to support any particularly raised ecological value nor support 
significant populations, or use by protected, rare or notable faunal species.  Nonetheless, it is 
recommended that, where possible initial vegetation works and should be timed to avoid the 
bird nesting season to minimise any risk of harm to any nesting bird species that may be 
present (and thereby avoid any offence).  

  
6.3.  Based on the survey work undertaken and subject to the implementation of the measures and 

recommendations set out, there is no evidence to suggest there are any over-riding ecological 
constraints to the current proposals for the site. The proposed tree felling represents the 
greatest risk to wildlife, particularly roosting bats and nesting birds and so further surveys and 
checks of the trees are required prior to removal. 

 

6.4  It is advised that if a period of more than 18 months passes between the date of this survey 

and the commencement of clearance and construction works then a further site survey 

should be made in addition to the pre-works checks outlined above.  
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7. Ecological Conditions and Recommendations for Further Surveys 
 
 We suggest that any habitat loss associated with the proposal can be adequately mitigated 

through landscaping, planting and other biodiversity enhancement measures. The following 

advisory recommendations include: 

 

• Destruction of in-use nests or harm to adult birds caused by building works or 

cutting trees on site during the main breeding bird season (1st March to 31st 

August). If works commence during this period a nesting bird survey must first be 

undertaken by an appointed ecological clerk of works (ECoW). 

 

• We advise that before the commencement of construction, it is recommended that 

in line with the British Standard 42020:2013 Biodiversity – Code of practice for 

planning and development - that a Biodiversity Enhancement Plan (BEP) is 

submitted and approved. The role of the BEP is to ensure that the identified risks to 

biodiversity are assessed and that suitable methods are adopted on site to minimise 

the risks through the production of a method statement. The BEP is also to ensure 

that biodiversity protection zones are enforced. 

 

• A Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment which uses the DEFRA Biodiversity Metric 4 (or 

any successor) and follows the Biodiversity Net Gain Report & Audit Templates 

(CIEEM, 2021) has been submitted which shows a biodiversity net gain of 

approximately +12% (0.85) habitat units). The scheme is therefore considered to be 

policy compliant with the BNG net gain of 10% which is not yet mandatory but will 

become mandatory on the 2nd April 2024. Further details will be required to be 

provided by way of a suitably worded planning condition for the implementation of 

the habitat management and monitoring plan HMMP. 

 

• Site Clearance- Due to the presence of suitable habitat for badgers adjacent to the 

site within the woodland area, it is recommended that a further detailed badger 

survey of the site and any land areas within 30m are re-surveyed prior to works 

commencing. 
 

PRIOR TO COMMENCEMENT: COMPLIANCE WITH ECOLOGICAL REPORT 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

Prior to commencement of works above slab level, a Biodiversity Enhancement Strategy 
for protected and Priority species shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the 
local planning authority. The content of the Biodiversity Enhancement Strategy shall 
include the following: 

 

a) Purpose and conservation objectives for the proposed enhancement measures.  

b) detailed designs to achieve stated objectives.  
c) locations of proposed enhancement measures by appropriate maps and plans.  

d) timetable for implementation demonstrating that works are aligned with the proposed 
phasing of development.  
e) persons responsible for implementing the enhancement measures.  
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f)  details of initial aftercare and long-term maintenance (where relevant). The works shall 
be implemented in accordance with the approved details prior to occupation and shall be 
retained in that manner thereafter.  

Reason: To allow the LPA to discharge its duties under the Conservation of Habitats and 
Species Regulations 2017 (as amended), the Wildlife & Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) 
and s40 of the NERC Act 2006 (Priority habitats & species), as updated by the Environmental 
Act 2021. 

 
“A lighting design scheme for biodiversity shall be submitted to and approved in writing by 
the local planning authority. The scheme shall identify those features on site that are 
particularly sensitive for bats and that are likely to cause disturbance along important 
routes used for foraging; and show how and where external lighting will be installed so that 
it can be clearly demonstrated that areas to be lit will not disturb or prevent bats using their 
territory.   All external lighting shall be installed in accordance with the specifications and 
locations set out in the scheme and maintained thereafter in accordance with the scheme. 
Under no circumstances should any other external lighting be installed without prior 
consent from the local planning authority.”    
 
Reason: To conserve protected and Priority species and allow the LPA to discharge its duties 
under the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended), the Wildlife 
& Countryside Act 1981 as amended and s40 of the NERC Act 2006 (Priority habitats & 
species), as updated by the Environmental Act 2021. 

 
“A ‘statement of good practice’ shall be signed upon completion by the competent 
ecologist, and be submitted to the LPA, confirming that the specified enhancement 
measures have been implemented in accordance with good practice upon which the 
planning consent was granted’. 
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Site Location and Proposed Layout 
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Appendix 1  

Desktop Ecological Information  

 



 

    

 

 



 

    

Pond Search- 250m radius- Nearest GCN Record Purple Dot- 830m north on distal side of A427. 

  

  



 

 

Designations 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 

  
 



 

 

Eco-Roost Bat Brick 

https://www.eco-

roost.co.uk/shop?Collection=Bat+

Bricks  

 

Eco-Roost Double Chamber Bat Box 

https://www.eco-roost.co.uk/product-

page/kent-hibernation-rect  

 
Eco-Roost Double Kent Box 

https://www.eco-roost.co.uk/product-

page/kent-style-rect-large  

 
Eco-Roost 28mm, 32mm and Open 

fronted bird boxes 

https://www.eco-roost.co.uk/product-

page/tit-sparrow-front-fall  

 
 

https://www.eco-roost.co.uk/shop?Collection=Bat+Bricks
https://www.eco-roost.co.uk/shop?Collection=Bat+Bricks
https://www.eco-roost.co.uk/shop?Collection=Bat+Bricks
https://www.eco-roost.co.uk/product-page/kent-hibernation-rect
https://www.eco-roost.co.uk/product-page/kent-hibernation-rect
https://www.eco-roost.co.uk/product-page/kent-style-rect-large
https://www.eco-roost.co.uk/product-page/kent-style-rect-large
https://www.eco-roost.co.uk/product-page/tit-sparrow-front-fall
https://www.eco-roost.co.uk/product-page/tit-sparrow-front-fall


 

 



 

 



 

 

  
 

 



 

 

  

  

Copyright  

The copyright of this document remains with Eco-Check Ltd. The contents of this document therefore must 

not be disseminated, copied or reproduced in whole or in part for any purpose without the written 

consent of Eco-Check Ltd.  
.  

  

Legal Guidance  

The information set out within this report in no way constitutes a legal opinion on the relevant legislation (refer 

to the original legislation). The opinion of a legal professional should be sought if further advice is required.  

  

Liability  

This report has been prepared for the exclusive use of the commissioning client and unless otherwise agreed in 

writing by Eco-Check, no other party may use, or rely on the contents of the report. No liability is 

accepted by Eco-Check for any use of this report, other than for the purposes for which it was originally 

prepared and provided. No warranty, express or implied, is made as to the advice in this report. This 

report contains sensitive information relating to protected species. The information contained herein 

must not be disseminated without the prior written consent of Eco-Check Ltd.  

   

 

 

 


