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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Bloor Homes commissioned FPCR Environment and Design Ltd. to complete a preliminary 

ecological appraisal of an area of land located to the north-east of Stow-on-the-Wold (central OS 

grid reference SP 194 261).   

1.2 The site is located to the east of Roman Road and comprises two land parcels either side of Well 

Lane.  The northern parcel is bound to the north by Broadwell Lane, to the west by woodland and 

an existing commercial building (Tesco), to the east by a hedgerow beyond which lies further 

agricultural land and to the south by an unnamed lane leading off Well Lane. 

1.3 The southern parcel is bound to the north by the unnamed lane, to the east by further agricultural 

land and to the south / south-west by existing residential dwellings. 

1.4 The northern parcel is dominated by arable land and woodland, and the southern parcel by 

grassland.  Other habitats present within the site comprise hedgerows, scrub, poor semi-improved 

grassland, ditches and a small building.  

Proposals 

1.5 The proposals comprise residential development, a potential community hub (Option 2), a public 

car park and creation of green infrastructure within the northern parcel.  The southern parcel has 

an option for use as an informal country park. 
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2.0 METHODOLOGY  

Desk Study 

2.1 In order to compile existing baseline information for the study area, relevant ecological information 

was requested from the Gloucestershire Centre for Environmental Records (GCER). 

2.2 In addition, the following resources were interrogated for additional information and context:  

• Multi Agency Geographic Information for the Countryside (MAGIC) website1;   

• Colour 1:25,000 OS base maps2; and 

• Aerial photographs from Google Earth3. 

2.3 The geographical extent of the search area for biodiversity information was related to the 

significance of sites / species and potential zones of influence which might arise from development 

within the site.  The consultation exercise was completed using the following scales, considered to 

be appropriate: 

• 15km around the site boundary for sites of International Importance (e.g. Special Areas of 

Conservation (SAC), Special Protection Areas (SPA), Ramsar sites);  

• 2km around the site boundary for sites of National or Regional Importance (e.g. Sites of Special 

Scientific Interest (SSSI), National or Local Nature Reserves (NNR/LNR)); and 

• 1km around the site for non-statutory designated sites of County Importance (e.g. Local Wildlife 

Sites (LWS)), and protected or otherwise notable species records (including species of Principal 

Importance under S41 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities (NERC) Act (2006))4, 

with data from the last 20 years used. 

Field Survey 

Phase 1 Habitat Survey 

2.4 A Phase 1 Habitat survey was completed on 14th March 2022, using the standard Extended Phase 

1 Habitat Survey Methodology5. This comprised a walkover of the site, mapping and broadly 

describing the principal habitat types and identifying the dominant plant species present within each 

habitat type and any invasive weeds (where present).  Whilst the plant species lists obtained should 

not be regarded as exhaustive, sufficient information was obtained to determine broad habitat types. 

Hedgerows 

2.5 Hedgerows were surveyed individually using the Hedgerow Evaluation and Grading System 

(HEGS)6 to enable identification and evaluation of hedgerows of nature conservation importance 

within the site.  Hedgerows were graded on a scale of 1-4, within which grades 1 and 2 are 

generally considered to be of nature conservation priority:- 

 1= high to very high value 

 
1 [Online].  http://www.magic.gov.uk/ 
2 [Online].  www.ordnancesurvey.co.uk  
3 [Online].  www.maps.google.co.uk  
4 The Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006.  [Online].  London: HMSO Available at: 

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2006/16/contents 
5 JNCC.  2010.  Handbook for Phase 1 habitat survey – a technique for environmental audit.  Peterborough. 
6 Clements, D.K. and Toft, R.J. 1992.  A Methodology for the Ecological Survey, Evaluation and Grading of Hedgerows.  Test Draft.  

Countryside Planning and Management. 

http://www.ordnancesurvey.co.uk/
http://www.maps.google.co.uk/
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2006/16/contents
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 2 = moderately high to high value  

 3 = moderate value 

   4 = low value. 

2.6 Hedgerows were also considered against Hedgerow Regulations 1997 Wildlife and Landscape 

criteria, to identify any hedgerows, which would be classified as “important” for nature conservation 

under this act.  Under this methodology, hedgerows are considered according to the average 

number of woody species per 100m of hedgerow.  Additional features which enhance hedgerows, 

when noted in association with the hedge, such as mature trees, ditches and hedge banks are also 

considered. 

2.7 It should be noted that hedgerows may also qualify as Important under the Archaeological criteria 

of this Act, which is beyond the scope of this assessment. 

Fauna 

2.8 During the Phase 1 Habitat Survey of the site, observations, signs of or suitable habitat for any 

species protected under Part I of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended), the 

Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended) (hereafter refer to as ‘the 

Regulations’) and the Protection of Badgers Act 1992 were recorded.  Consideration was also 

given to the existence and use of the site by other notable fauna such as Schedule 1 bird species, 

breeding birds, species of Principle Importance under Section 41 of the NERC Act (2006), and Local 

Biodiversity Action Plan (LBAP) or Red Data Book (RDB) species. 

Badgers Meles meles 

2.9 The standard methodology as recommended by Harris, Creswell and Jefferies7 was followed to 

complete a thorough search for evidence which would indicate the presence of badgers both on 

the site and locally.  Evidence of badger occupation and activity sought included:  

• Setts: including earth mounds, evidence of bedding and runways between setts; 

• Latrines: often located close to setts, at territory boundaries or adjacent to favoured feeding 

areas; 

• Prints and paths or trackways; 

• Hairs caught on rough wood or fencing; and 

• Other evidence: including snuffle holes, feeding and playing areas and scratching posts. 

Bats - Roosting 

Ground Level Tree Assessment 

2.10 Trees were assessed on 14th March 2022 from ground level for their potential to support roosting 

bats and to enable recommendations with respect to the proposed works.  During the survey 

Potential Roosting Features for bats such as the following were sought (based on p16, British 

Standard BS 8596:2015)8: 

 
7 Harris, S., Cresswell, P.  & Jefferies, D.  1989.  Surveying for badgers. Occasional Publication of the Mammal Society No.  9.  

Mammal Society: Bristol.   
8 British Standard BS 8596:2015.  Surveying for Bats in Trees and Woodland – Guide, October 2015. 
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• Natural holes (e.g. knot holes) arising from naturally shed branches or branches previously 

pruned back to a branch collar; 

• Man-made holes (e.g. cavities that have developed from flush cuts or cavities created by 

branches tearing out from parent stems;  

• Woodpecker holes; 

• Cracks/splits in stems or branches (horizontal and vertical); 

• Partially detached, loose or platy bark;  

• Cankers (caused by localised bark death) in which cavities have developed; 

• Other hollows or cavities, including butt rots;  

• Compression of forks with occluded bark, forming potential cavities;  

• Crossing stems or branches with suitable roosting space between;  

• Ivy stems with diameters in excess of 50mm with suitable roosting space behind (or where 

roosting space can be seen where a mat of thinner stems has left a gap between the mat and 

the trunk); 

• Bat or bird boxes; and 

• Other suitable places of rest or shelter not listed above. 

2.11 Based on the above, trees were classified into general bat roost potential groups based on the 

presence of these features.  Table 1 broadly classifies the potential categories as accurately as 

possible as well as discussing the relevance of the features.  This table is based upon Table 4.1 

within Chapter 6 in the BCT Good Practice Guidelines. 

Table 1: Bat survey protocol for trees 

Classificati
on of Tree 

Description of Category and Associated 
Features (based on Potential Roosting 

Features listed above) 
Likely Further Survey work 

Confirmed 
Roost  

Evidence of roosting bats in the form of live / 
dead bats, droppings, urine staining, 
mammalian fur oil staining, etc.  

A Natural England derogation licence application 
will be required if the tree or roost site is affected 
by the development or proposed arboricultural 
works.  This will require a combination of aerial 
assessment by roped access bat workers (where 
possible, health and safety constraints allowing) 
and nocturnal survey during appropriate periods 
(e.g. nocturnal survey - May to August) to inform 
on the licence.  

Works to a tree undertaken under supervision in 
accordance with the approved good practice 
method statement provided within the licence.  

However, where confirmed roost site(s) are not 
affected by works, work under a precautionary 
good practice method statement may be possible. 

High 
Potential 

A tree with one or more Potential Roosting 
Features that are obviously suitable for 
larger numbers of bats on a more regular 
basis and potentially for longer periods of 
time due to their size, shelter protection, 
conditions (height above ground level, light 
levels, etc.) and surrounding habitat. 

Where the tree(s) will likely be affected by 
development a combination of aerial assessment 
by roped access bat workers (if appropriate) and / 
or nocturnal survey during appropriate period 

(May to August). 

Following additional assessments, tree may be 
upgraded or downgraded based on findings.  
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Classificati
on of Tree 

Description of Category and Associated 
Features (based on Potential Roosting 

Features listed above) 
Likely Further Survey work 

Examples include (but are not limited to); 
woodpecker holes, larger cavities, hollow 
trunks, hazard beams, etc. 

If roost sites are confirmed and the tree or roost is 
to be affected by proposals a licence from Natural 
England will be required. 

After completion of survey work (and the 
presence of a bat roost is discounted), a 
precautionary working method statement may still 

be appropriate. 

Moderate 
Potential 

A tree with Potential Roosting Features 
which could support one or more potential 
roost sites due to their size, shelter 
protection, conditions (height above ground 
level, light levels, etc) and surrounding 
habitat but unlikely to support a roost of high 
conservation status (i.e. larger roost, 
irrespective of wider conservation status). 

Examples include (but are not limited to); 
woodpecker holes, rot cavities, branch 
socket cavities, etc.  

Where the tree(s) will likely be affected by 
development a combination of aerial assessment 
by roped access bat workers and / or nocturnal 

survey during appropriate period (May to August). 

Following additional assessments, a tree may be 

upgraded or downgraded based on findings.  

After completion of survey work (and the 
presence of a bat roost is discounted), a 
precautionary working method statement may still 
be appropriate. 

If a roost site/s is confirmed a licence from Natural 

England will be required. 

Low 
Potential 

A tree of sufficient size and age to contain 
Potential Roosting Features but with none 
seen from ground or features seen only very 
limited potential.  

Examples include (but are not limited to); 
loose/lifted bark, shallow splits exposed to 
elements or upward facing holes.  

No further survey required but a precautionary 
working method statement may be appropriate. 

Negligible /  
No potential 

Negligible / no habitat features likely to be 
used by roosting bats  

None.  

* The Regulations affords protection to “breeding sites” and “resting places” of bats.  The EU Commission’s 

Guidance document on the strict protection of animal species of Community interest under the Habitats 

Directive 92/43/EEC, February 2007 states that these are places “where there is a reasonably high probability 

that the species concerned will return”. 

Limitations  

2.12 The phase 1 habitat survey was undertaken in March, outside the optimal survey period.  Therefore 

it is recommended that updating survey work is undertaken during the optimal survey season (April 

– September) to inform a future planning application. 
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3.0 DESK STUDY RESULTS 

Designations 

3.1 No statutory or non-statutory designations were identified within the relevant search areas around 

the site: 

• 15km - statutory sites of International Importance;  

• 2km - statutory sites of National or Regional Importance; and 

• 1km - non-statutory designated sites of County Importance  

Protected and Notable Species 

3.2 A summary of the records relevant to this assessment are provided below and locations shown on 

Figure 1. 

Badger 

3.3 A single badger record was returned by GCER from within 1km of the site, located approximately 

850m south of the southern parcel (over 1km south from the northern parcel) and dated 2016.  

Bats 

3.4 A number of bat records were returned from within 1km of site during the desk study, comprising 

common pipistrelle Pipistrellus pipistrellus, brown long-eared bat Plecotus aurtitus, unidentified 

Myotis sp., soprano pipistrelle Pipistrellus pygmaeus and Daubenton’s bat Myotis daubentonii.  Of 

these the closest is located approximately 35m west of the northern parcel and comprises a 

common pipistrelle roost record in the Tesco building adjacent to the site, dated 2004. 

Other Mammals 

3.5 A number of hedgehog Erinaceus europaeus records were also returned by GCER within 1km of 

the site, with the closest located approximately 25m south of the site and dated 2018.  

Amphibians and Reptiles 

3.6 No records of reptiles were returned within 1km of the site during the desktop study undertaken. 

3.7 A small number of common frog Rana temporaria records were returned by GCER from within 1km 

of the site, of which one record is located at the southern boundary of the northern site parcel 

(dated 2007). 

Birds 

3.8 A number of notable and protected bird records were returned from within 1km including dunnock 

Prunella modularis, house sparrow Passer domesticus, kestrel Falco tinnunculus, starling Sturnus 

vulgaris, swift Apus apus, fieldfare Turdus pilaris, greenfinch Carduelis chloris, song thrush Turdus 

philomelos, bullfinch Pyrrhula pyrrhua, swallow Hirundo rustica and yellowhammer Emberiza 

citronella.  Of these, kestrel, bullfinch and swallow records were returned from within the 1km grid 

square containing the northern parcel.  The closest record at a finer scale is for song thrush, located 

approximately 270m south-west of the site and dated 2005. 
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Field Survey 

Phase 1 Habitat Survey (Figure 2 & Appendix 1) 

3.9 Habitat descriptions from the site are provided below, with habitat locations described in Figure 2.  

A list of botanical species recorded is provided in Appendix A. 

Arable 

3.10 The northern parcel is dominated by three arable fields, sown with a grass crop, with an additional 

arable field (also grass crop) present in the south-east of the southern parcel.  The arable fields 

supported thin (0.5-2m) species-poor semi-improved grassland margins which were dominated by 

false oat-grass Arrhenatherum elatius, cock’s-foot Dactylis hispanica and cow parsley Anthriscus 

sylvestris, along with occasionally or rarely occurring species including Yorkshire-fog Holcus 

lanatus, common nettle Urtica dioica, perennial rye-grass Lolium perenne, cleavers Galium aparine 

and spear thistle Cirsium vulgare.  

3.11 Field F3 was sheep grazed at the time of survey. 

Hedgerows 

3.12 Six hedgerows (H1-6) are located within and at the boundaries of the northern parcel and a further 

four (H7-H10) within the southern parcel.  

3.13 All hedgerows comprised at least 80% native woody species and therefore qualify as Habitats of 

Principal Importance (as described in S41 of the NERC Act (2006).   

3.14 When assessed against the Hedgerow Regulations Act (1997) criteria however, none were 

considered to qualify as important under the wildlife and landscape criteria due to being species-

poor. 

3.15 Hedgerows H1, H5, H6, H8 and H10 were assessed as being of ‘moderate’ ecological value 

(scores of -3, 3 or 3+) or ‘low’ ecological value (score of 4), whilst hedgerows H2, H3, H4, H7 and 

H9 were assessed as being of ‘moderately high to high’ ecological value (scores of -2, 2 or 2+) 

against the HEGS assessment. 

3.16 A summary of the extent and ecological value of the hedgerows is provided in Table 2. 

Table 2: Hedgerow Survey Summary 

Ref Canopy Species 
Height / 
Width (m) 

Length 
(m) 

Sp. per 
Av. 30m 

Associated 
Features 

HEGS 
Grade 

Import.  
HR1 

Northern Parcel 

H1 
Cm, Fe, Sn, Fs, Rc, 

Ap 
>4 / 1-2 100 4 wall for >50% -3 No 

H2 Cm, Fe, Rc, Sn 2-4 / 1-2 45 3 
wall for >50%, trees 

per 50m 
-2 No 

H3 Cm, Fe, Ap, Fs >4 / 1-2 65 2 
wall for >50%, trees 

per 50m 
-2 No 

H4 
Cm, Ps, Sn, Fs, Fe, 

Ap 
2-4 / 2-3 230 2 

<10% gaps, trees 

per 50m 
 2 No 

H5 Cm, Fe, Tb 2-4 / 1-2 220 3 
<10% gaps, trees 

per 50m 
3+ No 
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Ref Canopy Species 
Height / 
Width (m) 

Length 
(m) 

Sp. per 
Av. 30m 

Associated 
Features 

HEGS 
Grade 

Import.  
HR1 

H6 Ap, Cm, Sx, Ia 2-4 / 1-2 225 2 
<10% gaps, trees 

per 50m 
4+ No 

Southern Parcel 

H7 Cm, Fe, Sn, Cs, Sx 2-4 / 1-2 50 3 trees per 50m, ditch -2 No 

H8 Cm, Sx, Ac, Fe >4 / 1-2 100 2 trees per 50m, ditch -3 No 

H9 
Cm, Ac, Ap, Fs, Fe, 

Sn, Ca, Ld 
2-4 / 1-2 280 3 trees per 50m -2 No 

H10 Cm, Fe, Ac 2-4 / 1-2 100 3 -  3 No 

Species Key: Ac Acer campestre field maple; Ap Acer pseudop;latanus Sycamore; Cm: Crataegus monogyna 

hawthorn; Cs Cornus sanguinea dogwood; Fe Fraxinus excelsior common ash, Fs Fagus sylvatica beech; Ld 

Larix decidua common larch; Ps Prunus spinosa blackthorn; Rc Rosa canina dog rose; Sx Salix sp. willow, Sn 

Sambucus nigra elder; Tb Taxus baccata yew. 

Poor Semi-improved Grassland 

3.17 An area of poor semi-improved grassland was present along the southern edge of the northern 

parcel.  The sward was dominated by false oat-grass and common knapweed Centaurea nigra, 

along with occasionally or rarely occurring species including cock’s-foot, hogweed Heracleum 

sphondylium, Yorkshire-fog, ribwort plantain Plantago lanceolata, creeping thistle Cirsium arvense 

and sprawling patches of bramble Rubus fruticosus agg. 

Improved Grassland 

3.18 The southern parcel comprised a large area of improved grassland with scattered patches of scrub, 

and a separate improved grassland field in the south (separated by hedgerows and a tree line). 

The improved grassland field (F4) was in use for sheep grazing at the time of survey.  Both areas 

of improved grassland were dominated by perennial rye-grass with occasionally or rarely occurring 

species including common nettle, cow parsley, cock’s-foot, spear thistle, hogweed, Yorkshire-fog, 

ribwort plantain, creeping buttercup, lesser celandine and dock Rumex sp.  Crested dog’s-tail 

Cynosurus cristatus and tufted hair grass Deschampsia cespitosa were also recorded on the north 

facing grassland slopes, which also supported a lower percentage of perennial rye-grass. 

Woodland and Trees 

3.19 Three areas of woodland were present within the northern parcel (W1 - W3) and two woodland 

areas were present within the southern parcel (W4 - W5).  

3.20 Woodland W1 was located in the south-eastern corner of the northern parcel and comprised semi-

mature to mature canopy specimens including ash Fraxinus excelsior, beech Fagus sylvatica, 

sycamore Acer pseudoplatanus, wild cherry Prunus avium and Norway spruce Picea abies. 

Ground flora was largely lacking at the time of survey with ivy Hedera helix dominant and only 

occasional other species including lords-and-ladies Arum alpinum. 

3.21 Woodland W2 was located along part of the western boundary and comprised an area of planted 

semi-mature trees surrounded by timber fencing.  Canopy species include ash, beech and silver 

birch Betula pendula whilst the occasionally occurring understorey included elder Sambucus nigra, 

hawthorn Cratagaegus monogyna, hazel Corylus avellana, dogwood Cornus sanguinea and yew 

Taxus baccata.  The ground flora was dominated by ivy and cow parsley. 
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3.22 Woodland W3 was present in the western spur of the northern parcel and was dominated by mature 

yew tapering to planted specimens in the west.  Other canopy species present within W3 included 

beech, English oak Quercus robur, silver birch and Douglas fir Pseudotsuga menziesii with the 

occasionally occurring understorey including elder, holly Ilex aquifolium and cherry laurel Prunus 

laurocerasus.  Species recorded within the limited ground flora included lords-and-ladies, ivy and 

snowdrops Galanthus nivalis.  

3.23 Woodland W4 comprised a small copse at the southern end of a tree line.  Specimens included 

semi-mature to mature sycamore, hawthorn and yew, with a bramble understorey. 

3.24 Woodland W5 was present at the southern site boundary and comprised a canopy of mature ash, 

sycamore, beech and field maple Acer campestre with hawthorn in the understorey.  The eastern 

section of this woodland had sparse canopy cover with tall ruderal vegetation and bramble 

dominating.  The western part of this woodland had dense tree cover and as such less ground 

cover which largely comprised cow parsley, lords-and-ladies and ivy. 

3.25 A number of trees were associated with hedgerows across the site, including two veteran trees in 

the southern parcel.  Information in respect of trees across the site, in particular the two veteran 

trees, is detailed within the separate arboriculture report (FPCR, March 2022. Stow-on-the-Wold 

Arboricultural Opportunities and Constraints Summary). 

Scrub 

3.26 An area of scrub was present at the southern boundary of the northern parcel, adjacent to woodland 

W1.  This comprised an area of young mixed scrub including sycamore, ash, hawthorn and 

blackthorn Prunus spinosa and a small portion dominated by blackthorn.  

3.27 A strip of scrub was present adjacent to woodland W3 which comprised species including 

dogwood, silver birch, hazel, dog-rose Rosa canina, willow Salix sp., sycamore, beech, hawthorn 

and butterfly bush Buddleja davidii. 

3.28 Several patches of dense scrub were present within the southern parcel which comprised elder, 

hawthorn, willow, bramble and gorse. 

3.29 Scattered beech, ash, sycamore and bramble scrub was also present across the site. 

Ditches 

3.30 Four ditches supporting shallow flowing water were present within the southern field parcel, all 

appearing to be fed by pipes.  The ditches were largely 0.5-1m wide and varied in depth (0.5-2m). 

Ditches D1 and D2 ran adjacent to hedgerows and as such were overshadowed by vegetation, 

whilst ditch D3 had dense scrub along its banks. 

Fauna 

Badger 

3.31 A potential badger sett was recorded at the eastern edge of woodland W1 which comprised four 

entrances the size and shape of which could be attributed to badger.  One of the entrances was 

disused (completely filled in) and the other three appeared to be partially used (lots of leaf litter and 

twigs in entrance).  

3.32 In addition, two rabbit warrens were recorded in the south-eastern corner and at the southern 

parcel boundary.  These comprised multiple entrances with rabbit droppings, albeit many of the 
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entrances were a size and shape which could be attributed to badger.  As such, these warrens 

potentially have been created within disused badger setts. 

Bats - Roosting 

3.33 A single building present within the south of the site comprised a timber frame with a western 

corrugated metal roof and gable wall, an internal timber wall and a small section of timber panelling 

on the southern elevation.  This building is largely open to the north, south and east and inside is 

open to the roof.  This building was considered to support no features of value to roosting bats and 

as such was assessed as having negligible roost potential. 

3.34 The majority of the trees present on site were in good condition with no features suitable to support 

roosting bats identified.   

3.35 Exceptions included an ash tree (T1) located within hedgerow H1 that was covered in dense ivy 

which provided opportunities for crevice dwelling bats and as such was assessed as having low 

potential to support roosting bats.  In addition, a number of trees within woodland W3 had ivy cover 

or were of a size and age that they could provide opportunities for roosting bats. 

Bats - Foraging and Commuting Bats 

3.36 The network of hedgerows, woodland and scrub across the site, along with the wet ditches in the 

southern parcel, provide opportunities for foraging and commuting bats. 

Reptiles 

3.37 No evidence of reptiles was recorded during the phase 1 habitat survey, albeit the grassland and 

scrub in the southern parcel and the grassland, scrub and woodland edges in the northern parcel 

are considered to provide opportunities for this species group.  

Great Crested Newt (GCN) 

3.38 No waterbodies were present within the site.  An examination of OS maps / publicly available aerial 

photographs, however identified two waterbodies within 500m of the site, with the closest located 

between the two site parcels. 

3.39 The arable land which dominates the northern parcel provides sub-optimal terrestrial habitat for 

this species.  Opportunities are present for GCN however across the site in the form of the improved 

and poor semi-improved grasslands, hedgerows, woodland and scrub. 

Birds 

3.40 The site offers opportunities for a range of common and widespread bird species, especially urban 

/ urban fringe species in the form of hedgerows, scrub and woodland.  In addition, the northern 

arable field is over 5ha in extent with no internal standard trees providing suitable perches for birds 

of prey.  As such this field is considered to provide opportunities for ground nesting species such 

as skylark Alauda arvensis.  
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4.0 DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS – OPTIONS IMPACTS 

Designations 

4.1 No statutory or non-statutory ecological designations were identified within the vicinity of the site 

(at the respective search distances) and as such ecological designations are not considered to 

pose a constraint to future development at the site. 

Residential Development (Northern Parcel) – Option 1 and 2 

Habitats 

4.2 The northern parcel is dominated by arable land considered to be of limited ecological and 

biodiversity value.  Arable land is one of the lowest scoring habitats within the Biodiversity Net Gain 

metric, however its loss will still need mitigating through the creation of habitats such as species-

rich grassland and scrub. 

4.3 Habitats of greater ecological value are present within / at the parcel boundaries in the form of 

hedgerows, semi-improved grassland, scrub and woodland.  The hedgerows and woodland would 

be largely retained within both Options 1 and 2 for this parcel.  It is recommended that any losses 

required for site access / internal roads are kept to a minimum.  

4.4 The woodlands in the northern parcel are all retained within the indicative plans for both options. 

Woodlands are a valuable habitat within the metric and any losses in the future would require 

woodland planting to compensate for losses, however creating woodland does not score highly 

within the metric and as such the need for woodland planting may impact the overall net gain 

achievable on-site. 

4.5 The indicative green infrastructure and structural planting in the northern parcel within Options 1 

and 2 appears significant, however a BNG assessment would need to be run in order to confirm 

whether it is sufficient to provide a net gain..  In order to maximise the potential net gain within the 

site it is recommended that these areas comprise species rich grassland and scrub (in preference 

to woodland planting except where necessary to compensate woodland loss).  In addition, new 

hedgerow planting will be required to compensate for hedgerow loss across this parcel and to 

provide a 10% net gain in hedgerow units. 

4.6 The retained woodland within the site contributes to the baseline value of the site.  As such if the 

areas of retained woodland included within the red line were reduced, the overall net gain would 

not be impacted but the gain expressed as a percentage would increase. 

Fauna 

Badger 

4.7 A potential badger sett was identified at TN1 (Figure 2).  In addition, the entrances to two rabbit 

warrens to the south of the parcel were of a size and shape that could be attributed to previous 

occupation by badger.  As such, it is recommended that updating badger surveys are undertaken to 

inform any future planning application.  

4.8 Any works within 30m of an active badger sett would need to be undertaken in strict accordance 

with a badger licence (issued by Natural England) which would likely encompass suitable working 

methods and timing constraints to works. 
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Bats 

4.9 Tree T1 and woodland W3 are to be retained under Options 1 and 2.  It is recommended that any 

future development avoids light spill onto these and other retained boundary habitats in order to 

minimise any impacts on roosting bats. 

4.10 The hedgerow network provides opportunities for foraging and commuting bats. The indicative 

green infrastructure and structural planting within Options 1 and 2 will more than compensate for 

the loss of hedgerows within the parcel and will continue to provide commuting pathways around 

the site in the long term.  It is recommended, however, that bat activity surveys are undertaken to 

inform any future planning application, to describe the local bat assemblage utilising the site and 

confirm whether any further mitigation would be required. 

Reptiles 

4.11 Although opportunities are present for reptile species within the northern parcel, these are largely 

limited to the field boundaries and the hedgerow network through the site.  The boundary habitats 

and hedgerows in the northern parcel are to be largely retained within Options 1 and 2 with only 

minor losses to hedgerows for access / internal roads.  As such, suitable precautionary working 

methods during construction would minimise the risk of harm to any individuals present.  

4.12 The indicative green infrastructure and structural planting within Options 1 and 2 would be sufficient 

to mitigate for the loss of reptile habitat and provide enhanced opportunities for this species group, 

if present within the site. 

4.13 If future proposals result in greater loss of suitable habitat than currently indicated, reptile surveys 

may be recommended. 

Great Crested Newts 

4.14 No waterbodies are present within the northern parcel, however waterbodies were identified within 

500m of the site.  If GCN are present within the local area a licence (either tradition EPSL or District 

Level Licence if an available option (varies by planning district)) will be required for any future 

development.  

4.15 The indicative green infrastructure and proposed structural planting in the northern parcel within 

Options 1 and 2 are considered sufficient to mitigate for on-site impacts to GCN habitat should a 

licence be required. Additional mitigation in the form of precautionary working methods and / or a 

requirement for a GCN translocation exercise may be included within a licence. 

Birds 

4.16 Given the opportunities present for birds within the site, including for ground nesting species, it is 

recommended that breeding bird surveys are undertaken to inform any future planning application.  

4.17 The indicative green infrastructure and structural planting in the northern parcel within Options 1 

and 2 is considered sufficient to compensate for the anticipated minor loss of hedgerows and scrub 

and would provide enhanced opportunities for non-ground nesting bird species in the long term. 

4.18 If ground nesting bird species are recorded to be present within the site, additional mitigation may 

be needed. 
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Informal Country Park (Southern Parcel) – Option 1  

Habitats 

4.19 The southern parcel is dominated by improved grassland, with pockets of scrub, hedgerows and 

ditches.  In addition, a single arable field is present in the south-east, a small woodland is present 

in the south and hedgerows are present within this parcel. 

4.20 Some areas of the grassland (notably on the slopes) may be of greater botanical value than the 

majority of improved grassland and as such a detailed botanical survey during the optimal survey 

season is recommended to inform a BNG assessment should this Option be taken forward. 

4.21 The grassland, scrub, woodlands, hedgerows and ditches are to be retained within Option 1 with 

additional planting proposed.  In addition, grassland would be created within the arable field. It is 

anticipated that the inclusion of a country park within Option 1 would result in a net gain across the 

whole site, albeit a BNG assessment would need to be undertaken to confirm this. To maximise 

net gains achievable on-site, the improved grassland areas could be enhanced, for example via 

oversowing, to create neutral grassland. 

4.22 If any small buildings / areas of hardstanding are incorporated within a country park option in the 

future, this would decrease the net gain (as would reduce the greenspace) but is highly unlikely to 

result in/ increase an overall net loss given the size of area available for enhancement. 

4.23 Given no hedgerows within the southern parcel are proposed to be lost, no additional hedgerow 

planting other than that described above would be required for Option 1.  The opportunity exists 

though to incorporate new hedgerow planting within the country park (southern parcel) to 

compensate for hedgerow loss / achieve a 10% hedgerow net gain across the whole site. 

Fauna 

4.24 The recommendations set out above in relation to the northern parcel and Option 2 all apply to 

Option 1 as well. 

4.25 Given the retention of priority habitats within the southern parcel, no additional species are 

considered likely to be affected by the country park option and as such no additional categories of 

survey work are required.  Any survey work undertaken on the northern parcel may however be 

extended to also include the southern parcel in order to inform a future planning application or to 

inform habitat creation / enhancements. 
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5.0 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 

5.1 No statutory or non-statutory ecologically designations were identified within the vicinity of the site 

and as such would not pose a constraint to any future development. 

5.2 The site is dominated by habitats of limited ecological value or botanical interest, with arable 

dominating the northern parcel and improved grassland the southern parcel. It is recommended 

that any development be restricted to these habitats with habitats of greater ecological and 

biodiversity value such as woodland, scrub and neutral grassland retained, where possible.. 

5.3 In order to achieve / maximise a net gain it is recommended that areas of open space incorporate 

native species scrub planting and wildflower grassland where possible. The inclusion of a country 

park within Option 1 would contribute towards a net gain across, with the opportunity to offset any 

habitat losses within the northern parcel. 

5.4 New native hedgerow planting will be required in order to provide a 10% net gain in hedgerow 

units. 

5.5 A potential badger sett was present in the west of the northern parcel on the edge of a woodland. 

Update surveys are recommended prior to a future planning application and any development 

proposed within the vicinity of an active sett may be subject to a Licence (issued by natural 

England). 

5.6 Opportunities for other species, including reptiles, bats, GCN and breeding birds were present 

within the parcels and as such further survey may be recommended to inform a future planning 

application, depending on the proposals and their impact to habitats. 
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APPENDIX A: BOTANICAL SPECIES LIST 

 
 Key:  D: Dominant A: Abundant F: Frequent O: Occasional R: Rare 

 
 

  

Common Name Scientific Name Frequency 

Semi-improved grassland and field margins 

Bramble Rubus fruticosus agg LD 

Cleaver Galium aparine R 

Cock’s-foot Dactylis hispanica LA 

Common knapweed Centaurea nigra LF 

Common nettle Urtica dioica O 

Cow parsley Anthriscus sylvestris LF 

Cowslip Primula veris R 

Creeping thistle Cirsium arvense R 

Dock Rumex sp. R 

Dog violet Viola Riviana R 

False oat-grass Arrhenatherum elatius D 

Germander speedwell Veronica chamaedrys R 

Hogweed Heracleum sphondylium R 

Ivy Hedera helix O 

Lord’s-and-ladies Arum alpinum R 

Perennial rye-grass Lolium perenne O 

Ragwort Jacobaea vulgaris R 

Red fescue Festuca rubra R 

Ribwort plantain Plantago lanceolata R 

Spear thistle Cirsium vulgare R 

White dead-nettle lamium album R 

Yorkshire-fog Holcus lanatus O 
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Common Name Scientific Name Frequency 

Improved Grassland 

Cock’s-foot Dactylis hispanica O 

Common nettle Urtica dioica O 

Cow parsley Anthriscus sylvestris r 

Creeping buttercup Ranunculus repens R 

Creeping thistle Cirsium arvense R 

Crested dog’s-tail Cynosurus cristatus LF 

Daisy Bellis perennis R 

Dandelion Taraxacum officinale R 

Dock Rumex sp. R 

Hogweed Heracleum sphondylium R 

Lesser celandine Ficaria verna R 

Perennial rye-grass Lolium perenne D 

Red fescue Festuca rubra R 

Ribworth plantain Plantago lanceolata R 

Spear thistle Cirsium vulgare R 

Tufted hair grass Deschampsia cespitosa R 

White clover Trifolium repens R 

Yorkshire-fog Holcus lanatus R 
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