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Disclaimer:  This report has been produced by Mr William Mills ACIEEM who has attained a 1™

class Master of Science degree in Ecology and has at the time of publication, over 7 years of survey

and report writing experience within the ecological consultancy industry and thus is considered to

be a suitably qualified ecologist. This report is valid for a period of 18 months from the date of the

specified site walkover. Should this report be submitted to a planning authority after this date, it

should be accompanied by an updated site visit report undertaken by a suitably qualified ecologist to

ensure the findings stated within are still accurate.
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Introduction

The author of this report Mr William Mills, has been commissioned as an independent
consultant ecologist by Mr G. Goodwin to undertake an Ecological Impact Assessment (EclA)
of the land on Bath Road, Reading, Berkshire, RG10 9UZ, grid reference (SU 81977 78999).
This area of land shall hereafter be referred to as ‘the site’ within this report.

The site walkover and critical assessment provided within this report were undertaken
following best-practice guidance as provided by the Chartered Institute of Ecology and
Environmental Management (CIEEM 2018) together with the biodiversity British standard
(BS 42020:2013): - Code of practice for planning and development.

The baseline of this report was produced using information from the site walkover which
was undertaken on the 8" of March 2025. The results of this survey was then used to
critically assess the proposals to identify any potential ecological impacts, which were then
detailed within this report including any avoidance, mitigation and compensation measures
required and detailing any residual impacts.

Site Description
The walkover survey area covered the entirety of the site which covers a total of 1027m?” of
derelict land which has been colonised by Field Maple saplings.

Surrounding Landscape

The area surrounding the site is considered to be semi-urban in nature, located within the
built mass of the village of Kiln Green. Surrounding the site, the land is more open consisting
of arable fields and pockets of woodland interspersed by hedgerow and road and rail
infrastructure.

The Development Proposals
It is understood the proposals consist of the construction of a new residential building with
associated gardens, parking and access.

Report Aims
The aim of the site walkover survey and critical ecological impact assessment is to:

e Identify and describe the existing habitats and conditions on site;

e Identify and determine any possible ecological features of importance which may be
impacted from the proposals of the scheme, including those associated with
protected species;

e To incorporate any adequate and appropriate avoidance, mitigation or
compensation measures which may be required within the scheme from any
identified impacts of the proposals and to align with best-practices and current
relevant policies and legislation;
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e To provide details of how the proposals may affect the biodiversity on site and any
onsite habitat enhancements or compensation required through the use of the
DEFRA small sites biodiversity metric;

e To provide details of any other appropriate ecological enhancements to be included
within the proposed scheme;

Legislation and Planning Policy

Legislation
Legislation relating to wildlife and biodiversity considered to be of particular relevance to
this EclA includes:

e The Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended);

e The Natural Environment and Rural Communities (NERC) Act 2006;

e The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017;

e The Environment Act 2021.

The above legislation has been appropriately addressed in the production of this report.

National Planning policy

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 2023 sets out the government planning
policies for England and how they should be applied. ‘Chapter 15: Conserving and Enhancing
the Natural Environment’ states that development should be ‘minimising impacts on and
providing net gains for biodiversity, including by establishing coherent ecological networks
that are more resilient to current and future pressures.’

The Government Circular 06/2005, which is referred to by the NPPF, provides further

guidance in respect of statutory obligations for biodiversity and geological conservation and
their impact within the planning system.

Local Planning Policy
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2.5 Policy CP7:Biodiversity of the Wokingham Borough Local Development Framework Adopted

Core Strategy Development Plan states the following:

e Sites designated as of importance for nature conservation at an international or

national level will be conserved and enhanced and inappropriate development will

be resisted. The degree of protection given will be appropriate to the status of the

site in terms of its international or national importance;

e Development:

Which may harm county designated sites (Local Wildlife Sites in Berkshire),

whether directly or indirectly, or;

Which may harm habitats or, species of principle importance in England for

nature conservation, veteran trees or features of the landscape that are of major

importance for wild flora and fauna (including wildlife and river corridors),

whether directly or indirectly, or;

That compromises the implementation of the national, regional, county and local

biodiversity action plans will be only permitted if it has been clearly

demonstrated that the need for the proposal outweighs the need to safeguard

the nature conservation importance, that no alternative site that would result in

less or no harm is available which will meet the need, and;

e Mitigation measures can be put in place to prevent damaging impacts; or

e Appropriate compensation measures to offset the scale and kind of losses are
provided.
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Methodology

Desk Study

The Multi-Agency Geographic Information for the Countryside (MAGIC) application was
consulted for all designated sites, priority habitats and protected species licence records
within a practicable zone of influence of the site. Where SAC’s designated for their bat
interest are present this Zol has been extended to 12km in accordance with recent guidance
(SDNP, 2020). Due to the small scale of the site and the nature of the proposals, a detailed
records search from the local biodiversity records centre was not deemed necessary.

In accordance with Natural England’s GCN Mitigation Guidelines (English Nature, 2001) a
desktop search was undertaken to identify ponds within 500m and 250m of the site, which
may have the potential to support breeding Great Crested Newts (GCN) Triturus cristatus,
using Ordnance Survey mapping, the MAGIC database and aerial photography.

Site Walkover and Preliminary Ecological Appraisal

The site walkover survey area encompassed all areas of the site and the surrounding area
where accessible including boundary features. Habitats within and surrounding the site were
then recorded in accordance with the UK-Habs Classification System as per the UK Habitats
user manual (UKHABS LTD, 2023). These habitats were then recorded and presented on the
site habitat plan (Figure 01).

The vegetation species present which comprised the habitats on site were compiled into a
species list with their associated estimated abundance through the implementation of the
DAFOR scale (Table 03).

The walkover survey methods incorporated detail of the site’s potential to harbour and
support rare/protected species in line with best practice methods by the Chartered Institute
of Ecology and Environmental Management’s Guidelines for Preliminary Ecological Appraisal
(CIEEM, 2017b). This was extended to the habitats on site through the implementation of
guidance from Bat Surveys for Professional Ecologists: Good Practice Guidelines (Collins (4th
ed.), 2023) and the Herpetofauna Workers’ Manual (Gent and Gibson, 2003).

Badger Walkover Survey

The full site area and surround 30 m where accessible, was diligently searched for any
evidence of badgers including;

e Setts of all types;

e Latrines,

e Snuffle Holes;

e Hair samples caught on fences or vegetation;
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‘Push unders’ though boundary fencing;

‘Push trough’s’ through dense vegetation such as Bramble scrub;

Prints in damp soil/substrate

Mammal Tracks.

3.7 Any evidence of badgers was then mapped to assess the badger status and activity on site.

Preliminary Bat Roost Assessment
3.8 The site walkover survey incorporated the addition of a preliminary daytime bat roost

assessment through an external assessment of all trees within the site and along its
boundary. Trees were assessed visually from the ground through the use of binoculars
where required for any features which could potentially be used by local bat populations
including;

e Tear-outs;

o Lifted bark;

e Crevices;

e  Woodpecker holes;

e Double leaders;

e  Flush cuts;

e Heavy ivy cover.

3.9 The presence or absence of these features were then used to categorise the trees using
table 4.1 of the Bat Conservation Trust’s Good Survey Guidelines (Collins, 2023) (provided
below):

Table 01: Tree Bat Roost Suitability Guidelines (Collins, 2023)

Suitability Details
None Either no potential roosting features in the tree, or highly unlikely
to be any.
FAR Further assessment required to establish if potential roosting
features are present in the tree.
PRF A tree with at least one potential roosting feature present.

3.10 If it was possible to adequately assess a Potential Roosting Feature (PRF) from ground level
then this was completed, and the feature classified as either:

e  PRF-I: Feature only suitable for individual or very small numbers of bats, either due
to size or lack of suitable surrounding habitat; or

e PRF-M: PRF is suitable for multiple bats and therefore has the potential to be used
by a maternity colony.

WM Ecology Ltd

Page 6 of 23



Land on Bath Road, Reading,
Ecological Impact Assessment Report

3.11  All structures were assessed externally, and internally wherever possible for their potential
to support bats, using the following criteria:

Table 02: Building Bat Roost Suitability Guidelines (Collins, 2023)

Suitability Details

None No habitat features on site likely to be used by any roosting bats
at any time of year.

Negligible | No obvious habitat features on site likely to be used by roosting
bats. However, some small uncertainty remains, as bats can use
small and apparently unsuitable features occasionally.

Low A structure with one or more potential roost sites that could be
used by individual bats opportunistically at any time of year.
However, these do not provide enough shelter, space, protection,
appropriate conditions or suitable surrounding habitat to be used
on a regular basis or by larger numbers of bats.

Moderate | A structure with one of more potential roost sites that could be
used by bats due to their size, shelter, protection, conditions and
surrounding habitat, but unlikely to support a roost of high
conservation status, irrespective of species conservation status.
High A structure with one or more potential roost sites that are
obviously suitable for use by larger numbers of bats on a more
regular basis and potentially for longer periods of time due to
their size, shelter, protection, conditions and surrounding habitat,
with the potential to support high conservation status roosts
irrespective of species conservation status.

Confirmed | Direct evidence of bats identified.

3.12  Additionally, an assessment of the winter hibernation potential of the structures was made,
in accordance with the following criteria:

Table 03: Tree & Building Winter Bat Roost Suitability Guidelines (Collins, 2023)

Suitability Details
Low No or very limited potential winter roosting habitat
Moderate | Non classic site
High ‘Classic sites’, which offer stable humidity and consistent
temperatures throughout the winter period, such as underground
sites, cellars, tunnels etc.

Ecological Impact Assessment

3.13  The critical ecological impact assessment of the site and proposals incorporated best
practice methodology guidelines set within ‘Guidelines for Ecological Impact Assessment’
(CIEEM, 2018) produced by the Chartered Institute of Ecology & Environmental
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3.15

3.16
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Management (CIEEM). Thus, the baseline conditions onsite and the potential impacts and
effects of the proposals were then rated in accordance with the value and sensitivity
habitats affected along with the magnitude, duration and scale of any such impacts or
changes. These impacts were then used to inform and create adequate and appropriate
avoidance, mitigation or compensation measures and includes both construction related
effects and post construction residual effects.

Any identified ecological impacts resulting from the proposals then described according to a
defined set of characteristics as recommended within ‘Guidelines for Ecological Impact
Assessment in the UK and Ireland’ (CIEEM, 2018). These characteristics include the extent,
magnitude, duration, frequency and permanence of each impact, providing justification for
conclusions of the nature, significance and likelihood of such impacts.

Survey Constraints

Due to the site walkover survey consisting of a single visit, there is the potential that some
species (flowering forb species in particular), may have not been visible at the time of survey
and thus overlooked. This is an accepted constraint recognised within standard survey
methodology.

Due to unavoidable imprecisions associated with mapping the extent of existing and
proposed habitats using topographical survey, the Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG) assessment
cannot conclusively ensure that the extent of habitats is precisely quantified. However, due
care and attention has been given to ensure that the accuracy of the assessment is not
misleading and is appropriate for the scale of development proposed as per best practice
guidance laid out in the Biodiversity Net Gain: Good Practice Principles for Development
(CIEEM, 2019).

No other limitations were encountered during the site walkover or production of this report.
Thus it is considered that with the access gained and recording undertaken as laid out within
this report, an accurate assessment of the site’s ecological value and any potential impacts
from the proposals has been made.
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4.1

Ecological Baseline Conditions

Statutory Protected Designated Sites

A search of national statutory protected sites within the zone of influence (ZOl) of the site
was undertaken including National Nature Reserves (NNR'’s), Local Nature Reserves (LNR’s)
and Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI’s) within a 2.0 km radius. International statutory
protected sites included Special Areas of Conservation (SAC’s), Special Protection Areas
(SPA’s) and RAMSAR areas (wetlands of international importance) within a ZOl of 10.0 km
radius of the site. These sites are detailed below;

Table 4: Statutory Protected Sites

Site Distance Description

From Site

Chilterns 6.2km Annex | habitats that are a primary reason for selection of this site:
Beechwoods, North-East | 9130 Asperulo-Fagetum beech forests

SAC

4.2

43
4.4

The Chilterns Beechwoods represent a very extensive tract of
Asperulo-Fagetum beech forests in the centre of the habitat’s UK
range. The woodland is an important part of a grassland-scrub-
woodland mosaic. A distinctive feature in the woodland flora is the
occurrence of the rare coralroot Cardamine bulbifera.

The site is located within the Impact Risk Zone of Great Thrift Wood, Rodbed Wood and
Harpsden Wood SSSI statutory designated sites. However, the proposals do not meet the
criteria which would require a consultation with Natural England.

Non-Statutory Protected Sites

A search of 2.0 km ZOI radius of the site was conducted for the existence of and non-
statutory protected sites. These sites are designated as Local Wildlife Sites (LWS’s) within
the county of Sussex and are designations applied to the most important non-statutory
nature conservation sites usually noted for their rich flora and fauna. These sites are
recognised by the National Planning Policy Framework (2021) thus, they are consequently
material considerations when assessing planning applications. The following LWS sites within
2.0 km of the site were identified:

Table 5: Non-Statutory Protected Sites

| Site Distance From Site |
Square Wood 0.4km North-West

‘ Know! Hill Brick Pits 0.5km North ‘
Bear Grove, Lindenhill Wood 0.5km North-West

‘ Cayton Park Woods 1.0km North-West ‘
Scarletts Wood 1.3km South-West

‘ Common South-East of Warren Row | 1.4km North ‘
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4.8

4.9

4.10

Cuttler’s Coppice ‘ 1.5km South-West
| Bottom Boles Wood ‘ 1.7km North-West
Ashley Hill Forest and Dellars Copse ‘ 1.8km North-East

Protected/Priority Habitats

A search of 2.0 km ZOI radius of the site identified the following priority/protected habitats;
Ancient Woodland, Deciduous Woodland, Traditional Orchard and Woodpasture and
Parkland.

Habitats Within and Adjacent to the Site
Habitats within and adjacent to the site include ruderal, other Blackthorn scrub, Bramble
scrub, introduced shrub and individual rural trees. These habitats are detailed below:

Ruderal (81)

The site is dominated by an area of ruderal habitat currently undergoing succession with a
high abundance of Field Maple (Acer campestre), Cherry (Prunus spp.) and Elder (Sambucus
nigra) saplings. The habitat contained abundant species including Herb Robert (Geranium
robertianum), Common Nettle (Urtica dioica) and Lords & Ladies (Arum maculatum).
Frequently occurring species included Forget-me-not (Myosotis spp.), Comfrey (Symphytum
officinale) and Common lvy (Hedera helix). Occasionally occurring species included Cock’s-
foot (Dactylis glomerata), Common Hogweed (Heracleum sphondylium) and Rosebay
Willowherb (Chamaenerion angustifolium). Rarely occurring Broom (Cytisus scoparius) was
also noted. This habitat has been assessed as being of low ecological value at the site level.

Other Blackthorn Scrub (h3a6)

A small parcel of other Blackthorn scrub exists towards the north-east of the site consisting
entirely of Blackthorn (Prunus spinosa). This habitat is common and widespread and has
been assessed as being of moderate ecological value at the site level.

Bramble Scrub (h3d)

Two parcels of Bramble scrub exist within the site, the first is a slim parcel that runs north to
south along the western boundary and the second is located along the eastern boundary.
Both parcels are dominated by Bramble (Rubus fruticosus) with abundant Common lvy. This
habitat is common and widespread and has been assessed as being of moderate ecological
value at the site level.

Individual Trees (32)
Several semi-mature and mature trees exist on site consisting of 9 medium and a single
small sized Ash (Fraxinus excelsior) and a single medium sized Scots Pine (Pinus sylvestris)
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5.4

5.5

located towards the east of the site. This habitat is common and widespread and has been
assessed as being of moderate ecological value at the site level.

Introduced Shrub (847)

A small parcel of introduced shrub exists on site consisting entirely of Buddleia (Buddleja
davidii) located towards the south of the site. This habitat is has been assessed as being of
low ecological value at the site level.

Protected Species Assessment

Badgers

Desk Study
Badger records are classified as confidential and therefore were not returned within the
data search.

Site Assessment

No evidence of badgers such as latrines, snuffle holes or guard hairs was noted within the
site or the surrounding area at the time of survey. Therefore, the site is considered to be of
negligible value to local badger populations.

Bats

Desk Study

The data search returned records from the following bat species within 5 km of the site;
Greater Horseshoe (Rhinolophus ferrumequinum), Brown Long-eared (Plecotus auritus),
Common Pipistrelle (Pipistrellus pipistrellus), Daubenton’s (Myotis daubentonii), Soprano
Pipistrelle (Pipistrellus pygmaeus), Serotine (Eptesicus serotinus) and Noctule (Nyctalus
noctula. The closest record for Greater Horseshoe bats was located approximately 4.0 km
East of the site and dated from 2024.

Site Assessment

None of the trees on site were assessed as having bat roosting/hibernation potential due to
the absence of observable possible features from the ground such as knot holes, lifted bark
or cavities.

The existing individual trees and scrub habitats on site may provide a foraging resource for a
range of bat species and is well connected to the wider landscape through connecting tree
lines.
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Birds

The data search returned numerous records of birds from within 2 km of the site including 9
schedule 1 species, 24 species on the BOCC red list and 11 species on the BOCC amber list.
Red listed species included Yellowhammer (Emberiza citrinella), Woodcock (Scolopax minor)
and Spotted Flycatcher (Muscicapa striata).

The existing individual trees and scrub habitats on site may provide adequate resources for
breeding and nesting birds. Therefore the site is considered to be of low value to breeding
birds.

Great Crested Newts (GCN)

The data search failed to return any records of GCN within the search area. A single record
of common toad (Bufo bufo) was returned within the search area, located approximately
900m north of the site.

5 ponds were identified within 500m of the site with only a single one of which (P1) being
located within 250m, located 160m north of the site. P1 is located within a large formal
estate, separated by the site by a residential estate with no connecting suitable habitat. No
suitable amphibian breeding habitat exists on or immediately adjacent to the site and
terrestrial habitat is limited to the Blackthorn and Bramble scrub on site. However, given the
lack of nearby records and the small size of the suitable terrestrial habitat on site which is
not well connected to the wider area, the site is considered to be of negligible value to local
GCN populations and won’t be considered further within this report.

Hazel Dormouse
The data search failed to return any records of hazel dormice was returned within the search
area.

The Blackthorn and Bramble scrub habitats may provide suitable habitat for dormouse.
However, the abundance of suitable foraging species is very low, reducing its suitability for
this species. Thus, given the low suitability of the habitats on site and the lack of records
within 2 km of the site, it is considered that the site is likely of negligible value to local
dormouse populations.

Hedgehogs
The data search returned a low number of records for hedgehogs with the closest being
located approximately 300m north of the site.

The Blackthorn and Bramble scrub habitats may provide foraging and sheltering habitat for
hedgehogs. However, its suitability is reduced due to the low floral diversity which in turn
likely reduces abundance and diversity of suitable prey items. Thus it is considered the site is
of low value to local hedgehog populations.
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Invertebrates

The data search returned records of the following UKBAP species of butterfly; Dingy Skipper
(Erynnis tages), Grizzled Skipper (Pyrgus malvae), Small Heath (Coenonympha pamphilus),
White-letter Hairstreak (Satyrium w-album) and White Admiral (Limenitis camilla) along with
Stag Beetle (Lucanus cervus) within the search area. No other protected or notable
invertebrate species were returned.

The Blackthorn and Bramble scrub habitats may provide suitable habitat for a range of
common invertebrates. Additionally, the site lacks the floral diversity and the larval food-
plants of any of the listed butterfly species above. No rare or protected invertebrate species
were noted at the time of initial site walkover survey. Thus the site is likely of negligible/low
value to local invertebrate populations and won’t be considered further within this report.

Reptiles
The data search returned 3 records of Slow-worm (Anguis fragilis) within the search area.
The closest record was located approximately 0.8 km east of the site.

The Blackthorn and Bramble scrub habitats on site may provide suitable habitat for common
reptiles. Given the lack of numerous records, the site is likely of no more than low value to
local reptile populations.

Water Voles
The data search failed to return any records for water vole within the search area.

No suitable water vole habitat exists within the site. Thus it is considered the site is likely of
negligible value to local water vole populations and won’t be considered further within this

report.

Others
No suitable habitat for any other protected species was noted on site.

No other protected species were noted on site at the time of surveys.
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Effects and Impacts Assessment

The potential impacts of the proposals and any effects of such both prior to and after
recommended avoidance, mitigation and compensation are detailed within this section.
These potential impacts and effects, along with any avoidance, mitigation and compensation
measures have been assessed using the Guidelines for Ecological Impact Assessment (IEEM,
2006 & updated CIEEM, 2018). Any proposed mitigation has been designed under the
‘Mitigation Hierarchy’ in line with best-practice guidance laid out in BS42020:2013, Defra
2019 and CIEEM, CIRIA & IEMA 2016).

Designated Protected Sites

The site is located within the Impact Risk Zone of Great Thrift Wood, Rodbed Wood and
Harpsden Wood SSSI statutory designated sites. However, the proposals do not meet the
criteria which would require a consultation with Natural England.

No potential impacts to any statuary or non-statutory designated sites are predicted
resulting from the proposed development.

Mitigation and Compensation
None required.

Residual Impacts
There shall be no likely significant effect upon any designated site as a result of this
development.

Habitats

The proposals will result in the loss of introduced shrub and ruderal habitats of low
ecological value as well as small areas of Blackthorn and Bramble scrub habitats of moderate
ecological value. Such impacts would be minor but certain to occur.

In the absence of mitigation, works during the construction and demolition phases could
include dust smothering of adjacent vegetated habitats, pollution evens, tree root
compaction, vehicular damage and changes in soil structure resulting from compaction. Such
impacts would be of a minor magnitude and unlikely to occur.

Mitigation and Compensation

As a precautionary measure, all construction and demolition activities shall be undertaken in
accordance with best practise guidelines to control any excess dust creation. Measures shall
include sheeting of lorries carrying loose loads to and from site, wheel wash facilities, water
suppression and reduced height of load tipping.
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Further, all trees on site shall be retained and protected in accordance with BS58737:2012,
through the use of tree protective fencing.

All re-fuelling and chemical storage shall take place in an appropriate enclosure located
away from the ecologically sensitive habitats on site, with appropriate containment
measures in place and spill kits available.

The loss of areas of introduced shrub, ruderal Bramble and Blackthorn scrub habitat shall be
compensated for through the provision of wildlife friendly planting such as those species
listed on the RHS good for pollinators list within the site.

Residual Impacts

Provided mitigation and protection measures are followed, no priority or other important
habitats or plant species will be affected by this development, the impact of which is
considered to be non-significant in the short-term with a positive impact in the longer-term
once the proposed habitats establish.

Badgers

No signs of badgers were noted on site at the time of the walk over survey. However, in the
absence of mitigation, there is the potential that badgers may become trapped in footings
and trenches due to inappropriate construction methods. Such impacts would be of a
moderate magnitude and likely to occur.

Mitigation and Compensation

As a precautionary measure during the construction phase, all trenches deeper than 1.0m or
drainage pipework greater than 200mm diameter will be capped, covered overnight or have
a ramp installed to avoid trapping any badgers, hedgehogs or other mammals on site. All
trenches will be checked each morning for the presence of any animals prior to works.

Residual Impacts
The overall impact of the scheme on local badger populations will be negligible / non-
significant.

Bats

The proposals include the loss of small areas of Blackthorn and Bramble scrub habitat, which
may provide suitable bat foraging habitat. Such impacts are considered to be of a minor
magnitude but certain to occur.

Mitigation and Compensation
All individual trees habitat is to be retained and protected in accordance with BS58737:2012,
through the use of tree protective fencing.
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To compensate for the loss of small sections of bat foraging habitat, the scheme includes the
provision of wildlife friendly planting such as those species listed on the RHS good for
pollinators list within the site.

Residual Impacts

Once mitigation measures are complete, the overall impact of the scheme will be of a
negligible/positive magnitude to local bat populations once the proposed vegetation
establishes.

Birds

In the absence of mitigation, the works could result in the loss or damage to bird nests on
site, the impacts of which would be of a minor magnitude and likely to occur.

The proposals include the loss of small areas of Blackthorn and Bramble scrub suitable
breeding bird habitat. Such impacts would be minor in magnitude but certain to occur.

Mitigation and Compensation

All passerine breeding bird habitat (Blackthorn and Bramble scrub) to be removed on site
shall be undertaken outside the breeding bird season (March-August inclusive). Should this
not be practicable, a bird nest check shall be undertaken by a suitably qualified ecologist no
sooner than 48hours prior to its removal.

Residual Impacts

Once the recommended mitigation measures are complete, the overall impact of the
scheme is considered to be of a negligible / positive magnitude to local bird populations
once the proposed vegetation establishes.

Hedgehogs

No signs of hedgehogs were noted on site at the time of the walk over survey. However, in
the absence of mitigation, there is the potential that suitable hedgehog habitat may be lost.
Such impacts would be minor in magnitude and certain to occur.

In the absence of mitigation, hedgehogs may become trapped in footings and trenches due
to inappropriate construction methods. Such impacts would be of a moderate magnitude

and unlikely to occur.

Mitigation and Compensation
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6.27

6.28

6.29

6.30

6.31

6.32

To compensate for the loss of small areas of suitable hedgehog habitat, the provision of
wildlife friendly planting such as those species listed on the RHS good for pollinators list
within the site which shall also increase hedgehog prey diversity and density within the site.

As a precautionary measure during the construction phase, all trenches deeper than 1.0m or
drainage pipework greater than 200mm diameter will be capped, covered overnight or have
a ramp installed to avoid trapping any badgers, hedgehogs or other mammals on site. All
trenches will be checked each morning for the presence of any animals prior to works.

All proposed hardboard fencing shall include a hedgehog highway consisting of 13x13cm
holes at ground level on at least two aspects to allow the potential use of the site by
foraging hedgehogs.

Residual Impacts
The overall impact of the scheme on local hedgehog populations will be negligible / non-
significant.

Reptiles

In the absence of mitigation, works could result in the killing or injuring of common,
widespread reptiles. Given the generally low suitability of the site and large intervening
distance to recent local records, impacts to local reptile populations would be of minor
magnitude and unlikely to occur.

Mitigation and Compensation

As a precautionary measure, the proposed removal of Blackthorn and Bramble scrub habitat
shall be undertaken during suitable weather conditions (dry, >10°C) within the active reptile
season (mid-March-September) to ensure that in the highly unlikely event that reptiles are
present they are able to disperse out of the proposed construction area.

Residual Impacts

Once the recommended mitigation measures are complete, the overall impact of the
scheme is considered to be of a negligible / positive magnitude to local reptile populations
once the proposed vegetation establishes.
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7.0

7.1

7.2

7.3

7.4

Conclusions

The proposals will result in the loss of introduced shrub and ruderal habitats of low
ecological value as well as small areas of Blackthorn and Bramble scrub habitats of moderate
ecological value. No rare or protected species were noted on site at the time of the walkover
surveys.

Detailed RAM’s and mitigation measures have been outlined to ensure no impacts upon
reptiles, GCN and toads result from the proposed development.

The final proposals shall include the provision of species of known wildlife value such as
those on the RHS pollinators list, on site to improve the site’s provision amphibians, reptiles,
bats and invertebrates.

Provided the recommended compensation, mitigation and enhancement measures are
undertaken, no negative impacts or effects upon any protected or rare habitats or species
have been identified resulting from the proposals.
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8.0 Site Species Lists, Habitat Plan and Photos

Table 6: Habitat Species Composition and Estimated Abundance, Key; LD = Locally Dominant,

D = Dominant, A = Abundant, F = Frequent, O = occasional and R = Rare.

Habitat Type

Ruderal (82)

Individual Urban Trees (32)
Bramble Scrub (h3d)

Other Blackthorn Scrub

(h3a6)

Bramble Scrub (h3d)

Introduced Shrub (847)

Estimated
Common Name Latin Name Abundance
Cherry (saplings) Prunus spp. R
Cock’s-foot Dactylis glomerata LO
Comfrey Symphytum officinale F
Common Bluebell | Hyacinthoides non-
scripta
Common Broom Cytisus scoparius R
Common Heracleum 0]
Hogweed sphondylium
Common lvy Hedera helix F
Common Nettle Urtica dioica A
Dove’s-foot Geranium molle F
Cranesbill
Elder (saplings) Sambucus nigra 0]
Field Maple Acer campestre D
(saplings)
Forget-me-not Myosotis spp. F
Herb Robert Geranium robertianum A
Lords & Ladies Arum maculatum A
Mosses Bryophyte spp. D
Rosebay Chamaenerion 0]
Willowherb angustifolium
Ash Fraxinus excelsior D
Scots Pine Pinus sylvestris R
Bramble Rubus fruticosus D
Blackthorn Prunus spinosa D
Bramble Rubus fruticosus D
Broadleaved Dock | Rumex obtusifolium 0]
Common Comfrey | Symphytum officinale LF
Common Nettle Urtica dioica A
Cranesbill Geranium spp. 0]
Creeping Potentilla reptans 0]
Cinquefoil
Marsh Thistle Cirsium palustre R
Wood Avens Geum urbanum F
Yorkshire Fog Holcus lanatus F
Buddleia Buddleja davidii D
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Photo No. 2: - Displaying the other blackthorn scrub and individual trees towards the east of the site.
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Photo No. 4: - Displaying the introduced shrub consisting of buddliea.
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