
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
Our ref: 6312 / LTW / PH 
 
 
Mark Jermy 
Halsall Lloyd Partnership 
53 Forest Road East 
Nottingham 
NG1 4HW 
 
 
15th June 2020 
 
 

Dear Mark, 
 
RE: Bramcote Hills Golf Course, Bramcote 
 
The following provides details of an update Phase 1 habitat and preliminary protected species survey 
undertaken at land located in the south west region of Nottingham city, Nottinghamshire (central grid 
ref: SK 510 387). Site proposals are for the construction of a retirement village in the western half of 
the site with an access road leading off Deddington Lane. The Deddington Plantation in the east of 
the site will be retained. 
 
The site is approximately 7.2ha in size, dominated by poor semi-improved grassland with areas of 
acidic grassland. Other habitats include scrub, tall ruderal vegetation, individual trees and plantation 
woodland. 
 
Previous Survey Results  
An initial phase 1 habitat survey was undertaken on 24th June 2014 by FPCR to inform an ecological 
appraisal; the full report is appended as Appendix A.  
 
Methodology 
The site was subject to an update phase 1 habitat and preliminary protected species survey on the 
10th June 2020, using the standard methodology as described in the original report.  
 
Field Survey Results  
 
Flora 
Habitats remain much as described in the previous report from the 2014 survey, with a few notable 
changes described below and depicted on Figures 1a and 1b.  
 
The majority of the site was formed of species poor semi-improved grassland, dominated by red 
fescue Festuca rubra, with locally dominant areas of false oat-grass Arrhenatherum elatius, yorkshire 
fog Holcus lanatus and cock’s foot Dactylis glomerate .Rarely occurring grass species also included 
creeping bent Agrostis stolonifera and common bent Agrostis capillaris. Vetches Vicia spp, spear 
thistle Cirsium vulgare and ragwort Jacobaea vulgaris were frequent across the site with very few 
other forb species present within the grassland. The grassland remained unmanaged, with a dense 
sward approximately 0.5m high. 
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Photograph 1: Poor semi-improved grassland   

 
Two areas of acidic grassland were noted, both of which are located outside of the application 
boundary and are to be retained. These areas were heavily parched, located on free draining soil 
with species including common sorrel Rumex acetosa, sheep’s sorrel Rumex acetosella and wavy 
hair grass Deschampsia flexuosa in addition to red fescue. 

 
Photograph 2: Area of acid grassland to the south west 

 
The central area of scrub had increased in extent, primarily formed of bramble Rubus fruticosus agg. 
in addition to western gorse Ulex europaeus, broom Cytisus scoparius and saplings of pedunculate 
oak Querus robur and silver birch Betula pendula. Scrub was also present along the tree lines at the 
northern and southern boundary of the site, formed primarily of bramble, with raspberry Rubus idaeus 
also present to the south. 
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Photograph 3: Scrub extent in the centre of site 

 
The degree of regenerating oak had increased since the 2014 survey, with saplings mainly clustered 
to the west of the site. 
 

 
Photograph 4: Oak saplings to the west of site 

 
Fauna 
 
Potential habitats for protected species remain unchanged from the 2014 report, with an increase in 
scrub providing some additional habitat for nesting birds. 
  
No evidence of protected species was observed during the survey; however, a mammal pathway 
was noted in the central part of site, leading south east into an area of dense scrub. It is likely that 
the site provides a habitat for a range of mammals typical of urban/sub-urban situations including the 
pets of adjacent houses. 
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Discussion and Recommendations  
 
Following the update survey, it is considered the 2014 evaluation of the site and resulting 
recommendations remain valid.  
 
The proposed development will result in the loss of some of the semi-improved grassland, however 
this is considered to have low conservation value as it is species poor. This loss will be mitigated by 
the provision of gardens, tree planting and enhancement to the existing boundary trees and 
hedgerows. Furthermore, the creation of a SUDs pond will provide further habitat diversity for 
invertebrates, amphibians, reptiles and birds. In addition to this the wider former golf course is to be 
retained as public open space.  Enhancement through sympathetic management is highly likely, 
which would ensure that open habitats, such as the acid grassland areas, are maintained and their 
diversity increased. 
 
Approximately 15m of hedgerow/trees will be removed to allow for the creation of an access road off 
Deddington Lane. Due to the increase in scrub extent some of this habitat will now also need to be 
cleared. Removal of any vegetation should be undertaken outside of the nesting bird season (March-
September), or where this is not possible, should be checked prior to removal by a suitably qualified 
ecologist, to confirm the absence of active nests. Should active nests be found the trees/ vegetation 
must be left undisturbed until all birds have fledged.  
 
The remaining boundary and on-site trees will be retained as part of the proposals, maintaining 
connectivity around the site and providing structural diversity in addition to sheltering and foraging 
resources for wildlife. Retained trees should be protected from damage and soil compaction during 
works where appropriate, as per the guidance in the 2014 report.  
 
I trust the above provides all the necessary information, if you have any questions or queries please 
do not hesitate to contact me. 
 
Yours sincerely 

 
Leanne Watret 
Assistant Ecologist 
FPCR Environment and Design Ltd 
 
leanne.watret@fpcr.co.uk 
 
 

mailto:leanne.watret@fpcr.co.uk
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 This report has been prepared by FPCR Environment & Design Ltd on behalf of Halsall Lloyd 

Partnership and details the results of an Ecological Appraisal of land located in the south west 

region of Nottingham city, Nottinghamshire (Central OS Grid Ref: SK 510 387). 

Site Location and Context  

1.2 The site was approximately 7.2 ha in size and was comprised of improved grassland, scrub, tall 

ruderal vegetation, individual trees and plantation woodland.  

1.3 The site was bound to the east by Thoresby Road, residential development to the north and 

south, and Moor Lane to the west.  Mixed use agricultural land was present beyond Moor Lane to 

the west of the site.   

Development Proposals  

1.4 Site proposals are for the construction of a retirement village in the western half of the site with 

an access road leading off Deddington Lane. The Deddington Plantation in the east of the site 

will be retained.  

2.0 METHODOLOGY  

Background 

2.1 In order to compile existing baseline information, relevant ecological information was requested 

from the following organisations: 

 Nottinghamshire Biological and Geological Records Centre (NBGRC) 

 Nottinghamshire Entomological Society 

 Nottinghamshire Wildlife Trust  

2.2 Inspection of colour 1:25,000 OS base maps (www.ordnancesurvey.co.uk), Natural England via 

the Multi Agency Geographic Information for the Countryside (MAGIC) website 

(www.magic,gov.uk) and aerial photographs from Google Earth (www.maps.google.co.uk) was 

also undertaken to provide additional context and identify any features of potential importance for 

nature conservation in the wider countryside.  

2.3 The search area for biodiversity information was related to the significance of the site, species 

and potential zones of influence, as follows;  

 5km around the survey area for sites of International Importance (e.g. Special Areas of 

Conservation (SAC), Special Protection Areas (SPA), Ramsar Sites)  

 2km around the survey area for sites of National or Regional Importance (e.g. Sites of Special 

Scientific Interest (SSSI))  

 1km around the survey area for sites of County or Local Importance (e.g. Sites of Importance 

for Nature Conservation (SINC), Local Wildlife Sites (LWS) or Local Nature Reserves (LNR)), 

and species records (e.g. statutory protected, NERC list species, Local Biodiversity Action 

Plan Species (LBAP) or notable species.  

http://www.magic,gov.uk/
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Flora  

2.4 A vegetation survey was undertaken on 24th June 2014 using the standard Extended Phase 1 

Habitat Survey Methodology (JNCC, 2011), as recommended by Natural England, to identify 

specific habitats and features of ecological interest. Habitats were marked on a base plan and, 

where appropriate, target notes were made. An inspection of the site for the presence of any 

invasive weed species was also carried out. Features such as trees were considered with regard 

to their ecological value and potential to provide suitable habitats for protected species.   

Fauna  

2.5 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 & Species Regulations 2010 (as amended) and the Protection of 

Badgers Act 1992 was also 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 Natural Environment and Rural Communities 

(NERC) Act (2006), and Local Biodiversity Action Plan (LBAP) or Red Data Book (RDB) species.  

Bats  

2.6 The trees on site were assessed during the Phase 1 Habitat Survey for their potential to support 

roosting bats and to enable recommendations with respect to the proposed works. The trees 

were classified into general bat roost potential groups based on the presence of features listed 

above. Table 1 below classifies the potential categories as accurately as possible. For ease of 

reference this table is based on Table 8.4 in Bat Surveys - Good Practice Guidelines (Bat 

Conservation Trust, 2012). This published table is aimed at the assessment of trees scheduled 

for arboricultural work rather than those affected by proposed development.   

2.7 The strategy and recommendations described in Table 1 have been adapted from Table 8.5 of 

the BCT guidelines in relation to trees affected by arboricultural works to reflect the assessment 

criteria and recommendations for trees that are potentially affected by a proposed development. 

Table 1. Classification of Bat Potential in Trees 

Tree category and 

description 

Survey requirements prior to 

determination. 

Recommended mitigation 

works and/or further surveys.  

Category 1 

Confirmed bat roost 

with field evidence 

of the presence of 

bats, e.g. live / dead 

bats, droppings, 

scratch marks, 

grease marks and / 

or urine staining.  

Identified on map and on the ground. 

Further assessment such as climb and 

inspect and/or dusk/dawn surveys should be 

undertaken to provide an assessment on the 

likely use of the roost, numbers and species 

of bat present.  

Avoid disturbance where 

possible. Felling or other works 

that would affect the roost 

would require an EPS licence 

with like for like roost 

replacement as a minimum.  

Works may also be subject to 

timing constraints.  

Category 2a 

Trees that have a 

high potential to 

Identified on map and on the ground to 

assess the potential use of suitable cavities, 

based on the habitat preferences of bats. 

Trees where no bat roost 

confirmed after further 

surveys: Avoid disturbance 
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Tree category and 

description 

Survey requirements prior to 

determination. 

Recommended mitigation 

works and/or further surveys.  

support bat roosts. Further assessment such as climb and 

inspect and/or dusk/dawn surveys (up to 3 

nocturnal surveys) should be undertaken to 

ascertain presence/absence of roosting 

bats. Trees may be upgraded if presence of 

roosting bats is confirmed or downgraded 

following further surveys if features present 

are of low suitability.  

where possible. Further 

nocturnal surveys during the 

active bat season immediately 

prior to felling or management 

works. Use “soft felling” 

techniques, removing ivy cover 

by hand and avoid cutting 

through tree cavities.  

Category 2b 

Trees with a low to 

moderate potential 

to support bat 

roosts. 

Identified on map and on the ground to 

assess the potential use of suitable cavities, 

based on the habitat preferences of bats. 

Further assessment such as climb and 

inspect and/or dusk/dawn surveys (up to 2 

nocturnal surveys) should be undertaken to 

ascertain presence/absence of roosting 

bats. Trees may be upgraded if presence of 

roosting bats is confirmed or downgraded 

following further surveys if features present 

are of low suitability. 

Trees where no bat roost 

confirmed after further 

surveys: Avoid disturbance 

where possible. Further 

nocturnal surveys during the 

active bat season immediately 

prior to felling or management 

works. Use “soft felling” 

techniques, removing ivy cover 

by hand and avoid cutting 

through tree cavities.  

Category 2c 

Trees with a low 

potential to support 

bat roosts.  

Identified on map and on the ground to 

assess the potential use of suitable cavities, 

based on the habitat preferences of bats.  

Further assessment such as climb and 

inspect and/or dusk/dawn surveys (1 

nocturnal survey) should be undertaken to 

ascertain presence/absence of roosting 

bats. Trees may be upgraded if presence of 

roosting bats is confirmed or downgraded 

following further surveys if features present 

are not suitable for bats. 

Avoid disturbance where 

possible. Trees would be felled 

using reasonable avoidance 

measures such as soft felling, 

removing ivy cover by hand etc.  

Category 3 

Trees with no / 

negligible potential 

to support bat 

roosts. 

Identified on map and on the ground to 

assess the potential use of suitable cavities, 

based on the habitat preferences of bats.  

None. 

2.8 In combination with the above, all trees within the site were visually assessed for the presence of 

large cavities with the potential for use by nesting or roosting barn owl. Additional signs, such as 

pellets and faecal splashing were also searched for on or around potential perches.   
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Badgers Meles meles  

2.9 During the walkover survey all hedgerows and other potentially suitable habitats within the survey 

boundary and where accessible within 30m of the site boundaries were searched for evidence of 

badger activity. The methodology employed followed that outlined by Harris et al. (1991).  

Great Crested Newt Triturus cristatus  

Habitat Suitability Index (HSI)  

2.10 Waterbodies within the site and accessible water bodies surrounding the site were assessed 

using HSI methodology which assesses ponds against ten pre-determined criteria, producing a 

score which indicates suitability for great crested newt Triturus cristatus (GCN) occupation. 

2.11 The HSI provides a measure of the likely suitability that a water body has for supporting newts 

(Oldham et al., 2002).  In general, ponds with a higher score are more likely to support great 

crested newts than those with a lower score, and there is a positive correlation between HSI 

scores and ponds with newts recorded.  Ten separate attributes are assessed for each pond: 

 Geographic location  

 Pond area 

 Pond drying 

 Water quality 

 Shade 

 Presence of water-fowl 

 Presence of fish 

 Number of linked ponds  

 Terrestrial habitat  

 Macrophytic coverage 

2.12 A score is assigned according to the most appropriate criteria level set within each attribute and a 

total score calculated of between 0 and 1.  Pond suitability is then determined according to the 

scales shown in Table 2.   

2.13 In some instances, ponds located within 500m of the site were isolated from the proposed 

development by significant barriers to movement such as roads and residential areas, therefore 

such ponds were not further assessed (these are detailed in the results section below).   

Table 2:  HSI Scores as a Measure of Pond Suitability 

HSI score Pond Suitability 

<0.5 Poor 

0.5 - 0.59 Below average 

0.6 – 0.69 Average 

0.7 – 0.79 Good 

>0.8 Excellent 
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Terrestrial Habitats 

2.14 The suitability of the terrestrial habitats within the site to provide suitable area of shelter or rest for 

great crested newts was also assessed.  This assessment noted suitable terrestrial habitats such 

as woodland, scrub, rough grassland and additional wetland. 

3.0 RESULTS  

Desk Study  

Statutorily Designated Sites 

3.1 No statutorily designated sites of international conservation importance were identified within the 

site or within 5km of the site boundary.   

3.2 No statutorily designated sites of national conservation importance were identified within the site 

or within 2km of the site boundary. 

3.3 Four statutorily designated sites of local conservation importance were identified within 1km of 

the site boundary, details of which are provided in Table 3 below. 

Non-statutorily Designated Sites 

3.4 Table 3 below provides a summary of the statutory and non-statutory sites located within 1km of 

the site. 

Table 3: Designated Sites  

Site Name & 

reference 

Designation Approximate 

Distance 

from Site  

Description Data Source 

Statutory 

Alexandrina 
Plantation 

B 

Local Nature 
Reserve 
(LNR) 

20m E  Urban fringe site supporting woodland, 
grassland and scrub. 

Natural 
England 
(MAGIC) 

Bramcote Hill’s 
Park 

A 

LNR 240m SW Urban site supporting parkland and 
woodland with panoramic views. 

Natural 
England 
(MAGIC) 

Sandy Lane 
C 

LNR 370m E Urban fringe site supporting woodland, 
grassland and scrub. 

Natural 
England 
(MAGIC) 

Stapleford Hill 
Woodland 

D 

LNR 640m W Urban site supporting oak and birch 
woodland. 

Natural 
England 
(MAGIC) 

Non-Statutory 

Alexandria 
Plantation 

2/314 

Local 
Wildlife Site 

(LWS) 

5m E This site is on Bunter Sandstone 
with free draining acid soils. It 
comprises a mosaic of woodland, 
scrub and acid grassland. 

NWT 

Bramcote Moor 
Grassland 

5/2185 

LWS 0.2km W Neutral grassland. NWT 
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Site Name & 

reference 

Designation Approximate 

Distance 

from Site  

Description Data Source 

Nottingham 
Canal 

2/6 

LWS 0.5km N This stretch of the old canal runs 
from Trowell to Balloon Wood. The 
canal has little or no standing 
water for much of its length and is 
dominated by Reed Sweet-grass 
(Glyceria maxima). The towpath 
and opposite bank contain tall 
herb/scrub communities, small 
areas of grassland and lengths of 
Hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna) 
dominated hedgerow. 

NWT 

Stapleford Hill 
5/1086 

LWS 0.7km W A mosaic of dry acid grassland 
and oak and birch woodland 

NWT 

Balloon Woods 
5/2103 

LWS 0.9km N Balloon Woods are situated on the 
western edge of the city boundary. 
The canopy is dominated by 
Sycamore (Acer pseudoplatanus) 
with Silver Birch (Betula pendula) 
and English Oak (Quercus robur), 
the understorey comprising 
Hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna) 
and Hazel (Corylus avellana). 

NWT 

Wolllaton Park 
1/26 

LWS 1km E A large city park grazed by Red 
(Cervus elaphus) and Fallow Deer 
(Dama dama) which incorporates 
important wetland, acid grassland 
and aquatic communities.  

NWT 

Protected/Notable Species Records 

3.5 Table 4 below provides a summary of the records of protected species located within 1km of the 

site. 

Table 4: Designated Sites  

Species Taxon Approximate 

Distance 

from Site  

Km 

Notes Data 

Source 

Amphibians 

Common frog Rana temporaria 0.9 W  NWT 

Common toad Bufo bufo 1 W  NWT 

Great crested newt Triturus cristatus 0.7 NW  NWT 

Mammals 

Pipistrelle Pipistrelle sp. 0.9 SW  NWT 

Pipistrelle Pipistrelle sp. 0.3 N  NWT 
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Species Taxon Approximate 

Distance 

from Site  

Km 

Notes Data 

Source 

Pipistrelle Pipistrelle sp. 0.7 S  NWT 

Pipistrelle Pipistrelle sp. 0.4 SE  NWT 

Pipistrelle Pipistrelle sp. 0.5 NE  NWT 

Brown long-eared Plecotus auritus 0.5 N  NWT 

Pipistrelle Pipistrelle sp. 0.3 NE  NWT 

Leisler’s bat Nyctalus leisleri 0.3 N  NWT 

Leisler’s bat Nyctalus leisleri 0.5 NE  NWT 

Noctule Nyctalus noctula 0.5 NE  NWT 

Water vole Arvicola terrestris 0.4 N Bramcote Moor NWT 

Water vole Arvicola terrestris 0.7 N Nottingham Canal NWT 

Reptiles 

Grass snake Natrix natrix 1 W  NWT 

 

Field Survey – Habitats/Flora 

3.6 The locations of the habitats described in the following section are illustrated in Figure 2 (Phase 1 

Habitat Plan). Appendix 1 provides a species assemblage list of each habitat type below. The site 

mostly comprised a disused golf course with areas of woodland and scrub. 

Improved Grassland 

3.7 The majority of the site comprised improved grassland that would have been seeded amenity 

grassland under an intensive mowing regime when the golf course was operational. The course 

has been unmanaged for several years allowing the grass sward to become dense with a height 

of approximately 0.5m. The sward was dominated by creeping bent Agrostis stolonifera and 

common bent Agrostis capillaris with abundant false oat-grass Arrhenatherum elatius and rough 

meadow grass Poa trivialis. Frequently occurring species included cock’s foot Dactylis glomerata 

and Yorkshire fog Holcus lanatus with locally dominant areas of red fescue Festuca rubra. 

Occasional to rarely occurring species comprised of soft brome Bromus hordeaceus and wall 

barley Hordeum murinum. 

3.8 The grassland supported very few forbs, with only rarely occurring species including black medic 

Medicago lupulina and hogweed Heracleum sphondylium, with locally dominant areas of hoary 

willowherb Epilobium parviflorum.  
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Photograph 1: Improved grassland looking west 

Woodland  

3.9 An area of woodland occurred in the eastern half of the site with the canopy dominated by 

pedunculate oak Querus robur with abundant sweet chestnut Castanea sativa and silver birch 

Betula pendula. The understorey comprised shade tolerant trees such as rowan Sorbus 

aucuparia, holly Ilex aquifolium, wild cherry Prunus avium and wych elm Ulmus glabra. The 

ground flora was comprised predominantly of bramble Rubus fruticosus, wood avens Geum 

urbanum, cleavers Galium aparine, bluebell Hyacinthe sp., bracken Pteridium aquilinum and fox 

glove Digitalis purpurea. 

3.10 Several small tree groups occurred throughout the site comprising species such as Scots pine 

Pinus sylvestris, sycamore Acer pseudoplatanus, pedunculate oak, Leyland cypress 

Cupressocyparis leylandii and silver birch.  

3.11 The site boundaries mostly comprised tree lines of species such as Leyland cypress, ash 

Fraxinus excelsior and sycamore as well as more scrub like species such as hawthorn Crataegus 

monogyna, elder Sambucus nigra, blackthorn Prunus spinosa and hazel Corylus avellana. 

Scrub 

3.12 Areas of scrub occurred throughout the site, in particular in the centre of the site, mostly 

comprising broom Cytisus scoparius and western gorse Ulex europaeus. Within these areas 

there were also saplings of pedunculate oak and silver birch as well as bramble.  

Tall Ruderal 

3.13 Tall ruderal vegetation occurred in the eastern end of the site around the edges of a car park and 

along the front of the site adjacent to Thoresby Road. Species present comprised common nettle 

Urtica dioica, cleavers, American willowherb Epilobium ciliatum, creeping thistle Cirsium arvense, 

wood avens, white dead nettle Lamium album, cow parsley Anthriscus sylvestris, common 

mallow Malva sylvestris and ragwort Senecio jacobaea.  Several butterfly-bushes Buddleja 

davidii also occurred in this area. 
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Trees 

3.14 Several mature trees occurred throughout the site mostly comprising pedunculate oak and sweet 

chestnut. Ash and scots pine also occurred regularly.  

Hard standing 

3.15 An area of hard standing occurred in the east of the site comprising a tarmac surface. Some tall 

ruderal species had begun to emerge through the surface including American willowherb and 

common nettle. 

Building 

3.16 One building occurred on site and is described below in the section on bats. 

Faunal Surveys 

Bats 

3.17 None of the on-site trees were identified as having potential to support roosting bats as they were 

generally in good condition and supported few of the features such as cracks, dead wood and 

holes necessary to support bats and qualify as category 3 in Table 1. Several records of bats 

within 1km of the site were received from NWT and comprised of the following species: 

pipistrelle, brown long-eared, Leisler’s and Noctule. 

Building 

3.18 One building (B1) occurred on site adjacent to the car park at the eastern end of the site. This 

was a single storey brick structure with a flat bitumen-lined roof and no roof void. The windows 

and doors were boarded up and it was not possible to carry out an internal inspection. Wooden 

soffits were present around the building and were generally well sealed. Some of the boards over 

the windows were slightly raised though cobwebs were present throughout. No evidence of the 

use of the building by bats was found during the external survey such as droppings and staining. 

3.19 A door to the rear of the structure had been broken into and the door has been sealed with 

concrete breeze blocks. A fenced off section to the side of the structure also showed evidence of 

vandalism where the boards on the windows had been broken and the windows smashed, 

creating a possible entry point into the building for bats.  

3.20 It is considered that this building has low potential to support roosting bats. 

Birds 

3.21 The woodland, scrub, tall grassland and trees offer suitable nesting habitat to a range of common 

urban fringe breeding birds. 

Great Crested Newts 

Terrestrial Habitats 



13 
 

3.22 No records of GCN occurred within 500m of the site. The dominant habitats within the site are tall 

improved grassland, woodland and scrub that provide potential areas of shelter or rest and 

foraging for GCN.  

Water bodies 

3.23 Two water bodies were identified within 500m of the site boundary from 1:25,000 Ordnance 

Survey maps, publically available aerial photography and third-party information. Both ponds 

occurred off-site, the closest one being 250m north west of the site (P1 shown in Figure 1) and 

the second lies approximately 480m west of the site boundary (P2, Figure 1). Pond P1 was dry at 

the time of survey (26th June 2014) though the presence of wetland species such as rushes 

Juncus sp. and willows Salix sp. indicate that the pond does hold water for part of the year. A 

habitat suitability assessment on pond P1 found that it has a poor (0.42) suitability to support 

GCN. From viewing on-line mapping services the habitats between the proposed site and the 

pond comprise minor roads and mixed use agricultural land. 

3.24 The second pond P2 was found to be no longer present during the survey, possibly due to some 

recent re-landscaping of the area following the filling in of a disused pit.  

Reptiles 

3.25 The site comprises tall grassland, scrub and woodland which provide a mosaic of habitats 

suitable to support common reptile species such as slow worm Anguis fragilis and grass snake 

Natrix natrix.  
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4.0 EVALUATION & RECOMMENDATIONS 

4.1 The site proposals (see Figure 3: Proposed Site Layout) are for the construction of a retirement 

village including an access road from Deddington Lane. The eastern extent of the site will be 

retained with the existing car park improved for public use. Green infrastructure will be 

incorporated into the design layout with a communal garden, SUDs ponds and enhancement of 

existing tree lines around the boundaries.  

Statutory Nature Conservation Sites 

4.2 There are no statutory designated sites of international nature conservation importance within the 

site, or within a 5km radius, and no statutory sites of notable ecological interest of National 

Importance within 2km.   

4.3 Four statutorily designated sites of regional importance occurred within 1km of the site boundary. 

The closest of these, Alexandrina Plantation occurs 20m to the east of the site and is an urban 

fringe site supporting woodland, grassland and scrub. Adverse impacts arising from the proposed 

scheme are considered very unlikely given that the sites are located in an urban environment and 

are set up to support visitors. A slight increase in the number of visitors to the site is not 

considered to be significant in the wider context of the site. No direct impacts on the sites are 

foreseen from the development given the intervening distances involved.   

Non-statutory Nature Conservation Sites 

4.4 Six Local Wildlife Sites (LWS) occurred within 1km of the boundary with the closest one being 5m 

east of the site boundary called Alexandria Plantation. No direct effects are foreseen on these 

sites from the development due to the nature of the works and the lack of habitat linking the 

development to the sites. No adverse impacts to these sites are therefore anticipated. 

Habitats 

4.5 The degree to which habitats receive consideration within the planning system relies on a 

number of mechanisms, including:  

 Inclusion within specific policy (e.g. veteran trees, ancient woodland and linear habitats in 

NPPF, or non-statutory site designation),  

 Identification as a habitat of principal importance for biodiversity under Natural Environment 

and Rural Communities Act (NERC) (2006) and consequently identification as a Priority 

Habitat within the local Biodiversity Action Plan (LBAP).   

4.6 Under the NPPF, development should seek to contribute a net gain in biodiversity with an 

emphasis on improving ecological networks and linkages where possible. 

4.7 The dominant habitats within the site consisted of unmanaged improved grassland, woodland 

and areas of scrub. The grassland was typically of low species diversity, whereas the woodland 

supported a mixture of species with pedunculate oak and sweet chestnut occurring most 

frequently in the canopy. The scrub layer comprised predominantly broom. 

4.8 As part of the proposals, the eastern extent of the site will be retained including the woodland and 

buffered from the development by a communal garden. The existing car park will be improved for 
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public use and an access road will be created from Deddington Lane to the western part of the 

site.  

4.9 The proposed development will entail the loss of some improved grassland which is considered 

to have low conservation value as it is species poor. A small section of hawthorn hedgerow 

approximately 15m in length will be removed to allow for the creation of an access road off 

Deddington Lane. The creation of gardens, planting of trees, enhancement of existing boundary 

trees/hedgerow and the creation of a SUDs pond will mitigate for the loss of grassland and 

provide further habitat diversity for wildlife including amphibians, reptiles and birds. 

4.10 The remainder of the hedgerows and most of the trees will be retained as part of the current 

proposals which will maintain connectivity around the site. Trees and hedgerows throughout the 

site provide structural diversity and opportunities for sheltering and foraging wildlife, therefore are 

considered to be of ecological value at a local level.     

4.11 Retained trees will be protected from damage and from soil compaction during works where 

appropriate by maintaining fenced Root Protection Areas (RPAs) determined in accordance with 

BS 5837 (2012) or following arboricultural advice.  No vehicular access will be permitted within 

the RPAs unless suitable soil protection layers are used, and no storage of materials, 

installations of services, excessive cultivation for landscape installations or fires will be permitted. 

Fauna 

Great crested newts 

4.12 The terrestrial habitat present on site is suitable to support GCN being comprised of unmanaged 

grassland, scrub and woodland which provide opportunities for foraging and sheltering GCN. 

4.13 A habitat suitability assessment on pond P1 found that it has a poor (0.42) suitability to support 

GCN. The habitat surrounding pond P1 comprised approximately 5.5ha of unmanaged grassland 

with hedgerow along the boundaries. GCN are unlikely to travel beyond 250m away from a pond 

if there is suitable terrestrial habitat in the surroundings1. From viewing on-line mapping services 

the habitats between the proposed site and the pond comprise minor roads and mixed use 

agricultural land. Given the intervening distance, lack of records of GCN within 500m of the site 

and the presence of suitable terrestrial habitat surrounding the pond, it is considered highly 

unlikely for GCN to be present on site.  

4.14 In the unlikely event of GCN being found on site during development, all works must stop and 

professional ecological advice sought immediately.   

Bats 

4.15 All bat species and their habitats are protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as 

amended) and the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (as amended).  In 

summary these make it an offence to damage, destroy or obstruct any place used by bats for 

breeding and shelter, disturb a bat, or kill, injure or take a bat. 

Building 

                                                      
1 English Nature. An Assessment of the efficiency of capture techniques and the value of different habitats for the 
great crested newt Triturus cristatus. Report Number 576, 2004. 
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4.16 Building B1 situated adjacent to the car park in the eastern extent of the site was identified as 

having a low potential to support roosting bats. The current proposals do not include any works to 

the structure, therefore no further survey work is required at this stage.     

Foraging / Commuting 

4.17 The site is likely to be utilised by bats for foraging and commuting. Specifically the woodland, tree 

lines along the site boundaries, and unmanaged grassland are likely to be used by foraging bats 

as part of a larger habitat range in the local area. The quality of the habitat on site to support 

foraging/ commuting bats is considered to be low to moderate due to factors such as lack of roost 

sites, species poor grassland and no water features. The site does form a green corridor linking 

habitat to the east of the site including Wollaton Park, Sandy Lane LNR and Alexandria 

Plantation LNR with woodland to the west. Mature gardens and residential buildings to the north 

and south of the site provide further roosting/foraging habitat. In the wider context of the site’s 

environment, the site it is considered to have a moderate value to foraging and commuting bats. 

4.18 In line with The Bat Survey Guidelines, Bat Conservation Trust (2012) guidelines, it is 

recommended that bat activity and static detector surveys are undertaken. These should include 

monthly visits in July, August and September 2014. Additionally a static detector should be 

deployed for a minimum of three consecutive nights each month (July, August and September 

2014). If activity levels over the three months are high, or any rare bat species is recorded, then 

additional survey work may be required. 

4.19 To minimise potential effects to the local population it is recommended that mitigation measures 

implemented should include: retention/ enhancement of existing tree lines with native species, 

retention/ creation of foraging habitat within the landscaping plan, additional tree / shrub planting 

and the use of a low level / directional lighting scheme.  

Birds 

4.20 All wild bird species are protected while nesting by the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as 

amended).  This legislation protects wild birds and their eggs from intentional harm, and makes it 

illegal to intentionally take, damage, or destroy a wild bird nest while it is in use or being built. 

4.21 The woodland, unmanaged grassland and scrub provide nesting and foraging habitats for bird 

species in the local area and will largely be retained under the proposals. All nesting birds and 

their nests are protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act, 1981 (as amended). Felling 

work should be undertaken outside of the bird breeding season to minimise the risk of 

disturbance to breeding birds. If this is not possible, suitable habitat should be checked prior to 

works by a suitably experienced ecologist to confirm the absence of active nests.  If active nests 

are found, the trees and/or building must be left undisturbed until all birds have fledged.    

Reptiles 

4.22 Habitats within the site were considered to be suitable for use by reptile species, providing a 

range of habitats comprising unmanaged grassland, woodland and scrub. No evidence of reptiles 

was recorded during the site surveys and only one record of grass snake occurring 1km from the 

site. The proposed development will result in the loss of the existing unmanaged grassland and 
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some scrub and individual trees. It is recommended that a reptile survey is carried out in 

accordance with Froglife guidelines2.  

                                                      
2 Froglife Advice Sheet 10, 1999. Reptile Survey- an introduction to planning, conducting and interpreting surveys for 
snake and lizard conservation. 
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APPENDIX 1: BOTANICAL SPECIES LIST 

Tree & Woodland Species 

Common Name Scientific Name 

Ash Fraxinus excelsior 
Hawthorn Crataegus monogyna 
Scots pine Pinus sylvestris 
Elder Sambucus nigra 
Holly Ilex aquifolium 
English elm Ulmus procera 
Blackthorn Prunus spinosa 
Bramble Rubus fruticosa 
Rowan Sorbus aucuparia 
Sweet chestnut Castanea sativa 
Bird cherry Prunus padus 
Pedunculate oak Quercus robur 

Austrian pine Pinus nigra ssp. Nigra 
Silver birch Betula pendula 
Leyland cypress Cupressocyparis leylandii 
Lawson cypress Chamaecyparis lawsoniana 
Norway spruce Picea abies 
Norway maple Acer platanoides 
Sycamore Acer pseudoplatanus 
Downy birch Betula pubescens 
Deodar cedar Cedrus deodara 
Wild cherry Prunus avium 
Atlas cedar Cedrus atlantica 
Lombardy poplar Populus nigra ‘Italica’ 
Grand fir Abies grandis 
Beech Fagus sylvatica 
Crab apple Malus sylvestris 
Hornbeam Carpinus betulus 
Mugo pine Pinus mugo 
Hazel Corylus avellana 
Goat willow Salix caprea 
Wych elm Ulmus glabra 

 
 
 
Scrub Species 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 
Grass and Herb Species 

Common Name Scientific Name 

Broom Cytisus scoparius 
Gorse Ulex europaeus 
Bramble Rubus fruticosus 
Hawthorn Crataegus monogyna 
Pedunculate oak Quercus robur 

Common Name Scientific Name 

Cock's-foot Dactylis glomerata  
Common nettle Urtica dioica  
Cow parsley Anthriscus sylvestris  
Creeping buttercup Ranunculus repens 
Dandelion Taraxacum  agg. 
False oat-grass Arrhenatherum elatius 
Bluebell Hyacinthoides sp. 
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Hogweed Heracleum sphondylium  
Perennial ryegrass Lolium perenne 
Ribwort plantain Plantago lanceolata 
Yorkshire fog Holcus lanatus 
Cleavers Galium aparine 
White dead-nettle Lamium album 
Yarrow Achillea millefolium 
Common bent Agrostis capillaris 
Red fescue Festuca rubra 
White clover Trifolium repens 
Spear thistle Cirsium vulgare 
Rough meadow grass Poa trivialis 
Creeping bent Agrostis stolonifera 
Soft brome Bromus hordeaceus 
Barren brome Bromus sterilis 
Dandelion Taraxacum officinale 
Creeping thistle Cirsium arvense  
Black medic Medicago lupulina   
Honeysuckle Lonicera periclymenum 
Bracken Pteridium aquilinum 
Germander speedwell Veronica chamaedrys 
Wood avens Geum urbanum 
Broad leaved dock Rumex obtusifolius 
American willowherb Epilobium ciliatum 
Hoary willowherb Epilobium parviflorum 
Ragwort Senecio jacobaea 
Daisy Bellis perennis 
Common mallow Malva sylvestris 
Wall barley Hordeum murinum 
Fox glove Digitalis purpurea 
Butterfly-bush Buddleja davidii 



20 
 

Appendix 2: HSI Results Table 

 

  
Suitability Indices 

 

  SI -1 SI - 2 SI -3 SI -4 SI -5 SI -6 SI -7 SI -8 SI -9 SI -10 
HSI 

Score 

Pond 
reference 

Geographical 
location 

Pond 
area 

Pond 
drying 

Water 
quality 

Shade 
(perimeter) 

Fowl Fish Ponds 
Terrestrial 

habitat 
Macrophytes 0.69 

Field result 
(A,B,C) 

Field 
result 
(m2) 

Field 
result 

Field 
result 

Field result 
(% cover) 

Field 
result 

Field 
result 

Field 
result 

Field result Field result  

1 1 0.1 0.1 0.33 1 1 1 0.1 1 0.5 0.42 
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