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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 The following report has been prepared by FPCR Environment and Design Ltd on behalf of Peter 

James Homes Ltd. and details the findings of great crested newt (GCN) Triturus cristatus surveys 

undertaken on a proposed development site on land off Coventry Lane, Bramcote, Nottinghamshire 

(central OS grid reference: SK 500 391) in 2020.  

Site Location and Context  

1.2 The subject site is located to the north of Bramcote on the western periphery of Nottingham with 

an oak-birch woodland located to the south and south-west of the site, a railway, grassland fields 

and arable fields located to the north. The site itself (approximately 8.1 ha) mainly comprises poor 

semi-improved grassland, semi-natural broadleaved woodland, tall ruderal vegetation and scrub. 

Other habitats present on site include a small woodland pond, McCann’s active depot site, Custom 

Upholstery Ltd, horse paddocks, a brook (Boundary Brook), ditches, mature trees and hedgerows. 

Full details of the site are available in the Ecological Appraisal (FPCR, 20201) 

1.3 Pond 1 was a small, seasonally-drying pond devoid of aquatic vegetation that lay within the site 

boundary whilst pond 2 was a large, heavily-vegetated pond just outside of the site boundary. 

Three further ponds were present within 500m of the site, however these were not subject to 

aquatic surveys. 

Proposals 

1.4 Proposals are for a residential development with associated road infrastructure and areas of green 

space.  

 

2.0 METHODOLOGY  

Desktop Study 

2.1 In order to compile existing baseline information regarding amphibians, relevant ecological 

information was requested from statutory and non-statutory nature conservation organisations, 

including: 

 Nottinghamshire Biodiversity and Geological Records Centre (NBGRC); 

 Natural England via the Multi Agency Geographic Information for the Countryside (MAGIC) 

interactive map (www.magic.gov.uk) 

2.2 Further inspection, using colour 1:25,000 OS base maps (www.ordnancesurvey.co.uk) and aerial 

photographs from Google Earth (www.maps.google.co.uk), was also undertaken in order to 

provide additional context and identify any features of potential importance for nature conservation 

in the wider countryside. 

  

 
1 FPCR, 2020. Land off Coventry Lane, Bramcote. Ecological Appraisal 
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record any newts observed. Torch surveys are unsuitable within heavily vegetated and / or turbid 

ponds or after periods of heavy rain as visibility is diminished. 

Egg Searching 

2.12 Newts lay single eggs on leaves of aquatic plants or other suitable pliable material, after which the 

material is folded over the egg to protect it. GCN eggs can be distinguished from those of the other 

newts by their size, shape and colour. Submerged vegetation was examined for newt eggs and 

folded leaves gently opened to check for eggs. If a GCN egg had been identified, no further leaves 

would have been examined thereby minimising any further potential disturbance. 

Survey Limitations 

2.13 P1 dried out following the second survey occasion and was therefore not subject to four surveys 

whilst pond P4 was dry throughout the survey season. Access to survey pond P3 was not granted 

and therefore this pond was not subject to aquatic surveys. 

 

3.0 RESULTS 

Desk Study 

3.1 Full details of the desk study are provided in the separate ecological appraisal (FPCR 20203). In 

summary, one record of GCN was returned from approximately 215m north of the site boundary 

comprising 2 individuals which were recorded in 2014.  

3.2 There are no records of smooth newt Lissotriton vulgaris or common frog Rana temporaria within 

1km of the boundary however, there are several records of common toad Bufo bufo the closest of 

which is approximately 70m west of the site boundary.  

Field Survey 

3.3 There were a total of five ponds (P1-P5) identified within 500m of the site boundary (Figure 1) 

including one on-site pond (P1). Further surveys were not considered necessary on pond P5 due 

to the intervening distance (approx. 275m) from the site and the area between this pond and the 

site is intersected by a main road (A6002) which was considered to represent a significant barrier 

to dispersal. The site also contains a wet ditch (D2), however the water within this feature was 

flowing and therefore deemed to be unsuitable for GCN, consequently aquatic surveys were not 

undertaken on this ditch. Similarly, Boundary Brook, located on the south-western boundary of the 

site, contained flowing water and was therefore not considered for further survey. 

Pond Descriptions 

Pond 1 

3.4 A small on-site pond of approximately 8 x 3m. The pond likely only holds water on a seasonal basis 

following sustained rainfall and was absent of aquatic and marginal vegetation.  

 
3 FPCR 2020 Ecological Appraisal 
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Terrestrial Habitat 

3.7 The majority of the site comprises heavily grazed grassland and unmanaged tussock grassland 

with semi-natural woodland, hedgerows, ditches, scrub, tall ruderal vegetation and areas of 

hardstanding also present.  

3.8 The areas of hardstanding were considered to be of negligible value for GCN whilst the heavily 

grazed grassland was considered to be of very limited suitability for this species lacking the 

structure that they require. The semi-natural woodland, hedgerows, scrub and the unmanaged, 

tussock grassland are of higher habitat value providing suitable foraging, commuting and 

hibernation habitat whilst providing connectivity to other suitable habitat outside of the site 

boundary into the wider environment. The wet and dry ditches are also deemed to be of potential 

value for GCN as they offer a potential means of dispersing across the site. 

Aquatic Surveys 

3.9 Aquatic surveys were undertaken on ponds P1 and P2 during which no great crested newts were 

recorded. Smooth newts were recorded in pond P2 on all survey occasions (peak count of 12 

adults) as well as common frog and large numbers of tadpoles and frogspawn being present. Full 

survey results can be found in Appendix B. 

 

4.0 DISCUSSION & RECOMMENDATIONS  

4.1 A single pond (P1) was located on-site and a further four ponds were located within 500m of the 

site boundary (P2-P5). Aquatic surveys were undertaken on ponds P1 and P2 during which no 

GCN were recorded with smooth newt and common frog recorded in pond P2. 

4.2 Access was not granted to survey pond P3 which was located approximately 120m north-east of 

the site, however this was pond was previously surveyed by Clear Environmental in 2013 

(Appendix C) during which no GCN were recorded. Clear Environmental described this pond as 

being shallow with a silty base and absent of marginal and aquatic vegetation. The HSI assessment 

undertaken found this pond to be of ‘Average’ suitability for GCN (score of 0.54). Aerial imagery 

indicates that the pond remains over-shaded by the surrounding woodland copse and is therefore 

likely to remain absent of aquatic and marginal vegetation limiting its suitability for GCN. 

Additionally, if GCN were to be present within this pond it would be expected that they would also 

be present in pond P2 since this pond was considered to be of ‘Excellent’ suitability for GCN under 

the HSI assessment and it lies within commutable range of pond P3 (approx. 140m) with suitable 

habitat linkages between the ponds in the form of the plantation woodland/scrub which borders the 

A6002. Consequently, it is considered highly unlikely that GCN are present in pond P3. 

4.3 Pond P4, located approximately 320m north-east of the site, was found to be dry during the survey 

period and therefore further surveys were not conducted. However, this pond was previously 

surveyed by Clear Environmental in 2013 who recorded a small population of GCN (peak count of 

four individuals) using the pond. Consequently, it is considered that this pond is now of negligible 

value to GCN and likely only temporarily holds water after periods of rainfall. Furthermore, in the 

unlikely event GCN were present and were commuting to the proposed development site it is 

considered that they would be using P2. 
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4.4 Surveys were not considered necessary on pond P5 as it was considered isolated from the site 

due to the intervening distance and the presence of a main road separating the pond from the site 

which was considered to represent a significant barrier to dispersal. 

4.5 It is therefore considered that GCN can reasonably be discounted from being present on-site and 

therefore are not considered to represent a constraint to development.  

Under current proposals (Overall Site Layout, 2019-613-09F, Urban Designs, May 2020) no wildlife 

ponds are proposed to be included within the scheme, however two sustainable drainage features 

are to be incorporated within the design. If possible, it is recommended that these features are 

designed to hold permanent water, planted with aquatic and marginal vegetation and managed to 

be of benefit to the local wildlife, including amphibians.
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1 Executive Summary 
1.1 The Project and Commissioned Work 

Clear Environmental Consultants Ltd (Clear) was instructed by Capita Symonds to carry out a 
detailed amphibian survey of water bodies on or near to a site referred to as Coventry Lane to 
inform a planning application for up to 250 residential properties. The site will include 
associated roads and amenity areas as well as landscaped areas for wildlife benefit.  

This report comprises the results of a full amphibian survey, which has been used to inform 
recommendations for any necessary mitigation and compensation for the proposed 
development. This report will form an appendix report which is summarised in the Ecological 
Appraisal report compiled by Clear (reference CL1437.005.01). 

The surveys followed best practice methodologies and were carried out during Spring 2013 by 
appropriately licensed and experienced ecologists. 

1.2 Findings and Recommendations  

No great crested newts were found breeding in ponds within the site. There was however a 
small population identified in Pond 3, off site. This population is considered to be isolated from 
the Site itself by the railway line. Whilst typically railways are not considered a barrier to newt 
dispersal, owing to the limited distances between Pond 1 and Pond 3 and Pond 2 to Pond 3, 
should the railway not be a dispersal barrier, GCN would have almost certainly been found in 
one of the two ponds on site (Ponds 1 and 2).  

No specific mitigation with respect to GCN is considered necessary within the Site. However site 
workers must be made aware of the potential to find common amphibians within the 
development footprint and to correctly remove these from site to a safe area away from the 
working area. 

The GCN population in Pond 3 is considered to be in decline due to its geographic isolation and 
the fragmentation of habitats caused by past developments and infrastructure; therefore the 
development should seek to offset any ecological impacts by means of improving available 
habitat adjacent to Pond 3 in attempt to secure the longevity of the local GCN population and 
seek a local ecological gain through the planning and development process as it is considered 
the pond habitat quality is the limiting factor in the GCN population success and not available 
habitat off site and in proximity to the pond.  
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2 Introduction and Background 
2.1 Purpose and Scope of this Report  

Clear Environmental Consultants Ltd were commissioned to carry out an amphibian survey of 
ponds on land and near to a site at Coventry Lane in Bramcote, Nottingham. The amphibian 
surveys are used to determine presence / likely absence of the specially protected great crested 
newt (GCN) Triturus cristatus from within the Site.  

The surveys were required to inform a planning application for a proposed residential 
development of up to 250 houses with associated roads and landscaped areas.  This appraisal is 
based on a review of the development proposals provided by the Client and an amphibian 
survey of the Site. This report pertains to these results only; recommendations included within 
this report are the professional opinion of an experienced ecologist and therefore the view of 
Clear Environmental Consultants Ltd.   

The study area is defined as shown in the enclosed Site Location Plan and Phase 1 Habitat plan 
plus a buffer zone extended to include the Zone of Influence (see below) of the proposals 
(hereafter referred to as the “Site”).  

2.2 Zone of Influence  

The term Zone of Influence is used to describe the geographic extent of potential impacts of a 
proposed development.  The Zone is determined by the nature of the development and also in 
relation to individual species, depending on their habitat requirements, mobility and distances 
indicated in any best practice guidelines. 

For this site the Zone of Influence is considered to be land on and immediately adjacent to the 
site and, specifically in respect of great crested newts, connected, suitable habitat within 500m 
of the site boundary as illustrated on the survey plan in Appendix C.  

2.3 Site Context and Location  

The site occurs on the western outskirts of the city of Nottingham. It comprises a series of 
pasture and set aside fields with woodland and hedgerow boundaries. It has a series of 
industrial and agricultural buildings in the centre and is bordered to the north by a railway line 
and to the east by the A6002 Coventry Lane. It occupies approximately 12ha of land, centered 
on grid reference SK 501 391. The Site is identified in its local contexts of Figures 1 and 2, 
overleaf. 
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 Figure 1: Site Location Plan 

 
© Crown Copyright and Database Rights 2010 Ordnance Survey 

  

 Figure 2: Aerial Image of the Site and Local Landscape 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Reproduced from GoogleEarth Pro licensed for use by Clear Environmental Consultants Ltd. 



 
Clear Environmental Consultants Ltd 
Amphibian Survey: Land at Coventry Lane, Nottingham V1 August 2013 

 Capita Symonds Page 7 of 19 

2.4 Background Information 

This survey follows on from Phase 1 habitat survey and desk study for the Site carried out by 
Baker Shepherd Gillespie Ecological Consultants (BSG) in 2012. During the desk study exercise as 
part of this assessment, two records for GCN were returned from within the 1km search radius 
of the Coventry Lane site. The first of these was approximately 300m south of the site (dated 
1993), the second was 600m east (dated 1988). There were no recent records for great crested 
newt from the study area (BSG 2012). 

2.5 Legislation and Planning Policy 

2.5.1 Great Crested Newt 

GCN are given full protection under Schedule 5 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as 
amended). This Act makes it an offence to: 

 intentionally or recklessly disturb great crested newts whilst they are occupying any 

structure or place which they use for shelter or protection; 

 intentionally or recklessly obstruct access to any structure or place which great crested 

newts use for shelter or protection; and to 

 sell, offer or expose for sale or have in possession or transport with the purpose of sale any 

live or dead great crested newts, or any part of or anything derived from great crested 

newts. 

 
GCN are also given full protection under Schedule 2 of the Conservation of Habitats and Species 
Regulations 2010 (as amended), which is the UK’s transposition of the EU Habitats Directive 
1994. The Regulations make it an offence to: 

 deliberately capture, injure or kill any great crested newts; 

 deliberately disturb great crested newts such as would affect their ability to survive, to 

breed or reproduce, to rear or nurture their young, to hibernate, to migrate, or to 

significantly affect their local distribution or abundance; 

 be in possession or control of, to transport, to sell or exchange or to offer for sale or 

exchange any live or dead, any part of or anything derived from great crested newts.  

Where mentioned above, ‘great crested newts’ applies to all stages of their life cycle. 
 
If works are to be carried out in an area which could affect GCN or their habitat, including 
disturbance to both terrestrial habitats and aquatic habitats, whether breeding ponds or not, 
this will require a European Protected Species (EPS) licence.  

 

In order to obtain an EPS licence, the following tests need to be satisfied: 

 the development is for the purpose of “preserving public health or public safety or other 

imperative reasons of over-riding public interest including those of a social or economic 

nature and beneficial consequences of primary importance for the environment”; 

 that “there is no satisfactory alternative”; or 

 the development will not be “detrimental to the maintenance of the population of the 

species at a favourable conservation status in their natural range”. 
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3 Methodology 
3.1 Survey Methodology  

3.1.1 Pond Assessment 

All water bodies on the Site and within 500m of connected, suitable habitat were evaluated 
against the GCN Habitat Suitability Index (HSI) (Oldham et al, 2000).  This comprised a 
combination of field survey (where access was available) and review of aerial view and OS maps 
to identify ponds outside of the site boundary. 

The HSI provides a measure of the suitability of a water-body for supporting great crested newts 
by assigning an overall score of between 0 and 1, which is based on ten key criteria as follows: 

 

SI1 Geographic location 

SI2 Pond area 

SI3 Pond drying 

SI4 Water quality 

SI5 Shade 

SI6 Presence of water-fowl 

SI7 Presence of fish 

SI8 Number of local ponds 

SI9 Terrestrial habitat quality 

SI10 Plant coverage 

In general, ponds with a higher score are more likely to support GCN than those with lower 
score and suitability for GCN is determined according to the scale outlined in Table 1 below.  For 
reference, each water body that was assessed was numbered P1, P2, P3 etc. 

 Table 1: HSI Scoring Criteria 

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 

 

Where ponds are assessed as having Average to below Average potential to support breeding 
great crested newt, further surveys are then carried out, as detailed in the subsequent section. 

 

3.1.2 Presence / Likely Absence 

The surveys were carried out in accordance to English Nature (now Natural England) Great 
Crested Newt Mitigation Guidelines (2001). Four visits were made to determine the 
presence/absence of GCN using three of the survey methods listed below on each visit. The 
survey methods used included: 

 Torchlight survey – torching was conducted between dusk and midnight. Surveyors shone 
high powered (1 million candle power) torches into the ponds checking the torch beam 
for newts. Particular attention was paid to any marginal vegetation or potential display 
areas on the pond floor. 
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 Bottle trapping – bottle-traps were placed along the accessible margins of the ponds, 
approximately every two metres, where they were left in situ overnight. The traps were 
collected early the next morning and any animals caught were identified and immediately 
released.  

 Egg search – vegetation along the water margin was searched for any evidence of egg 
laying by newts, for example leaf folding. If there was a lack of suitable vegetation, the 
search concentrated on the submerged leaves of trees, shrubs and other vegetation 
which overhung the water.  

In order to determine presence / likely absence of GCN four survey visits are required where 
three of the above methods are used. The survey visits must be completed between the period 
of mid-March to mid-June with 2 visits between mid-April to mid-May. 

Where GCN are found a total of six survey visits are necessary to determine a population ‘size 
class’ assessment. The six visits must also be carried out between the period of mid-March to 
mid-June with 3 visits between mid-April to mid-May. 

Numbers of any GCN encountered were recorded on each occasion, together with life-stage 
(adult/juvenile/larvae/egg) and sex, where this could be determined. In accordance with Natural 
England guidance, the highest adult count from the six visits was then used to estimate GCN 
population size class. 

Population size classes are defined as follows: 

 Small: maximum counts of up to 10 adults; 

 Medium: maximum counts between 11 and 100 adults; 

 Large: maximum counts of over 100 adults. 

Records of other species were also noted, including fish, mammals, macro-invertebrates and 
other amphibians such as smooth or palmate newts, frogs and toads. 

 

3.2 Survey Personnel  

Surveys were led by Nick Sanderson BSc (Hons) MSC MCIEEM (Licence CLS001299) and Anthony 
Mellor BSc MSc AIEMA (Licence No. CLS02515) with assistance from other members of the Clear 
ecology team.  

 

3.3 Limitations  

3.3.1 Survey  

The three surveyed ponds were all considered unsuitable for bottle trapping methodology. 
Ponds 1 and 2 were both too shallow for bottle trap use. Pond 3 (the former canal section) was 
directly adjacent to a public footpath and had a deep sediment substrate. No safe access to the 
ponds far banks was available and so bottle traps would only potentially be able to be deployed 
adjacent to the footpath where it was considered the likelihood of tampering by members of 
the public was too high. In addition, to place these would result in entering the pond’s deep 
sediment or bur reed mats which were considered too unsafe to risk entry. The surveys 
therefore relied on torch light and egg search methods for the three ponds only.  

Where bottle trapping could not be undertake, refuge checks around the ponds were 
undertaken. This involves searching under large objects such as boulders and deadwood to 
identify presence of amphibians.  
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Sweep netting was not a viable option for the surveys, particularly in Ponds 1 and 3 which were 
densely vegetated and the sweep netting would be prohibited by the density of the vegetation 
and shallowness of the ponds. Pond 1 had no vegetation present what so ever and a clear line of 
sight of the entire pond was possible and so sweep netting would not have revealed anything. 

Due to the time of commission the first survey was not undertaken until the 13th of May. The 
surveys were however all completed by the middle of June with the majority of surveys finished 
by early June. Whilst in most years this would be considered sub-optimal for the survey (i.e. past 
the primary window of mid-April to mid-May); 2013 witnessed an unseasonably cold spring with 
heavy ground frosts into late April. It is widely accepted that the spring breeding period for 
amphibians in 2013 was delayed and in actuality the surveys in mid to late May are considered 
robust as the mid-season peak activity (breeding) period and therefore provide a true 
representation of the amphibian populations present.  

 

3.3.2 Accurate lifespan of ecological data  

The majority of ecological data remain valid for only short periods due to the inherently 
transient nature of the subject.  The survey results contained in this report are considered 
accurate for 2 years.  
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4 Results  
4.1 Habitat Suitability Index (HSI) 

The survey area (500m buffer of the development) included a total of 4 standing water habitats, 
Ponds 1 to 4. However, P4 was immediately discounted as it is on the opposite side of the A6002 
(Coventry Lane) which is a heavily trafficked road and therefore a barrier to amphibian dispersal. 

The surveys ponds are identified on the plan in Appendix C and the detailed HSI results are 
provided in Appendix B. 

Table 2 below details the HSI assessment and scores for the 3 ponds. 

 

Table 2: Summary of HSI assessment 

Pond 
Ref. 

OS Grid Ref. Distance to site Brief description HSI 
score 

Habitat 
Suitability  

P1 SK 503 392 Within A shallow pond with silty substrate 
which is entirely surrounded by oak 
trees and has no aquatic or marginal 
vegetation. 

0.58 Below 
average 

P2 SK 503 391 Within A series of three small balancing 
ponds which form one larger pond 
during spate. These have been 
planted with a reed and rush plant 
community. The margins have been 
poached by horses.  

0.63 Average 

P3 SK 504 394 150m north A small pool formed from a former 
canal which has a silty substrate and 
in placed is choked by bur reed.  

0.63 Average 

 

Ponds 1 and 2 occur within the Site. Pond 3 occurs 150m north of the Site within the 
Nottingham Canal Local Nature Reserve site (identified on the figure in appendix C). 

 

4.2 Presence / Likely Absence Survey 

GCN were confirmed present in Pond 3 only. The maximum count for the pond was 4, 
representing a ‘Small’ population size class. The survey findings are summarised in Table 3  
overleaf. No signs of breeding GCN (i.e eggs, or displaying males) were seen during any of the 
surveys within Pond 3.  

No GCN were recorded in Ponds 1 or 2. Pond 1 was identified as supporting a population of 
smooth newt Lissotriton vulgaris with evidence of breeding (i.e. smooth newt eggs). Within this 
pond a common toad Bufo bufo was recorded as well as large populations of tadpoles. 

No amphibians were recorded in Pond 1 during any of the surveys.   
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5 Evaluation 
There were no ponds within the site confirmed as supporting breeding GCN. Pond 3 (off site) 
was identified as having GCN present although no evidence of breeding was observed. This pond 
occurs within 150m of the Site.: a 250m buffer from this pond encompasses approximately 
1.2ha (11% of the site) and the 500m buffer encompasses 6.9ha (63%) of the site (as identified 
on the plan in Appendix D).  

The GCN population within Pond 3 represents a ‘small’ population. However, it is considered 
highly probable that the population within this pond is in decline as no evidence of breeding was 
observed; although it may be inferred from the fact that 2 males and 2 females were observed 
during the surveys, breeding is occurring here. The Pond itself is becoming choked by bur reed 
Typha latifolia with deep silt sediment base. There is an adequate level of core terrestrial habitat 
for GCN within proximity to Pond 3 but it is considered that the ponds poor condition is limiting 
the GCN success. 

It is also considered that the population are existing in isolation within Pond 3 which will act as a 
further limiting factor for GCN and drive population declines. Although not typically identified as 
barriers to GCN dispersal, it is considered in this instance the main railway line (Nottingham to 
Sheffield) is in fact acting as a dispersal barrier to ponds in the south (within the site). The 
railway line is a main and busy double line which will be difficult for GCN to traverse. In addition 
the rail line will have drainage gully pots along its length (a common feature of nearly all 
national rail routes) which are known to trap GCN with no means of escape for the individual, 
thus creating potential dispersal barriers. 

No GCN were recorded in Pond 1 which is only 170m south of Pond 3. GCN typically require a 
network of ponds within 500m of one another to form meta-populations to allow for genetic 
diversity between the ponds as well as security for breeding should a pond be lost or damaged 
to the population resource. Within the exception of the ponds within the Site the only other 
ponds (not beyond a dispersal barrier) are over 700m north west of Pond 3. 

It is considered that if, the railway line were not a barrier to dispersal, GCN would have been 
found in Ponds 1 (even if only as a temporary stopping point) and almost definitely in Pond 2 
(circa 360m south of Pond 3) which is supporting a population of smooth newt.  

It is therefore considered that the population is in existence in Pond 3 and utilise terrestrial 
habitats in proximity to this pond and to the north and west (away from the site) which 
comprise woodlands, arable fields, pasture fields and hedgerow boundaries. The railway line 
and the A6002 Coventry Lane are considered barriers to amphibian dispersal and as such isolate 
this site from the GCN population and therefore presence of GCN within the Site is considered 
unlikely. 

5.1 Mitigation Recommendations 

No specific mitigation recommendations with respect to GCN are recommended and no further 
survey is considered necessary to demonstrate likely absence of GCN from the survey area. In 
the extremely unlikely event a GCN is seen during the site works, works should stop and further 
advice from an ecologist sought.  

Common amphibians have been identified within the site which included common toad Bufo 
bufo. Common toad are a NERC 2006 Species of Principal Importance and are therefore a 
material consideration of planning and as the site provides suitable terrestrial habitat for the 
species, precautionary measures should be followed during construction to prevent harm 
coming to any individuals that may be present within the working areas.  

Prior to site clearance works, site operatives should be briefed regarding the potential presence 
of common toad on site. If common toads are found during works the site operatives will 
transport the individual to a neighbouring unaffected area of scrub using gloves. The vegetation 



 
Clear Environmental Consultants Ltd 
Amphibian Survey: Land at Coventry Lane, Nottingham V1 August 2013 

 Capita Symonds Page 14 of 19 

should be systematically removed working from one end of the site to the other. Ideally this 
would be timed to take place during the winter months to avoid impacting this toad population. 

 

5.2 Enhancement Recommendations  

The development may seek to result in conservation gains by means of offsetting any impacts. 
The developer may consider improving the available habitat for GCN within the Nottingham 
Canal LNR. As a result of the increase in domestic properties at Coventry Lane the LNR site will 
have an increased level of disturbance by new residents using this local amenity site. The 
improvements could include creation of new permanent / semi-permanent pools within the 
dried up sections of the canal. In addition, the clearance of brash / scrub to create these pools 
could be used to create new refugia to provide a wintering hibernation site.   

While it is recognised that the development will itself create new wetland habitats as part of the 
Sustainable Urban Drainage scheme for the site, which will be of intrinsic wildlife value, as 
discussed the Site is itself isolated from this GCN population and so will not benefit from these 
measures. This is why the offsite measures are recommended here for consideration.
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Appendix B: Habitat Suitability Index for Great Crested Newts 

Water 
body 

Description Suitability Indices Scores Photograph 

P1 OS Grid Reference: SK 503 392 
 
This pond is a very shallow, silt laden area 
surrounded and over shaded on all sides by 
mature oak trees. At its deepest point, in the 
very centre it is approximately 30cm deep with 
very shallow graded sides. 
 
Suitability for GCN: 0.58 – below average 

SI1 Geographic 
location 

1 SI6 Water fowl 0.67 

 

SI2 Surface area 1 SI7 Fish 1 

SI3 Drying 0.5 SI8 Pond count 0.7 

SI4 Water quality 0.33 SI9 Terrestrial habitat 
quality 

1 

SI5 Shade 0.2 SI10 Plant cover 0.3 

P2 OS Grid Reference: SK 503 391 
 
A series of small Balancing ponds which when 
whet, form one, larger area. These have been 
planted with reed and rush community. There 
are relatively shallow and have been poached 
by horse. 
 
Suitability for GCN: 0.63 – average 

SI1 Geographic 
location 

1 SI6 Water fowl 0.67 

 

SI2 Surface area 0.4 SI7 Fish 1 

SI3 Drying 0.1 SI8 Pond count 0.7 

SI4 Water quality 1 SI9 Terrestrial habitat 
quality 

0.67 

SI5 Shade 0.67 SI10 Plant cover 0.8 
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Water 
body 

Description Suitability Indices Scores Photograph 

P3 OS Grid Reference: SK 504 394 
 
A small section of former canal that remains as 
an isolated pool. The remaining sections of the 
canal have dried up and no longer retain 
water. This is deeply shaded and has a dense 
bur reed cover within the centre and a deep 
silt base.  
 
Suitability for GCN: 0.63 – average 

SI1 Geographic 
location 

1 SI6 Water fowl 0.67 

  

SI2 Surface area 1 SI7 Fish 0.67 

SI3 Drying 0.9 SI8 Pond count 0.7 

SI4 Water quality 0.33 SI9 Terrestrial habitat 
quality 

0.67 

SI5 Shade 0.2 SI10 Plant cover 0.8 
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Appendix C: Survey Plan: Pond Locations  
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Appendix D: Survey Results / Constraints Plan  

 

 






