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1.0 NON-TECHNICAL SUMMARY 

1.1 No internationally designated sites were located within 5km of the site boundary and no Sites of 

Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) were located within 2km of the site. However, four Local Nature 

Reserves (LNR) were located within 1km of the site boundary. Stapleford Hill Woodland LNR was 

located adjacent to the southern boundary of the site and could therefore be negatively affected 

both directly and indirectly as a consequence of the development. However, if best practice 

construction protocols are implemented and the woodland is buffered by structural planting then 

direct impacts on this woodland would be minimised. Additionally, sufficient public open space 

should be included in the design suitable for activities such as dog walking as well as the provision 

of dog waste bins as these measures would reduce the impact of recreational pressure on this 

LNR. Pit Lane Trowell LNR and Bramcote Hill’s Park LNR are located approximately 150m and 

280m from the site boundary and due to the intervening distance are extremely unlikely to be 

directly affected by the development but they could experience an increase in recreational 

pressure. However, if sufficient green infrastructure is included within the development then this 

effect is unlikely to be significant. Nottingham Canal LNR is located approximately 230m north-

west of the site boundary and is not hydrologically linked to the proposed development, 

consequently it is not expected to be affected by the development 

1.2 Five Local Wildlife Sites  (LWS) are located within 1km of the site boundary, Stapleford Hill LWS 

is located adjacent to the southern boundary and overlaps with Stapleford Hill Woodland LNR, 

Bramcote Hills LWS corresponds with  Bramcote Hill’s Park LNR and Nottingham Canal (Trowell 

to Balloon Wood) LWS corresponds with Nottingham Canal LNR. Consequently no additional 

mitigation measures for these sites are required to what is proposed above. Bramcote Moor 

Grassland LWS was located approximately 40m east of the site boundary and since it is separated 

from the site by a main road it is not expected to be significantly affected by an increase in pollution 

as a consequence of the development, particularly if construction best practice protocols are 

implemented. Additionally, since there are no public footpaths running through this LWS no 

additional recreational pressure is anticipated. Balloon Wood LWS is located approximately 730m 

north-west of the site boundary and due to the intervening distance to the site is not expected to 

be adversely affected by the development. 

1.3 The majority of the site comprised poor semi-improved grassland with semi-natural woodland, 

scrub, tall ruderal vegetation, ditches, Boundary Brook, a storage depot, a pond and hedgerows 

also present. The poor semi-improved grassland was considered to be of low conservation value 

due to its low species diversity, consequently its loss to the development is not considered to 

represent a constraint. Habitats of greater value include the semi-natural woodland and the 

hedgerows which are recommended to be retained as part of the proposals. 

1.4 The hedgerows and woodland are considered to offer suitable habitat for a range of woodland 

birds. The unmanaged, tussocky grassland, particularly where in association with hedgerows and 

woodland, was considered to be of value to ground-nesting birds including skylark. Due to the 

availability of these habitats breeding bird surveys are to be undertaken to determine the 

assemblage of birds using the site. Any removal of woody vegetation including trees and scrub and 

clearance of the unmanaged grassland should therefore occur outside of the bird breeding season 

(March to August inclusive) to minimise the risk of disturbance to breeding birds. If this is not 

possible, such vegetation should be checked prior to removal by a suitably experienced ecologist. 

The tussocky grassland also provides suitable foraging habitat for barn owl  Tyto alba, however 
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due to the availability of other suitable grassland fields in the locality it is not considered that the 

loss of this grassland will have a significant effect on the local barn owl population. 

1.5 The majority of the site, comprising poor semi-improved grassland, is considered to be of low value 

to the local bat population, however, the woodland, scrub and hedgerows offer suitable commuting 

and foraging potential to bats. The site is considered to be of ‘Moderate’ value to bats and the 

guidance therefore recommends that monthly transects are undertaken (April-October inclusive). 

On each survey occasion two static detectors will be deployed for a minimum of five nights. 

1.6 One crack willow tree (T1), located in the woodland in the west of the site, is considered to be of 

‘low’ roosting potential for bats due to the presence of a recently created hazard beam on the 

southern aspect of the tree approximately 3m high. No further surveys are considered necessary 

on this tree. 

1.7 One pond (P1) is present on-site and is to be subject to further surveys for great crested newts 

Triturus cristatus (GCN). A further four ponds (P2-P5) were present within 500m of the site 

boundary, further surveys are recommended on three of these ponds (P2-P4) with the remaining 

pond (P5) considered to be isolated from the site and therefore does not require further survey.  

1.8 The unmanaged grassland, woodland, scrub and hedgerows offer suitable commuting, foraging, 

refuge and hibernation habitat for reptiles whereas the horse-grazed fields are of negligible value 

to these species. Further surveys are to be undertaken to determine the presence/likely absence 

of these species on-site. 

1.9 There are two ditches, D1 and D2, present on-site. Ditch D1 was dry at the time of survey whilst 

ditch D2 contained shallow water. Ditch D1 did not support any aquatic or marginal vegetation 

indicating that it is likely to be dry for the majority of the year. Ditch D2 supported shallow water 

and supported limited aquatic vegetation in the form of sweet grass Glyceria sp but the majority of 

this ditch was overgrown by dense bramble scrub. Both of these ditches were consequently 

considered to be unsuitable for otter Lutra lutra, water vole Arvicola amphibius and white-clawed 

crayfish  Austropotamobius pallipes and therefore no further surveys are considered necessary on 

these ditches for these species. Boundary Brook partially formed the western boundary of the site 

and contained fast-flowing water, however this section of the brook was absent of marginal and 

aquatic vegetation . This brook was considered to be unsuitable for otter, water vole and white-

clawed crayfish and consequently no further surveys are required.  
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2.0 INTRODUCTION 

2.1 The following report provides an Ecological Appraisal undertaken by FPCR Environment and 

Design Ltd. on behalf of Peter James Homes Ltd., for a proposed residential development on land 

off Coventry Lane, Bramcote, Nottinghamshire (central OS grid reference: SK 500 391). 

2.2 A Phase 1 Habitat and initial protected species survey was undertaken in March 2020. These 

surveys were commissioned in order to provide baseline ecological information and to assess the 

potential for the site to support protected species. The assessment highlights any potential 

ecological constraints associated with the proposed development and provides recommendations 

for mitigation measures to ensure that the development complies with relevant legislation. 

Site Context 

2.3 The site (approximately 7.7 ha) mainly comprises poor semi-improved grassland, semi-natural 

broadleaved woodland, tall ruderal vegetation and scrub. Other habitats present on site comprise 

a small woodland pond, McCann’s active depot site, horse paddocks, a brook (Boundary Brook), 

ditches, mature trees and hedgerows. 

2.4 The 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, Bramcote Crematorium to the south-east and a grassland field to the 

east of the site.  

Development Proposals 

2.5 The proposals for the site comprise a residential development with associated road infrastructure 

and areas of green infrastructure. 

 

3.0 METHODOLOGY  

Desk Study 

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

from both statutory and non-statutory nature conservation organisations including: 

 Multi Agency Geographic Information for the Countryside (MAGIC) website 

(www.magic.defra.gov.uk); 

 Nottinghamshire Biodiversity and Geological Records Centre (NBGRC) 

3.2 Further inspection of 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. 

3.3 The search area for biodiversity information was related to the significance of sites and species 

and potential zones of influence, as follows: 

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

Conservation (SACs), Special Protection Areas (SPAs), Ramsar sites). 
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 2km around the application area for sites of National or Regional Importance (e.g. Sites of 

Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs), National Nature Reserves (NNR). 

 1km around the application site for sites of County Importance (e.g. Sites of Importance for 

Nature Conservation (SINC) / Local Wildlife Sites (LWS) and species records (e.g.: protected, 

Species of Principal Importance as listed on Schedule 41 of the Natural Environment and Rural 

Communities Act 20061 (NERC) or other notable species). 

Habitats 

3.4 An Extended Phase 1 habitat survey was undertaken on 6th March 2020 using the standard Phase 

I Habitat Survey methodology2 as recommended by Natural England, to identify specific habitats 

and features of ecological interest. Habitats were marked on a base plan and an inspection of the 

site for the presence of any invasive weed species was also carried out.  

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

(HEGS)3 to enable identification and evaluation of hedgerows of nature conservation importance 

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

considered to be of nature conservation priority: 

 1 = high to very high value 

 2 = moderately high to high value  

 3 = moderate value 

   4 = low value. 

3.6 Hedgerows were also considered against the Hedgerow Regulations 1997 Wildlife and Landscape 

Criteria4, to identify any hedgerows, which would be classified as “important” for nature 

conservation under this part of the act. Under this methodology, hedgerows are assessed 

according to the average number of woody species present within 30m survey sections, and the 

presence of additional features such as mature trees, ditches and hedge banks. 

3.7 Hedgerows may also qualify as “important” under the Archaeological and History Criteria of this 

Act, which is beyond the scope of this assessment.   

Fauna 

3.8 During the survey of the site, observations, signs of or suitable habitat for any species protected 

under Part 1 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended), the Conservation of Habitats 

and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended)5 and the Protection of Badgers Act 19926 were noted 

with particular attention being given to the potential presence of bats, reptiles, great crested newt 

 
1 The Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006.  [Online].  Available from: 
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2006/16/contents  

2 JNCC.  2010.  Handbook for Phase 1 habitat survey – a technique for environmental audit.  Peterborough: JNCC 

3 Clements, D.  & Toft, R.  1992.  Hedgerow Evaluation and Grading System (HEGS) – a methodology for the ecological survey, evaluation 
and grading of hedgerows.  Countryside Planning and Management 

4 The Hedgerow Regulations 1997 – Statutory Instrument 1997 No.  1160.  [Online].  London: HMSO.  Available from: 
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/1997/1160/contents/made 

5 The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations (as amended 2017).  [Online].  Available from: 
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2010/490/contents/made  

6 The Protection of Badgers Act 1992 (as amended).  London: HMSO [Online].  Available from: 
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1992/51/contents   
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Triturus cristatus, and badger Meles meles.  Throughout the survey consideration was also given 

to the existence and use of the site by other notable species such as Local Biodiversity Action Plan 

(LBAP) or Red Data Book (RDB), Birds of Conservation Concern (BoCC) red & amber listed bird 

species or Species of Principal Importance listed under S41 of the NERC Act 2006. 

Bats 

Visual tree assessment 

3.9 Tree assessments were undertaken from ground level at the time of the Phase 1 survey and on 6th 

March 2020 and 23rd April 2020. During the survey Potential Roosting Features (PRF) for bats 

such as the following were sought (Based on P16, British Standard 8596:2015 Surveying for bats 

in trees and woodland, October 2015): 

 Natural holes (e.g. knot holes) arising from naturally shed branches or branches previously 

pruned back to a branch collar. 

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

branches tearing out from parent stems).  

 Woodpecker holes. 

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

 Partially detached, loose or bark plates.  

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

 Other hollows or cavities, including butt rots.  

 Compression of forks with included bark, forming potential cavities.  

 Crossing stems or branches with suitable roosting space between.  

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

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

the trunk). 

 Bat or bird boxes. 

 Other suitable places of rest or shelter.  

3.10 Certain factors such as orientation of the feature, its height from the ground, the direct surroundings 

and its location in respect to other features may enhance or reduce the potential value. 

3.11 Trees were classified into general bat roost potential groups based upon the presence of these 

features. Table 1 (below) broadly classifies the potential categories as accurately as possible as 

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

6 in Bat Surveys for Professional Ecologists (Bat Conservation Trust, 2016).  

3.12 Although the British Standard 8596:2015 document groups trees with moderate and high potential, 

these have been separated below (as per Table 4.1 in The Bat Conversation Trust Guidelines) to 

allow more specific survey criteria to be applied. 
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Table 1: Classification and Survey Requirements for Bats in Trees 

Classification of 
Tree 

Description of Category and 
Associated Features (based on 
Potential Roosting Features listed 
above) 

Likely Further Survey Work / Actions 

Confirmed Roost  Evidence of roosting bats in the form 

of live / dead bats, droppings, urine 

staining, mammalian fur oil staining, 

etc.  

A Natural England derogation licence 

application will be required if the tree or 

roost site is affected by the development 

or proposed arboricultural works.  This 

will require a combination of aerial 

assessment by roped access bat 

workers (where possible, health and 

safety constraints allowing) and 

nocturnal survey during appropriate 

periods (e.g. nocturnal survey - May to 

August) to inform on the licence.  

 

Works to tree undertaken under 

supervision in accordance with the 

approved good practice method 

statement provided within the licence.  

 

However, where confirmed roost site(s) 

are not affected by works, work under a 

precautionary good practice method 

statement may be possible. 

High Potential A tree with one or more Potential 

Roosting Features that are obviously 

suitable for larger numbers of bats on 

a more regular basis and potentially 

for longer periods of time due to their 

size, shelter protection, conditions 

(height above ground level, light 

levels, etc.) and surrounding habitat. 

Examples include (but are not limited 

to); woodpecker holes, larger 

cavities, hollow trunks, hazard 

beams, etc. 

Aerial assessment by roped access bat 

workers (if appropriate) and / or 

nocturnal survey during appropriate 

period (May to August). 

 

Following additional assessments, tree 

may be upgraded or downgraded based 

on findings.  

 

If roost sites are confirmed and the tree 

or roost is to be affected by proposals a 

licence from Natural England will be 

required. 

 

After completion of survey work (and 

the presence of a bat roost is 

discounted), a precautionary working 

method statement may still be 

appropriate.  
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Classification of 
Tree 

Description of Category and 
Associated Features (based on 
Potential Roosting Features listed 
above) 

Likely Further Survey Work / Actions 

Moderate Potential A tree with Potential Roosting 

Features which could support one or 

more potential roost sites due to their 

size, shelter protection, conditions 

(height above ground level, light 

levels, etc.) and surrounding habitat 

but unlikely to support a roost of high 

conservation status (i.e. larger roost, 

irrespective of wider conservation 

status). 

Examples include (but are not limited 

to); woodpecker holes, rot cavities, 

branch socket cavities, etc.  

A combination of aerial assessment by 

roped access bat workers and / or 

nocturnal survey during appropriate 

period (May to August). 

 

Following additional assessments, tree 

may be upgraded or downgraded based 

on findings.  

 

After completion of survey work (and 

the presence of a bat roost is 

discounted), a precautionary working 

method statement may still be 

appropriate. 

 

If a roost site/s is confirmed a licence 

from Natural England will be required. 

Low Potential A tree of sufficient size and age to 

contain Potential Roosting Features 

but with none seen from ground or 

features seen only very limited 

potential.  

Examples include (but are not limited 

to); loose/lifted bark, shallow splits 

exposed to elements or upward 

facing holes.  

No further survey required but a 

precautionary working method 

statement may be appropriate. 

Negligible/No 

potential 

Negligible/no habitat features likely to 

be used by roosting bats  

None.  

* The Conservation of Habitats & Species Regulations 2017 (as amended) affords protection to “breeding sites” and “resting 

places” of bats.  The EU Commission’s Guidance document on the strict protection of animal species of Community interest 

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

probability that the species concerned will return”. 

Visual Building Assessment 

3.13 The exterior of the buildings were examined to determine any potential access points and roost 

sites at the time of the Phase 1 survey. Structural features with the potential for use by roosting 

bats were recorded and suitable access points/roost sites such as small gaps under eaves/soffit 

boards, raised or missing ridge tiles and gaps at gable ends were identified. Evidence that potential 

access points were used by bats was also recorded where found. Such evidence includes staining 

from urine and/or fur and the presence of bat droppings in and around features. Indicators that 

potential access points had not recently been used included the presence of heavy cob-webbing 

and general detritus around these points.  
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Great Crested Newts 

Habitat Suitability Index 

3.14 Any waterbodies found within the site were noted and described and their suitability to support an 

amphibian population, including GCNs, noted. These ponds were assessed using the Habitat 

Suitability Index (HSI). 

3.15 The Habitat Suitability Index provides a measure of the likely suitability that a waterbody has for 

supporting great crested newts (Oldham et al 2002)7. In general, ponds with a higher score are 

more likely to support GCNs 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 

3.16 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 scale 

shown in Table 1. 

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 

Limitations to Survey  

3.17 The Phase 1 habitat survey was undertaken outside of the recommended season (April – 

September), however, it is considered that sufficient information was gathered to enable broad 

classification of the on-site habitats and assess their value.  

  

 
7 Oldham, R.S., Keeble, J., Swan, M.J.S. and Jeffcote, M. (2000) Evaluating the suitability of habitat for the great crested newt (Triturus cristatus). Herpetological Journal 10(4), 
143-155pp 
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4.0 RESULTS  

Desk Study 

Designated Sites 

4.1 The locations of all statutory and non-statutory designated sites described in the subsequent two 

sections are shown in Figure 1. 

Statutory Designated Sites  

4.2 The MAGIC website indicates that there are no internationally designated sites within 5km of the 

site boundary. There were no Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) located within 2km of the 

site boundary but there were four Local Nature Reserves (LNR) located within 1km of the site 

boundary.  

4.3 Stapleford Hill Woodland LNR lies adjacent to the southern boundary of the site, this is identified 

as an area of oak-birch woodland measuring 6.92ha in size. 

4.4 Pit Lane Trowell LNR is located approximately 150m north-west of the site boundary and comprises 

a former open cast site which is now formed of grassland and a young tree plantation which is 

5.38ha in size. 

4.5 Nottingham Canal LNR is located approximately 230m north-west of the site boundary at its closest 

point and measures 30.6ha in size. 

4.6 Bramcote Hills Park LNR is located approximately 270m south-east of the site boundary and is an 

oak-birch woodland measuring 11.88ha in size. 

Non-statutory Designated Sites  

4.7 Five Local Wildlife Sites (LWS) are located within 1km of the site boundary, details of which are 

presented in Table 2 below. 
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Table 3: Non-Statutory Sites 

Site Name Designation 
Relative 
Location 

Size 
(ha) 

Reasons for Designation 

Stapleford Hill LWS 

Adjacent to 
southern/south
-eastern 
boundary 
(same location 
as Stapleford 
Hill Woodland 
LNR) 

8.132 
A mosaic of dry acid grassland and 
oak/birch woodland 

Bramcote 
Moor 
Grassland 

LWS 40m east  5.509 Neutral grassland of botanical interest 

Bramcote Hills LWS 

270m south-
east (same 
location as 
Bramcote Hills 
Park LNR) 

11.541 
Supports the white-letter hairstreak 
Satyrium w-album, a butterfly of 
Principal Importance 

Nottingham 
Canal (Trowell 
to Balloon 
Wood) 

LWS 

630m north-
east (Same 
location as 
Nottingham 
Canal LNR) 

8.652 
A valuable length of canal with 
associated woodland 

Balloon Wood LWS 
730m north-
east 

1.686 
Long-established woodland dominated 
by sycamore supporting a number of 
species indicative of ancient woodland. 

Protected / Notable Species 

4.8 Several records of protected or notable species such as those of principal importance or local BAP 

species are present within 1km of the site. A summary of these are provided in Table 3 with their 

locations shown on Figure 1.  

Table 4: Notable and Protected Species Recorded within 1km of the Site Boundary 

Name Designation Location 

Common 
pipistrelle 
Pipistrellus 
pipistrellus 

W&CA, NERC, 
LBAP 

Numerous records returned, the closest of which was 70m west of 
the site boundary (2012). One record of a roost was returned 
approximately 360m south-west of the site boundary, no details of 
the roost were provided (2012).  

Soprano 
pipistrelle 
Pipistrellus 
pygmaeus 

NERC, W&CA, 
LBAP 

Numerous records were returned, the closest record is located 
approximately 200m south-west of the site boundary (2012). No 
records of a roost were returned.  

Pipsitrelle sp 
Pipistrellus sp 

NERC, W&CA, 
LBAP 

Several records returned, the closest if which was approximately 
680m south-east of the site boundary (2013). 

Unidentified 
Myotis sp bat 

NERC, W&CA, 
LBAP 

Several records returned, the closest of which was located 
approximately 200m south-west of the site boundary (2012). No 
records of a roost were returned. 

Noctule 
Nyctalus 
noctula 

NERC, W&CA, 
LBAP 

Several records were returned, the closest of which was 
approximately 200m south-west of the site boundary (2012). No 
records of a roost were returned. 

Unidentified 
Nyctalus sp. 

NERC, W&CA, 
LBAP 

One record was returned which was approximately 190m south-
west of the site boundary (2012). No records of a roost were 
returned. 

Brown Long-
eared Bat 
Plecotus 
auritus 

NERC, W&CA, 
LBAP 

Numerous records were returned, the closest of which was located 
approximately 370m south-west of the site boundary (2012). This 
record comprised a roost of 5 bats emerging from a farm building. 
No further records of roosts were returned. 
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Unidentified 
Bat 
Chiroptera sp 

W&CA, NERC, 
LBAP 

Several records returned, the closest of which was located 
approximately 300m south-west of the site boundary (2001). This 
record comprised a roost of a single bat emerging from an ivy-clad 
wall. No additional records of roosts were returned. 

Great Crested 
Newt Triturus 
cristatus  

NERC, W&CA 
One record was returned, the closest of which was located 
approximately 215m north of the site boundary comprising 2 
individuals (2014).  

Common 
Toad  
Bufo bufo 

WCA, NERC 
Several records returned, the closest of which was approximately 
70m west of the site boundary (2010). 

Adder 
Viperus berus 

NERC, W&CA 
A single record was returned located approximately 170m south-
west of the site boundary (2012). 

Grass snake  
Natrix natrix 

NERC, W&CA  
A single record returned approximately 290m north-west of the site 
boundary (1991).  

Kingfisher 
Alcedo atthis 

W&CA 
Schedule 1 

A single record was returned approximately 875m south-west of the 
site boundary (2011). 

Wryneck 
Jynx torquilla 

W&CA 
Schedule 1 

A single record was returned approximately 875m south-west of the 
site boundary (2008). 

Key LBAP – Local Biodiversity Action Plan. NERC – Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006, W&CA – 

Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981. Schedule 1 – W&CA Schedule 1 Species 

Field Results - Habitats/Flora 

Overview 

4.9 The site largely comprised poor semi-improved grassland, hardstanding and buildings (McCann’s 

depot site), semi-natural broadleaved woodland and scrub. Other habitats recorded included tall 

ruderal vegetation, ditches, Boundary Brook, a small pond, mature trees and boundary hedgerows. 

4.10 The locations of the habitats described and Target Notes (TN) referred to in the following sections 

can be found on Figure 2: Phase I Habitat Plan. Full vegetative species-lists are provided in 

Appendix A. 

Semi-natural Broadleaved Woodland 

4.11 Semi-natural woodland was located on the southern and south-western boundaries of the site 

(Photograph 1). The canopy of this woodland was largely formed of pedunculate oak Quercus 

robur, with silver birch Betula pendula and willow Salix sp also present. The understorey largely 

comprised hawthorn and elder as well as young and semi-mature specimens of oak and willow. 

Ground flora was limited and sparse with large areas of bare ground present, species recorded 

include common nettle Urtica dioica, bramble Rubus fruticosus agg. and lesser celandine Ficaria 

verna. 
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Photograph 1: Semi-natural Broadleaved Woodland 

Standard Trees 

4.12 A number of mature trees were present around the McCann’s site as screen planting. Species 

recorded here include oak, ash, willow, Lombardy poplar Populus lombardii, sycamore Acer 

pseudoplatanus, silver birch and Leyland cypress Cupressocyparis leylandii. 

Poor Semi-improved Grassland 

4.13 The two grassland field compartments in the north-east of the site comprised heavily horse-grazed 

poor semi-improved grassland (Photograph 2). The grassland was largely formed of perennial rye-

grass Lolium perenne withred fescue Festuca rubra, false oat-grass Arrhenatherum elatius and 

cock’s foot Dactylis glomerate was also recorded. Forb diversity and abundance in these field 

compartments was limited comprising ribwort plantain Plantago lanceolata, greater plantain 

Plantago major, daisy Bellis perennis, creeping buttercup Ranunculus repens and ragwort senecio 

jacobaea. 
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Photograph 2: Horse-grazed Poor Semi-improved Grassland 

4.14 The two south-western field compartments were formed of unmanaged poor semi-improved 

grassland (Photograph 3) which had formed a longer and tussocky structure. This grassland was 

largely formed of false oat-grass, cock’s-foot and common bent Agrostis capillaris with red fescue 

and perennial rye-grass also recorded. Forb diversity was again limited in this area of grassland 

with broad-leaved dock Rumex obtusifolius, common nettle, common ragwort and hogweed 

Heracleum sphondylium with salad burnet Sanguisorba minor recorded on the south-eastern 

periphery of the grassland fields. 

 

Photograph 3: Unmanaged Poor Semi-improved Grassland 

 



Land off Coventry Lane, Bramcote – Ecological Appraisal 

 

\\FPCR-VM-04\EarlyWork\9400\9403\ECO\Eco App\Report\9403 Ecological Appraisal.docx    

fpcr

15

Scrub 

4.15 An area of dense scrub was located in the north of the site which was dominated by hawthorn and 

blackthorn with bramble, dog-rose and holly Ilex aquifolium also recorded. Young and semi-mature 

oak, ash and willow were also present. Scrub was also recorded in association with ditches D1 and 

D2 including dense bramble with hawthorn and elder also recorded.  

4.16 Scattered scrub was recorded within the grassland which mainly comprised bramble, hawthorn 

and blackthorn. 

Tall Herb - Ruderal 

4.17 Small discrete areas of tall ruderal vegetation were recorded on-site, mainly within the unmanaged 

grassland in the south-west of the site. Species recorded here included rosebay willowherb 

Chamerion angustifolium, common nettle and broadleaved dock. 

Standing Water 

4.18 There was one waterbody located on-site on the south-western boundary of the site within the 

semi-natural woodland. Pond P1 was approximately 8m x 3m in size and was largely absent of 

aquatic and marginal vegetation.  

Running Water 

4.19 A brook, Boundary Brook, partially formed the northern boundary of the site. The water depth 

generally varied between 20cm and 50cm and was fast flowing in a south-westerly direction. The 

brook was absent of aquatic and marginal vegetation and contained predominantly shallow banks 

whilst the substrate was largely formed of silt except for small, sporadic areas of scattered pebbles.  

Ditches 

4.20 There were two ditches present on-site (D1 and D2). Ditch D1 was dry at the time of survey and 

supported tall ruderal vegetation with areas overgrown by dense bramble scrub. Ditch D2 held 

shallow water (approx. <10cm deep) at the time of survey which had a slow flow in a westerly 

direction towards the brook on the western boundary of the site. This ditch supported limited 

aquatic vegetation in the form of sweet grass Glyceria sp and was largely overgrown with dense 

bramble scrub with limited vegetation recorded within the ditch which included rosebay willowherb 

and common nettle. 

Hedgerows 

4.21 There were five hedgerows present on site, details of canopy compositions in addition to the 

physical characteristics of the hedgerows (profile, length, % gaps etc.) are presented in Table 4.  

Table 5: Hedgerow Composition and Descriptions  

Ref 
Canopy 
Species 

Length Notes 
HEGS grade / 
value 

H1 
Cm, Ps, Rf, 
Sn 

90m, 
Northern boundary hedgerow: >30% gaps, 0 
mature trees, 2 connections. 

-3 / moderate 

H2 
Cm, Fe, Ps, 
Qr, Sn  

155m 
Eastern boundary hedgerow: 9 mature trees, 
no gaps, 2 connections.  

2 / moderately high 
to high 
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Ref 
Canopy 
Species 

Length Notes 
HEGS grade / 
value 

H3 Cm, Rf, Sn 40m 
South-eastern boundary hedgerow, 0 mature 
trees, no gaps, 4 connections 

-2 / moderately 
high to high 

H4 
Cm, Ps, Rc, 
Rf 

40m 
Northern hedgerow, 0 mature trees, no gaps, 
4 connections 

-2 / moderately 
high to high 

H5 
Cm, Qr, Rf, 
Sn 

80m 
North-western hedgerow, 1 mature tree, 0-
10% gaps, 4 connections 

-2 / moderately 
high to high 

Key to hedgerow species: Cm Crataegus monogyna Hawthorn, Fe Fraxinus excelsior Ash, Qr Quercus 

robur Pedunculate Oak, Ps Prunus spoinosa Blackthorn, Rc Rosa canina Dog Rose, Rf Rubus fruticosus agg. 

Bramble, Sn Sambucus nigra Elder 

4.22 All hedgerows contain over 80% native species and are therefore identified as Habitats of Principal 

Importance under Section 41 of the NERC Act. None of the hedgerows qualify as important under 

the wildlife and landscape criteria of the Hedgerow Regulations 1997.  

4.23 HEGS identified hedgerows  H2, H3, H4 and H5 to be of moderately high to high value conservation 

value with H2 scoring highly on its structure whilst hedgerows H3-H5 scored highly for their 

connectivity.  

4.24 Hedgerows H1  achieved a ‘moderate’ value to conservation under HEGS scoring fairly highly for 

its structure but scored poorly for its connectivity, species diversity and associated features. 

Hardstanding 

4.25 A storage and facilities depot was located on the northern extent of the site which comprised 

hardstanding and contained two permanent buildings including a large storage facility and an office. 

A number of portacabins storage containers were also present in this area. Descriptions of these 

structures can be found in paragraphs 4.27-4.29.  

Field Results - Fauna 

Bats 

Habitats 

4.26 The woodland, ditches, scrub and hedgerows present on-site offer suitable foraging and 

commuting habitat for bats, however, the poor semi-improved grassland and tall ruderal vegetation 

are likely to be of generally low value to bats. 

Trees 

4.27 A single tree, T1, was identified on-site for supporting roosting potential for bats which was located 

on the south-western boundary of the site within the semi-natural woodland. This tree comprised 

a crack willow Salix fragilis which possessed a south-facing hazard beam located approximately 

3m high. Due to the live coloured wood it is likely that this feature was recently formed and due to 

the absence of any rotting combined with the cluttered nature the surrounding area, this feature is 

considered to be of ‘low’ roosting potential for bats. 
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Buildings 

4.28 There were two permanent structures present on-site, buildings B1 and B2, which were located in 

the north-west of the site within the McCann’s depot site. Building B1 comprised an office building 

which was a single storey, brick-built structure with a hipped roof. The tiles were generally in good 

condition and the soffit box was well-sealed. Internal access to the building was not gained, 

however it is likely that a roof void is present which may possess suitable roosting features for bats. 

This building is considered to be of ‘low’ roosting potential for bats. 

4.29 Building B2 was a large, brick-built storage building with a bitumen felt roof. There were two 

sections of clear plastic roofing along the central line of the building which allowed natural light in 

and no roof void was present within this building. No roosting features were identified within the 

structure and consequently this building was considered to be of negligible roosting potential for 

bats.  

4.30 There were a number of portacabins and storage containers located within this depot, all of which 

were considered to be of negligible roosting potential to bats. Additionally, horse paddocks were 

present within the horse-grazed field compartments which were also considered to be of negligible 

value to roosting bats due to the absence of suitable roosting features. 

Birds 

4.31 Habitats within the site including the woodland, dense scrub and hedgerows are considered to be 

of potential value to a range of woodland birds, such as bullfinch Pyrrhula pyrrhula and song thrush 

Turdus philomelos, through the provision of sheltering, foraging and nesting opportunities. The 

unmanaged tussocky grassland, particularly where in association with hedgerows and woodland, 

provided suitable nesting habitat ground-nesting birds, including skylark Alauda arvensis and 

yellowhammer Emberiza citrinella. Additionally, the unmanaged tussocky grassland provided 

suitable foraging habitat for barn owl Tyto alba since this habitat is of high quality to small 

mammals. The horse-grazed grassland is considered to be of negligible value to birds due to its 

poor structure.Great Crested Newts 

4.32 There was one waterbody (P1) located on-site which was a pond located within the semi-natural 

woodland on the south-western boundary of the site. An HSI Assessment was undertaken on this 

pond which is provided in Table 6 below.  

Table 5: HSI Summary 

Pond Ref. HSI score Pond suitability 
Predicted 
presence 

P1 0.45 Poor 3% 

4.33 This pond achieves a ‘poor’ suitability for GCN which is largely due its likely ephemeral nature, its 

lack of vegetation and its poor water quality. 

4.34 There were two on-site ditches, ditches D1 and D2. Ditch D1 was dry at the time of survey and did 

not support any marginal vegetation indicating that it is likely to be dry for the majority of the year 

and therefore is not considered to offer any breeding habitat for GCN. Ditch D2 contained shallow 

water (<10cm) at the time of survey which flowed slowly in a westerly direction towards the brook 

on the western boundary. Due to the absence of aquatic and marginal vegetation it is considered 
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that this ditch only holds water seasonally and is very unlikely to provide suitable breeding habitat 

for GCN. There were a further four ponds identified within 500m of the site boundary (ponds P2-

P5) as identified on Figure 3. 

4.35 The horse-grazed poor semi-improved grassland was considered to represent poor terrestrial 

habitat for GCN lacking the structure that they require. Suitable terrestrial habitat for GCN was 

present on-site in the form of the unmanaged poor semi-improved grassland, hedgerows, scrub 

and woodland. These habitats, particularly the hedgerows, and woodland provided connectivity 

with other areas of suitable habitat outside the application site boundary. Suitable areas of shelter 

and hibernation within the application site boundary were supplied by the base of hedgerows and 

root systems of mature trees. 

Reptiles 

4.36 Similarly, the horse-grazed grassland was considered to be of low value for this species group 

lacking the structure that they typically require. The unmanaged grassland offered suitable 

commuting and foraging habitat whilst woodland and dense scrub offered suitable hibernation 

habitat and the hedgerows offered suitable commuting, foraging and refuge habitat. 

Water Vole, Otter and White-clawed Crayfish 

4.37 Two ditches, D1 and D2, were present on-site. Ditch D1 was dry at the time of survey and did not 

support aquatic or marginal vegetation which strongly indicates that it rarely holds water. 

Consequently, this ditch was of limited value to water vole and otter whilst being of negligible vale 

to white-clawed crayfish. Ditch D2 did support shallow water, however it did not support any aquatic 

or marginal vegetation but was overgrown with scrub for the majority of its length. This ditch was 

therefore considered to be of limited/negligible value to water vole, otter and white-clawed crayfish. 

4.38 Boundary Brook, located on the western boundary of the site, held fast-flowing water. This ditch 

did not support any aquatic vegetation and possessed shallow banks which renders this brook to 

be of low value to water vole due to an absence of foraging and nest building habitat. The substrate 

of the brook was formed of silt with only occasional, small areas of pebbles present and therefore 

there was very limited refuge habitat for white-clawed crayfish. Due to the absence of aquatic and 

marginal vegetation together with the lack of rocks and pebbles the brook was of limited value to 

fish and invertebrates and therefore this brook offered negligible foraging potential for otters. 

However, the woodland bordering the brook offers some limited suitable holt creation for otter. 

5.0 DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Statutory Sites 

5.1 There were no internationally designated sites within 5km of the site boundary and there were no 

SSSIs within 2km of the site boundary but there were four LNRs within 1km of the site boundary.  

5.2 Stapleford Hill Wood LNR lies adjacent to the southern boundary of the site and as such may likely 

be adversely affected as a consequence of the development. This includes increased pollution 

during the construction phase of the development, such as dust deposition from heavy machinery 

leaving the working site. However it is considered that with the implementation of best practice 

construction protocols, including the use of mist-spraying, the impact caused by the development 

on this woodland during the construction phase would be low. This LNR could also be adversely 
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affected by an increase in light and noise pollution as a consequence of the development. Where 

possible it is recommended that the woodland is buffered by green space, to include structural 

planting, to minimise this impact. It is possible that the woodland could suffer from an increase in 

recreational pressure as a consequence of the development due to its proximity to the site. 

However LNRs are intended to be used by the public and the area of the LNR in close proximity to 

the site is already heavily disturbed including numerous footpaths and a BMX track. Therefore it is 

considered that increased recreational pressure from the proposed development is unlikely to have 

a significant impact on the quality of this LNR. It is recommended however that sufficient public 

open space is provided within the development for recreational activities, such as dog walking, as 

well as the provision of dog waste bins to reduce the potential impact on this LNR. If the above 

measures are implemented, it is expected that the impacts on this LNR will not be significant. 

5.3 Pit Lane Trowell LNR is located approximately 165m west of the site boundary and due to its 

proximity to the site it could experience an increase in recreation pressure as a result of the 

development. However, due to the well-marked footpaths within this LNR it is unlikely that the 

grassland will suffer from significant degradation from recreational pressure. Additionally, if 

sufficient green space is incorporated within the development then this should translate to a 

reduction in the use of this LNR from the residents of the proposed development. 

5.4 Bramcote Hill’s Park LNR is located approximately 230m south-east of the development and due 

to the intervening distance between this LNR and the development it is unlikely to suffer from 

pollution from the construction phase of the development. However, there is a risk that it will 

experience an increase in recreational pressure as a consequence of the development but if 

sufficient green space provision is included within the development then this impact will be reduced. 

5.5 Nottingham Canal LNR is located approximately 230m north-west of the site boundary. This canal 

is not considered to be hydrologically linked to the site and will therefore not experience an increase 

in pollution from water runoff as a consequence of the development. Consequently, this LNR is not 

considered to represent a constraint to development. 

Non-statutory Sites 

5.6 Stapleford Hill LWS is located adjacent to the southern boundary of the site which overlaps with 

Stapleford Hill Wood LNR and consequently the mitigation measures outlined in paragraph 5.2 

apply to this LWS. 

5.7 Bramcote Moor Grassland LWS is located approximately 40m east of the site boundary. This LWS 

is separated from the site by a main road (A6002) and therefore it is not considered that this LWS 

will suffer from an increase in pollution as a consequence of the development, particularly if best 

practice construction protocols are implemented. There are no public footpaths running through 

this LWS and consequently it is not considered that it will suffer from an increase in recreational 

pressure. 

5.8 Bramcote Hills LWS is located approximately 230m south-east of the site in the same location as 

Bramote Hill’s Park LNR. Consequently the mitigation measures outlines in paragraph 4.4 apply to 

this LWS. 

5.9 Nottingham Canal LWS is located approximately 230m north-west of the site and as outlined in 

paragraph 4.5 is not expected to be negatively affected by the development. 
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5.10 Balloon Woods LWS is located approximately 730m north-west of the site boundary and due to the 

intervening distance is not expected to be adversely affected by the development. 

Habitats/Flora 

5.1 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 

England and the local area.  

5.2 The majority of the site comprises poor semi-improved grassland which is considered to be of low 

conservation value and therefore it is not deemed that the loss of this habitat poses a constraint to 

development. Other habitats present on-site included tall ruderal vegetation and dense scrub which 

are of limited biodiversity value and the loss of these habitats is not considered to represent a 

constraint to the development. The semi-natural woodland is considered to be of higher ecological 

value offering nesting and refuge opportunities to the local wildlife and therefore it is recommended 

to be retained and buffered under the proposals, however small scale losses should not 

significantly adversely affect the general ecological function of the woodland. Loss of any woodland 

should be mitigated for by suitable planting elsewhere within the design.  

5.3 Boundary Brook, although of limited ecological value due to its lack of aquatic and marginal 

vegetation, could function as a dispersal corridor for a variety of species. This brook is 

recommended to be retained as part of the proposals and if, as recommended above, the semi-

natural woodland belt is retained with green space provided adjacent to this woodland belt it is 

considered that Boundary Brook will be sufficiently buffered from the development. 

5.4 The existing network of hedgerows and trees within the site is largely continuous with relatively few 

gaps and provides good connectivity between habitats both around the site and within the 

immediate landscape. Under the NPPF, development should seek to contribute a net gain in 

biodiversity with an emphasis on improving ecological networks and linkages where possible. All 

hedgerows recommended to be retained as part of the proposals except for where breaches are 

required for road access. It is recommended that additional hedgerow planting is incorporated into 

the proposals to mitigate for any hedgerow loss.  

5.5 Retained hedgerows should be managed to maximise their nature conservation potential. This 

would involve trimming on a three-year rotational basis once established, with any existing gaps 

planted up with native berry bearing tree and shrub species. Where feasible, hedgerows will benefit 

from the creation of 1-2m wide headlands to promote the establishment of woodland indicator 

species where these are absent or poorly represented and to allow for the development of a diverse 

tussocky grassland habitat which would increase the value of the hedgerows as wildlife corridors. 

Measures will be put in place to ensure hedgerows are safeguarded from direct impacts during the 

construction phase.  

5.6 Preference should be given within the planting scheme to the use of locally native woody species, 

with an emphasis on species bearing nectar, berries, fruit and nuts, as these enhance the foraging 

opportunities for local wild fauna including birds and invertebrates. Suitable small tree species for 
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inclusion in hedgerow and garden planting schemes include field maple Acer campestre, silver 

birch Betula pendula, wild cherry Prunus avium, bird cherry P. padus, holly Ilex aquifolium, crab 

apple Malus sylvestris and rowan Sorbus aucuparia.  Other shrub species suitable for inclusion 

within the soft landscaping design include hawthorn Crataegus monogyna, hazel Corylus avellana, 

blackthorn Prunus spinosa, dog-rose Rosa canina, honeysuckle Lonicera periclymenum, guelder-

rose Viburnum opulus and wild privet Ligustrum vulgare.  

5.7 Where possible, planting within the site should seek to provide additional habitat for urban and 

suburban wildlife. While native species are often of value to biodiversity, many cultivated varieties 

and exotic plants are also good for wildlife provided that their flowers are not too complex. Hybrid 

varieties, which may produce little or no pollen or nectar and so are not of interest to bees, 

butterflies or other pollinating insects are not recommended. The planting strategy, both within 

private and public areas, should, therefore, combine a range of native species and, where 

appropriate, such as gardens and more formal areas, a range of ornamental species with an 

accepted value for biodiversity. A range of small shrubs, low growing woody species, grasses and 

perennials, would provide a range of forms, sizes and finer scale variation to enhance the future 

structural and three-dimensional complexity of the site post development which would benefit 

wildlife. 

Fauna 

5.8 Principal pieces of legislation protecting wild species are Part 1 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 

1981 (as amended) (WCA) and the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as 

amended). Some species, for example badgers, also have their own protective legislation 

(Protection of Badgers Act 1992). The impact that this legislation has on the planning system is 

outlined in ODPM 06/2005 Government Circular: Biodiversity and Geological Conservation – 

Statutory obligations and their impact within the Planning System. 

5.9 This guidance states that as the presence of protected species is a material consideration in any 

planning decision, it is essential that the presence or otherwise of protected species and the extent 

to which they are affected by proposals is established prior to planning permission being granted.  

Furthermore, where protected species are present and proposals may result in harm to the species 

or its habitat, steps should be taken to ensure the long-term protection of the species, such as 

through attaching appropriate planning conditions. 

5.10 In addition to protected species, there are those that are otherwise of conservation merit, such as 

species of principal importance for the purpose of conserving biodiversity under the Natural 

Environment and Rural Communities (NERC) Act 2006.  These are recognised in the NPPF which 

advises that when determining planning applications, LPA’s should aim to conserve and enhance 

biodiversity by applying a set of principles including: 

 If significant harm resulting from a development cannot be avoided………, adequately 

mitigated, or, as a last resort, compensated for, then planning permission should be refused; 

 Development proposals where the primary objective is to conserve or enhance biodiversity 

should be encouraged. 

Bats 
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5.11 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 2017 (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.   

5.12 There are no existing records of bats on-site but there are numerous records of bats within 1km of 

the site boundary including common pipistrelle, brown long-eared bats, unidentified Myotis sp. 

Bats, noctules, unidentified Nyctalus sp bats and unidentified bats. 

5.13 The poor semi-improved grassland and tall ruderal vegetation are considered to provide limited 

suitability for bat use and their loss is considered to have a negligible impact on the Favourable 

Conservation Status of the local bat population. However, the hedgerows, scrub and surrounding 

woodland do provide foraging and commuting habitat for the local bat population and are 

recommended to be retained under the proposals.  

5.14 Following the Bat Survey Good Practice Guidelines 2016 (Bat Conservation Trust 2016) this site 

and habitats within its immediate surround is considered to have ‘Moderate’ suitability for bats. The 

guidelines therefore suggest one transect survey per month (April to October inclusive) should be 

conducted with one of these surveys comprising a dusk and pre-dawn survey. On each survey 

occasion two static detectors will be deployed and left out for a minimum of five nights with the 

detectors being placed in different locations on each survey occasion. 

5.15 To ensure development does not affect the local population of bats, light spill on potential bat flight-

lines or foraging habitats should therefore be minimised. Sensitive design of the site’s lighting 

scheme will be of particular benefit to bats, which use features such as the woodland, hedgerows 

and trees for both foraging and commuting, and are listed as species of Principal Importance in 

England under S41 of the NERC Act (2006). 

5.16 This will be achieved by a combination of the following steps: 

 The direct lighting of existing trees, hedgerows, woodland, dense scrub, or proposed landscape 

planning and areas of open standing water would be avoided; 

 Road and flood lighting would use low pressure sodium or high-pressure sodium instead of 

mercury or metal halide lamps, 

 Lighting will be directional and light spillage will be avoided; 

 Lighting columns would in general be as short as possible, although in some locations taller 

columns would allow reduced horizontal spill; 

 Lighting levels would be as low as guidelines permit and only used where required for public 

safety. 

5.17 Additional measures that could be used include the provision of ‘hop-overs’ at strategic breaches 

of hedgerows, where access is required. These measures listed in Highways Agency Interim 

Advice Note Nature Conservation Advice in Relation to Bats are commonly used and are 

considered suitable for the bat species recorded within the site. The measures comprise the 

retention of or planting of semi-mature / standard trees which will grow to be above the level of 

vehicle movement. The trees will be managed to remove the lower canopy and encourage more 

branched head structure. Once the trees reach an appropriate level of maturity tree surgeons 

should undertake crown lifting to produce a tree with suitable characteristics. The trees vegetation 

merges with that of the existing hedgerow to create an alternative route over the road. In addition, 
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it is recommended that low-level directional lighting is installed within/adjacent the gaps. This 

lighting must be below the flight line of the bats, i.e. not present in upper canopy of trees. The 

purpose of this lighting is to discourage bats flying below the vegetation line and avoid any potential 

road collision mortality. 

Trees 

5.18 A single crack willow tree (T1), located in the south-west of the site in the semi-natural woodland, 

was identified as having low roosting potential for bats in the form of a southerly facing hazard 

beam approximately 3m high. It is considered that no further surveys are required on this tree and, 

should its removal be required to facilitate the development, it does not pose a constraint regarding 

roosting bats. 

Buildings 

5.19 Building B1 was a single-storey office building with a hipped roof and is likely to possess a roof 

void. This building was considered to be of ‘low’ roosting potential to bats based on an external 

assessment and it is recommended that an internal survey of the probable roof void is completed 

to look for evidence of a roost and, if no evidence of a roost is found, determine its potential to 

support a bat roost. Further nocturnal surveys will be required should evidence of a roost be 

recorded during the internal building survey or should it be determined that the building has 

potential to support a bat roost. 

5.20 Building B2 was a large, storage building and due to its lack of suitable features for roosting bats 

it was determined to be of negligible potential for roosting bats. Consequently, no further surveys 

are considered necessary and the demolition of the building does not pose a constraint to 

development regarding roosting bats. 

5.21 There were a number of portacabins and storage containers present on-site within the McCann’s 

site and horse paddocks within the horse-grazed field compartments which all were considered to 

be of negligible roosting potential for bats. Consequently, no further surveys are required and their 

removal as part of the development does not pose a constraint to development. 

5.22 The currently low availability of roosting resources within the site could be greatly enhanced 

through the provision of bat boxes installed on the existing mature trees and / or incorporated into 

the built fabric of the residential properties. 

Birds 

5.23 The unmanaged tussocky grassland, particularly where in association with hedgerows and 

woodland, was of some value to ground-nesting bird species including skylark and yellowhammer 

whilst the woodland and hedgerows were of value to a range of woodland bird species. 

Consequently, breeding bird surveys are recommended to establish the assemblage of bird species 

using the site.  

5.24 All nesting birds are protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended), which 

makes it an offence to kill, injure or take any wild bird or take, damage or destroy its nest whilst in 

use or being built, or take or destroy its eggs. In addition to this, for some rarer species (listed on 

Schedule 1 of the Act), it is an offence to disturb them while they are next building or at or near a 

nest with eggs or young, or to disturb the dependent young of such a bird. 
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5.25 Any removal of woody vegetation of ground clearance should occur outside the bird breeding 

season (March to August inclusive) to minimise the risk of disturbance to breeding birds. If this is 

not possible, vegetation should be checked prior to removal by a suitably experienced ecologist. If 

active nests are found, vegetation should be left untouched and suitably buffered from works until 

all birds have fledged.  

5.26 The majority of habitats of value to breeding birds including the boundary trees, hedgerows and 

woodland are recommended to be retained and enhanced within the proposals. Habitat loss within 

the site is likely to be mainly confined to the grasslands which could potentially lead to a reduction 

in nesting habitat for ground-nesting species should they be using the site. 

5.27 The nesting resources within the site could be further enhanced through the provision of bird boxes 

installed on the existing mature trees and / or incorporated into the built fabric of the residential 

properties. 

5.28 The unmanaged tussocky grassland represents suitable foraging habitat for barn owl and its loss 

as part of the proposals would reduce the foraging resource for this species in the local area. 

However, due to the availability of rough grassland in the local area to the north and east of the 

site, including Bramcote Moor Grassland LWS and Nottingham Canal, the loss of this grassland is 

not expected to have a significant adverse effect on the local barn owl population. 

Great Crested Newts 

5.29 GCN are afforded full protection under the Wildlife & Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) and the 

Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017. 

5.30 One record of GCN was returned within 1km of the site boundary, which was located approximately 

240m of the site boundary, however no records were returned within the site boundary. 

5.31 One small waterbody (P1) was present on-site within woodland on the south-western boundary of 

the site, this scrape was largely absent of aquatic and marginal vegetation rendering it of limited 

breeding habitat for GCN due to the paucity of egg-laying material available. Nevertheless, further 

surveys are to be carried out on this pond to determine their presence/likely absence. There were 

an additional 4 ponds (P2-5) located within 500m of the site boundary. Suitable terrestrial habitats 

for GCN present on-site comprise the unmanaged grassland, the hedgerows, scrub, tall ruderal 

vegetation and the woodland whilst the horse-grazed grassland was of negligible value to this 

species due to its poor structure. 

5.32 Further surveys are recommended to be undertaken on ponds P2-P4 due to their proximity to the 

site with suitable connecting habitat present linking these ponds to the site. However, it is 

considered that further surveys are not necessary on pond P5, which is located approximately 

275m east of the site boundary, due to the presence of a main road (A6002) separating the pond 

from the site which is considered to represent a major barrier to dispersal.  

Reptiles 

5.33 All common reptile species, including grass snake, slow worm, common lizard and adder are 

partially protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981. In summary this legislation protects 

the species from intentional killing, injury or sale, offering for sale, or possessing, transporting or 

publishing advertisements for the purposes of sale. 
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5.34 Where these animals are confirmed as present on land that is to be affected by development 

guidance recommends that: 

 The animals should be protected from injury or killing during construction operations; 

 Mitigation should be provided to maintain the conservation status of the species locally. 

5.35 Records of adder and grass snake exist within 1km of the site boundary. The unmanaged 

grassland was considered to offer suitable commuting and foraging habitat for reptiles whilst the 

hedgerows, scrub and woodland offered suitable refuge, commuting, foraging and hibernation 

habitat for this species. Boundary brook, which partially formed the western boundary of the site 

offered a suitable commuting corridor for grass snake. The grazed grassland was of negligible 

value to reptiles due to its poor structure.  

5.36 As a consequence of the presence of suitable habitat on-site together with the known presence of 

grass snake and adder within the locality of the site, further surveys for these species are to be 

undertaken. 

Water Vole, Otter and White-clawed Crayfish 

5.37 No records of white-clawed crayfish, otter or water vole were returned within 1km of the site 

boundary. Two ditches, D1 and D2, were present on-site. Ditch D1 was dry at the time of survey 

and did not support aquatic or marginal vegetation, therefore this ditch was considered to be 

unsuitable for water vole, otter and white-clawed crayfish. Ditch D2 did support shallow water, 

however it did not support any aquatic or marginal vegetation but was overgrown with scrub for the 

majority of its length and was therefore considered unsuitable for these species.  

5.38 Boundary Brook, located on the western boundary of the site held fast-flowing water and did not 

support any aquatic or marginal vegetation and was consequently considered unsuitable for water 

vole. Due to the absence of vegetation within the ditch combined with a substrate formed of silt the 

brook was of limited value for invertebrates and fish and consequently is of negligible foraging 

value for white-clawed crayfish and otter. Due to only small and sporadic patches of pebbles there 

was very limited refuge habitat for white-clawed crayfish. 

5.39 As a consequence of the on-site ditches and brook being of very limited value for white clawed-

crayfish, otter and water vole no further surveys are considered necessary for these species and 

they are not considered to represent a constraint to development.  
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