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SUMMARY
0.1

Skilled Ecology Consultancy Ltd. was commissioned by Resolute Estates to
undertake a Phase 1 Habitat Survey & Protected Species Scoping
Assessment of Land at Mills Lane, Longstanton, Cambridgeshire. The report
is required to accompany a planning application for a self-build residential
development, including access and landscaping.

0.2

The survey was conducted on the 12th October 2016 by experienced
ecologist Roger Spring BSc MCIEEM (licensed to survey for bats & great
crested newts Triturus cristatus). The survey consisted of an inspection for
preferred habitat types and signs and evidence of protected and priority
species, such as for bats, great crested newts, reptiles, badgers Meles
meles and nesting birds following Natural England (English Nature)
Guidelines. A local record search was undertaken.

0.3

The proposed construction zone was approximately 0.8 ha and included;
improved tall grassland with ruderal herbaceous plants surrounded by a
hedgerow boundary and a hedgerow dividing the field. A timber frame
garage was present on the site. Early mature – semi-mature trees were
present around the boundary and along the dividing hedgerow. The proposal
aims to retain and protected the boundary hedgerow and trees whilst the
dividing hedgerow would be removed and replaced through soft landscaping
including a new hedgerow along the new access road.

0.4

Signs and evidence of protected, priority or rare species were not observed
during the survey visit. The hedgerows are potentially suitable for nesting
birds of mostly common and widespread species. An old swallow Hirundo
rustica nest was observed in the garage on the site.

0.5

A moderate to high risk of presence of reptiles was also noted based on
potentially suitable habitat and presence of nearby common lizard Zootoca
vivipara and grass snake Natrix natrix records. A full reptile survey was
undertaken in October 2016 and no reptiles were discovered. Mitigation for
reptiles was considered unnecessary. However, precautionary measures for
reptiles are included in the report and should be followed accordingly.

0.6

No other ecological surveys or mitigation were considered necessary,
though additional precautionary measures for birds, common toads and bats
are also included in the report and should be followed accordingly. The
proposed soft landscaping was considered sufficient to compensate for the
loss of the hedgerow and trees.

0.7

With recommendations followed as described, the proposed development
could proceed with a minimal risk of harm or impact to protected, priority or
rare species or habitats.

0.8

Biodiversity enhancement suggestions are included in the report in
accordance with national planning policy.
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INTRODUCTION
Background
1.1.1

Skilled Ecology Consultancy Ltd. was commissioned by Resolute Estates to
undertake a Phase 1 Habitat Survey & Protected Species Scoping
Assessment of Land at Mills Lane, Longstanton, Cambridgeshire. The report
is required to accompany a planning application for a self-build residential
development, including access and landscaping.

1.1.2

Wildlife such as nesting birds, bats, reptiles and great crested newts Triturus
cristatus are protected by law. Protected and priority species and habitats,
are also a material consideration for individual planning decisions under the
National Planning Policy Framework, 2012 (NPPF) (ODPM, 2005).

1.1.3

This study and report complies with the Chartered Institute for Ecology and
Environmental Management (CIEEM) 2013 Guidelines for Preliminary
Ecological Assessments.

METHODOLOGY
Desk Study
2.1.1

A local record search was undertaken through the Cambridgeshire &
Peterborough Environmental Records Centre (CPERC) to search for local
records of protected and UK priority species.

2.1.2

A search of the Multi-agency Geographical Information for the Countryside
(MAGIC) was also conducted, to check for statutory nature conservation
sites.

2.1.3

These results were then combined with the findings of the site survey, in
order to assess the risk of ecology issues, relevant to planning, occurring on
the site.

Study Limitations
2.2.1

October is a suitable time of year for botanical assessment, though some
early flowering species and annuals may not be visible or identifiable to
species.

2.2.2

The reptile survey was conducted in early – mid October. It is recognised
that this is outside of the main reptile survey season. However, weather
conditions were suitable with maximums around 13C and night-time
temperatures not falling below 5C. In addition, Skilled Ecology Consultancy
Ltd. were undertaking reptile surveys and reptile translocations in Kent,
Suffolk and Hertfordshire in October were common lizards and slow worms
were recorded indicating the mild autumn was extending the active season
for reptiles and therefore extending the reptile survey season.
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Initial Site Survey
Habitats and Surroundings
2.3.1

The site was visited on the 12th October 2016 to survey for ecology issues.
This included the following:


Noting the suitability of habitats present on the site, with regard to
protected, priority and rare species; including plants, amphibians,
reptiles, mammals, nesting birds, invertebrates and protected,
priority or red-listed Birds of Conservation Concern (BoCC);



Assessing the habitats surrounding the site and in the local area;



Direct survey for evidence of protected species as far as possible,
e.g. for bats, reptiles, great crested newts, badgers Meles meles,
and nesting birds;



Checking for invasive species such as Japanese knotweed Fallopia
japonica and giant hogweed Heracleum mantegazzianum.

Bat Inspection
2.3.2

The assessment for bats was conducted by an experienced ecologist,
licensed by Natural England to disturb and take bats for science and
education. Trees and buildings were inspected for bat activity following
English Nature Bat Mitigation Guidelines (English Nature, 2004) and Bat
Conservation Trust Best Practice Guidelines, therefore considerations were:


the availability of access to roosts for bats;



the presence and suitability of cracks, crevices, hollows, ivy growth
and other places as roosts;



signs of bat activity or presence, such as; the bats themselves,
droppings, grease marks, scratch marks, urine spatter and prey
remains.

2.3.3

Equipment available for use during the survey included a ladder, high
powered torch, digital camera, binoculars and a video endoscope.

2.3.4

The availability of access to roosts was assessed based upon the presence
of holes large enough to allow entry to bats and lack of cobwebs and dirt.

2.3.5

The outside of trees and the inside and outside of the animal shelter were
inspected for gaps, cavities, access points and crevices, and any signs of
bats (droppings, staining, urine spatter), in accordance with Natural England
(English Nature) guidelines (English Nature, 2004).
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Reptiles & Amphibians
2.3.6

2.3.7

The site was inspected for potentially suitable terrestrial habitats for
foraging, sheltering or dispersing amphibians and foraging, sheltering,
breeding and basking habitat for reptiles. High quality terrestrial refuges
searched for, included:


Log piles & rockeries,



Thick leaf litter,



Compost & manure heaps,



Mammal burrows,



Deep ground cracks;



Refuse suitable for shelter;



Tussock grassland;



Hedgerows and any other potential habitats.

A full presence or absence reptile survey was undertaken including the
laying of artificial mats (0.5m2 mats of roofing felt) following by inspection of
the mats and entire site for reptiles on seven occasions during suitable
weather conditions in October.
Badgers & Other Mammals

2.3.8

Signs and evidence of badgers, and other protected, priority and rare
mammal activity searched for included the following:


Setts, holes and burrows;



Foraging holes and other diggings;



Latrines, droppings, spraints and scats;



Mammal hairs;



Paw prints and other tracks;



Feeding remains;



Scratch marks, bedding material and other signs.
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RESULTS AND RISK
Site Description & Location
3.1.1

The proposed construction zone included; improved tall grassland with
ruderal herbaceous plants surrounded by a hedgerow boundary and a
hedgerow dividing the field. A timber frame garage was present on the site.
Early mature – semi-mature trees were present around the boundary and
along the dividing hedgerow. The proposal aims to retain and protected the
boundary hedgerow and trees whilst the dividing hedgerow would be
removed and replaced through soft landscaping including a new hedgerow
along the new access road.

3.1.2

The site is positioned in a semi-rural location with residential housing west
and east of the site and grazed fields north and south of the site.

3.1.3

Ponds were not present within 250m of the site. The closest pond was
approximately 260m south east of the site and separated from the site by
residential housing and a lane.

Nature Conservation Sites
3.2.1

No statutory nature conservation sites are present within 2km of the site
(MAGIC, 2016).

Data Search
3.3.1

The following table (Table 1) is a summary of local biological records for
protected, priority and notable species collated through the CPERC.
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Table 1: Summary of local biological records for Longstanton.

Species

Approximate Location From the
Site
Mammals
Water Vole (UK protected)
Longstanton
Badger (UK protected)
Longstanton
Soprano pipistrelle (UK & EU protected) Longstanton
Noctule (UK & EU protected)
Longstanton
Common Pipistrelle bat (UK & EU Longstanton
protected)
Brown Long-eared bat (UK & EU Longstanton
protected)
Herpetofauna
Grass snake (UK protected)
Approximately 400m north east
Common lizard (UK protected)
Approximately 400m north east
Great crested newt (UK & EU protected) Approximately 1.6km south east
Invertebrates
Small heath butterfly (UK priority Oakington
species)
Oakington
Wall butterfly (UK priority species)
Birds
Longstanton
Barn owl (UK protected)
Rampton
Bullfinch (UK priority)
Longstanton
Fieldfare (UK protected)
Longstanton
House sparrow (UK priority)
Longstanton
Linnet (UK priority)
Longstanton
Lapwing (UK priority)

Year
Record

of

2001
2003
2014
2012
2014
Unknown

Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
2005
2012
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown

Protected, Priority & Rare Species
Vegetation & Habitats
3.4.1

The proposed construction zone was approximately 0.8 ha and included;
improved tall grassland with ruderal herbaceous plants surrounded by a
hedgerow boundary and a hedgerow dividing the field. A timber frame
garage was present on the site. Early mature – semi-mature trees were
present around the boundary and along the dividing hedgerow.

3.4.2

The grassland was dominated by; cocksfoot Dactylis glomerata, creeping
buttercup Ranunculus repens, red clover Trifolium pratense, dandelion
Taraxacum agg, ribwort plantain Plantago lanceolate, cow parsley
Anthriscus sylvestris, broad-leaved dock Rumex obtusifolius, false oat grass
Arrhenatherum elatius, black horehound Ballota nigra, nightshade Solanum
nigrum, fat-hen Chenopodium album, petty spurge Euphorbia peplus,
scentless mayweed Tripleurospermum inodorum, horseradish Armoracia
rusticana, nettle Urtica dioica, large bindweed Calystegia sepium, bristly oxtongue Helminthotheca echioides and timothy Phleum pratense.
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3.4.3

The boundary hedgerows were dominated by; bramble Rubus fruticosus,
dogwood Cornus sp., butterfly bush Buddleia sp., walnut Juglans regia,
hawthorn Crataegus monogyna, ash Fraxinus excelsior, elder Sambucus
nigra, bastard service tree Sorbus domestica, whitebeam Sorbus aria, plum
Prunus sp., sycamore Acer pseudoplatanus, ivy Hedera helix, old-man’s
beard Clematis sp.

3.4.4

The central dividing hedgerow was dominated by species as above with the
addition of hazel Corylus avellana, rose Rosa sp., horse chestnut Aesculus
hippocastanum, oak Quercus robur and field maple Acer campestre.

3.4.5

No Schedule 9 invasive plants were observed. No protected, priority or rare
species were present.

3.4.6

The hedgerows were UK priority habitats, though lacking in species diversity
and other features to be ‘Important Hedgerows’ under the Hedgerow
Regulations 1997.
Bats

3.4.7

The garage on the site was timber frame with a corrugated felt roof. The
building was in disrepair and poor in suitability for roosting bats with
negligible potential to support roosting bats. Signs or evidence of bats were
not observed associated with the building.

3.4.8

Trees proposed for removal lacked features suitable for roosting bats with
no suitable cracks, crevices or other features. Signs or evidence of bats
were not observed. Two trees present in the boundary hedgerow were noted
to be supporting thick ivy Hedera helix growth. These trees were low in bat
roosting potential and understood to be retained within the development.

3.4.9

The hedgerows were considered highly likely to be used by foraging and
commuting bats.
Other Protected or Priority Mammals

3.4.10

The site was moderate in potential suitability for badgers Meles meles and
hedgehogs Erinaceus europaeus, with the hedgerows potentially suitable for
sheltering and foraging. The small size of the site and proximity of housing
reduced the potential value for such species.

3.4.11

No signs or evidence of hedgehogs, badgers or other protected or UK
priority mammals were observed on the site or within close proximity to the
site.
Reptiles

3.4.12

The habitats present were potentially suitable for widespread reptiles such
as common lizards and grass snakes. Both of these reptile species have
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been recorded in high numbers around the Longstanton area with the
closest records approximately 400m north east of the site.
3.4.13

Habitats north east of the site were also suitable for reptiles, potentially
connecting the location of historical sightings and the proposed development
site.

3.4.14

A full reptile survey was undertaking including laying of 50 artificial reptile
mats across the site in suitable locations followed by seven survey visits to
inspect the site and mats. Reptiles were not discovered. See Table 2 below
for the full results.

Table 2: Reptile survey results for the site at Longstanton. October 2016.
Visit

Date &

number

Time

Weather

18/10/16

Sunny dry, 30%

At 3pm

cloud, wind: 1

19/10/16

sunshine, Cloud

0

Temp

Findings

Surveyor

14

0

RS

13

0

TR

Notes
50 mats laid. 1 common toad
observed

Dry, hazy
1

at 14:10

80%, wind: 1
No

2

Rain,

1 common toad observed
Brief shower prior to survey.

occasional

Mats

20/10/16

sunshine, cloud

underneath. 3 common toads

at 14:00

70%, wind: 2
Dry,

warm

and

dry

13

0

TR

observed

13

0

TR

4 common toads observed

13

0

TR

3 common toads observed

14

0

TR

6 common toads observed

hazy

sunshine, cloud
3

24/10/16

100% very light,

at 13:50

wind: 0
Dry,

4

25/10/16

cloud

at 14:15

wind: 0

overcast,
100%,

Dry,
5

25/10/16

sunshine, cloud

at 14:00

50%, wind: 0
Dry,

6

hazy

27/10/16

cloud

at 15:00

wind: 1

overcast,

Dry,
7

100%,
13

0

TR

2 common toads observed

16

0

TR

common toads observed

hazy

28/05/16

sunshine, cloud

at 15:00

95%, wind: 0.5

Common toads were found within both halves of the site – only juvenile specimens
were observed.
Note:
TR – Tommy Root
RS – Roger Spring
Wind - Beaufort scale
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Great Crested Newts & Other Amphibians
3.4.15

The site was considered potential suitable as terrestrial habitat for great
crested newts and other amphibians. However, the closest potential
breeding pond was located beyond 250m from the site and habitat
separating the site for the pond was low in ecological value for amphibians
(residential housing and a lane).

3.4.16

Low numbers of common toads were observed during the survey visits.
Birds

3.4.17

Birds observed or heard nearby during the survey visit included; blue tit
Parus caeruleus great tit Parus major, robin Erithacus rubecula, rook Corvus
frugilegus, house sparrow Passer domesticus and woodpigeon Columba
palumbus.

3.4.18

House sparrow are a UK priority bird and red-listed Bird of Conservation
Concern (BoCC). All other bird species observed or heard from the site were
green-listed BoCC species. Signs or evidence of protected birds, including
barn owls Tyto alba were not observed. The site was poor in suitability for
such species, though given the rural location, hedgerows may be visited on
occasions by low numbers of protected and other UK priority birds.

3.4.19

An old swallow nest was observed in the garage on the site.

3.4.20

The garage, hedgerows, shrubs and trees were potentially suitable for
nesting birds of common and widespread species.

3.4.21

The BoCC ratings are summarised as follows:


Red-listed - highest conservation concern;



Amber-listed - moderate conservation concern;



Green-listed - least conservation concern.

Invertebrates
3.4.22

The site and habitat proposed for impact was low in suitability for an
assemblage of invertebrates of conservation concern. Significant levels of
deadwood, aquatic habitats, wildflower meadows and other high value
invertebrate habitats were not proposed for impact.

3.4.23

No protected, priority or rare invertebrate species were observed during the
survey visit.
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Other Protected, Priority or rare Species
3.4.24

No signs or evidence of any other protected or priority species were
observed on the site, nor were there any particularly suitable habitats
present for such species.

DISCUSSION OF RISK AND LEGISLATION
Protected & Priority Species
Bats
4.1.1

Bats are protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 as amended
by the Countryside Rights of Way Act 2000 and under the Conservation of
Habitats and Species Regulations 2010. Some bats are also UK priority
species. A summary of the offences likely to be relevant to development are:


Intentionally or deliberately kill, injure or take a bat;



Intentionally or recklessly damage, destroy or obstruct access to any
place that a bat uses for shelter or protection, whether bats are
present or not;



Damage or destroy a breeding site or resting place of any bat;



Intentionally or recklessly disturb a bat while it is occupying a
structure or place that it uses for shelter or protection;



Deliberately disturb a bat anywhere.

4.1.2

Bats have been recorded locally and are likely to use the local landscape.
However, the garage present on the site and trees proposed for impact were
poor in suitability for roosting bats. Therefore, it was considered unlikely that
bat roosts would be impacted by the proposed development.

4.1.3

The development includes removal of a hedgerow with trees. A detailed
landscaping proposal has been drafted and includes high quantities of tree
and shrub planting considered more than adequate to compensate for the
loss of vegetation proposed.

4.1.4

Further bat surveys or mitigation were considered unnecessary.

4.1.5

However, to minimise any residual risk of impact to bats, precautionary
measures, detailed later in the report, should be followed.

Skilled Ecology Consultancy Ltd.
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Other Protected, Priority or Rare Mammals
4.1.6

Other protected and priority mammals such as hedgehogs and badgers are
likely to use the local landscape and may visit the site on occasions, though
no signs or evidence of their activity were observed on the site or nearby
and given the relatively small size of the site, it was unlikely the site would
be of significant value for such species.

4.1.7

The retention of the boundary hedgerow would allow for continued foraging
and commuting around the site and new proposed soft landscaping would
compensate for the loss of the existing hedgerow.

4.1.8

Further surveys or mitigation for other protected or priority mammals were
considered unnecessary.
Reptiles

4.1.9

Widespread reptile species including, grass snake, adder, slow worm and
common lizard, are protected from intentional killing and injuring under the
Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981. They are also UK priority species.

4.1.10

The site was potentially suitable for reptiles and local records of reptiles
were present. However, the full reptile survey in suitable weather conditions
failed to find reptiles on the site.

4.1.11

The failure to find reptiles was attributed to the fact that previously the site
had been horse grazed which is a low suitability habitat type for reptiles.
Grazing stopped approximately two years ago and it is likely that this twoyear period has not been long enough for colonisation of the site by reptile
populations beyond the site boundaries.

4.1.12

Overall, it was considered that there was a very low risk of presence of
reptiles and a very low risk of impact to reptiles from the proposed
development.

4.1.13

Further reptile surveys or mitigation were considered unnecessary.
However, to minimise any residual risk of impact to reptiles, precautionary
measures, detailed later in the report, should be followed.
Amphibians

4.1.14

Great crested newts are protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act
1981 as amended by the Countryside Rights of Way Act 2000, and the
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010. Great crested
newts are also UK priority species. A summary of the offences likely to be
relevant to development are:


Intentionally or deliberately capture or kill;



Intentionally injure;
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Deliberately disturb, or intentionally or recklessly disturb in a place of
shelter or protection;



Damage or destroy a breeding site or resting place;



Intentionally or recklessly damage, destroy or obstruct access to a
place used for shelter or protection.

4.1.15

Common toads are a UK priority species and as such, are in principle, a
material consideration for individual planning applications.

4.1.16

Great crested newts have been recorded locally (CPERC, 2016) and the site
was considered potentially suitable great crested newt terrestrial habitat.
However, the local records are for ponds a significant distance from the site
(approximately 1.6km away) which combined with the significant distance of
the closest ponds to the site (more than 250m away) and the poor
connectivity between the ponds and the site, meant the risk of presence and
potential for impact to great crested newts or a significant population of other
amphibians was very low.

4.1.17

A small number of common toads were recorded on the site during the
reptile surveys. Individually common toads are not a protected species.
However, they are a UK priority species due to recognised population
declines. It was considered highly unlikely that the proposed development
would have a significant impact on local common toad populations.
However, to minimise the risk of harm or impact to individual common toads,
precautionary measures, detailed later in the report, should be followed.

4.1.18

Further amphibian surveys or mitigation were considered unnecessary.
Birds

4.1.19

Wild birds are protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 and,
with certain exceptions (e.g. pest species) in certain situations, it is an
offence to intentionally:


Kill or injure any wild bird;



Take, damage or destroy the nest of any wild bird while it is in use or
being built;



Take or destroy the egg of any wild bird.

4.1.20

Some bird species (such as barn owls) are also specially protected under
Schedule 1 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 and others are UK
priority species.

4.1.21

Protected birds and UK priority bird species are very likely to use the local
landscape given the rural location and may on occasions use the site.
However, the proposal to retain the majority of high value bird habitat on the
site (boundary hedgerows) and compensation for the removal of the central
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dividing hedgerow meant the risk of significant harm or impact to protected,
priority or rare birds was very low.
4.1.22

Therefore, further bird surveys or mitigation were considered unnecessary.

4.1.23

However, to prevent harm to nesting birds and compensate for the loss of
habitat for nesting birds, precautionary measures, detailed later in the report,
should be followed.
Plants & Habitats

4.1.24

Protected, priority or rare plant species were not identified during the survey.
The survey was undertaken at a suitable time of year for botanical
assessment. Therefore, the risk of presence and significant impact to such
species was very low.

4.1.25

Schedule 9 invasive plants were not identified on the site or nearby.

4.1.26

The hedgerow present dividing the field was considered to be a UK priority
habitat type. This hedgerow is required for reduction for access.
Government policy is to promote no net loss of UK priority habitat types. A
detailed soft landscaping scheme is proposed which includes significant
levels of linear shrub and tree planting along the length of the new access
road (see Figure 2 in Appendix 1). This landscaping was more than
adequate to compensate for the proposed loss of the hedgerow. No
additional recommendations are required.

4.1.27

Further botanical assessment was considered unnecessary.
Invertebrates

4.1.28

The site was relatively small in area and low in suitability for an assemblage
of invertebrates of conservation concern. Given the rural location it is
possible that on occasions UK priority and uncommon pollinating
invertebrates may visit the site, though significant use by such species was
considered very unlikely.

4.1.29

Further invertebrate surveys or mitigation were considered unnecessary.
Other Protected & Priority species

4.1.30

Signs or evidence of other protected, priority or rare species were not
observed on the site and it was considered that there was a low risk of such
species occurring on the site or being impacted by the proposed
development.

Other Issues
Sensitive Habitats
4.2.1

The site was positioned a significant distance from any sites of local nature
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conservation importance and significant impact to such sites or to the
interest features of such sites was considered very unlikely.
4.2.2

Therefore, further ecological recommendations, above those already
detailed in this report, were considered unnecessary for the protection of
ecological integrity and/or interest features of local conservation sites.

RECOMMENDATIONS
Impact Avoidance Precautionary Measures
Reptiles & Common Toads
5.1.1

To minimise any residual risk of impact to reptiles and common toads the
following precautionary measures, should be undertaken:


Before groundworks commence, it is recommended that the entire
site be strimmed slowly under ecological supervision. The strimming
should be undertaken in dry and mild weather conditions between
March and October. Wildlife discovered should be safely moved out
of harm’s way;



Following strimming, to prevent reptiles or amphibians from entering
the site during construction activities, it is recommended that
temporary wildlife fencing should be installed around the boundary.
See Appendix 3 for specifications.

Birds
5.1.2

It is recommended that to prevent harm to nesting birds, any necessary
clearance or reduction of the garage, hedgerows, shrubs or trees should
commence outside of the main bird breeding season (March until the end of
August). If this timescale is not possible then an ecologist should check the
site for active bird nests before vegetation clearance.

5.1.3

If an active bird nest was found, it would be necessary to protect the nest
from harm or disturbance until the bird had finished nesting.

5.1.4

It was considered that in the long-term the new hedgerow would
compensate for the loss of bird foraging and nesting habitat on the site.
However, to provide immediate compensation of bird nesting habitat it is
recommended that the following nesting boxes should be installed on the
site:


2 x swallow nesting cups



2 x 1b Schwegler bird box
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5.1.5

The 1b Schwegler boxes can be installed on retained trees. The swallow
nesting cups can only be installed on buildings, ideally under the eaves or
within a cartlodge-style garage.
Bats

5.1.6

The risk of significant harm or impact to bats was very low, to minimise any
residual risk of harm or impact the below precautionary measures should be
followed:


Any new external lighting should be minimised. Where new external
lighting is required it should be LED and should be directed and
shielded away from retained hedgerows and trees. Ideally, new
external lighting should be on sensors and be sensitive to large
moving objects only to prevent passing bats from turning them on;



The existing boundary hedgerow/treeline should be excluded from
new gardens to prevent unnecessary reduction of these trees and
shrubs. The boundary hedgerow/treeline should be on the outside of
any new garden fencing.

Enhancements
5.2.1

The following are suggestions that the client may wish to consider to
enhance the development for wildlife (NPPF promotes opportunities for the
incorporation of biodiversity enhancements within developments). Please
note that these are only suggestions and are not required for mitigation or
compensation of impacts.

5.2.2

The addition of bat and bird boxes on the newly developed buildings or
retained trees would increase the potential roosting and nesting sites for
local bats and birds. Should this enhancement be undertaken, it is
recommended that the following boxes would be suitable; sparrow terrace
bird box – Schwegler 1SP and general purpose bird box- Schwegler 1B, owl
box and Schwegler 1FF and 2F bat boxes. Both bird and bat boxes should
be Schwegler types as these have been found to attract both bats and birds
and to be durable.

5.2.3

The boxes should be installed high on the building or trees (ideally above
4m) and should be free from obstructions and away from doorways and light
sources. Bat boxes should ideally be positioned facing a southerly aspect,
while bird boxes should be positioned facing a northerly aspect, or otherwise
be out of direct sunlight.

5.2.4

Bat and bird boxes can be purchased on-line through suppliers such as The
Wildlife Shop and NHBS.
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CONCLUSION
6.1

The construction zone was considered low in ecological value.

6.2

Further ecological surveys or mitigation were considered unnecessary.

6.3

Impact avoidance precautionary measures for birds, bats reptiles and
common toads are included in the report and should be followed.

6.4

With the recommendations followed as described, the proposed
development could proceed with a minimal risk of impact to protected,
priority or rare species or habitats.

6.5

Furthermore, by following some, or all, of the suggested enhancements, the
proposed development could be enhanced for the benefit of local wildlife in
accordance with national planning policy.
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APPENDICES
Appendix 1: Figures
Figure 1: Site location and habitat map. October 2016.

Skilled Ecology Consultancy Ltd.

19

17th October 2016

Phase 1 Habitat Survey

Figure 2: Proposed soft landscaping scheme. October 2016.
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Appendix 2: Photographs
Photograph 1: Garage on the site at Mills Lane, Longstanton. 12th October
2016.

Photograph by Roger Spring 2016

Photograph 2: Grassland and boundary hedgerow on the site at Mills Lane,
Longstanton. 12th October 2016.

Photograph by Roger Spring 2016
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Photograph 3: Central dividing hedgerow on the site at Mills Lane,
Longstanton. 12th October 2016.

Photograph by Roger Spring 2016

Photograph 4: Field and boundary hedgerow on the site at Mills Lane,
Longstanton. 12th October 2016.

Photograph by Roger Spring 2016
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Photograph 5: Site with reptile mats during the reptile survey at Mills Lane,
Longstanton. 18th October 2016.

Photograph by Roger Spring 2016
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Appendix 3: Fencing
Figure 3: Wildlife fencing specifications.
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