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1.1

1.2

1.3

14

Introduction

Bowland Ecology Lid was commissioned by M & H Smith to undertake an
extended Phase 1 habitat survey and desk study of a site immediately north
of Rimington Lane on the western edge of Rimington village (NGR: SD 80767
45925). Planning permission is being sought for the development of the site
for housing, including the removal of the existing buildings.

The site is currently dominated by an area of poor semi-improved grasstand
with smalt areas of neutral semi-improved grassland. The boundary of the site
comprises of sections of species poor hedgerow, fence line and brick wali
with scattered areas of scrub and tall ruderal vegetation.

The purpose of the survey was to: 1) identify and map all habitats occuring
within the survey area, 2) identify the presence of (or potential for) wildlife
interests with particular reference to the need for further surveys and legal
requirements, and 3) provide an ecological assessment and
recommendations pertaining to the proposed development.

The ecological survey methodology followed that of an extended Phase 1
habitat survey. It also included a desk study to search for designated wildlife
sites and protected species records. This report includes a description of
survey methods and results; provides recommendations for further survey;
and outlines recommendations to provide protection and enhancements for
biodiversity and protected species. This report should be read in conjunction
with the target notes (1-7) as listed in Appendix A and the phase 1 plan
(Appendix B).

Bowland Ecology Ltd 1
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2. Methodology
2.1 The desk study, survey and appraisal foliow the Guidelines for Preliminary

Ecological Appraisal (IEEM, 2012) and the Guidelines for Baseline Ecological
Assessment .(IEA_D .1995)_ .. .. s .. A R

Desk Study
22 The aim of the desk study was to identify the presence of statutory wildlife
sites, non-statutory sites ___an_d any _{_eg_al_l_y p_rotggted_an_d notable species

records for the area. o

2.3  Online resources were searched for records of protected species. The Multi-
Agency Geographic Information for the Countryside (MAGIC) website
{(www.defra.magic.gov.uk), and Natural England’'s Nature on the Map
www.natureonthemap.ora.uk

_ nthy ; ) were reviewed for information on locally,
nationally “and ‘internationally designated sites of nature conservation
importance (statutory sites only) within 1.5 km of the site boundary. The UK
and Local (Lancashire) Biodiversity Action Plans were also consuited.

24 Ordnance Survey maps and aerial photos were used 1o identify the presence
of water bodies and notable habitats such as hedgerows and woodland within

500 m, in order to establish if the land could be used as aquatic or terrestrial
habitat for great crested news. This species can use suitable temestrial

~. . habitat up to 500 m from a breeding pond. Research suggests that newts are
~+ likely to travel no more than 250 m from ponds w itable

* foraging and hibernation exist within that distance arot
search radius was considered appropriate in this inst

scale and localised nature of the effects of the scheme,

2.5  Lancashire Enyironment Record Network (LeRN) were contacted in March
2013 for information relating to non-statutory designated sites of nature
conservation importance and legally protected and notable species records
within 1.5 km of the site boundary. R o

2.6 Aéria_l pbqtogré;ph_$ were reviewed online at http://maps.google.co.uk/maps, to
help identify any continuous habitat and any other notable habitats within the
surroundingarea. .. ¢ '

Walkover Survey e

2.7  An ecological walkover survey was undertaken on 14™ March 2013 broadly
following the ‘extended Phase 1" methodology (NCC, 1993 (as amended)
and IEA, 1995). All features of ecological significance were target noted and
the location of target notes are shown in Appendix B. A colour coded map of
the habitats on site is produced, with corresponding target notes of
ecologically interesting features (Appendix A).

28 The ecological survey was carried out by Laura Bennett MA (Hohs), MSc,
GradiEEM. The weather was cold and overcast with light rain.

2.9  This survey method records informaf_io_n on the habitats together with any
evidence of and potential for legally protected and notable fauna, in particular:

* potential roosting sites for bats within trees (identification of suitable
cracks and crevices — survey undertaken from ground only);

Bowland Ecology Ltd 2
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e assessing the potential of water bodies and land within the survey area
to support great crested newts (no access was gained to land outside of
the site boundary to assess water bodies within 250 m);

+ searching for signs of badger activity including setts, tracks, snuffle
holes and latrines within the site boundary and within 30 m of that,
where access was available (no access was gained to land outside of
the site boundary to assess land within 30 m).

« assessing the suitability of habitats for other notable and protected
species stch as nesting birds (including any nests aciive or disused),
reptiles, water vole, otter, white-clawed crayfish,  dormice and
invertebrates. No suitable habitat was present for reptiles, water vole,
otter, white clawed crayfish or dormice.

. cheCking for the most common invasive plant species subject to strict
legal control (Japanese knotweed, giant knotweed, hybrid knotweed,
giant hogweed, rhododendron and Himalayan balsam) within the survey
area.

210 The pb_tehtial for a tree or building to support bats was assessed according to
the categories given in Tables 1 & 2 below.

ons for Trees

include young trees without ivy and without loose bark and obvious
cracks / fissures. Usually saplings, semi-mature specimens with a
small girth or mature trees which do not tend to form fissures as
readily such as beech.

Low potential Tree contains limited features suitable for roosting bats. Usually
young (sapling or semi-mature) trees with some dense ivy or loose
park but no obvious deep cracks or fissures. No evidence of bats
found (e.q. droppings / staining).

Moderate potential Tree contains some features suitable for roosting bats. Trees with
some cracks or fissures {of depth over 50 mm) and/or large amounts
of ivy / loose bark. Usually semi-mature or mature specimens.
Trees tend not to have large splits, hollow frunks or woodpecker
hotes. No evidence of bats found.

High potential Tree contains features that are highly desirable for roosting bats.
Trees with woodpecker holes / large cracks and/or crevices. Often
with a hollow trunk. May support very dense ivy. No evidence of
bats found.

Confirmed roost Bats discovered roosting within the tree, or recorded emerging from /
entering a free at dawn and / or dusk. Trees found to contain
condusive evidence of occupation by bats, such as bat droppings. A
confirmed roost record (as supplied by an established source suich
as the local bat group) would also fall into this category.

Bowland Ecology Ltd 3



476 P
Qppmisal Repo.

3*"‘*&”‘3
i

) H
Bowland Ecology ~ Rimington Lane, R ingto%?‘Phgge 1 Ecologica

=3

Table 2: Bat Potential Category Descriptions for Buildings

0 5 .C8 ting roosting bats.
dings are of a ‘sound’ well-sealed nature, or have a
single skin and no roof void. They tend to have high interior light-
levels, and littie or no insulation, Buildings without any roofs may

also fall into this category.  *

Low potential Buildings .with limited features for roosting bats {e.g. shallow
crevices where mortar is missing between building blocks/bricks).
They may have open locations which may be subject to large
temperature  fluctuations -and . bat-access points . may be
constrained, .No evidence of bats folind (e.g. droppings / staining).
Buildings may be surrounded by poor or sub-optimal bat foraging
habitat. No evidence of batsfound, - '

Moderate potential Buildings with some features suitable for roosting bats. Buildings
usually of brick or .stone construction with a small number of
features of potential value to roosting bats e.g. loose roof / ridge
tiles, gaps .in .brickwork, gaps under fascia boards, and/or warm
sealed roof-spaces with under-felt. These buildings may be used
as occasional or transient roosts in the summer, but are unsuitable

for large colonies. No _é_v_idence of bats found.

High potential Buildings with a large number of features or extensive areas of
obvious potential for roosting bats. Generally they have sheltered
locations, with .a stable  temperature regime and suitable bat-
access points. Could be suitable for a maternity roost. No evidence

of bats found. .. =

Confirmed roost Bats discovered roosting within the building, or recorded emerging
{ entering the building at dusk / dawn. Building found to contain
conclusive evidence of occupation by bats, such as bat droppings.
A confirmed record (as supplied by an established source such as
the local bat group) would also apply to this category.

Survey Limitations

2.11  Ecological surveys are limited by factors which affect the presence of plants
and animals such as the time of year, migration patterns and behaviour.
Therefore the survey of this site has not produced a complete list of plants
and animals and the absence of evidence of any particular species should not
be taken as conclusive proof that the species is not present or that it will not
be presentinthe future . o o e T

2.12 The water body search was undertaken by using Ordnance Survey plans and
aerial photographs only. These sources may not show all ponds and or water
bodies within 250 m of the site boundary and therefore some water bodies
may not have been identified.

2.13 The list of invasive plant species included on Scheduie 8 of the Wildlife and
Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) is extensive and these plants are found
in a range of different habitats, including aquatic habitats. The extended
Phase 1 survey checked, in particular, for the presence of Japanese
knotweed, giant knotweed, hybrid knotweed, giant hogweed, rhododendron
and Himalayan balsam. There may be other invasive plant species present

Bowland Ecology Ltd 4
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2.14

2.15

 2.16

217

2.18

on the site which were not recorded, but it is considered that this survey is
sufficient to identify any significant constraints posed by invasive plants. It
should be noted that March is not an optimum month for identifying these
species (as many die back over winter). o

The timing of the survey was outside the dptimurh period for completing such
a survey, however the conditions were suitable and the whole of the site was
accessible. As a result, a valid assessment of the habitats present and their

potential to support legally protected species was undertaken.

The resuits of this ecological survey have allowed an evaluation of the likely
use of the site by protected and controlled species, the need for any
additional survey work and the requirement for any mitigation works.

Evaluation and impact assessment
Nature conservation evaluation of ecological features and a preliminary

assessment of the potential impacts of the proposed development have been
carried out generally following the guidance set out by IEEM (2006):

. !nternationa't irriportance (Special Areas of Conservation, Special
Protection Areas, Ramsar sites);

e UK importance (i.e. within England, Scotland, Wales and Northern
Ireland);

. Nationai'importanc'e (Sites of Special Scientific Interest);

. Regionalfcounty importance (Local Nature Reserves, Sites of
Importance for Nature Conservation, ancient woodlands);

» Local (parish) importance (significant ecological features such as old
hedges, woodlands, ponds),

s The site and immediate environs e.g. habitat mosaic of grassiand and
scrub;

. Négtigibie importance would usually be applied fo areas of built
development, active mineral extraction, or intensively farmed
agricultural land

Further detailed ecological surveys may be required in order to fully assess
the nature conservation value of features and the impacts of the development
upon these features.

An assessment of effects on ecological features has been made using the
available design and survey information and the professional judgement of
the ecologist. This includes a consideration of the relevant legislation and
planning guidance. If there are changes to the proposals, such as a change
to the proposed development design or to the construction method and
programme, the assessment would need to be reviewed.

Bowland Ecology Ltd 5
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Results

Statutory and Non-Statutory Wildlife Sites

There is one Biological Heritage Site (BHS) within 1.5 km of the proposed
area. Great and Little Kittycaul Reef Knoll is situated 400 m south-west of the
site boundary on the southem side of Rimington Lane. The BHS is
designated for its limestone reef knolis, which support a large colony of green
hellebore (listed in the Lancashire provisional red data list of endangered
vascular plants) as well as small areas of limestone grassland, scrub and
rocky outcrops. Due to the distance of the BHS from the proposed works and
the fact that it is designated for its habitats and plant species, no impacts on
the BHS are predicted and it is not be considered further in this report,

No other statutory or non-statutory wildife sites are present on or within 1.5

Protected Species and Habitats Records =~

Online resources

ces displayed a number of BAP and local BAP species records

for the grid square SD84:

* Amphibians; common toad and great crested newt .

» .Birds; cuckoo, grasshopper warbler, corncrake, skylark, tree pipi,
.curlew, house sparrow, grey partridge, lapwing, song thrush, lesser
‘redpoll, reed bunting, ring ouzel, spotted flycatcher, ‘wood warbler,

Mammals; brown hare water _.V_Ol'e','_r" d s_qu.i'r'r'el, 'o't_t'_er and hedgehog.

yellowhammer. . . 0
* [Invertebrates; wall, small heath, white-letter hairstreak and an

assemblage of moth species. - . -

» Plants; basil thyme, field gentian, lesser butterfly orchid, pennyroyal,
small flowered catchfly, tubular water dropwort, green hellebore,
Dyer's greenweed and spring sandwort. B CRT R
Fish; Atlantic salmon, brown trout and European eel.

* - Reptile, Common lizard and slow-worm, =

» Crustacean, White clawed crayfish. -

The search of Multi Agency . Geographical - Information Centre
(www.defra.magic.gov.uk), found two areas of traditional orchard 1 km north-
west of the proposed development site. This habitat is classed under the
UKBAP habitats. Due to the distance of this BAP habitat from the site it is
considered unlikely that the proposed works will have any impact upon it. It is

therefore not considered further within this report. - -

Examination of OS mapping and aerial photos revealed no ponds marked
within 250 m of the site. ' S o

Walkover Survey :
Target notes summarising key interest features for wildlife recorded during
the extended Phase 1 survey are included in Appendix A. The Phase 1
habitat plan for the study site is presented in Appendix B which includes
dominant species codes for the habitats present and the locations of the
target notes.

Bowland Ecology Lid 6
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3.7

3.8

3.9

3.10

3.1

3.12

3.13

The proposed site is situated to the north of Rimington Lane in Rimington,
Lancashire. The site itself comprises of poor semi-improved grassland,
neutral semi-improved grassland, trees, hedgerows, scattered scrub and tali
ruderal. Two buildings are present on site with an area of hardstanding to the
east. The areas surrounding the site comprise of residential properties to the
west and arable [and to the north, east and south.

' Habitats

Scattered/continuous srub

An area of dense elder (Sambucus nigra) scrub was noted to be present on
the western boundary. Smaller areas of scattered scrub are present along the
fence line of the southern boundary. . '

Poor semi improved grassland R

The majority of the site is dominated by poor semi-improved grassland
extending from the southern boundary to the hardstanding north of the
development area. Species present include perennial rye grass (Lofium
perenne), cocksfoot (Dactylis glomerata), Yorkshire fog (Holcus lanatus),
creeping buttercup (Ranunculus repens), broad leaved ‘dock {Rumex
obtusifolius), and lesser celandine (Ranunculus ficaria), with scattered tall
ruderals including rosebay willowherb (Chamerion angustifolium) and
common nettle (Urtica dioica).

Neutral semi improved grassland

Neutral semi-improved grassiand was found in two main areas within the site.
The most extensive area was noted long the north westem edge of the site
extending south to the building 1 at TN4. A slightly smaller area was
immediately to the west of the stand of tall ruderals in the north eastern
comer of the site. Species include Yorkshire fog, fescue sp. (Festuca sp.),
cocksfoot, Timothy {Phleum pratensis), coltsfoot (Tussilago farfara), common
ragwort (Senecio jacobaea) and creeping cinquefoil (Potentilla reptans).

Qther habitat o _ S

Hardstanding creates the northern and the north eastern boundary of the site.
One area of bare ground was found on site and this was immediately east of
the building 2 at TN4. Fence line and brick walls form the majority of the
boundary with smaller stretches of species poor hedge rows on the eastern
boundary and the southern end of the western border. Apart from the
hedgerows these features are of little intrinsic ecological value.

Tall ruderal

Two stands and several areas of scattered tall ruderal vegetation were found
during the survey comprising of common nettle, rosebay willowherb and
creeping thistle (Cirsium arvense). The two main areas noted were in the
south western corner and the north eastern corner of the site.

Building

Two buildings were present on site (TN4) both next to the western boundary
of the development area. Due to the poor state of repair of B2 it is considered
to have negligible potential to support bats. Due to the construction and state
of repair of B1 it is considered that the building has low potential to support
bat roosts.

Bowland Ecology Ltd 7
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Fauna

3.14 A range of habitats are present within the site boundary including; grassland,
tall ruderal vegetation, hedgerows, trees and scrub whlch can provide a
number of opportunrtles for fauna to lnhabit the site. :

Small and medrum S|zed mammals . S : -

3.15 The grassland, scrub and tall ruderal vegetatlon prowde opportunltres for
small mammals such as mice fleld voles and shrews. The site may provide
foraging habitat for badger but no fleld signs of the spemes were observed
during the survey. e

Birds

3.16  There is potentral for common ground nesting and nestlng bll’dS to be present
throughout the site, partlcularly within the neutral semi-improved grassland,
scrub, and hedgerows onsite {TN's 1, 2, 5 and 7). These habitats are also
likely to provide foraglng habltat and connecttvrty for birds W|thm arable
habltats :

Amghlblan _ L ' » Lo o .
3.17 . The grassland and scrub habltats onsﬁe provnde surtable terrestrlal habrtat for

e great crested newts and other amphlblan species. However, due 1o the lack of
. ..ponds. within 250 m of the sue |t is. consrdered unlakely that these specres will
-.bepresent SRR LRI SN S

Invertebrates L : : '

3.18 The habitats on site prowde a surtable enwronment for a range of mvertebrate
species including butterflies and moths. The local records .centre {LeRN)
provided numerous records for moth spec:es wrthrn 1 5 km of the S|te -

Bats ' ' '

3.19 Due to the poor state of repair of the smaller building B2 it is considered to
have negligible potential to support bats. Due to the construction and state of
repair the larger building present on site, B1, is considered to provide low
potential to support bat roosts. Features of the building which provide suitable
roosting sites include spaces within the walls between the red brick outer wall
and breeze block inner wall, and behind the small overhang along the roof
edge at the gable ends. There is a small amount of suitable foraging habitat
within and around the site for feeding bats within scrub and along hedgerows.
The sycamore at TN6 is outside of the site boundary but has some branches
overhanging into the works area. The tree has a dense covering of ivy and is
considered to have low potential to support a bat roost.

3.20 No evidence of, or suitable habitat for any other iegally protected species
were recorded during the survey.

Bowland Ecology Ltd ‘ 8
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4.1

4.2

4.3

4.4

Appraisal of Impacts

Habitats :

Development of the site is likely to result in the loss of poor and semi
improved neutral grassland, species poor hedgerow, tall ruderal vegetation,
scrub and trees. All of these habitats are of value in the context of the site and
its immediate surroundings as part of a habitat mosaic. However, they are
commonly occurring and their loss is not considered to be ecologically
significant.

Birds

Removal of trees, hedgerows, scrub and grassland habitats as a result of the
proposed works would result in the loss of habitat for nesting and could result
in disturbance if site clearance is carried out within the breeding bird season
(March ~ September). '

Bats

The building B1 present on site provides low potential for roosting bats. It is
considered unsuitable for a maternity roost or iarge numbers of bats due to its
construction, damp, draughty nature and state of repair. At most the building
would be used by a small number of transient bats. Bats are highly mobile
animals and as a precautionary measure it should be assumed that individual
bats may be present in any type of building. Works to the building couid
therefore result in disturbance fo the species.

The sycamore tree at TN6 provides low potential for roosting bats. Any works
which affect the tree could therefore result in disturbance to the species.

Bowland Ecology Ltd _ 9
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Recommendations - -

Birds B A conE
It is recommended that the works should take place outside the breeding bird
season which runs from late February until September, in order to prevent any

impacts upon nesting and ground nesting birds.

Any vegetation/tree clearance work that must be carried out within the bird
breeding season will be subject to a pre-clearance bird survey carried out by a
suitably experienced ecologist. No_vegetation clearance will be carried out
within & m of an identified nest until the young have fledged and are no longer
retuning to the nest site. Vegetation will only be cleared once a scheme
ecologist has declared the nest to be no longer in use. Mitigation for the loss
of breeding bird habitat should include the planting of native species of trees
and shrubs and the provision of alternative nesting opportunities in the form of

nest boxes within the new development

Should bats be found or suspected at any time during construction activities to
B2 then, as a legal requirement, work in that area should cease immediately
until further advice has been sought from Natural England and/or a suitably
qualified ecologist/iicensed bat worker. Natural England or their agents in the

Lancashire area will be able to locate a licensed bat worker to remove any

bats present which might be harmed during the works.

If during the works it is necessary to remove the tree with low potential to
support bats at TN, it is recommended that a method of soft felling is
adopted. The limbs and the main trunk of the tree should be left undisturbed
after felling for a recommended 24 hours in order to allow any bats present to
emerge . oo o e S R T

Although there is no known bat roost present within the tree, a procedure
should be in place should bats be found or suspected at any time during
construction activities. If bats are found or suspected, as a legai requirement,
work in that area should cease immediately until further advice has been
sought from Natural England and/or the scheme ecologist. The scheme
ecologist, Natural England or their agents in the Lancashire area will be able
to locate a licensed bat worker to remove any bats present which might be
harmed during the works. If bats are exposed during the works and are
vulnerable to harm, gloves or a container should be used to move them fo a
dark and quiet area, until a bat worker has been contacted. __

Enhancement R

A key element of the National Planning Policy Framework is to minimise
impacts to biodiversity and provide enhancements. Paragraph 109 states that
‘The planning system should contribute to and enhance the natural and local
environment by minimising impacts on biodiversity and providing net gains in
biodiversity where possible’. it also states in Paragraph 118 that ‘when
determining planning applications, local planning authorities should aim to
conserve and enhance biodiversity by encouraging opportunities to
incorporate biodiversity in and around developments'.

Measures to enhance the biodiversity of the site include:

Bowland Ecology Ltd 10
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5.8

a)

b)

f)

Seeking the advice of a professionally/suitably qualified ecologist
throughout the progress of the development in order to maximise
ecological and bicdiversity gains at each stage.

Planting of scattered trees around the proposed new buildings. Species
that should be used should include hawthorn, ash, oak and rowan.
Specimens should be sourced locally, they should be planted at an
appropriate time of year (Oct — Feb, when there is no ground frost) and
protected from grazing by rabbits and deer.

Installation of bird nesting boxes on the properties adjacent to woodland
areas.

Placement of bat boxes on mature trees can provide suitable roosting
sites for crevice dwelling bats. This would provide an altemative roost site
to any bats present within the low risk building on site and the low risk bat
tree just outside the site (TN6) should it require removal through soft
feling. . o

Providing opportunities for roosting bats within the proposed residential
buildings. Incorporation of roosting opportuhities within the proposed
development should be achievable, and can be designed to meet with
planning requirements and building regulations. It is recommended that
one of the following is incorporated info each building with south or west
aspects. N - . _ _

o Access gaps between soffits and walls (15-20mm});

o Access points to the roof void via bat tiles incorporated into the
roof ‘structure or bat tubes built into gaps in the masonry or into
wall surfaces (Tubes such as the Schwegler 2FR Bat Tube would
be suitable). '

o Access points over top of cavity walls by specifically constructed
gaps;

o External bat bricks installed at a height of 3m {or close to the roof
line), in the south or west facing elevation (Schwegler 1FR Bat
Tube would be suitable).

The integration of bat roosting habitat will not cause disturbance to users
of the development, nor create aesthetic problems. Bats will not nibbie or
gnaw at wood, wires or insulation. Bat droppings do not smell strongly,
there are no known health risks associated with them. The droppings are
dry and do not putrify, but crumble away to dust, or are washed away by
rain. _

Any plantings within the new development would provide foraging habitat
for bats, and therefore have the potential to increase the value of the site.
Nectar rich plants that attract insects would be recommended as they
would enhance foraging opportunities for bats in the local area.

Resurvey of the Site

1f no works are undertaken on site within 12 months of this survey or if any
changes to the proposals are made, a further ecological survey may be
necessary (because of the mobilty of animals and the potential for
colonisation of the site).

Bowland Ecology Ltd 11
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Bowland Ecology — Rimington Lane, Rimington: Phase 1 Ecological Appraisal Report

Appendix A — Extended Phase 1 Target Notes

Target Photo Description
Note

1
The majority of the site is made up of
species poor semi  improved
grassland with scattered tall ruderal
vegetation. Species present include
perennial rye grass (Lolium perenne),
cocksfoot  (Dactylis  glomerata),
Yorkshire fog (Holcus lanatus)
creeping buttercup  (Ranunculus
repens), broad leaved dock {Rumex

obtusifolius), lesser celandine
(Ranunculus ficaria), rosebay
willowherb (Chamerion

angustifolium), nettles (Urtica dioica)
and an assemblage of bryophytes
including rough stalked feather moss
(Brachythecium rutabulum).

To the northern edge of the site are
two areas of neutral semi improved
grassland with scattered tall ruderal.
These areas are more rank than TN1
and are dominated by fescue
(Festuca sp.). Other species present
include Yorkshire fog, cocksfoot,
Timothy (Phleum pratense), coltsfoot
(Tussilago farfara), ragwort
{Jacobaea vulgaris), creeping
cinquefoil (Potentilla reptans),
hogweed (Heracleum sphondylium),
broad leaved dock, and an
assemblage of bryophytes with
scattered reed canary grass (Phalaris
arundinacea) and hard rush {Juncus
inflexus). There are numerous small
mammal holes within the sward.

There are two areas of dense tall
ruderal on site. One adjacent to the
western boundary and one to the
north east corner. Both areas are
dominated by nettle with rosebay
willowherb and creeping thistle
(Cirsium arvense). These areas
provide habitat for small mammals.

Bowland Ecology Ltd 17
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Bowland Ecology — Rimington Lane, Rimington: Phase 1 Ecological Appraisal Report

rom _ corrugated
“concrete panets “The
"n__fa:rly poor repair with

_at_' the time of the survey. There is a
sl aII overhang along the edge of the
.'roof at the gable ends The inside of

3b|, cks lndlcatmg that there may be a
.wali _cavity present. There are some
:access points to this space. !nternally
the building is messy with much
dust/old farming equipment/dung/hay
and straw on the ground. There are
several access pomts to the building
2 rnclud:ng broken windows and roof
. 'pane!s and there are gaps beneath
! T te -"panelllng, however

inside _and i_k_é!y to be damp,
| draughty and oold due io the broken
| windows and roof. paneis it has low

b potent:al asa bat roosttng site.

' There are two spectes poor
hedgerows on site. One is located to
| the south western comer and is

Bowland Ecology Ltd
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Bowland Ecology — Rimington Lane, Rimington: Phase 1 Ecological Appraisal Report

-made up of pollarded lime (Tilia sp.)
trees. The ground flora is made up of
species from the surrounding
grassland with increased amounts of
lesser celandine. The second is a
hawthom hedgerow and makes up

'the eastern boundary of the site. The

“ground flora is made up of species
from the surrounding grassland.

There is a- mature sycamore tree
located to the south eastern corner
just outside the site boundary which
is densely ivy covered and has low
potential to support roosting bats.

To the western boundary of the site
is a small area of scrub dominated by
elder (Sambucus nigra). The scrub
provides suitable habitat for breeding
birds. .

Bowland Ecology Ltd 19
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