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1.1

1.2

13

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 westem edge of Rimington village (NGR: 8D 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 grassiand
with smali areas of neutral semi-improved grassland. The boundary of the site
comprises of sections of species poor hedgerow, fence line and brick wall
with scattered areas of scrub and tall ruderal vegetation.

The purpose of the survey was to: 1} identify and map all habitats occurring
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).

Bowiand Ecology Lid 1
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2. Methodology .. .-

21 The desk study, survey and appraisal follow the Guidelines for Preliminary
Ecological Appralsal IEEM, 2012) and the Guidelines for Baseline Ecological

2.2 aim of study was fo identify the presence of statulory wildlife

2.3  Oniine resources were searched for records of protecied species. The Multi-
Agency Geographic Information for the Countryside (MAGIC) website

Www.defra.magic.gov.uk), and Natural E

nationally” :and “intemationglly ‘designated  slies of .1

importance (statutory sties only) within 1.5 km of the sitp ¢

and Local (Lancashire) Biodiversity Action Plans were also

undary. The UK
nsufted.

24 Ordnance Survey maps g !
of water bodies and notable hab
S00 m, in order to establish if
shabitat for..great
"= *habitat )50

2.5

ng to no lory designated sites of nature
conservation Importance and legally p led and notable species records
i S km of | ite bo (UIEPILTIE AL Lo

2.6 Aenalphotogmpns wers reviewed onlineat http://maps.google.co.uk/maps, to

help identify any continuous habltat and 2any other notable habitats within the

Walkover Survey .." 5.1 0L
2.7 An ecological walkover survey was underiaken on 14™ March 2013 broadly
following the ‘extended Phase 1" methodology (JNCC, 1993 (as amended)

and [EA, 1985). All features of ecological significance were target noted and

the Jocation 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 (Appendlx A).

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

29  This survey metl;nod_,reoords informéﬁg_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 Lid 2
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» assessing the potential of water bodies and land within the survey area
fo 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, snufiie
holes and latrines within the site boundary and within 30 m of that,
where access was avaflable (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 such as nesting birds (including any nests active or disused),
reptiles, water vole, ofter, white-clawed crayfish,. dormice and
invertebrates. No suitable habitat was present for reptiles, water vole,
otter, white clawed crayfish or dormice.

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

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

ins ho suitable features for roosting bats. These can
include young trees without ivy and without loose bark and obvious
cracks / fissures. Usually saplings, semi-mature specimens with a
simiall girth or niatufe trees which do not tend to form fissures as
réadily such as beech.

Low potential Tree contains limited features suitable for roosting bate. Usually

) young (sapling or semi-mature) trees with some dense ivy or loose
bark but no obvious deep cracks or fissures. No evidence of bats
found (e.g. droppings / staining).

Moderate potential Tree contains some features suitable for roosting bais. Trees with
some cracks or fissures (of depth over 50 mm) and/or large amounts
of vy / loose bark. Usually semi-mature or mature specimens.
Trees tend not to have large splits, holiow trunks or woodpecker
holes. 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 cravices. 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 /
enfering a free at dawn and / or dusk. Trees found o contain
conclusive evidence of ocoupation by bats, such as bat droppings. A
confirmed roast record (as supplied by an established source such
as the local bat group) would also fall into this category.

Negligible potential

Bowland Ecology Lid 3
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8o

fa s I-sealed nature, or have a
d. They tend to have high interior light-
dings without any roofs may

eatures for .roosfing bais (e.g. shallow
ng between bullding blocks/bricks).
be subject to large
,:points .may be
. droppings / staining).
ib-optimaf bat foraging

Low potential

iitable for roosting bats. Buildings
ruction with a small number of
18 value | ting bats e.g. loose roof / ridge
nickwork, ‘gaps lnder fascia boards, and/or warm
-spaces with under-fell. These buildings may be used

o fransient roosts in the summer, but are unsuitable

Moderate potential

of features or extensive areas of
) bats. Generally they have sheltered
jemperature regime and suitable bat-
' . matemity roost, No evidence

High poteniial

d 700s1ing within the building, or recorded emerging
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 Jocal bat group) l\ggulq_,g{sp,_‘apply to this category.

Confirmed roost

Survey Limitationg ST .

2.1 Ecological surveys are limited by factors which affect the présence of plants
and animals such as the time of year, migration pattems and. behaviovr.
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 shouid not
be taken as conclusive proof that the species. s not present or that it will not
be present jn the future . . R T

2.12  The watet. 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 Schedule 9 of the Wildlife and
Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) is extensivae 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 specles present

Bowland Ecology 11d 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. [t
should be noted that March is not an optimum month for identifying these
species (as many die back over winter). R

The tiining of the survey was outside the optimum period for completing such
a survey, however the conditions vere suitable and the ‘whole of the site was
accessible, As a result, a valid assessment of the habitats present and their
poténtial to support legally protedted 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 ass iel

Nature conservation evaluation of ecological features and a preliminary
assessment of the poténtial impacts of the proposed development have been
carried out gerierafly following the guidance set out by IEEM (2006):

. lntematlonéi iniporténce (Special Areas of Conservation, Special
Protection Areas, Ramsar sites);

s UKimportance (i.e; withln England, Scotland, Wales and Northern
Ireland);

«  National importance (Sites of Special Scientific Interest);

« Regional/county importance (Local Nature Reserves, Sites of
Importance for Nature Conservation, ancient woodlands);

¢ Local (parish) importance (significant ecological features such as oid
hedges, woodlands, ponds);

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

» Négigible importance would usually be applied to areas of built
dévelopment, 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 consiruction method and
programme, the assessment would need to be reviewed.

Bowland Ecology Ltd 5



3.1

3.2

3.3

34

3.5

3.6

Henitage Site (BHS) within 1.5 km of the_ proposed
aul Reef Knoll is sltuated 400 m south-west of the
of Riminglon Lane. The BHS is

gic
area. Great and Liftle
site boundary on the southem side
designated for its imestone reef knolis, v

ascular plants) as well as :
rocky outcrops. Due fo the distanice of th
the fact that it is designated-for its habi
the BHS are predicted and it is

Mammals; brown hare water vole, red squiel, ofter and hedgehog.
Amphibians; common toad S| x S
T,

dge. Japwing, song thrush, lesser

potted flycatcher,

g Spegie: Lo
* Plants; basil thyms, fieid gentian, lesser butterfly orchid, pennyroyal,
small flowered catchfly, tubular water dropwort, green hellebore,
Dyer:s greénweed and spring sandwort. Hid -
o -Figh; hrow:

sarch .of .:Multi - Agency ;{Geographical  -information Centre
(www.defra.magic.gov.uk), found iwp areas of traditional orchard 1 km north-
west of the proposed development site. This habitat is .classed under the
UKEBAP habitats. Due fo the distance of this BAP. habitat from the site It is
considered uniikely that the proposed works will have any impact upon it. It is

The search ..of

therefore not considered further within this report. . i~ -
Examination of OS mapping and aerial photos revealed no ponds marked
within 250 m of the site. | PR '

Target notes summarising key interest features for wildlife recorded during
the extended Phase 1 survey are Included In Appendix A. The Phase 1
habltat 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 Ltd [
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3.7

3.8

3.9

3.10

3

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 tall
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 land fo the north, east and south.

An area of dense elder (Sambucus nigra) ‘scrub was noted to be present on

the wéstern boundary. Smaller aréas of scattered scrub are present along the
fencs line of the southern boundary. . '

Poor semi improved grasstand = . .

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

Neutral semi ifproved gragstand -~ . -

Neutral semi-improved grassland was found in two main areas within the site.
Thé 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 inciude Yorkshire fog, fescue sp. (Festuca sp.),
cocksfoot, Timothy (Phleum pratensis), coltsfoot (Tussilago farfara), common
ragwort (Senecio jacobaea) and creeping cinquefoil (Potentilla reptans).

Other habitat . T R

Hardstanding creates the northemn and the north eastem 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 southem end of the westem border. Apart from the

hedgerows these features are of iittle 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 eastemn corner of the site.

Building

Two buildings were present on site (TN4) both next to the westemn 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 T
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Fauna
3.14 A range of habitats are present within the slte boundary mcludmg. grassland
tall ruderal vegstation, hedgerows, trees and scrub which can provnde a
number of rtunities for fi nainmhabltthes:te . .

and ;all ruderal ‘vegetaﬂon prowda p_pportunltles for

3.15
Vﬂel.cl voles and shrews. The site may provide
A t no field signs of the spec re observed
dunngthesurvey ) R SR
_B_m . Z . .:.1__“-. ; . T "'n
3.16 | Thg' ! rds to be present
i ]
thse s'pecras wIIl
3.18 The habitais on site pm_ @ A suital environlmnt fora mngaoflnvenebrate

ingluding butierflies.anc oths. The local records centre (LeRN)
provided numerous neoords for moth spec!es wlthin 1 5 km of thg siﬁe N

3.19 Due to the poor siate of repair of the smaller building B2 it is oonsidered 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 fo support bat roosts. Features of the building which provide suitable
roosting sftes include spaces within the walis between the red brick puter 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 serub and along hedgerows.
The sycamore at TN6 is outside of the site boundary but has some branches
overhanging Into the works area. The free 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 legally protected species
were recorded during the survey.

Bowland Ecology Ltd 8
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4.1

42

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 Iimmediate 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 matemity roost or {arge numbers of bats due to its
construction, damp, draughty nature and state of repair. At most the building
would be tised by a smail number of transient bats. Bats are highly mobile
animals and as a precautionary measure it should be assumed that individuai
bats may be present in any type of bullding. Works to the building could
therefore resuit in disturbance to the species.

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

Bowland Ecology Lid 9
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5. Recommendatrons ._ "

_ orks should take place outsrde i_he breeding bird
! ___rch runs from late ‘gbruary untrl Saptembpr, in orqer to prevent any
|mpacts upon nestmg and ground gging birds. - , )

52  Anyve | jrwt'riin the bird

ﬁégies of trees
3 In the form of

5.3 suspected at any time during construc on activities to
: work In that area sh

giand and/or a suitably
d or their agenis in the
rk

e with low potential to
thod of soft felling is

54

5.5

t. The scheme
ea will be able
y b sent which might be

ng . d during the works and are
vulnerable to harm, gloves or a container should be used to rnove them Io a
dark and qulet area, untll a bat worker has been contacted, . ..

56 A key £lement of ﬂre Natlonal Planr.ling Pplrcy Framewprk is to minimise
impacts to blodiversity and provide enhancements, Paragraph 109 states that
The planning system should contribute to and enhance the natural and locai
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, loca! planning authorities should aim to
conserve and enhance biodiversity by encouraging opportunities fo
incorporate biodiversity In and around developments’.

5.7  Measures to enhance the biodiversity of the site include:

Bowland Ecology Ltd 10
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5.8

a)

b)

d)

e)

)]

Seeking the advice of a professionally/suitably qualified ecologist
throughout the progress of the development in order fo maximise
ecological and biodiversity 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 timé of year (Oct ~ Feb, when there is no ground frost) and
protected from grazing by rabbits #nd 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 dweliing bats. This would provide an altemative roost site
16 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
Providing opportunities for roosting bats within the proposed residential
buildifigs. Incorporation of roosting opportiinities 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 into each building with south or west
"o 'Adcess gaps between soffits and walls (15-20mm);

o- Access points to the roof void via bat tiles incorporated into the
roof structuré 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 Extemnal bat bricks instailed 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 nibble 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 thé new devélopment 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 bé recommended as they
would enhance foraging opportunities for bats In the local area.

Resurvey of the Site _

If 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 mobility of animals and the potential for
colonisation of the site).

Bowland Ecology Lid 11



320.30416°F

Bowland Ecology - Rimingtor Lane, Rimington: Phase 1 Ecological Appraisal Report

References

techmque forenwmnmental audtt rapn g
Commlttee. Peterbo X L

IEA 1995 Guldelmas fpr Base!ine Ecalogk;al
Enviranmeﬂtal Assessment E&FN Spon
London. . - e

IEEM 2006 Gu:dehnes for Ecolagtcal
ngdom Institute of [Ecology and Enviroi

IEEM, 2012. Guidelines for Preliminary .
Ecology and Envaronmental Management

pact Assessment in the United
IManagement

Iog:ca! Appraml institute of

Bowland Ecology Ltd 12



£l p1 ABoioo3 puemog

TOpUSIop TSI ABSO[H08) J0 AELORUSI) ‘DUNDA 10 SBoo
Bujuie)u0g 158U B JBBU JO UD ‘U] 5120 Is8u B Buiping si 3} sjium
sepeds | emnpeyps B qinisip A@sepe:r 10 -Ajeuoguaiul

“{4en0id peluy sy ‘weispa. 3B
‘Wo 1rq Jeysybup| ‘Asid jo spuy 1sou B-e) | sinpeLpg uo
sp4iq Bupmoau) seouayjo asau Joj 9Iqe)) aue sepjeusd [eads

senads | ANPMS

-fejes 1@ “Aages oxqnd ‘yyesy syqnd “B-a sasodind ayjoeds AsA

urpeD Jo) ARio 1nq sepeds ised, jo podse: U) OBIEAE BB S2IUBDY [BIUSD Rilq Pl
Aue jo s6Ba .0 186U o1} A01jSOPp JO 6YE} Alfeuopualu] .

‘Jusiudojeasp JSAGD

10U Op PUE 10V 6y} Ul SARIARDE BIGESUSD) JO 181l oy o) Adde Ajuo esau} Ing qung Buied J0 esn Uj 8] 156U 1B O]l DIIG Plim 1'S (papuaur
‘1901 AOISSP 10 GBEUIEP O) SEOUBISWNOID UIELeS U| SIGBNEAE o1 seousar | Aue joiseu ay fogsep o sfewep ‘oye) Areuopue) o .Md. opisky _‘.mmw
1Ay

wawdo|eAsp 0} piebes u) Spaq Aue QuTysip ¢l SIG2|[BAS B.e 5BILBN| ON ‘i P Aue oxey 10 sunfu) ‘it Alleuonueni s | pue ajiipIIM

“suonouny Bunsueid Z10g suopeinbey

AQUnco PUB UMO) O UORR|B. U} SBIARDE S89pNpUl SIYL 1EHIgBY LONS JO UCHBSI (swpusy)

pue wewsbeuew ‘deeydn sty o suesw Aq Bupnpul 'wopbu| peyun eu eajo8dg

u) SpA Piw 20} 18}IGEY O BBJE PUB ANSISAID JUSIOWING B jowsuys|qese-al pue pue sjeyiqeH
souBUGUIEW ‘UoHRAIRSRd aUy e.nsus ©) £dels a)e) 0} paanbed eJe SSRLOLNY viIN ®|jo UDQBAISBUOD spaIg

-0L0Z suope|nboy seioadg pue SJelqeH JO UojeAIssLO]) i) pue
900z "0V SORUNWILIOD [BINY PUR JUSWILOIAUT [RINEN SYL ‘0002 1OV Aep jo syybry pue episAiunog sy ‘pepudiie se ‘186l PV episAijunod
pue BJIPUAL SYl 97 Suuoj {eulBuo Jiey) Ul PByNSUCD 8q PINoYs SOB JUBASIAL S sepeds pajoaiaid jsuiebe seouayo (epueled jo sjielep iy
o} pue sope [ebej pejiesp m_u_>2a Jou seop poded siy} juswssesse joedwi ey Jo Wed se SsOU8jo [epuatod jo souepinb sepiaoid podad siyl

uopeuuou] jebe

Liodex; eSEAdty [eofboaT | Bseyd uolbulily ‘eue] uaibuLRY — ABojeo3 puemog



A

Pl

Pt Aoos pueimorg

‘POpIOAR
SIqUTisAB 51 300Jop & YTROIE 1361 WY SPISANTTOD) PUB. YIPJIAL ) IPUN SUSHO UL UIKIDLOIOZ
® "Bunjaq £ Yomau 03 sapads atp 30 CIBEPUIGE 0 UCKNGUISEP [E90] 3
g1 (3

9 A[qBUOTBA1 10U P[N0O 184} AYATO FUME] 6 JO BRI [BIUIPLOUL OT) A1V FIONOE Jons Alatps
30 ‘BunoL Jtom) SRYING 30 1207 0] 0 “aompoadsy 10 paasq 03 ‘satams o3 () Aypqe

SuolaSRg sopeds pur S16)QUEH Jo DORBARSUC)) O AQ PAI2A0D 0L JOUBGINISID JO F0AS] JAMOT
Apuesrusis 103g7e 0 (q 30 ‘ayeiSior 1o ayeuIagR] 0} ‘sopods LneBua 3o Suneanqm o sjpwme 10 252
Ay sredot 6} (8 AL 51 YoRpn sounqmstp Ame Jepopsed ur sapogout sjenme Jo SOuRGINISID OWEGHR(,

30416P

Sugye o amydes gons 3o Lpqpssod s Supndaoas,, spapu o) wayey sy Sugeg so amdes apesqiad,

f
]

288 1900 DSACSDE.I0 YNOUY.2 LIS 10/ 8390 X BOUBKUTISID. QNOML PIDA |
iﬁ..?ﬂnﬁ&ﬁﬁiﬂrﬁgmé.mmm.___u@mm?uow..pm_”mszﬁaﬁ i

L e
1o

PR §i» ;
& QILS(p. J0. uonoayud. J0-Jejieys: o) pesn soed o1

MADRYLIRG

320

- QUMONIE; ALE. ) $S8008° JPYSqo: gAissapine) 10! Aleuopuauj |

" (002 0ONT) JenuEn spoy1eg |

uesasd 628 518G JSIEYM Jo

(002 BIrieN ys|Bus) sulepine. uogeBom 1ag:

-ssayuebel Aidde 01 pesepisuoo g

18004 18] JO LopaeoId Bt

R v J8q & Aq posn
(0i02 |~ eowd Bupses jo eys Buipesiq & Aonsep Jo eBewe
:u&o._:m

"SSEM Ul MOO Ul UOREYINSLGD U JUBUKLIAAOE) AKJUISSSY USIBM oL} Woy
80uady B J0 puelbuz u) pannbas s WeWdoEASP JO 1950881 Uj BIUSDY SN Uy

Bepede esaui o joy

3N) s0uesy & 88 0) Mo -Bususon uoneByy ‘seieds pepaId

'SIBq JO ZOOUBQUMISIP GJRISQESG  «
Jeq e fi) Jo anfu) ‘amyden |Asesqpg

Hodsy fesfe.ddy jexBojoo3 | esey uoiuiugy ‘e UoBuY — ABO9S PUBIMOG




Gl P ABiojoo3 pueimog

UOHEAJISUCO s 8pind o) ‘uopesedesd u) 812 10 WAL IO} UBHLIM BB SUEld UOOY se|ads
_PUE SUEld .uonoy Ja1IqeH eulioep. Uy:Bq Aewl Aeu-ng i:ua%ﬁ%%.ﬁ_gﬁs Ajuesseaeu.jou ale-peis) sejpeds pue sislaey sulL

SR 4 X SiUelUIoD -Oiisieupled- a._.«uu_‘.n.*‘. ..1-_. -eamEMHN DIO SOBMAYS w.<4. -4-‘.. WAL/

{0002
’ PV A2m o SbR Aseamporg

1002 Ul peYepdn sem copeds pue siEyqey | ®  PPBARUNOD 84} | jo  UORBAIESUO]

10151 SUL "SOIRA JO}-Zp'S' PU-pUBIBUT 404 10V DYIN W JO-L#'S Ui O} PRLGS) ese ‘MDD PUB IN LM UOREINSUCO U) ‘seiep pue | 10 VLS pepesiadns | e so} souepioduy

pueBUz 20} E)Elg JO SEMEIAIOES BU) AQ PeyRUep| 818 AIRIBAINOIQ JO LOLRAISSUCD U 0} eouekodw rdpuld jo sepads pue SIBIGeH YIM) OF'S 8002 WY redpulid
sefiunuILe) RNy % | Jo sy 0ey

-sa@ pue pueiBug uj ANSIBAPOI] BAISSUCS oy sauoyING ajand Joj ANp ay) o sjes 'S | weuwmonaug  jeine

T T T i RIS,

sapg ebeyiey

wotBojolg

"SSEM U § BION S0MPY BOJULDSE Jo puejbu3 Jo) puE SeiS SIPIM

{5002 WdQO) uopeARsuoy) [EoiBojoe pue Asseaipol] 6 Mewsle)s Aoliod Bujuueld Wg_uou == ﬁﬂ_ﬁ
] ‘peBewlep s 180| SiEYGRY JO UORRICIER) PUE UoYEBy)w Joj sipsodod “uBld wawdoeAs() UONBAISSUOY)
ym JayjeBo) ‘spedun Alexy JO JUeLISSesSE LB HOM Uy Joj uogeoppsnf peelep | (800 el Ul sspiod ybnoug 'SONIS | 8inieN 0}
& eplacid o) pesu PNOM DNIS © eye Aljejusiod pinom Jew sesodaud Jueukdoeas | uopaeyosd esuepoduy jo |8

‘LL€1-0TedpmA0Beggap-ooul)rdnyg 18 puncy 2q 18D SIIMIIPRALE JO IS [iY V "900C
15V SOMUMIIO) Iy P JISGIOMAUE TEINEN S PRe 0007 XV Kup Jo S1yBri pue oprsinunng oq) SuEpn{oat ‘SILSIAPUIE snoiea Aq payspdn uaaq vey (1861) WY spisinunoy pue JHPTLM 2L,

o

STOIAQD B J3PISUOD J0 SOROR 0} PIIEY 30 L3 SjqEIda00eun 18 Yooy K{arErqiep Losrad © JAT) MO 0) S8 WonRoesoid S, ‘Z8GT [IPMPIRD SUKIAA TUIBSY JO H6E3 o) 4q PO §1 SOPI0I, T AL,

‘podey jeseiddy (860023 | eseld uobunury ‘eue] uoiliuyuny — ABOICYT puemog



9l

P ABojoo3 puepmog

320130416P

* | 488q aney syEyqey pue seleds: leuoPpe puR o) mBU

~“pepnpuy
Jo sieygey pue:seseds jo:

poe o ) o UsxE)-UBaq BABY.$6R6dS-BL) JO BIOS JBASMOMH:, "SauBLOdI)
1811 mB1: U U0y oF' pass sBm‘obe sieef; Q1-48n0 pasmdaxd:‘ey

HIGBY: e S90R0S: JO:181). oV IBLIBUO ey

2864 ul peubis Ayseaq [eoiBoioig.
(dva) veid uomw: Ayemeaporg: oty

uo uoflisaLog By} o) nu:oanﬂm,:_mi_uo_nwoo:n:co PUR USRI 0} SATBII 9N: 8 8

fedpupg: |

'8A0q8 pequasap |-

se ;. aguepioduy

‘edpuid” jo. Jygey.
P]40 sepeds v osm.
6] Y ssejun ‘uogers)Goy-.
“Quioeds

ON

sopedg
R ] Sgel
- (dva) ueld uopsy
Amieapoig

'8906dS PLIB SyEGRY 858U} 0F SPRALUE KIS, B4 10 JWALISSe9SE UB SPu PINGHS swetlissasse 1edw) ;@9iBojoos

Hodey! jesyeiddy reaiboioaz | eseyc uobLusy ‘oue7 uoibuyumy — KBoooy puspmog




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 (Lofium 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  vulgeris),  creeping
cinquefoil  (Polentilla  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 comer. Both areas are
dominated by nettle with rosebay
willowherb and creeping thistle
(Cirsium arvense). These areas
provide habitat for small mammals.

Bowland Ecology Lid 17
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1 There are two specues poor
hedgerows on site. One is located fo

-] the south western corner and is
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B Sy

.|5_‘,II"" e

"

-made up of pollarded lime (Tilia sp.)

.| the dastem boundary of the site. The
 ground fiorai
‘fmmthe' n'ounding grassland.

trees, The ground flora is made up of
specie ‘f‘rOm the surrounding

@ up of species

. There is 'a: mature sycamore tree
located to the south eastern comer
just outside the site boundary which
is densely ivy covered and has low
potentiai to support roosting bats.

To the western boundary of the site
is a smalf area of scrub dominated by
elder (Sambicus nigra). The scrub
providés suifable habitat for breeding
blfds. .. '-.":"‘:

Bowiland Ecology Lid

19



Py ABojoo3 puewog

320130416F

oy W
[ TTS YR S T p—

L L
e
[T T
agarpley, g
i by ———

AU SRAREOTY I -
Noprk-Sbpacky aagty ' Sua MO 1 smmtmrer

enmnng e Fo-]

i et S YT )

b b (T )RR
Ll L L]

il | end Jea(L. Bupemin)
S0JOID
08r LiMO8

ue|d JR)iqeH | 8seyd papueix3 — g xjpuaddy

vodsy fesye:ddy jeaBojoog | eseyc (uoBHur ‘aueT UoBLLaY — ABOIOT PUEPWOR






