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Executive Summary

1. A bassline acologlcal survey and ecologlcal impact assessment were carmed out In
respect of land at The Warren, Hurst Grange, with regard to the proposal's
development of the site to housing

2, There is no semi-natural habitat of significant ecolfogical importance within the site
boundaries and there are no important habitats or vegetation communities occurring
on site or within the site boundarias that will be adversely affecfed by proposals

3. There are no specifically protectsed or otherwiss important species such as badgers,
reosting bats or great crested newls occurring on site and there are no known species
accurring within any adjacent site that would be likely affected by proposals

4, Itls reasonabla therefore to conclude that, with adequate mitigation, thare will be no
negative scological impact resulting from proposals to develop the site
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Contextual Statement

This report must be read In conjunction with the documeniation and drawings prepared
and submitted to the Local Planning Authority In respect of current development
propossals (as shown In Figure 5 of this report). The author of this report will accept no
responsibility for any misunderstanding resulting from a failure to consult all relevant planning
documentation or through any lack of information where responesibility for the provigion of
such is bayond the control of Cameron 8 Crook & Associates.

This report is not intended as a natural history text or scientific paper. Rather, ils purpose is to
inform the site owner, developer and local planning autherity in accordance with the
requirements of cummant local and natlonal planning guldance, In as cear and succinct a
manner as possible. To that end, all survey and assessment works camled out In respect of
current proposals are proportlonate to the slite and sltuation and only the minlmum level of
Information necessary for an Informed decislon to be made has been provided. Detalled
Information on the respective Iife cycles of protectad specles such as the bat, badger or great
crested newtl, or detailed descriptions of sundry ecological scenarios that have no relevance
to the site or development in question have therefore besn omitted.

Thig report provides no planning or legal advice and no aitempt is made to interpret any
respective planning or environmental laws that may apply to this case. Ay such interpretation
must be obtained from an appropriately qualified Planning Consultant, Planning Officer or

Lawver.

All survey works detalled within the methodology sectlon below have been elther camed out
personally by the author or by appropriately qualified, licenced and/or experenced surveyors
working under the supervision of the author. The author of this report takes full responsibllity
for the quality of data collected and any subsequent interpretation. Raw survey data and
names of individual surveyors may be provided for borne fide neasons, upon requast, but cnly
whera this is sinclly necessary and does not otherwise conflict with client, landowner or
surveyor confidentiality and privacy.

This report may not be used for any purpose other than in support of the cument planning
application (as per the proposals shown in Figure 5 of the report) without the prior written
permission of Cameron 8 Crook & Associates. Copyright of this report and the inlellectual
property rights of all data herein shall remain with Cameron 8 Crook & Associates and may
not be used or stored in any database without prior written permission.

I s ons) MPhIl CBIol MSB MIEEM

1% June 2022
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1.0 Introduction

1.1 An scologlcal survey, slte appralsal and Impact assessment wera carred out In
respect of land at The Wamen, Hurst Grange, with the following alma:

1. To establish the presence or absence of protected species and evaluate the
overall nature conservation statug of the site

2. To assess the likely impact of proposed site development works upon any
protecisd speciss that may occur on or adjacent to the area of land concemed,
and the infegrity of nature conservation interest of any other sites of ecological or
nature conservation imporiance within the vicinity

3. To provide mitigation, managemsent and aftercare proposals, as appropriate

1.2 The term site will be used in this report to refer to the area of land proposed for
development in agcordance with the ‘red line' planning boundary (at the location
shown within Figure 1.) and proposed site layout (Figure 6) unless ctherwise
indicated within the text. In that respect, it is assumed that this report will be read in
conjunction with all relevant documentation supplied as part of the respective
planning application.

Figura 1. Site location (within red fine boundary)
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Methodology

Dosktop Survey

Prlor to undertaking any site survey works, a data search was carmed out to check for
any known protected or otherwise Important specles or habltats cccurring within or
clossly adlacent to the slte boundaries. Data sources Include the following:

+ NBN Gatoway
+ MAGIC

¢ LERN

Any signifcant results are provided within the relevant sections below or within the
appendix, as appropriate.

General Ecological and Bolanical Survey

For this part of the aurvey, an approprately cut down version of Extended Phase 1
Habltat Survey methodology covering the sitie proposed for development was carmrled
out In Aprll 2022 with any evidence of binds, mammals or other apecles of Importanca
noted. The survey methodology comprised a modified version of that described in
NCGC {1990) and IEA (1995).

The habltat survey was supplementad by a vascular plant specles survey using the
‘walkabout method' as described in Kirkby (1988) and a generalized assessment of
thae site for suitability of habitat for animals, in particular protected species such as
badger, bats, bam owls and breeding birds in general, and great crested newts. Only
those species or species groups considered reascnably likely to occur on site or be
otherwise affected by proposzals to develop the site {in this case badgers and
breeding birde) were included in the more detsiled survey and assessment.

Badgers

This part of the survey was camied out concummently with the Phase 1 Habltat survey
using a scalad down verslon of the standard badger survey methodology as
described in Hamis et al (1989). In practicae, this comprised a generalized search of
the whola site where suitable habitat was found to 30m from the site boundaries, in
an altempt to identify any feeding signs, habitual runs and footprints, hairs,
droppings and latrines, scratching posts and aclual setis.

Birds

The survey was carmied out concumantly with the Phasa 1 Survay and followsd a
modified, much scaled-down version of the methodolegy described in Bibby ef af
{1992), reflecting the quality and extent of suitable breeding habitat The results of the

survey have been tabulated {within the Appendix) according to the breeding potential
of each species recomded within or closely adjacent to the site.
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3.0

3.1

3.2

3.3

Existing Situation

General Sita Description

The site in question comprises an area of currenly unmanaged, partially developed,
disturbed ground situated within a rural, agricultural setting on the edge of the small
village of Hurst Green.

The malorty Is dominated by species-poor Improved grassland that has developed to
a mosaic of rank grassland, tall-ruderal and scattered scrub, with rush pasturs
prominent in the areas of poor drainage or soil compaction.

With the exceplion of the scuthem boundary, there are no mature trees on site and
no extensive areas of scrub. There are occasional clumps of matume hawthem to the
north, which are fragments of a former hedgerow, but otherwise, no intact hedges. A
dry-sione wall with post and rail fence in areas where the wall is absent mostly bound
the site. There are no water bodies on site or close enough fo the site boundaries to
be affected.

The trees to the south of the site comprise a small clump of mature to seml-mature
sycamore, intermixed with ash, birch and hawthom.,
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3.5

The general site layout is shown in the aerial photograph (Figure 2) above, although
this photograph is relatively out of date as it shows the site prior to dsvelopment.
Further details of habitats and site features are shown within the respective
photographs (Figure 3) below, all of which wera takan in 2022 showing the site in its
current state.

Figure 3. Photographs of site fealures and habitals

Photo 3.1 The centre of the site loaking Phota 3.2 View from the centre of the sffa
towerds the aast with the rank grassiand and fooking towards the scuifiwest

rush pasture clearly visihle In the mid- and
foraground

Photo 3.3 View from the centre of the site Photo 1.4 View from the centre of the site
fooking fowards the southeast foOKINg dus south, the clump of tree alony the
southern boundary visibie to the rear jeft

Photo 3.5 Part of the sfte dominated by rank Phota 3.8 Az Phato 1.5 iooking further asst
grassiand with acattersd scrub. The adfacant ahowing and area of disturbed ground to the
agricuiturel land visible to the rear top rigirtt of view.
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Photo 3.7 Detafied view of the western
boundary with the dry-stons wall £o the rear

Photo 3.8 Close up visw of ifie smalf area of
dense scrub along the northern boundary,
adjacent to a section of dry-stone wall

Photo 3.9 View of the northem boundary
fooking sast, a dense patch of talf-rudersl
vegaiation clearly visible

Phoio 3.10 An alternatfve view of tha extensive
ares of tell-ruderal, rank grassiand and
acatfersd scruby fowsrds the northern and of
tha site, lpoking zouthwards
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3.12

Habitats and Flora
Tha sami-natural habltats and vegetation communitias recorded during the Phase 1

Habltat Survey are summarized balow.

Tabls T

NCC/RENC' Habitat

NVC? Communities

Woodland: broadieaved

No discermnible vegetation communities

Scrub: dense continuous
Scrub: scattered

W21 Crafaegus monogyna-Hedera helix scrub
W22 Prunus spinosa-Rubus frulfcosus scrub
W23 Wax suropasaus-Ritbus fruticosus scrub

W24 Rubus frulicosus-Holcus fanatus underscrub
community

Graasland: neutral, sami-
Improved {(naturally ssedad)

MG1 Amhenatherum elatius graseland

OV23 Loflum perenna-Dactyfis glomaratus community
OV28 Agrosils stolonifera-Ranunculus repans community

Improved Grassland

MGT Lodium porenna leys and ralated grasslands

Marsh/Marshy Grassland

MG10 Holoue lanafus-Juncus effusus rush pasture

Tall herb and fem: tall rudaral

OV24 Urifea diolca-Galium aparine community

OV25 Urlfea divles-Cirsium arvense community
OV26 Epifoblum hirsuturm community

OV2T Eplfoblum angustifolium community

Cultivated/disturbed land:
aphemeral/short perennlal

OV10 Poa annua-Sanecio vulgaris community

OV21 Por annue-Plantago mejor community

OV22 Poa annua-Taraxacum officinals community

OV28 Agrostls stolonifera-Ranuncuius rapsns community

" Natura Conservancy Councll and Royal Soclety for Nature Conservation habliat classification (NCC,
1940)

2 National Vegetalion Classification communities (Rocwell, 1981)

A full list of vascular plants has been provided within the appendix.

Significance of Habitats and Flora

The plants and habitats recorded on site (within the proposed development footprint)
are all relatively common and widespread in both Lancashire and Great Britain. With
respect to Blodiversity Action Plan (BAP) the hedge fragments on site ars specles-
poor and seml-defunct so do not quallfy as Important Hedgerows In respect of the
Hedgerow Regulations. Otherwise, no plant specles or habltais wers reconded that
ara listed as BAP specles or habliats elther natlonally or reglonally.

Mammals (Generai)

The site is well used by rabbits and there was some evidence red fox and small
mammal activity such as that of field vole, bank vole and wood mouse. However, due
to the level of recent dizturbance, the site is likely to be sub-optimal for most of the
mammal species that would be expecled to occur on semi-natural habitat in this type
of setling.
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3.13

3.14

3.18

3.18

3.17

3.18

Mammals (Badgers)

A detalled Inspaction of all sultable habltat within the site boundaries, to 30m, found
no conclusive slgns of badger activity such as feeding signs, runs, latrines or satts.
Whilst there Is habltat on sits Is at least marginally sultable for foraging and the
establishment of astts, no conclusive evidence was found. It Is reasonable to assume
therefors that badgers do not currently occur on site and will not be impacted by
proposals for development.

Mammaels (Bals)

During the Inltial site Inspection, no potantial bat roosting habltat such as bulldings
wera found alhough the slte s likely to bs used to a small axtant for foraging and
commuting though this activity will be confined to the margins of the site, partculary
at the northem end where the vegetation Is better established and the slte more
sheltersd. The mature treas to the south are unsuitabla for roosting and will not be
affected by developmeant proposals. Overall, the site is of very limited importance to
bats.

Whilst there is a building within the wider site (The Waren), this does not form part of
the development and will not be affected by proposals. Other buildings on site that
ara shown on the aeral photographs are no longer extant.

Birds

A small number of common bird species were recorded on site or closs by (i.e. sean
fiying over or in adjacent habitat, or heard calling). These are listed within the table
below. Those that are considerad likely to braed on site are highlighted in bold type
within the tabla below with a qualifier in the third column as to cerainty.

Tabla 2
Speciez Name Common Name Qualifier
Coarduelis chioris Grasnfinch PriNB
Columba Mvia (domest.) Feral Pigeon PrNB
Columba palumbus Wood Pigeon PrNB
Erithacus rubociis Robin PrB
Fringiffa coafaba Cheaffinch PoB
Parug cagrulous Blue fit PrA
Parus major Great TH PrB
Pice pica Magple PriNB
Troglodytes troglodytes Wran PoB
Tordus merula Blackhbird PrE
Key to Breading Qualfiars:
CoBr - Canfirmed Bresding; NoB — Not Breediryg; PriNB —Frobably Not Bresding; PrB — Probably
Breeding; PoB — Possibly Breading

The site provides 2 modest number of niches suitable for breeding birds, the maost

important areas being the mature scrub and remaining sections of hawthomn hedge to
the north of the site. Otherwise, the site has limited potential for breeding and the
potential for ground nesting birds is very low due to the unsuitable habitat structure
and level of disturbance. For the same reason, no Schedule 1 species such as bam
owl were recorded or are consldered llkely to breed or roost on slie.

Great Crested Newls

No specific amphlblan survey was carfed out due to thera balng no standing water
bodies on site. There are no ponds within 250m of the site boundaries, the nearest

10



Cameron § Crook s associates Ecologlcal Survey & Assessment — The Wamen, Hurst Grange

3.19

3.20

3.21

3.22

pond being some 500m to the north with poor habitat connectivity. There are no
historic records of any great crested newts within 1km of the sils boundarias, soitis
therefore reasonable to assume that great crested newts {Trturus cristatus) do not
occur on site and so there is unlikely to be any impact upon this specias.

Reptiles

Vory little habitat was found on slte that Ia consldered sultable for reptlles. The slte is
marginally sultable for slowworm, grass anake and adder but there were no signs of
thair llkkely presence. Therefore, since this group of species 15 relatively unknown In
this locallty, given the peor quallty of habitat and level of disturbance, it Is reasonable
to conclude that reptiles do not ocour.

invertebrafos

Due to the time of year and sub-optimal nature of the site, no specific invertabrate
survey was carried out. However, no uncommen or otherwise important species are
expected to occur due to the disturbed, cultivated nature or relatively recent
succession of the habitat on site.

Significence of Faura

With the exception of breading birds, no protected or otherwise important species
ware recorded durng any of the surveys and for the reasons outlined above none are
reasonably expected to occur on site.

Whilst no bird species listed under Scheduls 1 of the Wildlife & Countryside act were
recorded breeding or roosting within or are considered to be exclusively confined to
any specific habilat on site, since all breeding birds (with & small few exceptions) are
protected in general terms under the Wildlife & Countryside act., site design,
mitigation and the programme of site operations, must take this into account. The
most important habitats for bird breeding at this site ara the irees and shrubs,
particularty those along the site boundaries, and most of which will be retained.

11
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4.0
41
411

Potential Impacts

Likely Impact

The likely impact of the proposed site works is evalualed against the criteria laid out
in the table below which is based on NATA (New Approach to Appraisal) as
described in Byron H. (2000). This evaluation iz based on the assumption that no
mitigation works will be implemented.

Iimpact Assessment Table

Impact Nature Conservation Imporiance
Magnitude
Nagligible Local County Mational Ewropean
Baneficlal Effects | Non Non Non Non Nan
Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
NIl Effect Non Non Non Non Non
Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
Minor (short term Nen Mon Slight Modearate Moderats
or raversibla Significant Significant
affects)
Modorate MNon Slight Moderate Severs Savera
{deterioration of Signiicant
featurs
High {loas of Non Sight Moderate Severa Severe
featura) Significant
4.1.2 The evaluation criteria for nature conservation importance are as follows:

European

Habitats which are listed in Annexe 1 of the Habitats Directive and are
included as candidate or proposed Special Areas of Conservation (eSAC,

PSAC).

Species which ara listed under Schedule 2 of the Habitats Directive and form
a poepulation which would qualify the site for consideration as a Special
Protactlon Area {SPA) or Speclal Area of Conservation.

Natlonal

Habitats that would meet the criteria for inclusion, or, are located within, a
Site of Special Scientific Imerest (383I)

Spevies that are protected under national wildiffe leglsiatlon such as the
Wildife & Countryside act, are listed In a natlonal Red Data Book, or form
part of a population or agssemblage of species that would meet the criterla for
the sita being designated a slte of Speclal Sclentlfic Interest (SS3I).

County

Habftais that ara rare or uncommeon In the County, would meet the criterla for
inclusion or are included within & secend tier nature consservation site (SINC),
or which form part of a local Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP) or Habitat Acticn
Plan {HAP}

Specias which are rare or uncommen within the County, form part of a
population or assemblage of specles which would meet the criterla for

12
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inclusion or are included as part of a Site of Importance for Nature
Consarvation {SINC)

Local

Habitats that are uncommon or threatened within the Hurst Green area
Species that are uncommon or threatened within the Hurst Green area
Negligible

Habitats or Species that fit Into none of the above categories

4.2 The current ecological impacts resulting from the proposed sites development works
(see proposed layout, Figurs 5. below), based on the eriteria outlined above, are
summarized within Table 4 below.

Design Sertvices)

]
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Tablo 4. Summary of Impacis

Ecological lssues
(Receptors)

Detalls and impact Magnitude

Impact without
Mitigation

Habitats, Vegetation
Communities and Flora

Tha proposals will nesult in the loss or
modification of some areas of sami-natural
habitat including rough grasaland, tall-
ruderal vegetation. However, the majority
of the habitat that will be loat i of low
natura conservation importanca comprising
mostly disturbed or cultivated ground or
that of low speclas-diversity. Tharafore, the
Impact magniude Is consldered to be:
Madarate: Nagligible

Marmals (Badger)

No slgns of badger activity or setis were
recordsd on site or within at least 30m of
site boundaries. Therefore the impact
magnitude of the proposed development Is
considersd to be: NIl Effect: Natlonal

Non Significant

Marmmals (Bats)

No conclusive signs of roosting wera found
within the exisling buildings and no other
built structuras or mature trees suitable for
usa as hat rooats aceur on site or wilf be
otherwize affectsd. The habitat on site,
whilst likely to be used by bata to small
extant for commuting and foraging, is likely
ta ba of litter overall imgartancs to the local
bat population. The Impact magnitude Is
therefore consldered to be: Nil affect:

Eurcpsan

Non Significant

Amphbblans {Great
Crasted nowis)

Thera are no porkds on slte and none
within 250m of the site boundarias. Thara
am no historic records of great crasted
nawt within 1km of the site boundaries.
Therafore, based on curment evidencs, the
impact magnitude of the proposad
devalopment is considarad to be: NIl
Effact: European

Non Signiicant

Repliles

No slgns of any reptlles were found
anywhere an slte and thelr presence Is
conalderad to be unllkely In the general
area. Therefore the Impact magnhtude
resulting from the proposed development
Is coneldersd to be: NIl Effect: National

Non Significant

Braeding Birds {ganaral)

Removal or management of vegetation or
other habitat such as the existing pre-
fabricatad buildings during the hreeding
season i likely to result in disturbancs and
temporary loss of braading habitat. The
impact magnitude, without mitigation, is
therafore considerad to be: Minor:
National

No rara, uncommen or otherwias Important
Invertabrates are conslderad likely to occur
on elte. The Impact magnitude ks therefors
consldered to be: NIl Effect: Negliglble

Non Significant

14
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5.0
5.1

Mitigation Proposals

Taking the survey results and Impacts above Into conslderation, the Implications for
tha proposed site works and required mitigation are summarzad below.

Table 5. Surnmeary of Mitigatfon Proposais

Ecological lssues

implications/Mitigation

Botanical/Habltat

1. No speacific mitigation required

Breading Birds

1. No vegetation (or other habltat) to be removed or disturbed
during the bird breeding ssason (Febmary to July
inclusiva) until or unless this has been first checked for
breading birds by an scologist

2. Appropriate landscaping with native trees, shrubs to be
uesed {o provide altemative or additional breeding sites and
structural diversity as well as spacies diversily will be
allowsd for in planting mixtures. This to include the fitting
of bird boxes of varicus designs to retained trees.

Mammals (Badger)

1. No slgns of badgar ware found within 30m of tha slta
boundaries. However, as a precautionary measurs, in the
unllkaly event that any signs of badger activity ara
subsequently found or If there Is any rsason to belleve that
badger setts have been established within 30m, all site
works should cease and further scological advice should
ba sought with & view to a sat of appropriate mitigation
measunes being prepared and implemented.

Mammals (Bats)

1. With respect to cument praposals, there will be no

significart impact upon bats tharefore no specific
mitigation will ba reguired

2. However, should k be later necessary to remove the

mature trees sttuated along the scuthem boundary, a
spaciic bat survey will ba required to determine pressnce
of absence of roosting bats

Amphiblans (Great
Crosted Newts)

1. Thara is unliksly to ba any impact upon great crested
newts. Therefore, no specific mitigation necessary

Reptlles (Grass Snakes)

1. No specifiic miigation Is necessary

Invertebrates

1. No specific mitigation is necessary

15
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6.0 Appendix

8.1 Yascular Plant Records
Sclentific Name Common Name Ralative

Abuntdance*

Acear pseudoplalanus Sycamon O(LD)
Achllea millafolium Yamow R
Asgopodium podagrarie Ground Elder OLF)
Agrostis capiians Common Bent O(LF)
Agrostis stolonifera Creeping Bant F{LA}
Anthriscus sylvastris Cow Paraley Q
Afopecurus pratensis Meadow Fox-tall QLF)
Arrhenatherum  elatius Falss Oat-Grass ALY
Beliis perennis Dalsy O(LF)
Brachytheclum ndabaium moss F{LD)
Calystegia sephim Bindweed oL
Corastium fontanum Common Mouss-ear Q
Chamerion angustifollum Rossbay Willlow-herb F{LA}
Clrslum arvense Creeping Thistls 0
Cirsium wvulgane Spear Thistle Q
Cralnegus monogyna Hawthom O(LD}
Daciylis glomeratus Cocic's-foot F{LA)
Dryoptens digista Broad Bucklar-fem
Dryoptoris  filbx-mas Common Male Fem R
Eplichium hirsutum Great Willlow-herb F{LA}
Eplichium parvifiorum Willow-herb o
Eurrtynchium  praelengum Moss F{LD)
Festuca rubra agg. Red Fescue F{LA)
Fraxinus excelsior Ash o]
Gallium sparing Cleavers F{LA)
Garanium roberthaniimn Herb-Robaert R
Hadara halhx vy F{LA)
Heracleum sphondylium Hogweed O(LF)
Holcus lanatus Yorkehire Fog F{LA)
Hofeus moilis Creeping Soft-grass O(LF)
flox equifolium Holly 0
Juncus efisus Soft Rush F{LD)
Juncus hifexus Hard Rush F{LA}
Laliurn perenne Psrannial Rysgrass A{LD)
Mairicarla discoldes Scented Maywesd 0
Phalaris erundinecea Reed Canary-grass [¢]

16
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Polygonum avicularo agg. Knot-grass {(agg.) 0
Phelum pratense Timcthy 0
Filantayo iancokia Ribwort Plantain 0
Plantago major Broadisaved Plantain F
Foe annus Annual Meadow-grass F{LA)
Poa triviglis Rough Meadow-grass F{LA)
Potantilia arrsering Silverwaad R
Psuedosclaropodium punim oes F{LD)
Prunelle wigaris Selfheal 0
Querciss robir Common Oak 0
Ranunculus acris Meadow Buttarcup 0
Ranunciius repens Creeping Butlercup F
Rosa ceasia Northemn Dog-rosa 0
Rubus fricosus agg. Bramble F{LD)
Rumex scetosa Common Somall F
Rumex cristatus Curly Dock F
Rumex oblusiolius Broadeaved Dock F{LA)
Salix alba White Willow oL
Salix capren Goat Willow OfLF)
Sallx cinerea Gray Willow OLF)
Sembucus nigna Elder F
Sensecio facobaaa Common Ragwort 0
Sftene divica Red Camplon Q
Sonchus oloraceus Parannial Sow-histe o
Trifollum pratense Red Clover F
Trifoflum repens White Clover F
Urtiea diclea Common Nettle F{LD)

*D — Dominant; A — Abunciant; F — Frequent; O —QOccaglonal; R — Rare; L — Locally; P-Planted

17
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