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1 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

1.1.1 John Wenman Ecological Consultancy LLP was instructed by ACG Architects to 

undertake a Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (PEA) - including a Preliminary Roost 

Assessment (PRA) - at Whitley Park Primary School in Reading, Berkshire. The aim of 

the PEA is to determine the actual or potential impacts to protected/notable species and 

habitats that may be present both on- and off-site and establish appropriate mitigation 

measures in accordance with the mitigation hierarchy. The PEA was commissioned to 

accompany a planning application to be submitted to Reading Borough Council seeking 

consent for a new building (in outline), parking, landscaping and boundary treatment at 

the site – see proposed landscape plans in Appendix 2. 

1.1.2 The desk study (including a TVERC 1 kilometre data search) revealed that the 

application site is not statutorily or non-statutorily designated for its wildlife interest and 

there are no protected/notable species records for the site. 

1.1.3 The site forms part of the Whitley Park Primary School and comprises the educational 

buildings and surrounding managed land of Whitley Park Primary School in Reading, 

Berkshire.  The application site forms part of the wider school site but this PEA has 

assessed the entire school site to form a robust impact assessment. The school is 

situated within a suburban area with residential properties and their associated gardens 

to the north, east and south, and industrial development to the west beyond the B3031. 

The habitats observed included: g4 Modified grassland; h2b Non-native and ornamental 

hedgerow; u1e Built linear features; u1b5 Buildings; u~847 Introduced shrub; 32 

Scattered trees; and 41 Ponds (non-priority habitat). 

1.1.4 The site supports habitats of ecological value at the site level and the habitats to be 

directly impacted by the proposals is of low and very low value at the site level. Through 

appropriate mitigation measures during construction, no adverse impacts are anticipated 

on habitats on the school site. Through appropriate mitigation measures during 

construction, no adverse impacts are anticipated on existing habitats. The proposals do not 

meet the exemption criteria for mandatory biodiversity net gain (BNG), and therefore the 

development will need to achieve the mandatory minimum of 10% BNG.  

1.1.5 Section 9 of this report provides the following recommendations: 

• Precautions to protect existing trees and compensatory planting/relocation; 

• Sensitive lighting scheme to lessen impacts on bats and other wildlife; 
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• Precautions for nesting birds and small mammals; and 

• Biodiversity enhancements. 

1.1.6 This type of report is typically valid for up to 18 months; after which point a professional 

ecologist may need to review the report’s validity (CIEEM 2019b).
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2 INTRODUCTION 

2.1 Project Background 

2.1.1 John Wenman Ecological Consultancy LLP was instructed by ACG Architects to 

undertake a Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (PEA) at Whitley Park Primary School in 

Reading, Berkshire. 

2.1.2 The PEA was commissioned to determine the actual or potential impacts to 

protected/notable species and habitats that may be present both on- and off-site and 

establish appropriate mitigation measures in accordance with the mitigation hierarchy. 

The proposals are for a new building (in outline), parking, landscaping and boundary 

treatment at the site - see proposed landscaping plans in Appendix 2 and proposed 

block plan for new building in Appendix 3. A Preliminary Roost Assessment of the 

building to be extended was carried out as part of this assessment – refer to plan in 

Appendix 4 for building location. 

2.2 Site Location and Context 

2.2.1 The application site forms part of Whitley Park Primary School and its associated 

grounds in Reading, Berkshire (OS grid reference: SU 71879 70607).   

2.2.2 The school grounds comprise a 3.05ha school site comprised of multiple buildings 

surrounded by hard standing, hedgerows, treelines and managed recreational grounds. 

The school is situated within a suburban area with residential properties and their 

associated gardens to the north, east and south, and industrial development to the west 

beyond the B3031. Recreational grounds are situated approximately 430 metres to the 

east and 660 metres to the south with a mixed priority woodland parcel approximately 

700 metres to the east of the site. 

2.2.3 Further surroundings include suburban housing to the south and east, Reading town 

centre to the north, and open grassland beyond commercial development to the west 

with the River Kennet situated 900 metres to the northwest. 

2.3 Report Objectives 

2.3.1 The aim of this PEA is to understand the nature of the site and assess its ecological 

value.  The key objectives are to: 

• identify any likely ecological constraints associated with the planning proposals; 

• establish appropriate mitigation measures in accordance with the mitigation 

hierarchy (i.e. avoid > mitigate > compensate); 
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• determine any additional surveys that may be required following on from this 

preliminary stage; and 

• recognise opportunities to deliver ecological enhancements in line with national 

and local planning policy. 
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3 LEGISLATIVE BACKGROUND 

3.1 Relevant Legislation 

3.1.1 The following legislation is considered relevant for the purpose of this Preliminary 

Ecological Appraisal (PEA): 

• Wildlife and Countryside Act (W&CA) 1981 (as amended) 

• Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations (‘Habitat’) Regulations 2017 (as 

amended) 

• Countryside and Rights of Way (CRoW) Act 2000 

• Natural Environment and Rural Communities (NERC) Act 2006 

• Protection of Badgers Act 1992 

• Wild Mammals (Protection) Act 1996 

3.1.2 These acts hold relevance to both protected and invasive species and the degree of 

protection varies depending on faunal/floral group or species.  For example, some 

species of European importance receive full protection in England and Wales under the 

Habitat Regulations (e.g. bats), whereas others may only be afforded protection through 

national legislation such as the W&CA 1981 (as amended) (e.g. common lizard).  For a 

detailed overview of species-specific legislation, please refer to Appendix 1. 

3.2 European Protected Species Mitigation Licensing 

3.2.1 The Government’s statutory nature conservation advisory organisation, Natural England, 

is responsible for issuing European Protected Species (EPS) mitigation licences that 

permit activities that would otherwise lead to an infringement of the Habitat Regulations.  

An EPS mitigation licence can be issued if the following three tests derived from 

Regulation 55 have been satisfied: 

• (2)(e) – the derogation is for the purposes of ‘preserving public health or public 

safety or other imperative reasons of overriding public interest, including those of 

a social or economic nature and beneficial consequences of primary importance 

for the environment.’ 

• (9)(a) – there is ‘no satisfactory alternative’ to the derogation; and 

• (9)(b) – ‘the action authorised will not be detrimental to the maintenance of the 

population of the species concerned at a favourable conservation status in their 

natural range.’ 
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3.2.2 Local Planning Authorities (LPAs) have a statutory duty under Regulation 7(3)(e) of the 

Habitat Regulations consider and determine whether these three tests are likely to be 

satisfied by planning proposals affected EPS before granted planning permission.  If an 

EPS mitigation licence is necessary, a licence can be sought once all the necessary 

planning consents have been granted.  Natural England aims to issue a decision on 

licence applications within 30 working days of submission. 

3.2.3 The Bat Mitigation Class Licence (BMCL) scheme allows ecologists to apply to become 

Registered Consultants to use this licence for low conservation status roosts, i.e. roosts 

comprising small numbers of seven commonly occurring species.  A site registration 

form must be completed as a condition of the licence and submitted to Natural England 

at least three weeks before the licensable activities are due to start; Natural England 

aims to register sites within two weeks of submission. 

3.2.4 Baseline survey information supporting EPS mitigation licence applications or BMCL site 

registrations must be up-to-date and have been completed within the current or most 

recent optimal season.  A suitably experienced ecologist will be required to undertake a 

site walkover/check within three months prior to application/registration submission to 

confirm that conditions have not changed since the most recent survey. 

3.2.5 The District Level Licensing (DDL) scheme is an alternative approach to traditional 

mitigation licensing which authorises developments that adversely affect GCNs.  Instead 

of relying solely on site-specific mitigation and compensation, a ‘Conservation Payment’ 

can be made to fund a net increase in GCN habitat elsewhere.  Please refer to the 

NatureSpace guidance for more details. 
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4 PLANNING POLICY 

4.1 National Planning Policy 

4.1.1 The biodiversity duty imposed through the Environment Act 2021 states that Local 

Planning Authorities (LPAs) must consider what action they can take to conserve and 

enhance biodiversity in England. 

4.1.2 The ODPM Circular 06/2005 provides guidance on the application of the law relating to 

planning and nature conservation in England, stating that ‘the presence of a protected 

species is a material consideration when a planning authority is considering a 

development proposal that, if carried out, would be likely to result in harm to the species 

or its habitat.’ 

4.1.3 The revised National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), published in December 2024 

and last updated in August 2026, sets out the Government's planning policies for 

England and how they should be applied.  Section 19 of the NPPF sets out the approach 

local authorities should adopt to conserve and enhancing the natural environment when 

preparing planning policy and when considering planning applications.  N2: Improving 

the natural environment sets out the principles LPAs should apply when determining 

planning applications, as follows: 

‘To contribute positively to the natural environment, and support nature’s recovery, 

development proposals should:  

a. Consider the environmental qualities of land proposed for development, including 

habitats, landscape character and the natural beauty of the countryside, and identify 

opportunities for those qualities to be conserved or enhanced (including through 

requirements for biodiversity net gain where these apply);  

b. Take into account the quality of agricultural land (including that classified as best and 

most versatile agricultural land, and its grade), and if significant development of 

agricultural land is necessary, use areas of poorer quality land where possible;  

c. Take suitable opportunities to connect to and strengthen ecological networks that 

extend beyond the site, drawing on the measures proposed by Local Nature Recovery 

Strategies, National Forest Strategies and Community Forest Plans, where present, and 

other relevant assessments;  

d. Conserve and enhance existing natural features of visual, historic or nature 
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conservation value (such as established trees and hedgerows) where possible; and use 

appropriate landscaping to help create a well-designed place and integrate the 

development into its surroundings;  

e. Use green infrastructure provided as part of the scheme and nature-based solutions 

to secure multiple benefits: such as for biodiversity; surface water and pollution 

management (including maintaining flow rates and water quality); climate change 

mitigation and adaptation, and recreation;  

f. Minimise any adverse impacts on biodiversity and include features which support 

priority or threatened species such as swifts, bats and hedgehogs. Development 

proposals should incorporate integrated nest boxes (commonly known as swift bricks) 

into their construction unless there are compelling technical reasons which prevent their 

use, or would make them ineffective; and  

g. Ensure that green infrastructure and other features to support nature are located and 

designed to minimise risk of future failure, and that appropriate measures are in place for 

any necessary long-term management.  

2. If significant harm to biodiversity resulting from a development cannot be avoided 

(through locating on an alternative site with less harmful impacts), adequately mitigated 

or, as a last resort, compensated for, then the development should be refused.  

3. Development proposals may incorporate biodiversity enhancements which exceed the 

statutory objective for biodiversity net gain, but this should only be a requirement where 

it is set out in up-to-date development plan policies for specific site allocations. Decision 

makers should not give weight to other development plan policies which require 

biodiversity gains which go beyond the statutory framework, including where a policy 

requires gains for development proposals which are exempt.’ 

4.1.4 In England, BNG became mandatory for major development from the 12th February 2024 

and for minor development (small sites) from the 2nd April 2024 under Schedule 7A of 

the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as inserted by Schedule 14 of the 

Environment Act 2021).  In practice, planning permission in England is now subject to a 

condition to secure a minimum 10% net gain for biodiversity, unless the development is 

a type that is exempt from mandatory BNG requirements. 

4.2 Local Planning Policy 

4.2.1 Planning policy within the Reading Borough is defined by the policies within the Local 
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Plan (adopted Nov 2019).  The policy relevant to biodiversity and natural environment is 

as follows: 

‘EN12: BIODIVERSITY AND THE GREEN NETWORK  

 

a) The identified Green Network, the key elements of which are shown on the 

Proposals Map, shall be maintained, protected, consolidated, extended and 

enhanced. Permission will not be granted for development that negatively affects 

the sites with identified interest or fragments the overall network. The Green 

Network comprises:  

 

• Sites with identified biodiversity interest - Local Wildlife Sites, Local Nature 

Reserves, Biodiversity Opportunity Areas, protected and priority species and 

their habitats, Priority and Biodiversity Action Plan habitats, and the River 

Thames and all its tributaries (including the River Kennet and the Kennet & 

Avon Canal); and  

• Areas with potential for biodiversity value and which stitch the Green 

Network together – designated Local Green Space and open green spaces, 

and existing and potential Green Links.  

 

New development shall demonstrate how the location and type of green space, 

landscaping and water features provided within a scheme have been arranged 

such that they maintain or link into the existing Green Network and contribute to 

its consolidation. Such features should be designed to maximise the 

opportunities for enhancing this network. All new development should maximise 

opportunities to create new assets and links into areas where opportunities are 

as yet unidentified on the Proposals Map.  

 

b) On all sites, development should not result in a net loss of biodiversity and 

geodiversity, and should provide a net gain for biodiversity wherever possible. 

Development should: 

  

• Protect and wherever possible enhance features of biodiversity interest on 

and adjacent to the application site, incorporating and integrating them into 

development proposals wherever practicable; and  

• Provide new tree planting, wildlife friendly landscaping and ecological 

enhancements (such as wildlife ponds, bird and bat boxes) wherever 

practicable.  
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In exceptional circumstances where the need for development clearly outweighs 

the need to protect the value of the site, and it is demonstrated that the impacts 

cannot be: 1) avoided; 2) mitigated or; 3) compensated for on-site; then new 

development will provide off-site compensation to ensure that there is “no net 

loss” of biodiversity.  Provision of off-site compensation shall be calculated in 

accordance with nationally or locally recognised guidance and metrics.  It should 

not replace existing alternative habitats and should be provided prior to 

development.’ 

4.2.2 With regards to mandatory BNG for Reading Borough Council, an addendum to the 

validation requirements was published in February 2024 and gives a full description of 

how the biodiversity gain condition will function and provides links to relevant 

government guidelines outlining how it will work in practice and the requirements for both 

developers and the local authority.
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5 SURVEY METHODOLOGY 

5.1 Desk Study 

5.1.1 A desktop study was conducted by Jake Morgan – a Qualifying member of CIEEM.  The 

study utilised data from open access online resources to acquire information on the 

nature of the site and its surroundings and highlight any potential ecological features.  

5.1.2 In accordance with the Guidelines for Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (2nd Edition) 

(CIEEM 2017), Thames Valley Environmental Records Centre (TVERC) was 

commissioned to undertake a search of pre-existing records of protected and/or notable 

species and non-statutorily designated wildlife sites held by them within a 1km radius 

around a central point inside the site. 

5.1.3 The DEFRA Data Services Platform was used to obtain geospatial datasets for 

designated sites (i.e. RAMSAR, SPA, SAC, SSSI) and important habitats (i.e. Priority 

Habitat Inventory, Ancient Woodland Inventory) to be analysed in QGIS.  The Multi-

Agency Geographical Information Centre (MAGIC) website was examined for granted 

European Protected Species (EPS) licence applications.  These geospatial datasets and 

Google Earth satellite imagery were used to determine the extent and connectivity of 

habitats, how the site is linked to the surrounding landscape and whether the 

development could have wider scale impacts on biodiversity. 

5.1.4 Historical OS maps and Google Earth satellite imagery were consulted to provide insight 

into historic and current land use; such information helps contextualise the continuity of 

habitats and determine the importance of existing ecological features on site. 

5.2 Field Survey 

UK Habitat Classification Survey 

5.2.1 A site walkover was undertaken on the 10th July 2025 by Stephen Foot MCIEEM and 

assisted by Callum Waldie.  The site was surveyed using the UK Habitat Classification 

(UKHab) system (UKHab Ltd 2023) in accordance with the Guidelines for Preliminary 

Ecological Appraisal (2nd Edition) (CIEEM 2017).  Particular attention was given to 

evidence of protected and priority species (NERC Act 2006 Section 41 Species of 

Principal Importance (SPI)) and the site’s potential to support such species. 

5.2.2 A ground level tree assessment of the individual white poplar tree was undertaken on 

10th November 2025 by Meghan Porter-Smith registered under Natural England Bat 

Survey Class Licence CL17 (Registration no.: 2025-86253-CL17-BAT) and assisted by 
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Jake Morgan, in accordance with good practice guidelines (Collins 2023). 

5.2.3 There were no significant survey constraints because full access was available to the 

site. The survey was subject to seasonal constraints because not all plant and animal 

species are visible throughout the year and therefore the report represents a snapshot of 

the site at the time of the survey only. 

Building Inspection 

5.2.4 A detailed inspection of the exterior of the building to be extended on-site was also 

undertaken on the 10th July 2025 by Stephen Foot registered under Natural England Bat 

Survey Class Licence CL18 (Registration no.: 2016-23400-CLS-CLS) and Callum 

Waldie, in accordance with good practice guidelines (Collins 2023) – refer to plan in 

Appendix 4 for building location.   

5.3 Report Validity 

5.3.1 This type of report is typically valid for up to 18 months; after which point a professional 

ecologist may need to review the report’s validity (CIEEM 2019b).
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6 DESK STUDY FINDINGS 

6.1 Designated Sites 

6.1.1 The desk study returned no internationally designated sites within a 5km radius and one 

nationally designated statutory site within a 2km radius. Three locally designated non-

statutory sites, i.e. Local Wildlife Site (LWS), were highlighted within a 1km search 

radius – see Tables 1a and 1b below. 

Table 1a. Statutorily designated sites within the vicinity of the site (Source: DEFRA). 

Site name Designation Description Distance from 
nearest site 
boundary (m) 

Pearman’s 
Copse 

Local Nature 
Reserve (LNR) 

A 6.89ha parcel of ancient woodland surrounded by 
community woodland that links with Dinton 
Pastures Country Park. The ancient woodland 
comprises ash (Fraxinus excelsior), hazel (Corylus 
avellana) and oak (Quercus robur). 

1950 SE 

 
Table 1b. Non-statutorily designated sites within the vicinity of the site (Source: DEFRA). 

Site name Designation Description Distance from 
nearest site 
boundary (m) 

The 
Cowsey 

Local Wildlife 
Site (LWS) 

A 17.8ha west-facing hillside that is covered by 
mature scrub and broadleaved woodland. There are 
natural springs and ponds which support a network 
of wetland plants. Some grassland areas are damp 
and support rushes. There are fragmented sections 
of richer grassland which supports birds-foot trefoil 
(Lotus corniculatus), agrimony (Agrimonia 
eupatoria), lesser stitchwort (Stellaria graminea), 
common knapweed (Centaurea nigra), meadow 
vetchling (Lathyrus pratensis), creeping cinquefoil 
(Potentilla reptans), common sorrel (Rumex 
acetosa) and hard rush (Juncus inflexus).  

690 E 

River 
Kennet / 
Kennet & 
Avon 
Canal 

Local Wildlife 
Site (LWS) 

A 9.48ha stretch of the river that runs from 
Southcote Lock to Waterloo Meadows. The high-
quality chalk river contains marginal vegetation that 
variates along the length of the site with some 
sections being more diverse than others. The area 
south of Fobney Island is particularly diverse with 
many wetland indicators. The river is considered an 
important wildlife corridor that allows for good 
populations of damselflies and dragonflies, as well 
as water vole.  

890 NW 

Fobney & 
Kennet 
Valley 
Meadows 

Local Wildlife 
Site (LWS) 

A 140.4ha area of permanent pasture with wet 
grassland and swamp vegetation. A series of 
ditches allows for tall wetland and aquatic species 
as well as small areas of woodland. Species 
present including common reed (Phragmites 
australis), common marsh bedstraw (Galium 
palustre), yellow flag iris (Iris pseudacorus) and 
purple loosestrife (Lythrum salicaria) allow for 
dragonflies and damselflies. The meadows flood 
during winter to allow for overwintering wildfowl.  

920 NW 

 

6.2 Important Habitats 

6.2.1 There are no irreplaceable habitats (e.g. Ancient Semi-natural Woodland) or priority 

habitats (Section 41 NERC Act 2006 Habitats of Principle Importance (HPI)) on site or 

mapped within 50m of the site. 
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6.3 Protected Species and Notable Species 

6.3.1 The search of the TVERC database revealed a range of protected and notable species 

records starting from 1960.  Only recent records defined as less than ten years old are 

included in this report (see Tables 2a & 2b below). 

 
Table 2a. Recent protected and/or notable species records within the vicinity of the site (Source: TVERC). 

Common name Scientific name No. of 
records 

Most 
recent 
record 

Nearest 
record 
(m) 

Precision 
(m) 

Status 

Amphibians & Reptiles 

Grass snake Natrix helvetica 5 2015 ~960 10 WCA_5s91k 
NERC_S41 

Slow-worm Anguis fragilis 6 2015 ~960 10 WCA_5s91k 
NERC_S41 

Birds 

Barn owl Tyto alba 9 2022 ~1000 1000 WCA_1p1 

Black tern Chlidonia niger 1 2016 ~1000 1000 WCA_1p1 

Black-tailed 
godwit 

Limosa limosa 2 2019 ~1000 1000 WCA_1p1 
NERC_s41 
BOCC_red 

Black-winged 
stilt 

Himantopus 
himantopus 

16 2022 ~1000 1000 WCA_1p1 

Bullfinch Pyrrhula 
pyrrhula 

43 2023 ~1000 1000 NERC_s41 

Cetti’s warbler Cettia cettia 155 2023 ~1000 1000 WCA_1p1 

Cuckoo Cuculus canorus 70 2022 ~1000 1000 NERC_s41 
BOCC_red 

Dunlin Calidris alpina 10 2018 ~1000 1000 BOCC_red 

Dunnock Prunella 
modularis 

12 2020 ~400 1000 NERC_s41 

Fieldfare Turdus pilaris 28 2021 ~1000 1000 WCA_1p1 
BOCC_red 

Firecrest Regulus 
ignicapilla 

5 2018 ~1000 1000 WCA_1p1 

Garganey Spatula 
querquedula 

110 2017 ~1000 1000 WCA_1p1 

Grasshopper 
warbler 

Locustella 
naevia 

20 2019 ~1000  1000 NERC_s41 
BOCC_red 

Green sandpiper Tringa ochropus 216 2023 ~1000 1000 WCA_1p1 

Greenfinch Chloris chloris 66 2023 ~1000 1000 BOCC_red 

Greenshank Tringa nebularia 82 2021 ~1000 1000 WCA_1p1 

Hawfinch Coccothraustes 
coccotharustes 

1 2023 ~1000 1000 NERC_s41 
BOCC_red 

Herring gull Larus 
argentatus 

59 2023 ~1000 1000 NERC_s41 
BOCC_red 

Hobby Falco subbuteo 1 2017 ~1000 1000 WCA_1p1 

House martin Delichon 
urbicum 

31 2021 ~1000 1000 BOCC_red 

House sparrow Passer 
domesticus 

10 2019 ~1000 1000 NERC_s41 
BOCC_red 

Kingfisher Alcedo atthis 15 2023 ~1000 1000 WCA_1p1 

Lapwing Vanellus 
vanellus 

300 2022 ~1000 1000 NERC_s41 
BOCC_red 

Lesser redpoll Acanthis cabaret 12 2023 ~1000 1000 NERC_s41 

Lesser spotted 
woodpecker 

Dryobates minor 1 2017 ~1000 1000 NERC_s41 
BOCC_red 

Linnet Linaria 
cannabina 

2 2023 ~1000 1000 NERC_s41 
BOCC_red 

Marsh harrier Circus 
aeruginosus 

1 2022 ~1000 1000 WCA_1p1 

Mediterranean 
gull 

Ichthyaetus 
melanocephalus 

1 2020 ~1000 1000 WCA_1p1 

Merlin Falco 
columbarius 

2 2023 ~1000 1000 WCA_1p1 
BOCC_red 
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Mistle thrush Turdus 
viscivorus 

16 2022 ~1000 1000 BOCC_red 

Nightingale Lusinia 
megarhynchos 

10 2022 ~1000 1000 BOCC_red 

Peregrine Falco peregrinus 121 2023 ~1000 1000 WCA_1p1 

Pochard Aythya ferina 2 2022 ~1000 1000 BOCC_red 

Red kite Milvus milvus 53 2023 ~1000 1000 WCA_1p1 

Redwing Turdus iliacus 117 2022 ~1000 1000 WCA_1p1 

Reed bunting Emberiza 
schoeniclus 

182 2023 ~1000 1000 NERC_s41 

Ruff Calidris pugnax 2 2016 ~1000 1000 WCA_1p1 
BOCC_red 

Skylark Alauda arvensis 15 2023 ~1000 1000 NERC_s41 
BOCC_red 

Song thrush Turdus 
philomelos 

34 2023 ~1000 1000 NERC_s41 
BOCC_red 

Spotted 
flycatcher 

Muscicapa 
striata 

15 2021 ~1000 1000 NERC_s41 
BOCC_red 

Starling Sturnus vulgaris 10 2021 ~1000 1000 NERC_s41 
BOCC_red 

Swift Apus apus 131 2022 ~1000 1000 BOCC_red 

Whimbrel Numenius 
phaeopus 

12 2021 ~1000 1000 WCA_1p1 
BOCC_red 

Whinchat Saxicola rubetra 33 2022 ~1000 1000 BOCC_red 

Wood sandpiper Tringa glareola 13 2019 ~1000 1000 WCA_1p1 

Woodcock Scolopax 
rusticola 

5 2021 ~1000 1000 BOCC_red 

Yellow wagtail Motacilla flava 7 2022 ~1000 1000 NERC_s41 
BOCC_red 

Higher Plants 

Lizard orchid Himantoglossum 
hircinum 

1 2019 ~1000 1000 WCA_8 

Invertebrates 

Stag beetle Lucanus cervus 20 2023 ~150 100 NERC_s41 

Blood-vein Timandra 
comae 

1 2015 ~1000 1000 NERC_s41 

Cinnabar Tyria jacobaeae 3 2019 ~1000 1000 NERC_s41 

Terrestrial Mammals (bats) 

Common 
pipistrelle 

Pipistrellus 
pipistrellus 

21 2020 ~350 100 HabReg_2 
WCA_5s94b/c 

Daubenton’s bat Myotis 
daubentonii 

1 2015 N/A N/A HabReg_2 
WCA_5s94b/c 

Noctule Nyctalus noctula 8 2022 N/A N/A HabReg_2 
WCA_5s94b/c 
NERC_s41 

Serotine Eptesicus 
serotinus 

1 2017 N/A N/A HabReg_2 
WCA_5s94b/c 

Soprano 
pipistrelle 

Pipistrellus 
pygmaeus 

16 2022 N/A N/A HabReg_2 
WCA_5s94b/c 
NERC_s41 

Terrestrial Mammals (excl. bats) 

Badger Meles meles 18 2024 N/A N/A PBA 

Hedgehog Erinaceus 
europaeus 

9 2023 ~430 1 NERC_s41 

Water vole Arvicola 
amphibius 

2 2020 ~910 10 WCA_5s94b/c 
NERC_s41 

 
Table 2b. Species status key. 

Abbreviation Legislation 

BOCC_red Birds of Conservation Concern Red list – Globally threatened according to IUCN 
criteria; those whose population or range has declined rapidly in recent years; 
and those that have declined historically and not shown substantial recovery. 

HabReg_2 Schedule 2 of Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 
(European Protected Species animal) – It is an offence (subject to exceptions) to 
deliberately capture, kill, disturb, or trade in the animals listed in Schedule 2. 
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NERC_s41 Priority Species listed under Section 41 of the Natural Environment and Rural 
Communities Act 2006. 

PBA Protection of Badgers Act 1992. 

WCA_1p1 Schedule 1 Part 1 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) – birds 
protected from disturbance at their nests, or their dependent young. 

WCA_5s91k Schedule 5 Section 9 Part 1 (taking) of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as 
amended) – Animals which are protected from being intentionally killed or 
injured. 
 

WCA_5s94b/c Schedule 5 Section 9 Parts 4b/c of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as 
amended) – Animals which are protected from intentional disturbance while 
occupying a structure or place used for shelter or protection / Animals which are 
protected from their access to any structure or place which they use for shelter 
or protection being obstructed. 

WCA_8 Schedule 8 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) – Plants and 
fungi that are protected from intentional picking, uprooting or destruction; selling, 
offering for sale, possessing or transporting for the purpose of sale; advertising 
for buying or selling. 
 

6.3.2 European Protected Species (EPS) mitigation licences that have been granted inside a 

2km radius of the application site in the last 10 years, are detailed in Table 3 below. 

 
Table 3. European Protected Species (EPS) licences granted within a 2km radius (Source: MAGIC). 

Case Reference of 

Granted Licence 

Species on the 

Licence 

Licensable 

Period 

Licensable Works Distance 

(m) 

2015-14868-EPS-MIT Brown long-eared & 

common pipistrelle 

10/12/2015 – 

30/11/2018 

Destruction of a 

resting place 

1400 W 

2015-15933-EPS-BDX Common pipistrelle 28/09/2015 – 

31/10/2015 

Damage and 

destruction of a 

resting place and 

breeding site 

1530 S 

 

6.3.3 The NatureSpace District Level Licensing impact risk map for Reading Brough Council 

shows the application site falling within a green zone, i.e. moderate habitat suitability 

where GCN may be present.  No potential breeding ponds were identified on OS 

mapping within a 500m radius of the site. There is one pond located in the wildlife area 

on the school site that was dry at the time of the survey. 

6.4 Historic and Current Land Use 

6.4.1 Google Satellite imagery dating from 1985 shows that the application site has not 

significantly changed other than the addition of a building on-site between 2006 and 

2010.
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7 HABITAT SURVEY 

7.1 Overview 

7.1.1 The site covers an area of 3.05ha that comprises the educational buildings and 

surrounding managed land of Whitley Park Primary School in Reading, Berkshire.  The 

school is situated within a suburban area with residential properties and their associated 

gardens to the north, east and south, and industrial development to the west beyond the 

B3031. 

7.1.2 The following UK Habitat Classification (UKHab) habitat types were recorded during the 

site walkover: g4 Modified grassland; h2b Non-native and ornamental hedgerow; u1e 

Built linear features; u1b5 Buildings; u~847 Introduced shrub; 32 Scattered trees; and 41 

Ponds (non-priority habitat). The UKHab habitats and building assessment are described 

alongside photographs (see Photographs 1-15) and a survey plan (see Figure 1), as 

follows: 

7.2 g4 Modified grassland 

7.2.1 The site included a large section of closely mown grassland used as recreational ground 

and natural sports pitches, situated within the southeast half of the application site 

(Photograph 1). In addition, formally managed sections of grassland were situated 

across the northwest and northeast elevations of the central buildings as well as within 

the main car park to the northeast, and the rear entrance to the site at the northwest 

(Photographs 2 – 3). The grassland was dominated by grass species with a high 

abundance of perennial rye grass (Lollium perenne), occasional creeping bent (Agrostis 

stolonifera) and annual meadow grass (Poa annua), and herbaceous species such as 

common daisy (Bellis perennis), creeping buttercup (Ranunculus repens), ribwort 

plantain (Plantago lanceolata), greater plantain (Plantago major), yarrow (Achillea 

millefolium) and white clover (Trifolium repens). 

  

Photograph 1.  Closely mown grassland used as 
recreational ground (g4). 

Photograph 2. Closely mown grassland along the 
front elevation of the school (g4). 
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Photograph 3.  Closely mown grassland along the 
northwest elevation of the school (g4). 

 

7.3 h2a Native hedgerow 

7.3.1 The eastern site boundary comprised a fence lined by a managed native hedgerow with 

species present including hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna), bramble (Rubus fruticosus), 

ivy (Hedera helix), dogwood (Cornus sanguinea), oak (Quercus robur), elder (Sambucus 

nigra) and poplar (Populus sp). (Photograph 4). In addition, a native hornbeam 

(Carpinus betulus) hedge was situated along a section of the western application site 

boundary (Photograph 5). 

  

Photograph 4. Ornamental hedgerow along the 
eastern application site boundary (h2b) 

Photograph 5. Hornbeam hedgerow along the 
western application site boundary (h2b). 

7.4 u1b6 Other developed land, u1b5 Buildings and u~847 Introduced shrub 

7.4.1 The application site is in current use as a primary school comprising multiple educational 

buildings surrounded by associated hard standing and landscaping. Planted shrub beds 

were situated in small areas around the buildings and hard landscaping to the south and 

to the north of the site (Photographs 6 & 7). Species present within the beds included 

choisya (Choisya ternata), lilac (Syringa vulgaris), bramble (Rubus fruticosus), 

Caryopteris x clandonensis, rosemary (Salvia rosmarinus), daisy bush (Olearia 

phologopappa), Euonymus europaeus, hebe (Veronica speciosa), whitebeam (Sorbus 

aria), Buddleja davidii, lavender (Lavandula angustifolia) and common nettle (Urtica 

dioica). 
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Photograph 6. Planted shrub beds along the rear 
and side elevations of a building on site. 

Photograph 7. Introduced shrubs within the 
northwest corner of the application site. 

7.4.2 The building overlooking the main entrance of the school was assessed for bat roost 

suitability due to it being impacted by the proposed extension (refer to plan in Appendix 

4 for building location). The pitched roof was covered by clay roof tiles that were fully 

sealed and covered with extensive numbers of solar panels. The ridge and verge mortar 

was fully intact (Photographs 8 & 9). No other buildings were assessed for this 

application as they are not to be impacted by the proposals. 

  
Photograph 8. Rear of the building viewed from the 
southeast with flat clay tiles and intact ridge and 
verge mortar. 

Photograph 9. Front pitched roof covered by solar 
panels, tight verge mortar at gable end and building 
beyond covered with solar panels. 

7.5 32 Scattered trees and 41 Ponds (non-priority habitat) 

7.5.1 Scattered trees ranging from young to mature were scattered throughout the site 

including within the parcels of managed grassland, along the southern and eastern 

application site boundaries, and within small planted beds along the northeastern 

elevation of Building 2 (Photographs 10 – 13). Species present included silver birch 

(Betula pendula), aspen (Populus tremula), field maple (Acer campestre), cherry (Prunus 

sp.), Norway maple (Acer platanoides), willow (Salix sp.), apple (Malus x domestica), 

wild service-tree (Sorbus torminalis) and whitebeam (Sorbus aria). A large mature oak 

(Quercus robur) was situated near the southwest elevation of Building 3 (Photograph 

14). No obvious potential bat roost features (PRFs) were identified across any of the 

scattered trees on-site.  
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7.5.2 A pond, dry at the time of the survey, was noted within the northwestern corner of the 

application site. This small waterbody was heavily choked with vegetation including 

greater pond sedge (Carex riparia), purple loosestrife (Lythrum salicaria), hedge 

bindweed (Calystegia sepium) and greater willowherb (Epilobium hirsutum (Photograph 

15) and is unlikely to be able to consistently hold water. 

  

Photograph 10. Scattered trees within parcels of 
grassland. 

Photograph 11. Scattered trees within the 
recreational grounds. 

  

Photograph 12. Scattered trees within parcels of 
grassland and along the front elevation of Building 
2. 

Photograph 13. Scattered trees to the west of 
Building 5. 

  

Photograph 14. Large, mature oak to the south of 
Building 3. 

Photograph 15. Scrub choking dry pond within 
northwest corner of the application site. 
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Figure 1. UKHab Survey Plan. 
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8 DISCUSSION 

8.1 Designated Sites for Nature Conservation 

Evaluation of Baseline 

8.1.1 The desk study revealed that the site is not designated for its wildlife interest and 

therefore is not currently recognised as being of international, national or county level 

conservation significance.  No internationally designated sites for nature conservation 

were identified within a 5km radius of the application site and the site does not fall within 

any Impact Risk Zones (IRZ) for Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI). There is one 

nationally designated statutory site – Pearman’s Copse Local Nature Reserve (LNR) – 

within a 2km radius of the site and three non-statutory designated sites – The Cowsey, 

River Kennet / Kennet & Avon Canal, and Fobney & Kennet Valley Meadows Local 

Wildlife Sites (LWSs) - situated within a 1km radius.  

Impact Assessment 

8.1.2 The site does not fall within an IRZ and so the proposals are considered highly unlikely 

to have an impact on any local statutory sites. Therefore, it is recognised that 

consultation with Natural England on the likely impacts of development on terrestrial 

SAC/SPA/SSSIs is not required. Furthermore, given the nature and scale of the works 

and the distances separating the site from the nearest LNR (1950m) and LWS (690m), it 

is considered highly unlikely that direct or indirect impacts to the LNR or LWSs will 

occur. 

8.2 Habitats 

Evaluation of Baseline 

The site is primarily characterised by urban habitats, i.e. closely mown grassland (g4), 

scattered trees (32) and introduced shrub (u~847) surrounding buildings (u1b5) and 

hard standing (u1b6) with ornamental hedgerows (h2b) along the east and west 

boundaries. These habitats range from very low to low distinctiveness and are of no 

more than site level ecological value. A range of small to large scattered trees are 

situated across the school site and they are all medium distinctiveness habitats with 

ecological value at the site level. 

Impact Assessment 
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8.2.1 There are no priority habitats (NERC Act 2006 Section 41 habitats of principle 

importance) within the application site boundary. As the proposals will involve the loss of 

over 25m² of low distinctiveness habitat, i.e. modified grassland and scattered trees, the 

site will not qualify for the de-minimis exemption if these works require full planning 

consent. As such, the development will need to achieve the mandatory minimum of 10% 

Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG).  

8.2.2 Whilst eight early mature trees and one mature white poplar are to be removed to 

accommodate for the proposals, the majority including the large, mature oak (Quercus 

robur) are to be retained. As such, whilst the proposals will not result in the loss of any 

priority habitats or habitats of importance beyond the site level, any trees to be retained 

should be protected during the course of the proposed works and the loss of trees 

should be compensated through relocation or new tree planting (refer to 

recommendations in Section 9.2). 

8.3 Amphibians (Great Crested Newt) 

Evaluation of Baseline 

8.3.1 The desk study found no recently granted great crested newt (GCN) (Triturus cristatus) 

licences within a 2km radius of the application site and TVERC holds no recent records 

for this species.  Furthermore, the NatureSpace District Level Licensing impact risk map 

for Reading Borough Council shows the application site falling within a green zone.   

8.3.2 Whilst a pond was situated within the northwest corner of the site, it was small, dry and 

heavily choked by vegetation and so there is currently no suitable amphibian breeding 

habitat on-site (i.e. standing water). In addition, there are no potential breeding ponds on 

OS mapping within a 500m radius of the site.  The terrestrial habitat on site was of 

limited value for GCN and so presence is considered highly unlikely, especially given the 

context of the immediate suburban and urban environments that surround the site, 

preventing direct access on-site for GCN. 

Impact Assessment 

8.3.3 The urban habitats on site and surrounding the site offer limited suitable terrestrial 

habitat for GCN and other amphibians to move onto the site. Furthermore, with no recent 

records of any notable amphibians within ten years, it is considered highly unlikely that 

GCNs or other notable amphibians are on-site and will be affected by the proposed 

work. 
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8.4 Bats 

Evaluation of Baseline 

8.4.1 TVERC hold recent bat records within a 2km radius of the site and granted bat mitigation 

licences identified three species known to be roosting within a 2km radius of the site: 

common pipistrelle (Pipistrellus pipistrellus), soprano pipistrelle (Pygmaeus pipistrellus) 

and brown long-eared bat (Plecotus auritus). 

8.4.2 The building inspection of the building to be extended identified it to be of negligible bat 

roost potential – refer to location and findings in Appendix 4. There are buildings in the 

wider scope with potential roost features such as gaps under hanging tiles but there will 

not be impacted by the proposals in this application. The small individual trees on site do 

not offer any roosting opportunities for bats but the larger oak tree and other mature 

trees on the site boundaries may offer potential roosting opportunities. A ground level 

tree assessment of the white poplar to be removed confirmed that it does not have any 

potential roost features and is of negligible suitability for roosting bats.  

8.4.3 The scattered trees on-site offer foraging habitat for bats in an otherwise urban area. 

These habitats are also likely to be part of the wider suitable foraging resource used by 

local bat populations. 

Impact Assessment 

8.4.4 The proposals will not directly or indirectly impact any buildings with roost suitability or 

adversely impact available foraging habitat as the trees to be removed are largely early 

mature small specimens and will be replaced/relocated within the scheme. The removal 

of the individual white poplar (recommended due to basal decay by an arboriculturalist) 

could impact on roosting bats if potential roost features are present; no potential roosting 

features were identified during a ground level tree assessment and therefore no adverse 

impacts on roosting bats are anticipated. 

8.4.5 The proposals are also unlikely to result in significant increase to the level of artificial 

lighting at the site in comparison to current lighting, but to prevent adverse impacts from 

lighting, any new lighting should be designed to minimise its impact on bats and other 

nocturnal wildlife (refer to recommendations in Section 9.3). 

8.5 Other Mammals 

Evaluation of Baseline 
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8.5.1 The desk study data included no recent or historic records of hazel dormice 

(Muscardinus avellanarius) and a search of MAGIC returned no granted mitigation 

licences within a 2km radius. The application site primarily contains managed habitats 

typical of an urban environment fragmented by urban infrastructure, and does not have 

suitable habitat for dormice, lacking the scale and connectivity to support an individual or 

population of this species.  

8.5.2 The site is urbanised and there was no evidence of badger (Meles meles) activity (i.e., 

setts trails, snuffle holes or mammal diggings) recorded during the field survey. As such 

it is unlikely that this species is found on site. Hedgehog (Erinaceus europaeus) – a 

priority species (NERC Act 2006 Section 41 Species of Principal Importance) – has been 

recorded locally and could use the introduced shrubs and hedgerows to take refuge or 

traverse around the edge of the site. 

8.5.3 There are nearby records of otter (Lutra lutra) and water vole (Arvicola amphibus) along 

the River Kennet but the site offers no suitable habitat for these species. 

Impact Assessment 

8.5.4 Whilst the risk of protected mammal presence on site is mostly negligible, there is low 

potential that the locally recorded hedgehog (Erinaceus europaeus) may be on-site and 

harmed during any shrub clearance. Precautions are recommended to ensure no 

hedgehogs are harmed during the proposed work, with further enhancements also 

recommended to allow for the continued ecological permeability for hedgehogs along the 

eastern and western site boundaries (refer to recommendations in Sections 9.4 and 

9.6). 

8.6 Birds 

Evaluation of Baseline 

8.6.1 The desk study data returned recent records of many notable bird species within 1km of 

the site; however, these were mostly from the Fobney & Kennet Valley Meadows and 

Fobney Island over 900km to the northwest. Bird droppings were observed across the 

southwest gable of a building to the south, indicating that this building as well as 

potentially others on site likely support locally recorded notable species such as house 

sparrow (Passer domesticus) and starling (Sturnus vulgaris).The scattered trees, shrubs 

and hedgerows across the site could provide further suitable nesting habitat for 

widespread and common bird species, but the site is highly unlikely to be of value to an 

assemblage of species of conservation importance beyond the scale of the site. 
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Impact Assessment 

8.6.2 The site supports nesting opportunities for common and widespread nesting birds with 

potential for some notable species. The proposals are considered highly unlikely to have 

an adverse impact on the site’s suitability for birds, especially with the retention of the 

denser sections of shrub within the northwest section of the application site and all 

notable features across the buildings on-site. 

8.6.3 Any alterations to buildings, vegetation clearance or tree felling should be preceded by 

necessary precautions to avoid damaging and/or destroying bird nests and ensuring 

work is undertaken lawfully (refer to recommendations in Section 9.5). 

8.7 Reptiles 

Evaluation of Baseline 

8.7.1 The desk study data included records of slow-worm (Anguis fragilis) and grass snake 

(Natrix helvetica) within a 1km radius of the application site. Whilst the urban habitats 

and regularly mown grassland are of negligible value for reptiles, the denser sections of 

shrub and ornamental hedgerows could offer limited opportunities for reptiles to take 

refuge. However, the site is isolated and disconnected from suitable habitat in the wider 

area by urban roads and buildings, and so migration of reptiles to the site would be 

unlikely to occur. 

Impact Assessment 

8.7.2 It is highly unlikely that the habitats present on site would be able to support a reptile 

population and the works will only impact regularly cut grassland and urban habitats, i.e. 

habitats of negligible value for reptiles. Therefore, reptiles are highly unlikely to be 

affected by the proposed work. 

8.8 Invertebrates 

Evaluation of Baseline 

8.8.1 The site offers very limited suitable habitats of both structural and species diversity that 

would support an important assemblage of invertebrates. Recent records included stag 

beetle (Lucanus cervus) but there was no significant deadwood suitable for supporting 

the larval stage of the stag beetle.  

Impact Assessment 
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8.8.2 The site does not offer habitats that can support an important assemblage of 

invertebrates and only urbanised habitats are being impacted, therefore there are no 

adverse impacts anticipated.  The proposals offer an opportunity for enhancements for 

invertebrates – refer to Section 9.6.
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9 RECOMMENDATIONS 

9.1 Overview 

9.1.1 This chapter provides the details regarding proposed avoidance, mitigation, 

compensation and enhancement measures; including measures to enable legislative 

compliance. 

9.2 Habitats 

9.2.1 The sections of shrub and scattered trees that are to be retained should be protected 

during construction. The following protection measures are recommended: 

• Erection of Heras fencing in advance of clearance, enclosing tree Root Protection 

Areas; and 

• Prohibition of construction activities, material storage, use of vehicles, fires etc. 

within the fenced area to prevent damage to tree roots and soil compaction. 

9.2.2 All construction activities must comply with up-to-date pollution prevention guidelines 

and environmental protection legislation to mitigate impacts on surrounding habitats 

through ground disturbance, surface water flow, dust and chemicals.  

9.2.3 To compensate for the loss of nine scattered trees, the trees should be relocated 

wherever feasible and planted in a location to be protected in the long-term. If tree 

relocation is not possible and new trees are to be planted, native species of UK 

provenance should be chosen to maximise the ecological value of the planting. 

9.2.4 The proposals will result in the loss of greater than 25m2 of habitat, and therefore the 

development is subject to mandatory BNG. The proposals will need to deliver a 

minimum 10% net gain for biodiversity to ensure that more or better quality natural 

habitat is created post-development. 

9.3 Bats 

9.3.1 During construction, lighting should be kept to a minimum and if security lighting is 

required, this should be controlled by passive infra-red motion sensors. In the long-term, 

dark corridors should be retained where possible, thereby maintaining foraging and 

commuting opportunities for bats across the site. Lighting along the ornamental shrub 

and scattered trees should be avoided wherever possible but if essential, factors such as 

column height, light source, use of passive infra-red motion sensors and light spillage 

should be considered carefully when designing the lighting scheme. If brighter lighting is 

required, lighting with low or no UV content e.g., low pressure sodium lights, or warm 
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LED lamps (2700K or less) should be used instead of mercury and metal halides, and 

luminaires or other directional light accessories should be used to ensure that light 

spillage onto the scattered trees is avoided (BCT and ILE, 2023). Existing lighting was 

primarily low-level and used for security purposes and did not cause any significant 

adverse impacts on bat activity on-site; there were dark areas around the recreational 

grounds maintaining suitable foraging habitat for light-sensitive species. 

9.4 Mammals 

9.4.1 To avoid contravening the legislation and harming individual small mammals during the 

works, the following precautionary avoidance measures will be adopted during the 

construction: 

• During works, any open excavations required for investigation works should be 

backfilled before nightfall or alternatively, escape ramps should be installed to 

allow individual animals to escape should they become trapped;  

• Any building materials or materials excavated during the investigations that need 

to be stored on site prior to use/disposal will be raised off the ground on pallets or 

in skips to avoid them providing temporary resting places or hibernation sites; and  

• The removal of any dense shrub will be carried out following an inspection by an 

ecologist to confirm no small mammals are currently present or will be harmed. 

9.4.2 Adhering to the simple avoidance measures outlined above should ensure that small 

mammals are protected from reckless killing and injury during any subsequent works. 

9.5 Nesting birds 

9.5.1 The alterations of buildings and removal of any trees or woody vegetation should be 

completed outside of the peak bird nesting season (i.e. March to August) or alternatively, 

following an inspection by an ecologist confirming that there is no current nesting 

activity.  If nesting birds are discovered prior to or during the course of any work, work 

should stop immediately and should only continue once bird nesting has finished, i.e. 

young have fledged and left the nest. 

9.6 Biodiversity Enhancement Measures 

9.6.1 The planning proposals provide opportunities for the enhancement of the site’s 

biodiversity value.  The inclusion of the following recommendations would be of 

ecological benefit and be in line with the national and local planning policy: 
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• The provision of integral bat and bird boxes and bee bricks in the new building; 

• Improving the ecological permeability around the site for hedgehogs (Erinaceus 

europaeus) (NERC Act 2006 Section 41 Species of Principal Importance) through 

the use of 13x13cm gaps in any new fencing defined with hedgehog highway signs 

above; and 

• Additional planting of native species of UK provenance or wildlife beneficial plants, 

particularly pollinator friendly planting, to increase the ecological value of existing 

landscaped areas. 
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APPENDIX 1 – LEGISLATIVE BACKGROUND 

Amphibians 

The seven native species of amphibian receive protection under the W&AC 1981 (as 

amended).  The four widespread and common amphibians (common frog, toad, smooth 

newt and palmate newt) receive only limited protection – making their sale illegal. 

The great crested newt (Triturus cristatus) receives full protection under the W&CA 

1981 (as amended) and under the Habitat Regulations 2019.  The combined legislation 

makes it illegal to:  

• intentionally or recklessly kill, injure or take a great crested newt; 

• possess or control any live or dead specimen or anything derived from a great 

crested newt; 

• intentionally or recklessly damage, destroy or obstruct access to any structure or 

place used for shelter or protection by a great crested newt; and 

• intentionally or recklessly disturb great crested newts; in particular, any 

disturbance which is likely to impair their ability to survive, breed or reproduce or 

nurture their young; or in the case of hibernating or migrating animals, to 

hibernate or migrate.  

Great crested newts (T. cristatus) and common toads (Bufo bufo) are species of 

principal importance for the conservation of biodiversity in England (‘UKBAP Priority 

Species’) under Section 41 of the NERC Act 2006. 

Badgers 

Badgers are protected by the Protection of Badgers Act 1992.  The Act makes activities 

such as development that would harm or disturb badgers or damage, obstruct or 

destroy their setts illegal.  If badgers are to be affected by the proposed development, 

activities can be undertaken only under a licence issued by Natural England. 

Bats 

All bat species in Britain are fully protected by the W&CA 1981 (as amended) and by 

the Habitat Regulations 2019.  In summary, the combined legislation makes it an 

offence to: 

• damage or destroy a breeding site or resting place or intentionally or recklessly 

obstruct access to a structure or place used for shelter by a bat; 
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• deliberately, intentionally or recklessly disturb bats; in particular, any disturbance 

which is likely to impair the ability of bats to survive, breed or reproduce or nurture 

their young; or in the case of hibernating or migrating bats, to hibernate or 

migrate; or to significantly affect the local distribution or abundance of the 

species; and 

• deliberately kill, injure or take any bat. 

Birds 

All wild birds are protected under the W&CA 1981 (as amended).  The Act makes it an 

offence to kill, injure or take a wild bird or to damage or destroy the nest of a wild bird 

whilst in use or being built.  Species listed on Schedule 1 of the Act, such as barn owls 

and kingfishers, are afforded additional protection against disturbance while nesting. 

Hazel dormice 

Hazel dormice receive full protection under the W&CA 1981 (as amended) and under 

the Habitat Regulations 2019.  These make it illegal to: 

• intentionally or recklessly kill, injure or take a dormouse; 

• possess or control any live or dead specimen or anything derived from a 

dormouse; 

• damage or destroy a breeding site or resting place or intentionally or recklessly 

obstruct access to a structure or place used for shelter by a dormouse; and 

• intentionally or recklessly disturb dormice; in particular, any disturbance which is 

likely to impair their ability to survive, breed or reproduce or nurture their young; 

or in the case of hibernating or migrating animals, to hibernate or migrate. 

Invasive non-native plants 

The W&CA 1981 (as amended) provides the primary controls on the release of non-

native species into the wild in Great Britain.  It is an offence under Section 14(2) of the 

Act to ‘plant or otherwise cause to grow in the wild’ any plant listed in Schedule 9, Part 

II.  The species listed in the Act include Japanese knotweed (Fallopia japonica), giant 

hogweed (Heracleum mantegazzianum) and Himalayan balsam (Impatiens 

glandulifera). 

Otters 

Otters are fully protected by the W&CA 1981 (as amended) and by the Habitat 
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Regulations 2019.  In summary, the combined legislation makes it an offence to: 

• damage or destroy a breeding site or resting place or intentionally or recklessly 

obstruct access to a structure or place used for shelter by an otter; 

• deliberately, intentionally or recklessly disturb otters; in particular, any disturbance 

which is likely to impair the ability of otters to survive, breed or reproduce or 

nurture their young; or to significantly affect the local distribution or abundance of 

the species; and 

• deliberately kill, injure or take any bat. 

Reptiles 

The four widespread reptiles most likely to be encountered (adder, grass snake, slow 

worm and common lizard) are protected under the W&CA 1981 (as amended).  The Act 

makes it an offence to intentionally kill, injure, possess or sell any of the species. 

The aforementioned species are all listed as being of principal importance for the 

conservation of biodiversity in England (‘UKBAP Priority Species’) under Section 41 of 

the NERC Act 2006. 

Water voles 

Since April 2008, water voles have received full protection under Section 9 in Schedule 

5 of the W&CA 1981 (as amended). This makes it an offence to intentionally kill, injure 

or take water voles or to possess or control live or dead water voles or derivatives. It is 

an offence to intentionally or recklessly damage, destroy or obstruct access to any 

structure or place used for shelter or protection or intentionally or recklessly disturb 

water voles whilst occupying a structure or place used for that purpose. 

The water vole is listed as being of principal importance for the conservation of 

biodiversity in England (‘UKBAP Priority Species’) under Section 41 of the NERC Act 

2006. 

Wild mammals 

Under the Wild Mammals (Protection) Act 1996 it is an offence to intentionally inflict 

unnecessary suffering, as specified by the Act, on any wild mammal. 
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APPENDIX 2 – PROPOSED LANDSCAPE PLANS 
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APPENDIX 3 – PROPOSED BLOCK PLAN 
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APPENDIX 4 - PRELIMINARY ROOST ASSESSMENT FINDINGS 

 


