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1. Survey Finding and Recommendations Summary 
The survey element identified that protected and priority species have been 
previously recorded within the boundaries and are therefore currently, or have been 
present.  In addition, key ecological features have been identified that will support 
such species.  However, whilst present and identifiable, the main finding from the 
survey identified that the key ecological features are currently relatively disparate and 
isolated from one another.  Therefore, it is critical to retain the features and networks 
from a strategic level down to a site by site level to ensure retention of key habitats 
and networks as part of a Neighbourhood Plan (NP). 

This report has set out the factors to consider in delivering such a strategy, identified 
the ecological processes that may need to be undertaken and makes 
recommendations for enhancement that could be included in future proposals.  
Consequently, in respect of these Parishes, it is concluded that in considering the NP, 
the focus should be upon encouraging and welcoming ‘good’ well designed 
schemes that retain key ecological features, that have been designed around 
ecological constraints and are also innovative in their approach to ecological 
management and enhancement right from the beginning of the design stage.  
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2. Introduction 

2.1. Phase 1 Brief 
T4 Ecology Ltd was commissioned by Great Saling Parish Council (GSPC)to undertake 
an ecological assessment of Great Saling and Bardfield Saling Parish. 

The site-based element is supported by a desktop study undertaken to identify 
presence of Statutory/National/Local designations or protected species within the 
vicinity (up to a 5KM radius) of the site.  The final part of the project brief was to identify 
and make recommendations as appropriate for any further surveys required to 
determine presence/absence of protected species on site if the survey determined 
that presence of a protected species on site was considered to be reasonably likely. 

2.2. Development Proposals & Planning Context 
The purpose of this PEA is to assist GSPC in their development of a Neighbourhood 
Plan (NP). 
 
As such, this report will discuss the survey areas and identify ecological issues that 
should be taken into account, with the purposes of assisting development of the NP.  
Whilst this report has not assessed a proposed layout, any future planning applications 
within the Parishes would need to be accompanied by ‘development specific’ 
surveys, reports and mitigation strategies.  As a guide, this report has sought to identify 
likely presence of protected species/areas of ecological interest where appropriate 
through identification of key ecological features within the Parishes. 
 

     2.3. Scope of Survey 
The purpose of this report is to provide an independent opinion of the likely presence 
of protected species/key ecological habitats to assist GSPC in their development of 
a NP. 

It should be noted that whilst every effort has been made to provide a comprehensive 
description of the site, no investigation could ensure the complete characterisation 
and prediction of the natural environment.   
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3. Methodology 

3.1. Survey 
Habitats on site were recorded in accordance with the general principles and 
methods provided in the Handbook for Phase 1 Habitat Survey, JNCC 1993. The survey 
methodology involves undertaking a site visit to gain an understanding of the site 
ecology and surrounding characteristics.  During the site visit the recording and 
mapping of habitat types and ecological features present on site is undertaken, 
including the identification of the main species present.  The potential for presence of 
protected species is assessed as part of the overall methodology, and further 
advice/surveys recommended as considered appropriate based on the evidence 
obtained. 

The survey works were undertaken in accordance with Guidelines for Preliminary 
Ecological Appraisal produced by the Chartered Institute of Ecology and 
Environmental Management (CIEEM) in December 2017. 

Methods are also in accordance to the general principles contained within British 
Standards Institute (BSI) BS42020 – Biodiversity-Code of Practice for Planning & 
Development. 

A survey area plan is included as Annex 3.  Photographs are included within Annex 2. 

3.1.1. Survey Timings and Conditions 
The surveys were undertaken by Consultant Ecologist Peter Harris BSc (hons) MCIEEM.  
Surveys were undertaken in both Parish areas on the following dates: 

 12th February 2018 
 27th April 2018 
 14th June 2018 

 Peter Harris is a full member of the Chartered Institute of Ecology & Environmental 
Management (CIEEM) and subject to the CIEEM Professional Code of Conduct.  The 
surveyor is licenced by Natural England for surveying great crested newts.  The 
surveyor is an ecologist with over 12 years of experience, and has been involved in a 
wide range of projects from single dwelling developments to large strategic urban 
renewal schemes subject to full Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA). 

As an ecologist for over 12 years, Peter has obtained significant experience in respect 
of a wide range of protected and priority species.  Species worked with include 
reptiles (surveys/mitigation), great crested newt (surveys/mitigation), badger 
(surveys/mitigation/licencing), dormouse (surveys) and bat, encompassing a wide 
range of survey and monitoring techniques.  These include internal/external 
inspections/Preliminary Roost Assessment (PRA), in addition to involvement with 
successful bat mitigation license applications working in conjunction with specialist 
organisations. 
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3.2. Desktop Study & Records Search 
To gain an understanding of any designations on/around the site in addition to the 
historical presence of protected species, desktop data has been obtained from the 
following sources: 

3.2.1. Historical Protected Species Data 
Records were requested from the Essex Field Club (EFC) Essex Recorders Partnership 
data search service.  The information supplied by EFC is compiled using county 
records held by the County Recorders of the Essex Field Club, Butterfly Conservation, 
Essex Amphibian & Reptile Group, Essex Bat Group and provide information upon the 
records that were available at the time the search was undertaken.  

Use of data is in accordance with CIEEM Guidelines for Accessing & Using Biodiversity 
Data, March 2016. 

3.2.2. Designations 
A desktop study was undertaken through MAGIC (Multi-Agency Geographic 
Information System for Countryside).  The search looked to identify the presence of 
statutory designated sites within a 5km radius (e.g. Special Areas of Conservation 
(SACs), Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI), National Nature Reserves (NNR) and 
Local Nature Reserves (LNR).  

3.2.3 Additional Information 
Freely available on-line mapping information and Ordnance Survey Maps were 
consulted as part of the background assessment. 
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4. Results 

4.1. Desk study Results.   
Record searches are by no means exhaustive, and certain species including reptiles 
and great crested newt are under recorded nationally.  In addition, many of the 
records can be considered too old or may be unverified.  However, the records 
provide an indication of the species of note historically found.  

Survey location Details 

A plan of the survey area is included as Annex 3. 

The approximate centre of Great Saling village is located at Grid Reference TL 70096 
25696 (Postcode: CM7 5DX), with the approximate centre of Bardfield Saling located 
at Grid Reference TL 68469 26847 (Postcode CM7 5EF). 

 

4.1.1. Statutory & Non-Statutory Designations  
The search identified that there are no statutory designated locations situated within 
the boundaries of either Parish. 

With an approximate measurement taken from the centre Great Saling, there are no 
statutory designated locations situated within a 5km radius.  The nearest statutory 
designated locations (within 10km radius) comprise: 

 Bovingdon Hall Woods Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) – Located approx. 
7km north east of Great Saling village and 7.5km east of Bardfield Saling Village. 
 

 Cuckoo Wood Local Nature Reserve (LNR) – Situated approx. 6km south east 
of Great Saling village and approx. 8km south east of Bardfield Saling village. 
 

 Hoppit Mead LNR – Situated approx.  7km south east of Great Saling and 
approx. 9km south east of Bardfield Saling village. 
 

 Bocking Blackwater LNR – Situated approx. 7.5km east of Great Saling village 
and approx. 9.5km south east of Bardfield Saling village. 
 

 High Wood Dunmow SSSI – Situated approx. 10km south west of Great Saling 
village and 8.5km south west of Bardfield Saling village. 
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Ancient Woodlands 

Within both Parishes, there is 1 small areas of ancient semi natural woodland (ASNW), 
the location of which is illustrated on the plan contained within Annex 4, along with 
locations of broadleaf woodland (non-ASNW).  ASNW within the boundaries of the 
Parish comprise: 

 Golden Grove 
 

 Rumley Wood and Boxted ASNW woodlands are located outside of the 
Parishes, but bound/are situated in close proximity Great Saling Parish to the 
south east and south west respectively. 

 

Non-Statutory Designated Locations 

Local Wildlife Sites (LWS) are used in the planning system to protect areas that have 
substantive nature conservation value at a local level.   The locations of the LWS 
locations are illustrated on the plan contained within Annex 4. 

There are 2 LWS locations within the boundaries of the Parishes: 

 BRA 23 Hall Farm Meadows-Located in the central north of Great Saling Parish, 
on the boundary with Bardfield Saling Parish.  These damp grasslands, 
overplanted with willows support a varied flora and represent an increasingly 
rare Essex habitat. 
 

 BRA 15 Parsonage Farm Meadow-Located in Bardfield Saling village approx. 
100m to the north of St Peter & St Paul’s Church.  This meadow contains a good 
mix of grasses and herbs.  However, it is in private ownership, and management 
prescriptions are unknown. 
 

There are 5 LWS locations bounding/in close proximity to the Parishes: 
 

 BRA 281 Boxted Wood 
 

 BRA 31 Alder Carr 
 

 BRA 40 Pods Brook Complex 
 

 BRA 20 Foxes Wood 
 

 BRA 24 Ash Ground 
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     4.1.2.  Biological Records 
The records have been analysed as part of the desk research and considered as part 
of the conclusions and subsequent recommendations of this report.  A summary of 
records historically found within the Salings Parishes area are provided below. 

 Great Crested Newt/Amphibian 
 Reptile 
 Badger 
 Bats 
 Priority Mammals – Brown Hare, hedgehog 
 Priority and red List bird species 
 Invertebrates 

 

The search identified the following records in respect of bat species:  
   

 Natterer’s       
 C. Pipistrelle       
 B. Long eared        
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4.2. Survey Results & Analysis 

4.2.1 Survey Area General Description 
The Parishes of Great Saling and Bardfield Saling are situated approximately 5km to 
the north west of Braintree.  The Parishes are situated on the western extent of Braintree 
District, and bound Uttlesford District to the west. 

Within the Parishes, Great Saling is the larger of the two village settlements and is 
located approximately centrally, with Bardfield Saling situated approximately 2km to 
the north west of Great Saling. 

The two villages comprise the principal settlements within the Parishes.  In addition, 
residential development is situated in scattered areas outside of the villages. 

In addition to village/residential, the principal land use within the Parish areas is arable 
agricultural and grazing with large fields under various cropping regimes situated 
around the villages in all areas of the Parishes, with large grazing fields situated 
predominately to the east and north east of Bardfield Saliing.   

Other land uses within the Parishes comprise Andrewsfield Airfield situated to the south 
west of Great Saling, overlapping the boundary with Stebbing Parish in Uttlesford 
District.  Silverton Aggregates is situated just to the south west of Great Saling, whilst 
Four Elms Mills (agricultural feed) is located in the east of Bardfield Saling Parish.  
Smaller business and land uses such as nurseries/light industrial are also scattered 
across both Parish areas. 

As stated, the principal land use comprises agriculture.  As such, over 75% of the land 
use is agricultural, broken by occasional blocks of plantation (coniferous and mixed 
with deciduous) woodland, which tend to be isolated ‘islands’ in a wider agricultural 
landscape.  Hedgerows and scattered tree lines are also present in the landscape 
along lanes, and on the edges of fields.  Whilst the hedgerows vary in quality and 
continuity, they present ecological features in an otherwise intensively arable 
landscape, in conjunction with the isolated blocks of woodland previously mentioned. 

As previously noted, there are no statutory designated locations within the boundaries 
of the Parishes, and very little ASNW.  Of the two non-statutory LWS locations situated 
within the Parishes, Hall Farm Meadows is by far the largest, most significant and 
ecologically interesting location within the survey area. 
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4.3. Principal Features of Ecological Interest 
The survey identified the following features of Principal potential Ecological interest 
with the Parishes.  Given the dominant arable land use within the Parishes, it is 
considered important that these features are retained and protected as part of any 
future development plans, with all opportunities sought to enhance, maintain and 
improve connectivity to/from these locations.   

Where applicable, the locations of features listed are identified on the plan ref: 02 
contained within Annex 4. 

LWS Locations-Feature F1 

Of the two LWS locations situated within the Parish boundaries, Hall Farm Meadows is 
the largest and most significant.  As a meadow grassland, the LWS has potential to 
provide habitat for reptiles and amphibians, invertebrates, bird (ground and tree 
nesting), bat commuting and foraging habitat.  It is also situated adjacent to a small 
water course and is subject to a flooding/drying regime altering and adding to 
potential habitat richness. 

Parsonage Farm Meadows is a smaller LWS and in private ownership.  Nonetheless, as 
a managed meadow, it is likely to provide potential habitat for a range of species. 

Blocks of woodland Broadleaf & ASNW_Feature F2 

According to the mapping data obtained, Golden Grove is the sole area of ASNW 
within the Parishes.  ASNW can provide habitat for a range of species including bats, 
birds, invertebrates and protected and or ancient woodland indicator species 
including wood anemone and bluebell. 

Other areas of woodland comprise coniferous and mixed with deciduous woodland 
and plantations, which tend to be isolated ‘islands’ in a wider agricultural landscape.  
Nonetheless, they present refuges for wildlife within the wider arable landscape, in 
addition to potential habitat for nesting and roosting. 

Green Lanes & Hedgerows Feature F3 

Whilst the survey could not realistically identify and survey all hedgerows within the 
Parish, it was noted that established hedgerows and tree lines are situated within the 
Parish and are a notable feature along lanes and field margins.  In addition, an 
ancient hedgerow is present along a green lane situated in the north of Bardfield 
Saling Parish.  Some principal hedgerows noted are identified on the plan contained 
within Annex 3. 

Hedgerows provide the invaluable linkages for wildlife to disperse across the 
landscape, providing networks for bats between roosting sites, in addition to providing 
habitat for invertebrates, birds and shelter/transport networks for mammals.  
Ancient/established hedgerows can also support an array of ground flora species.  
Identification of hedgerows that may be classified as ‘Important’ under the 
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Hedgerows Regulations 1997 should be taken into account as part of any 
development proposal. 

Water bodies/water courses, Feature F4 

The main water course comprises of Pods Brook situated along the north eastern 
perimeter of the Parish.  This brook has connectivity with the small seasonal water 
course that runs adjacent to the eastern perimeter of Hall Farm Meadows LWS.  There 
are also ditches and drains adjacent to arable fields and woodland blocks.  Water 
courses provide potential habitat for a range of species, including invertebrates, as 
well as providing a valuable feeding resource and transport network for bird and bats 
species in addition to water vole, for which there are records within the survey area. 

There are also small ponds scattered around the Parishes located on field margins and 
adjacent to blocks of woodland.    Analysis of aerial imagery and mapping data 
identified that greatest concentration of ponds to the south and north west of Great 
Saling village. 

Ponds also provide potential habitat for a range of species including great crested 
newt, as well as other amphibians including smooth and palmate newt, common frog 
and common toad.  They also present valuable invertebrate habitat. 

Buildings F5 

The survey identified a range of buildings within the survey area with potential 
for/records of bats.  These comprise: 

 Older buildings within both villages 
 St James The Great Church in Great Saling 
 St Peter & St Pauls Church in Bardfield Saling 
 Barns/other suitable buildings located on private land situated within the 

Parishes. 

Arable Land Feature F6 

Whilst lots of arable land within the Parishes is ecologically poor given intensive mono-
cropping, arable field with margins and/or land that has been left in set aside can 
present as ecologically more valuable.  Longer grass margins, set aside can provide 
both nesting and foraging resource.  Skylark were clearly visible and audible during 
the survey visit undertaken in June 2018, as presence of priority species including 
yellowhammer is also a reasonable likelihood, as is barn owl and little owl. 
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4.4. Factors to Consider in respect of Salings NP 
Given Government policy and housing shortage and associated demand, there is 
significant development pressure.  As such, it should be considered that some 
development is an inevitability. 

In considering development, it is advised that effort should be extended in welcoming 
masterplans and schemes that have considered ecological factors, have been 
designed accordingly and will make a positive contribution to the biodiversity of the 
Parishes.  This is considered particularly important given that the Saling Parishes do not 
contain any statutory designated sites, very few LWS locations and key ecological 
features are relatively disparate. 

As such, to assist in the process of deciding which schemes could be ecologically 
damaging, the following factors should be considered when defining a NP, and when 
Masterplans and individual applications are being assessed. 

4.4.1. Retention of Key Ecological Features-Strategic Level 
On a Parish wide basis, agriculture is the most widespread land use, with ecological 
features proving relatively scattered and isolated from each other.  As such it is 
considered important that as a first step, key features that do exist are identified and 
retained.  On a Parish wide basis, these have been identified in section 4.3, and 
therefore, retention of such features such should be a key feature when large scale 
proposals/masterplans are being considered.  Once the key ecological features have 
been identified, the next consideration should be how the habitats and linkages 
between the various sites could be protected and improved.  

Ecological features should not be considered in isolation, but as part of a ‘network’.  
As such, in developing and in considering masterplans, considerable effort should be 
made in ensuring that key features do not become even more isolated as a result of 
developments, in addition to identifying how existing features can be better ‘joined 
up’ to each other through additional planting of hedgerows, woodlands and 
meadow creation, and through protection of existing networks provided by water 
bodies and water courses. 

4.4.2. Retention of Key Ecological Features-Site Level 
After consideration of key features across a wider strategic area, it is then critical to 
identify projects/schemes that have been ecologically well designed and thought 
out.  There are plenty of examples of ‘good’ and ‘bad’ development in relation to  
ecology.   

In respect of individual sites and projects, both Natural England and CIEEM Guidance 
states that any development should first seek to identify ecological constraints and 
features, whether they be a habitat (woodland/trees/hedgerows etc) or presence of 
a protected and/or priority species on site.  Once these features have been identified 
and their function is the wider landscape understood, a well thought out 
development will take ecological constraints into account and design accordingly, 
allowing key features to be retained and enhanced so that species/features can be 
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retained on site, and the result is a net-benefit for biodiversity.  This would be described 
as a ‘good’ development and should be encouraged.  ‘Good’ development is a 
practice that is becoming more widespread in the development industry. 

However, there are still plenty of examples of ‘bad’ ecological development.  A ‘bad 
development’ is a development where the proposed layout has been drawn as the 
very first action, with little or no consideration to the constraints (species and habitats) 
a site may present, and with no understanding of the site’s relationship with the wider 
environment.  As such, it is likely that ‘bad’ development contains significant housing 
densities and result in loss of features such as hedgerows, trees, water bodies etc.    

Local Planning Authorities (LPA) will enforce the legal obligations and considerations 
re: planning policy and identification of protected/priority species as part of a 
planning application.  However, in doing this ‘bad development’ will often mean that 
if protected species/habitats are subsequently identified as part of the planning 
process ecology surveys required by the LPA, mitigating impacts can often be very 
difficult, potentially resulting in ecological harm if consent is granted, and potentially 
resulting in adverse impacts on a wider landscape basis. 

4.4.3. Aim to focus developments in less sensitive areas  
In addition to identification of key features on a strategic and site level, development 
of land that is less ecologically valuable should also be sought. 

Such land could comprise that already in use/developed such as former 
industrial/housing locations and/or locations situated away from existing key 
ecological features as defined.  In addition, it could comprise other land that is 
ecologically poor, such as intensive arable fields without hedgerows/margins/water 
bodies/woodland.  Studies have identified that development of intensive arable land 
with ‘good’ designs that include significant hedgerow/woodland/meadow/water 
body creation are significantly more ecologically beneficial than intensive arable 
land given the additional ecological opportunities presented by development with 
designed in features and enhancements, as well as simple garden and open space 
areas. 

4.4.4. Seek Opportunities for Ecological Enhancement 
As stated, there are good and bad developments. Those that work with existing 
ecological constraints, retain key features/situated on less sensitive land can be 
significantly better for wildlife and biodiversity than the landscape it is replacing.  
Opportunities for potential enhancement range all the way down from strategic and 
site level, to consideration of how individual units within a development could be 
enhanced for biodiversity.  On a unit-by unit basis, it is possible to have ‘in-built’ 
features including integral bat and bird boxes, low impact lighting schemes, fences 
with hedgehog gaps to allow transient wildlife to move and even green roofs on small 
features such as bin-stores.   

Consequently, in considering the NP the focus should be encouraging and 
welcoming ‘good’ well designed schemes that retain key ecological features, that 
have been designed around ecological constraints and are also innovative in their 
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approach to ecological management and enhancement right from the beginning of 
the design stage.  
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5. Management of Potential Impacts  
Further to section 4, this section identifies further measures and ecological surveys that 
will identify ecological constraints and opportunities. 

5.1.1 Non-Statutory designations 
Whilst there are no statutory designated location within the Parishes, there are 2 non-
statutory LWS locations within the Parish boundaries, with a further 5 situated in close 
proximity. 
 
New development can result in additional pressure on such LWS locations through 
leisure activities such as additional dog walkers/footpath erosion etc.  In the context 
of developing a NP, it is therefore worth considering early on how leisure related 
impacts as a result of a future development proposal can be limited.  As such, in 
addition to the identification of key ecological constraints on a strategic and site level, 
potential leisure impacts should also be addressed. 
 
Consequently, in consideration of masterplans/larger schemes, the NP should seek to 
encourage development where potential leisure impacts have been given 
consideration through provision of open space, linkages to existing footpaths, dog 
walking areas and interpretation.  Such actions can have a significant effect in 
reducing the impacts upon designated sites by ensuring that new residents have 
access to open space and leisure etc, and therefore would not need to visit the 
designated locations to undertake such pursuits. 

5.1.2 Further Ecological Surveys  
As identified in section 4, the identification of key constraints enables development to 
be ecologically focussed.  Protected species are a material consideration as part of 
a Planning Application, and there are a range of ecological surveys that are required, 
pre-validation and determination. As such, all applications (unless very small) will 
require the following processes: 

Site Specific Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (PEA) 

The purpose of a PEA is to identify potential ecological constraints on a site, a whether 
presence of a protected species is a reasonable likelihood.  It will identify whether 
further ecological (species specific) are required to determine presence/absence of 
a species and need for mitigation.  It includes analysis of desk data. 

A PEA can be undertaken at any time of year.  Species specific surveys are seasonally 
restricted to survey timelines. 

Sometimes a PEA is all that is required to inform an application if no potential 
ecological issues are identified.  Alternatively, further species specific surveys are 
required to determine presence/absence of a particular species and to inform 
appropriate mitigation strategies. 
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Further Surveys  

The scope of further surveys necessary are determined by the PEA, and will determine 
presence/absence of a species and the need to undertake further ecological studies.   

Surveys may be recommended in respect of: 

 Bats 
 Great Crested Newt 
 Reptile 
 Badger 
 Water Vole 
 Otter 
 Invertebrates 
 Hazel Dormouse 
 Breeding Birds, Nesting Birds, Overwintering birds 

The results of the further surveys inform the presence/absence of species, mitigation 
and enhancement identify the constraints on a site to guide design and layout.  

5.1.3 Opportunities for Enhancement 
The following are examples of ecological enhancements that could be encouraged 
within a development, and what an NP should seek to encourage: 

Bats & Lighting 

 
 To minimise the risk of disturbance to potential foraging bats (both during and 

post development), external lighting should be minimised as follows: 
 

o Brightness of lights should be as low as possible, and in accordance with 
British Standard Institute (BSI) and Bat Conservation Trust (BCT) guidance.  
Where possible, low pressure sodium lights are advised. 

 
o Lighting should not be directed at features that may be utilised by bats 

such as tree lines, hedgerows and water bodies/water courses. 
 

o Directional lighting and/or fittings with hoods and cowls should be 
utilised. 
 

o Where possible, security lighting should be motion sensitive and timers to 
minimise the amount of time that lights are on. 
 

o Where possible, directional low impact solar bollard lighting should be 
used to illuminate roads, paths and parking areas. 
 

o Increased opportunities for bat commuting/foraging could be created 
by undertaking infill planting to enhance existing boundary hedgerows, 



                        August 2018 
               Page 20 of 51 

planting of new hedgerows and through the inclusion of significant new 
planting within the main body of the site. 
 

 The opportunity exists to reinforce existing boundary tree lines with infill planting, 
creation of buffer strips, in addition to the planting of hedgerows/tree where 
no such features may currently exist.  In addition, proposals may present an 
opportunity for new tree and hedgerow planting within site interiors.  
Consequently, it is logical to conclude the inclusion of such features would 
provide additional nesting/foraging habitat for birds and commuting/foraging 
networks for other wildlife. 

 In addition, as part of the wider landscaping proposals, it is advised that 
appropriate features be included for species such a skylark, including provision 
of winter feeding opportunities for the species (weed and seed areas) within 
the landscaping scheme.   
 

 Proposals could include a range of enhancements including wild grass and 
flower meadows, in addition to creations of new ponds/suds and swales as part 
of future drainage requirements. 
 

 There are opportunities to enhance the proposals through provision of habitat 
boxes (bird/bat) on trees and integral boxes within buildings.  Suggested  
habitat boxes/plant species are provided within Annex 4. 
 

 Green roofs can be installed on a macro level on houses ang garages, or micro 
level, such a bin stores. 
 

 To enable wildlife to continue using a future development, it is advised that 
boundaries remain relatively open such that wildlife can continue to radiate in 
the wider area.  This includes the use of permeable boundaries such as tree 
lines and hedgerows, in addition to leaving hedgehog gaps in any new fencing 
proposals. 
 

 All of the above recommendations should be secured through the production 
of a Biodiversity Management Plan (BMP). 
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6. Conclusions 
The desk study identified that the Salings Parishes do not contain any statutory 
designated locations.  Within the Parish boundaries, there are 2 non-statutory LWS 
locations, with a further 5 situated in close proximity to the boundaries of the Parishes. 

The survey element identified that protected and priority species have been 
previously recorded within the boundaries and are therefore currently, or have been 
present.  In addition, key ecological features have been identified that will support 
such species.  However, whilst present and identifiable, the main finding from the 
survey identified that the key ecological features within the parishes are currently 
relatively disparate and isolated from one another, largely resultant of the significant 
arable land uses.  Therefore, it is critical to retain and develop/enhance the features 
and networks from a strategic level down to a site by site level to ensure retention of 
key habitats and networks as part of a Neighbourhood Plan (NP). 

Given the results of the survey, it is recommended that in developing an effective and 
focussed NP ecological strategy for the Parishes, it is advised that effort should be 
extended in welcoming masterplans and schemes that have considered ecological 
factors, have been designed accordingly and will make a positive contribution to the 
biodiversity of the Parishes.  This is considered particularly important in the parishes 
given the absence of statutory designated sites, presence of relatively few LWS 
locations and disparate key ecological features.  Therefore, it is advised that a 
coherent strategy be developed as part of the NP that the focusses upon maintaining 
and enhancing what is already present, encouraging ecologically ‘good’ schemes. 

This report has therefore set out the factors to consider in delivering such a strategy, 
identified the ecological processes that may need to be undertaken and makes 
recommendations for enhancement that could be included in future proposals.  
Consequently, in respect of these Parishes, it is concluded that in considering the NP, 
the focus should be upon encouraging and welcoming ‘good’ well designed 
schemes that retain key ecological features on site and maintain ecological linkages 
to offsite habitats and other offsite key features through retention of hedgerows, tree 
lines and woodland blocks in addition to other features comprising water bodies and 
water courses.  The NP should also actively seek to encourage developments that 
have been designed around ecological constraints identified by site specific 
ecological surveys and are also innovative in their approach to ecological 
management and enhancement right from the beginning of the design stage.  

It is concluded that adopting such a stance in the NP will facilitate the retention and 
enhancement of biodiversity within the parishes, and will help to ensure that 
development within the parish boundaries is appropriate and ecologically 
considerate. 
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1. Annex 1 – Legislation & Planning Policy 

1.1. Habitat Regulations 
The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations transpose Council Directive 
92/43/EEC on the Conservation of Natural Habitats and Wild Flora and Fauna 
(Habitats Directive) into English law, making it an offence to deliberately capture, kill 
or disturb wild animals listed under Schedule 2 of the Regulations. It is also an offence 
to damage or destroy a breeding site or resting place of such an animal (even if the 
animal is not present at the time). 

1.2. Wildlife & Countryside Act 
The Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981, as amended by the Countryside and Rights of 
Way Act (CRoW) 2000 and the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 
(NERC) 2006, consolidates and amends existing national legislation to implement the 
Convention on the Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats (Bern 
Convention) and Council Directive 79/409/EEC on the Conservation of Wild Birds (Birds 
Directive), making it an offence to: 

 Intentionally kill, injure or take any wild bird or their eggs or nests (with certain 
exceptions) and disturb any bird species listed under Schedule 1to the Act, 
(which includes Cirl Bunting) or its dependent young while it is nesting; 
 

 Intentionally kill, injure or take any wild animal listed under Schedule 5 to the 
Act; intentionally or recklessly damage, destroy or obstruct any place used for 
shelter or protection by any wild animal listed under Schedule 5 to the Act; 
intentionally or recklessly disturb certain Schedule 5 animal species while they 
occupy a place used for shelter or protection; 
 

 Pick or uproot any wild plant listed under Schedule 8 of the Act. 

Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) are designated under this Act. 

Special Protection Areas (SPA) are strictly protected sites, designated under the Birds 
Directive, for rare and vulnerable birds and for regularly occurring migratory species. 

1.3. Natural Environment & Rural Communities Act 
The NERC 2006 places a duty on authorities to have due regard for biodiversity and 
nature conservation during the course of their operations. 

1.4. National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 
The NPPF has replaced PPS9 with paragraphs 163-170 in respect of conservation and 
biodiversity.  ODPM 06/2005 remains in place.  NPPF places a duty on planners to 
make material consideration to the effect of a development on legally protected 
species when considering planning applications, with a focus upon sustainable 
development. 
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1.5. Biodiversity Action Plans 
The UK Biodiversity Action Plan (UKBAP) (Anon, 1995) was organised to fulfil the Rio 
Convention on Biological Diversity in 1992, to which the UK is a signatory. A list of 
national priority species and habitats has been produced with all listed 
species/habitats having specific action plans defining the measures required to 
ensure their conservation. Regional and local BAPs have also been organised to 
develop plans for species/habitats of nature conservation importance at regional 
and local levels. 

1.6. Local Development Plans 
County, District and Local Councils have Development Plans and other policy 
documents that include targets and policies which aim to maintain and enhance 
biodiversity. These are used by Planning Authorities to inform planning decisions. 

1.7. Natural England Standing Advice 
Natural England has adopted national standing advice for protected species. It 
provides a consistent level of basic advice which can be applied to any planning 
application that could affect protected species. It replaces some of the individual 
comments that Natural England has provided in the past to local authorities. 
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2. Annex 2 – Photographs & Photograph Location Plan 
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3. Annex 3 – Survey Area 
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4. Annex 4 – Ecological Features & Desk Study Plans 
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