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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Naturally Wild were instructed to undertake a Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (PEA) at Sleights C Of
E Primary School, Sleights. The survey area is comprised of six buildings, a large area of amenity
grassland, hardstanding, a hedgerow, and a woodland located southeast of the site. The proposals
are the demolition of two temporary teaching units, building three (B3) and building four (B4). See
demolition plans provided in section 8.2.

The PEA comprised two parts: a desktop study and a site visit. The desktop study collated available
public information regarding the biodiversity of the area, including the habitat structure of the site and
surrounding area and the presence of any statutory or non-statutory designated sites. In addition,
biological records within 1 km of the site were requested from the NEYEDC.

The site visit consisted of an assessment of all habitats on site and in the surrounding area to
determine their ecological importance to protected species and was conducted on Thursday the 3rd of
June 2021 by ecologists Sarah Barry (MSc, BSc Hons) and Frayia Allen (BSc Hons). Due to the
PRFs for bats present on B4, in accordance with current best practice guidelines, a minimum of two
bat activity surveys should be carried out to confirm continued presence or likely absence and
accurately determine numbers and species of bats. Full details are provided in section 5.1.

The surveyed area was found to be of moderate ecological value. This is due to the presence of one
PRF on Building one (B1), one PRF on building (B2) and one PRF on building four (B4). The
surrounding habitat provided suitable foraging and commuting habitat for bats in the form of a
hedgerow and surrounding trees. The site was deemed moderate suitability for nesting birds, due to
the high activity recorded during the survey, the potential nesting spot found on building four (B4),
and the high number of records provided by the NEYEDC record centre located within close proximity
to the site. The hedgerow and trees on site also provided suitable, nesting, foraging, and commuting
habitat for birds. The site was considered to be of negligible suitability to support badgers, GCN’s and
reptiles.

Following the site assessment and in review of the findings, a series of ecological mitigation,
compensation, and enhancement measures to be incorporated into the works have been outlined.
These include installation of bat and bird boxes on suitable trees to be retained, any landscape
planting should use native plant species and/or species of known wildlife value and the snowberry
species on site should not be allowed to spread. Further compensation measures will be determined
by the bat activity surveys. Full details are provided in Section 5.

Providing the recommendations of this report are implemented in full, Naturally Wild would conclude
that there will not be a significant impact to protected species or habitats as a result of the proposed
works.
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PRELIMINARY ECOLOGICAL APPRAISAL: SLEIGHTS C Of E PRIMARY SCHOOL, SLEIGHTS

1

INTRODUCTION

Naturally Wild were instructed to undertake a Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (PEA) at Sleights C Of E
Primary School, Sleights (Figure 1). The survey area is comprised of six buildings, a large area of amenity
grassland, hardstanding, a hedgerow, and a woodland located southeast of the site. The main objective
of the assessment was to determine the suitability of the site to support protected species and to check
for any evidence of the presence of protected species, as well as the presence of any protected or notable
habitats.

The proposals are the demolition of two temporary teaching units, building three (B3) and building four
(B4). As part of the planning process, an ecological assessment is required to determine if any protected
or notable species/habitats are likely to be affected by the proposed works, and to show how any negative
ecological impacts would be mitigated and compensated.

Figure 1. Site location plan. Red line shows the area of the proposed works.
(© Crown Copyright and MAGIC database rights 2021. Ordnance Survey 100022861).
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2

RELEVANT LEGISLATION

British wildlife is protected by a range of legislation, the most important being the Wildlife and Countryside
Act 1981 (as amended), The Conservation of Habitats and Species (Amendment) (EU Exit) Regulations
2019, and the Natural Environment and Rural Communities (NERC) Act 2006. The Wildlife and
Countryside Act, as amended mainly by the Countryside Rights of Way (CRoW) Act 2000, protects
species listed in Schedules 5 and 8 of the Act (animals and plants respectively) from being killed, injured,
and used for trade. For some species, such as great crested newts and all bat species, the provisions of
this Act go further to protect animals from being disturbed or taken from the wild and protects aspects of
their habitats. The Act also stipulates that offences occur regardless of whether they were committed
intentionally or recklessly. The parts of this legislation that apply to most reptile species are in regard to
killing, injury and trade only and do not protect their habitat, nor are they protected from disturbance or
from being taken from their habitat.

The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations is the English enactment of European legislation
and provides similar but subtly different protection for species listed on Schedules 2 and 4 of those
regulations. Species to which these provisions apply are known as European Protected Species. Activities
that might cause offences to be committed can be legitimised by obtaining a licence from the relevant
statutory body.

The NERC Act 2006 extends the biodiversity duty set out in the CRoW Act to public bodies and statutory
undertakers to ensure due regard to the conservation of biodiversity. Section 40 of the Act states: “every
public authority must, in exercising its functions, have regard, so far as is consistent with the proper
exercise of those functions, to the purpose of conserving biodiversity.” Section 41 of the Act sets out a list
of habitats and species that are considered to be of principal importance for the conservation of
biodiversity in England. These species may be referred to as ‘priority species/habitats’ or ‘UK Biodiversity
Action Plan (BAP) priority species/habitats.’

Further details on the legislation protecting species of British wildlife relevant to this assessment can be
found in Section 8.1 of this report.
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3

METHODOLOGY

3.1

Overview

The PEA comprised of a desktop study and a site visit. All work undertaken has been completed in line
with official guidelines produced by Natural England and the Chartered Institute for Ecology and
Environmental Management, and British Standard document BS 42020: 2013 ‘Biodiversity – Code of
practice for planning and development.’

The desktop study collated available public information regarding the biodiversity of the area, including
the habitat structure of the site and surrounding area and the presence of any statutory or non-statutory
designated sites, and any records of previously granted European Protected Species (EPS) mitigation
licences in relation to certain species, using the Multi-Agency Geographic Information for the Countryside
(MAGIC) resource. In addition, biological records within 1 km of the site were requested from the
NEYEDC, which included records of protected and notable species and any nearby non-statutory
designated sites (Local Wildlife Sites, Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation, etc.) not available
through MAGIC.

The objective of the survey was to ascertain if any protected species may be using the site, document the
habitats present and determine any potential ecological impacts during and following the completion of
the works. The survey would be completed under suitable weather conditions and by experienced
ecologists. Further to this, the results of the desktop study and site survey would be assessed to determine
the ecological impacts posed by the work, any additional survey work required, and how such impacts
should be mitigated and compensated for.

The survey work and the preparation of this report has been conducted by ecologists Sarah Barry (MSc,
BSc Hons) and Frayia Allen (BSc Hons), who are experienced in undertaking ecological assessments.

3.2

Survey Area

The application site is located at Grid Reference NZ 86699 07156 and can be accessed via Ingham Close.
The assessment focused on the application site, as well as all habitats in the immediate surrounding area
(where access was available).
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Figure 2. Location of the surveyed area. Site boundary is shown by the red line.
(Image taken from Google Earth Pro: ©2021 Map Data Google)

3.3

Survey Constraints

There were no constraints with regards to site access or completion of the survey objectives across the
site.

3.4

Field Survey

3.4.1

Habitat Assessment

The survey was carried out on Thursday the 3rd of June 2021 in warm (13°C), overcast (8 Oktas) weather
with no rain and a light breeze (2 Beaufort scale). The survey consisted of an assessment and
classification of the habitats on and adjacent to the site, based on their structure and the dominant
vegetation coverage, where present. Following this, the habitats present were assessed for their suitability
to support protected species and for the presence of any evidence of protected species.

3.4.2

Protected Species Impact Assessment

Based on the habitats present, the site was assessed with particular regard to determine the presence or
otherwise of badgers (Meles meles), bats, great crested newts (GCN) (Triturus cristatus), nesting birds,
and reptiles. An overview of the survey methods used is outlined below.

Badgers: An assessment of the site and surrounding habitats (where access was available), with
particular focus on any areas of dense vegetation, was carried out in order to identify any evidence of
badgers, including:
•

the presence of any setts

•

well-used runs/tracks
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•

supplementary evidence, such as hairs or prints

•

badgers themselves

Bats: An assessment of the on-site buildings was carried out in order to identify the presence of any
potential roost features (PRFs) for bats, and/or evidence of roosting bats, in accordance with the current
Bat Conservation Trust (BCT) survey guidelines (Collins, 2016). An external inspection of the buildings
was carried out, focussing on features that may provide roosting opportunities or access points to roosting
features internally, such as the roof and ridge tiles. An internal inspection was also carried out, with any
roof spaces present checked for any evidence of bats. The buildings were then categorised based on their
assessed value for roosting bats, in accordance with the BCT guidelines, detailed in Table 1.

In addition, a preliminary ground level roost assessment of any trees on or directly adjacent to the site
was carried out in order to identify the presence of any potential roost features (PRFs) for bats, such as
split bark, woodpecker holes and other cavities for bats and/or evidence of roosting bats. All trees
assessed were categorised in terms of their value in accordance with the current Bat Conservation Trust
(BCT) survey guidelines (Collins, 2016), shown in Table 1.

Table 1. Guidelines for assessing bat roosting potential of structures and trees.
Suitability
Negligible

Low

Moderate

High

Habitat description

Further action required?

Negligible habitat features on site likely to be
used by roosting bats.
A structure with one or more potential roost sites
that could be used by individual bats
opportunistically. However, these potential
roost sites do not provide enough space,
shelter, protection, appropriate conditions
and/or suitable surrounding habitat to be used
on a regular basis or by larger numbers of bats
(i.e. unlikely to be suitable for maternity or
hibernation).

No further bat risk assessment effort or bat
activity surveys are required.
Structures: One bat activity survey is required
to determine whether the structure is being
utilised by roosting bats; this may be a dusk or
dawn survey. This survey must occur between
May and August. The discovery of a roosting
bat during this single bat activity survey will
require further survey effort.

A tree of sufficient size and age to contain
PRFs, but with none seen from the ground or
features seen with only very limited roosting
potential.

Trees: No further bat risk assessment effort or
bat activity surveys are required.

A structure or tree with one or more potential
roost sites that could be used by bats due to
their size, shelter, protection conditions and
surrounding habitat, but unlikely to support a
roost of high conservation status.

Two bat activity surveys are required to
determine whether the structure or tree is being
utilised by roosting bats; this should be
comprised of one dusk and one dawn survey.
One survey must occur between May and
August.
Three bat activity surveys are required to
determine whether the structure or tree is being
utilised by roosting bats; this should be
comprised of one dusk and one dawn survey,
with an additional survey (either dusk or dawn).
Two surveys must occur between May and
August.

A structure or tree with one or more potential
roost sites that are obviously suitable for use by
larger numbers of bats on a more regular basis
and potentially for longer periods of time due to
their size, shelter, protection, conditions and
surrounding habitat.
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Evidence of roosting bats includes: bat droppings in, around or below an entrance hole; staining around
an entrance hole; small scratches around an entrance hole; audible squeaking at dusk or in warm weather;
smoothening of surfaces around cavity or an entrance hole; distinctive smell of bats.

The assessment was completed using ladders, binoculars and a powerful torch.

Great Crested Newts: An assessment of the habitats present on the site was carried out in order to
determine their suitability to support GCN and any natural or artificial refugia (such as logs, stones,
discarded building materials etc.) present were also lifted to check for the presence of GCN.
In addition, any ponds on-site or within 500 m1 of the site boundaries were assessed for their habitat
suitability for GCN (where access was available), utilising the modified Great Crested Newt Habitat
Suitability Index (ARG UK 2010; Oldham et al. 2000). The Habitat Suitability Index (HSI) provides a means
of evaluating habitat quality for the species. It is a numerical index between 0 and 1, where 0 indicates
completely unsuitable habitat and 1 represents optimal habitat. The HSI score is then utilised to define
the suitability of the pond on a categorical scale (Table 2); however, it should be noted that the system is
not precise enough to allow the conclusion that a pond with a high score will definitely support GCN, whilst
those with a low score will definitely not.

Table 2. Respective pond suitability categories for each band of HSI scores.
HSI Score
< 0.5
0.5 – 0.59
0.6 – 0.69
0.7 – 0.79
> 0.8

Pond Suitability
Poor
Below average
Average
Good
Excellent

The HSI is given by assigning a quantitative figure between 0 and 1 to each of the 10 Suitability Indices
assessed during desktop and field assessments, e.g. pond area, water quality, level of shading. The 10
Suitability Indices are multiplied by each other, with the tenth root of the product of the multiplied Indices
then calculated, giving a figure for habitat suitability.

An HSI assessment was completed for one pond. The results of the HSI assessment are discussed within
Section 4.3 of this report, with the calculation of the HSI score for the pond provided within the Appendices.

Nesting Birds: The habitats on site were assessed to determine their suitability for nesting, with a check
carried out for the presence of any active nests or any evidence of nesting behaviour.

Reptiles: The assessment for reptiles followed a similar methodology to that for GCN, with an assessment
of the habitats present carried out to determine their suitability to support reptiles, and with any refugia
lifted to check for the presence of reptiles or evidence of reptiles, such as sloughs (shed skins)
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Other Wildlife: In accordance with good practice, the site was checked for the presence of any other
protected/notable species, with particular regard to any other species highlighted in the desktop study.

Invasive Species: The site was also surveyed for the presence of any invasive, non-native flora or fauna.
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4

RESULTS

4.1

Desktop Study

4.1.1

Designated Sites

Statutory Designated Sites:
There were two statutory designated sites within 2 km of the proposed development site. The nearest
statutory designated for biological interest site is and the North York Moors Site of Special Scientific
Interest (SSSI) which is overlapped by the North York Moors Special Protection Area (SPA) located
approximately 1km south from the proposed development site. North York Moors (SSSI) and North York
Moors (SPA) is designated for the presence of the largest continuous tract of heather moorland in England
and of international importance for its breeding bird populations, particularly merlin (Falco columbarius)
and golden plover (Pluvialis apricaria).

Figure 3. Location of the surveyed site in relation to the surrounding designated sites.
(© Crown Copyright and MAGIC database rights 2019. Ordnance Survey 100022861).

Due to the distance of the North York Moors Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and the North York
Moors Special Protection Area (SPA) from the proposed development site and the self-contained nature
of the works, it is highly unlikely that there will be any direct or indirect adverse effects on the conservation
objectives of the above site.
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Non-statutory Designated Sites:
There were no non-statutory designated sites within 5km of the proposed development site.

Notable Habitats:
There were ten totable habitats with a 1 km radius of the proposed development site, the closest being a
deciduous woodland located 451 m from the site.

Figure 3. Location of the surveyed site in relation to the surrounding notable habitats.
(© Crown Copyright and MAGIC database rights 2019. Ordnance Survey 100022861).

Again, due to the relatively small-scale and localised nature of the proposed works, which will be
restricted to the footprint of the site, any impacts to non-statutory designated sites (either direct or
indirect) as a result of the works are expected to be negligible.

4.1.2

Biological Records

A total of 206 records were returned from NEYEDC, which can be separated into the following groups:
one amphibian record (common toad (Bufo bufo)), 21 bird records (Swift (Apus apus), Merlin (Falco
columbarius), and Moorhen (Gallinula chloropus), 20 bony fish records (European eel (Anguilla anguilla),
Atlantic salmon (Salmo Salar), Brown/Sea Trout (Salmo trutta), and Grayling (Thymallus thymallus), five
conifer records (Juniper (Juniperus) and Scots Pine (Pinus sylvestris)), one fern record (Moonwort
(Botrychium lunaria)), 128 flowering plant records (42 species), one caddis fly (Rhyacophila fasciata), one
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reptile record (Adder (Vipera berus)), 28 terrestrial animal records (11 species). The importance of
individual species records in the context of the proposals are discussed in Section 4.3 – Protected
Species, where and if appropriate. A full list of received records is available on request with the permission
of the records centre, excluding records of sensitive species.

4.2

Site Assessment

4.2.1

On-Site Ecological Features

The site comprised of six buildings, a large area of amenity grassland and a woodland located southeast
of the site. The general ecological value of each habitat is described in the paragraphs below, with any
notable species-specific findings detailed in Section 4.3.

Buildings: Four buildings were present on the proposed development site and surrounding school
grounds. The demolition plan focuses on building three (B3) and building 4 (B4) (figure 4). Building 1 (B1)
was a red brick building with whitewash, bitchumen roof tiles with thick moss coverings and guttering
situated directly underneath (Image 1). The ridge tiles along the top of the building were concrete and the
front side of the main building was north facing. An extension of the building on the southeast side was a
stone brick building with the same roof structure and guttering as the main building (Image 2). The
extension to the west side of the main building was the same structure as the southeast side extension
(Image 3).

Building two (B2) was a wood frame building with bitchumen felt roofing and plywood as sidings (Image
4). Building three (B3) had a single lined bitchumen felt roof with a wooden frame and cladding on the
side (Image 5). Building four (B4) was of the same structure as building three (Image 6).

B1

B4
B3

B2

Figure 4. Location of buildings within the survey area.
(Image taken from Google Earth Pro: ©2021 Map Data Google)

An assessment of the buildings suitability to supports bats and other wildlife is provided in Section 4.3.
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Hardstanding: The land to the south of the buildings largely comprised of a tarmac play area (Image 7).

The hardstanding area was considered to be of negligible ecological value as it compromises largely of
artificial and heavily managed/disturbed habitat which offers little refuge for wildlife.

Amenity Grassland: The land southeast of the buildings (Image 8) and the land northeast of the buildings
(Image 9) comprised of an amenity grassland playing fields. The area was managed with limited species,
typical

of

amenity

grassland.

Species

present

included

daisy

(Bellis

perennis),

buttercup

(Ranunculaceae), speedwell (Veronica spicata), and dandelion (Taraxacum officinale).

The amenity grassland was considered to be of low ecological value at site level and negligible value at
a wider level as it compromises largely artificial species and is heavily managed/disturbed and as such,
offers little opportunity for refuge or foraging for wildlife.

Hedgerow: There was one hedgerow present on site, located on the southwest boarder of the site
boundary (Image 10). The hedgerow was approximately 2 m by 3 m and was bordered by a fence. Species
present within the hedgerow included holly (Ilex aquifolium), hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna), bramble
(Rubus plicatus), ivy (Hedera helix), sycamore (Acer pseudoplatanus), alder (Alnus glutinosa), willow
(Salix), and alkanet (Alkanna tinctoria).

The hedgerow on site could provide suitable habitat for tree nesting bird species as well as suitable
commuting habitat for bats. Furthermore, the hedgerow could provide suitable sheltering, foraging, and
commuting habitat for small mammals, and amphibians. The hedgerow was considered to be of moderate
ecological value at site level and low ecological value at a wider level as it could be a suitable habitat for
a range of UK wildlife, but it lacked a species rich ground layer.

Woodland: Along the southern border of the site a woodland was present (Image 11). Species present
included common nettle (Urtica dioica), Yorkshire fog (Holcus lanatus), buttercup, great willow herb
(Epilobium hirsutum), vetch (Vicia), cow parsley (Anthriscus sylvestris), and bramble at ground layer. The
canopy layer included species of sycamore, oak (Quercus), cherry (Prunus), and elm (Ulmus).

The woodland was considered to be of moderate ecological value as it provides suitable habitat for tree
nesting bird species as well as suitable commuting habitat for bats. The woodland could also provide
suitable sheltering, foraging, and commuting habitat for small mammals and amphibians.

Scattered scrub and trees: In the front car park located north of the site, an ornamental scattered scrub
was identified with species including Spanish bluebells (Hyacinthoides hispanica), small leaf cotoneaster
(C. microphyllus agg.), dandelion, Leyland hemp agrimony (Eupatorium cannabinum), Moroccan orange
(Citrus tangerine), St. John’s wort (Hypericum perforatum), and dudleya sp. (Image 12). Species of
geranium (Pelargonium), and snowberry (Symphoricarpos) (Invasive Non-Native Species) were identified
on the west side of building one (B1) as well as field maple (Acer campestre), elder (Sambucus), and wild
cherry (Image 13).
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A small courtyard was located on the northwest side of building one (B1) and included a bed row with
species of rose bay willow herb, poppies (Papaver rhoeas), cleavers (Galium aparine), strawberries
(Fragaria ananassa), thistle (Cirsium vulgare), and field mustard (Brassica rapa). To the north side of
building four (B4) species of Moroccan orange, and buddleia were identified.

4.2.2

Off-Site Ecological Features

The site is situated in the village of Sleights, Whitby. The site is surrounded by residential housing and
hardstanding habitat and is considered to be of low to negligible ecological value due to the lack of
vegetation, but buildings can offer suitable roosting opportunities for bats depending on their
construction and condition. Further west of the site is some areas of improved grassland and arable
fields that are considered low ecological value, due to management cycle they undergo preventing a
suitably mature assemblage of vegetation from developing, which in turn provides sub-optimal
conditions for a range of UK wildlife.

Notwithstanding this, these habitats fall outside of the red boundary line and as such will not be
impacted in any way by the proposed demolition plans.
4.3

Protected Species

Badgers: No evidence of badgers was recorded during the survey. No setts were recorded on site and
the site lacked any suitable sett creation habitat, with no banked areas present for digging. No evidence
of badger activity such as tracks, latrines or snuffle holes was recorded on-site. The hedgerow and
woodland area could provide suitable foraging habitat for badgers, but overall, the proposed development
site was considered low ecological value for badgers due to the surrounding areas lack of suitable
vegetation and commuting habitat.

A single record from 2004 of Eurasian badger (Meles meles) was provided by NEYEDC record centre,
located approximately 1.4 km north of the site.

Providing basic mitigation measures are implemented, the effects of the proposed development on
badgers are expected to be negligible.

Bats:
Buildings: There were a total of four buildings on site, three of which presented notable suitability for
bats. Building one (B1) had a notable PRF in the tiles on the south facing side of the roof. Building one
(B1) was considered to be of low suitability for bats, but as this building is being retained the effects of the
proposed development plans on bats is expected to be negligible.

Building two (B2) had a notable PRF with wearing and accumulated excrement on the south facing side
of the building (Image 14). Building two (B2) was considered to be of moderate to low suitability for roosting
bats, but as this building is not part of the demolition plans the effects on bats is expected to be negligible.
No PRF’s were recorded on building three (B3).
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Building four (B4) had a notable PRF on the south facing side of the building underneath the roof (Image
15). Building four (B4) was considered to be of moderate suitability for roosting bats and would require
survey’s to be undertaken to determine the presence of bats due to the proposed plans of demolition.

Trees: Two mature ash trees with dense ivy cover and colonising holly were identified southwest of
building four (B4) (Image 16). The two ash trees are considered to be of a low to moderate suitability for
bats but as these are being retained the effects of the proposed development on bats is expected to be
negligible.

Surrounding site: The site was considered to offer low to moderate foraging and commuting habitat for
bats, with the hedgerow and trees on-site providing suitable habitat. However, the overall suitability was
limited by the ornamental species present and the immediate surrounding habitats of roads and residential
areas, which are generally of lower value for bats.

13 records of bats within the surrounding area were returned from the NEYEDC, with species including
Brown long-eared (Plecotus auratus), Sparano pipistrelle (Pipistrellus pygmaeus), common pipistrelle
(Pipistrellus pipistrellus), Noctule (Nyctalus noctule), and Daubenton (Myotis daubentoniid). The nearest
record located approximately 566 m northeast of the site. A previously granted EPS licence (2012) for
bats (common pipistrelle) was present within 1.3 km of the site.

The site assessment and desk study in combination indicate that building one (B1) has low suitability for
individual and transient bats. Building two (B2) was considered to be of moderate suitability for bats.
Building three (B3) was considered to be of negligible suitability for bats. Building four (B4) was considered
to be of low to moderate suitability for bats. The surrounding buildings and trees were considered to offer
low suitability for bats also. The hedgerows and trees on site offer low to moderate foraging and
commuting habitat for bats. Due to building one (B1) and building two (B2) being retained the impact of
the works is expected to be limited. However, in the absence of suitable mitigation, any works carried out
on building four (B4) may result in the damage or destruction to any roosts present.

Great Crested Newts: The woodland and hedgerow bordering the site could provide suitable habitat for
foraging and commuting GCN due to its suitability dense areas of vegetation. However, the amenity
grassland and areas of hardstanding on-site which formed the dominant habitat within the red line
boundary was deemed to be of low suitability for GCN as the management cycle of this area prevents
optimal habitat from occurring due to lack of a late-stage vegetation community in which GCN can forage
shelter or commute.

One pond was (P1 on Figure 5) present on-site to the southeast in the woodland area (Image 17). A HSI
assessment was carried out, obtaining an overall score of 0.28 which is considered to be of poor value.
The vegetation around the pond was considered to be of good quality and included species of marsh
marigold (Caltha palustris), penny wort (Centella asiatica), fern (Tracheophyta), and water mint (Mentha
aquatica). However, the surrounding area was deemed largely unsuitable for GCN due to the area of
amenity grassland, ornamental scrub, and hardstanding. It is considered highly unlikely, even if present
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in P1, would cross these barriers to migrate to the proposed development site due to the limited suitable
dispersal habitat on and surrounding site.

P1

Figure 5. Location of the surveyed site (red line boundary) in relation to ponds within 500m (blue).
(© Crown Copyright and MAGIC database rights 2021. Ordnance Survey 100022861).

The hedgerow habitat on-site could provide suitable commenting habitat for GCN, but it is set to be
retained as part of the proposed development plans. As such, there will be no suitable terrestrial GCN
habitat lost to development.

No records of GCN within the surrounding area were provided by the NEYEDC record centre.

Based on the above findings, it is considered that GCN are highly unlikely to be present in the area and
any impacts to them as a result of the works is expected to be negligible.

Birds: During the survey, a number of birds were identified by their calls, including species of blue tit
(Cyanistes caeruleus), grey tit (Parus afer), carrying crow (Corvus corone), goldfinch (Carduelis
carduelis), house sparrow (Passer domesticus), swift, blackbird (Turdus merula), sparrow, and starling
(Sturnidae). A potential nesting spot was identified in the guttering of building four (B4) on the east side
of the building. The hedgerow and trees on-site provide high suitability habitat for tree nesting bird species,
as well as a suitable area of foraging habitat for any on site birds.
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21 records of notable bird species (Swift, Merlin and Moorhen) were provided by NEYEDC record centre,
with the nearest located 122 m northwest of the site.

Overall, the site was deemed moderate suitability for nesting birds, with the most suitable habitat found
within the hedgerow and trees on-site. Provided appropriate mitigation measures are adhered to, the
impacts to nesting birds as a result of the proposed development are expected to be low.

Reptiles: The habitat on site was largely unsuitable for reptiles, with the majority of the habitat consisting
of amenity grassland and hardstanding. This habitat provides sub-optimal conditions for UK reptiles which
require a range of transitional habitats to provide areas for foraging, shelter, and basking. The ground
layer of the woodland habitat could provide suitable habitat for reptiles. However, this habitat is limited in
its overall extent and surrounded by further unsuitable arable land, which decreases the likelihood of
reptiles being able to access and use these areas.

A single historic (1999) record for reptile (Adder) was provided by the NEYEDC record centre, located
approximately 1.8 km north of the site.

Overall, reptiles are considered likely absent from the site and as such, the impacts from the proposed
development on them are expected to be negligible.

Other Wildlife: Two records of European Water Vole (Arvicola amphibius) and 11 records of European
Otter (Lutra lutra) were provided by the NEYEDC record centre. The hedgerow bordering the southwest
of the site boundary forms optimal commuting, sheltering and foraging habitat for European hedgehog
(Erinaceus europaeus). The hedgerow forms the most suitable on-site habitat for hedgehogs, all of which
are due to be retained. This significantly reduces the overall impacts of the proposed development on
hedgehogs. Provided basic mitigation measures are adhered to, the impacts to a local hedgehog
population are considered to be negligible.

4.4

Invasive Species

As previously mentioned, Snowberry was present on site. Although not listed on the Schedule 9 of the
Wildlife and Countryside Act, Snowberry is an Invasive Non-Native Species (INNS) and should be treated
with caution. As such, precautionary measures will need to be taken during site clearance to ensure that
the works do not result in the spread of this plant species.
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5

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The site was considered to be of overall moderate ecological value. This is due to the presence of one
PRF on Building one (B1), one PRF on building (B2) and one PRF on building four (B4). The surrounding
habitat provided suitable foraging and commuting habitat for bats in the form of a hedgerow and
surrounding trees. The site was deemed moderate suitability for nesting birds, due to the high activity
recorded during the survey, the potential nesting spot found on building four (B4), and the high number of
records provided by the NEYEDC record centre located within close proximity to the site. The hedgerow
and trees on site also provided suitable, nesting, foraging, and commuting habitat for birds. The site was
considered to be of negligible suitability to support badgers, GCN’s and reptiles. Following the site
assessment and in review of the findings, the following measures are considered to be required to be
incorporated into the works:

5.1

Mitigation Measures
•

Due to their status as INNS, the snowberry present on site should be appropriately disposed of
to avoid its spread. Any plant material and associated soil should ideally be retained on-site and
burned, if safe to do so. If this is not feasible and the plant must be transported off-site for
disposal, this should be done by a suitable waste carrier and taken to a landfill that is authorised
to accept invasive plant material.

•

Due to the PRFs for bats present on B4, in accordance with current best practice guidelines, a
minimum of two bat activity surveys should be carried out to confirm continued presence or likely
absence and accurately determine numbers and species of bats.
o

The surveys must be carried out between May and September, inclusive, with at least
one of the surveys carried out between May and August, inclusive. The surveys must
comprise of one dusk emergence survey and one pre-dawn return to roost survey.
Survey visits must be carried out in weather conditions suitable for bats to be fully
active.

o

If bats are confirmed to be present, it will be necessary to apply to Natural England for
an EPS mitigation licence to legally permit the repair and replacement works of the
PRFs and consequent destruction of any bat roosting habitat present. Proportionate
mitigation (including the exclusion of any bats present) and compensatory roosting
measures will also need to be incorporated into the works, full details of which would
be provided once the population of bats present has been determined.

o

The exclusion of bats must be undertaken immediately prior to work commencing,
otherwise there is the risk that the bats will return to the roost sites before or during
work being undertaken.

o

If the surveys indicate that bats are now likely absent, works should proceed under a
method statement to ensure best working practises and that no bats are impacted by
the works, however, in the unlikely event that bats are encountered during site works,
it is a legal requirement to stop work and consult Natural England on requirements for
an EPS mitigation licence.
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•

In the event that any hedgehogs are encountered during site clearance, they should be carefully
moved to a safe location away from the works or allowed to move off on their own accord.

•

Where trenches and other excavations are created, they should be covered over before nightfall
or be provided with a suitable ramp to allow any hedgehogs (or other wildlife) which may become
entrapped escape. A suitable ramp would provide adequate grip and be set at angle of no
greater than 45°.

•

Due to the suitability of hedgerows and trees on site to support nesting birds and the discovery
of a potential nesting spot, demolition should be carried out outside of the nesting season, which
is defined as running from March to August, inclusive. If this is not feasible for any reason, a
nesting bird survey must be carried out by a suitably qualified ecologist shortly prior to the start
of works to ensure no active nests are present. In the event that any active nests are found
during this survey or at any point during the works, a suitable exclusion zone should be put
around the nest, with no work taking place in this area until such time as the nest can be
confirmed as no longer active.

•

Retained trees and hedgerows are to be protected using Heras or equivalent fencing around
their Root Protection Areas, in accordance with British Standard documentations BS 5837:2012
– ‘Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction. Recommendations.’ Advice from a
professional arboriculturist should be sought when establishing the protection areas.

•

A sensitive lighting scheme should be implemented during and after construction to avoid indirect
disturbance to foraging and commuting bats, birds and small mammals that may be using the
trees, hedgerows and woodland, and should include the following elements:
o

Sensitive positioning of lighting to avoid unnecessary spill onto trees, hedgerows and
woodland as well as any habitat enhancement features to be incorporated into the redevelopment (see below);

o

Angle of lighting: avoidance of direct lighting and light spill onto areas of habitat that are of
importance as commuting pathways and/or foraging areas;

o

Type of lighting: studies have shown that light sources emitting higher amounts of UV light
have a greater impact to wildlife. Use of narrow-spectrum bulbs that avoid white and blue
wavelengths are likely to reduce the number of species impacted by the lighting;

o

5.2

Reduce the height of lighting columns to avoid unnecessary light spill.

Compensation Measures

Compensation measures are to be determined by the results of the bat activity surveys.

5.3

Enhancement Measures
•

Bat and bird boxes could be installed in suitable trees to be retained and/or bat bricks
incorporated into the design of the new properties to provide an enhancement on bat roosting
and bird nesting habitat.

•

Any landscape planting should use native plant species and/or species of known wildlife value
that will enhance the ecological value of the site for local populations of invertebrates, birds, bats
and small mammals.
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•

The snowberry species on site should not be allowed to spread. Efforts should be made to not
allow this plant to grow any larger.

Providing the recommendations of this report are implemented in full, Naturally Wild would conclude that
there will not be a significant impact to protected species or habitats as a result of the proposed works.
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6

SITE IMAGES

Image 1. Front of building one (B1) the main building.

Image 2. Extension of building one (B1) the main building, located to the east.
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Image 3. Extension of building one (B1) the main building, located to the west.

Image 4. Building two (B2).
Page 24 of 35
Preliminary Ecological Appraisal
Sleights C Of E Primary School, Sleights

APP-21-05
R1 June 2021

Image 5. Building three (B3).

Image 6. Building four (B4).
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Image 7. Hardstanding area used as tarmacked children’s play area.

Image 8. Amenity grassland southeast of buildings used as a playing field.
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Image 9. Amenity grassland northeast of buildings used as a playing field.
.

Image 10. Hedgerow on the southwest of the site boundary.
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Image 11. Woodland along southern border of site boundary.

Image 12. Ornamental scattered scrub in front car park.
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Image 13. Ornament scrub on west side of building one (B1) with species of snowberry (INNS).

Image 14. Notable PRF on building two (B2).
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Image 15. Notable PRF on south facing side of building four (B4).

Image 16. Two mature ash trees with dense ivy cover and colonising holly, southwest of building four
(B4).
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Image 17. Pond 1 (P1) in woodland area.
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8

APPENDICES

8.1

Additional Information for the Legislation of Other Protected Species

Badgers: The badger is geographically widespread across the UK; however, they are still vulnerable to
baiting, hunting and detrimental impacts of development to their habitat. Both the badger and its habitat
are protected under The Protection of Badgers Act 1992, Schedule 6 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act
1981 (as amended) an Appendix Three of the Bern Convention; therefore, badgers have legal protection
against deliberate harm or injury and it is an offence to:
•

Interfere with a badger sett by damaging or destroying it

•

Kill, injure, take or possess a badger

•

Cruelly ill-treat a badger

•

Obstruct access to a badger sett

•

Disturb a badger whilst it is in a badger sett

Bats: All British bat species are listed on Schedule 5 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as
amended) and are therefore afforded protection under Section 9 of this Act. In addition, all bat species
are listed in Schedule 2 of The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations and are protected under
Regulation 39 of the Regulations. These Regulations make provision for the purpose of implementing
European Union Directive on the Conservation of Natural Habitats and of Wild Fauna and Flora 1992,
under which bats are included on Annex IV. The Act and Regulations makes it an offence, inter alia, to:
•

Intentionally kill, injure, take (handle) or capture a bat;

•

Intentionally or recklessly damage, destroy or obstruct access to any place that a bat uses for
shelter or protection (this is taken to mean all bat roosts whether bats are present or not) - under
the Habitats Regulations it is an offence to damage or destroy a breeding site or resting place of
any bat; or

•

Intentionally or recklessly disturb a bat while it is occupying a structure or place that it uses for
shelter or protection - under the Habitats Regulations it is an offence to deliberately disturb a bat
(this applies anywhere, not just at its roost) in such a way as to be likely to affect its ability to
survive, breed, reproduce, rear or nurture their young or hibernate.

Further details of the above legislation, and of the roles and responsibilities of developers and planners in
relation to bats, can be found in Natural England’s Bat Mitigation Guidelines (Mitchell-Jones, 2004).

Nesting Birds: Birds receive protection under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended). It is
an offence to intentionally or recklessly kill, injure or take any wild bird; take, damage or destroy a nest of
a wild bird whilst it is in use or being built; or to take, damage or destroy an egg of a wild bird. The birdnesting season is defined as being from 1st March until 31st August with exceptions and alterations for
some species.
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Great Crested Newts: Great crested newts are protected under Schedule 2 of The Conservation of
Habitats and Species Regulations. This species is also afforded full protection under the Schedule 5 of
the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981. Under such legislation it is an offence to:
•

Intentionally or recklessly* kill, injure or capture a great crested newt;

•

Possess or control any live or dead specimen or anything derived from a great

•

Intentionally or recklessly* damage, destroy or obstruct access to any structure or

crested newt;
place used

for shelter or protection by a great crested newt; and
•

Intentionally or recklessly* disturb a great crested newt while it is occupying a

structure or

place which it uses for that purpose.
•

Damage or destroy a breeding site or resting place.

•

Sell, barter, exchange or transport or offer for sale great crested newts or parts of them.

*Reckless offences were added by the Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000, which applies only to
England and Wales.
To undertake surveys for great crested newts it is necessary to hold an appropriate licence issued by
Natural England.

Reptiles: All native British species of reptile (of which there are six) are listed on Schedule 5 of the Wildlife
and Countryside Act 1981 and, as such, are protected from deliberate killing, injury or trade; therefore,
where development is permitted and there will be a significant change in land use, a reasonable effort
must be undertaken to remove reptiles off site to avoid committing an offence. The same Act makes the
trading of native reptile species a criminal offence without an appropriate licence.
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8.2

Development Plans

8.3

Calculation of HSI score

Pond 1:
Suitability Index
SI1
Location
SI2
Pond Area
SI3
Pond Drying
SI4
Water Quality
SI5
Shade
SI6
Fowl
SI7
Fish
SI8
Ponds
SI9
Terrestrial Habitat
SI10
Macrophytes

Value
Optimal
Sometimes dries
Bad
Absent
Absent
Poor
OVERALL HSI SCORE:

Score
1
0.1
0.5
0.01
0.2
1
1
0.1
0.33
0.8
0.28 (Poor)
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