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Executive Summary 
 
Project Details 

Preliminary Ecological Impact Appraisal for a proposal to develop new student 
accommodation on land adjacent at Jockey Street, Swansea SA1 2EU. Grid reference for 

the centre of the site is SS6582 9383.  
 
Survey methods 

Walkover survey using an adapted extended Phase 1 Habitat Survey methodology. 
Inspection of the building for bat evidence and bat habitat suitability. Site visit: 7th 
September 2017 
 
Key Results 

The following important ecological features occur (or potentially occur) within the 
site: 

• The building has low roost suitability for bats – i.e. there is potential bat access 
to the wall cavity on certain locations, but the surrounding habitats are very poor 
for bats.  

• Japanese knotweed occurs in 4 locations within the site, and occurs all along the 
eastern boundary of the site (on adjacent land)  

• Nesting birds potentially occur in any areas of dense vegetation within the site -  

• The eastern part of the site represents suitable habitat for reptiles  
 
Further Survey 

Conduct a bat survey visit between 1st May and 31st August in order to assess bat 
presence/absence from the building. 

Conduct a reptile survey (7 visits between mid March – end September) to assess the 
presence/absence of reptiles within the site. 

Mitigation and Enhancement 

Any required mitigation for bats and reptiles will be determined following the 
recommended surveys for these species. 

Conduct any clearance or cutting back of dense vegetation outside of the bird nesting 
season (Avoid 31st March – 31st August), or check any suitable areas for nesting birds prior 
to removal. 

Develop a scheme for controlling Japanese Knotweed on site (and in adjacent areas) and 
avoiding causing it to spread off site. Use of a specialist contractor is recommended. 

Integrate a diverse range of native plant species of benefit to wildlife into planting or 
landscaping plans for the garden areas. Consider introducing bird nest boxes, a water 
feature and/or a bird feeding station. 

Conclusion 

Further bat and reptile surveys are recommended in order to provide sufficient confidence 
in making an assessment of their presence/ absence, and to inform any required 
mitigation proposals for these species. 

Japanese knotweed is present on the site, which must be managed appropriately. It is 
recommended that a specialist contactor is contacted for advice. 
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1 Introduction and background 
 
1.1 This report relates to a proposal to develop new student accommodation on land at 

Jockey Street, Swansea SA1 2EU. Grid reference for the centre of the site is SS6582 
9383. 
 

1.2 The site is of approximately 0.35 hectares (ha) in area and comprises a former 
community hall building (now derelict), hardstanding and unmanaged grassland 
areas with scattered tree saplings and re-growth, scrub and tall ruderal patches. 
Japanese knotweed occurs in several locations within the site and is abundant in 
the surrounding area. 

 
1.3 In September 2017, Gould Ecology were commissioned by Boyes – Rees Architects to 

provide a Preliminary Ecological Appraisal for the project. The site visit was 
conducted on 7th September 2017. 

 
 Report aims 

1.4 The aims of this report are to: 

• Identify and describe the habitats on site and in the immediately surrounding 
area and provide an assessment of the likely use of the site by any protected 
or notable species  

• Identify any priority habitats, protected or notable species, or designated 
sites which may be present and could be effected by the proposed works;  

• Provide a preliminary appraisal of the significance and implications of any 
potential ecological impacts which may be caused by the project; 

• Identify any further surveys or other work necessary to complete the impact 
assessment and fully inform the planning decision; 

• Provide initial recommendations for developing appropriate impact avoidance, 
mitigation and ecological enhancement strategies in line with legislative and 
planning requirements. 

 
Key Terms 

 
1.5 ‘Ecological feature’ is the term used to denote any habitat, species or site under 

consideration within the ecological impact assessment. 

 
1.6 ‘Ecological impact’ is the term used to denote actions (associated with the project) 

resulting in changes to an ecological feature. For example – the action of removing 
a hedgerow. 

 
1.7 ‘Effect’ – the outcome on an ecological feature from an impact. For example – the 

effect on dormouse populations of the removal of a hedgerow.  
 

Personnel 
 

1.8 Richard Gould ACIEEM MA BSc is an ecological consultant with over 12 years’ 
experience. He is an Associate member of the Chartered Institute for Ecology and 
Environmental Management and has extensive experience conducting Extended 
Phase 1 Habitat surveys, Phase 2 protected species surveys and Ecological Impact 
Assessments. 
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2 Legislative and Planning context 

 
2.1 The following UK wildlife legislation is relevant to this project: 
 

• The EU Habitats Directive and Wild Birds Directives; 

• The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (or ‘Habitats 
Regulations’); 

• The Wildlife & Countryside Act 1981 (as amended);  

• The Environment (Wales) Act (2016), in conjunction with the ‘Wellbeing of 
Future Generations (Wales) Act (2015), the Nature Recovery Plan for Wales 
(2015) and the Planning (Wales) Act (2015); 

• The Protection of Badgers Act (1992). 

 
2.2 The following paragraphs summarise the key aspects of the legislation: 
 

National Legislation 
 
The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations (2010) (also known as the 
‘Habitat Regulations’)  

 
2.3 The Habitat Regulations enact the European ‘Birds Directive’ and ‘Habitats 

Directive’ within the UK. They provide for the designation and protection of 
‘European Sites (such as SACs and SPAs) and the protection of ‘European protected 
species (EPS)’. All UK bat species, otter and dormice are included within this 
legislation. 

 
2.4 Aspects of this legislation of relevance to development projects mean that it is an 

offence to: 

• Deliberately capture, injure or kill an EPS (i.e. a bat, otter or dormouse); 

• Deliberately disturb an EPS; 

• Damage or destroy a breeding site or resting place of an EPS (e.g. a bat roost, 
otter holt or dormouse nest). 

  
2.5 In particular, the term ‘disturbance’ relates to any action which is likely to impair 

their ability ‘to survive, to breed or reproduce, or to rear or nurture their young, 
or in the case of animals of a hibernating or migratory species, to hibernate or 
migrate; or to affect significantly the local distribution or abundance of the 
species to which they belong.’ This includes obstructing access to any place used 
by an EPS for shelter (i.e. a bats roost) whether individuals are present or not at 
the time. 

 
2.6 It should also be noted that to damage or destroy a breeding site or resting place 

of an EPS (such as a bat roost) is an offence, whether or not the action was 
deliberate. 
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The Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981, as amended) 

 
2.7 The Wildlife and Countryside Act (abbreviated to WACA) provides various levels of 

protection to a range of species, including bats, water vole, wild birds and 
reptiles. 

 
2.8 Much of the protection afforded to bats and other EPS is now provided by the 

Habitat Regulations. However, the WACA protects against intentional or reckless 
disturbance to bats or blocking of bat access to roosts. 

 
2.9 It is an offence to intentionally take, damage or destroy the nest of any wild bird 

(whilst in use or being built) under the WACA. Certain sensitive bird species (listed 
on Schedule 1 of the WACA) have additional protection against disturbance whilst 
nesting and rearing their young. 
 

2.10 All common reptile species (grass snake, slow worm, common lizard and adder) 
have partial protection under the WACA and are protected from intentional killing, 
injury or trade. 
 

2.11 Part II of the WACA is concerned with general nature conservation and habitat/site 
protection through the designation of Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs), 
National Nature Reserves (NNRs) and other types of reserves. 

 
The Environment (Wales) Act 2016 

 
2.12 The Environment (Wales) Act has been designed to complement the Well-being of 

Future Generations (Wales) Act by applying the principles of sustainable 
development to the management of Wales’ natural resources. The Act puts the 
ecosystem approach into statute through a set of Sustainable Management of 
Natural Resources (SMNR) principles, which are based on the 12 principles 
(Ecosystem Approach principles) contained in the UN Convention on Biological 
Diversity (CBD). 

 
2.13 In combination with other new legislation, there is an increased focus on restoring 

degraded ecosystems and taking into account multi-benefit ecosystem services and 
ecological connectivity. 

 
2.14 The Environment (Wales) Act incorporates a ‘Biodiversity and Resilience of 

Ecosystems Duty’ under Section 6, which replaces the ‘Biodiversity Duty’ under 
the NERC Act 2006. This places a duty on planning authorities to “maintain and 
enhance biodiversity” where it is within the proper exercise of their functions. In 
doing so, public authorities must also seek to “promote the resilience of 
ecosystems”.  

 
2.15 A new list (Section 7 of the Act) of species and habitats of principal importance in 

Wales has replaced the previous list under Section 42 of the NERC Act. All habitats 
and species on this list are treated as a ‘material consideration’ within the 
planning system, and planning is unlikely to be granted where adverse impacts to 
any of these are expected.  
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2.16 The Section 7 list is currently the same as the previous Section 42(Wales) list of the 
NERC Act, and includes certain, bird, mammals, amphibian and reptile species, 
including (of particular relevance to this application): common and soprano 
pipistrelle bats, hedgehog, dormouse, slow worm, grass snake and common toad. 

 
The Protection of Badgers Act (1992) 
 

2.17 The Protection of Badgers Act 1992 collates the various pieces of legislation 
under which badgers are protected. These included the Badgers Act (1973); The 
Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981) and (1985) and the Badgers Act (1991). It is 
against the law to: 

• Willfully kill, injure or take a badger. 

• Cruelly mistreat a badger. 

• Dig for a badger. 

• Intentionally or recklessly damage or destroy a badger sett – or obstruct 
access to it. 

• Cause a dog to enter a badger sett. 

• Disturb a badger when it is occupying a sett. 
 

2.18 Construction activities which may affect a badger sett by damage or disturbance 
(such as digging or ground work operations) are potentially an offence under this 
legislation.  

 
Planning Policy 

 
2.19 Planning Policy Wales provides a framework and guidelines for Local planning 

policies drawn up by Local authorities. It is supplemented by 21 topic based 
Technical Advice Notes (TANs). 

 
2.20 Technical Advice Note (TAN) 5- Nature Conservation and Planning (2009) is a key 

TAN in relation to nature conservation and biodiversity. ‘This TAN demonstrates 
how local planning authorities, developers and key stakeholders in conservation 
can work together to deliver more sustainable developments that does not result in 
losses from natural heritage but instead takes every opportunity to enhance it’. 

 
2.21 TAN 5 states that: ‘The town and country planning system in Wales should: 

• work to achieve nature conservation objectives through a partnership between 

local planning authorities, NRW, voluntary organisations, developers, landowners 

and other key stakeholders; 

• integrate nature conservation into all planning decisions looking for development 

to deliver social, economic and environmental objectives together over time; 

• ensure that the UK’s international and national obligations for site, species and 

habitat protection are fully met in all planning decisions; 

• look for development to provide a net benefit for biodiversity conservation with 

no significant loss of habitats or populations of species, locally or nationally; 

• help to ensure that development does not damage, or restrict access to, or the 

study of, geological sites and features or impede the evolution of natural 

processes and systems especially on rivers and the coast.’ 
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 Implications 

 
2.22 Development projects with the potential to cause significant adverse ecological 

effects or to breach the legislation are required to submit sufficient information to 
ensure that such risks are assessed. This will be based on site surveys which 
describe the existing ‘baseline’ ecological conditions. 

 
2.23 Where the risk of causing a legal offence or a significant adverse ecological effect 

has been identified, the project design must incorporate appropriate impact 
avoidance, mitigation or compensation measures, as required under UK legislation 
and planning policy.  

 
 
 
3 Methodology 
 
 Survey Scope 

3.1 The information provided in this report is based on a desk study and site visit 
carried out on the 7th September 2017 by Richard Gould ACIEEM. The survey area 
comprised the site as shown on the plans provided in the document entitled ‘6019- 
Jockey Street Design Document’ by Boyes – Rees Architects. Adjacent habitats were 
viewed from within the site boundary or public access land. 

 
3.2 The Preliminary Ecological Appraisal includes consideration of all those designated 

sites, priority habitats (Section7, UKBAP and LBAP), protected species and 
notable species listed as of principal importance for the conservation of 
biodiversity (S7, UKBAP and LBAP, Red listed or Nationally Rare) which occur, or 
potentially occur, within the zone of influence of the project.  
 

3.3 The zone of influence for the project is generally considered to be the site area 
and boundary features, although effects to mobile species and species potentially 
affected by indirect disturbance are also considered (for instance bats and birds). 
 

3.4 In addition, habitats and species of local importance or lower are considered in 
relation to local planning policy objectives relating to conservation of biodiversity 
within the site – for instance, in the development of ecological enhancement 
strategies. 

 
Desk Study and Consultations 

3.5 Aerial photographs (Google Earth Pro) and Ordnance Survey 1:25 000 maps, were 
used to gain an overview of the study area and surrounding habitats. 

 
3.6 In September 2017, a search of existing ecological records was made through 

South-East Wales Biological Records Centre (SEWBReC). This comprised a search for 
protected and priority species and statutory designated sites to 2km; and species 
of conservation concern and species of local interest within a 500m buffer. 

 
Field Survey 

3.7 On the 7th September, a site visit based on an adapted Extended Phase 1 Habitat 
Survey methodology was conducted by Richard Gould. The site is considerably 
smaller than Phase 1 habitat survey methodology is typically suited for, and 
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therefore, the survey method focused on ecological features within the site, rather 
than broad habitat areas. 

 
3.8 The distribution of habitats and habitat features was recorded based upon the 

JNCC guidelines for Phase 1 Habitat Survey (2010).  The presence of any pernicious 
or otherwise notable invasive plant species was also assessed. 

 
3.9 The site and wider area was assessed for its potential to support any species of 

flora or fauna which are protected, or which are notable for local conservation 
interest (e.g. LBAP species). This includes bats, dormice, water vole, otter, great 
crested newt, white-clawed crayfish, badger, reptiles and birds. Search zones for 
each species took into account habitat suitability and connectivity in the area. 
 

3.10 In addition, an internal and external building inspection and habitat assessment for 
bats was conducted on the former community hall during the site visit. 
 

 
4 Results – Baseline Conditions 
 
 Designated sites 

4.1 Blackpill SSSI and Crymlyn Bog SSSI and SAC lie within 1km of the site.  
 

4.2 However, the site lies within the city of Swansea, and is bordered by urban areas 
and busy roads on all sides. Therefore, the site has negligible habitat connectivity 
with any designated sites in the wider area. 

 
Existing Species Records 

4.3 The species records provided by SEWBReC for the search area are incorporated into 
the species accounts, below. 

 
Habitats and Features 

 
4.4 The following paragraphs describe the habitats and features occurring within the 

survey area.  A map of the habitat areas and features is provided in Appendix A.  
Photographs of the habitat areas and features are provided within Appendix B. 

  
Habitat Area A: Unmanaged amenity grassland with tall ruderal and scrub 

 
4.5 A small patch of amenity grassland occurs to the north of the building on site. It 

has been unmanaged for several years and scrub and tall ruderal species 
(predominantly stinging nettle Urtica dioica, bramble Rubus fruticosa) have begun 
to colonize. 

 
4.6 Two small but established patches of Japanese knotweed (Fallopia japonica) were 

observed within this area. 

 
4.7 This habitat area has value on the less than local scale only. However, it represents 

a small area of green space in a relatively urban environment, and provides a small 
number of flowering species which will have value to local invertebrates. 

 
Habitat Area B: Mosaic of grassland with tall ruderal scattered scrub and trees 
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4.8 This habitat area is a relatively diverse mosaic of grassland, scattered trees and 
common pioneering species. Overhead photography indicates that previously, the 
area was dominated by trees (alder Alnus glutinosa, cherry Prunus spp. and hazel 
Corylus avellana), which have since been cut down (and are now re-growing from 
the base).  

 
4.9 Currently, the area is dominated by a relatively species-rich grassland which 

includes dandelion Taraxacum offcinale, common mouse-ear Cerastium spp., 
meadow buttercup Ranunculus acris, greater plantain Plantago major, yarrow 
Achillea millefolium. However, there are also large areas which are dominated by 
bramble scrub or tall ruderal species (including black mustard Brassica negra, 
common dock Rumex obtusifolius, hemp-agrimony Eupatorium cannabinum, tansy 
Tanacetum vulgare, mugwort Artemisia vulgaris and ragwort Jacobaea vulgaris). 

 
4.10 Two large patches of Japanese knotweed were recorded within this area. 

 
4.11 This habitat area has value on the less than local scale only, as it is comprised of 

relatively common pioneering species. However, there is a relatively diverse flora, 
including a number of herbaceous species of value to local invertebrates (such as 
yarrow, tansy, mugwort, hemp agrimony). In addition, it represents a small area of 
green space within a relatively urban environment. 

 
Habitat Area C: Hardstanding 

 
4.12 The area of hardstanding is the former yard/ car-parking area of the community 

hall, and includes footways around the base of the building. In some areas, the 
concrete has broken and pioneering plant species are establishing, but this area is 
predominantly free from vegetation.  
 

4.13 This habitat area has negligible ecological value. 
 

4.14 A number of discarded syringes and hypodermic needles were noted within the 
main area of hardstanding which represent a health hazard. 

 
Habitat Area D: Building 
 

4.15 The building on site is a former community hall of brick and concrete construction, 
with a flat roof. It is currently not in use and has been boarded up.  
 

4.16 Internally, the hall is derelict, but there are no obvious structural problems, holes 
or gaps to the exterior. There is no roof void, except for a small concrete block 
room housing the water tanks, with a door which opens onto the flat roof. 
 
Building inspection and habitat assessment for bats 

 
4.17 The building was inspected for any signs of bat use, and assessed for its bat roost 

potential.  
 
4.18 There building fabric was found to be generally sound and free from small gaps or 

cavities. The only features with bat roost potential are the wall cavities, which are 
potentially accessible via vents in the walls of the southern and eastern elevations, 
and potentially via the wall tops. 
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4.19 There was no potential bat access to a roof void or any small cavities beneath the 
roof covering. There were no potential bat access points to the building interior. 

 
4.20 No bat evidence was found within the building, or associated with any external 

features. 
 

4.21 Although the building has a wall cavity potentially accessible to bats, the building 
is situated in an urban area where bat habitat is generally poor, and bat records 
are rare and only for small numbers of common species. Therefore the bat roost 
potential of the building is considered to be low.  

 
Habitat Area E: Camp Site 
 

4.22 An area used as a camp site by homeless people is located within Habitat Area B. 
The area is characterized by debris and shelter materials. It is believed to be in 
current or recent use. 
 
Boundary Features 
 

4.23 The majority of the site is bordered by fencing (to the south, north and west) with 
no ecological value. The eastern site boundary is unmarked, but is demarcated by 
the footpath to the east of the site. There is a small hazel hedgerow at the south-
east corner of the site (less than 10m in length). 

 
Habitats and Features in the vicinity of the site 
 

4.24 The site is bordered on the south, west and north by urban areas with negligible 
ecological value. 

 
4.25 To the east, the site borders a footpath and a vegetated slope (which runs down to 

the main road). Japanese knotweed occurs all along the eastern margin of the 
footpath, adjacent to the site boundary.  

 
4.26 A small group of semi-mature trees occurs on the eastern boundary of the 

footpath, comprising pine and birch species. None of these trees has any 
significant potential for roosting bats. 

 
4.27 There are underpasses in the brick-built bridges of the railway line which lies 

just beyond the eastern boundary of the site. The parts of these in the vicinity of 
the site were inspected for the presence of any cavities of potential suitability to 
roosting bats, but none were found – the brickwork was in good condition. 

 
 

Other habitat features 
 

4.28 Occasional piles of rubble and of cut wood were observed within Habitat Area B. 
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Protected and Notable species 

  
Bats 
 
Existing records 
 

4.29 Common pipistrelle bats have been recorded in low numbers (1 or 2 bats) flying 
near to the A4217 at several locations 320 – 750m from the site in 2010, and 
individuals have been recorded flying in several further locations at over 600m 
from the site, records dating from 2007 - 2013. 

 
4.30 A soprano pipistrelle bat was recorded at 620m from the site in 2010. 

 
4.31 No confirmed roost sites have been recorded within the search area. 

 
Roost sites 
 

4.32 The building was the only feature on site with any potential value to roosting bats, 
there were no trees or other structures with any suitability currently present 
within the site. 
 

4.33 The building has low suitability for roosting bats, as it contains only limited 
features with any bat roost potential, and is in an urban area of lower quality 
habitat for bats.  

 
Foraging and commuting habitat 
 

4.34 The site and its vicinity is relatively poor foraging habitat, and is subject to high 
human disturbance.  

 
 

Birds 

 
Existing records 

 
4.35 Black headed gull, dunnock, linnet, bullfinch and black redstart have been 

recorded within 500m of the site. 
 
Nesting habitat 
 

4.36 All areas of dense vegetation (including bramble scrub, tree regrowth, Japanese 
knotweed, and stands of tall ruderal species) potentially provide suitable nesting 
sites for smaller bird species. 

 
4.37 All active wild bird nests are protected (whilst in use) under the Wildlife and 

Countryside Act (1981).  
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Reptiles and Amphibians  

Existing records 

 
4.38 A slow worm was recorded 790m from the site on ‘redundant railway sidings’ in 

2008.  

 
4.39 There are no records for great crested newt within the search area. Common frog 

have been recorded in ponds at over 1km from the site. 
 

Habitat Potential 
 
4.40 Habitat Area B has a number of features of potential value to reptiles – 

particularly slow worm and common lizard, as the habitat mix provides suitable 
areas for foraging, refuge and potentially hibernation. Although the site is 
relatively isolated from other habitat areas, it would be possible for remnant 
populations of slow worm or common lizard to persist in such a location. 

 
4.41 The reptile species potentially present are protected from killing under the 

Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981, as amended). Slow worm are listed on Section 
7 of the Environment (Wales) Act. 

 
4.42 There is a negligible risk that great crested newt occur, as there are no ponds on 

site, and the site is not connected to any areas of potentially suitable habitat in 
the wider area. 

 
 

Badger 
 

4.43 No records of badger occur within 2km of the site.  

 
4.44 No badger setts, main trails, latrines or other signs of presence were observed 

within the survey area or in the immediate vicinity, and the risk to badgers (or to 
setts) is considered to be negligible. 

 
 
Dormouse 
 

4.45 No records of dormice occur within 2km of the site.  
 

4.46 Due to the urban nature or the site, its isolation from suitable habitat or known 
dormouse populations, and the sub-optimal quality of the habitats on site for the 
species, the probability that dormice occur within the site is considered to be 
negligible. 

 
 

Otter and Water Vole 
 

4.47 No records for these species occur within the search area. 
 
4.48 The site is not located near to any water courses or other habitats of potential 

value to these species, and therefore the risks to these species are considered to 
be negligible.  
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4.49 Other protected or notable species 
 

4.50 No records of other protected species occur within 2km of the site, no other 
protected species were considered likely to be present at the site, or to be at risk 
of adverse impacts from the proposals. 
 

Invasive exotic plant species 

4.51 Four stands of Japanese knotweed were noted within the site, and the area 
adjacent to the footpath immediately to the east of the site is dominated by 
Japanese knotweed. 

 
4.52 Japanese knotweed has also been recorded in several location within the wider 

area. 
 

4.53 Japanese knotweed is an exotic invasive species, which spreads through the growth 
of rhizomes beneath the soil, and out-competes all other vegetation. In some 
cases, it can cause a risk to buildings or hard surfaces. Japanese knotweed is easily 
spread when soil containing rhizomes or root fragments of the plant is moved. 
 

4.54 Japanese knotweed, and soil containing Japanese knotweed fragments is treated 
as controlled waste and may only be moved off site by licensed carriers. In 
addition, it is an offence (under Schedule 9 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act, as 
amended) to cause Japanese Knotweed to ‘grow in the wild’, which implies that it 
must not be allowed to spread into neighbouring land ownership. 

 
 

Ecological trends 

 
4.55 Over time Habitat Areas A and B will become increasingly dominated by scrub and 

tree species, and Japanese knotweed will continue to spread throughout the site. 
Left unmanaged, the building is likely to deteriorate and collapse. 

 
 

Summary of Key Results 
 

4.56 None of the habitats within the site have significant intrinsic ecological value, 
although Habitat Areas A and B represent small areas of green space, which contain 
a range of plant species of value to locally occurring invertebrate and bird species. 

 
4.57 Habitat Areas A and B contain features of potential value to nesting birds; 
 
4.58 The building has low suitability for roosting bats.  
 
4.59 Habitat Area B is suitable for reptiles, particularly slow worm and common lizard. 
 
4.60 Japanese knotweed, an exotic invasive species, occurs in four locations within the 

site, and is abundant along the eastern site margin. Uncontrolled, it is likely to 
continue to spread within the site and the surrounding area.  

 
4.61 Even if the Japanese knotweed within the site is controlled, it is likely that it will 

continue to spread onto the site from adjacent land, unless it is also controlled in 
these areas also. 
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5 Survey Limitations 
 
5.1 According to seasonal trends and inherent variations in ecosystem dynamics and 

climatic conditions, different species of flora and fauna are apparent at different 
times of year and, in some cases, may not be apparent every year. It should be 
noted that zero observation of a species during a single site visit cannot confirm 
absence. 

 
5.2 The information provided in this report is based on a single day walkover survey 

conducted on the 7th September. Therefore, seasonal variations have not been 
observed, and not all floral species may have been detected. However, it is 
considered that sufficient habitat information has been gathered to inform the 
conclusions of this assessment. 
 

 
 
6 Preliminary Appraisal of Ecological Impacts 
 

Impacts to Designated Sites 
 

6.1 No impacts to any statutory or non-statutory designated sites are anticipated. 
 
 

Impacts to Habitats  
 
6.2 All habitats within the site were considered to have value on the less than local 

scale, or to have negligible ecological value. Therefore, no significant adverse 
impacts to habitats are anticipated. 

 
 

Impacts to Species 
 
 Bats 
 
6.3 The building was assessed as having low suitability for roosting bats, and there 

were no other features with bat roost potential within the site. 
 

6.4 Habitats on site and in the surrounding area are only likely to be used for foraging 
by small numbers of common bat species, such as common and soprano pipistrelle. 

 
6.5 Bats and their roosts are legally protected, and further survey work is 

recommended to provide sufficient be confidence in an assessment of bat 
presence/absence, in line with current best practice guidelines. 

 
Nesting Birds 

 
6.6 Cutting back of any areas of dense vegetation within Habitat areas A and B may 

cause disturbance to nesting birds if carried out within the breeding season, 
usually considered to be from 1st March – 31st August (a legal offence).  

 
 
 
 
 



Jockey Street – Phase 1 Ecology         Gould Ecology, September 2017 

 

   16 

Reptiles  
 
6.7 Habitat Area B has potential to support reptiles. If reptiles do occur within this 

area, they could be killed or injured during site clearance works (a legal offence). 

 
 

Exotic Invasive Species 
 
6.8 If site works are carried out when Japanese knotweed is present in the site (i.e. if 

it has not been fully eradicated), there is a risk that Japanese knotweed 
contaminated soil, or fragments of the plant, may be spread within the site, or 
spread beyond the site (the latter potentially representing a legal offence). 
 

 
  

7 Recommendations 
 

Further survey 
 

Bat Survey 
 

7.1 In order to confirm whether bats are present or absent from the building on site (in 
line with current best practice guidelines), it is recommended that a follow-up bat 
emergence / re-entry survey is carried out during the active season (between 1st 
May and 31st August). 

 
Reptile Survey 
 

7.2 Due to the potential habitat suitability for reptiles in some parts of the site, and 
the risk of potentially adverse impacts to reptiles should they occur, a further 
reptile survey is recommended in order to confirm their presence/absence.  
 

7.3 Sufficient time within the reptile survey season should be allocated in order for 7 
survey visits to be conducted over a period of at least 2 weeks, following an initial 
site visit for setting out the survey mats and a  2 week ‘bedding in’ period.  

 
7.4 Optimal months for reptiles surveys are 1st April – 1st June and 1st – 30th 

September. Mid – late March, July, August and early – mid October are sub-
optimal, but can be acceptable for a part of the survey period if weather 
conditions are suitable. 

 
Mitigation  

7.5 The following measures are recommended in order to ensure that any potentially 
adverse ecological impacts shall be avoided and minimized: 

 
Mitigation for impacts to habitats 

 
7.6 No impact mitigation is required in relation to habitats, however, any landscaping 

schemes should incorporate plants and features of benefit to wildlife – refer to the 
‘Ecological Enhancements’ section, below. 
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Mitigation for impacts to protected species 

 
Bats 
 

7.7 Mitigation for adverse impacts to bats would be required in the event that they are 
found to be present.  Any required measures will be confirmed following the 
recommended bat survey of the building.  

 
Nesting Birds  
 

7.8 In order to avoid the risk of causing disturbance to nesting birds, any clearance or 
cutting back of scrub or dense vegetation (particularly within Habitat Area B) shall 
be conducted outside of the bird nesting season (i.e. outside of 1st March – 31st 
August), or, if this is not possible, such habitat features must be checked for 
nesting birds by a suitably qualified person, prior to removal.  
 

7.9 If necessary, vegetation may be cut down to 10cm above ground level during the 
winter period, prior to site works commencing in the spring. 

  
Reptiles 
 

7.10 Mitigation for adverse impacts to reptiles would be required if they are found to be 
present on site. Any required measures will be confirmed following the 
recommended reptile survey.  
 
Japanese Knotweed 

 
7.11 It is recommended that the Japanese Knotweed is eradicated from within the site 

and adjacent areas by an approved contractor.  
 

7.12 If site works commence prior to eradication of Japanese Knotweed, no soil 
containing any root fragments may be removed from site, except by a certified 
contractor. 
 

7.13 It is recommended that a specialist contractor be contacted for advice on how to 
manage Japanese Knotweed during the construction period and in the longer term. 

 
 

Ecological Enhancement 

 
7.14 There are opportunities to enhance the landscapes and garden areas for wildlife – 

particularly for plants, local invertebrates and local bird species. 
 

7.15 Any planting or landscaping scheme should aim to incorporate a diverse range of 
plant species of known benefit to wildlife. As well as providing floral diversity, this 
will benefit local invertebrates and birds. Planting schemes should contain at least 
50% native species, ideally of local provenance.  
 

7.16 A list of suggested plant species (but not definitive) is provided in Appendix C. 
 

7.17 It would also be beneficial to install 1 or more bird nesting boxes, a water feature 
and a bird feeding station (if this can be resourced in the longer term).  
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8 Conclusions  

8.1 Further bat and reptile surveys are recommended in order to provide sufficient 
confidence to form an assessment of their presence/absence of these species, and 
to inform any required mitigation measures. 
 

8.2 Japanese knotweed is present on the site, which must be managed appropriately. 
It is recommended that a specialist contactor is contacted for advice. 
 

8.3 There are opportunities to enhance the landscaped/garden areas for wildlife 
through planting a diverse range of native plant species of by creating habitat 
features of benefit to local birds. 
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Appendix A: Habitat Map  
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Appendix B: Photographs 
 
Figure 1: Site viewed from the south-west, showing boundary fencing and building 

 
 
 
Figure 2: Site setting  building to right of picture 
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Figure 3: Building - east facing elevation 

 
 
 
Figure 4: Building Interior 
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Figure 5: View of Building Roof 

 
 
 
Figure 6: Southern face of building 
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Figure 7: Habitat Area A: Unmanaged amenity grassland with tall ruderal and scrub. 
Patches of Japanese Knotweed are indicated by the arrows 

 
 
 
Figure 8: Patch of Japanese Knotweed, as shown in Figure 7 
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Figure 9: Habitat Area C – Hardstanding (looking south) 

 
 
 
Figure 10: Habitat Area B – Unmanaged grassland with tall ruderal and scattered trees 
and scrub – Looking north 
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Figure 11: Habitat Area B – Looking south 

 
 
 
Figure 12: Habitat Area B – looking west 

 



 
Jockey Street – Phase 1 Ecology          Gould Ecology, September 2017 
 

   27 

Figure 13: Japanese Knotweed within the site, looking east towards adjacent areas 

 
 
 
Figure 14: Footpath to the east of the site (looking south) – note Japanese Knotweed 
running all along the eastern side (left side of photo), and debris from the ‘camp site’ 
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Figure 15: Overview of site, looking east – the semi-mature trees are just east of the site 
boundary 

 
 
 
Figure 16: Area E: ‘Camp site’ and debris 
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Appendix C - Suggested Species for native/ wildlife friendly planting 
 
Small – Medium sized Tree and Shrubs 

• Rowan (Sorbus aucuparia)  

• Whitebeam  (Sorbus aria)  

• Hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna) 

• Blackthorn (Prunus spinosa) 

• Hazel (Corylus avellana) 

• Dogwood (Cornus sanguinea) 

• Field maple (Acer campestre) 

• Guelder rose (Vibernum opulus) 

• Wayfaring tree (Viburnum lantana) 

• Spindle (Euonymus europaea) 

• Elder (Sambucus nigra),  

• Crab apple / apple  (Malus spp.) 

• Buckthorn (Rhamnus cathartica) 

• Daphne odora 

• Gooseberry  

• Red-currant / Blackcurrant / Flowering Currant (Ribes sp.) 

• Juneberry (Amelanchier Canadensis/laevis) 

• Plum / Damson (Prunus spp,) 
 
 
Climbers 

• Dog rose (Rosa canina) 

• Field rose (Rosa arvensis) 

• Wild honeysuckle (Lonicera periclymenum) 

• Wild clematis (Clematis vitalba) 

• Rose (Cultivated varieties) 
 
 
Perennial or self-seeding herbs (good for bees and pollinators) 

• Yarrow (Achillea millefolium) 

• Michaelmas daisy (Aster novi-belgii) 

• Ox-eye daisy (Leucanthemum vulgare) 

• St John’s wort (Hepericum perforata) 

• Chives (Allium schoenoprasm) 

• Foxglove (Digitalis purporea) 

• Lavender (Lavendula officinalis) 

• Rosemary (Rosemarinus officinalis) 

• Marigold (Calendula officinalis) 

• Marjoram /Oregano (Oreganum spp.) 

• Honesty (Launaria annua) 

• Thyme (Thymus spp.) 

• Borage (Borago officinalis) 

• Vervain / Verbena species 

• Welsh poppy (Meconopsis cambrica) 

• Mints (Mentha spp.) 

• Lungwort (Pulmonaria officinalis) 


