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1. INTRODUCTION. 

 

1.1. There are plans to develop an area of land off Goldthorpe Road in Goldthorpe 

with a large residential development. A proposed plan is shown in Appendix VIII of 

this report.  

 

1.2. Whitcher Wildlife Ltd was commissioned to carry out a Preliminary Ecological 

Appraisal of the site to establish whether there were any issues that may affect the 

proposed works. This survey was carried out on 21st September 2018.  

 

1.3. The ponds identified in the initial survey were visited on 3rd October 2018 to 

assess the ponds and carry out a Habitat Suitability Index (HSI) Assessment.  

 

1.4. The council then provided two phase 1 habitat reports. One report (364 – GAT20) 

covers the northwest corner of the site, carried out in October 2015. The second report 

(428 – DEA26) covers the rest of the site, with the exception of the bungalow and 

gardens, carried out in August 2013. These reports have been referred to throughout 

this report.  

 

1.5. The report was amended after a site visit with the council and the client on the 

22nd November 2018. A new development plan was also provided.  

 

1.6 A great crested newt eDNA test was carried out of the pond to the east of the site 

on 23rd April 2019. The results of that survey are included in this report.  

 

1.7. A site visit was carried out on the 23rd April 2019 due to reports of the bungalow 

on the site having been burnt down.  

 

1.8. A bat dusk emergence survey was carried out of the bungalow on the site on the 

2nd May 2019. The results of this survey are included in this report.  

 

1.9. Due to the age of the initial Preliminary Ecological Appraisal carried out in 2018 

Whitcher Wildlife Ltd has now been commissioned to carry out a Preliminary 

Ecological Appraisal of the site to update the initial findings and assess whether any 

thing has changed. This survey was carried out on 6th October 2021 and this report 

outlines the findings of all surveys and makes appropriate recommendations.  
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1.10. Now all further surveys have been carried out, Whitcher Wildlife Ltd have been 

commissioned to prepare an Ecological Impact Assessment (EcIA) in line with the 

CIEEM guidance, to support the application for planning permission.  

 

1.11. During the October 2021 survey no significant changes to the site were 

identified and no further surveys are required. Therefore, the EcIA has been updated. 

 

1.12. Appendices I to IV of this report provide additional information on specific 

species and are designed to assist the reader in understanding the contents of this 

report. 

******************** 
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2. SURVEY METHODOLOGY. 
 

2.1. Prior to visiting the site, the survey area was cross referenced to maps and aerial 

photographs to give a general idea of the habitats and potential issues within the area 

and to identify potential access and walking routes. 

 

2.2. The survey area was walked where access was agreed and public rights of way 

were used where no access was agreed. All habitats within and immediately around 

the survey area were documented and the dominant species within that habitat listed 

in line with the JNCC Handbook for Phase 1 Habitat surveys. 

 

2.3. The survey area and immediate surrounding area was thoroughly searched for 

evidence of badger (Meles meles) activity by looking for the following signs in line 

with Harris S, Cresswell P and Jefferies D (1989). Surveying Badgers. Mammal 

Society: - 

 * Badger setts. 

 * Badger latrines or dung pits. 

 * Badger snuffle holes and evidence of foraging. 

 * Badger paths. 

 * Badger prints in areas of soft mud. 

 * Badger hairs caught on fencing. 

 

2.4. The survey area was searched for watercourses and where found all watercourses 

within the survey area and for approximately 50m in each direction were thoroughly 

searched for evidence of water vole (Arvicola amphibius) activity by looking for the 

following signs, in line with Rob Strachan, Tom Moorhouse and Merryl Gelling 

(2011). Water Vole Handbook: Third Edition: - 

 * Water vole burrows. 

 * Water vole faeces and latrines. 

 * Water vole feeding stations. 

 * Water vole runs. 

 * Water vole prints in areas of soft mud. 

 * Water vole lawns. 

 * Predator field signs. 
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2.5. The survey area was searched for watercourses and where found all watercourses 

within the survey area and for approximately 50m in each direction were thoroughly 

searched for evidence of otter (Lutra lutra) activity by looking for the following signs 

in line with the P Chanin (2003). Monitoring the Otter and Conserving Natura 2000 

Rivers: Monitoring Series No10 Guidelines: - 

* Otter prints in soft mud. 

* Otter spraints. 

* Otter Holts. 

 

2.6. The survey area was searched for watercourses and waterbodies. Where found, 

and where safe to enter the water, all were thoroughly searched for the presence of 

crayfish, for approximately 50m in each direction of the site, by searching under rocks 

and logs. Where stated, crayfish traps were also deployed into the watercourse. All 

survey work was carried out in accordance with the Conserving Natural 2000 Rivers 

Monitoring Series No 1, Protocol for Monitoring the White Clawed Crayfish.  

 

2.7. The survey area was searched for mature trees and derelict buildings and where 

found these were checked for potential bat roosting sites in line with Collins, J. (ed.) 

(2016) Bat Surveys for Professional Ecologists: Good Practice Guidelines (3rd 

edition) by looking for the following signs: - 

* Holes, cracks or crevices. 

* Bat Droppings. 

 

2.8. The land immediately adjacent to the survey area was assessed for bat roosting 

potential and bat foraging potential. Connective routes and flight lines were also 

assessed whilst on site and using maps of the area. 

 

2.9. The area within 500m of the survey site was cross referenced to maps to highlight 

all ponds close to the site. Where possible, all ponds identified were accessed using 

agreed access or public rights of way to assess the potential for great crested newts 

(Triturus cristatus) to be present. 

 

2.10. The survey area was assessed for the potential for reptiles and suitable reptile 

habitats. Where applicable the area was also searched for the presence of reptiles.  

 

2.11. Where appropriate, the habitat within and surrounding the survey area was 

searched for species such as hazel, oak, honeysuckle, bramble and other species 

which may provide potential habitat for hazel dormice (Muscardinus avellanarius). 

Field signs such as feeding remains and nests were also searched for where possible, 
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in line with P Bright, P Morris and T Mitchell-Jones The Dormouse Conservation 

Handbook 2nd Edition. 

 

2.12. Where appropriate, the area within and surrounding the survey area was 

assessed for its potential to house habitat for red squirrels. Field signs of red squirrels 

were searched for at least every 50m, looking for any dreys, feeding signs or sightings 

of red squirrels.  

 

2.13. All surveys were carried out in line with the Chartered Institute of Ecological 

and Environmental Management (CIEEM) survey standards and advice. 

 

2.14. This document is prepared in line with The National Planning Policy 

Framework (NPPF). This sets out the government policy on biodiversity and nature 

conservation and places a duty on Planning Authorities to give material consideration 

to the effect of a development on legally protected species when considering planning 

applications. The NPPF and the Planning Practice Guidance on “Natural 

Environment” also promote sustainable development by ensuring that developments 

take account of the role and value of biodiversity and that it is conserved and 

enhanced within the development. 

 

2.15. This report is prepared in line with the Natural Environment and Rural 

Communities (NERC) Act that came into force on 1st Oct 2006. Section 41 (S41) of 

the Act requires the Secretary of State to publish a list of habitats and species which 

are of principal importance for the conservation of biodiversity in England. 

 

2.16. This survey was carried out by Jenny Whitcher Roebuck MCIEEM. Since 2001 

Jenny has had experience in a professional capacity as a Wildlife Consultant carrying 

out Ecology Surveys and Phase 1 Habitat surveys. Jenny holds Natural England 

Survey Licences in respect of bats, great crested newts, crayfish and barn owls, NRW 

and SNH Survey Licences in respect of bats and great crested newts. She has also 

successfully completed a number of courses run by the Chartered Institute of Ecology 

and Environmental Management (CIEEM), the Bat Conservation Trust (BCT) and the 

Field Studies Council (FSC) in the relative protected species, plant species and in 

carrying out Phase 1 Habitat Surveys. As a full member of CIEEM she is committed 

to continuous professional development, a continual process of learning and career 

development, a condition of CIEEM membership. 

 

******************** 
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3. ECOLOGICAL BASELINE. 

 

3.1. Data Search Results.  

 

3.1.1. Desktop data searches were requested from Sheffield Biological Records 

Centre for records of protected species and designated sites within 2km of the survey 

area, from South Yorkshire Badger Group for records of badgers within 2km of the 

survey area and from South Yorkshire Bat Group for records of bats and bat roosts 

within 2km of the survey area. The full data searches are available on request to the 

client.  

 

3.1.2. Sheffield Biological Records Centre holds one record of one male great crested 

newt within the eastern end of the survey area from 2011 and three records of great 

crested newts 400m to the east of the site from 2011. However, all four records are 

recorded as “pond near or adjacent to Barnburgh Lane”. The grid reference for the 

record on the site is one digit different to the other three records and there is no pond 

in or near to its location. Therefore, it is possible that this grid reference is wrong, and 

this record is in the same location as the other three.  

 

3.1.3. There are numerous records of bats within 2km of the survey area, although 

there are no records within or adjacent to the survey area. The nearest record lies 

300m to the northeast of the site and is of one Pipistrelle bat recorded in 1998. The 

nearest roost record lies 450m to the north of the site and is a small Pipistrelle roost 

recorded in 2016. 

 

3.1.4. There is one field record of a grass snake 1.2km to the south of the site from 

2013. There are no other records of reptiles within 2km of the site.  

 

3.1.5. There are no records of designated sites within or surrounding the survey area. 

The nearest record lies 675m to the south of the site and is Bolton upon Dearne 

Wetlands Local Wildlife Site.  

 

3.1.6. South Yorkshire Badger Group have no records of badgers within 2km of the 

survey area.  

 

3.1.7. South Yorkshire Bat Group hold one record 115m to the northwest of the 

northwest corner of the site of an injured bat found in 2005. The nearest roost record 
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is located 500m to the north and is of a single Common Pipistrelle day roost recorded 

in 2016. There are no records specific to the survey area.  

 

3.8. The site lies wholly within the Dearne Valley Green Heart Nature Improvement 

Area. The aim of this is to help restore and enhance the ecological networks of the 

river, its floodplain and its link to habitats on surrounding slopes and hills.  

 

3.9.  A search of the MAGIC website was carried out to identify any European 

designated sites within 5km of the survey area. No European designated sites were 

identified within 5km of the site. However, two UK designated sites were identified, 

as shown on the map below, which shows a 5km buffer around the survey area.  

 

 

 

3.10. The Bilham Sand Pits SSSI was identified 3.85km to the northeast of the site. 

The SSSI is designated for its Permian sediments.  

 

3.11. Denaby Ings SSSI lies 4.8km to the southeast of the site. The SSSI is designated 

for its extensive water meadows.  

 

 

 

 

Bilham Sand Pits 

SSSI 

Denaby Ings SSSI 
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3.12. The RSPB’s Adwick Washlands Nature Reserve lies 720m to the southeast of 

the survey area. This is an area of water meadows and marshes and is home to a 

variety of bird species. This is not currently a designated site.  

 

3.1.3. Whitcher Wildlife Ltd are trying to get a response from the RSPB on the value 

of the site in relation to this development, as requested from the council ecologist. 

There has been no response to date.  

 

3.1.4. The only information on this site on the RSPB website states the following.  

“Adwick Washland in the Dearne Valley is a special place of ever-changing vistas 

and wide-open skies. What was once an area of farmed fields has since been 

transformed into water meadows and marshes, home to lots of fascinating wildlife 

such as wigeons, redshank and kestrels. A bridleway runs through the site and a short 

path takes you to a central viewing point with panoramic views across the washland. 

A further 2.5km of permissive paths allow visitors to walk the perimeter of the site. 

The River Dearne flows past the southern edge of the site and can be taken in as part 

of a circular walk from the car park on Furlong Road.” 
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3.2. The Surveyed Area. 

 

3.2.1. The survey area is a large area of land off Goldthorpe Road in Goldthorpe. The 

site includes a disused bungalow. The aerial photograph below shows the survey area.  

 

 

 

3.2.2. The aerial photograph below shows the survey area and the surrounding area.  
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3.2.3. The southern half of the site is currently heavily grazed by three horses and the 

northern half of the site is overgrown. Since the initial survey was carried out in 2018 

the bungalow that was present on the site has been demolished, as can be seen on the 

aerial photograph above.  

 

3.2.4. The site generally remains the same as in the previous survey in 2018, although 

the vegetation is denser as the site has remained relatively untouched for three years.  

 

3.3. Description of Habitats. 

 

3.3.1. Appendix VI of this report contains annotated maps marked up with the varying 

habitats that are cross referenced to target notes in Appendix VII of this report. The 

habitats on and adjacent to the site are: - 

 

• Tall Ruderal 

• Semi-Improved Neutral Grassland  

• Poor Semi-Improved Grassland 

• Dense Scrub 

• Scattered Scrub 

• Woodland, Broad-Leaved 

• Scattered Trees 

• Bare Ground 

• Building 

• Hedge, Defunct, Species Poor 

• Wall  

• Fence 

 

3.3.2. Tall Ruderal 

 

3.3.2.1. The northern half of the site is overgrown with tall ruderal and scrub species.  

 

3.3.2.2. The northwest corner of the site is overgrown with tall ruderal species, 

including spear leaved orache (Atriplex prostrata), dandelion (Taraxacum officinale), 

coltsfoot (Tussilago farfara), sow thistle (Sonchus oleraceus), hogweed (Heracleum 

sphondylium), nettle (Urtica dioica), thistle (Cirsium sp(p)), dock (Rumex sp.), 

mugwort (Artemisia vulgaris) and weld (Reseda luteola) with buddleia (Buddleja 

davidii), bramble (Rubus fruticosus) and sapling silver birch (Betula pendula). The 

photographs below show the vegetation growing in this area.  
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3.3.2.3. The area where the bungalow once was and the area to the south of this, once 

the rear garden, is overgrown with mugwort (Artemisia vulgaris), dock (Rumex sp.), 

nettle (Urtica dioica), thistle (Cirsium sp(p)), dandelion (Taraxacum officinale), 

creeping buttercup (Ranunculus Repens), hogweed (Heracleum sphondylium), 

common knapweed (Centaurea nigra), ragwort (Senecio jacobaea) and hedge 

bindweed (Calystegia sepium) with some false oat grass (Arrhenatherum elatius), 

perennial rye grass (Lolium perenne) and cocks foot (Dactylis glomerata). The 

bungalow was demolished approximately 1 year ago, and the rubble left on site is 

now also overgrown with the same tall ruderal species.  

 

 

 

3.3.2.4. The large area of tall ruderal species on the northeast side of the site is 

dominated by nettle (Urtica dioica) with cow parsley (Anthriscus sylvestris), hogweed 

(Heracleum sphondylium), thistle (Cirsium sp(p)), white dead nettle (Lamium album), 

dandelion (Taraxacum officinale), mugwort (Artemisia vulgaris), rosebay willowherb 

(Chamerion angustifolium), cocks foot (Dactylis glomerata), false oat grass 

(Arrhenatherum elatius), annual meadow grass (Poa annua), hedge bindweed 

(Calystegia sepium) and comfrey (Symphytum officinale) with occasional dog rose 

(Rosa canina), bramble (Rubus fruticosus), sapling ash (Fraxinus excelsior) and 



 14 

hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna). The tall ruderal habitat is being overgrown by the 

scrub habitats in this area.  

 

3.3.2.5. The photographs below show the vegetation growing in this area.  

 

 

 

3.3.2.6. At the northern edge of this area there is an area that is being used by the 

adjacent resident as a small garden area and vegetable patch with squash plants 

growing. (T4) The photographs below show this area.  

 

 

 

 

3.3.2.7. At the eastern side of the site there is an area of tall ruderal and scrub that was 

identified in previous reports as an area of semi-improved neutral grassland (T6). This 

was previously classified in the 2018 survey as tall ruderal and has again in the 2021 

survey been classified as tall ruderal habitat as the area of grassland is very small, 

smaller than in 2018 as it is becoming overgrown with tall ruderals and scrub.  
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3.3.2.8. The photograph below shows this area, taken on 22nd November 2018. 

 

 

 

3.3.2.9. The photograph below shows this area, taken on 6th October 2021 and shows 

that the grassland area has considerably reduced in size. 

 

 

 

3.3.3. Poor Semi-Improved Grassland 

 

The southern half of the site (T5) is heavily grazed by three horses and has a short 

sward length. The grass species are too short to identify many species although cocks’ 

foot (Dactylis glomerata) was present. Other species growing in this habitat include 

ragwort (Senecio jacobaea), nettle (Urtica dioica), thistle (Cirsium sp(p)), dandelion 

(Taraxacum officinale), teasel (Dipsacus fullonum), dock (Rumex sp.), ribwort 

plantain (Plantago lanceolata), greater plantain (Plantago major), mugwort 

(Artemisia vulgaris), burdock (Arctium lappa), red clover (Trifolium pratense), 

creeping buttercup (Ranunculus Repens) and yarrow (Achillea millefolium). The 

photographs below show this heavily grazed area.  
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3.3.4. Dense Scrub 

 

3.3.4.1. There are numerous areas of dense scrub on the site, all mainly in the 

northern half of the site.  

 

3.3.4.2. Around the area where the bungalow (T1) once stood and in what was the 

rear garden there are areas of bramble (Rubus fruticosus) scrub. 

 

 

 

3.3.4.3. The large area at the northeast of the site has large areas of dense scrub which 

is overgrowing the tall ruderal habitat around it. The main species present in this 

scrub habitat is bramble (Rubus fruticosus) with dog rose (Rosa canina), Russian vine 

(Fallopia baldschuanicum), hedge bindweed (Calystegia sepium), hawthorn 

(Crataegus monogyna), sapling cherry (Prunus sp(p)) and elder (Sambucus nigra). 

These areas of scrub have spread into the surrounding habitats over the last three 

years. The photographs below show some of the scrub in this area.   
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3.3.5. Scattered Scrub 

 

3.3.5.1. Within the area at the northwest corner of the site is scattered scrub mainly 

consisting of bramble (Rubus fruticosus), buddleia (Buddleja davidii) and sapling 

silver birch (Betula pendula) and goat willow (Salix caprea). The photograph below 

shows scattered scrub in this area.  

 

 

 

3.3.5.2. There are also numerous areas of scattered scrub on the northeast side of the 

site where the areas of dense scrub are spreading into the areas of tall ruderal habitat.  
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3.3.6. Woodland, Broad-Leaved 

 

At the very northeast corner of the site is a group of sapling and small semi-mature 

self-sown aspen (Populus tremuloides). As these trees are approximately 15m in 

height they have been classed as woodland rather than scrub. The understory is 

mainly sparse bramble (Rubus fruticosus). The photographs below show the small 

area of woodland.  

 

 

 

3.3.7. Scattered Trees 

 

3.3.7.1. Throughout the site there are areas of scattered trees. Within the northern half 

of the site these trees include semi-mature elder (Sambucus nigra), wild cherry 

(Prunus avium), silver birch (Betula pendula), wych elm (Ulmus glabra), hawthorn 

(Crataegus monogyna), Leyland cypress (Cupressocyparis leylandii), blackthorn 

(Prunus spinosa), sycamore (Acer pseudoplantus), plum (Prunus sp(p)), apple (Malus 

domestica) and ash (Fraxinus excelsior).  

 

3.3.7.2. The photographs below show some of the scattered trees throughout the 

northern half of the site. 
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3.3.7.3. Within the southern half of the site there are some semi-mature trees along 

the site boundaries, including hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna), sycamore (Acer 

pseudoplantus) and silver maple (Acer saccharinum). On the southern boundary there 

are two small Tibetan cherry (Prunus serrula) trees (identified from the tree survey 

report), although one is dead.  

 

3.3.7.4. The photograph below shows a Tibetan cherry on the southern boundary. 

 

 

 

3.3.7.5. In the southwest corner of the site there is a group of small mature and semi-

mature trees, including lilac (Lilac vulgaris), crab apple (Malus sp(p)), elder 

(Sambucus nigra), sycamore (Acer pseudoplantus) and wild cherry (Prunus avium). 

The photograph below shows the southwest corner of the site. 
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3.3.7.6. On the western boundary is another group of small mature and semi-mature 

trees, including sycamore (Acer pseudoplantus), ash (Fraxinus excelsior), hawthorn 

(Crataegus monogyna), elder (Sambucus nigra), wild cherry (Prunus avium) and 

common lime (Tilia vulgaris). There is also scattered snowberry (Symphoricarpus 

albus) scrub growing below these trees. The photograph below looks south along the 

western boundary.  

 

 

 

3.3.8. Bare Ground 

 

3.3.8.1. At the northern end of the site is an area that has been cleared by the adjacent 

resident who is using this area as part of their garden (T4). There are well-worn bare 

earth paths in this area, shown in the photographs below.  
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3.3.8.2. At the western side of the site is an area of tarmac which remains from the 

site former use of the site, shown in the right photograph below.  

 

 

 

3.3.9. Building 

 

3.3.9.1. Building 1 (T1) is no longer present. This was a bungalow, present in the 

2018 survey. However, this was demolished approximately 1 year ago due to 

vandalism and fire damage making the building unsafe.  

 

3.3.9.2. Building 2 (T2). 

 

This is a small substation constructed with brick cavity walls with uPVC fascia’s, a 

flat felt roof and large metal doors on the western side. The brickwork is in good 

condition with no cracks or gaps, the fascias are tight fitting and the roof appears to be 

in good condition. The doors are well sealed and locked, and no access was available 

inside this building. However, this is not considered a constraint to the survey due to 

the good condition of the building.  
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3.3.9.3. Building 3 (T3). 

 

3.3.9.3.1. This is a small single storey building on the southern edge of the site. The 

building is constructed with solid brick walls which are wood clad with a flat felt 

roof. Internally the building is one room open to the felt covered wood of the roof 

with exposed brick walls with some machinery present suggesting this may be a 

pumping station. The doors on the northern side of the building are locked and since 

the previous survey have been boarded up inside and made secure.  

 

3.3.9.3.2. The roof is in poor condition with holes due to rotten wood below the felt. 

The wood cladding has been removed or has fallen off the western end of the 

building.  
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3.3.10. Hedge, Defunct, Species Poor 

 

3.3.10.1. There are three sections of defunct hedge on the site. One section is at the 

western side of the bungalow and is a short section of Leyland cypress 

(Cupressocyparis leylandii) hedge on the corner of the adjacent section of the site. 

This hedge has not been managed and the trees are very tall. These trees have suffered 

fire damage from the vandalism to the bungalow.  

 

 

 

3.3.10.2. At the southern end of the site on the western boundary there are two 

sections of hedgerow on the inside of the boundary fence. At the southern end of the 

boundary is a small section of privet (Ligustrum Vulgare) hedge, shown below in the 

left photograph.  

 

3.3.10.3. Further north on the western boundary is a hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna) 

hedge on the fence line, shown below in the photograph on the right.  
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3.3.11. Wall  

 

3.3.11.1. Along the southern site boundary and the southern half of the western side 

boundary there is a low brick wall with stone toppers with the metal railing fence on 

the top of the wall. At the northern end of the site on the western end is a small 

section of brick wall with palisade fencing along the top.  

 

3.3.11.2. At the northern end of the site there is a section of the boundary that is the 

side wall of the neighbouring terrace house and the garden wall. At the northern end 

of the site on the western side is an area where the boundary wall is the rear walls of 

two barns.  

 

3.3.11.3. At the eastern side of where the bungalow once stood there is a small section 

of stone wall that appears to have been the boundary wall of the property, but this is 

now overgrown and falling away in places.  

 

3.3.11.4. At the northern end of the site in an area of dense scrub is a small section of 

stone wall extending under an area of dense scrub and scattered trees.  

 

3.3.11.5. The photographs below show, in order, the northwest corner of the site, the 

wall to the east of the bungalow, the northern boundary wall and the small wall under 

dense scrub at the northern end of the site. 

 

 



 25 

 

 

3.3.12. Fence 

 

There is a variety of fences within the survey area, but the fences are mainly metal 

railing and palisade. The photographs below show some of the fences on the site.  
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3.4. Description of Fauna. 

 

3.4.1. No badger setts or badger field signs were identified within the survey area.  

 

3.4.2. No watercourses were identified within the survey area. Therefore, there is no 

habitat for water voles, otters or white clawed crayfish within the survey area.  

 

3.4.3. Three ponds were identified within 500m of the survey area on an Ordnance 

Survey Map of the area and Google images. The three ponds have been given a 

number and are shown on the map below, along with the location of the great crested 

newt records.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Pond ref Pond 1 

SI1 - Location 1 

SI2 - Pond area 0.8 

SI3 - Pond drying 0.9 

SI4 - Water quality 0.33 

SI4 - Shade 1 

SI6 - Fowl 1 

SI7 - Fish 0.33 

SI8 - Ponds 0.7 

SI9 - Terr'l habitat 0.33 

Pond 2 

Pond 1 

Pond 3 

Location of the 

great crested 

newt record on 

the site but it is 
possible that 

this grid 

reference is 

wrong, and the 
record is in the 

same place as 

the other three 

records, near or 

adjacent to 

Barnburgh Lane 

 

Location of the 

three great 

crested newt 

records. 
 

These ponds 

do not exist.  
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3.4.4. Pond 1 lies to the southeast of the site, 460m 

from the eastern edge. This pond is not shown on the 

OS map but is shown on the Google aerial 

photographs. This is not the pond where the great crested newt records are, it lies 

260m to the south of the GCN records. The pond was visited on 3rd October 2018 to 

carry out an HSI assessment. The HSI score for the pond is 0.65, which means the 

pond provides average suitability for great crested newts. However, the pond is 

becoming very overgrown with bulrush extending well out into the pond and the 

banks and edges of the pond are well trampled by cattle, which have full access into 

the pond. The water is contaminated and churned up with the cattle waste entering the 

pond.  

 

3.4.5. The immediate terrestrial habitat around this pond is grazing land, which is low 

value habitat for great crested newts. To the west of this is an area of rough grassland 

and scrub, which is good terrestrial habitat for great crested newts. Beyond this 

habitat, between this and the survey area is a large area of well managed playing 

fields, low value terrestrial habitat and a barrier to movement. There are no other 

ponds in this direction. The photograph below shows Pond 1.  

 

 

 

SI10 - Macrophytes 0.7 

HSI 0.65 

Suitability  Average 
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3.4.6. There is a drainage ditch, which 

extends from the field to the north of 

Pond 1 and then turns west and ends 

up in Pond 1. This ditch shows signs 

that works have recently been carried 

out to the ditch and the ditch is totally 

dry. The photograph opposite shows 

this ditch as it leads to the pond.  

 

3.4.7. Immediately to the north of 

Pond 1, 20m away, is a large building development with houses currently being built 

within 50m of this pond and there is no evidence of any great crested newt mitigation 

around this building site. The photograph below was taken looking north, showing the 

boundary fence of the development, 20m from Pond 1 to the south.  

 

 

 

3.4.8. Ponds 2 and 3 are Bolton Brick 

Ponds fishing lakes, which lie 290m to 

the south of the southern edge of the 

survey area. These are two large fishing 

lakes stocked with large fish, including 

carp, pike, bream, rudd, roach, large eels, 

ruffe, chub and tench. The predatory fish 

in this pond make it very unlikely that 

great crested newts will breed in these 

ponds. The ponds were visited on 3rd 

October 2018 and an HSI assessment 

carried out. Both ponds score poor suitability for great crested newts.  

 

Pond ref Pond 2 Pond 3 

SI1 - Location 1 1 

SI2 - Pond area --- --- 

SI3 - Pond drying 0.9 0.9 

SI4 - Water quality 0.67 0.67 

SI4 - Shade 1 1 

SI6 - Fowl 0.01 0.01 

SI7 - Fish 0.01 0.01 

SI8 - Ponds 0.7 0.7 

SI9 - Terr'l habitat 0.33 0.33 

SI10 - Macrophytes 0.3 0.03 

HSI 0.25 0.20 

Suitability  Poor Poor 
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3.4.9. The terrestrial habitat between the site and Ponds 2 and 3 is The Dearne ALC 

School and Dearnside Leisure Centre and large areas of well managed playing fields, 

low value terrestrial habitat for amphibians and a barrier to movement.  

The photograph below shows Pond 2.  

 

 

 

3.4.10. The photographs below show both sections of Pond 3 as the pond has a 

narrow channel in the center.  

  

 

 

3.4.11. The terrestrial habitat on the site in some areas is suitable habitat for great 

crested newts. However, due to the distance Pond 1 is from the site and the low value 

habitat adjacent to the site it is assessed as very unlikely that great crested newts 

would travel as far as the survey area.  

 

3.4.12. The location of the great crested newt records is 260m to the north of Pond 1. 

Access to identify whether there is a pond in this location was not available as it is 

private land and there is no pond shown on the Ordnance Survey Map or on Google 
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images. The aerial photograph below shows the OS grid reference location of the 

GCN records. This aerial photograph also shows the new development near to Pond 1 

and very near to the GCN records. This development is now further on than shown in 

the image, extending to within 20m of Pond 1.   

 

 

 

3.4.13. On 23rd April 2019 water samples were taken from this pond to carry out an 

eDNA survey of the pond for the presence of great crested newts. The results of the 

survey are negative. Appendix XI contains the report sheet for these results.  

 

3.4.13. There are two buildings on the site.  

 

3.4.14. Building 2 (T2) is a small brick substation which is in good condition and 

well-sealed and provides negligible potential for roosting bats.  

 

3.4.15. Building 3 (T3) is a single storey brick building partly clad with wood with a 

flat felt roof. The roof is in poor condition with a hole due to rotten wood below the 

felt. The wood cladding has been removed or has fallen off over a large part of the 

building, 

 

 

 

Pond 1 

Boundary 

fence at end 

of 

development. 
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3.4.16. During the site visit on 23rd April 2019 the building was surveyed and more 

cladding has fallen away leaving the gaps more exposed and the gaps behind the 

cladding could be more thoroughly inspected using a torch and endoscope. No bats or 

bat field signs were found. Therefore, the building has been reassessed as providing 

negligible potential for roosting bats.  

 

3.4.17. The trees on the site are all sapling, semi-mature or small mature species. 

However, some of these trees are in areas of dense scrub and could not be thoroughly 

surveyed from ground level. No obvious features suitable for roosting bats were 

identified during this survey but there could be features present in areas which could 

not be seen. According to the tree survey carried out on the site by others there are a 

number of trees that are structurally assessed as poor and these could contain features 

suitable for roosting bats.  

 

3.4.18 The survey area provides low potential for foraging and commuting bats. There 

is little connecting vegetation between this site and the surrounding area. However, 

the housing around the site does provide some connectivity. The scrub habitat at the 

northern end of the site provides some foraging habitat for bats.  

 

3.4.19. The vegetation within the survey area provides abundant opportunities for 

nesting birds during the nesting season, which extends from March to September each 

year. Building 3 provides some opportunities for nesting birds due to gaps in the 

wood cladding and a gap above the doors providing access inside the building. 

However, no active nests were identified during this survey.  

 

3.4.20. The survey area provides potential habitat for reptiles. The northern area 

provides shelter in the areas of scrub and the southern areas and surrounding playing 

fields provide basking sites. There is also an area of stone pile to the west of the 

bungalow. However, no reptiles were identified during any of the surveys of the site 

and there is only one record of reptiles in the surrounding area, a field record of a 

grass snake from 2013 which lies 1.2km to the south of the survey area. There are 

areas of more suitable habitat to the east of the survey area.  

 

3.4.21. No suitable dormouse habitat was identified during this survey. The survey 

area is also outside the natural range of this species.  

 



 32 

3.4.22. No red squirrels or red squirrel field signs were identified during this survey 

and there is no suitable habitat within the survey area. The survey area is also outside 

the natural range of this species. 

 

3.4.23. No non-native invasive species of plant listed under Schedule 9 of The 

Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 were identified within the survey area.  

 

******************** 
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4. IMPACT ASSESSMENT, MITIGATION AND 

RESIDUAL EFFECTS. 

 

4.1. Designated Sites. 

 

4.1.1. Impact Assessment. 

 

4.1.1.1. There are no records of designated sites within or surrounding the survey 

area. The nearest record is Bolton upon Dearne Wetlands Local Wildlife Site, which 

lies 675m to the south of the site. The proposed development will have no negative 

impact on this site.  

 

4.1.1.2. Two SSSI sites, Bilham Sand Pits SSSI 3.85km to the northeast and Denaby 

Ings SSSI 4.8km to the southeast. Both SSSI’s are a considerable distance from the 

survey area and the small, localised works will have no negative impact on this site.  

 

4.1.1.3. The RSPB’s Adwick Washlands Nature Reserve lies 720m to the southeast of 

the development site. Due to the distance between the development site and this 

nature reserve there will be no impact on the nature reserve. Also, the development 

site is surrounded on three sides by housing and a college and leisure centre and will 

not have an impact on bird flight to and from the nature reserve. There has yet been 

no response from the RSPB on the value of the nature reserve in relation to this 

development. However, the nature reserve is a long distance from the development 

site and the small, localised works will have no negative impact on this nature 

reserve.  

 

4.1.2. Mitigation. 

 

No mitigation relating to designated sites is required on the site. 

 

4.1.3. Residual Effects. 

 

There will be no residual impact on designated sites during the development. 
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4.2. Habitats. 

 

4.2.1. Impact Assessment. 

 

4.2.1.1. The main habitats on the site are scrub, tall ruderal and trees on the northern 

half of the site and heavily grazed and poor semi-improved grassland with a few 

scattered trees on the southern half of the site.  

 

4.2.1.2. Overall, the northern half of the site is of moderate ecological value and the 

southern half of the site is on low ecological value. The whole site will be impacted 

by the proposed work. There is an area of public open space shown on the 

development plan at the northeast corner of the site and this is the area that the 

planning ecologist was most interested in preserving.  

 

4.2.1.3. Biodiversity calculations were carried out using the Biodiversity Metric 3.0. 

The habitats baseline on the site was calculated at 14.20 Habitat Units as shown in the 

table below. 

 

Habitat Type Extent (ha) Distinctiveness Condition 

Assessment 

Biodiversity 

units 

Modified grassland 1.7 Low Poor 3.40 

Developed land; 

sealed surface 
0.1 V.Low N/A - Other 0.00 

Mixed scrub 1.1 Medium Moderate 8.80 

Ruderal/Ephemeral 0.4 Low Fairly Poor 1.20 

Other woodland; 

broadleaved 
0.1 Medium Moderate 0.80 

Total 3.40   14.20 
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4.2.1.6. The hedgerow baseline on the site was calculated at 0.15 Hedgerow Units as 

shown in the table below.  

 

Hedge Type Length (km) Distinctiveness Condition 

Assessment 

Biodiversity 

units 

Hedge 

Ornamental 

Non Native 

0.03 V.Low Poor 0.03 

Native 

Hedgerow 
0.05 Low Poor 0.12 

Total 0.08   0.15 

 

4.2.2. Mitigation. 

 

4.2.2.1. There is an area shown on the development plan at the northeast corner of the 

site that to be left as public open space. This area currently supports tall ruderal and 

scrub habitat. However, this area was previously identified as an area of semi-

improved neutral grassland (T6). This habitat will be retained, and the semi-improved 

neutral grassland will be improved to enhance this habitat. Areas of scrub and 

scattered trees will also be retained and improved where necessary. This area will be 

managed, and enhancements incorporated into it in the form of wildflower planting, 

locally sourced native fruit and berry bearing trees and shrubs and native species 

hedgerows around the edge of this area. This area will also have a maintenance plan 

put in place to enhance and retain the grassland habitat. This will deliver 4.10 Habitat 

Units and is demonstrated in the table below.  

 

Habitat Type Extent (ha) Distinctiveness 

Change 

Condition 

Change 

Biodiversity 

units 

Grassland - 

Modified grassland 

0.20 

Low - V.High 

Lower 

Distinctiveness 

Habitat - Good 

2.13 

Heathland and 

shrub - Mixed scrub 

0.20 Medium - 

Medium 

Moderate - 

Fairly Good 
1.97 

Total 0.40   4.10 
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4.2.2.2. At the southern end of the site there is to be a balancing feature. This area will 

be dry except in a very few instances and therefore, this will be planted out with good 

quality grassland and wild flowers to further enhance the biodiversity. 

 

4.2.2.3. The site lies wholly within the Dearne Valley Green Heart Nature 

Improvement Area and the improved area of open space in the northeast corner of the 

site will provide enhancements to contribute to this area. This has been taken into 

account in the strategic significance within the Biodiversity Calculations. 

 

4.2.3. Residual Effects. 

 

4.2.3.1. Post-Development Biodiversity calculations were carried out using the 

Biodiversity Metric 3.0. The area habitats to be created on the site post development 

were calculated at 4.26 Habitat Units as shown in the table below.  

 

Habitat Type Extent (ha) Distinctiveness Condition 

Assessment 

Biodiversity 

units 

Lowland meadows 0.3 V.High Good 1.60 

Developed land; 

sealed surface 
1.5 V.Low N/A - Other 0.00 

Vegetated garden 1.2 Low Poor 2.66 

Total 3.00   4.26 

 

4.2.3.2. Post development Biodiversity calculations were carried out using the 

Biodiversity Metric 3.0. The linear habitats on the site post development were 

calculated at 2.79 Hedgerow Units as shown in the table below. 

 

Hedge Type Length (km) Distinctiveness Condition 

Assessment 

Biodiversity 

units 

Native Species 

Rich Hedgerow 

with trees 

 

0.275 

 

High 

 

Good 

 

2.79 

 

Total 0.275   2.79 

 

4.2.3.3. There will be an overall loss of 5.84 Habitat Units and an overall gain of 2.64 

Hedgerow Units, therefore the residual impact of the development on habitats will be 
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a Moderate Negative Residual Impact at Site Level. This will be compensated for 

by providing off site Biodiversity. 

 

4.3. Species – Bats. 

 

4.3.1. Impact Assessment. 

 

4.3.1.1. The buildings within the surveyed area provide a negligible potential for 

roosting bats. Therefore, there will be no impact on bats roosting during the proposed 

development. 

 

4.3.1.2. The survey area provides low potential for foraging and commuting bats. 

There is little connecting vegetation between this site and the surrounding area. 

However, the housing around the site does provide some connectivity. The scrub 

habitat at the northern end of the site provides some foraging habitat for bats. The 

proposed works will not fragment any foraging habitat. However, some suitable 

foraging habitat will be removed having a moderate impact on foraging bats, if they 

use the site to forage. An area will remain at the northeast corner of the site as a 

public open space with a hedgerow suitable for foraging bats.   

 

4.3.2. Mitigation. 

 

4.3.2.1. A sensitive lighting plan will be implemented during the development 

ensuring a generally low level of lighting throughout the site. No lighting will be 

directed towards the site boundaries or Clark Beck retaining dark corridors in these 

areas to ensure there is no fragmentation of suitable foraging habitats. 

 

4.3.2.2. There will be an area at the northeast corner of the site that to be public open 

space which will include areas of scrub, trees and semi-improved neutral grassland. 

This area will include wildflower planting, locally sourced native fruit and berry 

bearing trees and shrubs, native species hedgerows around the edge of this area.  

 

4.4.3. Residual Effects. 

 

4.4.3.1. There will be No Residual Negative Impact on roosting bats. 

 

4.4.3.2. The residual impact on foraging bats will also be a Low Negative Residual 

Impact at a local level. The negative impact will predominantly be on the low 
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numbers of less light tolerant species present with the impact on common light 

tolerant species, such as Pipistrelle, being a potentially positive impact because such 

species will forage over the residential gardens on completion of the development. 

4.4. Species – Birds. 

 

4.4.1. Impact Assessment. 

 

4.4.1.1. The vegetation within the surveyed area provides a suitable nesting habitat for 

various species of bird during the nesting season, which extends from March to 

September each year. No nests were identified during this survey although an 

abundance of bird activity was identified throughout the surveyed area implying that 

nests will be present. 

 

4.4.1.2. Vegetation clearance works carried out during the nesting season will 

potentially have a High Negative Impact on nesting birds at a site level. 

 

4.4.2. Mitigation. 

 

All vegetation clearance works will be carried out outside the nesting season, which 

extends from March to September each year, or will be immediately preceded by a 

thorough nesting bird survey carried out by a suitably experienced surveyor. 

 

4.4.3. Residual Effects. 

 

There will be No Negative Residual Impact on nesting birds at a site level because 

there will be a large area of scrub and trees retained and enhanced and additional nest 

boxes will be included in the development. Common nesting habitats are found in 

abundance throughout the surrounding area. 

 

******************** 
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5. COMPENSATION AND ENHANCEMENT 

MEASURES. 

 

5.1. Biodiversity enhancements will be incorporated into the new development in the 

form of integrated bat boxes installed in at least 10% of the houses constructed on the 

site. Bird boxes, including integrated sparrow terraces will also be installed in at least 

10% of the houses on the site and general bird boxes put up on trees around the site.  

 

5.2. Integrated bat boxes will be installed in at least 10% of the houses constructed on 

the site. The integrated bat boxes will be the Habibat Bat Box with a custom facing or 

of a similar design. These boxes will be built into the walls of the buildings and are a 

permanent feature that require no maintenance. Photographs showing this design are 

shown below.  

 

 

 

5.3. Swift boxes will be integrated into a number of the new buildings on the site to 

provide a permanent feature and will be of the design shown below, or similar. These 

can be custom faced to match the brickwork of the building.  
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5.4. General boxes will also be put up on trees around the site to provide nesting 

opportunities for a variety of bird species. These will include approximately ten boxes 

and include the Vivara Pro Seville 32mm WoodStone Nest Box and the Vivara Pro 

Seville 28mm WoodStone Nest Box, or similar. These are shown below.  

 

 

 

 

******************** 
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Appendix I. BAT INFORMATION.  

 

Ecology  

 

There are currently 18 species of bat residing in Britain, 17 of which of which are 

known to breed here.  They are extremely difficult to identify in the hand and even 

more so in flight. 

 

All appear to be diminishing in numbers, probably due to habitat change and shortage 

of food, caused by pesticides, as insects are their sole diet. 

 

As their diet consists solely of insects, bats hibernate during the winter when their 

food source is at its most scarce.  They will spend the winter in hollow trees, caves, 

mines and the roofs of buildings. 

 

Certain species, particularly the pipistrelle (the commonest and most widespread 

British bat) can quickly adapt to man-made structures and will readily use these to 

roost and to rear their young.  

 

Surveys 

 

During walkover surveys, bat roosts can be identified by looking for: 

 

• Suitable holes, cracks and crevices within any building, tree or other structure. 

• Bat droppings along walls, window cills, or on the ground. 

• Prey remains, such as insect wings. 

 

Further investigations can be made using endoscopes, by carrying out aerial 

inspections of trees or by conducting bat activity surveys during dusk and dawn over 

summer months.  
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Legislation  

 

Bats are protected under Appendix II and III of the Bern Convention (1982), Schedule 

5 and 6 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981), Annex IV of the Habitats 

Directive (some species under Annex II), Annex II of the Conservation of Habitats 

and Species Regulations (2010) and EUROBATS agreement. Numerous species are 

also listed under section 41 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 

(2006) making them species of principal importance.   

 

All bats and their roosts are therefore protected in the UK. This makes it an offence to 

kill, injure or take any bat, to interfere with any place used for shelter or protection, or 

to intentionally disturb any animal occupying such a place.  

 

The UK has designated maternity and hibernacula areas as Special Areas of 

Conservation (SAC’s) under the Habitats Directive. Implementation of the UK 

Biodiversity Action Plan also includes action for a number bat species and the 

habitats which support them. 

 

Where development proposals are likely to affect a bat roost site, a licence is required 

from Natural England. 
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Appendix II. GREAT CRESTED NEWT INFORMATION. 

 

Ecology  

 

Great Crested Newts breed in ponds and other water bodies. They can begin to 

migrate to their breeding ponds as early as the first frost-free days in late January with 

the majority reaching their breeding ponds by mid-March. Timing will be influenced 

by several factors, primarily evening temperatures above 5oC and rainfall. 

 

The peak egg-laying period is from mid-March to mid-May. The newts will lay their 

eggs individually, mainly on the leaves of submerged plants. The larva hatch after 

three weeks and then take another 2-3 months to complete larval development. Adult 

newts generally leave their breeding ponds from late May onwards. 

 

Once the larvae have completed metamorphosis (the transition from aquatic larvae, 

efts, to land-adapted juveniles), they emerge from the pond. This emergence begins in 

late August and generally continues until late October. It takes 2-4 years to reach 

sexual maturity, during which time the newts will be land based. 

 

Adults and immature newts spend the winter in places that afford protection from 

frost and flooding. This will generally be underground amongst tree roots, in mammal 

burrows, or under suitable refuges above ground like deadwood or rubble piles. 

Hibernation may last from October to February. 

 

Whilst on land, outside the hibernation period, great crested newts will forage at 

night, taking a wide range of invertebrate prey. 

 

Great Crested Newts therefore spend the majority of their time on land and only visit 

the ponds for breeding purposes.  

 

Great Crested Newts will travel large distances between ponds and terrestrial refuges. 

It is recommended that anywhere within 500m of a pond should be treated as 

potential Great Crested Newt habitat. 
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Surveys  

  

Walkover surveys will identify the suitability of any ponds within the area for Great 

Crested Newts by using a HSI assessment. The terrestrial habitat and their links will 

also be assessed.  

 

Aquatic surveys of newts can be carried out through the trapping of ponds in suitable 

weather conditions during the breeding season, although these surveys do not provide 

accurate population estimates.  

 

Terrestrial surveys and exclusions can be conducted between March and September 

when newts are moving out of breeding ponds.  

 

An experienced surveyor must carry out the surveys and must be in possession of an 

appropriate Natural England Great Crested Newt survey license. 

 

It is essential that Great Crested Newt surveys are planned well in advance of any 

development and ideally before Planning Consent is sought. Surveys can only be 

carried out at the appropriate time of year and repeat surveys are essential.  

 

Legislation 

 

Great Crested Newts are protected under Appendix II of the BERN Convention 

(1982), Schedule 5 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981), Annex II and IV of 

the Habitats Directive, Annex II of the Conservation and Wildlife Regulations (2010) 

and are listed under section 41 of the Natural Environment and Communities Act 

(2006) making them a species of principal importance.  

 

This makes it an offence to kill, injure or take any Great Crested Newt, to interfere 

with any place used for shelter or protection, or to intentionally disturb any animal 

occupying such a place.  

 

If Great Crested Newts are to be affected by any development, a thorough assessment 

of the population is essential followed by the design of a comprehensive mitigation 

package. Only when this has been done can a license application be submitted to 

Natural England for approval. It takes 30 working days for a license application to be 

determined and the period that mitigation measures take can be measured in months. 

It is therefore essential to plan well in advance of development commencing. 
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Appendix III. NESTING BIRD INFORMATION.  

 

Ecology  

 

The nesting season will vary according to the weather each year but generally 

commences in March, peaks during May and June and continues until September. It is 

also worth remembering that some birds nest in trees and scrub, but others are ground 

nesting or prefer man- made structures or buildings. 

 

Surveys 

 

Nesting bird surveys search for potential nest sites in vegetation, buildings etc. 

Potential nesting sites are observed over a suitable period of time for bird movements 

or calling male birds that would indicate the presence of a nest. The presence of a nest 

can be identified from the field signs without the necessity to see the nest itself, 

thereby avoiding any disturbance of the nests. The best way to avoid this issue is to 

plan for vegetation clearance to be carried out outside the bird-nesting season. 

 

Legislation 

 

Nesting birds are protected under The Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981.  

 

Part 1. -(1) Of the Act states that: - If any person intentionally: - kills, injures or takes 

any wild bird; takes, damages or destroys the nest of any wild bird while that nest is 

in use or being built; or takes or destroys an egg of any wild bird, he shall be guilty of 

an offence. 

 

Part 1.-(5) of the Act states that:- If any person intentionally:- disturbs any wild bird 

included in Schedule 1 while it is building a nest or is in, on, or near a nest containing 

eggs or young; or disturbs young of such a bird, he shall be guilty of an offence and 

liable to a special penalty. 

 

The Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000 amends the above by inserting after 

“intentionally” the words “or recklessly”. 
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Appendix IV. REPTILE INFORMATION. 

 

Ecology  

 

There are five main species of reptile that reside in the UK; Common or Viviparous 

Lizard (Lacerta vivipara); Sand Lizard (Lacerta agilis); Slow Worm (Anguis 

fragilis); Grass Snake (Natrix natrix) and Adder (Vipera berus). The Adder is the 

only native species that is venomous although this is rarely harmful to humans. 

 

Reptiles occupy a wide range of habitats including woodland, marshes, heathland, 

moors, sand dunes, hedgerows and bogs. Sand Lizards are confined to moorland and 

coastal sand dunes where they lay their eggs in the warm sand. The range of the Sand 

Lizard in the UK is therefore very limited. Slow Worms can be found in a wide 

variety of habitats throughout Britain and is the most likely reptile to be found in 

urban and suburban environments.  

 

Maintaining the right body temperature is vital to reptiles' survival. In the morning, 

they find a warm basking site to heat up their bodies, then later they may move back 

into the shade because they do not sweat and have to be careful not to overheat. 

During hot summers, Adders will try to move to damper, cooler sites. 

 

Over winter reptiles will hibernate in burrows or under longs where they are protected 

from the cold and predators, emerging from February onwards as the weather warms 

up.  

 

Reptiles generally begin to mate April to May with young born in late July to 

September. The Common Lizard gives birth to live young, hence the term viviparous, 

meaning live bearing. 

 

Surveys 

 

Reptile surveys involve the searching of refuge such as logs and stones for any animal 

sheltering below. Artificial refuge may be laid out on site for the purpose of reptile 

surveys.  
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Legislation 

 

Reptiles are protected under Appendix II (sand lizards) and Appendix III (common 

lizard, slow worms, smooth snake, grass snake and adders) of the BERN Convention 

(1982), partially protected under Schedule 5 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 

(1981), Annex IV of the Habitats Directive and are all listed under section 41 of the 

Natural Environment and Communities Act (2006) making them a species of 

principal importance. 

 

This makes it an offence to disturb any reptile while it is occupying a structure or 

place it uses for shelter or protection or to obstruct access to such a place.   
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APPENDIX V. HABITAT SUITABILITY INDEX 

INFORMATION. 
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Appendix VI. ANNOTATED MAP OF THE SURVEY AREA. 

Site:                    Goldthorpe Road                                                                          

Prepared by:  Whitcher Wildlife Ltd 

 Date:                6th October 2021 

Reference:        180977/2021                                                                             



Appendix VII. TARGET NOTES. 

 

T1 – The location of what was Building 1, the bungalow, which was demolished 

approximately 1 year ago.  

 

T2 – Building 2, the substation with negligible bat roost potential.  

 

T3 – Building 3, the small building with negligible bat roost potential.  

 

T4 – The area being used as a vegetable patch by the adjacent property.   

 

T5 – The area heavily grazed by horses.  

 

T6 – The area previously assessed in Report (364 – GAT20) as an area of semi-

improved grassland that is now a small area of grassland transitioning to tall ruderal 

and scrub habitats.  
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Appendix VIII. DEVELOPMENT PLAN. 
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Appendix IX. BILHAM SAND PITS SSSI CITATION.  
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Appendix X. DENABY INGS SSSI CITATION.  
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Appendix XI. eDNA RESULTS.  
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