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SUMMARY 

Background 

Churton Ecology was instructed to carry out an Ecological Assessment of land to the south of 

Joe Deakins Road, Presteigne LD8 2LA. 

 

The site comprises an area of improved grassland, amenity grassland and a short length of 

modern hedgerow. The proposal is for 30 residential dwellings, with associated access, 

parking and landscaping. 

 

Method of study 

A desktop search and general protected species walkover of the site and surrounds aimed to 

establish the presence or absence of roosting bats, Great Crested Newts, breeding birds and 

other protected species with potential to be negatively affected by the development. The 

survey was carried out by Kate Thorne on 27/2/19.  

 

Baseline ecological conditions  

The site generally supports habitats of low biodiversity value; however, two hedgerows and a 

mature Oak tree with potential to support roosting bats are considered to be important 

ecological features of the site. The nearby River Lugg, which is a designated SSSI, is also an 

important ecological feature of the site’s area of influence. 

 

Bats (roosting, commuting and foraging) and birds (nesting) are considered to be important 

ecological features of the site. 

 

Mitigation 

With mitigation measures in place (pollution mitigation, lighting mitigation, nesting bird and 

roosting bat mitigation) there will be no significant residual effect on protected species or 

habitats. 

 

With enhancements in place (installing bat and bird boxes and hedgerow planting/infilling) 

there could be an increase in the biodiversity value of the site/site surrounds. 
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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Background 

Churton Ecology was commissioned by McCartneys LLP to carry out an Ecological 

Assessment of land to the south of Joe Deakins Road, Presteigne, Powys, LD8 2LA (GR 

SO318636).  

 

 
 

Figure 1: Site location and building layout 
 OS map licence no. 100048619 

 

A desktop search and general protected species walkover of the site and surrounds aimed 

to: i) identify and evaluate ecological information with relevance to the proposed works ii) 

identify and assess any potential significant impacts and consequential effects associated 

with the proposed development (before and after mitigation) iii) identify any further survey 

work or mitigation measures that might be necessary. 
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1.2 Proposed development 

The proposal is for 30 residential dwellings, with associated access, parking and landscaping 

covering a total area of approximatley1.25ha. 

 

 

Fig 2: Proposed site layout 

 

Access will be created through the north boundary hedgerow leading onto Joe Deakins 

Road. Due to the wide road verge and good highways visibility at this location only a small 

section of the hedgerow will require removal.  

 

 

2 METHODOLOGY 

2.1 Desk study 

A desk study was carried out to identify sites of international, national and local conservation 

significance within 2km of the site. Searches were conducted using the following sources: 

 

 MAGIC maps 

 

OS maps and aerial photographs (Google Earth) were used to identify landscape features of 

potential ecological interest including hedgerows, tree-lines, ponds, streams, ditches and 

areas of likely (semi-)natural value.  



EA PRESTEIGNE                                             CHURTON ECOLOGY 
 

 5 

2.2 Habitat survey 

A phase 1 survey of the site and immediate surrounds was conducted on 27/2/19 by Kate 

Thorne following the JNCC (1993) Phase 1 methodology. All plant species were noted. 

 

In the text, plant species are referred to using their English names. Nomenclature follows 

Stace, C. (2011) New Flora of the British Isles.  

 

All habitats were assessed, and their importance/value noted based on botanic diversity 

and/or their potential to support uncommon or rare species of fauna (e.g. axiophytes/Red 

Data Book species). 

 

2.3 Protected and priority species survey  

A range of protected and priority species surveys was also carried out on 27/02/19. 

 

Bats 

Field survey 

Trees with features thought suitable to support bat roosts were identified on and adjacent to 

the site. Potentially suitable trees were searched in more detail using binoculars and a high 

powered torch.  

 

Habitat suitability assessment  

A general habitat suitability assessment of the site and surrounds was carried out to 

determine the likely value of foraging and commuting habitats. 

 

Great Crested Newt 

Desktop search 

Ponds within 250m of the site were sought using OS maps and aerial photographs. 

 

Breeding habitat suitability assessment  

One pond was assessed for its breeding habitat suitability using the Habitat Suitability Index 

(HSI) method described by Oldham et al (2000). 

 

Terrestrial habitat suitability assessment  

The habitats on and adjacent to the site were assessed for their suitability to provide places 

of rest or shelter (referred to as terrestrial habitats). The potential for newts to traverse the 

site and any dispersal limitations that might interrupt such movements were also considered. 
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Dormouse  

Habitat suitability assessment  

The habitats within the site were assessed for their potential to support Dormouse. Areas 

were assessed for their potential to provide permanent (resting and breeding), seasonal 

(migration and feeding) and/or temporary (migration) habitats.  

 

Badger  

Field survey 

Burrows were sought within at least 30m of the site. Other evidence of site use, such as 

latrine pits, paths, snuffle holes, feeding remains and hairs (in burrow spoil or snagged along 

trails) was also sought.  

 

Reptiles 

Habitat suitability assessment  

The habitats within the site were assessed for their potential to support the ‘widespread’ 

reptile species. Areas were assessed for their potential to provide permanent, seasonal 

and/or temporary reptile habitats. 

 

Birds 

Field survey 

Birds seen or heard during the survey were recorded and old nests were attributed to 

species where possible. 

 

Habitat suitability assessment  

Habitats, with potential to support common, priority or Schedule 1 species of nesting bird 

were identified within the site and the immediate surrounds.  

 

Other protected and priority species 

Habitats thought suitable to support other protected or priority species potentially relevant to 

the site location were also sought. Where no suitable habitats exist and/or where no impacts 

can be reasonably predicted, species can be discounted from further survey, impact 

assessment and mitigation. In this case species such as White-clawed Crayfish, Otter and 

Water Vole were discounted. 
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3 BASELINE CONDITIONS  

3.1 Designated sites 

3.1.1 Statutory sites 

The River Lugg SSSI is located 760m to the north of the site. The primary reason for the 

river’s designation is for its aquatic flora and associated fauna including, White-clawed 

Crayfish, Twaite Shad, Atlantic Salmon, Bullhead and Common Otter. Whilst not a special 

feature of the site, there is a good range of breeding birds associated with its riverine 

habitats. There are no other statutory sites wthin the 2km surround. 

 

3.1.2 Priority habitats  

Knill Wood, an extensive area of ancient replanted woodland, is located 360m to the south-

west. Rodd Wood, an area of ancient and semi-natural woodland, is located 1.5km to the 

south. A third area of ancient woodland (Frith Wood) is located nearly 2km to the north.  

 

Additional areas of non ancient broadleaved woodland are also present in the 2km surround 

including an area 115m to the south of the site. 

 

3.2 Habitats on site and in the immediate surrounds 

3.2.1 Overview and evaluation of habitats 

The development site is a field of improved grassland which is heavily grazed by sheep. The 

field supports tall mature hedgerows on two of its boundaries and fencing on the remaining 

two. The north boundary runs alongside the B4355 with a wide verge of regularly mown 

grassland between the hedge and road. 

 

The site grassland does not qualify as a UK or Wales priority habitat and is not considered to 

be an important ecological feature of the site.  

 

Neither hedgerow classes an ‘important’ hedgerow under the Hedgerow Regulations. 

However, since hedgerow is a UK and Wales priority habitat, these two hedgerows are 

considered to be important ecological features in the site context.  

 

The large Oak in the south-east corner of the site (TN1), as a borderline veteran tree is 

considered to be an important ecological feature of the site in the site context. 
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Figure 3: Phase 1 habitat map (with photo locations) 

 

3.2.2  Habitat descriptions 

Grassland 

Improved grassland is the dominant habitat on the site. Grasses present include Perennial 

Rye-grass (dominant) and Common Bent. A very few common meadow herbs are present: 

White Clover, Daisy, Common Mouse-ear and Creeping Buttercup with a little peripheral 

Yarrow and Germander Speedwell. A few arable species were also noted – Shepherd’s 

Purse, Chickweed, Sticky Mouse-ear, Thyme-leaved Speedwell and Small Nettle. Nuisance 

weeds include locally frequent Broad-leaved Dock, Creeping Dock, Creeping Thistle and 

Nettle, with some Spear Thistle.  
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    P1: W area from SW corner, looking N - W boundary fence        P2: Site from NE corner, looking SW – W boundary (red),  
    (Red), N hedge (Blue)                                                                   S boundary (yellow) 
 

     

                 P3: N hedge from NE corner, looking NW                                    P4: E hedge from NE corner, looking S 

 

The grassland verge outside the roadside hedgerow is regularly mown species-poor 

grassland, dominated by Yorkshire-fog (grass). 

 

Hedgerow 

The north hedgerow is known to be modern (40 years old only) and was planted at the same 

time that the road to the north was created along an old railway line. The hedgerow has 

never been pleached and is now a line of mature shrubs (Hawthorn dominated). Several 

trees, which must have been planted just to the north of the hedge, now more or less form 

part of it. As immature trees some are the same height as the Hawthorn, with a few slightly 

taller. Tree species include Birch, Whitebeam, Ash, Cherry and Lime. Holly has become 

frequent along the base of the hedge and a few other woody species are rare – Elder, Dog 

Rose, Sycamore and Ivy. Only one woodland ground flora species was noted – Lords-and-

ladies. 

 

The east boundary hedgerow is likely to be much older and runs along the top of a low bank. 

Mature Hawthorn tends to dominate within the site, with some Blackthorn and Hazel. Off-site 
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the continuation of this hedge is intact and continues southwards to link with woodland; 

Hazel is more frequent in this section. The full length of the hedge (from road to wood) 

should probably be classed as the same hedgerow and it is likely to be old. Overall it 

supports only five woody species and one woodland ground flora species – Lords-and-ladies, 

but it supports an old Sessile Oak which is located in the south-east corner of the site. The 

whole length of the hedge is compromised by sheep grazing in the base. Where the hedge 

runs along the site boundary, there are very occasional 1 - 2m long gaps with a large one of 

9m. The Oak is at least 3m in circumference at chest height. At this size it could be classed 

as a veteran tree but has few of the features typical of a veteran; the main stem and 

branches are largely intact. 

 

Neither hedgerow is considered ‘important’ under the Hedgerow Regulations and no part of 

the east boundary hedgerow will be removed. 

 

     

            P5: Oak in SE corner of site, viewed from the SW                      P6: Main trunk of the old Oak, NW facing aspect 

 

The immediate surrounds 

The site is located on low-lying flat ground on the southern edge of Presteigne in the River 

Lugg catchment. The site is surrounded by arable land and grazed grassland and this rises 

up to a wooded ridge to the south. 

     

3.2.3 Flora 

Only common species were noted on the site and within its boundaries. No Schedule 9 

species were recorded. 
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3.3 Protected species survey (some are also UK and/or local priority species) 

3.3.1 Bats 

Field survey and habitat suitability assessment 

The old hedgerow Oak (TN1) appears to be largely intact; however, there is some damage 

higher up the tree that might be suitable for roosting bats. None of the other trees are 

suitable. 

 

The site offers poor foraging habitat but the north and east boundary hedgerows may be 

used by small numbers of foraging and commuting bats. The north hedgerow (to be partially 

removed) in particular is not likely to represent a significant foraging resource or commuting 

habitat as it is fragmented at its north and south ends and does not provide an intrinsic link 

with notable habitats to the south. 

 

Evaluation and discussion 

Bats (roosting, foraging and commuting) are, therefore, considered to be an important 

ecological feature of this site (at least at the site level). 

 

3.3.2 Great Crested Newt 

Desktop survey  

There are no mapped ponds within 250m of the site and there is nothing to indicate the 

potential presence of an unmapped (garden) pond (from aerial photography) in any of the 

nearby gardens.  

 

Breeding habitat suitability assessment  

One mapped pool at 275m to the south-east of the site has been filled in. 

 

Terrestrial habitat suitability assessment  

The site largely comprises poor terrestrial habitat. 

 

Evaluation and discussion 

Given the presence of poor terrestrial habitat within the site and lack of suitable breeding 

habitat within 250m of it, Great Crested Newt is not considered to be an important ecological 

feature of the site and no further survey, impact assessment or mitigation is required in 

relation to it. 
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3.3.3 Dormouse 

Desktop search 

There are several historical records of Dormouse occurring in the local area and the species 

could well be present in woodland to the south of the site. 

 

Habitat suitability assessment 

With the exception of a short section of native hedgerow, the site supports very little potential 

habitat for this species. 

 

Evaluation and discussion 

Given the scale of potential habitat loss proposed, general lack of suitable habitat present 

within the site and its isolation from any nearby woodland habitat (the north hedge is 

fragmented at the Broadaxe Road end [NW] and at the roundabout end [SE] and the east 

boundary hedgerow is gappy and fragmented) the likelihood of encountering a Dormouse 

and/or its resting site is considered to be negligible; therefore, no further survey or impact 

assessment is required in relation to this species.  

 

3.3.4 Badger 

Field survey 

No signs of Badger were noted within 30m of the site.  

 

Evaluation and discussion 

Badger is not considered to be an important ecological feature of this site; therefore, no 

further survey, impact assessment or mitigation is required in relation to it. 

 

3.3.5 Reptiles 

Habitat suitability assessment  

The site supports unsuitable reptile habitat - amenity and grazed grassland. 

 

Evaluation and discussion 

Reptiles are not considered to be an important ecological feature of the site; therefore, no 

further survey, impact assessment or mitigation is required for this species group. 

 

3.3.6 Birds 

Field survey  

A few species were noted during the survey including Wood Pigeon, Dunnock and Robin. No 

bird of prey nests were noted in the site boundary trees. 
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Habitat suitability assessment  

The site is unsuitable for ground nesting bird species (e.g. Curlew, Lapwing and Skylark); 

however, hedgerows and trees, generally outside the development area or just peripheral to 

it (and including some of the north hedge), could be used by a wide range of potentially rare, 

priority or common scrubland nesting bird species.  

 

Evaluation and discussion 

Breeding birds, typical of hedgerow, are considered to be an important ecological feature of 

this site, in a site context. 

 

3.3.7 Other species 

No evidence of or potential for other protected or priority species was noted. 

 

3.4 Survey limitations 

There were no significant survey limitations. 

 

3.5 Further survey recommendations 

No further surveys are recommended. 

 

3.6 Personnel 

Kate Thorne has about twenty years experience surveying sites for development and 

conservation purposes, covering Ecological Impact Assessment, botanical and vegetation 

surveys, and surveys for the range of protected species most typically relevant to planning 

proposals. She holds NE and NRW bat and Dormouse survey and mitigation licences and is 

an accredited agent to survey for Great Crested Newt. She holds an IdQ in Vascular Plants 

(Natural History Museum) and is a botanical tutor for the Field Studies Council (also the BSBI 

county recorder for vascular plants in Montgomeryshire) and has years of experience 

assessing and monitoring vegetation. She is also experienced in breeding bird survey 

techniques. 
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4 ASSESSMENT OF IMPACTS AND EFFECTS 

This section considers the potential impacts (and subsequent effects) which might arise from 

the development in the absence of avoidance measures and/or mitigation. Wherever 

possible, the negative ecological impact of a development must be avoided. Any residual 

impacts (and effects), and their level of significance are further discussed with mitigation 

and/or enhancements in place.  

 

It is important to note that the purpose of an ecological impact assessment is to consider 

impacts and effects in relation to species and habitats that have some level of international, 

national or local conservation significance – broadly speaking rare, uncommon or declining 

species and habitats. These are variously protected under domestic and European laws and 

priority species have some limited protection under the provisions of the NERC Act – species 

and habitats listed on the UK/Local biodiversity/habitat action plan and consequently S41 of 

the NERC Act.  

 

4.1 Habitat assessment 

4.1.1 Designated sites in the surrounds 

Significance of effects prior to mitigation 

The site falls within the impact zone of a nationally designated site for nature conservation 

(The River Lugg SSSI). The (MAGIC) assessment of impacts relates largely to the size of 

development, the type of development and to any subsequent effects caused by air pollution, 

combustion, waste, composting, discharge and water supply. The MAGIC assessment 

demonstrates that any development of this site has the potential to have an effect on the R. 

Lugg SSSI. 

 

Pollution in the operational (foul-water) phase could be damaging to the R. Lugg and any 

associated eco-systems. The impact of this could have a significant detrimental effect at the 

local/county level depending on the nature and scale of the contamination. 

 

Churton Ecology considers that there will be no significant adverse effects on any other sites 

of nature conservation value (largely broadleaved woodland) within 2km of the site. 

 

Significance of residual effects after mitigation 

With the necessary precautions taken regarding ‘any discharge of water or liquid waste’, 

there should be no adverse effect on the River Lugg SSSI. 
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4.1.2 Site habitats  

Significance of effects prior to mitigation  

There will be a permanent loss of 1.25ha of improved grassland. Since this habitat type is not 

considered to be an important ecological feature of the site, its loss (impact) will not have a 

significant effect on biodiversity.  

 

The north hedgerow does not qualify as ‘important’ under the Hedgerow Regulations; 

however, all native hedgerows are considered to be UK priority habitats. Despite this, the 

impact of such a small scale loss is unlikely to have a significant effect on biodiversity or the 

overall integrity of the local hedgerow network.  

 

Damage to the root system of the hedgerow and the large Oak (or the felling or lopping of the 

latter) could have a detrimental effect on the vigour or existence of the hedge/tree and any 

species that may rely on these ecological features. This effect is likely to be significant at the 

site level. 

 

Significance of residual effects after avoidance and mitigation  

No mitigation is required for the loss of grassland; however, there will be some reinstatement 

of grassland within the new gardens. 

 

With mitigation measures in place for hedgerows (loss kept to a minimum and root protection 

measures implemented during the construction phase) there will be no significant residual 

effect on these or their associated fauna. 

 

With mitigation measures in place for the mature Oak (tree retained and root protection 

measures implemented during the construction phase), there will be no residual effect on the 

Oak and any animals associated with it. 

 

Significance of residual effects after avoidance and mitigation  

Additional planting up of gaps (east hedgerow) and hedgerow planting around individual 

gardens will enhance the site for wildlife. 
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4.2 Protected species assessment 

4.2.1 Bats 

Significance of effects prior to mitigation  

Since the old Oak in the south-east corner of the site has the potential to support roosting 

bats, the felling or lopping of this could result in the direct (physical) loss or damage of 

roosting habitat. The indirect loss of this tree could also occur if development is carried out 

within its root protection zone. The impact of this could have a significant adverse effect on 

bat populations at the local/regional level - depending on the size, status and rarity of bat 

roost (if) present.  

 

Development of the site will result in the loss of only poor foraging habitat (species-poor 

grassland) and the minimal loss of hedgerow along the north boundary is unlikely to result in 

the severance of commuting habitat. 

 

Illumination of the boundary hedgerows, including the Oak, could result in the disturbance or 

deterioration of roosting, foraging and commuting habitats. It would be difficult to quantify the 

significance of the impact of lighting (on roosting, foraging and commuting habitat), since the 

species and status of any roosts potentially present nearby is unknown. Therefore, it must be 

assumed that a significant adverse effect (at the local/regional level) is possible.  

 

Significance of residual effects after mitigation  

With avoidance and mitigation measures in place [further assessment of the old boundary 

Oak if to be lopped or felled, root protection zone of the old Oak avoided, no or minimal 

lighting during the construction phase and a sensitive lighting plan in the operational phase] 

there will be no significant residual effect on bats.  

 

After enhancement 

Any new native hedgerow planting and/or landscaping with trees and shrubs is likely to 

enhance the site for bats. Erecting bat boxes on or in the masonry of new buildings will also 

enhance the site for bats.  

 

4.2.2 Birds 

Significance of effects prior to mitigation  

The development will result in a very minor loss of suitable nesting habitat. The impact of this 

loss is unlikely to have a significant detrimental effect on local bird populations; however, 

works that have the potential to damage or destroy the (active) nesting site of a bird would 

constitute a legal offence. 
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Significance of residual effects after mitigation  

With mitigation measures in place (timing restrictions, pre-commencement checks and/or 

obstruction of nesting sites prior to the nesting season) there will be no significant residual 

effect on nesting birds. 

 

Significance of residual effects after enhancement  

The development could result in the provision of new bird nesting opportunities (boxes/cups) 

for House Martins, Swifts, Starlings, House Sparrow and other crevice nesting bird species. 

Hedgerow planting could provide nesting habitat for a wide range of species including 

Dunnock (a priority species recorded during the survey). The impact of this could have a 

significant beneficial effect on certain populations of bird species. 

 

4.3 Legal status 

Bats 

All UK bat species are protected under both UK and European Law. Essentially this makes it 

unlawful to; deliberately capture, injure or kill a bat; intentionally or recklessly disturb a bat 

whilst it occupies a roost or deliberately cause disturbance to (a bat) or significant group of 

bats; damage or destroy the roosting site of a bat; intentionally or recklessly obstruct access 

to a bat roost. 

  

Notably, legal protection gives absolute protection to bat roosts and their continued 

functionality, regardless of deliberate, intentional or reckless action. Legal protection also 

extends to seasonal roosts which are not always occupied by bats throughout the year. 

 

Disturbance caused through excessive noise or lighting and/or alterations to the landscape 

could potentially impact on bat roosting, foraging and/or commuting habitats and may have 

legal implications with regards European disturbance/roost deterioration laws. It is therefore 

the duty of the relevant competent authority to take habitat severance, disturbance and land 

use change issues and their potential for impact on bat populations into consideration when 

assessing applications for the relevant consent. 

 

Birds 

With the exception of Schedule 1 listed bird species, which receive a higher level of 

protection against disturbance, all common species of bird are protected during their 

breeding activities under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981  
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Essentially, this makes it an offence to intentionally take, damage or destroy the nest of any 

wild bird whilst that nest is occupied or being built; intentionally take or destroy the egg of any 

wild bird. 

 

 

5 PROPOSED AVOIDANCE MEASURES, MITIGATION AND ENHANCEMENT 

5.1 Avoidance measures and mitigation  

5.1.1 Site habitats 

The rooting zones of the large Oak and the two boundary hedgerows must be protected 

during the construction phase. This would typically be achieved by erecting Herras fencing or 

similar to create a root protection area. There must be no excavation, soil compaction, fires 

or storage of fuels/chemicals in this area to ensure the survival and vigour of the 

tree/hedgerows are maintained. 

 

5.1.2 Bats 

Further assessment of the mature Oak tree will be required if the tree is to be lopped or 

felled. 

 

External lighting must be minimised or totally avoided. If used, lighting must be fixed on the 

lowest columns practical with light spread kept well below the horizontal using cowls, hoods, 

screens or simply by downward directionality. Bulbs must be low intensity with a narrow or 

UV reduced spectrum (<150W, high or low pressure sodium types or LEDs). LED bulbs with 

a warm white spectrum (ideally <2700Kelvin) should be used to reduce the blue light 

component. PIR systems must be set on a short timer and responsive only to larger moving 

objects.  

 

Note: refer to Bats and Artificial Lighting in the UK (Bat Conservation Trust) for further 

information https://www.theilp.org.uk/documents/guidance-note-8-bats-and-artificial-lighting/ 

 

5.1.3 Birds 

The nests of actively breeding birds must be avoided during the works period. If nests are 

encountered then works must cease or avoid that area until the young have departed the 

nest. Works that may affect nesting birds, such as tree felling or lopping and hedgerow 

removal, should be carried out as follows: 

 

https://www.theilp.org.uk/documents/guidance-note-8-bats-and-artificial-lighting/
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 During the nesting season between March 1st and August 31st after an ecologist has 

inspected the shrub, tree or hedgerow for signs of nesting birds. This is highly likely 

to result in delays to the project and is not recommended and may well be 

impractical in the context of this site. 

 Between 31st August and March 1st - outside the breeding season - when birds are 

unlikely to be nesting. This is the most suitable or preferred means of mitigation. 

 After bird access into the shrub, tree or hedgerow has been suitably obstructed prior 

to March 1st or immediately after a negative nest inspection by a suitably experienced 

ecologist has been carried out during the breeding season.  

 

5.1.4 Other 

If any pit or trench is left open overnight then it should be provided with a sloping end or 

timber ramp to enable trapped animals a means of escape. 

 

If any large diameter pipe work is left open overnight, then the open end should be capped 

off to prevent animals seeking refuge and becoming trapped when work resumes. 

 

5.2 Enhancements 

Habitat 

Native hedgerows will be planted along the west side of the site. Gaps in the east hedgerow 

will be planted up. 

 

The following table sets out a list of native woody species suitable for planting, and is partly 

based on the species noted in the field hedgerows.  

 

Native shrub species recommended for native hedge planting (new hedges, replacement hedges and 
infilling) 

Common name Common name 

Crataegus monogyna Hawthorn (70% of planting stock) 

Corylus avellana Hazel 

Euonymus europaeus Spindle 

Viburnum opulus Guelder Rose 

Acer campestre Field Maple 

Cornus sanguinea Dogwood 

Ilex aquifolium Holly 

Rosa canina Dog Rose 

 

Planting  

Note: Blackthorn is best avoided as its suckering habit will soon scrub over any margins. 

Hawthorn should comprise 70% of the planting stock. The remaining 30% of the planting stock 
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should comprise an even or varied mix of interplanting using the other species listed in the 

table above. 

 

Hornbeam is recommended for any internal hedgerows. Other garden shrubs and plants 

around the site could be selected to benefit wildlife.  

 

All planting must be carried out within the recognised planting season (November to March). 

and plants must be of local origin/provenance. Plants should be set out in a double 

staggered row using a total of 5 plants per linear metre, with rows set 225mm apart. All newly 

planted stock must be fully protected from rabbit damage by the use of tree/shrub guards.  

 

In the second or third year new hedging plants should be hand trimmed to an even height of 

approximately 750mm to encourage side shoots and the development of a sound base to the 

hedge. For the following two or three years, the leaders should be allowed to grow 

unhindered and the sides trimmed only if necessary. After the first 5 years, mechanical 

hedge trimming can commence OR the native hedge could be allowed to grow up until tall 

enough to be laid/pleached (approximately 10 years).  

 

It is recommended that the new hedges are subsequently cut only every two to three years to 

a height of 2 to 2.5m (to allow some fruiting), with cuts carried in the late winter months. 

Some Field Maple could be allowed to grow into trees since they do not attain a great height. 

 

Cutting of hedgerow should be done on rotation e.g. only one third cut every three years. 

 

Bats 

Schwegler (woodcrete) 1FR bat tubes could be integrated into the wall masonry on some of 

the new dwellings. The tubes are best installed on south-east or south-west facing 

elevations, perhaps near the gable apex or under the eaves (depending on the design and 

layout of the building). Boxes should be located near ‘corridors’ (hedgerows). Alternative bat 

box designs can be erected on the exterior of the buildings. 

 

Birds 

Schwegler 9A House Martin (double) nesting cups could be installed under the eaves on 

some of the new dwellings.  

 

Schwegler 1SP House Sparrow nesting terraces could be integrated into the wall masonry 

on some of the proposed new dwellings. These are best installed on north or east facing 
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elevations, perhaps under the eaves (depending on the design and layout of the building). 

Sparrow terraces can also be erected on the exterior of buildings 
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