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A. The pond is of good water quality, with clear water (low turbidity), indicating no obvious signs of pollution. PASS 

B. There is semi-natural habitat completely surrounding the pond. FAIL 

C. Less than 10% of the water surface is covered with duckweed or filamentous algae. PASS  

D. The pond is not artificially connected to other waterbodies. PASS 

E. Pond water levels can fluctuate naturally throughout the year. PASS 

F. There is an absence of listed non-native plant and animal species. PASS 

G. The pond is not artificially stocked with fish. PASS 

H. Emergent, submerged or floating plants cover at least 50% of the pond area which is less than 3m deep. FAIL  

I. The pond surface is no more than 50% shaded by adjacent trees and shrub. PASS 

Passes 7 criteria, therefore achieves MODERATE condition. 

 

Native Hedgerow: Other Native Hedgerow with Trees [h2a6 11] – Figures 27-28 

There are two native hedgerows located within the red line boundary. H1 is located along the southern periphery of the site and comprises 

OCCASIONAL oak, hawthorn and cherry laurel. H1 measures 6m tall, 3m wide and 48m long. There is no gap between the base of the hedgerow and 

the ground, however gaps make up more than 10% of the total length. T1 and T2 are located within H1 and therefore H1 is a hedgerow with trees. 

H2 is located along the eastern periphery of the site and comprises DOMINANT beech. H2 measures 3m tall, 1m wide and 12m long. There is no gap 

between the base of the hedgerow and the ground, however gaps make up more than 10% of the total length. 

 

Condition Assessment (assessed using the ‘Hedgerow’ habitat type condition assessment sheet): 

A.  

1. Average height is more than 1.5m along length. 

2. Average width is more than 1.5m along length. 

B.   

1. Gap between ground and base of canopy is less than 0.5m for more than 90% of the length.  
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Timber clad walls Condition/Description  

Generally in good condition with tightly sealed timber boards.  

 

Suitability/Access/Evidence of Bats 

N/A 

 

 

 
Clay tiles  Condition/Description  

Multiple slipped and broken tiles.  

 

Suitability/Access/Evidence of Bats 

Provides opportunities for crevice dwelling species.  
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Timber 

bargeboards  

Condition/Description  

Linear bargeboard gap along the eastern and western elevations.  

 

Suitability/Access/Evidence of Bats 

Provides opportunities for crevice dwelling species.  

 

 
Timber framed 

window/doors 

Condition/Description  

Tightly sealed.  

 

Suitability/Access/Evidence of Bats 

N/A 
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Clay tiles  Condition/Description  

Multiple slipped and broken tiles.  

 

Suitability/Access/Evidence of Bats 

Provides opportunities for crevice dwelling species.  

 

 

 
Internal voids Condition/Description  

There is an internal void within B5. The void acts as an inactive stable building. 

The roof is unlined and is supported with timber beams.  

 

Suitability/Access/Evidence of Bats 

No evidence of bats was found within B5. There are several ingress points into 

the void via slipped tiles and open doors however no suitable roosting features 

were identified within B5. The ingress of large volumes of light further limits the 

suitability for roosting bats.  
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Foreseen Impacts Roosting Habitat [Buildings] 

The proposed development will result in the demolition of B4 and B5. This could result in the destruction of any bat roosts present and could 

cause disturbance, death or injury to bats. 

 

Roosting Habitat [Trees] 

No trees are being felled. All trees will be retained and therefore no impacts to roosting bats are anticipated.  

 

Foraging and Commuting Habitat 

The proposed development will result in the loss of small areas of approximately 1105m2 but given their low value and the presence of more 

extensive areas of foraging and commuting habitat in the locality, this is likely to be inconsequential for bats. 

 

Artificial Lighting 

The proposed development may lead to an increase in the amount of current lighting of surrounding habitats or the retained building 

without mitigation. This may disturb commuting bats. 

Recommendations Roosting Habitat [Buildings] 

One bat emergence/re-entry surveys is required on B4 and B5 during the active bat season (May – September) to confirm presence/likely-

absence of bats roosting in or on the building. These survey visits should be completed during the optimal survey period mid-May to August 

inclusive.  

 

Three surveyors are required to provide full coverage of the building’s elevations to look for emerging/re-entering bats. Surveyors will be 

equipped with infrared cameras to see where any specific roost locations are located.  

 

If a bat is seen emerging from the building on the survey visit, an additional two bat emergence/re-entry surveys will be required. If any bat 

roosts are confirmed from this survey schedule, a bat license would be required to demolish the buildings as it would involve the destruction 
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Please note that although P2 and P14 are located within 100m of the red line boundary. The red line boundary currently includes the access 

road and entire site, when considering the precise location of the proposed development, these ponds are located further than 100m away. 

A pond map showing approximate pond locations, and the location of the proposed buildings is provided in Appendix 3. 

 

Terrestrial Habitat Suitability  

Areas of shrubbery may provide foraging and sheltering opportunities for amphibians. Hibernation opportunities were identified on-site 

among the roots of trees and hedgerows.   

 

Common amphibian species such as frogs, on the other hand, have a wider terrestrial range in terms of movements and dispersal and are 

not as bound to ponds or water courses as great crested newts. Hedgerows, modified grasslands, scattered trees and ponds on site provide 

suitable albeit limited habitats for foraging and sheltering amphibians. As such, the presence of common amphibians in low numbers could 

not be discounted.   

Foreseen Impacts When georeferencing the proposed development plans over scaled mapping of the site, it is noted that the development area is likely to 

result in the further loss or significant disturbance of 0.1105ha of suitable great crested newt habitat (i.e. vegetated garden). If great 

crested newts are present within P1, this will constitute a loss of 0.1105ha within 100m of a potential breeding pond. When completing the 

rapid risk assessment published by Natural England (Natural England 2015), the proposed development produces an Amber risk score, 

which states: Offence Likely. However, P1 has been observed by the landowners to dry out fully each summer, resulting in negligible 

suitability for breeding amphibians, as seen in photos 31-34. 
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If great crested newts are present within all remaining ponds, this will constitute a loss of 0.1105ha further than 100m of a potential 

breeding pond. When completing the rapid risk assessment published by Natural England (Natural England 2015), the proposed 

development produces a Green risk score, which states: Offence Highly Unlikely. 
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• Planting fruit bearing trees and species-rich grassland to increase foraging opportunities. 

• Creation of brash piles or installation of hedgehog houses in shady areas. 

• Installation of gaps under boundary fencing to enable hedgehogs to move freely through the site. 

 

Appendix 1: Location Map  



Mr Rob Watson   Pinkhurst, RH13 0QR 
 

Preliminary Ecological Appraisal and Roost Assessment  

 

 

Appendix 2: Habitat Map 
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Appendix 3: BERS plan 
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Appendix 4: Ponds map 
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Appendix 5: Proposed plan 
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Figure 1. B1.  

 

Figure 2. B2.  
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Figure 3. B3.   

 

Figure 4. Sealed surfaces acting as the access road to 
the site.  
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Figure 5. Artificial unvegetated surfaces acting as 
parking spaces.   

 

Figure 6. Vegetated garden.   
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Figure 7. T1 and T2.    

 

Figure 8. T3.    
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Figure 9. T4.     

 

Figure 10. T5.    
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Figure 11. T6.     

 

Figure 12. T7.    
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Figure 13. T8.     

 

Figure 14. T9.    
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Figure 15. T10.     

 

Figure 16. T11 and T12.    
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Figure 17. T13.     

 

Figure 18. T14.    
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Figure 19. T15.     

 

Figure 20. T17.    
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Figure 23. G1.     

 

Figure 24. G2, an intensive orchard located within the 
privately managed garden.    
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Figure 25. LT1.     

 

Figure 26. LT2.    
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Figure 27. H1.     

 

Figure 28. H2.    
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Figure 29. H3.     

 

Figure 30. P1.     
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Figure 31. P1 dried out.     

 

Figure 32. P1 dried out.     

 



Mr Rob Watson   Pinkhurst, RH13 0QR 
 

Preliminary Ecological Appraisal and Roost Assessment  

 

Figure 33. P1 dried out.     

 

Figure 34. P1 dried out.     

 






