
 
 

 
Gareth Salthouse 
Emery Planning  
2 – 4 South Park Court 
Hobson Street 
Macclesfield 
SK11 8BS 
 

ERAP (Consultant Ecologists) Ltd ref: 2017-149d 
12th August 2019 [Updated 5th March 2020] 

Dear Gareth,  

RE: Ecological Synopsis and Guidance at Lambs Road, Thornton Cleveleys 

Further to our recent correspondence I have prepared this updated letter to advise Emery Planning and 
Wainhomes (North West) Ltd in relation to the ecological status, considerations and opportunities at the 
above site.    

This letter covers the following:  

a. A desktop study; 

b. Synopsis of the ecological surveys completed at Phase III (hereafter referred to as the ‘site’); and 

c. An Ecological Recommendations Plan. 

Desktop Study 

Methods 

The following sources of information and ecological records were consulted: 

a. MAGiC: A web-based interactive map which brings together geographic information on key 
environmental schemes and designations, including details of statutory nature conservation sites; 

b. Lancashire Environment Record Network (LERN) was contacted and a request was made for known 
records of non-statutory designated sites, as well as protected and notable species;  

c. Lancashire Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP);  

d. The results of great crested newt surveys carried out in 2013 by Envirotech at ponds to the north (Raikes 
Farm), presented on Wyre Borough Council’s website as a report in support of planning application 
reference 13/00480/FUL; 

e. The results of great crested newt surveys carried out in 2014 by ERAP Ltd at ponds in the wider area 
which are presented in Land off Lambs Road, Little Thornton, Lancashire Ecological Survey and 
Assessment (ERAP Ltd, 2014), hereafter the ‘ERAP Ltd 2014 report’.  The ERAP Ltd 2014 report was 
prepared in support of a planning application for Phase I and is presented on Wyre Borough Council’s 



2 

 

 
 

website, planning application reference 14/00553/OULMAJ.  This site has been granted outline planning 
consent for residential development; and  

f. Results of the ecological surveys carried out by ERAP (Consultant Ecologists) Ltd between June and July 
2017 which are presented in Phase 2 Lambs Road, Thornton Ecological Survey and Assessment (ERAP 
(Consultant Ecologists) Ltd, 2017), hereafter the ‘ERAP Ltd 2017 report’.  The ERAP Ltd 2017 report was 
prepared in support of a planning application for Phase II and is presented on Wyre Borough Council’s 
website, planning application reference 17/00951/OUTMAJ.  Outline planning consent for residential 
development is pending.   

Results of Desktop Study 

Site Allocations  

All phases (Phases I, II and III) are allocated in the Adopted Wyre Local Plan (Wyre Council, 2019) for residential 
development, site SA1/2.   

Designated Sites for Nature Conservation  

The site has no statutory or non-statutory designation for nature conservation.   

The site is located at least 425 metres from the boundary of the Wyre Estuary Site of Special Scientific Interest 
(SSSI) and Morecambe Bay Ramsar Site and 6.2 kilometres to the south of the Morecambe Bay Special Area 
for Conservation (SAC).  The estuary receives these European and UK designations for nature conservation 
owing to the presence of extensive sand and mudflats, salt-marsh and coastal grazing marsh that support 
populations of feeding and breeding waterfowl and waders of international and national importance.  

The site itself lies within a SSSI Impact Risk Zone (IRZ).  The IRZ states that the Local Planning Authority should 
consult Natural England on the likely risks of ‘all planning applications (except householder) outside or 
extending outside existing settlements/urban areas affecting greenspace, farmland, semi natural habitats or 
landscape features such as trees, hedges, streams, rural buildings/structures’ (Ordnance Survey, 2019).   

The guidance note 1 also states ‘For new residential development in this area, a Habitats Regulations 
Assessment is required on the likely significant effects resulting from recreational disturbance on the coastal 
SPA/Ramsar sites.’ 

There is one non-statutory designated site within a 1 kilometre radius of the site.  Skippool Marsh and 
Thornton Bank Biological Heritage Site (BHS) is located 360 metres east of the site (OS Grid Reference SD 358 
414).  

Protected and Notable Species 

The results of the data search with LERN for protected and notable species are presented in the ecology report 
prepared for Phase III.   

Synopsis of the Ecological Surveys Completed to Date at Phase III  

The site has been surveyed by ERAP Ltd / ERAP (Consultant Ecologists) Ltd since September 2014.  The most 
recent surveys comprised an updated walkover survey in July 2017 and wintering bird surveys between 
October 2017 and March 2018.  
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The surveys completed to date at the site in support of a planning application for Phase III comprise:  

a. An Extended Phase 1 Habitat Survey and assessment carried out in September 2014 and updated in July 
2017 (including a search for invasive species listed on Schedule 9 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 
(as amended) and an assessment of the hedgerows in accordance with The Hedgerows Regulations 1997); 

b. Survey and assessment of all habitats for statutorily protected species and other wildlife including badger 
(Meles meles), bats, water vole (Arvicola amphibius), bird species and reptiles, again carried in September 
2014 and updated in July 2017;  

c. A Habitat Suitability Index (HSI) (Oldham, Keeble, Swan, & Jeffcote, 2000) assessment of ponds within a 
500 metres radius of the site in accordance with ARG UK Advice Note 5: Great Crested Newt Habitat 
Suitability Index. Amphibian and Reptile Groups of the United Kingdom (ARG UK, 2010).  Environmental 
DNA (eDNA) presence / absence surveys for great crested newt were completed in June 2017 to update 
the results of previously completed great crested newt presence / absence surveys.  The eDNA surveys 
were carried out in accordance with the sampling protocol in Appendix 5: Technical Advice Note for field 
and laboratory sampling of Great Crested Newt (Triturus cristatus) environmental DNA (DEFRA, 2014).  
Pond locations are presented in relation to the site at Figure 2; and 

d. Wintering bird surveys of the site and the immediate surrounding area completed between October 2017 
and March 2018. 

The surveys were carried out in accordance with standard, recognised survey guidelines and by experienced 
and suitably qualified / licenced ecologists.   

Results  

Vegetation and Habitats 

The 10.3 hectare Phase III site comprises four fields of improved grassland (three of which are managed by 
grazing and one by mowing) with site and field boundary hedgerows and trees and one pond.  Two ephemeral 
ditches located at the site boundaries.  

Floating Pennywort (Hydrocotyle ranunculoides), an invasive species listed on Schedule 9 of the Wildlife and 
Countryside Act 1981 (as amended), was detected within the pond (Pond 5) on site.  No other invasive species, 
such as Japanese Knotweed, were detected within the site. 

Badger 

The habitats within the site and the surrounding area are suitable for use by foraging badger.  No evidence of 
badger was detected within the site or within a 50 metre radius of the site during any of the surveys carried 
out by ERAP (Consultant Ecologists) Ltd.   

Bats: Daylight Surveys for Roosting Bats 

There are no buildings within the site.  During the Extended Phase 1 Habitat survey nine trees were assessed 
to support features suitable for use by roosting bats.   

Bird Species 

The trees, shrubs and hedgerows at the sites are suitable for use by nesting passerine (perching) species.   
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The wintering bird surveys recorded seven species of special interest to the designated sites using habitats 
within the site (black-headed gull, common gull, cormorant, herring gull, little egret, mallard and teal).  These 
species were only observed occasionally within the site and / or in small flock sizes and larger peak counts of 
black-headed gull, mallard, cormorant, little egret and teal detected in the wider area and associated with the 
designated sites to the east.  

Teal were recorded at Pond 5 on site during 8 of the surveys and were also recorded at Ponds 3 and 4 to the 
north of the site.  Ponds 3, 4 and 5 will be retained in accordance with the proposals and will remain suitable 
for use by teal.  Larger flocks of teal were recorded at the designated sites and the site is not considered to be 
important habitat for this species.  

Large flocks of curlew (peak count of 70), lapwing (peak count of 93) and pink-footed goose (peak count of 
300) were recorded at fields of improved grassland located at least 600 metres east of the site.  This area is 
on higher ground compared to the site (approximately 17 metres above sea level) and is within view of the 
statutory designated sites.  These fields and the abundant areas of suitable habitat in the wider area (including 
the estuary) will remain suitable for use by the bird species of special interest.  

There is no survey evidence to indicate that the site is used as a high tide roost by swans, geese, gulls or 
waders.  

Importantly, the results show that the site is not used by large flocks of species of special interest and the site 
and immediate surrounding fields are not considered to be foraging habitat which the species of interest are 
dependent on.  It is concluded that the proposals will not result in the loss of foraging habitat used by the bird 
species of special interest to the designated sites and this is consistent with the findings of the Habitats 
Regulations Assessment prepared for the Local Plan.  

Great Crested Newt and Other Amphibians 

Sixteen ponds are present within a 500 metre radius of the site, refer to Figure 2.  Table 1, below, presents 
the 2017 HSI assessment and details of great crested newt surveys previously completed at the ponds.   

Table 1: Ponds within 500 metres of the Site 

Pond 
Reference 

OS Grid 
Reference 

Distance from 
Site Boundary 

2017 HSI 
Assessment 

Results of Previous Surveys for  
Great Crested Newt (GCN) 

Pond 1 SD 3500 4235 115 metres Average  No previous surveys as the pond dries 
annually 

Pond 2 SD 3522 4225 75 metres Good  Surveys in 2013 and 2017 – GCN absent 

Pond 3 SD 3494 4211  75 metres Below 
average  

Surveys in 2013 and 2017 – GCN absent 

Pond 4 SD 3503 4217 50 metres Good  Surveys in 2013 and 2017 – GCN absent 

Pond 5 SD 3518 4191 On site Good Surveys in 2014 and 2017 – GCN absent 

Pond 6 SD 3527 4166 10 metres Poor  No – pond stocked with fish 

Pond 7 SD 3539 4145 230 metres Excellent Surveys in 2014 and 2017 – GCN absent 

Pond 8 SD 3540 4150 210 metres Good  Surveys in 2014 and 2017 – GCN absent 

Pond 9 SD 3559 4152 290 metres Excellent  No – pond sufficiently distant from the site 

Pond 10 SD 3558 4157 270 metres Good  No – pond sufficiently distant from the site 

Pond 11 SD 3549 4194 180 metres Good  Surveys in 2017 – GCN absent  

Pond 12 SD 3529 4233 170 metres Average  Surveys in 2013 and 2017 – GCN absent 
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The presence of great crested newt at the site is reasonably discounted.  No further surveys are required for 
great crested newt or other amphibians at the site or at ponds in the wider area at this current time, although 
it may be necessary to extend the validity of the survey data by the completion of eDNA presence / absence 
surveys at relevant ponds in the 2020 survey season, if needed.  

Other Protected and Priority Species  

The improved grassland within the site is not favourable for use by reptile species and the sites are not 
connected to favourable reptile habitat.  No evidence of reptiles was detected during the surveys carried out 
at the site.  No further surveys for reptiles are required.   

The ditches at the site boundaries are ephemeral and are not favourable for use by water vole.  The ditches 
are not connected to a network of more suitable ditches in the wider area.  The presence of water vole is 
reasonably discounted.   

Recommendations 

An Ecological Recommendations Plan to inform the site masterplan for Phase III is presented at Figure 1.  The 
ecological recommendations described below and annotated on Figure 1 aim to ensure a sympathetic scheme 
with minimal impacts on the existing habitats within the site and surrounding the site, provide opportunities 
to enhance the ecological interest at the site and seek a biodiversity gain.  

As demonstrated on Figure 1, the following recommendations have been accommodated by the site 
masterplan: 

a. Retention and protection of existing mature trees and the site and field boundary hedgerows, where 
possible, and incorporation of these features into the areas of open space.  Retention of these features 
provides connectivity east to west across the site and north to south along the eastern site boundary.  
An undeveloped buffer should be retained around the trees covering the Root Protection Zone and at 
least a 2 metre buffer either side of the centre of the hedgerows should be retained;  

b. Where removal of trees and hedgerows is necessary, i.e. to facilitate the creation of access roads and 
visibility splays, then areas of compensatory planting at an equal or greater length of hedgerow lost 
must be included within the site layout in suitable locations to provide habitat connectivity across the 
site;  

c. Protection of the pond on site (Pond 5) with a vegetated and undeveloped buffer which provides 
connectivity to the open space within Phases II and III and arrangement of properties to ensure that 
buildings and roads face onto the pond as opposed to residential gardens;  

d. Habitat connectivity will be enhanced through the developed site by providing public access links 
between Phases I, II and III and providing public footpath and cycleways between the areas of open 
space within Phase III.  The inclusion of recreational multi-use green space will encourage future 
residents to use green space within the site as opposed to walking at the statutory designated sites;  

e. Alignment of properties to create ‘pockets’ of contiguous gardens as stepping stones for wildlife 
through the site;  

Pond 13 SD 3529 4247 265 metres Below 
average  

No – pond sufficiently distant from the site 

Pond 14 SD 3524 4256 320 metres Average  No – pond sufficiently distant from the site 

Pond 15 SD 3557 4241 460 metres  Good  No – pond sufficiently distant from the site 

Pond 16 SD 3556 4208 280 metres  Poor  No – pond sufficiently distant from the site 
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f. Where other features are necessary, such as a sustainable drainage scheme (SuDS), opportunities to 
enhance their biodiversity potential by use of appropriate grassland seed mixes and landscape planting, 
will be maximised;  

g. Avoidance of concrete based garden boundary fencing and use of timber fencing with gaps of 0.15 
metres beneath to permit passage of wildlife, e.g. hedgehog, a Priority Species, and amphibians 
between gardens;  

h. Planting of a wildflower grassland seed mixes will enhance opportunities for animal life and minimise 
the maintenance regime. The objectives of the grassland seeding will be to provide a habitat for wildlife 
such as invertebrates, small mammals and amphibians; 

i. The use of native species and species known to be of value for the attraction of wildlife in the landscape 
planting schedule associated with the residential areas / built environment; and  

j. The installation of bat and bird boxes at the new buildings and retained mature trees will enhance 
opportunities for roosting bats and nesting birds at the developed sites.    

Reporting 

An Ecological Survey and Assessment report has been prepared in a suitable format for submission with a 
planning application (ERAP (Consultant Ecologists) Ltd, February 2019).  The report is in accordance with 
BS42020:2013 and encompasses the following:  

a. A detailed and annotated habitat / vegetation map of the site and the immediate surrounding area, and 
detailed descriptions of the habitats within the site;  

b. An account of the protected and Priority Species status at the site;  

c. Detail of how the development proposals can proceed whilst taking into consideration any potential 
ecological constraints and guidance on the scope of mitigation required in accordance with wildlife 
legislation, planning policy guidance and other relevant guidance; 

d. Recommendations relating to any further surveys which may be required to determine any impacts on 
protected species as part of the proposed development; and 

e. As required by the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), the report will include practical 
suggestions for the enhancement of the biodiversity at the site (in accordance with development 
proposals). 

 

In accordance with MAGiC it is likely that a Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) will be required to assess 
the likely significant effects resulting from recreational disturbance on the coastal SPA/Ramsar sites.  It is 
confirmed that sufficient data are available to carry out this assessment, if needed.  It is also considered that 
the site masterplan has taken account of the need for embedded mitigation to address any recreational 
pressures such as the provision of alternate areas for dog walking and recreation away from the designated 
sites.  The completion of a HRA is feasible, when needed.  

I trust this letter is appropriate for your requirements.  Please contact me if you have any queries. 

Yours sincerely,  

 
Victoria Burrows B.Sc. (Hons) M.Sc. CEnv MCIEEM 
Principal Ecologist 
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Enc.  Figure 1: Ecological Recommendations Plan 
 Figure 2: Pond Location Plan   
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Figure 1: Ecological Recommendations Plan 
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Figure 2: Pond Location Plan 


