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Quality Assurance 
 
This report follows the current best practice guidance published by the Chartered Institute for 
Ecology and Environmental Management published in January 2016. 
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1. Summary 
 
This report includes an ecological survey and assessment of the Riverside House and Public Open 
Space site in relation to the proposed redevelopment. 
 
The proposed scheme includes locating three containerised buildings and a waterless toilet with 
associated aggregate hardstanding and access. This would be on ephemeral/short perennial 
grassland and scrub which forms part of the Stour Valley, Wollaston Site of Local Importance for 
Nature Conservation. 
 
The local Ecological Records’ Centre was approached and past ecological records obtained. These 
along with old surveys of the site were used to inform the desk study. The ecological survey 
comprised of a Phase 1 habitat survey with the suitability of the site and environs for protected 
species risk assessed. Any sightings or incidental field signs of fauna were recorded. 
 
Key impacts include the direct loss of species rich habitat and an increase in disturbance. Mitigation 
measures to compensate for these impacts have been recommended within this report. These will 
successfully offset the harm caused. Additional actions have been put forward which will further 
enhance the nature conservation value of this site through the proposed development. 
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2. Introduction 
This report has been completed by Alan Preece BSC, MSC, MCIEEM, MACMA, CEnv and fieldwork 
was assisted by Helen Edwards BSc, both employed by Dudley MBC’s Countryside Service. Alan has 
worked as a Planning Ecologist and is currently Senior Warden of Saltwells Nature Reserve. Helen is 
the Warden of Coombeswood and The Leasowes Nature Reserve. 
 
This report was commissioned by Lloyd Stacey of Riverside Stourbridge Community Interest 
Company. 
 
This report identifies the existing ecological value of the Riverside House site and any positive or 
negative impacts of the proposed scheme upon it. Appropriate mitigation and compensation 
measures are laid out to minimise harm and produce an overall positive ecological balance in line 
with planning policy. 
 
Figure 1 shows a map of the proposal site on an Ordinance Survey base map (along with nature 
conservation designations). A central OS Grid Reference for the site is SO 894 848. Figure 2 shows a 
recent aerial photograph of the site. 
 
The site comprises of woodland to the north and ephemeral/short perennial grassland to the south 
and east. It is bordered by the River Stour and Stourbridge Canal. 
 
This report has been written to accompany a planning application for the first stage in a larger 
project to restore the historic buildings on site for community use (see Figure 3). This phase will 
bring converted shipping containers into the grassed clearing, close to the southern boundary of the 
scrub. 
 
These shipping containers will provide kitchen and waterless toilet facilities for the community 
volunteers to facilitate the longer term restoration works. We understand that there will not be 
mains water, gas or electricity laid at this stage. However an access to the east of the site will feed to 
the shipping containers. This will be surfaced with aggregate such as MOT Type 1 road stone. 
 
A number of ecological assessments have been undertaken on this site and the land adjacent to it. 
These reports have been carried out for different purposes including adjacent development and the 
assessment of this and the wider area for designation as a local nature conservation site. 
 
The documents made available to us are: 

• Anon (September 2012) Stour Valley, Wollaston, Birmingham and Black Country Local Sites 
Assessment Report 

• Anon (September 2012) Stourbridge Canal, Wollaston Rd - Canal St Birmingham and Black 
Country Local Sites Assessment Report 

• The Environmental Dimension Partnership (January 2011) Bradley Road, Stourbridge 
Ecological Appraisal 

• Wardell Armstrong (2004) Revlan Group, Site at Amblecoate, Stourbridge, Ecological 
Appraisal. 

 
The purpose of this report is to: 

• Identify and describe all potentially significant ecological effects associated with the 
proposed development  

• Set out the mitigation measures required to ensure compliance with nature conservation 
legislation and to address any potentially significant ecological effects  
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• Identify how mitigation measures will/could be secured  
• Provide an assessment of the significance of any residual effects  
• Identify appropriate enhancement measures  
• Set out any requirements for post-construction monitoring  

 
3. Planning policy and legislation 
 
Planning Policies relevant to the ecological aspects of this development are: 
 

• National Planning Policy Framework 
• Black Country Core Strategy 
• Dudley MBC’s Nature Conservation Supplementary Planning Document 
• Dudley MBC’s Planning Obligations Supplementary Planning Document 

 
 
The Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) ( http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/page-1377 ) is also 
relevant to this planning proposal. 
 
This Act makes it an offence (with exception to species listed in Schedule 2) to intentionally: 

• kill, injure, or take any wild bird, 
• take, damage or destroy the nest of any wild bird while that nest is in use or being built (also 

take, damage or destroy the nest of a wild bird included in Schedule ZA1 under the Natural 
Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006), or 

• take or destroy an egg of any wild bird. 
 
The Act contains measures for preventing the establishment of non-native species which may be 
detrimental to native wildlife thereby prohibiting the planting of plants listed in Schedule 9 in 
England and Wales. 
  

http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/page-1377
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4. Methodology 
4.1 Scope of the assessment 
 
The planning proposal is relatively small in scale and is located within the centre of the wider 
proposal site. Therefore this site is considered to be the Zone of Influence for this proposal. Many 
factors have been considered to provide a robust evidence base and sound assessment of impacts. 
These include: 

• Planning designations 
• Habitats and species of principal importance for conservation of biodiversity 
• Legally protected species 

 
 
4.2 Desk study 
We have been supplied with reports and information by Lloyd Stacey, Riverside Stourbridge 
Community Interest Company and EcoRecord, the ecological records’ centre for Birmingham and the 
Black Country in May 2017. 
 
Anon (September 2012) Stour Valley, Wollaston, Birmingham and Black Country Local Sites 
Assessment Report 
 
This report is the most recent which covers the proposal site. It assesses the Stour Valley, Wollaston 
Site of Local Importance for Nature Conservation (SLINC) which includes the whole of this proposal 
site as well as land to the north, east and west. 
 
It summarises the value of this wider site as being: 
 
“A section of the River Stour that flows parallel to the south and west of the Stourbridge Canal. The 
southernmost section flows through a post-industrial landscape which through natural succession is 
becoming a green space. Currently this area houses mainly pioneer scrub species which offer 
potential habitat opportunities for a range of small fauna. The river continues through the scrub and 
follows a largely natural path through a pocket of dense mixed broad-leaved woodland after which it 
enters a culvert to flow under an industrial estate. The site forms part of the River Stour wildlife 
corridor with the pocket of woodland and scrub creating a wildlife ‘island’ and ‘stepping stone’ 
habitat for a variety of species within the built environment.” 

 

The report then grades the whole site as follows for ecological and geological Local Site Selection 
Criteria: 
 

Selection 
Criteria 

Score Comments 

Habitat 
Diversity  

Medium  The site houses several habitat types including aquatic, marginal, woodland 
and scrub  

Species 
Diversity  

Medium  Aquatic species diversity is hampered by the apparent nutrient rich and 
possibly polluted river water. Large swathes of invasive plant species reduce 
diversity of floral species within the marginal zone. The woodland and scrub 
offer a greater range of species.  

Habitat Rarity  Medium The site is a section of a larger area of inland waterway. The woodland and 
scrub pocket enhance the value of the site  

Species Rarity  Low Species within this section are not of considerable rarity but some are BAP, 
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LBAP and protected  
Size or Extent  Medium This site makes up a small but sizable stretch of the inland waterway within 

the greater area.  
Naturalness  Medium The river flows in a naturalistic course however many places have been 

artificially altered to maintain river bank stability and for flood control to 
the north and south of the site. The woodland is largely secondary regrowth 
and the scrub is natural succession over a brownfield site.  

Position & 
Connectivity  

High The site is part of an inland waterway which creates an important wildlife 
corridor through the urban environment and to the adjacent  

Geological N/A  
 
It states that the underlying solid/drift geology of the site is sandstone and conglomerate. 
 
The species of note that were found were House Sparrow and Wren. The invasive Japanese 
Knotweed and Indian Balsam were also found. 
 
 
Anon (September 2012) Stourbridge Canal, Wollaston Rd - Canal St Birmingham and Black Country 
Local Sites Assessment Report 
 
This report is based on the canal which borders the site to the east. 
 
The species of note that were found were Orange Tip butterfly, Brown Hawker dragonfly, House 
Sparrow and Perch. The invasive Japanese Knotweed was found. 
 
 
The Environmental Dimension Partnership (January 2011) Bradley Road, Stourbridge Ecological 
Appraisal 
 
This report covers the whole of the proposal site and extends south and east, following the southern 
bank of the canal. It describes the proposal site as being comprised of a block of woodland and 
another of developing ruderal habitat. This latter habitat is where the proposed shipping containers 
and access will be located. 
 
They assessed the suitability of the buildings in the area for bats. They considered the northern 
building to be of negligible potential and the southern building to have some potential to support 
roosting bats. 
 
The report records the findings of two bat transects within the proposal site. This identified that 
Soprano pipistrelles were heard, but not seen, during these nocturnal activity surveys. Noctule, 
Common Pipistrelle and Soprano Pipistrelle, were all heard across the wider site. 
 
The report also notes a Badger path on the opposite (southern) bank of the River Stour from the 
proposal site. No Badger setts or signs of their activity were found on the proposal site. The closest 
sett identified is over 100m away, with significant barriers to movement present hindering direct 
access the proposal site. 
 
They found no evidence of Otter on the site, however stated they are known both up and down 
stream. They concluded that this species’ movements in the immediate area are not frequent or 
regular. 
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They found 24 species of bird using the site and 16 breeding. Five notable and/or protected bird 
species were also found. Breeding Kingfishers were found just outside their survey area. Between 
two and six pairs of Song Thrush, Dunnock and Mallard were found to be breeding on the wider site 
and it was thought that Bullfinch were also present however the nest site was not confirmed 
 
A reptile survey was carried out across the wider site. No reptiles were found. 
 
The report therefore highlighted the need to consider the conservation designation, bats, breeding 
birds and Otters in their development proposal. 
 
 
Wardell Armstrong (2004) Revlan Group, Site at Amblecote, Stourbridge, Ecological Appraisal. 
 
Again this report covers a much wider area and extends to the south, east and north of the proposal 
site. The survey broadly describes the west of the proposal site as being mature and semi mature 
mixed woodland and the east as semi improved grassland. 
 
Of particular note is that it states that there are mature Black Poplar on the banks of the River Stour 
to the south west of the House. It also considers the woodland to be of the highest nature 
conservation value of their wider survey site. It mentions that ancient woodland indicators were 
present 
 
Scattered scrub was present along the canal boundary and a clump running south west of Riverside 
House to the River Stour. The banks of the River Stour had Japanese Knotweed and the river and 
slipway had individual mature Black Poplar trees. 
 
It describes the area of Riverside House as an uninhabited boarded up residence which has been 
partially burnt out. Its roof is damaged. To its rear is a garden with unmanaged lawn surrounded by 
ornamental trees. A shed is present with two further sheds to the north. 
 
The remainder of the proposal site, to the south east of the House, was an area of hardstanding and 
industrial unit. 
 
 

4.3 Field survey 
 
The site was visited on 13th June 2017 by Helen Edwards and Alan Preece. The only restrictions to 
access and survey were dense, tangled vegetation (e.g. established bramble thickets) in places and 
the internal area of the House, which was not investigated for safety reasons due to its semi 
collapsed condition. The weather was warm, overcast and dry. 
 

The survey took the form of a standard Phase 1 habitat survey. The site was split into three artificial 
compartments (Main Woodland, House and Gardens and Main Grassland) to aid the Client with their 
longer term management of the site. Plant species encountered were recorded within 
compartments and given abundance rating based on the DAFOR Scale. This categorises plant species 
based on estimated percentage cover: 

Dominant >75% 
Abundant 75 - 51% 
Frequent 50 - 26% 
Occasional 25 - 11% 
Rare 10 - 1 %  
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Where animals or evidence of their presence were seen while undertaking the survey these were 
identified, where possible, and recorded. No specific or detailed protected species was undertaken. 
 
The results of this survey are shown in Figure 4 and Table 2 at the back of this report. 
 
 
4.4 Assessment 
The assessment methodology follows the guidance set out in CIEEM’s Guidelines for Ecological 
Impact Assessment in the UK and Ireland (2016). Significance is assessed based on extent, 
magnitude, duration, frequency and timing, reversibility, assessment of cumulative impacts and 
effects and the assessment of residual impacts. 
 
These have been rooted in the local and regional context through the use of local surveyors and 
information received from the local records’ centre. 
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5. Baseline ecological conditions (General) 
 
The site can be broadly broken into three zones. The northern and western area is dominated by 
broadleaved mixed secondary woodland. The central area has the dilapidated house and its 
associated walled gardens and possibly workshops. The third main zone is characterised by young 
scrub and species rich grassland naturally regenerating an aggregate substrate of building rubble. 
 
These are bordered to the west and south by the River Stour and east by the Stourbridge Canal 
 
The woodland continues further north beyond the proposal site and the grassland and scrub 
continues to the east. 
 
As stated previously, this site as a whole is acknowledged as being locally important for its 
biodiversity. 
 
 
Table 1. The importance of ecological features within the development site 
 

Ecological Feature Context of Importance 
Broadleaved woodland – semi natural Local 
Cultivated/disturbed land – ephemeral/short 
perennial 

Local 

Scrub Immediate location 
Other tall herb and fern – tall ruderal Immediate location 
Running Water – eutrophic Immediate location/Local 
Walls/Buildings Immediate location 
Black Poplar Metropolitan 
 
 
5.1 Designated sites 
The whole of the proposal site is designated as part of the wider Stour Valley, Wollaston Site of Local 
Importance for Nature Conservation, with the exception of the House, presumed workshop and the 
gardens. 

It is described as: 

“A section of the River Stour that flows parallel to the south and west of the Stourbridge Canal. The 
southernmost section flows through a post-industrial landscape which through natural succession is 
becoming a green space. Currently this area houses mainly pioneer scrub species which offer 
potential habitat opportunities for a range of small fauna. The river continues through the scrub and 
follows a largely natural path through a pocket of dense mixed broad-leaved woodland after which it 
enters a culvert to flow under an industrial estate. The site forms part of the River Stour wildlife 
corridor with the pocket of woodland and scrub creating a wildlife ‘island’ and ‘stepping stone’ 
habitat for a variety of species within the built environment.” 

 

The report then grades the whole site as follows for ecological and geological Local Site Selection 
Criteria: 
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Selection 
Criteria 

Score Comments 

Habitat 
Diversity  

Medium  The site houses several habitat types including aquatic, marginal, woodland 
and scrub  

Species 
Diversity  

Medium  Aquatic species diversity is hampered by the apparent nutrient rich and 
possibly polluted river water. Large swathes of invasive plant species reduce 
diversity of floral species within the marginal zone. The woodland and scrub 
offer a greater range of species.  

Habitat Rarity  Medium The site is a section of a larger area of inland waterway. The woodland and 
scrub pocket enhance the value of the site  

Species Rarity  Low Species within this section are not of considerable rarity but some are BAP, 
LBAP and protected  

Size or Extent  Medium This site makes up a small but sizable stretch of the inland waterway within 
the greater area.  

Naturalness  Medium The river flows in a naturalistic course however many places have been 
artificially altered to maintain river bank stability and for flood control to 
the north and south of the site. The woodland is largely secondary regrowth 
and the scrub is natural succession over a brownfield site.  

Position & 
Connectivity  

High The site is part of an inland waterway which creates an important wildlife 
corridor through the urban environment and to the adjacent  

Geological N/A  
 
 
5.2 Habitats 
 
The habitats present on site are shown in Figure 4 at the back of this document. 
 
Semi natural broadleaf woodland 
 
The largest habitat on site is Semi natural broadleaf woodland. The tree and shrub species are 
generally typical of the habitat and varied, with no species being particularly dominant. The total 
extent of this habitat spreads out of the proposal site, across a dry slipway and continues further 
north. 
 
The understory is often dense Bramble and Common Nettle. 
 
Within the central area of the woodland are large old Apple trees which are remnants of the orchard 
which was once present in this area. The walled gardens to the east of the House contain Hazel, 
Pear, Plum and Damson. During our visit local volunteers were clearing the bramble from this area to 
restore the orchard. 
 
The woodland has a generally damp soil with large Goat Willows and Black Poplar in places. However 
it is not expected that the soil will be seasonally inundated. Some amenity species are present such 
as Snowberry, Rhododendron, Cherry Laurel and conifer cultivars. 
 
The woodland has Indian Balsam scattered throughout, with higher concentrations towards the 
River Stour. Japanese Knotweed and to a lesser extent Giant Hogweed are present along the river 
bank. 
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Photograph 1. Apple tree in centre of woodland to the north of the House. 
 
Also notable are several mature and over mature Black Poplar which are present along the River 
Stour and the dry channel to the north of the site. This tree is not legally protected but has suffered 
significant historical decline in populations and is the focus of several conservation projects around 
England. 
 
 
Cultivated/disturbed land – ephemeral/short perennial 
 
This dry and species rich habitat is established on building rubble. It is located in the east of the site. 
The area within the proposal site is approximately a third of the total extent as it extends further to 
the east into adjacent landholdings. 
 
It is starting a transition to a more established grassland, however bare areas are still present in 
places. It is very florally diverse. Many species of insect were seen feeding on the large amount of 
flowers in bloom, including Common Blue and Meadow Brown butterflies. 
 
There are some potential garden escapes within this area including Purple Toadflax and Peach-
leaved Bellflower. 
 
The grassland is relatively flat, however there are mounds including one running north-south which 
will enclose the proposed site of the containers and also running west to east which is on the edge of 
the Continuous Scrub vegetation north of the grassland. 
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Photograph 2. Grassland looking north to where the containerised buildings will be located (far 
part of grassland and Butterfly Bushes). 
 

 
Photograph 3. Grassland looking south (possible access route is along the left of the picture).  
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Scrub 
 
There is a roughly circular patch of dense, established Bramble and Common Nettle dominated 
vegetation to the north of the House. This is very dense and has some wildflowers and grasses mixed 
in such as Germander Speedwell. This acts functionally as a woodland edge habitat. 
 
There are also areas of continuous scrub running east from the House along a mound and a smaller 
area south of the grassland on the river bank. They appear to be relatively young pioneer species of 
poor soil including Silver Birch, Willow and Butterfly Bush. The area to the south includes some 
Japanese Knotweed and Giant Hogweed along the bank of the river. 
 
The scrub has little intrinsic value. However it does aid the habitat diversity on site and is likely to 
benefit the site’s invertebrates. The area north of the house could offer limited bird nesting habitat. 
 

 
Photograph 4. Central area of site, in the northern most area of scrub, looking north into the 
woodland. 
 
 
Other tall herb and fern – tall ruderal 
 
There is a relatively small area of this habitat running between the river bank and the grassland. It is 
dominated by species such as Common Nettle. This area has little intrinsic value. However it does aid 
the habitat diversity on site and is likely to benefit the site’s invertebrates. 
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Walls/Buildings 
 
There are a number of brick walls within the site. These formed the remains of Riverside House and 
the adjacent building which may have been a workshop. The garden areas, boundary with the dry 
slipway and canal are also comprised of brick walls. These are Ivy covered in places. 
 
The House and possible single story workshop are in a state of disrepair and no longer have roofs. 
The House may have some limited potential for bats to roost in. The current survey did not 
investigate this potential further either through a detailed structural assessment or nocturnal 
activity surveys. 
 

 
Photograph 5. East wall of House. 
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Photograph 5. North wall of House. 
 

 
Photograph 5. West wall of House. 
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Running Water – eutrophic 
 
The River Stour forms the western and southern boundary of the site. The terrestrial habitats 
outlined above that abut it run to the water’s edge. The water itself is grey from pollution and does 
not appear to have plant life within it. 
 
The intrinsic value of this stretch is fairly limited as it is currently. However it will offer significant 
value as a wildlife corridor and commuting habitat for species within the area. This also means that 
the invasive species present along its banks (Japanese Knotweed, Indian Balsam and Giant Hogweed) 
can spread into and out from the site. 
 

 
Photograph 6. Giant Hogweed on the bank of the River Stour, within the woodland. 
 
Other adjacent habitat 
 
The proposal site is separated by a tall brick wall from the Stourbridge Canal tow path. Strips of 
amenity mown grassland and some ornamental shrub plantings are present. The canal itself appears 
clear and has a good spread of White Water-lily along the far bank.  
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5.3 Species and species groups 
 
•  Plants  
 
No legally protected or species of conservation importance were encountered during this survey. 
However a population of Green-flowered Helleborine is known immediately the other side of the 
wall on the northern boundary under the Bramble of the dry slipway. 
 
The site is however very notable for its Black Poplar which are present along the riverbank and along 
the northern boundary. This species is the subject of many conservation schemes around the 
country due to significant drops in population until recently. 
 
A number of old fruit trees are present these have value as habitat. They may also have greater 
cultural value if the specific varieties could be identified. This will be possible when the fruit is ripe. 
 
Also of interest were Common Centaury, Red Bartsia and Traveller’s-joy, which along with Black 
Poplar are considered to be axiophytes (indicator species) within Birmingham and the Black Country. 
Their presence indicates that the site is likely to be important for other plants and habitats of nature 
conservation merit. 
 
The following species of concern were also found which are listed under Schedule 9 of the Wildlife 
and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended):  
 

• Giant Hogweed 
• Hollyberry Contoneaster 
• Indian Balsam 
• Japanese Knotweed 
• Rhododendron 

 
Under Section 14 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) it is an offence to allow 
these species to grow in the wild. It is a legal defence that the person responsible takes all 
reasonable steps and due diligence to avoid committing the offence. 
 
 
•  Invertebrates  
 
Many species of insects and molluscs were seen however few could be identified within the scope of 
this survey. 
 
Common Blue and Meadow Brown butterflies were seen on the grassland as were several species of 
bee (including Honey Bee) were seen along with grasshoppers and crickets. The common bug 
Grypocoris stysi was seen in its typical habitat of nettle in woodland 
 
 
•  Amphibians 
 
No species of amphibian were recorded during our visit. However there are records of Smooth 
Newt, Common Frog and Common Toad nearby. The habitats present on site all provide potential 
value for these species for terrestrial foraging and shelter. 
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•  Reptiles 
 
No reptiles have been reported within 500m of the proposed works. The Environmental Dimension 
Partnership’s report details a reptile survey which took place across the wider side. No evidence of 
their presence was found. 
 
However as the site is connected to the canal and river it remains possible that Grass Snake and Slow 
Worm could occasionally enter the site in small numbers in the future. 
 
 
•  Birds  
 
Common birds were seen actively within the site including Blackbird, Long-tailed Tit, Magpie, Robin 
and Wood Pigeon. None of these have any special legal protection outside of nesting and are not of 
special conservation concern. 
 
However Starling, Wren, Redwing, Song Thrush, Fieldfare, Mistle Thrush, Dunnock, Bullfinch, House 
Sparrow, Green Woodpecker, Kestrel and Kingfisher are of conservation concern and all are known 
to be nearby and could use, or move through, the site. 
 
 
•  Bats  
 
No bats were encountered during this survey. However Daubenton’s, Noctule, Common Pipistrelle 
and Soprano Pipistrelle have all been recorded nearby. It is possible that these species will use the 
habitats present on site or adjacent to it. 
 
 
•  Badgers  
 
No evidence of Badgers were found. They are known in the wider environment on the other side of 
the river. The habitats present on site could be used by badgers on an infrequent or seasonal basis 
for foraging or commuting. 
 
 
•  Other mammals  
 
The only evidence of mammals found was an isolated patch of Dog footprints found on the river 
bank. 
 
Otters are known in the wider area and may occasionally pass along the river or canal. 
  



21 
 

6. Description of the proposed development 
 
The proposal is to place three shipping container style buildings on raised spot foundations and a 
waterless toilet. These will have no connection to mains services. An area of aggregate, permeable, 
hardstanding may be created as an access route and around the containers. 
 
The area will also have fencing to prevent unwarranted access. 
 

 
 
The location of containers and toilet will be in the westernmost part of the ephemeral/short 
perennial grassland and scattered scrub, south of the House. The access track, if needed will connect 
the containers to the east through the ephemeral/short perennial grassland. 
 
Therefore some of this scattered scrub and grassland vegetation is proposed to be removed.  
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7. Assessment of effects and mitigation measures 
 
7.1 Designated sites 
 
7.2 Habitats 
Semi natural broadleaf woodland 
 
Impacts 
There will be no direct impact of the construction of these proposed containerised buildings on this 
habitat. 
 
However the long term operations being undertaken on site resulting from the development may 
create negative disturbance. This would involve the increased presence of people onsite, trampling 
and noise. It is foreseen that the vegetation will be opened up in places, which could be both 
positive and negative. 
It is assessed that without positive mitigation these indirect impacts will be local level, negative and 
permanent. 
 
Mitigation 

A. Any removal of trees, ivy or bramble should be done outside of the bird nesting season or 
pre work checks made to ensure active birds’ nests are not present. 
 

B. Beneficial woodland management underneath the woodland canopy should aim to create 
an approximate ratio of 3:1 dense woody vegetation (e.g. shrubs and bramble) to low non-
woody vegetation (e.g. native woodland flowers). 
 

C. A program of removing the Indian Balsam, Japanese Knotweed, Giant Hogweed, 
Snowberry, Rhododendron and Cherry Laurel should be carried out. 

 
Details on the identification ( http://www.nonnativespecies.org/index.cfm?sectionid=47 ) and 
control ( https://www.gov.uk/guidance/prevent-the-spread-of-harmful-invasive-and-non-native-
plants ) of these invasive species is readily available. Indian Balsam is easily pulled out by hand and 
put into piles to rot down before it seeds. However Giant Hogweed and Japanese Knotweed will 
require specialists to control them as they usually require stem injection of herbicides, or similar, 
when near water courses, under licence from the Environment Agency. Also it is important to note 
that the sap of Giant Hogweed is harmful to humans ( 
http://www.nonnativespecies.org/?pageid=152 ) and therefore caution by all should be taken to 
avoid physical contact with it. 
 
 
Cultivated/disturbed land – ephemeral/short perennial 
 
Impacts 
There will be a site level, direct, permanent, negative impact from the loss of part of this habitat. 
This will occur on the area where the containerised buildings will be placed and associated 
hardstanding around these and for access. 
 
Mitigation 
As this is within the Site of Local Importance for Nature Conservation, in line with Planning Policy 
(Planning Obligation SPD), a minimum of twice the area lost must be significantly enhanced. 

http://www.nonnativespecies.org/index.cfm?sectionid=47
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/prevent-the-spread-of-harmful-invasive-and-non-native-plants
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/prevent-the-spread-of-harmful-invasive-and-non-native-plants
http://www.nonnativespecies.org/?pageid=152
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D. At least twice the area of the ephemeral/short perennial grassland habitat lost should 

start to receive beneficial annual management. The vegetation should be cut and the hay 
removed in late July each year to benefit the diversity of the vegetation. The hay should 
be placed in piles in undisturbed areas of scrub near the river or canal where it can form 
habitat for invertebrates and reptiles (if they colonise the site in the future). (However it 
has been mentioned that this area has some levels of contamination. Therefore safe 
working methods should be applied relevant to the types and levels of contamination 
present). 
 

E. A third of the scrub on the south facing mounds (which runs along the northern edge of 
the grassland), should be cut to the ground each year in a rotation to benefit the grassland 
and its invertebrates. 

 
Scrub 
Impacts 
An area of Scattered Scrub will be removed to install the containerised buildings. This will be a site 
level, permanent, negative impact on this area which functions as a woodland edge. 
 
Mitigation 
Action Points A, B and C above will provide works to balance this impact. 
 
 
Other tall herb and fern – tall ruderal 
Impacts 
No impacts are foreseen. 
 
Mitigation 
None is required. 
 
 
Walls/Buildings 
Impacts 
No impacts are foreseen as part of this direct planning application. However further surveys are 
recommended when plans for their restoration are being drawn up. 
 
Mitigation 
None is required. 
 
 
Running Water – eutrophic 
Impacts 
No direct impacts are foreseen, however there may be some increased disturbance. 
 
Mitigation 
Any disturbance would be offset by the control of invasive species set out in Action Point C above. 
 
 
Other adjacent habitat 
Impacts 
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No impacts are foreseen. 
 
Mitigation 
None is required. 
 
 
7.3 Species and species groups 
 
•  Plants  
Impacts 
It is possible that increased disturbance on site will promote the spread of the invasive species 
present. This would be a local level, permanent, negative impact. 
 
Any future works to the Black Poplars and fruit trees, which was carried out insensitively, could 
cause a local level, permanent, negative impact. 
 
Mitigation 
Action Point C above should be implemented to prevent the spread of invasive species. 
 

F. Any works to Black Poplar trees should be sensitive and offset by taking cuttings from the 
trees affected and planting these in damp areas onsite. 

 
G. Any works on the old fruit trees on site should be sensitive and include restorative pruning 

to increase their lifespan and fruit yield. 
 
 
•  Invertebrates  
Impacts 
The proposal would remove an area of flower rich grassland and scrub that is of value to this group 
of species. This would be a permanent and negative impact, however only of importance at a site 
scale.  
 
Mitigation 
Action Point D and E should be implemented to offset this negative impact. 
 
 
•  Amphibians 
Impacts 
No impacts are foreseen. 
 
Mitigation 
None is required. 
 
•  Reptiles 
Impacts 
No impacts are foreseen. 
 
Mitigation 
None is required. 
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•  Birds  
Impacts 
There would be an increase in disturbance and possible removal of vegetation which could provide 
value for nesting and foraging. This is likely to be a permanent and negative impact of importance at 
the site level. 
 
Mitigation 
Action Point A and B should be implemented to offset this negative impact. 
 
 
•  Bats  
Impacts 
If outdoor artificial lighting is used this may affect bats feeding and flying through the site. This 
would be a temporary, negative impact of importance at a site level. 
 
Future restoration works to buildings may have the potential to affect bat roosts. However this is 
outside the scope of this current planning application and will not therefore be assessed here. 
 
Mitigation 

H. Any outdoor lighting should be limited in duration and extent. It should be downward 
facing and where possible not spill onto the water courses, trees and/or scrub. 

 
•  Badgers  
Impacts 
No impacts are foreseen. 
 
Mitigation 
None is required. 
 
•  Other mammals  
Impacts 
No impacts are foreseen. 
 
Mitigation 
None is required. 
 
 
8. Cumulative effects 
 
At this stage there is not anticipated to be any negative accumulative impacts providing the 
mitigation is carried out as set out in the Action Points A to H above. 
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9. Compensation (if relevant) 
It is not anticipated that there will be any residual negative impacts providing the mitigation is 
carried out as set out in the Action Points A to H above. 
 
10. Enhancement 
 
There are many potential works which could be done to further increase the nature conservation 
importance of this site and its surrounds. These include: 
 

i. More than twice the area of the ephemeral/short perennial grassland habitat lost could 
receive beneficial annual management. The vegetation should be cut and hay removed in 
late July each year to benefit the diversity of the vegetation. The hay should be placed in 
piles in undisturbed areas of scrub near the river or canal where it can form habitat for 
invertebrates and reptiles (if they colonise the site in the future). (However it has been 
mentioned that this area has some levels of contamination. Therefore safe working 
methods should be applied relevant to the types and levels of contamination present). 
 

ii. Cuttings from the Black Poplars trees could be taken and planted in damp areas onsite. 
 

iii. The old fruit trees on site could be pruned to restore their health and vigour. 
 

iv. Bird boxes could be installed in suitable location on site, if they can be cleaned out 
annually. These could either be made to the standard designs published by the British 
Trust for Ornithology  ( https://www.bto.org/about-birds/nnbw/make-a-nest-box ) or 
long lasting premade woodcrete boxes could be bought (such as the Schwegler 2GR 
http://www.nhbs.com/title/158595/2gr-schwegler-nest-box ). 

 
v. Self-cleaning bat boxes could be installed in suitable location on site. These could either be 

made to the standard designs published by the Bat Conservation Trust ( 
http://www.bats.org.uk/pages/bat_boxes.html ) or premade long lasting woodcrete 
boxes could be bought (such as the Schwegler 1FF 
http://www.nhbs.com/title/158636/1ff-schwegler-bat-box-with-built-in-wooden-rear-
panel ). 

 
 
11. Monitoring 
Providing the mitigation is carried out in Action Points A to H no additional monitoring is required for 
this planning proposal. 
  

https://www.bto.org/about-birds/nnbw/make-a-nest-box
http://www.nhbs.com/title/158595/2gr-schwegler-nest-box
http://www.bats.org.uk/pages/bat_boxes.html
http://www.nhbs.com/title/158636/1ff-schwegler-bat-box-with-built-in-wooden-rear-panel
http://www.nhbs.com/title/158636/1ff-schwegler-bat-box-with-built-in-wooden-rear-panel
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12. Conclusions 
 
The proposed development will produce relatively small negative and permanent impacts. These will 
be at the site or local level. These impacts are readily mitigated for providing the following Action 
Points are carried out as relevant: 
 

A. Any removal of trees, ivy or bramble should be done outside of the bird nesting season or 
pre work checks made to ensure active birds’ nests are not present. 

B. Beneficial woodland management underneath the woodland canopy should aim to create an 
approximate ratio of 3:1 dense woody vegetation (e.g. shrubs and bramble) to low non-
woody vegetation (e.g. native woodland flowers). 

C. A program of removing the Indian Balsam, Japanese Knotweed, Giant Hogweed, Snowberry, 
Rhododendron and Cherry Laurel should be carried out. 

D. At least twice the area of the ephemeral/short perennial grassland habitat lost should start 
to receive beneficial annual management. The vegetation should be cut and the hay 
removed in late July each year to benefit the diversity of the vegetation. The hay should be 
placed in piles in undisturbed areas of scrub near the river or canal where it can form habitat 
for invertebrates and reptiles (if they colonise the site in the future). (However it has been 
mentioned that this area has some levels of contamination. Therefore safe working methods 
should be applied relevant to the types and levels of contamination present). 

E. A third of the scrub on the south facing mounds (which runs along the northern edge of the 
grassland), should be cut to the ground each year in a rotation to benefit the grassland and 
its invertebrates. 

F. Any works to Black Poplar trees should be sensitive and offset by taking cuttings from the 
trees affected and planting these in damp areas onsite. 

G. Any works on the old fruit trees on site should be sensitive and include restorative pruning 
to increase their lifespan and fruit yield. 

H. Any outdoor lighting should be limited in duration and extent. It should be downward facing 
and where possible not spill onto the water courses, trees and/or scrub. 

 
A number of enhancement works are also possible through this proposal which will provide a net 
benefit to the local environment including the wider designated nature conservation site.  These 
have been set out above. All of these mitigation and enhancement measures can be secured through 
suitable planning conditions. 
 
Providing these are carried out the planning proposal satisfies Policy ENV 1 Nature Conservation of 
the Black Country Joint Core Strategy. With regard to this policy this report demonstrates that: 

1.  The development and associated mitigation will not produce an overall negative impact 
upon the local environment. 

2.  Features for wildlife movement are preserved and enhanced. 
3.  No species of importance will be harmed. 
4.  No additional survey work would be required for this current planning proposal (however 

this report should be refreshed with additional survey work, should determination be 
required after June 2018). 

5.  Significant benefits through possible enhancement works are detailed for the natural 
environment of the area. 
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14. Figures 
 

 
 
Figure 1. Planning Designations. Site is roughly bordered in red. Area shaded in yellow is Stour 
Valley, Wollaston Site of Local Importance for Nature Conservation (SLINC) and St James 
Churchyard, Wollaston SLINC (south west). 
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Figure 2. Aerial photograph of site (May 2016). Site is roughly bordered in red. 
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Figure 3 Development layout provided by Riverside Stourbridge Community Interest Company on 
26th May 2017 The two longer term heritage projects will include the refurbishment of the house 
(A) with a possible ground floor extension and New buildings around a central courtyard (B). 
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Figure 4. Phase 1 Habitat map of the proposal site. Target notes are set out below.  
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Target notes to accompany Figure 4. Phase 1 Habitat map of the proposal site. 

T1 Areas containing mature Black Poplar trees. 

T2 Areas containing old fruit trees. 

T3 Areas of Japanese Knotweed 

T4 Areas of Giant Hogweed 

T5 Area of proposed containerised buildings 
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15. Appendices 
 
Table 2. Species recorded onsite during the field survey on 13th June 2017 by Helen Edwards and 
Alan Preece. 
 
Common name Scientific Woodland Gardens and 

House 
Grassland 
and Scrub 

Alder Alnus glutinosa   R 

Apple  Malus pumila R   

Ash Fraxinus excelsior R R  

Bittersweet  Solanum dulcamara R   

Blackbird Turdus merula    

Black-poplar Populus nigra subsp. 
betulifolia 

R   

Blue Fleabane Erigeron acer   R 

Bramble Rubus fruticosus agg. D F  

Broad-leaved Dock Rumex obtusifolius R R R 

Broad-leaved 
Willowherb 

Epilobium montanum  R  

Broom  Cytisus scoparius   R 

Butterfly-bush Buddleja davidii R R R 

Cat's-ear Hypochaeris radicata   R 

Cherry Laurel Prunus laurocerasus R   

Cleavers Galium aparine R R  

Cock's-foot Dactylis glomerata R R R 

Colt's-foot  Tussilago farfara   R 

Common Blue Polyommatus icarus    

Common Centaury Centaurium erythraea   R 

Common Couch Elytrigia repens  R  

Common Evening-
primrose 

Oenothera biennis   R 

Common Figwort Scrophularia nodosa R   

Common Mouse-ear Cerastium fontanum  R R 

Common Nettle Urtica dioica R R  

Common Ragwort Senecio jacobaea  R  

Common Sorrel Rumex acetosa subsp. 
acetosa 

 R  

Cow Parsley Anthriscus sylvestris R R  

Creeping Buttercup Ranunculus repens R R R 

Creeping Thistle Cirsium arvense R   
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Cut-leaved Crane's-
bill 

Geranium dissectum   R 

Daisy Bellis perennis   R 

Damson Prunus domestica subsp. 
insititia 

 R  

Dandelion Taraxacum officinale agg.  R  

Domestic Plum Prunus domestica subsp. 
domestica 

 R  

Downy Birch Betula pubescens    

Elder Sambucus nigra R R  

False Oat-grass Arrhenatherum elatius R R  

Fox-and-cubs  Pilosella aurantiaca   R 

Garlic Mustard Alliaria petiolata R   

Germander Speedwell Veronica chamaedrys  R  

Giant Hogweed Heracleum 
mantegazzianum 

R  R 

Goat Willow Salix caprea R R  

Greater Plantain Plantago major R R R 

Green-flowered 
Helleborine 

Epipactis phyllanthes    

Ground-elder Aegopodium podagraria R   

Ground-ivy Glechoma hederacea R   

Hairy Tare Vicia hirsuta   R 

Hawkweed Hieracium sp   R 

Hawthorn Crataegus monogyna R   

Hazel Corylus avellana R R  

Hedge Bindweed Calystegia sepium agg. R R  

Hedge Woundwort Stachys sylvatica R R  

Herb-Robert Geranium robertianum R R  

Hogweed Heracleum sphondylium R   

Holly Ilex aquifolium R R  

Hollyberry 
Cotoneaster 

Cotoneaster bullatus  R  

Honey Bee Apis melifera    

Hop  Humulus lupulus R   

Hop Trefoil Trifolium campestre   R 

House Sparrow Passer domesticus    

Hybrid Crack-willow Salix euxina x alba = S. x 
fragilis 

  R 
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Indian Balsam Impatiens glandulifera O  R 

Ivy Hedera helix R R  

Japanese Knotweed Fallopia japonica R  R 

Lesser Burdock Arctium minus R   

Lilac  Syringa vulgaris  R  

Long-tailed tit Aegithalos caudatus  R  

Lords-and-Ladies  Arum maculatum R   

Magpie Pica pica    

Male-fern  Dryopteris filix-mas R   

Marsh-mallow  Althaea officinalis   R 

Mugwort  Artemisia vulgaris   R 

Oxeye Daisy Leucanthemum vulgare   R 

Peach-leaved 
Bellflower 

Campanula persicifolia   R 

Pear  Pyrus communis  R  

Pedunculate Oak Quercus robur R   

Perennial Rye-grass Lolium perenne   R 

Perforate St John's-
wort 

Hypericum perforatum   R 

Purple Toadflax Linaria purpurea   R 

Raspberry  Rubus idaeus R   

Red Bartsia Odontites vernus   R 

Red Clover Trifolium pratense  R  

Rhododendron  Rhododendron ponticum  R  

Ribbed Melilot Melilotus officinalis   R 

Ribwort Plantain Plantago lanceolata  R R 

Robin Erithacus rubecula    

Rosebay Willowherb Chamerion angustifolium R   

Rough Meadow-grass Poa trivialis R R  

Silver Birch Betula pendula R R R 

Snowberry  Symphoricarpos albus O   

Spear Thistle Cirsium vulgare   R 

Sycamore Acer pseudoplatanus O   

Tansy Tanacetum vulgare   R 

Traveller's-joy  Clematis vitalba   R 

Tufted Vetch Vicia cracca   R 



37 
 

Weigela Weigela sp R   

White Clover Trifolium repens   R 

White Water-lily Nymphaea alba    

Wild Teasel Dipsacus fullonum   R 

Willow Salix sp R   

Wood Avens Geum urbanum R R  

Wood Forget-me-not Myosotis sylvatica  R  

Woodpigeon Columba palumbus  R  

Wormwood  Artemisia absinthium   R 

Yarrow Achillea millefolium   R 

Yew Taxus baccata  R  

Yorkshire-fog Holcus lanatus R R R 

 
Key: 
 
  Axiophytes in Birmingham and the Black Country 
  BAP or Species of Conservation Concern 
  Schedule 9 Wildlife and Countryside Act 
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Table 3 Records of Species of Note found within one kilometre of the site, Provided by EcoRecord. 
Species Protection codes are set out below. 
Scientific name Common name Species group Protection/Status (see key 

below) 
Closest 
record 
from site 
(km) 

Alcedo atthis Kingfisher bird BAmb, WCA1i 0.17 
Anas platyrhynchos Mallard bird BAmb 0.12 
Apus apus Swift bird BAmb 0.46 
Arabis glabra Tower Mustard flowering 

plant 
NS, RLGB.EN, Sect.41, UKBAP 0.81 

Arvicola amphibius European Water 
Vole 

terrestrial 
mammal 

MS_Status_Dec, Sect.41, 
UKBAP, WCA5/9.1k/I, 
WCA5/9.1t, WCA5/9.2, 
WCA5/9.4.a, WCA5/9.4b, 
WCA5/9.5a, WCA5/9.5b 

0.17 

Bufo bufo Common Toad amphibian LBAP, Sect.41, UKBAP, 
WCA5/9.5a, WCA5/9.5b 

0.12 

Callophrys rubi Green Hairstreak insect - 
butterfly 

LBAP 0.17 

Chiasmia clathrata Latticed Heath insect - moth Sect.41, UKBAP 0.11 
Chiroptera a bat terrestrial 

mammal (bat) 
LBAP 0.34 

Coccinella 
quinquepunctata 

Five-spot 
Ladybird 

insect - beetle 
(Coleoptera) 

RDBGB.R 0.52 

Coenonympha 
pamphilus 

Small Heath insect - 
butterfly 

RLGB.Lr(NT), Sect.41, UKBAP 0.65 

Delichon urbicum House Martin bird BAmb 0.96 
Epipactis 
phyllanthes 

Green-flowered 
Helleborine 

flowering 
plant 

LBAP, NS-excludes 0.05 

Erinaceus 
europaeus 

Hedgehog terrestrial 
mammal 

MS_Status_Dec, Sect.41, 
UKBAP 

0.80 

Erinaceus 
europaeus 

West European 
Hedgehog 

terrestrial 
mammal 

MS_Status_Dec, Sect.41, 
UKBAP 

0.82 

Erynnis tages Dingy Skipper insect - 
butterfly 

RLGB.VU, Sect.41, UKBAP, 
WO5 

0.17 

Falco tinnunculus Kestrel bird BAmb, LBAP 0.65 
Glebionis segetum Corn Marigold flowering 

plant 
RLGB.VU 0.56 

Hirundo rustica Swallow bird BAmb 0.82 
Hyacinthoides non-
scripta 

Bluebell flowering 
plant 

LBAP, WCA8 0.24 

Lasiommata 
megera 

Wall insect - 
butterfly 

LBAP, RLGB.Lr(NT), Sect.41, 
UKBAP 

0.27 

Lissotriton vulgaris Smooth Newt amphibian LBAP, WCA5/9.5a, WCA5/9.5b 0.12 
Lutra lutra European Otter terrestrial 

mammal 
HabRegs2, Sect.41, UKBAP, 
WCA5/9.4b, WCA5/9.5a, 
WCA5/9.5b 

0.05 

Meles meles Eurasian Badger terrestrial 
mammal 

LBAP, PBA 0.31 

Motacilla cinerea Grey Wagtail bird BAmb 0.12 
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Myotis daubentonii Daubenton's Bat terrestrial 
mammal (bat) 

HabRegs2, LBAP, WCA5/9.4b, 
WCA5/9.5a, WCA5/9.5b 

0.12 

Natrix natrix Grass Snake reptile Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5/9.1k/I, 
WCA5/9.5a, WCA5/9.5b 

0.53 

Nyctalus Nyctalus bat 
species 

terrestrial 
mammal (bat) 

HabRegs2, LBAP, WCA5/9.4b, 
WCA5/9.5a, WCA5/9.5b 

0.61 

Nyctalus noctula Noctule Bat terrestrial 
mammal (bat) 

HabRegs2, LBAP, 
MS_Status_Dec, Sect.41, 
UKBAP, WCA5/9.4b, 
WCA5/9.5a, WCA5/9.5b 

0.53 

Passer domesticus House Sparrow bird BRed, Sect.41, UKBAP 0.05 
Picus viridis Green 

Woodpecker 
bird BAmb 0.39 

Pipistrellus 
pipistrellus 

Pipistrelle terrestrial 
mammal (bat) 

HabRegs2, LBAP, WCA5/9.4b, 
WCA5/9.5a, WCA5/9.5b 

0.12 

Potamogeton 
compressus 

Grass-wrack 
Pondweed 

flowering 
plant 

NS-excludes, RLGB.EN, 
Sect.41, UKBAP 

0.17 

Potamogeton friesii Flat-stalked 
Pondweed 

flowering 
plant 

NS-excludes, RLGB.Lr(NT) 0.12 

Prunella modularis Dunnock bird BAmb 0.12 
Pyrrhula pyrrhula Bullfinch bird BAmb 0.82 
Rana temporaria Common Frog amphibian LBAP, WCA5/9.5a, WCA5/9.5b 0.12 
Scotopteryx 
chenopodiata 

Shaded Broad-bar insect - moth Sect.41, UKBAP 0.11 

Spergula arvensis Corn Spurrey flowering 
plant 

RLGB.VU 0.85 

Sturnus vulgaris Starling bird BRed 0.17 
Troglodytes 
troglodytes 

Wren bird UKBAP 0.94 

Turdus iliacus Redwing bird BRed, WCA1i 0.82 
Turdus philomelos Song Thrush bird BRed, LBAP 0.12 
Turdus pilaris Fieldfare bird BRed, WCA1i 0.82 
Turdus viscivorus Mistle Thrush bird BAmb 0.82 
Tyria jacobaeae Cinnabar insect - moth Sect.41, UKBAP 0.15 
Vespertilionidae a bat terrestrial 

mammal (bat) 
HabRegs2, LBAP, WCA5/9.4b, 
WCA5/9.5a, WCA5/9.5b 

0.46 

Volucella inanis insect - true fly 
(Diptera) 

insect - true fly 
(Diptera) 

N 0.91 
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Key to Species Protection/Status Codes 
BAmb Bird Population Status - 

amber 
Amber list species are those with an unfavourable 
conservation status in Europe; those whose population or 
range has declined moderately in recent years; those 
whose population has declined historically but made a 
substantial recent recovery; rare breeder 

BRed Bird Population Status - red Red list species are those that are Globally Threatened 
according to IUCN criteria; those whose population or 
range has declined rapidly in recent years; and those that 
have declined historically and not shown a substantial 
recent recovery. 

HabRegs2 The Conservation (Natural 
Habitats, &c.) Regulations 
2010 (Schedule 2) 

Schedule 2- European protected species of animals. 

LBAP Birmingham and The Black 
Country Biodiversity Action 
Plan (2010) 

Local BAP Species listed in the Birmingham and The Black 
Country Biodiversity Action Plan (2010) 

MS_Status_ 
Dec 

Mammal Society List of 
Declining Species 

List of species determined as having declining populations 
by the Mammal Society. 

N Nationally Notable Species which are estimated to occur within the range of 
16 to 100 10km squares. (subdivision into Notable A and 
Notable B is not always possible because there may be 
insufficient information available).  

NS Nationally Scarce Occurring in 16-100 hectads in Great Britain. 

PBA Protection of Badgers Act 
(1992) 

The Protection of Badgers Act 1992 protects badgers from 
taking, injuring, killing, cruel treatment, selling, possessing, 
marking and having their setts interfered with, subject to 
exceptions. 

RDBGB.R IUCN (pre 1994) - Rare Taxa with small populations that are not at present 
Endangered or Vulnerable, but are at risk. (In GB, this was 
interpreted as species which exist in fifteen or fewer 10km 
squares). Superseded by new IUCN categories in 1994, but 
still applicable to lists  

RLGB.EN IUCN (2001) - Endangered A taxon is Endangered when it is not Critically endangered 
but is facing a very high risk of extinction in the wild in the 
near future. 

RLGB.Lr(NT) IUCN (2001) - Lower risk - 
near threatened 

Taxa which do not qualify for Lower Risk (conservation 
dependent), but which are close to qualifying for 
Vulnerable. In Britain, this category includes species which 
occur in 15 or fewer hectads but do not qualify as Critically 
Endangered, Endangered or Vulnerable 

RLGB.VU IUCN (2001) - Vulnerable A taxon is Vulnerable when it is not Critically Endangered 
or Endangered but is facing a high risk of extinction in the 
wild in the medium term future. 

Sect.41 Natural Environment and 
Rural Communities Act 2006 - 
Species of Principal 
Importance in England 

Species “of principal importance for the purpose of 
conserving biodiversity” covered under section 41 
(England) of the NERC Act (2006) and therefore need to be 
taken into consideration by a public body when performing 
any of its functions  
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UKBAP UK Biodiversity Action Plan 
priority species (2007) 

The UK List of Priority Species and Habitats contains 1150 
species and 65 habitats that have been listed as priorities 
for conservation action under the UK Biodiversity Action 
Plan (UK BAP). 

WCA1i Wildlife and Countryside Act 
1981 (Schedule 1 Part 1) 

Birds which are protected by special penalties at all times. 

WCA5/9.1k/I Wildlife and Countryside Act 
1981 (Schedule 5 part 9.1K) 

Section 9.1 Animals which are protected from intentional 
killing or injuring. 

WCA5/9.1t Wildlife and Countryside Act 
1981 (Schedule 5 part 9.1T) 

Section 9.1 Animals which are protected from taking. 

WCA5/9.2 Wildlife and Countryside Act 
1981 (Schedule 5 part 9.2) 

Section 9.2 Animals which are protected from being 
possessed or controlled (live or dead). 

WCA5/9.4a Wildlife and Countryside Act 
1981 (Schedule 5 part 9.4a) 

Section 9.4 Animals which are protected from intentional 
damage or destruction to any structure or place used for 
shelter or protection. 

WCA5/9.4b Wildlife and Countryside Act 
1981 (Schedule 5 part 9.4b) 

Section 9.4 Animals which are protected from intentional 
disturbance while occupying a structure or place used for 
shelter or protection. 

WCA5/9.5a Wildlife and Countryside Act 
1981 (Schedule 5.9.5a) 

Section 9.5 Animals which are protected from being sold, 
offered for sale or being held or transported for sale either 
live or dead, whole or part. 

WCA5/9.5b Wildlife and Countryside Act 
1981 (Schedule 5.9.5b) 

Section 9.5 Animals which are protected from being 
published or advertised as being for sale. 

WCA8 Wildlife and Countryside Act 
1981 (Schedule 8) 

Plants which are protected from intentional picking, 
uprooting or destruction (Section 13 1a); selling, offering 
for sale, possessing or transporting for the purpose of sale 
(live or dead, part or derivative) (Section 13 2a); advertising 
(any of these) 

 


