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Claire Thornton

Development Manager

Amber Valley Borough Council

PO Box 18

Town Hall

Ripley, Derbyshire

DE5 3SZ

For the attention of Paul Wilson


Your Ref: AVA/2013/0891

Our ref: PlanCon646
21st November 2013
Dear Paul,
Proposed: Outline application with all matters reserved for the redevelopment of part of Asher Lane Business Park to provide up to 80 residential dwellings incorporating open space, access and landscaping
Location: Asher Lane Business Park Asher Lane Hammersmith Ripley
Application: AVA/2013/0646
Thank you for consulting the Derbyshire Wildlife Trust with regard to the above planning application I am now responding under the terms of the Service Level Agreement which Amber Valley Borough Council and the Trust have signed.

The following comments are aimed at providing accurate and up to date information on the nature conservation issues associated with the proposed development. 

1 Basis for Response

1.1 We have checked the application site and immediate area against our normal data sets and files (seen endnote for full list)
1.2 We have reviewed the relevant application documents associated with this application, with particular reference to the following

· Design and Access Statement Rev A prepared by Matthew Montague Architects dated September 2013.

· Ecological Assessment prepared by DNS Planning and Design dated September 2013

2 Limitations   

2.1 This response is based on the best information available to us at this time. DWT does not guarantee the accuracy of this data, and cannot be held accountable for any loss, damage, injury to the client or any third party, or any other occurrence arising from the use of the data. 

2.2 The absence of records for a particular habitat or species must not be taken as evidence of its absence from the site. 

3 Results of Assessment
3.1 The Trust has records for water vole from 2000 and 2004 on the un-named watercourse within the application site and white clawed crayfish in the adjacent connected waterbody.
3.2 The application seeks outline planning permission for the redevelopment of part of a business park to provide up to 80 residential dwellings. The majority of the site is currently covered in buildings which would need to be removed to facilitate the development and an adjacent existing watercourse forms an overflow from Butterley Reservoir. It is understood that the watercourse is to be widened and re-profiled in accordance with the Flood Risk Assessment.

3.3 The application is supported by an Ecological Assessment undertaken during May and June 2013. The assessment has been informed by a data search with relevant local nature conservation organsations for existing biological records, which is welcomed.
3.4 The assessment has identified the site to comprise a range of industrial buildings surrounded by hardstanding with the majority of vegetation, including a few trees and section of scrub, confined to the banks of an engineered stream serving as an overflow from Butterley Reservoir. An area in the north-east corner of the site which contains areas of rubble and pallets of stored materials was assessed for its potential to support reptiles. 
3.5 The site was assessed for its suitability to support roosting bats including a visual inspection of trees for features of interest to roosting bats and an assessment of the internal roofspace of each building. It is unclear if an external inspection of the buildings was carried out as part of the preliminary daytime roost assessment and no consideration has been given to the use of the culverts by bats. A single emergence survey was undertaken on 7th June 2013 but no details of the methodology, weather conditions during the emergence survey, numbers and locations of the surveyors has been included in the report.
3.6 A specific survey of the watercourse for water vole was carried out on 7th June 2013. No evidence of water vole was found and the watercourse was considered to provide sub-optimal habitat for the species.
4 Potential Impact of the Development On Nature Conservation

4.1 Although the historic presence of white clawed crayfish in the connected waterbody was highlighted in the data search, we note that no specific survey for this protected species was undertaken. In the absence of sufficient information in respect of white clawed crayfish, it is not possible to identify the impact of the proposed development on this species, protected under Schedule 5 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act.
4.2 We are not confident that the level of survey effort in respect of bats as outlined in the Ecological Assessment is sufficient to be able to conclude that bats will not be impacted as a result of the proposed development.

4.3 The site provides a range of suitable opportunities for breeding birds and, as such, any works affecting nesting bird habitat needs to be suitably timed to avoid the bird breeding season.
5 Conclusion and Recommendations 

5.1 We would advise that insufficient survey effort has been employed to be confident that the proposal will not impact upon protected species, particularly bats and white clawed crayfish. Further information in respect of these species needs to be provided for consideration as part of the determination process.
5.2 We would expect the report to include the following details in relation to the bat survey element of the survey:

· Relevant experience and Natural England licence numbers of the surveyors
· Clear descriptions of the external and internal features of the buildings with potential to support roosting bats and an assessment of these features for their suitability to support roosting bats together with photographic evidence. Consideration of use of the culvert sections by roosting bats.
· Methodology employed for the emergence survey including number of surveyors and a plan showing their positions on the site. Weather conditions during the survey and details of any bats recorded on or in the vicinity of the site.
5.3 We would advise that the Environment Agency, as the lead partner for the conservation of white clawed crayfish, should be consulted on the application which includes the widening and re-profiling of the water course.

5.4 We fully support the recommendation that a further check for water vole should be carried out immediately prior to any works to widen and re-profile the watercourse as a condition of any permission.
5.5 To ensure that breeding birds are protected from harm during works we advise that the following condition should be imposed:

“No removal of hedgerows, trees, shrubs, brambles and  ivy nor demolition of buildings or structures that may be used by breeding birds shall take place between 1st March and 31st August inclusive, unless a recent survey has been undertaken by a competent ecologist to assess the nesting bird activity on site during this period, and details of measures to protect the nesting bird interest on the site, have first been submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority and then implemented as approved.”
It is hoped that the information provided is helpful to the Council. If you require any further information or wish to discuss any of the comments made, please do not hesitate to contact me. 
Yours sincerely,
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Trevor Taylor

Local Wildlife Sites Officer (Planning)

ttaylor@derbyshirewt.co.uk
Endnote:
Please note that the datasets listed below are those used by DWT to assist us to respond accurately to each planning application we receive. The fact that these datasets are listed should not be taken as evidence of the presence of a particular species or habitat. Where potential impacts on a species or habitat are identified these will be described in full in the text of the letter.
 
      Presence of protected species included on the Derbyshire Protected Species Database 2011. This includes water vole, otter, Atlantic stream crayfish, bat roosts, great crested newt and reptiles. 
      DWT species datasets for UK or local Biodiversity Action Plans Priority species including common toad, birds, fish, mammals, butterflies and moths.
      DWT badger database. 
      Presence of plant species listed on the Derbyshire Vascular Plant Red Data List (2009).
      Presence of any statutory or non-statutory sites of ecological interest (SSSIs, Local Wildlife Sites, Regionally Important Geological Sites)
      Presence of any existing potential Local Wildlife Sites
      Presence of UK BAP Priority habitat types.
      Presence of ancient semi-natural woodland. 
      Presence of other stands of woodland (broad-leaved or coniferous)
      Presence of other areas of semi-improved grassland


