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About us
Delta-Simons is a trusted, multidisciplinary environmental consultancy, focused on delivering the best possible
project outcomes for customers.
Specialising in Environment, Health & Safety and Sustainability, Delta-Simons provide support and advice within
the property development, asset management, corporate and industrial markets. Operating from ten locations
- Lincoln, Birmingham, Bristol, Dublin, Leeds, London, Manchester, Newcastle, Norwich and Nottingham - we
employ over 100 environmental professionals, bringing experience from across the private consultancy and
public sector markets.
Delta-Simons is proud to be a founder member of the Inogen® Environmental Alliance, a global corporation
providing multinational organisations with consistent, high quality and cost effective environmental, health,
safety, energy and sustainability solutions. Inogen assists multinational clients by resolving liabilities from the
past, addressing today's requirements and delivering solutions for the future. With more than 200 offices located
on every continent, more than 6,430 staff worldwide, and projects completed in more than 120 countries, Inogen
provides a single point of contact for diverse markets as Automotive, Chemical, Consumer Products & Retail,
Financial, Food & Beverage, Healthcare, Insurance, Manufacturing, Non Profit Organisations, Oil & Gas, Real
Estate, Services Firms, Technology and Transportation, among others.
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Non-Technical Summary
Delta-Simons Environmental Consultants Ltd was instructed by Urban and Civic Corby Ltd (‘the Client’) to
undertake an Ecological Impact Assessment (EcIA) of land proposed for limestone extraction within Zone 3
(north) and associated access through Zone 2 at Priors Hall, Corby (hereafter referred to as the “Site”).
The majority of Zone 2, in the south, has been subject to disturbance in recent years as a result of on-going
earthworks and reprofiling works in preparation for the proposed development of the site. Broadleaved
plantation woodland (Badger Wood) and the Willow Brook separate Zone 2 and Zone 3 (south) from Zone 3
(north) which comprises further grassland fields with a network of hedgerows and woodland habitat. The
Application Site comprises two parcels of land within Zone 3 (north) of the Priors Hall site, situated within areas
of bare ground and grassland habitats. These habitats are widespread in the local area and are considered of
Local value in the geographical context. Access to each parcel is proposed to follow existing routes through the
Site.
This EcIA addresses the potential effects of the proposed extraction works on ecology and nature conservation,
describes the methods used to assess the effects; the baseline conditions currently existing at the Site and
within the immediate surrounding area; the mitigation measures required to prevent, reduce or offset any
significant adverse effects and the likely residual effects after these measures have been adopted. However,
since the wider Priors Hall site is currently subject to an outline planning application for residential led urban
extension within Zones 2 and 3, any habitat compensation and enhancement measures post development are
considered within the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) submitted as part of that outline planning
application for the wider Zones 2 and 3 development currently under consideration.
In August 2018, Delta-Simons undertook a Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (PEA) at the Site, with subsequent
visits as part of ongoing surveying and monitoring of the wider Priors Hall site also informing the baseline
information. Specific faunal surveys were also undertaken within the wider Priors Hall site during 2018 with
annual monitoring for GCNs completed in 2019 and 2020, and incidental records maintained by the Ecological
Clerk of Works (ECoW).
The grassland within the Application boundary provides suitable habitat for ground nesting birds, with the
adjacent woodland and scrub offering nesting opportunities for a range of other species. On-going mitigation is
being applied ahead of the earthworks activities to protect ground nesting birds, with much of Zone 2 made
unsuitable to support nesting activity as a result of the earthworks and in preparation for the 2021 season.
Zone 2 has been previously cleared of GCNs under a number of Natural England licences and amphibian
exclusion fencing is separating it from the GCN receptor areas and known GCN ponds, whilst this species is
considered to be absent from land to the north of the Willow Brook.
No reptiles have been recorded at the location of the proposed extraction, however, small populations of both
grass snake and common lizard have been recorded in and around a large ruderal / scrub mound in between
Badger Wood and OQPW and within nearby grassland habitat to the south of the Willow Brook.
The Site did not support any opportunities for roosting bats and was assessed as being of low suitability for
foraging and commuting bats. Limited bat activity was recorded within the Site itself, with a greater species
diversity and number of bat passes recorded in habitat of greater value within the wider Priors Hall site.
Extensive badger activity has been recorded within the wider Priors Hall site. There are currently no badger
setts at the location of the proposed extraction areas. There is, however, potential for the haul routes to
adversely impact upon badger setts within the wider Priors Hall site and for new setts to be dug prior to the
commencement of works.
The Willow Brook is considered to be suitable to provide a commuting corridor for otter between more suitable
foraging areas, and evidence of this species has been recorded at the off-Site ponds within OQPW to the east.
Occasional brown hare and harvest mouse, both England Biodiversity Priority (EBP) species, have been
recorded within the wider Priors Hall site.
Whilst there may be a short-term effect on the biodiversity value of the Site in terms of the diversity of flora and
the fauna it supports until the Site is developed and proposed newly created habitats become established, in
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the long-term it is anticipated that full mitigation and enhancement measures will be achieved and there will be
no significant residual effects on designated sites, habitats or fauna resulting from the limestone extraction
works.
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1.0 Introduction
1.1 Purpose and Scope
Delta-Simons Environmental Consultants Ltd was instructed by Urban and Civic Corby Ltd (‘the Client’) to
undertake an Ecological Impact Assessment (EcIA) of land proposed for limestone extraction within Zone 3
(north) and associated access through Zone 2 at Priors Hall, Corby (hereafter referred to as the “Site”). The Site
location is shown in Figure 1.
This EcIA addresses the potential effects of the proposed works on ecology and nature conservation, describes
the methods used to assess the effects; the baseline conditions currently existing at the Site and within the
immediate surrounding area; the mitigation measures required to prevent, reduce or offset any significant
adverse effects and the likely residual effects after these measures have been adopted, and recommends
enhancement measures.

1.2 Site Description
The Priors Hall Site is centred at Ordnance Survey (OS) grid reference SP 9302 9097 in the north-eastern
extent of Corby, Northamptonshire. The majority of Zone 2, in the south, has been subject to disturbance in
recent years as a result of on-going earthworks and reprofiling works in preparation for the proposed
development of the site. Zone 3 (south), to the north-east of Zone 2, currently comprises agricultural grassland
but is also proposed for earthworks in the coming years. Broadleaved plantation woodland (Badger Wood) and
the Willow Brook separate Zone 2 and Zone 3 (south) from further grassland fields to the north with a network
of hedgerows and woodland habitat forming Zone 3 (north).
Old Quarry Ponds Woodland (OQPW) Local Wildlife Site (LWS) extends to the east of Zone 2, with Corby golf
club beyond and agricultural fields extending to the east of the northern area of the Site. An intact species-rich
hedgerow borders the A43 to the south-east. Corby Old Quarry Gullet LWS and Local Geological Site (LGS)
and Priors Hall (west) LWS and LGS border Zone 2 to the west. Reedbed habitat extends down the eastern
edge of the recently revised LWS boundary along with a large lake (Lake 3) at the southern end.
The Application Site comprises two parcels of land within the Priors Hall site, situated within areas of bare
ground and grassland habitats within Zone 3 (north). Access to each parcel is proposed to follow existing routes
through the Site.
The Site layout is shown in Figure 2.

1.3 Proposed Development
The proposals are for the extraction of limestone from two areas of the Site (Areas A and B).
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2.0 Legislation & Policy Summary
Planning guidelines, international commitments, legislation and planning policies relevant to the protection,
conservation and enhancement of nature conservation interests are detailed below.

2.1 National Policy and Guidance
Specific habitats and species of relevance to the Site receive legal protection in the United Kingdom under
various pieces of legislation, including:
▲ National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF, 2018);
▲ The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended);
▲ The Wildlife and Countryside Act (WCA) 1981 (as amended);
▲ The Countryside and Rights of Way (CRoW) Act 2000;
▲ The Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act (NERC) 2006;
▲ The Hedgerow Regulations 1997;
▲ The Protection of Badgers Act 1992; and
▲ UK Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP) / England Biodiversity Priorities (EBP).
Where relevant, this appraisal takes account of the legislative protection afforded to specific habitats and
species. The legislation surrounding each faunal or floral species or group is provided in Appendix A and
references are included in Appendix B.

2.2 Regional Policy and Guidance
Northamptonshire BAP (2008)
Modelled on the National plan, the Northamptonshire BAP concentrates on species and habitats of local
conservation concern.

2.3 Local Policy and Guidance
North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy (2016)
The North Northamptonshire Joint Core Strategy (NNJCS) is the strategic Part 1 Local Plan for Corby, East
Northamptonshire, Kettering and Wellingborough. It outlines a big picture to be developed in more detail through
the Part 2 Local Plans prepared by the District and Borough Councils and by Neighbourhood Plans prepared
by Neighbourhood Planning Groups, many of which are currently being updated. The NNJCS was adopted in
July 2016 and supersedes the 2008 Core Strategic Strategy in its entirety.
The principle policy relating to biodiversity is Policy 4, which states “A net gain in biodiversity will be sought and
features of geological interest will be protected and enhanced through:
a) Protecting existing biodiversity and geodiversity assets…
b) Enhancing ecological networks by managing development and investment…
c) Supporting, through developer contributions or development design, the protection and recovery of priority
habitats and species linked to national and local targets…
Development proposals will need to take account of the Northamptonshire Biodiversity Supplementary Planning
Document
The NNJCS includes as part of its spatial strategy, green infrastructure Policies 19-21) and identifies a green
infrastructure framework comprising a network of sub-regional corridors that broadly follow the principal river
valleys or their tributaries in the area. The aim is to connect places to environmental spaces by linking locations
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with particular natural heritage, green space, biodiversity or other environmental interest. These corridors are
considered the priority areas for investment and a focus for further enhancement.
Of relevance to this Application Site is the Willow Brook sub-regional corridor that is located to the south, beyond
the A43.
Section 3.31 identifies “a pressing need not only to protect, enhance and manage the adaptability of existing
sites but also to restore and create habitats at a landscape scale, especially where this would contribute to the
wider green infrastructure network and enable wildlife to move more freely.”
East Northamptonshire Local Plan (Saved Policies)
The current policy framework for East Northants District Council is East Northamptonshire District Local Plan –
adopted 1996. The majority of Local Plan policies are now superseded: replaced by policies in the NNJCS
(adopted 2016) and the Rural North, Oundle and Thrapston Plan (RNOTP) (adopted 18 July 2011).
Policy EN9 has been saved from the East Northamptonshire District Local Plan and states:
EN9 “Planning permission will not normally be granted for development which would have an adverse effect on
sites of local conservation interest, identified on the proposal map. In exceptional circumstances where
development is permitted, planning conditions or formal planning agreements will be utilised to protect the
special interest of the area.”
Section 5.3 of the RNOTP considers Northants Biodiversity Action Plan, and promotes biodiversity ‘opportunity
mapping’ locally, to develop habitat creation, protection and management proposals.
Policy 11 of the RNOTP, Enhancing Biodiversity states “Biodiversity Opportunity Mapping will inform local
targets for the creation, restoration and management of characteristic priority habitats, as set out in the
Biodiversity Action Plan. New development that is linked to or has an effect upon these priority habitats, will be
required to contribute towards habitat creation and restoration and wherever possible to provide stepping stones
and corridor links for the migration and dispersal of wildlife.”
Corby Borough Local Plan (Saved Policies)
At a local level the current policy framework for Corby Borough Council is the saved policies of the Corby
Borough Local Plan (adopted 2007), however, the Council have since adopted the NNJCS (2016). The principle
planning policy relating to nature conservation is policy P14(E) from the Corby Borough Local Plan, which has
been saved:
P14(E) “The Council will adopt a strategic approach to nature conservation which will include:▲ Identification and protection of sites of nature conservation interest including County Wildlife Sites;
▲ Measures for the management of these sites;
▲ Creation of new sites of conservation interest; and
▲ Identification, protection and management of links between.
Developments which conflict with this approach will not be permitted unless through the use of planning
conditions or obligations the most important features of the site can be retained or compensated for nearby.”
Two areas within the area of interest are designated as Local Wildlife Sites (LWS), Corby Old Quarry Ponds
and Corby Old Quarry Gullet – these both combine to form the Corby Old Quarry LWS. These areas are outside
the proposed working areas and are to be retained intact.

Environment | Health & Safety | Sustainability

Ecological Impact Assessment
Proposed Limestone Extraction, Priors Hall, Corby
Delta-Simons Project Number 17-1536.26

Page 4

3.0 Baseline Study Methodology
The baseline for the EcIA has been established through a combination of desk study, field survey and
consultation.

3.1 Desk Study
A data search was undertaken to identify statutory and non-statutory designated sites and records of protected
and notable species.
In September 2018, Delta-Simons commissioned a biological data search from Northamptonshire Biodiversity
Records Centre (NBRC), and in February 2019 commissioned a data search from Northamptonshire Bat Group.
In addition, a search was undertaken on the Multi-Agency Geographic Information for the Countryside (MAGIC)
website. The following information has been obtained from these resources:
▲ International statutorily designated sites within 6 kilometres (km) of the Site;
▲ National statutory and non-statutory designated sites within 3 km of the Site centre;
▲ Protected or notable species of flora and fauna within a 3 km radius of the centre of the Site; and
▲ Records of bats within 5 km of the centre of the Site.

3.2 Surveys
3.2.1 Habitats
In August 2018, Delta-Simons undertook a Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (PEA) of the Site. Where access
permitted, adjacent habitats were also considered to assess the Site within its wider context, and to provide
information with which to assess the possible effects of the proposed works.
The PEA survey was based on the methodology set out by the Joint Nature Conservation Council (JNCC),
updated in 2010 and CIEEM (2017), Guidelines for Preliminary Ecological Appraisal. The aims of the survey
were to:
▲ Identify habitat types on the site using the standard Phase 1 Habitat Survey technique;
▲ Identify areas of potential for protected species/ species of conservation concern within the Site and
immediately outside the Site;
▲ Prepare a Phase 1 Habitat Plan of the Site;
▲ Propose recommendations for further surveys, where appropriate; and
▲ Identify any constraints and opportunities relating to the proposed works.
Existing planning consents for remedial works within the Gullet, the installation of the Western Link Road and
extensive Earthworks within Zone 2 have been underway since early 2019 with associated mitigation works
undertaken. As such the 2018 baseline for the Site has been monitored via on-going Site attendance and the
information updated accordingly.
Specific faunal surveys were also undertaken within the wider Priors Hall site during 2018, with annual
monitoring of the GCN population continuing in 2019 and 2020, and incidental records of faunal species
maintained during Site visits and by the Ecological Clerk of Works (ECoW) for the Site.
3.2.2 Birds
Breeding Bird Surveys (BBS) were completed monthly within the wider Priors Hall site during April – July 2018.
The survey methodology was broadly based on that of territory mapping as used for the British Trust for
Ornithology (BTO) Common Bird Census (CBC). During each visit, a transect was walked and all birds seen or
heard within the survey area were identified and recorded.
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3.2.3 Amphibians
As a requirement of the NERC Agreement between the Client and Natural England, and as part of the Great
Crested Newt (GCN) licence for the wider site, GCN monitoring of the ponds within the wider Priors Hall site
has been undertaken annually since 2014. In 2020, updated Habitat Suitability Index (HSI) calculations were
completed with reference to Oldham et al (2000). This allowed each pond to be assessed for its suitability to
support breeding GCNs. Four aquatic survey visits were undertaken of the waterbodies at Priors Hall in March
- June 2020, with a further two visits undertaken of those ponds recorded to support GCNs. These survey visits
were undertaken by at least one Natural England licenced surveyor, accompanied by assistants, and followed
the guidance set out by the GCN Mitigation Guidelines (English Nature, 2001) and during suitable weather
conditions. At least three of four possible survey techniques were employed at each pond that include egg
search, torching, netting and refugia search. Due to the Covid-19 pandemic and associated restrictions to Site
working, bottle trapping could not be completed during the 2020 season.
3.2.4 Reptiles
Reptile surveys were undertaken of suitable habitat at the Site in 2018. Survey methodologies followed
recommendations in the Herpetofauna Workers’ Manual (Gent & Gibson 2003) and comprised the placement
and seven checks of artificial refugia within areas of suitable reptile habitat at the site. A total of 305 artificial
refugia were placed across the wider Priors Hall site in order to ensure a minimum density of 10 refugia per
hectare as recommended by the Herpetofauna Groups of Britain and Ireland (HGBI, 1998). These comprised
corrugated bitumen roofing sheets, each measuring 0.5 m x 0.5 m. After allowing 14 days for the artificial refugia
to settle into the sward they were all checked, above and below, on seven separate occasions for reptiles. In
addition to checking artificial refugia, a cold search of natural refugia and on-site debris was also undertaken
during each check. This involved any rocks or debris being overturned to check for reptiles. Any reptiles found
were identified and where possible a rough age category and sex was determined. The location of any reptiles
found was recorded in order to determine the general usage of the Site by reptile species. The survey was
undertaken by a suitably qualified ecologist during appropriate weather conditions between 30th August 2018
and 27th September 2018. A viable survey was considered to be within a temperature range of between 10 - 20
o
C (Edgar et al., 2010) with no heavy rain or considerable overnight frost.
As part of the earthworks within Zone 2, on-going mitigation has been undertaken to detect and translocate any
reptiles from within the working footprint ahead of the works.
3.2.5 Bats
The Site was assessed for its suitability to support roosting and foraging bats (Appendix C) in 2018. An
assessment of Bat Roost Potential (BRP) of individual trees of adequate stature and woodland edge trees on
the Site was completed by a Natural England licenced bat surveyor following guidance set out by the Bat
Conservation Trust (Collins 2016) and within Natural England’s Bat Mitigation Guidelines (Natural England,
2004) in August 2018. The survey method enabled each tree to be categorised in relation to its value for roosting
bats. The trees were assessed from ground level and using ladders up to 3 m for their potential to support a bat
roost and where possible, any bat boxes were inspected for the presence of bats or evidence of bat usage.
Dusk and dawn transect surveys were carried out across the wider Priors Hall site, monthly between April –
September 2018, inclusive, to assess bat activity associated with the different habitats at the site. One of the
transect routes fell within the current Application extraction areas. The bat transect surveys were undertaken
with reference to Natural England’s Bat Mitigation Guidelines (2004) and Collins (2016). The dusk transects
commenced at sunset and ceased two hours following sunset. The dawn survey commenced two hours before
sunrise and ceased at sunrise. The bat transects were walked at a steady pace with each transect route
including up to seven spot counts, where the surveyors remained stationary for three minutes.
SM2 and Anabat Swift remote bat detectors were deployed in two locations per transect during April-September
2018, inclusive, for a minimum of five nights. The detectors were positioned to cover different areas of the site
and to enable bat activity between the different habitats to be compared.
3.2.6 Badgers
The habitats at the Site were assessed for their suitability to support sett digging, commuting and foraging
badger. A suitably experienced ecologist undertook a systematic search of suitable habitat across the wider
Priors Hall land for evidence of badger activity in August 2018, which has been updated in 2020. Sett entrances

Environment | Health & Safety | Sustainability

Ecological Impact Assessment
Proposed Limestone Extraction, Priors Hall, Corby
Delta-Simons Project Number 17-1536.26

Page 6

and other signs of badger activity were searched for, including spoil heaps, bedding material, runs, footprints,
hairs, scratching posts and feeding signs. Each sett found was assigned to one of four sett categories in
accordance with Harris et al. (1989) and Natural England (2009a). An update walkover was undertaken in April
2020 to assess current activity associated with the key setts and a bait marking study was undertaken in AprilMay 2020 to provide information on the usage of the wider site by badgers from the three main setts identified.
3.2.7 Riparian Mammals
The Willow Brook, which divides Zone 3 (north) from Zone 2 and Zone 3 (south) was assessed for its suitability
to support riparian mammals. As it was deemed to have only potential to support otter, not water voles, a suitably
experienced ecologist examined the banks of the watercourse for signs of otter, including scats, footprints and
feeding remains. The survey methodology followed Lenton et al (1980). Anecdotal evidence of otter sightings
at the site were also collated and reviewed.
3.2.8 Other Protected or Notable Species
Where applicable, during the survey, evidence was recorded of any other protected or notable species, including
England Biodiversity Priority (EBP) species. Habitats with the potential to support additional protected or notable
species were also recorded, if present, during the survey.
3.2.9 Invasive Species
The occurrence of any invasive plant species on the Site was identified in terms of species and stand size.
3.2.10 Limitations to the Survey
Given the long-term monitoring being undertaken together with extensive survey works, and on-going mitigation
as part of current earthworks at the Site, there are not considered to be any significant limitations to the surveys
in terms of access, timing and weather conditions.
The baseline conditions described in this Report were accurate at the time at which the surveys were
undertaken. Should at least two years pass by, and/or conditions on-Site/ Site usage change prior to the
commencement of works, an update survey should be undertaken.
3.2.11 Details of Surveyors
The surveys were undertaken by experienced Delta-Simons ecologists all of whom are members of CIEEM and
hold the relevant survey licences.
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4.0 Assessment Approach
The methodology for the EcIA follows the principles set out within the Guidelines for Ecological Impact
Assessment (EcIA) in the UK and Ireland; Terrestrial, Freshwater, Coastal and Marine published by the
Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (CIEEM) in 2018, and updated in 2019, and
comprises a staged approach to assessing the potential impacts resulting from the proposed development on
the ecological features within the zone of influence.
The EcIA has entailed the following stages:
▲ Definition of baseline conditions and identification of ‘important’ ecological features;
▲ Prediction of potential impacts;
▲ Definition of applicable avoidance, mitigation, compensation and enhancement measures;
▲ Assessment of residual effects;
▲ Cumulative impact assessment; and
▲ Statement of significance.
’Important ecological features’ have been determined based on existing statutory, policy and conservation
objectives on an international, national, county and local level.
The integrity of a site is defined in Government Guidance as, “the coherence of its ecological structure and
function, across its whole area, that enables it to sustain the habitat, complex of habitats and/or levels of
populations of the species for which it was classified”. This accepted definition applies easily to designated sites,
but for sites which have not been designated, background information is required to provide the context to make
an ecological judgment. The assessment of the significance of the impact requires consideration of the
ecological value/ significance and the magnitude of impact. If significant impacts are identified, then appropriate
mitigation should be proposed.

4.1 Assessment of Effects
The CIEEM Guidelines encourage an approach to evaluation that involves taking apart the different values that
can be attached to ecological features, whilst acknowledging that their attempt to produce guidance on defining
how habitats and species could be assigned to different levels of value was unworkable. Therefore, instead,
and in accordance with the CIEEM Guidelines the value or potential value of an ecological resource will be
determined within a defined geographical context and assigned a value as set out below:
▲ International and European;
▲ National;
▲ Regional;
▲ Metropolitan, County, vice-county or other local authority-wide area;
▲ River basin district;
▲ Estuarine system/coastal cell; and
▲ Local
Legislative protection does not form part of the evaluation of habitats or species. For example, the presence of
a small population of GCN (a European Protected Species) on a site would not by default afford the site
international importance (and thus analogous with a Special Area of Conservation (SAC)). However, reflecting
the conservation status of GCNs, it is reasonable to value the local population as important at, perhaps, the
County level.
In addition to outlining the importance of the ecological features identified, the magnitude of predicted potential
ecological impacts prior to any mitigation are evaluated. This is done by assessing the potential impacts on
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each of the identified ecological features based on available information including the background survey /
reporting prepared by Delta-Simons, and available information on existing conservation status.
The likely effects of potential impacts on ecological receptors largely depend upon their sensitivity, whilst the
level of certainty that an impact will occur as predicted is based on professional judgment. The following
parameters may affect ecological features:
▲ Magnitude – i.e. the size of an impact in quantitative terms where possible;
▲ Extent – i.e. the area over which an impact occurs;
▲ Duration – i.e. the time for which an impact is expected to last;
▲ Reversibility – i.e. is the impact permanent or temporary; and
▲ Timing and frequency – e.g. related to breeding seasons.
In accordance with the CIEEM guidelines, an ecologically significant effect is “an effect that either supports or
undermines the biodiversity conservation objectives for ‘important ecological features’ or for biodiversity in
general”.
The value of any feature that will be significantly affected is then used to determine the geographical scale at
which the impact is significant.
As stated in the CIEEM guidelines “a significant effect is an effect that is sufficiently important to require
assessment and reporting so that the decision maker is adequately informed of the environmental
consequences of permitting a project”. As such, using an approach to valuing impacts that involves professional
judgement and reference to available conservation objectives, neutral and minor effects are considered to be
not significant, while moderate and major effects are assessed to be significant. Table 1 provides a comparison
of the terms used.
Table 1: Significance Effect Criteria
Effect Significance

Level of Effect

Equivalent CIEEM Assessment

Significant

Major Beneficial

Significant Positive Effect on biodiversity conservation
objectives at given geographical context

Moderate Beneficial

Positive Effect on biodiversity conservation objectives at
given geographical context

Non-significant

Minor Beneficial

Limited Positive Effect on biodiversity conservation
objectives at given geographical context

Neutral

Negligible

No Significant Effect on biodiversity conservation objectives
at given geographical context

Non-significant

Minor Adverse

Limited Adverse Effect on biodiversity conservation
objectives at given geographical context

Significant

Moderate Adverse

Adverse Effect on biodiversity conservation objectives at
given geographical context

Major Adverse

Significant Adverse Effect on biodiversity conservation
objectives at given geographical context
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5.0 Baseline Conditions
The following section describes the baseline ecological conditions at the Site outlining the results of the desk
study and field survey findings. The conservation importance of the features identified is then evaluated using
the geographical scale outlined in the previous section.
Baseline conditions at the time of writing this Report are anticipated to reflect those at the commencement of
the proposed extraction, since current management is expected to continue, and despite the effects of the
proposed earthworks and future development of the Priors Hall Site, any extraction works would need to take
place ahead of any phase of development works in that area.

5.1 Designated Sites
5.1.1 International Statutory Designated Sites
The results of the MAGIC data search indicate that there are no international statutory designated sites within
6 km of the Site. Those beyond this distance are considered to be outside the zone of influence for the proposed
earthworks and, therefore, this receptor is not considered further within this assessment.
5.1.2 National Statutory Designated Sites
The results of the MAGIC data search indicate that there are three statutory designated sites within 3 km of the
Site centre, all are Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI). The closest, Weldon Park SSSI is one of the largest
intact ancient woodlands in Northamptonshire to have avoided post-war clearance or plantation forestry and is
located 490 m south-east of the Site. It comprises semi-natural vegetation with a rich flora and unspoiled
grassland rides of botanical interest. It is known to support the nationally uncommon purple emperor butterfly
Apatura iris. Cowthick Quarry, a SSSI split over two areas, is a former quarry designated for its geology and lies
approximately 1.9 km south-west of the Site at its closest point. Banhaw, Spring and Blackthorn’s Woods SSSI
lies 2.6 km south-east and comprises three blocks of wood which are the largest remnants of the ancient Royal
Forest of Rockingham. The habitats present are known to have value for butterflies and other invertebrates.
The geographic level of value of these designations are considered to be National value.
The Application Site lies within the Impact Risk Zone (IRZ) for Weldon Park SSSI as well as Banhaw, Spring
and Blackthorn’s Woods SSSI and Bulwick Meadows SSSI, situated approximately 2.6 km south-east and 2.8
km to the north-east of the Site. The proposed limestone extraction meets the risk criteria “Minerals, Oil & Gas:
Planning applications for quarries, including: new proposals, Review of Minerals Permissions (ROMP),
extensions, variations to conditions etc. Oil & gas exploration/extraction” requiring the Local Planning Authority
(LPA) to undertake consultation with Natural England.
5.1.3 Non-Statutory Designated Sites
The results of the NBRC data search revealed a total of 19 non-statutory designated sites within 3 km of the
Site centre, including three within the wider Priors Hall site: Corby Old Quarry Gullet Local Wildlife Site (LWS)
and Local Geological Site (LGS) and Priors Hall (west) LWS and LGS situated within the south-western are of
Zone 2 and Corby Old Quarry Ponds LWS situated within the east of Zone 2.
A full list of the non-statutory designated sites identified, their locations and summary of designation criteria is
provided in Appendix D. It should be noted that several sites have previously been referred to as County Wildlife
Sites (CWS) and have since been updated to Local Wildlife Sites (LWS), however, these are considered to be
of the same nature conservation value.
With the exception of those within the Priors Hall site, the majority of these are considered outside the zone of
influence, since there are not considered to be any effect pathways between the designations and the Site.
The geographical level of value of the remaining sites is considered to be County value.
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5.2 Habitats
The following habitat/ vegetation types were identified within, or immediately adjacent to, the Application Site
and the anticipated haul road through the wider Priors Hall Site to access each extraction area:
▲ Broadleaved semi-natural woodland;
▲ Broadleaved plantation woodland;
▲ Improved grassland;
▲ Poor semi-improved grassland;
▲ Running Water; and
▲ Bare ground.
Figure 2 shows the extent of habitat types and boundary features. Descriptions of the habitat types and dominant
plant species found at the Site are provided below. The nature conservation value has been included for each
habitat type following the habitat description.
5.2.1 Broadleaved Semi-Natural Woodland
A small area of woodland borders the western extent of the Willow Brook, adjacent to extraction Area A. This
forms a narrow band along the edge of the Brook and is anticipated to formerly be hedgerows that are now
outgrown. There are areas dominated by blackthorn Prunus spinosa and hawthorn Crataegus monogyna with
occasional ash Fraxinus excelsior, elder Sambucus nigra, dog rose Rosa canina, silver birch Betula pendula
and goat willow Salix caprea.
The woodland habitat provides bird nesting opportunities, as well as foraging opportunities and shelter for a
range of faunal species. Woodlands and copses of a similar size, structure and species composition are
widespread throughout the local area and, although this habitat may provide opportunities for faunal species,
the woodlands are considered to be of Local value, representing a small proportion of suitable habitat within the
local area.
5.2.2 Broadleaved Plantation Woodland
Broadleaved plantation woodland separates Zone 3 (north) from Zone 3 (south), lying immediate east of the
existing haul road and the Willow Brook crossing. The woodland, known as Badger Wood, has steep
embankments and extensive ridges east to west throughout. This was dominated by semi-mature silver birch
with occasional pedunculate oak Quercus robur, crack willow Salix fragilis, goat willow and sycamore Acer
pseudoplatanus. Hawthorn, pedunculate oak, dog rose, elder, wild privet Ligustrum vulgare and yew Taxus
baccata formed an understorey and the ground flora comprised bracken Pteridium aquilinum, male fern
Dryopteris filix-masi, common nettle Urtica dioica, upright hedge-parsley Torilis japonica, cock’s-foot Dactylis
glomerata, false brome Brachypodium sylvaticum and bramble Rubus fruticosus agg. Towards the north-east
of the woodland was an area supporting hawthorn, blackthorn Prunus spinosa and grey willow Salix cinerea
with occasional elder, silver birch, goat willow and bramble with frequent hemlock Conium maculatum, common
nettle, Alexanders Smyrnium olusatrum and male fern.
This habitat is considered to be of Local value.
5.2.3 Improved Grassland
Land within the north of Zone 2 had been seeded in 2016 and supported patchy grassland dominated by
perennial ryegrass Lolium perenne with locally common tufted hair grass Deschampsia cespitosa, creeping
thistle Cirsium arvense, cocks-foot and meadow foxtail Alopecurus pratensis. Yorkshire fog Holcus lanatus,
creeping cinquefoil and horsetail Equisetum sp. were all frequently recorded, and a number of occasionally
noted species crested dog’s-tail, false oat grass, birds foot trefoil, ribwort plantain Plantago lanceolata, ragwort
Senecio jacobaea, St Johns-wort, wood small reed, teasel Dipsacus sylvestris, Timothy Phleum pratense,
prickly sow thistle Sonchus asper, wild carrot Daucus carota, hard rush Juncus inflexus, hogweed Heracleum
sphondylium, greater plantain Plantago major, knapweed and bristly oxtongue. The ruderals, spear thistle
Cirsium vulgare, broadleaved dock Rumex obtusifolius, together with common fleabane, hawkbit ,Leontodon
sp., weld Reseda luteola and ribbed melilot Melilotus officinalis were all rarely seen.
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This habitat is widespread within the local area and is considered to be of Local value.
5.2.4 Poor Semi-Improved Grassland
Poor semi-improved grassland occurred within Zone 3 (north). This comprised meadow foxtail, cock’s foot and
false oat grass alongside creeping thistle, ragwort, broadleaved dock and occasional great willowherb Epilobium
hirsutum, selfheal Prunella vulgaris, creeping cinquefoil, bristly oxtongue, rosebay willowherb Chamaenerion
angustifolium, tufted hair grass, common centaury Centaurium erythraea, dandelion Taraxacum sp. and
Geranium sp.
This habitat is widespread within the local area and is considered to be of Local value.
5.2.5 Running Water
The Willow Brook separates Zone 2 and Zone 3 (north). With its steep sided banks and canalised profile, water
levels and flow rates fluctuate with weather conditions, but generally it is fast flowing. Bankside vegetation
included willow saplings, great willowherb and bramble with frequent Himalayan balsam Impatiens glandulifera
and common nettle and occasional burdock Arctium sp, hogweed, teasel, hedge bindweed Calystegia sepium
and broadleaved dock. Water starwort Callitriche sp., fool’s-water-cress Apium nodiflorum, yellow iris Iris
pseudacorus and brooklime Veronica beccabunga were present within the water channel at a low density.
This habitat is considered to be of Local value.
5.2.6 Bare Ground
Much of the Site comprised bare earth which, due to recent extensive earthworks, Site investigation works and
associated vehicular movement, supported no notable vegetation. The barren nature of the bare ground and
recent disturbance, including mitigation to remove and exclude notable faunal species, has resulted in the
habitat being of Negligible ecological value.
5.2.7 Habitats immediately surrounding the Site
The Site is situated within the wider Priors Hall development. Mixed plantation woodland, waterbodies and
calcareous grassland associated with OQPW LWS extend to the east of Zone 2, with Corby Golf Club beyond.
Corby Old Quarry Gullet LWS and LGS and Priors Hall (west) LWS and LGS border the west of Zone 2, with a
mosaic of calcareous grassland, scrub and quarry habitat surrounding a series of waterbodies. Reedbed habitat
extends down the eastern edge of the recently amended LWS boundary along with a large lake (Lake 3) at the
southern end.

5.3 Notable and Protected Species Assessment Relevant to the Site
Species records obtained from the local biological data centre are summarised below together with data
gathered from the field surveys and incidental records during on-going Site monitoring and mitigation works.
5.3.1 Birds
Limited recent bird records were identified within the data search, with all but one species identified from within
the wider Priors Hall site in 2015. Three Schedule 1 bird species on the WCA were identified at Priors Hall,
kingfisher Alcedo atthis, red kite Milvus milvus and green sandpiper Tringa ochropus whilst barn owl Tyto alba
were recorded approximately 1 km south of the Site in 2012. Red kite have been regularly seen foraging across
the bare ground and grassland habitats, whilst a barn owl has been seen within the eastern extent of Badger
Wood and the adjacent off-Site woodland and in 2019, a kingfisher nest was identified within the banks of the
eastern end Willow Brook (North). Four BoCC Red list species: Skylark Alauda arvensis, starling Sturnus
vulgaris, song thrush Turdus philomelos and lapwing Vanellus vanellus and two BoCC Amber list species: reed
bunting Emberiza schoeniclus and dunnock Prunella modularis were also identified within the data search.
A total of 79 bird species were recorded during the breeding bird surveys of the wider Priors Hall site, including
five which appear on Schedule 1 of the WCA, while 32 appear on the BoCC as declining (Red or Amber lists)
and/ or are identified as EBP species. The majority of the bird activity was found to be associated with the offSite woodland and wetland habitats, as well as the hedgerows bordering the woodlands and the grass fields to
the north. However, the hedgerows dividing the grassland and bare ground within the eastern area of the Site
provide nesting and sheltering opportunities for small passerine species such as dunnock, robin Erithacus
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rubecula and wren Troglodytes troglodytes. Over the course of the surveys, the open ground at the Site was
used by ground nesting species including lapwing, little ringed plover Charadrius dubius, ringed plover
Charadrius hiaticula and skylark. During 2020, meadow pipit Anthus pratensis were also recorded nesting within
the grassland in Zone 3 (north). On-going mitigation is being applied ahead of the earthworks activities to protect
ground nesting birds, with much of Zone 2 now unsuitable to support nesting activity as a result of the earthworks
creating a large expanse of bare compacted earth and habitat manipulation in preparation for the 2021 seasons
works.
The majority of species recorded were common or widespread within the county of Northamptonshire and
across the United Kingdom, with the exception of a small number of species such as little ringed plover, that
are scarcely seen.
The geographic value of this faunal group is considered to be Local value.
5.3.2 Great Crested Newts
In 2008 the majority of the Application Site and wider Priors Hall development south of the Willow Brook was
trapped out under a Natural England licence (reference European Protected Species Licence (EPSL) 30046,
European Protected Species Mitigation (EPSM) licence 2525 and 2557). The exact number of GCNs
translocated into a specifically created receptor site, within land immediately south of the Willow Brook is not
known but understood to be over 3,000 individuals. The receptor site built covered an area of 1.8 hectares, with
12 ponds suitable to support breeding GCNs, and hibernacula.
In 2013, following a period of downtime at the Application Site due to the recession, a GCN was found by
Wardell Armstrong within previously cleared land. Following further survey works, it was apparent that they had
recolonised the north-eastern area of land to the south of the Willow Brook. Wardell Armstrong prepared a
second EPSL application to cover the majority of land within plots R21 and R22 (land outside the current
Application Site which is now developed). It required additional compensatory habitat for GCNs such that the
receptor site was extended to cover an area of 3.3 ha, two scrapes were dug, to support seasonal standing
water, and six further hibernacula were built. Wardell Armstrong undertook trapping in autumn 2013. Delta
Simons became the Site ecologist in spring 2014 and completed the trapping programme under EPSL 20135996-, to prepare the land for development. A total of 834 GCNs were moved from this area into the receptor
site.
In 2014/2015 further licenced works were undertaken within the wider Priors Hall site with further receptor sites
created within the northern area of the gullet LWS and within OQPW LWS (2014-3485-EPS-MIT). Over 6000
GCNs were translocated. In 2018 a total of 31 GCNs were translocated under licence (2018-37132-EPS-MIT)
as part of remedial works to the south-west of the Application Site, with GCNs released into adjacent habitat
within the southern gullet.
In 2020 GCNs were translocated under licence (2020-45151-EPS-MIT) from a waterbody within the centre of
Zone 2 as part of the earthworks programme, with GCN released into habitat within the southern gullet. As part
of these works, amphibian exclusion fencing was installed along the eastern edge of the LWS to prevent
dispersal of GCNs into the adjacent working zone.
As part of the NERC Agreement for the Site annual monitoring of the ponds within the wider site has been
completed. Those surveyed with connectivity to the current Application Site (not isolated by amphibian exclusion
fencing) include five within Badger Wood. In 2018, three of the ponds within Badger Wood were recorded to
support GCNs, representing a medium population. This reduced to one pond supporting GCNs in 2020,
however, this may be due to the restricted survey techniques applied during the corona virus pandemic.
The majority of land within the Application Site has been previously cleared of GCNs and amphibian exclusion
fencing is separating it from the GCN receptor areas and known GCN ponds.
Whilst the Willow Brook (North) has been considered to be a barrier to dispersal, it is recognised that it can drop
to low levels at certain times of year. However, there are three points to note. Firstly, the opportunities for GCNs
dispersing northward across the Willow Brook (North), if this is possible, are limited. Whilst the grassland does
not offer a sterile environment like much of the bare ground in Zone 2, it offers limited opportunities for GCNs
in comparison to those within the woodland habitats at the Site where habitats are ideal for this species to thrive.
Cover is limited across the area during much of their active season since the grassland is managed annually
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and, there are no breeding ponds within this area, without GCNs having to disperse considerable distances.
GCNs would, therefore, have to cross the Willow Brook (North) to breed (again, assuming this is possible when
conditions allow) at a time of year when the water will be of a considerable depth and current such that crossing
would not be feasible. Secondly, a survey completed by Delta-Simons of the one pond that has connectivity to
this area year-round, and that offered suitable breeding opportunities, immediately north of Kirby Hall lane found
GCNs to be absent, whilst smooth newts were present. Thirdly, during incidental site activities, including reptile
survey works, no GCNs have been found in Zone 3 (north). For all of the above reasons, GCNs are not
considered to be present within land at the Site that is located to the north of the Willow Brook (North).
Given the large numbers of GCN which have been translocated from the wider Priors Hall site during previous
licenced works, this species is considered to be of National value.
5.3.3 Reptiles
Twenty records of grass snake Natrix helvetica were identified within the data search, of these 16 were from
the last 10 years and all from within Priors Hall Park in 2014 and 2015. Twenty-six recent records of common
lizard Zootoca vivipara were provided within the data search from 2014 and 2015, 16 are from within Priors Hall
Park with a further three in the already developed land at Priors Hall and the remaining three within land west
of the Site around the speedway up to 1.9 km from the Site boundary.
Whilst the majority of the Application Site lacked the mosaic of habitats suitable to support reptile species and
have been subject to recent mitigation measures ahead of on-going works, areas of open grassland and
surrounding scrub to the north-east of Zone 2 offered suitable habitat for basking, foraging, shelter and
hibernation. Reptile surveys have been completed within the wider Priors Hall site by Delta-Simons in 2014 2016 and 2018 during which both common lizard and grass snake have been consistently recorded. The
majority of reptiles have been recorded within habitat outside the current application boundary and separated
from the Site by amphibian exclusion fencing. However, a small number have been recorded around the scrub
vegetation within the north-east of Zone 2 and works are underway (pausing until spring now) to translocate
these ahead of the proposed earthworks activities.
The geographical level of value of reptile species is considered to be of Local value.
5.3.4 Bats
The Application Site did not support any opportunities for roosting bats and was assessed as being of low
suitability for foraging and commuting bats, with large expanses of open ground providing limited invertebrate
prey and navigational features. The three transect surveys and deployment of static bat detectors during 2018,
which incorporated habitats within the current Application Site boundary recorded limited bat activity, with
greater species and numbers of bat passes recorded in habitat of higher value within the wider Priors Hall site.
Species included common pipistrelle, soprano pipistrelle, noctule and Myotis sp. all of which are widespread
within Northamptonshire. Given the limited available habitat within the Site, levels of bat activity recorded, and
the temporary nature of the proposed extraction works, it is not considered necessary to report the results of
the surveys in detail for this assessment.
The geographical level of value of this species group is considered to be of Local value.
5.3.5 Badgers
A total of 32 recent records of badger were identified within the data search, including 12 from previous badger
surveys at Priors Hall in 2014 and 2015. The remaining records are from land in all four directions from the
Site.
Delta-Simons have undertaken badger surveys of the wider Priors Hall site in 2014, 2015, 2017, 2018 and 2020,
with continuous informal monitoring completed by the ECoW. Overall, increased badger activity was recorded
between 2014 and 2017. In 2017 a total of 41 badger setts were identified within the Priors Hall site, 22 of which
were assessed to be active at the time of the survey (Delta-Simons .2017b).
During the 2018 survey one additional sett was identified within the north-eastern corner of the Priors Hall site,
which was assessed to be active at the time of the survey. Several of the previous setts no longer showed signs
of activity, and of the active setts, many comprised fewer active entrance holes, although many were categorised
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as partially used such that they may be easily reoccupied in the future. None of the setts previously identified
lie within 30 m of the current Application Site boundary.
In 2016 and 2020 a bait marking study was completed by the ECoW and Delta-Simons with the methodology
based on Delahay et al (2000). The results indicated that the badgers occupying the baited setts stayed within
territories close to the setts as the returns noted lay within adjacent habitat for the most part. The badgers within
the east of Badger Wood ventured off-Site to the east through the adjacent woodland and also dispersed south
of OQPW, with pellets recorded within dung 1.7 km from the sett, as the crow flies. In 2020, badgers from the
sett in the north of Zone 2, were found to disperse northwards through Zone 3 (north) and consistent results
were recorded for the sett in Badger Wood with dispersal occurring south to OQPW.
The geographical level of value of badgers is considered to be of Local value.
5.3.6 Otter
The data search provided two recent records of otter, both associated with OQPW in 2016.
No evidence of otter was found during the survey of the Willow Brook. There were no opportunities identified
within the root structures of the bankside trees suitable to support an otter holt or resting place, nor was any of
the dense scrub large enough to support a resting place for otter. The section of the Willow Brook surveyed
offered limited foraging opportunities, as no fish were recorded to be present during the survey and it did not
support any waterfowl, which are taken on occasion by otters.
The Brook is considered to be suitable to provide a commuting corridor for otter between more suitable foraging
areas, particularly as it offers connectivity to other waterbodies within the area that would be suitable to support
otters and are known to provide foraging opportunities.
The ECoW for the Site has recorded regular incidental evidence of otter occurring within OQPW to the east of
the Site during 2016, 2018 and 2019 including prints and feeding remains around the banks of several ponds
within OQPW. Furthermore, remote cameras have recorded otter commuting through the woodland within the
south-east of OQPW in 2018 and 2019.
The geographical value of otter at the Site is considered to be of Local value.
5.3.7 Other Protected Species
Occasional brown hare Lepus europeaus and harvest mouse Micromys minutus, both EBP species, have been
recorded at the Priors Hall site, with the most recent records of both species from September 2020. The
geographical level of value of hares and harvest mice is considered to be Local.
5.3.8 Invasive Species
Himalayan balsam was recorded along the banks of the Willow Brook and is listed on Schedule 9 of the WCA
(1981, as amended). Given the current extent of growth associated with the Brook and adjacent wet ground
habitat this is considered to be of Local adverse value.

Environment | Health & Safety | Sustainability

Ecological Impact Assessment
Proposed Limestone Extraction, Priors Hall, Corby
Delta-Simons Project Number 17-1536.26

Page 15

6.0 Identified Receptors and their Sensitivity
Table 2 provides a summary of the receptors identified through the baseline reviews and their associate
geographical value.
Table 2: Identified Receptors and their Geographic Value
Receptor

Geographic Value

National statutory designated sites

National Value

Non-statutory designated sites

County Value

Habitats
-

Broadleaved semi-natural woodland

Local

-

Broadleaved plantation woodland

Local

-

Improved grassland

Local

-

Poor semi-improved grassland

Local

-

Running water

Local

-

Bare ground

Negligible

-

Birds

Local

-

Amphibians

National

-

Reptiles

Local

-

Bats

Local

-

Badgers

Local

-

Otter

Local

-

Brown Hare

Local

-

Harvest mouse

Local

-

Himalayan Balsam

Local (Negative)

Species
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7.0 Assessment of Effects and Mitigation Measures
The principle effects likely to arise from the proposed works are disturbances including loss of habitat, and noise
and vibration of machinery during vegetation clearance, extraction activities and movement of vehicles between
the extraction areas and the end point for the substrate elsewhere on site, as well as potential lighting from
vehicle headlights and compound security. Such effects have the potential to disturb/ destroy ecological features
and habitat.
The proposed limestone extraction will be phased, resulting in effects occur gradually across the Application
Site, and allowing mitigation measures for wildlife to be inputted gradually and sustainably. The majority of the
mitigation measures described below also apply to the proposed earthworks and development of the Priors Hall
site and will be applied ahead of each scheme as appropriate.

7.1 Designated Sites
7.1.1 National Statutory Designated Sites
Potential Impacts
Due to the localised nature of the potential effects, it is considered highly unlikely that the proposed extraction
works will have any direct effect on any of the statutory designations identified.
Weldon Park SSSI is at its closest point at a distance of approximately 620 m, beyond an active development
site on the south side of the A43, with the Old Quarry Ponds LWS providing a buffer to the works, and with the
A43 road forming a barrier to the majority of faunal, amphibian and reptile species movement.
The temporary indirect effect of increased disturbance from noise will be minor adverse and, therefore, not
significant.
Cowthick Quarry SSSI, at a distance of 1.9 km from the Site, is designated wholly for its geological features.
There are not anticipated to be any direct or indirect effects on this site as a result of the proposed works.
Mitigation Measures
The potential impacts are considered to be non-significant and, therefore, no mitigation measures are required.
Significance of Residual Effects
Any effect will be minor adverse and, therefore, not significant.
7.1.2 Non-Statutory Designated Sites
Potential Impacts
Corby Old Quarry Gullet LWS/LGS and Priors Hall (west) LWS/LGS are situated to the west of Zone 2, whilst
Corby Old Quarry Ponds LWS is situated to the east. Both the existing LWS boundaries and the anticipated
revised extents (Corby OQPW boundary currently under discussion with the Northamptonshire Wildlife Trust)
are situated outside the current Application Site and a distance from the areas of extraction, with the closest
activity relating to vehicular access between the working areas and as such, there are not anticipated to be any
direct effects on these designated sites as a result of the proposals. There are, however, anticipated to be
indirect effects from increased disturbance as a result of noise associated with the works, as well as the potential
for dust deposition which may impact the habitats and fauna they support. In addition, there is the potential to
adversely impact on water quality of the associated ponds, with possible pollution events occurring. This would
affect the survival of both floral and faunal species occurring within the waterbodies, as well as the quality of the
habitat as a whole.
The works are considered to have a moderate adverse effect upon these non-statutory designated sites which
is significant at a Local level.

Environment | Health & Safety | Sustainability

Ecological Impact Assessment
Proposed Limestone Extraction, Priors Hall, Corby
Delta-Simons Project Number 17-1536.26

Page 17

The remaining non-statutory designated sites are all located at a distance of at least 500 m from the Site
boundary. At this distance from the Site, the temporary indirect effect from increased disturbance as a result of
lighting and noise will be negligible on each of the sites and, therefore, non-significant.
Mitigation Measures
The proposed extraction works will be carefully controlled in terms of their potential environmental impacts
through implementation of best practice methodology. A Code of Construction Practice will be followed in order
to reduce potential environmental impacts. The control of construction noise, vibration and air quality will be
undertaken in accordance with BS 5228:2009-1 – Code of Practice for Noise and Vibration Control on
Construction and Open Sites – Part 1 Noise, and BS 5228:2009-2 – Code of Practice for Noise and Vibration
Control on Construction and Open Sites – Part 2 Vibration. Contractors will also comply with provisions of the
Control of Pollution Act 1974. Standard practices will be utilised to manage the use, storage and release of
hydrocarbons and chemicals. Adherence to these best practice methodologies will minimise the impact of noise
and the risk of pollution events on the designated sites.
Strict control of the haul routes will be enforced by the contractor with no vehicular movements within the 10 m
buffer zones to the LWSs.
Significance of Residual Effects
With the application of mitigation measures and standard working practices, any impact is anticipated to have
a minor adverse effect that is non-significant.

7.2 Habitats
All of the habitats on the Site are widespread both on a local and national level, and none of them are considered
to be rare. Impacts upon Site habitats are considered below.
Potential Impacts
The proposed extraction works will result in the permanent loss of all habitat within the Application Site boundary
and the temporary disturbance to habitat along the associated haul roads through the Priors Hall site. The
majority of habitats are widespread in the local area and are of Local geographical value such that the impacts
are considered to have a minor adverse impact which is non-significant. The following exception is considered:
▲ Running Water – The proposed extraction within Area A works will be undertaken within close proximity to
the Willow Brook and access to the working area will cross the Willow Brook at the existing crossing points
to the west of Badger Wood. There is, therefore, the potential for the works to impact upon the integrity of
the banks and for the water quality to be affected by associated run-off. This is assessed to have a minor
adverse impact which is, therefore, non-significant.
The proposed works also have the potential to directly and indirectly impact upon habitat adjacent to the Site.
In particular, there is the potential for any works within close proximity to the retained woodland habitat to cause
damage to their structure, roots and health. Deposition of dust within adjacent habitat and the potential for
pollutions events and pollution run-off into adjacent waterbodies also has the potential to impact upon the habitat
quality and faunal species they support.
Mitigation Measures
Retained trees and woodland will receive appropriate protection during the proposed works through the use of
tree root protection zones and barriers in accordance with BS5837: 2012 Trees in relation to design, demolition
and construction.
All construction works will be carefully controlled in terms of their potential environmental impacts through
implementation of best practice methodology as discussed above, minimise the impact of noise, dust and the
risk of pollution events to adjacent habitat.
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Significance of Residual Effects
The potential impacts of the construction phase on habitats post-mitigation are expected to have a minor
adverse effect that it, therefore, non-significant.

7.3 Species
7.3.1 Birds
Potential Impacts
The proposed extraction works are not anticipated to result in the loss of any hedgerow or trees. However, the
grassland within both the Application boundary and the surrounding areas also provide opportunities for ground
nesting birds including a small number which are protected and notable species and there is potential for direct
adverse effects on nesting birds that are permanent in nature as a result of such clearance. Under the WCA
(1981, as amended) it is an offence to disturb nesting birds during the nesting bird season (March-August,
inclusive).
In addition, works being carried out within proximity to nesting birds may impact them indirectly, depending on
the works being carried out, and the species of bird affected. Noise and vibration disturbance effects may result
in birds being repeatedly flushed off nests, causing disruption to feeding activity, or even abandonment of nests.
This is considered to be a temporary impact.
Further to the potential direct effects on birds whilst they are actively nesting, the removal of suitable vegetation
will result in the direct loss of available bird nesting habitat, as well as a loss of foraging opportunities,
connectivity, shelter and cover from predators.
Given the extent of habitat loss and potential disturbance of nesting birds, the impact to birds during the
proposed works is considered to have a moderate adverse effect that is, therefore, significant at a local level.
Mitigation Measures
Where practicable, removal and management of the grassland at the Site will be undertaken outside of the main
nesting bird period (i.e. only within the months September to February, inclusive). Where necessary,
management of the ground, such as regular cutting following a check by a suitably qualified ecologist, prior to
the commencement of works will be undertaken to discourage nesting activity. If these works cannot be
restricted to within this period, an Ecological Watching Brief will be maintained during the main bird breeding
season to ensure that no nesting birds are adversely affected. This will entail checking all suitable habitat for
nesting birds due to be removed, and a buffer of at least 10 m beyond that area by a suitably qualified ecologist
prior to the commencement of works. If, during the Ecological Watching Brief, birds are found to be within the
area due to be cleared or the buffer zone, measures to prevent any disturbance to breeding birds, including the
cessation of tree and vegetation clearance, or works in areas close to breeding sites until the birds have
completed breeding, will be put in place until the chicks have fledged. Regular checks will be undertaken by the
ECoW, as required, through the nesting bird season.
Significance of Residual Effects
Following the application of mitigation measures, the potential residual impacts of the proposed development
on birds are considered to have a minor adverse effect which is, therefore, non-significant.
7.3.2 GCNs
Potential Impacts
Zone 2 has previously been cleared of GCNs and comprised sub-optimal habitat for this species. For reasons
discussed above, GCNs are considered to be absent from land to the north of the Willow Brook (North). There
are, therefore, not considered to be any direct adverse effects on GCNs as a result of the proposed extraction
works. However, use of the haul road has the potential to result in increased dust deposition within the GCN
receptor areas/LWSs as well as the potential for pollution events to occur. Therefore, any potential indirect
impacts are anticipated to have a minor adverse effect which is non-significant.
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Mitigation Measures
All works will be carefully controlled in terms of their potential environmental impacts through implementation of
best practice methodology as discussed above, minimise the impact of noise, dust and the risk of pollution
events to adjacent habitat.
Significance of Residual Effects
Following the application of mitigation measures, the potential residual impacts of the proposed earthworks on
GCNs are considered to have a neutral effect which is, therefore, non-significant.
7.3.3 Reptiles
Potential Impacts
No reptiles have been recorded at the locations of the proposed extraction areas, however, small populations
of both grass snake and common lizard have been recorded in and around a ruderal/ scrub mound in between
Badger Wood and OQPW and within nearby grassland habitat to the south of the Willow Brook. Any movement
of machinery in and around suitable habitat identified to support reptile populations has the potential to have a
direct adverse impact on reptiles through potential injuries or fatalities, which would constitute an offence under
English law.
Given the extent of suitable habitat and the populations identified, the potential impacts are considered to have
a minor adverse effect, which is, therefore, not significant.
Mitigation Measures
An on-going awareness for the potential presence of reptiles within the wider Priors Hall site will be maintained
and where appropriate the ECoW will undertake watching briefs and habitat manipulation works to minimise the
risk of conflict between reptiles and the potential haul routes across the Site. Where possible key habitats will
be avoided under the extraction scheme until mitigation has been applied as part of the earthworks and
development project.
Significance of Residual Effects
The potential impacts of the development post-mitigation are expected to have a minor adverse effect that is
non-significant.
7.3.4 Bats
Potential Impacts
Security lighting of the site compound may be required and has the potential to adversely impact upon bat
activity within certain areas of the Site, particularly the areas of greatest habitat suitability including woodland
edges and the Willow Brook corridor. However, this would only be a temporary deterrent to foraging and
commuting bats in a concentrated area, and not across the wider Site.
It is anticipated that during the main active bat season (April-October, inclusive), works will generally cease, or
be winding down before dusk when bats emerge and will not begin before dawn when bats return to roosts.
Therefore, generally additional artificial lighting will not be required, and there are not anticipated to be any
negative effects upon bat foraging and commuting behaviour from noise across the site since works will not
coincide with the timing of bat activity.
In certain circumstances, for example, in late autumn or early spring when daylight hours are limited but weather
conditions may be suitable for bats to be active, there may be a brief overlap between bat activity and on-Site
works. During this period, lighting may be required (including machinery headlights) to enable the works to
progress, and this along with any associated noise, may temporarily alter bats foraging and commuting activity
across an area of the Site. However, the combined effects of lighting and noise from the works during these
occasional circumstances would only be a temporary deterrent to foraging and commuting bats in a
concentrated area, and not across the wider Site and this is not anticipated to have any adverse impact upon
bats.
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The indirect, temporary nature of the potential impacts are anticipated to have a minor adverse effect which is
non-significant.
Mitigation Measures
Placement and lighting of any Site compound will consider the proximity of suitable bat foraging and commuting
habitat. Any lighting will be functional and directional and kept to the minimum required for safety and security.
Retained vegetated habitats, including woodland edge, LWSs and the Willow Brook corridor will remain unlit.
Significance of Residual Effects
The potential impacts of the development post-mitigation are expected to have a minor adverse effect that is
non-significant.
7.3.5 Badgers
Potential Impacts
There are currently no badger setts at, or within 30 m of the proposed extraction areas. There is, however, the
potential for new setts to be dug prior to works commencing on-Site.
There is also the potential for this species to venture onto the Site during the earthworks and there is, therefore,
the direct risk of harm to them should they fall into pits or trenches left open overnight during the works.
Mitigation Measures
Strict control of the use of haul routes will be applied. No haul route will be pass within 30 m of an active badger
sett unless an appropriate licence from Natural England has been obtained and appropriate mitigation measures
applied. Since the extraction works will run in conjunction with the proposed earthworks and development
proposals for the Site, any mitigation measures will be co-ordinated.
As the proposed extraction works are to be phased, prior to the commencement of each phase, a suitably
qualified ecologist will undertake a check for badger setts within the working area, including extraction site and
haul routes, and land within 30 m. In the event that an active badger sett is identified appropriate surveys and
monitoring will be undertaken in order to establish the status of the sett and appropriate avoidance or mitigation
applied.
Furthermore, during the works, no open trenches or pits will be left uncovered or alternatively without a mammal
ramp or graded sides overnight to prevent badgers becoming trapped.
Significance of Residual Effects
The potential effects on badger post-mitigation are expected to be minor adverse and, therefore, non-significant.
7.3.6 Otter
Potential Impacts
The Willow Brook is considered to be suitable to provide a commuting corridor for otter between more suitable
foraging areas, particularly as it offers connectivity to other waterbodies within the area that would be suitable
to support otters and are known to provide foraging opportunities. In addition, otter have been recorded using
the ponds within OQPW. There is, therefore, the potential for otter to venture onto Site during the proposed
earthworks and to become trapped within any temporary excavations and trenches created as part of the works
and left open overnight.
The proposed works have the potential to create pollution events. Spillages may have acute short-term impacts
but can also cause long-term chronic damage to productivity and diversity of the habitat, adversely affecting
otters through the loss of prey and bioaccumulation of contaminants. Pollutants such as oil or petrol would also
reduce waterproofing properties of the otter’s fur.
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The potential impacts upon this species are considered to have a moderate adverse effect that is significant at
a local level.
Mitigation Measures
During the works no open trenches or pits should be left uncovered or alternatively without a mammal
ramp/graded sides overnight to prevent otters becoming trapped. Best practice measures (as discussed above)
will minimise the risk of pollution events to the existing pond and watercourse during the construction phase.
All works will be carefully controlled in terms of their potential environmental impacts through implementation of
best practice methodology as discussed above, minimise the impact of noise, dust and the risk of pollution
events to adjacent habitat.
Significance of Residual Effects
The potential effects on otter post-mitigation are expected to be negligible and, therefore, non-significant.
7.3.7 Brown Hare and Harvest Mouse
Potential Impacts
The vegetated habitats at the Site are considered suitable to support these species. The loss of grassland will
result in the direct loss of habitat suitable to support brown hare on the Site, however, they are highly mobile
and, if present, will disperse to suitable off-Site habitats. Any noise and vibration disturbance of the works will
also cause brown hare to disperse if present at the Site. The effect of the construction works on hares as a
result of noise and vibration disturbance will be indirect and temporary in nature. The effect on brown hare are
considered to have a minor adverse effect and, therefore, be non-significant.
Harvest mice are known to occur within the grassland habitat within the LWSs, however, other habitat within
the Site may also support them, including the open grassland. The loss of this grassland habitat during the
works will result in harm or injury to individuals of this species, coupled with the noise disturbance during the
works they have the potential to disturb mice in adjacent habitats. Given the low numbers of harvest mice
occurring at the Site, whilst there is anticipated to be a direct and permanent impact upon this species, any
effect is considered minor adverse and non-significant.
Mitigation Measures
During the construction phase of works, no open trenches or pits should be left uncovered or alternatively
without a mammal ramp/graded sides overnight to prevent this species from becoming trapped.
Significance of Residual Effects
The resulting effect on these species is, therefore, considered to be minor adverse and non-significant.
7.3.8 Invasive Species
Potential Impacts
Works in proximity to the Willow Brook have the potential to further spread Himalayan balsam both on-Site and
into off-Site habitats. This would cause a moderate adverse effect, significant at a Local level.
Mitigation Measures
Management of this species is on-going as part of current works on-Site. A buffer will be maintained to the
proposed extraction works which will minimise the risk of machinery coming into contact with this species. Prior
to works commencing in Area A, closest to the Willow Brook, a walkover will be undertaken to identify the
location of any plants and appropriate working methodologies and disposal of invasive species applied to
prevent its spread.
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Significance of Residual Effects
Following mitigation measures, the residual effect is considered to be neutral.
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8.0 Biodiversity Net Gain
The revised National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), sets out, amongst other points, how ’Planning policies
and decisions should contribute to and enhance the natural and local environment by:
“Minimising impacts on biodiversity and providing net gains in biodiversity where possible, contributing to the
Government’s commitment to halt the overall decline in biodiversity…”
The current application relates to limestone extraction, and whilst under normal circumstances such applications
would be accompanied with a restoration plan, to include habitat creation and management, the current
proposals will be followed by a scheme of consented earthworks and development proposals currently under
consideration by Corby Borough Council and East Northants District Council to amend the consented
masterplan for the Site. As such the restoration plan accompanying this application includes seeding of an
amenity grassland mix. However, this is not considered to represent the final design for the areas of Public
Open Space (POS) in which the extraction areas fall. The Site Wide Ecological and Woodland Mitigation and
Management Strategy (Delta-Simons, March 2020), submitted with the outline application of the development
of the Site, sets out the key principals for the development layout and landscaping in order to ensure a coherent
approach to nature conservation across the Site and provides general principles for the on-going management
and monitoring plan in order to enhance and maintain the ecological value of the Site following the development.
These principles will inform detailed strategies for each of the Key Phases and Reserved Matters Applications
for the Site. It is, therefore, not considered possible at the current time to provide a calculated metric of
biodiversity net gain as a result of the limestone extraction scheme, rather this should be considered within the
context of the wider Priors Hall development delivery associated planning applications.
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9.0 Conclusions
Whilst there may be a short-term effect on the biodiversity value of the Site in terms of the diversity of flora and
the fauna it supports until the Site is developed and proposed newly created habitats become established, in
the long-term it is anticipated that full mitigation and enhancement measures will be achieved and there will be
no significant residual effects on designated sites, habitats or fauna resulting from the extraction works.
Table 3 provides a summary of residual effects
Table 3: Summary of Residual Effects
Receptor

Geographi
c Value

Effect

Significance
before
mitigation

Mitigation

Residual
effect
significance

National
statutory
designated
sites

National
Value

Temporary
increased noise

Minor
adverse

n/a

Minor adverse

Nonstatutory
designated
sites

County
Value

Habitats

Nonsignificant

Nonsignificant
Temporary
increased dust,
lighting, noise
Potential
pollution events

Local Value

Habitat loss
Damage to
structure, roots
and health of
habitat

Moderate
adverse
Significant at
a Local level

Adherence to best
practice to control
potential environmental
impacts

Minor adverse
Nonsignificant

Strict control of haul
routes
Moderate
adverse
Significant at
a Local level

Adherence to
BS5837:2012
Adherence to best
practice to control
potential environmental
impacts

Minor adverse
Nonsignificant

Increased dust
Pollution events
Birds

Local Value

Habitat loss
Nest
destruction/
disturbance

Moderate
adverse
Significant at
a Local level

Noise and
vibration
GCNs

National
value

Habitat
degradation

Minor
adverse

(dust/pollution)

nonsignificant

Sensitive timing of
works and/or watching
brief with regards to the
removal of, and works
within close proximity to,
suitable nesting habitat

Minor adverse

Adherence to best
practice to control
potential environmental
impacts

Neutral

Strict control of Site
boundaries
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Reptiles

Local Value

Habitat loss
Kill/injure
individuals
Habitat
degradation

Bats

Local Value

Noise, light and
vibration
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Minor
adverse
Nonsignificant

Minor
adverse

Local Value

Sett
damage/destruc
tion/disturbance
Injury from
falling into open
trenches

Otter

Local Value

Injury from
falling into open
trenches
Pollution
events/habitat
degradation

Brown hare

Local Value

Habitat loss
Noise and
vibration

Harvest
Mouse

Invasive
Species –
Himalayan
Balsam

Local Value

Habitat loss
Noise and
vibration

Local Value
(Negative)

Potential spread
into on-Site and
off-Site habitats

Minor adverse
Nonsignificant

Application of mitigation
strategy in conjunction
with the earthworks and
development
programme
Compound security
lighting to be functional
and directional.

Minor adverse

Moderate
adverse

Strict control of haul
routes

Minor adverse

Significant at
a Local level

Pre-commencement
walkover

Nonsignificant
Badgers

Haul routes to avoid key
habitats and/or habitat
manipulation applied

Nonsignificant

Nonsignificant

No open trenches or pits
will be left uncovered or
alternatively without a
mammal ramp in
overnight
Moderate
adverse
Significant at
a Local level

No open trenches or pits
will be left uncovered or
alternatively without a
mammal ramp in
overnight.

Negligible

Adherence to best
practice to control
potential environmental
impacts
Minor
adverse
Nonsignificant
Minor
adverse

No open trenches or pits
will be left uncovered or
alternatively without a
mammal ramp in
overnight.

Minor adverse

N/A

Minor adverse
Nonsignificant

Nonsignificant
Moderate
adverse
Significant at
a Local level
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10.0 Disclaimer
The recommendations contained in this Report represent Delta-Simons’ professional opinions, based upon the
information referred to in Section 1.0 of this Report, exercising the duty of care required of an experienced
Ecology Consultant. Delta-Simons does not warrant or guarantee that the Site is free of Bats or other protected
species.
The behaviour of animals can be unpredictable and may not conform to characteristics recorded in current
scientific literature. This Report, therefore, cannot predict with absolute certainty that animal species will or will
not occur in apparently suitable locations or habitats or that they will not occur in locations or habitats that
appear unsuitable.
No part of the survey included an assessment of the materials and conditions of any buildings. No part of the
survey included an asbestos assessment, nor did it represent an appraisal of other deleterious materials or
hazardous substances.
This Report was prepared by Delta-Simons for the sole and exclusive use of the Client and for the specific
purpose for which Delta-Simons was instructed as defined in Section 1.0 of this Report. Nothing contained in
this Report shall be construed to give any rights or benefits to anyone other than the Client and Delta-Simons,
and all duties and responsibilities undertaken are for the sole and exclusive benefit of the Client and not for the
benefit of any other party. In particular, Delta-Simons does not intend, without its written consent, for this Report
to be disseminated to anyone other than the Client or to be used or relied upon by anyone other than the Client.
Use of the Report by any other person is unauthorised and such use is at the sole risk of the user. Anyone using
or relying upon this Report, other than the Client, agrees by virtue of its use to indemnify and hold harmless
Delta-Simons from and against all claims, losses and damages (of whatsoever nature and howsoever or
whensoever arising), arising out of or resulting from the performance of the work by the Consultant.

Environment | Health & Safety | Sustainability

Figure 1 – Site Location Map
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Figure 2 – Phase 1 Habitat Plan
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Appendix A – Relevant Legislation
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Relevant Legislation
National Planning Policy Framework
The revised National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), sets out, amongst other points, how ’Planning policies
and decisions should contribute to and enhance the natural and local environment by:
“Minimising impacts on biodiversity and providing net gains in biodiversity where possible, contributing to the
Government’s commitment to halt the overall decline in biodiversity…”
The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), advises that ecological surveys are undertaken before
planning permission is determined. It sets out, amongst other points, how at an overview level the ‘planning
system should contribute to and enhance the national and local environment by:
The NPPF states that this should be achieved through local planning development frameworks and gives
recommendations for criteria based policies which recognise the hierarchy of designated sites which range from
internationally important habitat, to sites of importance at a local level and ensure that protection is “in a manner
commensurate with their statutory status or identified quality in the development plan.”
A list of principles which local planning authorities should follow when determining planning applications is
included in the NPPF:
▲ “If significant harm to biodiversity resulting from a development cannot be avoided (through locating on an
alternative site with less harmful impacts), adequately mitigated, or, as a last resort, compensated for, then
planning permission should be refused;
▲ Development resulting in the loss or deterioration of irreplaceable habitats (such as ancient woodland and
ancient or veteran trees) should be refused, unless there are wholly exceptional reasons 1 and a suitable
compensation strategy exists;
▲ Development on land within or outside a Site of Special Scientific Interest, and which is likely to have an
adverse effect on it (either individually or in combination with other developments), should not normally be
permitted. The only exception is where the benefits of the development in the location proposed clearly
outweigh both its likely impact on the features of the site that make it of special scientific interest, and any
broader impacts on the national network of Sites of Special Scientific Interest; and
▲ Development whose primary objective is to conserve or enhance biodiversity should be supported; while
opportunities to incorporate biodiversity improvements in and around developments should be encouraged,
especially where this can secure measurable net gains for biodiversity.”
It is also worth noting that where there are potential impacts upon internationally designated sites (Special Areas
of Conservation (SACs), Special Protection Areas (SPAs) and Ramsar sites) as a result of a proposed
development, “The presumption in favour of sustainable development does not apply where development
requiring appropriate assessment because of its potential impact on a habitats site is being planned or
determined.”
In addition, the Office of the Deputy Prime Minister circular 06/ 2005 remains current. It states that ‘The presence
of a protected species is a material consideration when a planning authority is considering a development
proposal’. The circular advises that local authorities should consult Natural England before granting planning
permission if the proposals could adversely affect a protected species.’
The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended)
The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended) are the British response to the
Habitats & Species Directive 1992, and consolidate all the various amendments made to the Conservation
(Natural Habitats, &c.) Regulations 1994 in respect of England and Wales. The 1994 Regulations transposed
Council Directive 92/43/EEC on the conservation of natural habitats and of wild fauna and flora (EC Habitats
Directive) into national law.

1 For example, infrastructure projects (including nationally significant infrastructure projects, orders under the Transport and Works Act
and hybrid bills), where the public benefit would clearly outweigh the loss or deterioration of habitat.
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The Regulations for the protection of European Protected Species (EPS) have been amended and consolidated
with key changes including the removal of most of the defences from Regulation 40 and Regulation 43 including
the removal of the ‘incidental result of an otherwise lawful operation’ defence, and the increase in the threshold
for the offence of deliberately disturbing a EPS. Proposals that will affect European protected species may
require a licence from Natural England to allow an otherwise unlawful act. In the 2009 a new offence of
‘breaching condition of an EPS licence’ was added to the regulations. The licensing process is separate from
and planning process. European protected species include all species of bats, great crested newt Triturus
cristatus, dormouse Muscardinus avellanarius, and European otter Lutra lutra, amongst others.
The Wildlife and Countryside Act (WCA) 1981 (as amended)
This is the primary legislation covering endangered species in England and sets out the framework for the
designation of Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs). It confers differing levels of protection on species
themselves, their habitats or both depending on their conservation status. Species offered protection by the
Act are listed in a series of schedules. These Schedules are subject to a rolling review every five years.
Protected species are listed under Section 1 (birds), Schedule 5 (animals other than birds and invertebrates)
and Schedule 8 (plants).
The Countryside and Rights of Way (CRoW) Act 2000
The CROW Act, introduced in England and Wales in 2000, amends and strengthens existing wildlife legislation
detailed in the WCA. It places a duty on government departments and the National Assembly for Wales to have
regard for biodiversity, and provides increased powers for the protection and maintenance of SSSIs.
The Act also contains lists of habitats and species (Section 74) for which conservation measures should be
promoted, in accordance with the recommendations of the Convention on Biological Diversity (Rio Earth
Summit) 1992.
The Natural Environment and Rural Communities (NERC) Act 2006
Section 40 of the NERC Act places a duty upon all local authorities and public bodies in England and Wales to
promote and enhance biodiversity in all of their functions. Section 41 (England) list habitats and species of
principal importance to the conservation of biodiversity in England. These species and habitats are a material
consideration in the planning process.
The Hedgerow Regulations 1997
Under the Hedgerow Regulations 1997, it is against the law to remove or destroy certain hedgerows without
permission from the local authority.
Local planning authority permission is required before removing hedges that are at least 20 metres (66 feet) in
length more than 30 years old and contain certain species of plant. The authority will assess the importance of
the hedgerow using criteria set out in the regulations.

Species
Birds
All wild birds are protected under Section 1 of the WCA 1981 (as amended). Subsection 1(1) makes it an
offence to intentionally kill, injure, or take any wild bird; take, damage or destroy the nest of any such bird whilst
it is in use or being built; or take or destroy an egg of any such wild bird. It is, furthermore, an offence to either
intentionally, or recklessly, disturb any wild bird listed on Schedule 1 while it is nest building, or at a nest
containing eggs or young, or disturb the dependent young of such a bird. The law covers all species of wild
birds including common, pest or opportunistic species.
Amphibians
All native amphibians are protected under the WCA 1981 (as amended), with some species also protected
under the European Habitats Directive (92/43/EC), transposed in England and Wales through the Conservation
of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended). All amphibians are protected from keeping,
transporting, selling or exchanging. This means that in practice reasonable measures must be taken to avoid
their incidental mortality.
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The Great Crested Newt (GCN) is protected under the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017
(as amended) and Schedule 5 / 9(4)(b) and (c) of the WCA 1981 (as amended). It is an offence to deliberately
kill, injure, capture GCN or to deliberately disturb this species, or to intentionally or recklessly obstruct access
to their places of shelter or protection, to damage or destroy their breeding sites or resting places, or to
intentionally or recklessly disturb a GCN whilst in a place of shelter or protection. The legislation applies to all
stages of the life cycle including eggs, larvae and juveniles. It should be noted that GCNs spend the majority
of their lives on land, venturing up to 500 m (but more usually 250 m) from their breeding ponds and as such
any ground works within 500 m of a breeding pond could potentially have an adverse effect on GCNs.
Reptiles
All six native species of reptiles are protected under the 1981 WCA (as amended), from intentional killing or
injury. As such, all reasonable steps must be taken to avoid their incidental mortality when carrying out works.
Bats
All bats and their resting places are protected under Section 9(4)(b) and (c) of the WCA 1981 (as amended)
and by the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended).
It is an offence to destroy or damage a breeding site or resting place of a bat, to intentionally or recklessly
obstruct access to any place of shelter or protection for bats, to deliberately disturb bat species, to intentionally
or recklessly disturb a bat whilst in its place of shelter or protection, or deliberately capture, injure or kill a bat.
It should be noted that a breeding site or resting place of a bat is protected whether or not bats are present, as
long as it is likely that they will return, and any activity or works damaging or destroying such a breeding site or
resting place are likely to require a Natural England European Protected Species Licence (EPSL).
Badgers
Badgers Meles meles and their setts are protected under the 1992 Protection of Badgers Act. Under this Act it
is an offence to wilfully kill, injure, take, possess or cruelly ill-treat badgers, or to attempt to do so. It is also an
offence to intentionally or recklessly damage, destroy, or obstruct access to any part of a sett, or to disturb an
occupied sett, either by intent or negligence. When interpreting the Act, Natural England defines a sett as any
structure within an area used by badgers that shows signs of having been occupied by badgers within the last
12 months.
Invasive Species
Invasive species are plant species which are prohibited from release into the wild. There is an extensive list
(currently 42) which are set out in section 14(2) of the WCA 1981 (as amended) which states that ‘if any person
plants or otherwise causes to grow in the wild any plant which is included in Part II of Schedule 9, he shall be
guilty of an offence.’
The most widespread of these are Japanese knotweed Fallopia japonica and giant hogweed Heracleum
mantegazzianum which are also is covered by several pieces of legislation. The Environmental Protection Act
1990 (as amended) is a broad ranging piece of legislation that singles out Japanese knotweed and giant
hogweed for special mention. The Act places a 'Duty of Care' on the producer and anyone they employ to
dispose of soil or other material contaminated with Japanese knotweed or giant hogweed, such material
becomes a controlled waste, which can only be taken to licensed landfill and must be dealt with in an appropriate
way.
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Guidance on Assessing the Potential Suitability of
Development Sites to Support Bats
Guidance on Assessing the Potential Suitability of Development Sites to Support Bats (adapted from
Collins, J. (ed)).
Description
Suitability
Roosting
Negligible

An inspected structure or tree which is
considered to have no features of
importance for roosting bats.

Commuting and Foraging
Negligible habitat features on-Site to support
commuting or foraging bats.

No further constraints apply to the
method or timing of proposed works.
Low

A structure with at least one or more
features suitable to support
opportunistic individual bats. However,
inadequate space, shelter, protection
and conditions, and the low suitability of
surrounding habitats means that it is
unlikely to be used as a maternity or
hibernation roost site.

Habitat with potential to support low numbers of
commuting bats due to its quality and
connectivity. For example, a gappy hedgerow or
unvegetated stream that is isolated from the
surrounding landscape.
Alternatively, suitable but isolated habitats
suitable to support low numbers of foraging bats
such as a lone tree or a patch of scrub.

A tree of adequate age and stature to
support potential roosting features,
however, either no features, or only
features of limited potential recorded
from the ground.
Moderate

High

A structure or tree with one or more
potential roost sites that are of adequate
size, shelter and protection, with
suitable conditions and surrounding
habitat to support a bat roost not of high
conservation status (with respect to
roost type not individual species
conservation status).

Linear habitat continuity connecting to the wider
landscape offering potential to support commuting
bats, such as rows of trees and scrub or linked
back gardens.

A structure or tree with one or more
potential roost sites that are suitable for
use by large numbers of bats on a
regular basis and for long periods of
time due to their size, shelter,
protection, conditions and the
surrounding habitat.

Continuous high-quality habitat with strong
connectivity to the wider landscape that is likely to
be used by commuting bats on a regular basis,
such as flowing waterbodies, hedgerows, rows of
trees and woodland edges.

Habitat such as trees, scrub, grassland or a
waterbody with connectivity to the wider
landscape offering foraging opportunities for bats.

High quality habitat with strong connectivity to the
wider landscape that is likely to be regularly used
by foraging bats, such as broadleaved woodland,
tree-lined watercourses and grazed parkland.
Site is close to, and connected to, known roost
sites.
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Non-Statutory Designated Sites within 3 km of the Site Centre
Site Name

Designation

Distance and
Direction from
Site Boundary

Designation Criteria Summary

Corby Old Quarry
Gullet

Local
Wildlife
Site
(LWS)/ partially within
Nene Valley Nature
Improvement
Area
(NIA)/ Local Geological
Site (LGS)

To the west of
Zone 2

Comprises calcareous grassland with
18 neutral indicators and 12 calcareous
indicators

Priors Hall (west)

LGS/LWS/partially within
Nene Valley NIA

Corby Old Quarry
Ponds

LWS/ partially
Nene Valley NIA

within

To the east on
Zone 2

Comprises mixed plantation woodland
with calcareous grassland. At the time
designation
contained
of
the
waterbodies with over 15 native species
of plants and the grassland contained
seven strong calcareous indicators.

Dibbins
and
Hollow Woods

LWS/ partially
Nene Valley NIA

within

800 m east

Replanted ancient woodland mainly
broadleaved with grassy rides

Bangrave Wood

LWS/ partially
Nene Valley NIA

within

800 m east

Replanted ancient woodland

Deene Park Lakes

LWS/Nene Valley NIA

600 m

Three large lakes with a fast-flowing
stream

Weldon Marsh

LWS/Pocket Park/ Nene
Valley NIA

880 m south-west

An area of marshy grassland, scrub,
trees and a pond adjacent to the Willow
Brook. Valuable for wildlife and 6
neutral grassland indicators were
recorded in 2011.

Weldon
Churchyard

LWS/ Nene Valley NIA

900 m south-west

An area of species rich grassland within
the churchyard

LWS/ Nene Valley NIA

1.3 km east

Ancient woodland on the edge of
Deene Park connected to Dibbins
Wood

Weldon Mound

LWS/ Nene Valley NIA

1 km south-west

Species
grassland

Ferrels Wood

LWS/ partially
Nene Valley NIA

within

1.9 km north

Semi-natural ancient woodland with
diverse ground flora including 13
ancient woodland indicator species. It
supports cleared areas and damp rides.

Geese Wood

LWS/ partially
Nene Valley NIA

within

1.9 km north

Mainly ancient replanted woodland,
with three areas are listed as ancient
woodland. Also supports a pond.

Weldon
Wood

Little

The largest remaining exposure of an
extensive quarry system within the
Corby area

Environment | Health & Safety | Sustainability

rich

neutral-calcareous

Mavis Wood

LWS

2 km north

Semi-natural ancient woodland of
which part has been felled. Contains 10
ancient woodland indicator species and
is connected to Dryleas wood by
hedgerow

Weldon Woodland
Site

LGS/Potential
Wildlife
Site (PWS)/ Nene Valley
NIA

1.2 km south-west

Woodland near the quarry and railway
system

Brookfield
Plantation

LWS/ partially
Nene Valley NIA

1.8 km west

Woodland with areas of calcareous and
neutral grassland rides and a pond

PWS/LGS/ Nene Valley
NIA

2 km south-west

Former entrance to Weldon Mines
featuring grassland, ruderals, scrub,
woodland and hedgerow. Grass snake
have been recorded.

Weldon Stone

LGS/ PWS/ Nene Valley
NIA

1.9 km south-west

Geological interest

Dryleas Wood

LWS

2.4 km north

Semi-natural ancient woodland with 12
ancient woodland indicators.
Also
supports hedgerows, standing dead
wood and veteran trees

Weldon Bypass

LGS/PWS/partially
within Nene Valley NIA

2.4 km south-west

Geological interest

Weldon
Workings

Old

within
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