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1. INTRODUCTION 
 

1.1. Background  
 

1.1.1. Ecology Solutions were commissioned by Dacorar Southern 
Limited to carry out an Ecological Assessment of land at Plumpton 
Green, East Sussex (see Plan ECO1) in August 2011.  

 
1.2. Site Characteristics 

 
1.2.1. The site is located to the west of the village of Plumpton Green in 

East Sussex. Agricultural land in the form of grazing pasture lies to 
the north, west and south of the site, with existing residential 
properties to the east.  

 
1.2.2. The Site largely comprises semi-improved grassland, with small 

areas of scrub and ruderal vegetation. An area of woodland is 
present in the southern part of the site. A number of ponds are 
located within the site, principally within the woodland habitat in the 
south with an additional pond at the northern part of the site. 

 
1.3. Ecological Assessment 

 
1.3.1. This document assesses the ecological interest of the site as a 

whole. The importance of the habitats present is evaluated with 
regard to current guidance published by the Institute of Ecology 
and Environmental Management (IEEM)1.  

 
1.3.2. The report also sets out the existing baseline conditions for the 

site, setting these in the correct planning policy and legal 
framework and assessing the need for any further survey work. It 
also highlights any potential impacts from development at the site. 
Appropriate mitigation is identified that will offset any negative 
impacts and where possible provide suggestions for ecological 
enhancement of the site, in accordance with national, regional and 
local planning policy.  

                                                 
1
 Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (2006) Guidelines for Ecological Impact 

Assessment in the United Kingdom (version 7 July 2006). http://www.ieem.org.uk/ecia/index.html. 
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2. SURVEY METHODOLOGY 
 

2.1. The methodology utilised for the survey work can be split into three 
areas, namely desk study, habitat survey and faunal survey.  These are 
discussed in more detail below. 

 
2.2. Desk Study   
 

2.2.1. In order to compile background information on the site and its 
immediate surroundings Ecology Solutions contacted Sussex 
Biodiversity Records Centre (SxBRC). SxBRC collate records from 
the biological recording community in Sussex. 
 

2.2.2. Information received from the data search is included at Appendix 
1 and shown where appropriate on Plan ECO1. 
 

2.2.3. Further information on designated sites was obtained from the 
online Multi-Agency Geographic Information for the Countryside 
(MAGIC)2 database, and Natural England‟s Nature On The Map3.  
This information is reproduced at Appendix 2 and where 
appropriate on Plan ECO1. 

 
2.3. Habitat Survey Methodology 

 
2.3.1. A survey was carried out in August 2011 to ascertain the general 

ecological value of the land contained within the boundaries of the 
site and to identify the main habitats and associated plant species, 
with notes on fauna utilising the site. 

 
2.3.2. The site was surveyed based around extended Phase 1 survey 

methodology
4
, as recommended by Natural England, whereby the 

habitat types present are identified and mapped, together with an 
assessment of the species composition of each habitat. This 
technique provides an inventory of the basic habitat types present 
and allows identification of areas of greater potential which require 
further survey. Any such areas identified can then be examined in 
more detail. 

 
2.3.3. All of the species that occur in each habitat would not necessarily 

be detectable during survey work carried out at any given time of 
the year, since different species are apparent at different seasons.  
However the survey was sufficient to assess the general ecological 
value of the habitats, given the limited botanical interest of the site. 

 
2.4. Faunal Survey 
 

2.4.1. General faunal activity observed during the course of the survey 
was recorded, whether visually or by call. Specific attention was 
paid to the potential presence of any protected, rare, notable or 

                                                 
2
 http://www.magic.gov.uk/  

3
 http://www.natureonthemap.gov.uk/  

4
 Joint Nature Conservation Committee (2010).  Handbook for Phase 1 Habitat Survey – a Technique for 

Environmental Audit.  JNCC, Peterborough. 

http://www.magic.gov.uk/
http://www.natureonthemap.gov.uk/
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Biodiversity Action Plan species. In addition, specific surveys were 
undertaken for Badgers Meles meles and bats. 

 
2.4.2. Bats. All buildings and trees present within the site were assessed 

for their potential to support roosting bats in October 2011. 
External and internal surveys of buildings were undertaken. 
Ladders and binoculars were used where necessary during 
surveys. 

 
2.4.3. The probability of a building being used by bats as a summer roost 

site increases if it: 
 

 is largely undisturbed;  

 dates from pre 20th Century; 

 has a large roof void with unobstructed flying spaces; 

 has access points for bats (though not too draughty);  

 has wooden cladding or hanging tiles; and 

 is in a rural setting and close to woodland or water.  
 

2.4.4. Conversely, the probability decreases if a building is of a modern 
or pre-fabricated design / construction, is in an urban setting, has 
small or cluttered roof voids, has few gaps at the eaves or is a 
heavily disturbed premises. 

 
2.4.5. For a tree to be classed as having some potential for roosting bats 

it must usually have one or more of the following characteristics: 
 

 obvious holes, e.g. rot holes and old woodpecker holes; 

 dark staining on the tree below a hole; 

 tiny scratch marks around a hole from bats‟ claws; 

 cavities, splits and / or loose bark from broken or fallen 
branches, lightning strikes etc; and / or 

 very dense covering of mature Ivy over trunk. 
 

2.4.6. Badgers.  Specific surveys were undertaken to search for 
evidence of Badgers in October 2011, and comprised two main 
elements.  The first of these was a thorough search for evidence of 
Badger setts.  For any setts that were encountered each sett 
entrance was noted and plotted even if the entrance appeared 
disused.  The following information was recorded: 

 
i) The number and location of well used or very active 

entrances; these are clear from any debris or vegetation 
and are obviously in regular use and may, or may not, have 
been excavated recently. 

 
ii) The number and location of inactive entrances; these are 

not in regular use and have debris such as leaves and 
twigs in the entrance or have plants growing in or around 
the edge of the entrance.  

 
iii) The number of disused entrances; these have not been in 

use for some time, are partly or completely blocked and 
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cannot be used without considerable clearance.  If the 
entrance has been disused for some time all that may be 
visible is a depression in the ground where the hole used to 
be and the remains of the spoil heap. 

 
2.4.7. Secondly, Badger activity such as well-worn paths and run-

throughs, snagged hair, footprints, latrines and foraging signs was 
recorded so as to build up a picture of the use of the site, if any, by 
Badgers. 

 
 
 



Plumpton Green, East Sussex  Ecology Solutions 
Ecological Assessment  5312.EcoAss.vf 
October 2011 
 
 

  5 

3. ECOLOGICAL FEATURES 
 

3.1. The site was subject to an ecological survey in August 2011. The 
vegetation present enabled the habitat types to be satisfactorily 
identified and an accurate assessment of the ecological interest of the 
habitats to be undertaken.  

 
3.2. The following main habitat / vegetation types were identified: 

 

 Semi-Improved Grassland; 

 Woodland; 

 Scrub; 

 Tall Ruderal Vegetation; 

 Hedgerows and Trees; 

 Ponds; 

 Dry Ditch / Pond; 

 Building; and 

 Hardstanding. 
 

3.3. The location of these habitats is shown on Plan ECO2.  
 
3.4. Each habitat present is described below with an account of the 

representative plant species present. 
 

3.5. Semi-Improved Grassland  
 

3.5.1. The majority of the site comprises semi-improved grassland. The 
semi-improved grassland had been grazed very short by sheep at 
the time of the survey. Species present include Perennial Rye-
grass Lolium perenne, Cock‟s-foot Dactylis glomerata, Crested 
Dogstail Cynosurus cristatus, Common Bent Agrostis capillaris, 
Red Fescue Festuca rubra, White Clover Trifolium repens, 
Dandelion Taraxacum officinale agg., Ribwort Plantain Plantago 
lanceolata and Creeping Thistle Cirsium arvense. There were a 
few areas that supported Hard Rush Juncus inflexus, Hairy Sedge 
Carex capillaries and other species associated with damper 
conditions.   

 
3.6. Woodland 
 

3.6.1. The southern part of the site comprises an area of woodland. The 
woodland is mostly dominated by Sessile Oak Quercus petraea, 
but there are areas of Ash Fraxinus excelsior, Hawthorn Crataegus 
monogyna, Elm Ulmus procera, Crack Willow Salix fragilis and 
Sallow Salix caprea. The ground flora is dominated by Ivy Hedera 
helix, but there was evidence of other woodland flora such as Cow 
Parsley Anthriscus sylvestris, Red Campion Silene dioica, Wood 
Avens Geum urbanum and Greater Stitchwort Stellaria holostea.   

 
3.7. Scrub 

 
3.7.1. Small areas of scrub are present within the site in the north-eastern 

corner and adjacent to the northern pond. Species recorded 
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include Bramble Rubus fruticosus, Hawthorn, Sallow, and 
Blackthorn Prunus spinosa. 
+ 

3.8. Tall Ruderal Vegetation 
 

3.8.1. Areas of this habitat are present in the north-eastern corner of the 
site and adjacent to the northern pond. Species present include 
Nettle Urtica dioica, Creeping Thistle, False Oat-grass 
Arrhenatherum elatius, Broad-leaved Dock Rumex obtusifolius, 
Rosebay Willowherb Chamerion angustifolium and Great 
Willowherb Epilobium hirsutum.  
 

3.9. Hedgerows and Trees 
 

3.9.1. There are a number of hedgerows along field boundaries within the 
site as shown on Plan ECO2. The hedgerows on the whole are 
well maintained and cut regularly. Species recorded within the 
hedgerows include Sessile Oak, Ash, Hazel Corylus avellana, 
Blackthorn, Hawthorn, Elder Sambucus nigra, Field Maple Acer 
campestre and Dog-rose Rosa canina. There are a number of 
standard trees within the hedgerows, many of which have potential 
for roosting bats.   

 
3.10. Ponds 

 
3.10.1. There are a number of ponds present within the site, as shown on 

Plan ECO2. The majority of the ponds are located within the 
woodland in the south, with an additional pond present in the 
northern part of the site. The ponds within the woodland to the 
south had relatively shaded banks being surrounded by trees and 
shrubs. There was evidence that some of these ponds may contain 
fish as fishing line was present in the tree, but no fish were 
observed. The pond to the north of the site support marginal 
vegetation such as rushes and sedges and supported a small 
amount of Greater Reedmace Typha latifolia.  

 
3.11. Dry Ditch / Pond 

 
3.11.1. A dry ditch and pond are located in the central part of the site, 

crossing from east to west. These features are associated with 
hedgerows and trees, and are seasonally wet. At the time of the 
survey no water was present.  
 

3.12. Building 
 

3.12.1. A farm building is present in the northern part of the site. It was 
associated with sheep handling facilities and is believed to be used 
as wintering shed for sheep. It was a steel framed barn with 
corrugated tin roof and walls. There were no internal voids and was 
open at one end.  
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3.13. Hardstanding 
 

3.13.1. Small areas of hardstanding in the form of tracks are present along 
part of the northern boundary of the site and crossing the site to 
the north of the woodland. 
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4. WILDLIFE USE OF THE SITE 
 

4.1. During the survey general observations were made of any faunal use of 
the site with specific attention paid to the potential presence of 
protected or notable species. Specific surveys were also undertaken 
with regard to bats and Badgers. 

 
4.2. Bats 

 
4.2.1. The building on the site was not suitable to support roosting bats. 

There are a number of trees on site that have some potential to 
support roosting bats. These were mainly within the hedgerows, 
although there were some within the woodland that also had some 
potential. There were no obvious signs of use around these 
features in the form of staining or droppings, but a thorough search 
was not always possible.  

 
4.2.2. Some of the hedgerows on site offer the potential as commuting 

and foraging resources for bats. Other features such as the ponds 
and the woodland may act as a foraging resource for this group. 

 
4.2.3. The data search has provided records of a number of bat species 

within the local area. These include a number of recorded roost 
sites. The nearest roost sites are located to the south of the site on 
Riddens Lane, and to the east on Station Road where properties 
are recorded as supporting both Brown Long-eared Plecotus 
auritus bats and Pipistrelle bats. These are both adjacent to the 
site.  

 
4.3. Badgers 

 
4.3.1. No Badger setts were observed during the survey undertaken at 

the site. A number of mammal paths were observed within the site 
boundary which could have been attributed to Badger movement 
through the site.   
 

4.3.2. The semi-improved grassland offers suitable foraging habitat for 
Badgers, and there is the potential that the site is used. However, 
no obvious foraging signs were recorded at the site. 

 
4.3.3. Badger Records were not returned as part of the data search as 

SxBRC keep them confidential in order to prevent persecution to 
this species.  

 
4.4. Birds 
 

4.4.1. The hedgerows, trees and woodland within the site offer suitable 
foraging and nesting habitats for bird species.  

 
4.4.2. Species noted on site during the habitat survey were Wood Pigeon 

Columba palumbus, Blackbird Turdus merula, Blue Tit Parus 
caeruleus, Great Tit Parus major, Great Spotted Woodpecker 
Dendrocopus major, Goldfinch Carduelis carduelis, Dunnock 
Prunella modularis, Robin Erithacus rubecula, Carrion Crow 
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Corvus corone, Jackdaw Corvus monedula and Wren Troglodytes 
troglodytes. 

 
4.4.3. A number of bird species were returned by the SxBRC no specific 

locations were provided for the records, but it is unlikely that any of 
the specially protected birds would be reliant solely on the 
application site.  

 
4.5. Reptiles 

 
4.5.1. As a result of the intensively grazed nature of the semi-improved 

grassland fields, there are limited opportunities for reptiles within 
the site. These are principally confined to the field margins and 
areas of scrub and tall ruderal vegetation. 
 

4.5.2. A number of reptile records were returned by SxBRC. The closest 
record was that of a Slow Worm Anguis fragilis located to the 
immediate south of the site.  

 
4.6. Amphibians 
 

4.6.1. The ponds on site have the potential to support amphibians, 
including Great Crested Newts Triturus cristatus. There are also a 
number of ponds beyond the site boundary to the north-west as 
shown on Plan ECO1. It is known that Great Crested Newts can 
travel up to 500m from their breeding ponds during their terrestrial 
stage.  
 

4.6.2. The data search provided by SxBRC show records of Great 
Crested Newts from the local area. The closest record is located to 
the east of station road approximately 300m from the site.  

 
4.7. Hazel Dormice 

 
4.7.1. The site offers some opportunities for Hazel Dormouse 

Muscardinus avellanarius within the hedgerows and woodland. The 
hedgerows also offer good connectivity between the site and 
woodlands to the west and north-west of the site.  
 

4.7.2. No records of Hazel Dormice were returned by SxBRC as part of 
the data search exercise.  

 
4.8. Invertebrates 
 

4.8.1. The habitats at the site are likely to support a range of common 
invertebrate species, but there is no evidence to suggest that any 
protected or notable species would be present due to an intensive 
agricultural management regime. 

 
4.9. It is considered that the site is unlikely to support any other protected 

species. 
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5. ECOLOGICAL EVALUATION 
 

5.1. The Principles of Site Evaluation 
 

5.1.1. The latest guidelines for ecological evaluation produced by IEEM 
proposes an approach that involves professional judgement, but 
makes use of available guidance and information, such as the 
distribution and status of the species or features within the locality 
of the project. 

 
5.1.2. The methods and standards for site evaluation within the British 

Isles have remained those defined by Ratcliffe5.  These are broadly 
used across the United Kingdom to rank sites, so priorities for 
nature conservation can be attained.  For example, current Site of 
Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) designation maintains a system of 
data analysis that is roughly tested against Ratcliffe‟s criteria. 

 
5.1.3. In general terms, these criteria are size, diversity, naturalness, 

rarity and fragility, while additional secondary criteria of 
typicalness, potential value, intrinsic appeal, recorded history and 
the position within the ecological / geographical units are also 
incorporated into the ranking procedure. 

 
5.1.4. Any assessment should not judge sites in isolation from others, 

since several habitats may combine to make it worthy of 
importance to nature conservation. 

 
5.1.5. Further, relying on the national criteria would undoubtedly distort 

the local variation in assessment and therefore additional factors 
need to be taken into account, e.g. a woodland type with a 
comparatively poor species diversity, common in the south of 
England may be of importance at its northern limits, say in the 
border country. 

 
5.1.6. In addition, habitats of local importance are often highlighted within 

a local Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP).  The Sussex BAP highlights 
a number of habitats and species.  These are referred to below 
where relevant. 

 
5.1.7. Levels of importance can be determined within a defined 

geographical context from the immediate site or locality through to 
the International level.  

 
5.1.8. The legislative and planning policy context are also important 

considerations and have been given due regard throughout this 
assessment. 

 

                                                 
5
 Ratcliffe, D A (1977). A Nature Conservation Review: the Selection of sites of Biological National 

Importance to Nature Conservation in Britain. Two Volumes. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge. 
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5.2. Habitat Evaluation 
 

Designated sites 
 

5.2.1. Statutory sites. There are no statutory designated sites of nature 
conservation interest within or adjacent to the site, or within close 
proximity to the site. The nearest statutory designated site is 
Ditchling Common Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) which 
is situated approximately 2.4km to the north-west of the site. 

 
5.2.2. Due to this distance and the separation of the site by agricultural 

land it is not considered that any development at the site would 
affect the statutory site.  

 
5.2.3. Non-statutory sites. There are no non-statutory designated sites 

within the site itself. There are a number of Sites of Nature 
Conservation Importance (SNCIs) located within close proximity of 
the site. The nearest non-statutory sites are Blackbrook Wood & 
The Plantation SNCI, situated approximately 1km to the west of the 
site, and Great Home Wood, Hattons Wood SNCI, situated 
approximately 1.2km to the north-east of the site (see Plan ECO1).  

 
5.2.4. Whilst there is an existing public right of way that passes from the 

site to Blackbrook Wood & The Plantation SNCI, there is nothing to 
suggest that public access into the woodland beyond the footpath 
is permitted. 

 
5.2.5. Due to distance between this site and the two SNCIs, and that they 

are separated by agricultural land it is not considered that any 
development at the site would affect any non-statutory sites.  

 
Ancient woodland 

 
5.2.6. The nearest ancient woodland to the site is Riddens Wood, which 

is situated to the west approximately 200m away at the nearest 
point (see Plan ECO1). 
 

5.2.7. A public right of way currently passes through the site and along 
the northern boundary of the woodland. However there are no 
rights of way passing through the woodland and there is nothing to 
suggest that public access into the woodland is permitted. 

 
5.2.8. As such, it is not considered that any development of the site will 

have an impact on ancient woodland. 
 

Habitats within the site 
 
5.2.9. The habitats within the site on the whole hold low ecological value, 

being species poor and intensively managed for agricultural 
purposes. 

 
5.2.10. The features that hold relatively higher value within the site are the 

woodland, hedgerows and ponds. 
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5.2.11. The woodland in the southern part of the site has some ecological 
interest at present, and is likely to be of importance for nesting 
birds. Any development proposal of the site should retain the 
woodland where possible. A management plan for the woodland to 
improve its ecological value would further enhance the habitat for 
wildlife. 

 
5.2.12. It is unlikely that the hedgerows within the site would qualify as 

important under the Hedgerow Regulations 1997. It is 
recommended that these hedgerows undergo further assessment if 
a planning application for the site comes forward. It is 
recommended that where possible these hedgerows be maintained 
within any development proposal. 

 
5.2.13. Where a hedgerow is found to be important under the regulations, 

this does not preclude its removal. An application for the removal in 
whole or in part can be made to the LPA. Furthermore, such 
actions would be a material consideration as part of a planning 
application, and as such a planning consent would in effect 
consent to its removal.  

 
5.2.14. If significant lengths of hedgerow do require removal then it may be 

necessary to undertake compensatory planting using native 
species of local provenance wherever possible. Replacement 
planting would also contribute towards targets in the Sussex 
Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP) for Hedgerows. It is considered that 
this will be wholly deliverable within any emerging proposals that 
are formed for the site.  

 
5.2.15. It is considered that with the adoption of the above 

recommendations there would be no significant adverse impacts 
on hedgerows within the site.  

 
5.2.16. A number of ponds within the site remain wet throughout the year, 

as therefore have some ecological value. All existing ponds should 
be retained within any development proposals where possible, and 
managed to ensure that they continue to function as a viable 
ecological resource. In addition, there is ample scope to create 
additional pond or ditch habitats in open space within the site 
which may improve linkages between ponds in the northern and 
southern parts of the site. 

 
5.2.17. Creation of new habitats of conservation importance within the site 

in areas of open space will enhance the ecological value and 
biodiversity of the site in accordance with guidance set out by 
PPS9 (see policy section 6 below). It is recommended that new 
planting utilises native species of local provenance to maximise 
benefits to wildlife. The creation of wildflower grassland within the 
open space would increase the biodiversity of the site and will 
contribute to the aims of the Sussex BAP. 
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5.3. Faunal Evaluation 
 

Bats 
 
5.3.1. All bats are protected under Schedule 5 of the Wildlife and 

Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) and included on Schedule 2 of 
the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (“the 
Habitats Regulations”). These include provisions making it an 
offence to: 

 

 Deliberately to kill, injure or take (capture) bats;  

 Deliberately to disturb bats in such a way as to:- 
- Be likely to impair their ability to survive, to breed or 

reproduce, or to rear or nurture their young, or to 
hibernate or migrate; or 

- Affect significantly the local distribution or abundance of 
the species to which they belong; 

 To damage or destroy any breeding or resting place used by 
bats; 

 Intentionally or recklessly to obstruct access to any place used 
by bats for shelter or protection (even if bats are not in 
residence).  

 
5.3.2. If proposed work is likely to destroy or disturb bats or their roosts 

Natural England should be consulted, and if necessary any works 
carried out under a licence. 

 
5.3.3. There are a number of trees within the site that have potential to 

support roosting bats. If any of these trees were to be lost to a 
development then these trees would need to be surveyed further to 
establish the presence or absence of a roost. Should a roost be 
recorded appropriate mitigation would need to be put forward. 

 
5.3.4. The woodland edge and the hedgerows within the site offer 

potential commuting and foraging opportunities for bats and it is 
recommended that activity surveys be carried out across the site to 
establish important areas for bats (effective from May to 
September). With appropriate design and management of existing 
features, including the retention and enhancement of woodland 
and features of potential value to bats in strategic open space, it is 
thought that a development on this site would have negligible 
effects on any existing foraging or commuting resources for bat 
populations within the local area.  

 
5.3.5. The provision of new landscape planting, in the form of hedgerows, 

trees and species-rich grassland within any proposals, and of 
additional roosting opportunities such as bat boxes would provide 
an enhancement over the current situation. These measures may 
contribute to the national BAPs for bat species. 

 
5.3.6. It is recommended that any development proposed use a lighting 

scheme designed and engineered to produce low light spillage, in 
order to avoid disturbance to bats while foraging or commuting 
around the site. 
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5.3.7. It is considered that with the adoption of the above 

recommendations, which would be easily deliverable within a 
development, there would be no significant adverse impacts on 
bats within the site. 

 
Badgers 
 

5.3.8. The Protection of Badgers Act 1992 consolidates the previous 
Badgers Acts of 1973 and 1991.  The legislation aims to protect 
the species from persecution, rather than being a response to an 
unfavourable conservation status, as the species is in fact common 
over most of Britain, with particularly high populations in the south. 

 
5.3.9. As well as protecting the animal itself, the 1992 Act also makes the 

intentional or reckless destruction, damage or obstruction of a 
Badger sett an offence. A sett is defined as “any structure or place 
which displays signs indicating current use by a Badger”. „Current 
use‟ is defined by Natural England as any use within the preceding 
12 months. 

 
5.3.10. In addition, the intentional elimination of sufficient foraging area to 

support a known social group of Badgers may, in certain 
circumstances, be construed as an offence by constituting „cruel ill 
treatment‟ of a Badger.  

 
5.3.11. Previous guidelines were issued by Natural England on the types 

of activity that it considers should be licensed within certain 
distances of sett entrances. They stated that works that may 
require a licence include using heavy machinery within 30m of any 
entrance to an active sett, using lighter machinery within 20m, and 
light work such as hand digging within 10m. However new 
guidance published in September 2007 states that 

 
“It is not illegal, and therefore a licence is not required, to carry out 
disturbing activities in the vicinity of a sett if no Badger is disturbed 
and the sett is not damaged or obstructed.” 

  
5.3.12. Thus this revised guidance allows a professional judgement to be 

made on individual cases as to whether a sett will be damaged or 
obstructed or a Badger will be disturbed, and therefore whether a 
licence will be required. 
 

5.3.13. No Badger setts were found within the site and no specific 
evidence of activity was observed. A mammal path was present 
within the site and it is possibly used by Badgers. The semi-
improved grassland would offer suitable foraging opportunities for 
Badgers.  

 
5.3.14. It is considered that with provision of species-rich grassland within 

areas of public open space and through the maintenance of 
connectivity through the site along existing hedgerows and new 
landscape features, opportunities for Badgers could be retained 
within the site. 
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5.3.15. It is considered that with the adoption of the above 

recommendations, which would be easily deliverable within a 
development, there would be no significant adverse impacts on 
Badgers within the site. 
 
Birds 

 
5.3.16. Section 1 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act is concerned with the 

protection of wild birds, whilst Schedule 1 lists species are 
protected by special penalties. No Schedule 1 species were 
recorded within the site itself during the survey. 

 
5.3.17. There are opportunities for nesting birds, in terms of the trees, 

woodland, hedgerows and scrub within the site. As all species of 
birds receive general protection whilst nesting, to avoid a possible 
offence, it is recommended that any clearance of suitable nesting 
vegetation (including tree felling) be undertaken outside of the 
breeding season (March to July inclusive) or that checks be made 
for nesting birds by an ecologist immediately prior to removal. 

 
5.3.18. New planting within any development proposal will provide 

additional nesting and foraging habitats. Nest boxes could be 
erected as part of any development proposals to increase nesting 
opportunities for birds within the site. All nest boxes should be 
situated out of direct sunlight and out of the reach of predators, 
particularly cats.   

 
5.3.19. It is considered that with the adoption of the above 

recommendations, which would be easily deliverable within a 
development, there would be no significant adverse impacts on 
birds within the site. 

 
Hazel Dormice 

 
5.3.20. The Hazel or Common Dormouse is a scarce UK species that is 

protected under European and UK law by virtue of its inclusion on: 
 

 Appendix 3 of the Bonn Convention; 

 Annex IVa of the EC Habitats Directive; 

 Schedule 2 of the Conservation of Habitats and 
Species Regulations 2010; and 

 Schedule 5 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 
(as amended) 

 
5.3.21. The legislation includes provisions making it an offence to:  

 

 Deliberately to kill, injure or take (capture) Dormice;  

 Deliberately to disturb Dormice in such a way as to:-  
(i)      be likely to impair their ability to survive, to breed or 

reproduce, or to rear or nurture their young, or to 
hibernate or migrate; or 

(ii)      affect significantly the local distribution or 
abundance of the species to which they belong; 
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 To damage or destroy any breeding or resting place used 
by Dormice; 

 Intentionally or recklessly to obstruct access to any place 
used by Dormice for shelter or protection (even if Dormice 
are not in residence). 

 
5.3.22. The hedgerows and woodland within the site have potential to 

support Dormice on account of their level of connectivity with the 
wider landscape. It is recommended that Dormouse surveys are 
undertaken to ascertain the presence or absence of the species 
within the site. Surveys should be undertaken within the optimal 
period between May and September. 

 
5.3.23. In any case, hedgerow links will be retained and enhanced, where 

possible, as part of any proposed development. Additional planting 
would provide more suitable habitat for Dormice, and could include 
species favoured by Dormice as a nesting and foraging resource, 
such as Hazel, Honeysuckle, Oak, Yew Taxus baccata, Hornbeam, 
Blackthorn and Sweet Chestnut Castanea sativa. 

 
5.3.24. The establishment of a management regime for the woodland in 

the southern part of the site could include coppicing management, 
which would provide beneficial habitats for Dormice. 

 
5.3.25. As such, it is not considered that any detrimental impact would 

occur to Dormice, even if the presence of the species within the 
site was confirmed through survey. 

 
Reptiles 

 
5.3.26. All six British reptile species receive a degree of legislative 

protection that varies depending on their conservation importance. 
 

5.3.27. Rare, endangered or declining species receive 'full protection' 
under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) as well 
as protection under the Conservation of Habitats and Species 
Regulations 2010 (“The Habitats Regulations”). Species that are 
fully protected include Smooth Snake and Sand Lizard. These 
receive protection from: 

 

 killing, injuring, taking; 

 possession or control (of live or dead animals, their 
parts or derivatives); 

 damage to, destruction of, obstruction of access to 
any structure or place used for shelter or protection; 

 disturbance of any animal occupying such a 
structure or place; 

 selling, offering for sale, possession or transport for 
purposes of sale (live or dead animal, part or 
derivative).     

 
5.3.28. By contrast, due to their abundance and more cosmopolitan habitat 

requirements in Britain, Common Lizard, Slow Worm, Grass Snake 
and Adder are only 'partially protected' under the Wildlife and 
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Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) and as such only receive 
protection from: 

 

 deliberate killing and injuring; 

 being sold or other forms of trading 
 
5.3.29. Due to the habitats present at the site it is considered highly 

unlikely that either Smooth Snake or Sand Lizard would be 
present. 
 

5.3.30. The field margins and areas of ruderal vegetation offer some 
opportunities for common reptiles. It is recommended that reptile 
surveys are undertaken to ascertain the presence of absence of 
reptiles within the site. Surveys should be undertaken during the 
optimal period between April and September. 

 
5.3.31. In any case, strategic open space within any development could 

include areas of meadow grassland as part of a planting scheme. 
By excluding some areas of meadow grassland habitat and 
managing these areas appropriately (such as winter mowing only, 
or permitting scattered scrub cover), the area and quality of 
suitable habitat for reptiles within the site could be increased.  

 
5.3.32. There is also scope to improve the value of the woodland in the 

southern part of the site for reptiles, as part of the management 
plan. This may be of particular value for Grass Snakes, if present, 
given the pond habitats present in this part of the site. 

 
5.3.33. It is considered that with the adoption of the above 

recommendations, which would be easily deliverable within a 
development, there would be no significant adverse impacts on 
reptiles within the site, if their presence within the site was 
confirmed by survey work. 

 
Amphibians 

 
5.3.34. All British amphibian species receive a degree of protection under 

the 1981 Wildlife and Countryside Act (as amended). The level of 
protection varies from protection from sale or trade only, as is the 
case with species such as Smooth Newt and Common Toad, to the 
more rigorous protection afforded to Great Crested Newts, which is 
protected at the European level. 

 
5.3.35. Although Great Crested Newts are regularly encountered locally 

and throughout much of England, the UK holds a large percentage 
of the world population of the species. As such the UK has an 
international obligation to conserve the species and they receive 
full protection under domestic and European legislation and are a 
material consideration under PPS9. 

 
5.3.36. Great Crested Newts are also listed in Annex IV(a) of the 

European Community Directive on the Conservation of Natural 
Habitats and of Wild Fauna and Flora, more commonly known as 
the Habitats Directive. The Habitats Directive was transposed into 
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UK law by the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 
2010, which lists Great Crested Newts under Schedule 2. 

 
5.3.37. The legislation includes provisions making it an offence to:  

 

 Deliberately to kill, injure or take (capture) Great Crested 
Newts;  

 Deliberately to disturb Great Crested Newts in such a way 
as to:-  
(i)      be likely to impair their ability to survive, to breed or 

reproduce, or to rear or nurture their young, or to 
hibernate or migrate; or 

(ii)      affect significantly the local distribution or 
abundance of the species to which they belong; 

 Deliberately takes or destroys the Great Crested Newts 
eggs; 

 To damage or destroy any breeding or resting place used 
by Great Crested Newts; 

 Intentionally or recklessly to obstruct access to any place 
used by Great Crested Newts for shelter or protection 
(even if individuals are not in residence). 

 
5.3.38. Licences can be granted that would permit otherwise unlawful 

activities. In every case, a licence cannot be granted unless: 
 

(i) There is no satisfactory alternative; and 
(ii) The action authorised would not be detrimental to the 

maintenance of the population of the species 
concerned at a favourable conservation status in their 
natural range. 

 
5.3.39. It should be noted that a licence could only be granted following 

the receipt of a full valid planning permission. 
 

5.3.40. A number of ponds within the site, including in the northern and 
southern parts of the site, are potential suitable breeding ponds for 
Great Crested Newts. The dry ditch and ponds are less suitable 
due to its seasonality, but may offer some opportunities for newts. 

 
5.3.41. To confirm the presence of this species, and the size of the 

population, and thus the level of mitigation that would be required, 
further survey work would be required. All on site ponds should be 
surveyed where possible, and off site pond if access can be 
arranged. Such survey work is seasonally constrained and can 
only be undertaken between mid-March and mid-June with a 
proportion of these visits necessary between mid-April and mid-
May to accord with current survey guidelines issued by Natural 
England. 

 
5.3.42. If Great Crested Newts were recorded then mitigation measures 

would likely require the retention of breeding ponds (and others if 
appropriate), and suitable terrestrial habitat associated with the 
ponds, including areas of scrub, grassland and hedgerows. In 
addition, an area of open space linked to the above habitats may 
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need to be set aside in order to provide additional aquatic and 
terrestrial habitats for this species and to offset any losses of 
suitable habitat that are unavoidable. It is considered that there is 
ample scope in any strategic open space along the western 
boundary of the site to accommodate suitable mitigation habitat, 
should this be necessary. 

 
5.3.43. It is considered that with the adoption of the above 

recommendations, which would be easily deliverable within a 
development, there would be no significant adverse impacts on 
Great Crested Newts within the site, if the presence of the species 
within the site was confirmed by survey work. 
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6. PLANNING POLICY CONTEXT 
 

6.1. The planning policy framework that relates to nature conservation for 
Plumpton Green, East Sussex is issued nationally through Planning 
Policy Statement 9 (PPS9); at the regional level through the South East 
Plan; and locally through the saved policies of the Lewes District Local 
Plan (adopted March 2003) and emerging Local Development 
Framework (LDF). 

 
6.2. Government Circular 06/2005 accompanies PPS9 and provides 

administrative guidance to planning authorities on the application of law 
relating to planning and nature conservation in England. 

 
6.3. National Policy 
 

Planning Policy Statement 9 
 

6.3.1. Current guidance on national policy for biodiversity and geological 
conservation is provided within Planning Policy Statement 9 
(PPS9), published in August 2005. PPS9 confirms the 
Government's commitment to the protection of biodiversity and 
geological conservation through the planning system. 

 
6.3.2. PPS9 requires Local Authorities to fully consider the effect of 

planning decisions on biodiversity and geological conservation, 
and ensure that appropriate weight is attached to statutory nature 
conservation designations, protected species and biodiversity and 
geological interests within the wider environment. 

 
6.3.3. It also considers the potential biodiversity and geological 

conservation gains which can be secured within developments, 
including the use of planning obligations. 

 
6.3.4. National policy therefore implicitly recognises the importance of 

biodiversity and that with sensitive planning and design, 
development and conservation of the natural heritage can co-exist 
and benefits can, in certain circumstances, be obtained.  

 
6.3.5. As part of the Government‟s objectives to simplify the planning 

system the Draft National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)[1] 
has been produced and circulated for consultation.   

 
6.3.6. A draft consultation document entitled PPS: Planning for Natural 

and Healthy Environment was published by the Department for 
Communities and Local Government in March 2010.  Whilst the 
current consultation Draft NPPF brings about some alterations to 
the original document, essentially there is no significant material 
change to the guidance given in PPS9. The document was to 
eventually replace PPS9 subject to changes made by the Coalition 
Government; however both PPS9 and the draft PPS are to be 

                                                 
[1] Department for Communities and Local Government (July 2011) Draft National Planning Policy 

Framework, London 
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replaced by the National Planning Policy Framework once 
adopted.  

 
6.3.7. The Draft NPPF‟s objective, in respect of ecology and nature 

conservation, is to conserve and enhance the natural and local 
environment. 

 
6.4. Regional Policy 

 
South East Plan 

 
6.4.1. Policies providing guidance on the relationship between 

development and nature conservation in the south-east are 
currently provided in the South East Plan (also known as the 
Regional Spatial Strategy for the South East), published by the 
Secretary of State in May 2009. 

 
6.4.2. There are four policies within the South East Plan (NRM5, NRM6, 

NRM7 and NRM8) which refer to the protection and enhancement 
of designated sites and the maintenance and enhancement of the 
region‟s biodiversity resources. 

 
6.4.3. Policy NRM5 is concerned with all designated sites and 

biodiversity, and stresses that both the conservation and 
improvement of biodiversity should be considered. Policy NRM7 is 
specifically concerned with the protection and enhancement of 
woodlands.  

 
6.4.4. Policy NRM6 is concerned specifically with the Thames Basin 

Heaths SPA, while policy NRM8 is concerned with coastal 
management. As such, neither policy is relevant to any proposed 
development at the site. 

 
6.4.5. On 6 July 2010, the Coalition Government revoked all regional 

strategies under section 79(6) of the Local Democracy, Economic 
Development and Construction Act 2009. This action was 
successfully challenged in the High Court by developer Cala 
Homes, and the decision concluded that Section 79 powers could 
not be used to revoke all regional strategies in their entirety. Draft 
legislation to abolish the regional tier of planning as part of wider 
Localism Bill is before Parliament and is expected to receive Royal 
Assent at the end of 2011. Following this and the completion of the 
necessary Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) the South 
East Plan will no longer form part of the Development Plan for the 
area. 

 
6.5. Local Policy 

 
Lewes District Local Plan (adopted March 2003) 

 
6.5.1. The current document for planning control purposes at Plumpton 

Green is the Lewis District Local Plan, adopted on 31st March 
2003. There are four policies within the Local Plan (policies ST3, 
ST9, ST10 and ST12) that are of relevance to nature conservation. 
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6.5.2. Policy ST3 is concerned with the design, form and setting of 

development, and states that the design of soft landscaping should 
maximise wildlife potential by the use of native species and 
appropriate design in accordance with policies ST11 and ST12. 

 
6.5.3. Policies ST9 and ST10 are concerned with the protection of natural 

features. Policy ST9 states that the Council will seek to safeguard, 
and where possible enhance, qualities of sites which are of 
importance for their nature conservation interest, with regard to: 
the quality of the features on the site (including rarity value and any 
factors giving rise to international, national or local designations); 
the extent of any adverse effects on these features arising from the 
proposed development, and; the extent and effectiveness of any 
proposed mitigation or compensation measures. The policy also 
states that proposals within or near to Sites of Special Scientific 
Interest will be subject to special scrutiny. 

 
6.5.4. Policy ST10 states that proposals which may have an adverse 

effect on Badgers and species listed on Schedules 1, 5 and 8 of 
the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) cannot be 
permitted unless it can be reasonably demonstrated that harm to 
the species will be avoided. The policy states that the Council may 
consider the use of conditions and obligations which seek to 
facilitate the survival of individuals, reduce the disturbance to a 
satisfactory minimum and provide adequate alternative habitats to 
at least sustain the current level of population. 

 
6.5.5. Policy ST12 is concerned with the landscaping of development, 

and states that trees and woodland of importance should be 
retained in association with development. The policy states that the 
Council will apply landscaping conditions to preserve existing trees 
and hedgerows, ensure replacement planting, and require new 
planting of trees, hedgerows and other features. 
 

6.5.6. Following a direction issued by the Secretary of State, as of 27th 
September 2007 a number of policies within the Lewes District 
Local Plan were not „saved‟ and have effectively expired. These 
policies therefore no longer form part of the development plan. 

 
6.5.7. Policies ST9, ST10 and ST12 were not saved (covered under 

PPS9 and statutory protection) and are no longer relevant. 
 

Lewis District Local Development Framework 
 

6.5.8. The Lewis District Core Strategy is in preparation as part of the 
emerging LDF, and will replace saved policies in the Lewes District 
Local Plan, once adopted. This draft document is currently in 
preparation. 
 

6.5.9. A Core Strategy consultation document, entitled „Emerging Core 
Strategy‟ is currently subject to a period of public consultation, 
which will inform the policies in the Core Strategy. It is currently 
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envisaged that the Core Strategy will be submitted in Summer 
2012, for adoption in early 2013. 

 
6.5.10. Whilst the Core Strategy has not been formally adopted, proposed 

policies should still be considered. 
 
6.5.11. Strategic Objective 5 is concerned with the conservation and 

enhancement of natural beauty, wildlife and cultural heritage of the 
area. 

 
6.5.12. Core Policy 8 is concerned with green infrastructure, and states 

that development should protect existing green infrastructure, and 
contribute towards the creation of new green spaces and network 
linkages. 

 
6.5.13. Core Policy 10 is concerned with the natural environment and 

landscape character. The policy states that the highest priority will 
be given to the integrity of European designated sites in and 
around the Lewes District. It states that this will be achieved by 
ensuring that development causes no significant adverse effects 
on the integrity of sites, in combination with other plans, projects 
and proposals. 

 
6.5.14. The policy also states that biodiversity resources will be conserved 

and enhanced by seeking the conservation, enhancement and net 
gain in local biodiversity resources, in addition to seeking to 
maintain ecological corridors and avoiding habitat fragmentation. 

 
6.6. Discussion 

 
6.6.1. Any development at the site will avoid any significant impacts on 

any designated sites for nature conservation. The potential 
presence of protected species is acknowledged in this report and 
measures to safeguard these put forward, where necessary. 
Habitats of ecological importance have been identified and 
measures recommended to ensure their protection. 
 

6.6.2. As such it is considered that any development, following the 
recommendations in this report, would fully accord with national, 
regional and local policy. 
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7. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 
 

7.1. Ecology Solutions were commissioned by Dacorar Southern Limited to 
carry out an Ecological Assessment of land at Plumpton Green, East 
Sussex in August 2011.  

 
Statutory Sites 

 
7.2. There are no statutory designated sites of nature conservation interest 

within or adjacent to the site, or within close proximity to the site. The 
nearest statutory designated site is Ditchling Common Site of Special 
Scientific Interest (SSSI) which is situated approximately 2.4km to the 
north-west of the site. 

 
7.3. Due to this distance and the separation of the site by agricultural land it 

is not considered that any development at the site would affect the 
statutory site. 

 
Non-statutory sites 

 
7.4. There are no non-statutory designated sites within the site itself. There 

are a number of Sites of Nature Conservation Importance (SNCIs) 
located within close proximity of the site. The nearest non-statutory sites 
are Blackbrook Wood & The Plantation SNCI, situated approximately 
1km to the west of the site, and Great Home Wood, Hattons Wood 
SNCI, situated approximately 1.2km to the north-east of the site.  

 
7.5. Whilst there is an existing public right of way that passes from the site to 

Blackbrook Wood & The Plantation SNCI, there is nothing to suggest 
that public access into the woodland beyond the footpath is permitted. 

 
7.6. Due to distance between this site and the two SNCIs, and that they are 

separated by agricultural land it is not considered that any development 
at the site would affect any non-statutory sites. 

 
Ancient Woodland 

 
7.7. The nearest ancient woodland to the site is Riddens Wood, which is 

situated to the west approximately 200m away at the nearest point. 
 

7.8. A public right of way currently passes through the site and along the 
northern boundary of the woodland. However there are no rights of way 
passing through the woodland and there is nothing to suggest that 
public access into the woodland is permitted. 

 
7.9. As such, it is not considered that any development of the site will have 

an impact on ancient woodland. 
 

Habitats 
 

7.10. The habitats within the site on the whole hold low ecological value, 
being species poor and intensively managed for agricultural purposes. 
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7.11. The features that hold relatively higher value within the site are the 
woodland, hedgerows and ponds 

 
7.12. The woodland in the southern part of the site has some ecological 

interest at present, and is likely to be of importance for nesting birds. 
Any development proposal of the site will retain the woodland within an 
area of strategic open space. A management plan for the woodland to 
improve its ecological value would further enhance the habitat for 
wildlife. 

 
7.13. It is recommended that where possible that hedgerows be maintained 

within a development proposal. 
 

7.14. Should it be necessary to remove any hedgerows in whole or in part, it 
will be possible to provide compensatory planting using native species 
of local provenance wherever possible. Replacement planting would 
also contribute towards targets in the Sussex Biodiversity Action Plan 
(BAP) for Hedgerows. It is considered that this will be wholly deliverable 
within any emerging proposals that are formed for the site.  

 
7.15. It is considered that with the adoption of the above recommendations 

there would be no significant adverse impacts on hedgerows within the 
site.  

 
7.16. A number of ponds within the site remain wet throughout the year, as 

therefore have some ecological value. All existing ponds should be 
retained within any development proposals where possible, and 
managed to ensure that they continue to function as a viable ecological 
resource. In addition, there is ample scope to create additional pond or 
ditch habitats in open space within the site which may improve linkages 
between ponds in the northern and southern parts of the site. 

 
7.17. Creation of new habitats of conservation importance within the site in 

areas of open space will enhance the ecological value and biodiversity 
of the site in accordance with guidance set out by PPS9 (see policy 
section 6 below). It is recommended that new planting utilises native 
species of local provenance to maximise benefits to wildlife. The 
creation of wildflower grassland within the open space would increase 
the biodiversity of the site and will contribute to the aims of the Sussex 
BAP.  

 
Protected Species 

 
7.18. Bats. There are a number of trees within the site that have potential to 

support roosting bats. If any of these trees were to be lost to a 
development then these trees would need to be surveyed further to 
establish the presence or absence of a roost. Should a roost be 
recorded appropriate mitigation would need to be put forward. 
 

7.19. The woodland edge and the hedgerows within the site offer potential 
commuting and foraging opportunities for bats and it is recommended 
that activity surveys be carried out across the site to establish important 
areas for bats (effective from May to September). With appropriate 
design and management of existing features, including the retention 
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and enhancement of woodland and features of potential value to bats in 
strategic open space, it is thought that a development on this site would 
have negligible effects on any existing foraging or commuting resources 
for bat populations within the local area.  

 
7.20. The provision of new landscape planting, in the form of hedgerows, 

trees and species-rich grassland within any proposals, and of additional 
roosting opportunities such as bat boxes would provide an 
enhancement over the current situation. These measures may 
contribute to the national BAPs for bat species. 

 
7.21. It is recommended that any development proposed use a lighting 

scheme designed and engineered to produce low light spillage, in order 
to avoid disturbance to bats while foraging or commuting around the 
site. 

 
7.22. It is considered that with the adoption of the above recommendations, 

which would be easily deliverable within a development, there would be 
no significant adverse impacts on bats within the site. 
 

7.23. Badgers. No Badger setts were found within the site and no specific 
evidence of activity was observed. A mammal path was present within 
the site and it is possibly used by Badgers. The semi-improved 
grassland would offer suitable foraging opportunities for Badgers.  

 
7.24. It is considered that with provision of species-rich grassland within 

areas of public open space and through the maintenance of connectivity 
through the site along existing hedgerows and new landscape features, 
opportunities for Badgers could be retained within the site. 
 

7.25. Birds. No Schedule 1 species were recorded within the site itself during 
the survey. 

 
7.26. There are opportunities for nesting birds, in terms of the trees, 

woodland and hedges, within the site. As all species of birds receive 
general protection whilst nesting, to avoid a possible offence, it is 
recommended that any clearance of suitable nesting vegetation 
(including tree felling) be undertaken outside of the breeding season 
(March to July inclusive) or that checks be made for nesting birds by an 
ecologist immediately prior to removal. 

 
7.27. New planting within a development proposal may provide additional 

nesting and foraging habitats. Nest boxes could be erected as part of 
any development proposals to increase the nesting opportunity within 
the site. All nest boxes should be situated out of direct sunlight and out 
of the reach of predators, particularly cats. 

 
7.28. It is considered that with the adoption of the above recommendations, 

which would be easily deliverable within a development, there would be 
no significant adverse impacts on birds within the site. 

 
7.29. Hazel Dormouse. The hedgerows and woodland within the site have 

potential to support Dormice on account of their level of connectivity 
with the wider landscape. It is recommended that Dormouse surveys 
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are undertaken to ascertain the presence or absence of the species 
within the site. Surveys should be undertaken within the optimal period 
between May and September. 

 
7.30. In any case, hedgerow links between the woodlands will be retained 

and enhanced, where possible, as part of any proposed development. 
Additional planting would provide more suitable habitat for Dormice, and 
could include species favoured by Dormice as a nesting and foraging 
resource. 

 
7.31. The establishment of a management regime for the woodland in the 

southern part of the site could include coppicing management, which 
would provide beneficial habitats for Dormice. 

 
7.32. As such, it is not considered that any detrimental impact would occur to 

Dormice, even if the presence of the species within the site was 
confirmed through survey. 

 
7.33. Reptiles.  The field margins and areas of ruderal vegetation offer some 

opportunities for common reptiles. It is recommended that reptile 
surveys are undertaken to ascertain the presence of absence of reptiles 
within the site. Surveys should be undertaken during the optimal period 
between April and September. 

 
7.34. In any case, strategic open space within any development will include 

areas of meadow grassland as part of a planting scheme. Through 
appropriate management, the area and quality of suitable habitat for 
reptiles within the site will be increased.  

 
7.35. There is also scope to improve the value of the woodland in the 

southern part of the site for reptiles, as part of the management plan. 
This may be of particular value for Grass Snakes, if present, given the 
pond habitats present in this part of the site. 

 
7.36. It is considered that with the adoption of the above recommendations, 

which would be easily deliverable within a development, there would be 
no significant adverse impacts on reptiles within the site, if their 
presence within the site was confirmed by survey work 

 
7.37. Great Crested Newts. To confirm the presence of this species, and the 

size of the population, and thus the level of mitigation that would be 
required, further survey work would be required. All on site ponds 
should be surveyed where possible, and off site pond if access can be 
arranged. Such survey work is seasonally constrained and can only be 
undertaken between mid-March and mid-June with a proportion of these 
visits necessary between mid-April and mid-May to accord with current 
survey guidelines issued by Natural England. 

 
7.38. If Great Crested Newts were recorded then mitigation measures would 

likely require the retention of breeding ponds (and others if appropriate), 
and suitable terrestrial habitat associated with the ponds, including 
areas of scrub, grassland and hedgerows. In addition, an area of open 
space linked to the above habitats may need to be set aside in order to 
provide additional aquatic and terrestrial habitats for this species and to 
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offset any losses of suitable habitat that are unavoidable. It is 
considered that there is ample scope in any strategic open space along 
the western boundary of the site to accommodate suitable mitigation 
habitat, should this be necessary.  

 
7.39. It is considered that with the adoption of the above recommendations, 

which would be easily deliverable within a development, there would be 
no significant adverse impacts on Great Crested Newts within the site, if 
the presence of the species within the site was confirmed by survey 
work. 

 
7.40. In conclusion, all relevant ecological issues have been addressed and 

any further survey work required has been recommended. It is also 
concluded that, even if the protected species surveys confirm the 
presence of such species, with the implementation of the mitigation and 
recommendations set out in this report, there is no evidence to suggest 
that there would be any overriding ecological constraints in relation to a 
development of the site. 
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Information received from Sussex Biodiversity Record Centre 
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5312 Plumpton Green

 

 

 

5312 Plumpton Green 

 

http://magic.defra.gov.uk/servlet/com.esri.esrimap.Esrimap?ServiceName=magoverview&Form=True&Encode=False20/10/2011 14:03:34



 

5312 - Plumpton Green, East Sussex

 

© Crown Copyright and database right 2011. Ordnance Survey Licence number 100022021. © Crown copyright. Licence 

number 100022432. 

© Natural England 2007. This page was produced from the Nature on the Map website at 19/10/2011 02:11:15  

 

Page 1 of 1Nature on the Map :: Maps :: Print

19/10/2011http://www.natureonthemap.naturalengland.org.uk/print.aspx?BBOX=532567.459921...


	5312.Plan ECO1.pdf
	Page 1

	5312.Plan ECO2.pdf
	Page 1

	MAGIC map.PDF
	magic.defra.gov.uk
	5312 Plumpton Green



