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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Terms of Instruction 

1.1.1 This report has been commissioned by ASR Recycling (April 2012) to provide a 

ecological baseline assessment of a proposed demolition and change of use of 

buildings at Saxon Brickworks, Whittlesey (see Location Plan at Appendix 1).   

1.2 Report Limitations 

1.2.1 This is an ecological report and as such no reliance should be given to comments 

relating to buildings, engineering, soils or other unrelated matters.   

1.3 Qualifications 

1.3.1 The authors of this report are detailed below: 

 James A Whiteford BSc (Hons) MIEEM MSB 

Primary Author/Primary Surveyor 

 James R M Patmore BSc(Hons) CEnv MIEEM CBiol MSB 

 Secondary Author 

 Katherine Breslin BSc (Hons) 

 Secondary Surveyor 

 John Lockhart FRICS CEnv  

 Project Director 

 Alison Barrett BSc(Hons) 

 Graphics 

1.4 The Site 

1.4.1 The site is approximately 7.8 ha in size and is a former Hanson brickwork site 

situated to the west of Whittlesey. 

1.4.2 The site is currently disused other than for temporary brick storage. 

The landscape surrounding the site is former quarry, cliffs, areas of scrub and short 

vegetation mosaic, residential areas, open water habitats (to the north and west) ad 

residential (to the east). 

 

2. APPROACH 

2.1.1 To assess the ecological issues associated with the site and to inform any further 

assessments the following tasks were undertaken: 

 A Desk Study 

 An Extended Phase 1 Habitat Survey including detailed building inspections 
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3. METHODOLOGY 

3.1 Desk Study 

3.1.1 The purpose of the desk study was to collect baseline data held by statutory and 

non-statutory consultees and to obtain any views they may have about the 

proposals. A secondary purpose of the desk study was to collect records of species 

that may not be present at the time of survey.  

3.1.2 Information was requested for the site as well as a 2km radius around the site in 

line with the IEEM guidance (2012). This information was gathered from the 

following organisations (with the full information presented in Appendix 3):  

 Cambridgeshire and Environmental Records Centre (CPERC) 

 MAGIC 

3.2 Extended Phase 1 Habitat Survey 

3.2.1 The aim of the Extended Phase 1 Habitat Survey was to provide information to 

establish the ecological value of the site and to determine any further assessments.  

During the Phase 1 Habitat Survey the dominant plant species present were 

recorded and the habitats classified according to their vegetation types.  

3.2.2 This information is presented in accordance with the standard Phase 1 Habitat 

Survey format with habitat descriptions and a habitat map with Target Notes (Joint 

Nature Conservation Committee, 1993), see Appendix III. 

3.2.3 As part of the survey any evidence of protected species was also recorded and a 

general assessment of the site’s likelihood of supporting protected species was also 

made.   

3.2.4 In addition invasive weeds were also searched for during the Phase 1 Habitat 

Survey.  

3.2.5 The site survey also followed further guidance as set out in the Institute of Ecology 

and Environmental Management’s Guidelines for Preliminary Ecological Appraisal 

(2012). 

3.3 Habitat Assessment Evaluation Criteria 

3.3.1 A five point evaluation scale has been applied to assist with the identification of key 

features of ecological significance in relation to the proposed development, 

following guidance outlined in IEEM (2006) guidelines.  This is an arbitrary scale 

which experience has shown is effective at this level of assessment.  

3.3.2 The five point scale is outlined below:  

 low value;  

 intermediate value;  

 high value (Local/District importance e.g. Local Wildlife Site);  

 very high value (County importance e.g. Local Nature Reserve); and  

 exceptional value (National importance e.g. Site of Special Scientific Interest 
(SSSI)).  
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4. RESULTS 

4.1 Desk Study Results 

4.1.1 The full information collected during the desk study is presented at Appendix 3 and 

summarised below.  

Ecological designations  

4.1.2 The records search identified 1 statutory protected site (e.g. National Nature 

Reserve, RAMSAR or SSSI) within 2km of the study area. 

1. Nene Washes (RAMSAR/SPA/SAC/SSSI):  The site is a large site, over 

1500ha, and is one of the country’s few remaining areas of washland habitat, 

and is essential to the survival nationally and internationally of populations of 

wildfowl and waders. It is located approximately 1.5km to the north of the study 

area. 

4.1.3 Four designated non-statutory sites (i.e. County Wildlife Sites (CWS) have been 

identified within the 2km study area (see plan and further detail at Appendix 3) 

which are summarised as: 

1. Common Wash (CWS):  The site is just under 30ha and supports at least 20 

mature pollard willows.  It is located approximately 1.2km north-east of the study 

area. 

2. Kings Dyke Nature Reserve (CWS/ regionally important geological site): The 

site is just under 40ha with at least 3 species of nationally scarce vascular 

plants, Potamogeton.  It has a mosaic habitat with areas of topogenous fen. 

This site is located approximately 0.4km north of the study area.   

3. Long Gravel Pit (CWS): The site is just over 5ha and supports at least 3 species 

of Potamogeton. The site is located approximately 1.8km north-west of the 

study site. 

4. Wash Road Pollard Willows (CWS):  A small site that consists of semi-natural 
habitats with at least 5 mature pollard willows.  It is located approximately 1.8km 
north-east of the study area. 

Protected Species 

4.1.4 The record search located 8 recordings of amphibians within 2km of the study area; 

4 records of great crested newts Triturus cristatus all found under 1km from the 

study area (associated with the Kings Dyke Nature Reserve), 2 records of frogs 

Rana temporaria and 2 records of toads Bufo bufo. 

4.1.5 The local area has been found to support 2 species of reptiles; 3 records of grass 

snake Natrix natrix (UK BAP) and 3 records of common lizard Zootoca vivipara (UK 

BAP).  Grass snakes are known to be present in the grass/scrub habitat to the east 

of the application site based on Hanson records for the site. 

4.1.6 The search identified over 8000 birds within 2km of the study area including barn 

owl Tyto alba, gargeney Anas querquedula and red kite Milvus milvus (these are 

schedule 1 birds protected by the Wildlife and Coutryside Act 1981).  The majority 

of these birds are found in the statutory sites Kings Dyke Nature Reserve and the 

Nene Washes. 
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4.1.7 The local area also supports several notable species of wild mammal including 

badgers Meles meles (x1 rec.), water vole Arvicola terrestris(x13 rec., UK BAP, 

mostly found within Kings Dyke) and 5 records of bats only 1 determined to genus 

level, pipistrelle Pipistrellus spp) 

4.1.8 Other notable species within 2km of the study area included 1 species of flowering 

plant Oenanthe fistulosa and 35 records of UKBAP insects including grey dagger 

moth Acronicta psi and broom moth Melanchra pisi. 

4.2 Field Survey Limitations 

4.2.1 The Phase 1 survey was conducted on 21st of May 2012 in suitable weather 

conditions (22°C, sunny with a slight breeze, warm).  The survey has 

comprehensively covered all broad habitats present at the site. 

4.3 Habitat Descriptions 

4.3.1 Habitats identified during the Phase 1 habitat survey are detailed below in 

alphabetical order: 

 Broad-leaved Plantation 

 Buildings 

 Hard standing 

4.3.2 The full Phase 1 Habitat Survey Map detailing the location of the above habitats 

and other features of ecological interest is presented at Appendix 4.  The habitat 

descriptions below should be read in conjunction with this plan and associated 

target notes. 

Broad-leaved Plantation 

4.3.3 A narrow strip of broad-leaved plantation is situated on the eastern boundary of the 

site.  Species include hazel Corylus avellana, goat willow Salix caprea,  

4.3.4 The habitat feature was small but could provide some nesting and foraging habitat 

for commoner bird species in an otherwise built up site. 

Habitat value: Low to moderate  

Buildings 

4.3.5 A range of structures are present on site including brick built kilns and tall chimneys, 

metal sheds and brick buildings. 

4.3.6 All buildings at the site were subject to a detailed external and internal inspection for 

signs of use by protected species.  The findings of these inspections are 

summarised in the table at Appendix 5. 

4.3.7 Species findings are set out in more detail below. 

Habitat value: Low to moderate 

Hardstanding 

4.3.8 Large areas of the site are hardstanding, comprising of roads, yard areas, car 

parking areas and storage pads. 
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4.3.9 Generally the hardstanding is in good condition with limited vegetation associated 

with the feature. 

Habitat value: Low-Negligible   

4.4 Protected Species and Other Faunal Interest 

Amphibians & Reptiles 

4.4.1 Generally the application site provides very limited habitat for amphibian and reptile 

species. 

4.4.2 The open mosaic habitats to the east of the site include rough grass, scattered 

scrub and small wetland areas. 

4.4.3 These areas are likely to provide habitat for commoner amphibians and presence of 

grass snake is known.  These areas will not be disturbed during the proposed 

operations at the site. 

Badgers 

4.4.4 No evidence of badger activity was identified as part of the site survey.  

4.4.5 The adjacent habitat areas to the site are likely to provide foraging habitat for 

badgers. 

Bat Species 

4.4.6 The Phase 1 extended survey did not identify any trees with roosting potential for 

bats within the application site. 

4.4.7 The buildings were subject to detailed external and internal inspections. The full 

results of this assessment are presented in Appendix 5. 

4.4.8 No evidence of usage by bats was found in any of the structures. The building 

within the study area are either of all metal construction (9/21 building assessed), or 

a mixture of brick and metal.  

4.4.9 No evidence of bat roosting was identified in association with any of the structures 

although a detailed appraisal of the recently decommissioned (Nov 2011) brick kilns 

was not conducted due to Health and Safety grounds. 

4.4.10 The buildings of all metal construction do have potential access points for these 

species but are considered to be of low suitability due to a lack of enclosed roof 

voids, roof linings or other cavities where these species may seek to roost. In 

addition several metal structures were found to be very open and as a consequence 

light and draughty further reducing their suitability as roost sites for bats. 

4.4.11 The brick built structures varied in structure and size from single storey shed to two-

three storey structures. The inspection did identify potential bat access points in to 

these structures either through open doorways, or bays or through gaps around 

windows and doors.  

4.4.12 Close inspection of the brick buildings also failed to identify any evidence of usage 

by bats associated with the interior or the exterior of these structures. Overall they 

were found to be light, well pointed and lacking internal features attractive to 

roosting bats. The only structure found to have an enclosed internal roof void was 

the old office/canteen. This void was searched in detail with no evidence of usage 
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by bats found. The roof void was cluttered and generally offered comparatively few 

suitable roost sites for bats. 

4.4.13 The two brick kilns do have open access for bats (and other species) along the east 

and west face. These features also provide potential roosting sites for these species 

as there are gaps between bricks where any historic mortar has vaporised. The 

structures also have flues which extend beneath the structures. A detailed 

inspection of this structure was not possible owing to the instability of the walls. 

Bird Species  

4.4.14 Bird species present at site including wood pigeon Columba palumbus, carrion crow 

Corvus corone, kestrel Falco tinnunculus and peregrine falcon Falco peregrinus. 

4.4.15 Nesting was confirmed in two buildings, with kestrel nesting in Building 6 (see target 

note of Phase 1 Habitat Plan) and wood pigeon nesting Building 5. 

4.4.16 Peregrine falcons are known to use the chimneys as feeding perches and are also 

known to use the chimneys at the Kings Dyke brick works.  The chimneys do not 

appear to provide suitable nest sites and discussions with Hanson staff have 

indicated that during maintenance checks no nest features have been encountered 

on the chimneys.   

Other faunal interest 

4.4.17 No other species issues were identified as part of the survey and generally the low 

value habitats present at site are unlikely to support a wide range of species. 
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5. RELEVANT LEGISLATION 

5.1.1 Based on actual sightings, signs of and the presence of potentially suitable habitats 

for protected species noted during the survey, the following legislation may apply to 

the development aspirations for the site. 

Breeding Birds 

5.1.2 The Primary legislation affecting wild birds in England, Scotland and Wales is the 

Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended). In January 2001 the Countryside 

and Rights of Way Act 2000 (CRoW) included amendments, which strengthened 

the law in England and Wales.   

5.1.3 All birds, their nests and eggs, are protected by law and it is therefore an offence, 

with certain exemptions, to; 

 Intentionally kill, injure or take any wild bird 

 Intentionally take, damage or destroy the nest of any wild bird whilst in use or 

being built 

 Intentionally take or destroy the egg of any wild bird 

 Have in one’s possession or control an egg or part of an egg which has been 

taken in contravention of the Act 

5.1.4 In addition to the general protection afforded to birds, some rare breeding birds are 

further protected by special penalties.  These birds are listed in Schedule 1 of the 

Act and are usually referred to generically as Schedule 1 species.  

5.1.5 It is an offence to; 

 Intentionally (or recklessly (CRoW Act 2000)) disturb any Schedule 1 species 

while it is nest building or is at, or near, a nest with eggs or young; or 

 To intentionally disturb the dependent young of such a bird.  

Bats 

5.1.6 All species of bats are protected by Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 and 

Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010.  According to the Wildlife 

and Countryside Act 1981 it is an offence to; 

 Intentionally kill, injure or take any species of wild bat 

 Have in one’s possession or control any live or dead species of wild bat 

5.1.7 Additionally the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 states that 

it is illegal to intentionally disturb any species of bats and to damage or destroy a 

place of breeding or resting. 
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6. EVALUATION 

6.1 Local Context 

6.1.1 The site is set within an area of active and historic brick quarries and residential 

areas.   

6.2 Habitats 

6.2.1 The desk study identified habitats of local importance to be areas of flooded brick 

quarries, washland habitat, reedbeds and wetland features. 

6.2.2 Generally the existing site is dominated by low value habitats (e.g. hard standing 

and buildings). The survey did not identify any habitats within the study area 

considered to be of local, regional or national ecological value. 

6.3 Protected Sites 

6.3.1 Given the close proximity of the proposed works to the Nene Washes 

SSSI/RAMSAR/SPA further information is provided at Appendix 6 with regard to 

potential impacts on this European Protected Site. 

6.4 Species  

6.4.1 The desk study identified a range of protected species records in the local area 

including great crested newt, reptile and water vole. The records search also found 

a large number of bird species mostly associated with the Nene washes (see plan 

and details at Appendix 2). 

6.4.2 It should be noted that absence of records certainly does not equate to absence of 

species in a study area.  The site has been assessed on the suitability of the 

habitats to support such protected species and the likelihood of those species being 

present.   

Amphibians & Reptiles 

6.4.3 The areas of existing hard standing and bareground are not considered suitable for 

these species and the proposed works will not affect any areas of suitable habitat 

located to the east of the site. 

Badgers 

6.4.4 No evidence of badger activity was noted within the study area. The balance of the 

low value habitat within the site would provide no opportunities for this species. 

Bat Species 

6.4.5 No evidence of these species was found as part of the assessment. The majority of 

the structures are considered to be of low potential for these species due to the 

nature of their construction and lack of sheltered, undisturbed potential roost sites 

for these species. 

6.4.6 The brick kilns were identified as being of slightly higher potential for bats, as 

access in to these structures is freely available, and the combination of cavities 

above and below ground may offer roosting opportunities for bats.  
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6.4.7 The main potential value of these sites for bats is as winter hibernation sites as the 

thick walls of these structures are likely to provide thermally stable and undisturbed 

roost sites for torpid bats. 

6.4.8 It is understood that the two brick kilns were decommissioned in November 2011. 

As decommissioning took place following the period when bats would normally seek 

out suitable hibernation sites (i.e. September-October) the likelihood of these 

structure having already been used as a hibernation site is considered to be low. 

6.4.9 As bats can be active throughout the year, with activity traditionally increasing from 

February onwards there is some potential for bats to have encountered the kilns 

following their decommissioning. 

6.4.10 As no detail assessment of the kilns has been undertaken discussion was held with 

Phil Parker of Phil Parker Associates (Ecology Consultant of Hanson) to secure 

some further information about the site (Telephone conversation – 15.06.12). 

6.4.11 Phil has worked extensively in the local area, including the study area and so has a 

strong understanding of the ecology of the local area. 

6.4.12 As part of this discussion Phil provided additional information about his experience 

of the local bat population including any information he had regarding these species 

and the kilns within the study area.  

6.4.13 Phil confirmed that the local area was comparatively poor for bats, with several 

common species (e.g. common and soprano pipistrelle, noctule & brown long eared 

bats) recorded on an occasional basis.  

6.4.14 Phil also mentioned that historically bats had been found during the day on the 

outside walls of the kilns (on rare occasions), likely seeking warmth. It is considered 

that now that these features have been decommissioned the likelihood of the kilns 

being used for this purpose is considered to have declined. 

6.4.15 Through discussion Phil also confirmed that he considered that the kilns could be 

suitable as a potential hibernation site for bats, but that their suitability as summer 

roosting sites was comparatively low. Phil also reiterated that as the kilns had only 

been recently decommissioned the chance of the kilns being used by hibernating 

bats was low. 

6.4.16 When the various factors are taken in to account including the timing of the 

decommissioning, the low suitability of the immediately surrounding habitat (i.e. no 

mature trees, abundance of buildings and hardstanding) and the comparatively low 

levels of bat activity in the local area, the overall current roosting potential of the two 

brick kilns is considered to be low. 

Bird Species 

6.4.17 Buildings within the study areas are known to provide suitable nesting opportunities 

for two bird species, wood pigeon and kestrel.  These buildings will not be subject to 

demolition. 

6.4.18 The broad-leaved woodland area is being retained and as such will not impact on 

any common bird species that may use this feature for breeding. 
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7. CONCLUSIONS 

7.1.1 The site is generally dominated by low value habitat (hardstanding and buildings). 

7.1.2 Protected species have been identified at the site with regard to confirmed nesting 

birds. 

7.1.3 None of the structures within the study area were found to support evidence of 

roosting bats, and overall they are considered to be currently of low roosting 

potential for these species. It is considered that if the two brick kilns were to be left 

undisturbed they may provide a potential hibernation site for bats. 

7.1.4 As issues have been identified a number of ecological protection measures are 

therefore required to facilitate the proposed works at the site as set out below: 

8. RECOMMENDATIONS: 

8.1 Birds 

General  

8.1.1 No nesting birds were identified in the buildings scheduled for demolition.  A 

number of historic nests are present and as such ahead of demolition all buildings 

will be checked again to ensure absence of nesting birds. 

8.1.2 Building 6 will also be checked ahead of any external works to assess the status of 

kestrel breeding within the building.  If an active nest remains present then the area 

immediately surrounding the nest will be excluded to ensure no damage occurs. 

Kestrel 

8.1.3 Kestrel has been confirmed as nesting in Building 6.  As the proposed change of 

use will include the internal use of existing buildings on site it is considered that an 

external kestrel box should be erected on the side of building 6 to provide a 

compensatory nest site for kestrel to use in 2013 breeding season. 

Peregrine Falcon 

8.1.4 The chimneys are being retained and as such will continue to provide perch/feeding 

post for peregrine falcons.  Given the height of the chimneys and also the on-going 

vehicular movements at the site the proposed change of use is unlikely to preclude 

peregrine from using the towers. 

8.1.5 As a precaution, a pre-works inspection (in association with the above bird checks) 

will be required to ensure that the no breeding status remains.  If evidence of 

breeding is identified then a method statement to reduce potential impacts on any 

active nest will be produced for agreement with the LPA ahead of works 

commencing at the site. 

8.2 Bats 

All structures except brick kilns 

8.2.1 The suitability of the structures to be demolished for roosting bats is considered to 

be low. As part of the checks for nesting birds (see 8.1.1 above) a check for 

roosting bats within these structures will also be completed ahead of demolition.  
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8.2.2 In addition to this check the demolition team will be given a site induction which will 

detail their responsibilities as regards bats. As part of this induction contact 

information and an action list will be supplied detailing measures to be taken if in 

the unlikely event any bats are encountered as part of the demolition works.  

Two brick kilns 

8.2.3 The current potential for roosting bats within the two brick kilns is considered to be 

low. The kilns have been identified as potentially suitable for hibernating bats and 

so it is recommended that demolition operations commence as soon as possible 

and ahead of the period when bats would traditionally be seeking out potential 

winter hibernation sites (i.e. Mid-September-early November).  

8.2.4 If in the event, demolition works are proposed to commence after mid-September 

2012 further suitable assessment of the kilns for usage by bats should be 

undertaken. Ahead of the demolition works the kilns will be checked, as far as is 

possible (taking in to account the current Health and Safety concerns) for evidence 

of roosting bats. If in the event bats are discovered as part of these checks, all 

works will halt, with advice sought from Natural England. 
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APPENDIX 1: LOCATION PLAN 
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APPENDIX 2:  APPLICATION SITE 
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Site Location Plan: Land at Saxon Brickworks, Whittlesey            Site Boundary 
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APPENDIX 3:  DESK STUDY RESULTS 
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    Standard Data Search Report Cambridgeshire & Peterborough Environmental Records Centre

  

  
 
Site Reference: Saxon Brickworks, Whittlesey    Lockhart Garratt Ltd 
Date: 16/05/2012 
 
Designated sites found within 2km radius of site boundary 

 
Ramsars 
Site Name Area (Ha) Grid Rference 

Nene Washes 1509.58 tf319001 

 
SPAs  
Site Name Area (Ha) Grid Rference 

Nene Washes 1509.58 tf319001 

 
SACs  
Site Name Area (Ha) Grid Rference 

Nene Washes 75.5875 tf344004 

 
SSSIs  
Site Name Grid Ref Area (Ha) Reasons for selection 

Nene Washes 
(Whittlesey) TF319001 1512.1 

Represents one of the country’s few remaining areas of washland habitat, and is essential to the survival nationally and 
internationally of populations of wildfowl and waders. Many of the ditches hold a rich flora which includes uncommon species. 

 
NNRs                 None Found 

 
County Wildlife Sites 
Site Name Grid Ref Area (Ha) Reasons for selection 

Common Wash TL2698 29.72 The site qualifies as CWS because it supports at least 20 mature pollard willows. 

Kings Dyke Nature 
Reserve TL250976 39.69 

At least 3 species of Potamogeton; a Nationally Scarce vascular plant; a vascular plant rare in the county; topogenous fen 
with >0.5 ha Common Reed Swamp; is more than 10ha with a habitat mosaic of which one of which is of CWS status in its 
own right. 

Long Gravel Pit TL241981 5.18 
The site qualifies as CWS because it contains a waterbody which supports at least three species of Pondweed 
(Potamogeton spp.). 

Wash Road Pollard 
Willows TL272982 2.79 

The site qualifies as CWS because it supports at least 5 mature pollard willows in association with other semi-natural 
habitat. 

 
LNRs                 None Found 



 
Protected Road Verges               None Found 
 
Regionally Important Geological Sites 
Name Grid Ref Area Ha 

Kings Dyke TL250977 undefined 
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Statutory sites- 1.8km north SPA and SSSI 



Non-statutory sites- important bird area 1.8km north 

   



Great Britain- 1.8km north= RSPB reserve, SPA, important bird area 

 



Habitat inventories- south 0.3km fens, 0.4km north fens and reedbeds, 1.8km north fens, purple moor grass and rush pasture and lowland meadows 

 

  



 



Taxon Group Common Name Scientific Name Location Grid ReferencePrecision Date Abundance Comments Selected Designations

terrestrial mammal Bat unspecified Chiroptera *Contact Bat Group* TL2696 100m 17/07/1990 Bonn2, HabsRegs2, WCA5

terrestrial mammal Bat unspecified Chiroptera *Contact Bat Group* TL2796 100m 24/07/1984 Bonn2, HabsRegs2, WCA5

terrestrial mammal Bat unspecified Chiroptera *Contact Bat Group* TL2796 100m 20/07/1993 Bonn2, HabsRegs2, WCA5

terrestrial mammal Bat unspecified Chiroptera Whittlesey TL268968 100m 04/07/2009 Roost. PE7 1EJ Bonn2, HabsRegs2, HSD4, WCA5

terrestrial mammal Eurasian Badger Meles Meles *Contact Mammal Group* TL29 100m 02/04/2011 PBA

terrestrial mammal Pipistrelle sp Pipistrellus *Contact Bat Group* TL2696 100m 25/09/2007 Bonn2, HabsRegs2, LBAP, WCA5

terrestrial mammal Water Vole Arvicola terrestris Briggate River TL268966 - TL276961line 13/10/2005 North bank latrines, feeding signsLBAP, Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

terrestrial mammal Water Vole Arvicola terrestris Briggate River TL269966 100m 1999 Present LBAP, Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

terrestrial mammal Water Vole Arvicola terrestris Briggate River, Angle Corner bridge to Ashline LockTL309956 - TL273964line 08/10/1999 Latrines, burrows, feeding stations, runways in vegetationLBAP, Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

terrestrial mammal Water Vole Arvicola terrestris Briggate River/King's Dyke Drain, Ashline Lock to Fields End BridgeTL273964 - TL238968line 09/10/1999 Latrines, burrows, feeding stations, runways in vegetationLBAP, Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

terrestrial mammal Water Vole Arvicola terrestris Ditch TL263964 - TL260957line 14/04/2005 68 latrines, holes, runsLBAP, Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

terrestrial mammal Water Vole Arvicola terrestris Kings Dyke TL223963 - TL238967line 16/10/2005 Holes, runs whole lengthLBAP, Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

terrestrial mammal Water Vole Arvicola terrestris Kings Dyke TL238968 100m 1997 Presence recorded LBAP, Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

terrestrial mammal Water Vole Arvicola terrestris Kings Dyke TL245966 100m 1999 Present LBAP, Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

terrestrial mammal Water Vole Arvicola terrestris Kings Dyke TL257967 100m 1999 Present LBAP, Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

terrestrial mammal Water Vole Arvicola terrestris Kings Dyke TL263968 100m 1999 Present LBAP, Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

terrestrial mammal Water Vole Arvicola terrestris Kings Dyke and Crease BankTL238967 - TL264967line 15/10/2005 Holes, runs, feeding signs, latrinesLBAP, Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

terrestrial mammal Water Vole Arvicola terrestris Kings Dyke, Fields End Bridge to StangroundTL238968 - TL209974line 10/10/1999 Latrines, burrows, feeding stations, runways in vegetationLBAP, Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

terrestrial mammal Water Vole Arvicola terrestris Pit TL252977 100m 2002 All around pit LBAP, Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

reptile Common Lizard Zootoca vivipara Whittlesey Brick Pits TL242971 100m 2000 Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

reptile Common Lizard Zootoca vivipara Whittlesey Brick Pits TL250976 100m 2009 Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

reptile Common Lizard Zootoca vivipara Whittlesey Brick Pits TL255970 100m 2005 Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

reptile Grass Snake Natrix natrix Whittlesey Brick Pits TL242975 100m 2008 Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

reptile Grass Snake Natrix natrix Whittlesey Brick Pits TL250976 100m 2009 Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

reptile Grass Snake Natrix natrix Whittlesey Brick Pits TL255970 100m 2006 Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

insect - true fly (Diptera)Campsicnemus magiusCampsicnemus magius Kings Dyke Nature ReserveTL250976 100m 02/08/1995 - 04/08/1995 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Beaded Chestnut Agrochola lychnidis Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Blood-Vein Timandra comae Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Broom Moth Ceramica pisi Kings Dyke Nature ReserveTL250976 100m 02/08/1995 - 04/08/1995 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Broom Moth Melanchra pisi Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Brown-spot Pinion Agrochola litura Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Buff Ermine Spilosoma luteum Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Cinnabar Tyria jacobaeae Kings Dyke Nature ReserveTL250976 100m 02/08/1995 - 04/08/1995 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Cinnabar Tyria jacobaeae Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Dark Spinach Pelurga comitata Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Dark-barred Twin-spot CarpetXanthorhoe ferrugata Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Dot Moth Melanchra persicariae Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Double Dart Graphiphora augur Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Dusky Brocade Apamea remissa Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Dusky Thorn Ennomos fuscantaria Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Four-spotted Tyta luctuosa Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 31/05/1988 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Garden Dart Euxoa nigricans Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Garden Tiger Arctia caja Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Ghost Moth Hepialus humuli Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Green-brindled CrescentAllophyes oxyacanthae Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Grey Dagger Acronicta psi Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Knot Grass Acronicta rumicis Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Lackey Malacosoma neustria Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Large Nutmeg Apamea anceps Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Mottled Rustic Caradrina morpheus Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Mouse Moth Amphipyra tragopoginis Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Rosy Rustic Hydraecia micacea Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Rustic Hoplodrina blanda Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Sallow Xanthia icteritia Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Shaded Broad-bar Scotopteryx chenopodiataNene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Small Square-spot Diarsia rubi Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth Spinach Eulithis mellinata Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - moth White Ermine Spilosoma lubricipeda Nene Washes 21a East DelphTL270978 100m 1987 Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - butterfly Wall Lasiommata megera King's Dyke TL248982 100m 29/04/2009 1 Count Sect.41, UKBAP

insect - butterfly Wall Lasiommata megera Kings Dyke Nature ReserveTL250976 100m 02/08/1995 - 04/08/1995 Sect.41, UKBAP

flowering plant Tubular Water-DropwortOenanthe fistulosa Kings Dyke Nature ReserveTL2597 1km 22/07/1998 field note 37a Sect.41, UKBAP

amphibian Common Frog Rana temporaria Whittlesey Brick Pits TL241982 100m 2008 HSD5

amphibian Common Frog Rana temporaria Whittlesey Brick Pits TL250976 100m 2009 HSD5

amphibian Common Toad Bufo bufo Kings Dyke Nature ReserveTL250976 100m 02/08/1995 - 04/08/1995 Sect.41, UKBAP

amphibian Common Toad Bufo bufo Whittlesey Brick Pits TL250976 100m 2009 Sect.41, UKBAP

amphibian Great Crested Newt Triturus cristatus Whittlesey Brick Pits TL242975 100m 2009 Berne2, HabsRegs2, HSD2p, HSD4, LBAP, Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

amphibian Great Crested Newt Triturus cristatus Whittlesey Brick Pits TL245976 100m 2008 Berne2, HabsRegs2, HSD2p, HSD4, LBAP, Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

amphibian Great Crested Newt Triturus cristatus Whittlesey Brick Pits TL250976 100m 2009 Berne2, HabsRegs2, HSD2p, HSD4, LBAP, Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5

amphibian Great Crested Newt Triturus cristatus Whittlesey Brick Pits TL252980 100m 2008 Berne2, HabsRegs2, HSD2p, HSD4, LBAP, Sect.41, UKBAP, WCA5
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APPENDIX 4:  PHASE 1 HABITAT SURVEY PLAN 
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APPENDIX 5: BUILDING INSPECTION PLAN & TABLE 
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Building Plan 

 

 

Buildings scheduled for demolition: 

 Building 1 

 Building 3 

 Building 10 

 Building 13 

 Building 7 (part) 



Saxonbrick Works - Building Survey Table

22.05.12

Building Description Access Roosting Evidence Overall bat potential

1 Metal container Couple of holes at east end. None Negligible

Brick to east and west gables, 

metal sides, north and south and 

roof.

Cavities in west end between brick and metal sheeting, None low-negligible

2 All metal construction with  

corrugated asbestos pitched roof, 

gables north and south, sky lights 

in each pitch, open on all 4 sides, 

no internal roof void, roof unlined

All 4 sides Few redundant birds nests None Negligible - v draft, open, no 

enclosed voids or roof lining

3 Brick kiln - Decommissioned 2012. 

Large structure - approximately 

185m long by 60m width. Consists 

of a series of closed and open 

tunnels which run from east to west 

through the structure

East and west elevation tunnels are open from flow to apex of the curve. Numerous suitable cracks 

and crevices between 

brick work

None found only 

limited assessment 

possible due to 

health & safety 

concerns

Low - Based on 

decommissioing date, local 

habitat & further information 

about local bat populations 

from P.Parker

4 All metal construction with  

corrugated asbestos pitched roof, 

gables north and south, sky lights 

in each pitch, open on all 4 sides, 

no internal roof void, roof unlined

All 4 sides Historic bird nesting1st, 

3rd, 4, 5n truss at apex, 

6th kestrel feeding perch 

from south gable end.

None found Negligible

5 Metal building with pitched roof. 

Polycarbonate windows on east 

and west sides and in roof.  Gable 

end to north and south. No roof 

void or lining, can not see ridge 

from exterior due to obsticles. 

Open doorway SE corner None found Low/ neg

Interior- concrete and metal bays 1 

storey high.

Wood pigeons nesting None found Low/ neg

Small brick building attached to 

north, with wooden doors, unlined 

half pitched metal roof,

Gaps between the 2 buildings along height of wall, window with wooden 

grates

None found Low/ neg

6 Metal building with pitched roof, no 

roof void or lining and 

polycarbonate windows.

Open door to the north.  Gaps in west gable end where tubes go to silos 

(where kestrel nesting)

Kestrel nest on tube off 

silo attaching to west 

gable

None found low/ neg

Small brick building to s of main, 

metal roof

North side open and glassless windows None found low/neg

Survey Conditions: 14-24c sunny, no cloud,  slight breeze

1



7 1-3 storey, brick with asbestos 

cladding in places with asbestos 

pitched roof. 

Open windows and gaps round doorways. On east face there is lifted metal 

work on the where single storey roof meets building.  3rd story lifted cladding 

along west side above gable end.  Large gap on north face between wall 

plate and asbestos roof.  Gaps between asbestos cladding  and wall on the 

north face (2628, 2629). 6 breather tiles on the north and south side.  

Polycarbonate roof lights.  Ridge between building 6 where asbestos ridge 

cap has become unscrewed exposing west gable end (2632).  East aspect- 

open windows and doors. 2 gaps on gable end and small gaps between brick 

and cladding. South west face has wooden grates and holes in walls.  Open 

window on south face at single storey level.  Gap between 2nd and 3rd 

storey between ridge tile n wall gap.

None found low/neg

Single story half pitched workshop 

ajoining to north side of building. 

Unlined metal roof, no roof void, 

still regularly used.

Quite restricted hole in window. None found Low/ neg

Interior- roof unlined, lit with 

artificial and natural light, 

numerous small rooms, underneath 

tunnels.  Parts of the buildings are 

open across all 3 storeys.  

None found low/ neg

8 Metal building, polycarbonate 

windows on east and west sides.  

Gable ends north and south, 

pitched roof, polycarbonate 

windows in roof, no roof void or 

lining

Assess around door to north, plastic fronting but with assess round sides, None found Low/ neg

Small brick building attached to 

north, with wooden doors, unlined 

half pitched metal roof,

Gaps between the 2 buildings along height of wall, window with wooden 

grates

None found Low/ neg

9 All metal construction with  

corrugated asbestos pitched roof, 

gables north and south, sky lights 

in each pitch, open on all 4 sides, 

no internal roof void, roof unlined

All 4 sides Historic bird nesting, Very 

drafty

None found Low/ neg

10 Brick kiln - Decommissioned 2012. 

Large structure - approximately 

185m long by 60m width. Consists 

of a series of closed and open 

tunnels which run from east to west 

through the structure

East and west elevation tunnels are open from flow to apex of the curve. Numerous suitable cracks 

and crevices between 

brick work

None found only 

limited assessment 

possible due to 

health & safety 

concerns

Low - Based on 

decommissioing date, local 

habitat & further information 

about local bat populations 

from P.Parker

11 All metal construction, corrugated 

asbestos pitched roof, gables north 

and south, sky lights in each pitch 

open on 4sides, assess through 

open sides, no internal roof void, 

roof unlined, Gable ends have 

extended roofing

Gaps under sheeting between new and old S gable, historic bird 

nesting 2611, Drafty open, 

very few potential roosting 

sites

None found Low/ neg

2



12 Brick single to 2 storey, pitched 

asbestos roof with metal structure. 

West end semi enclosed, to the 

east are open bays, 4 bays south 

facing and 5 bays north facing 

separated by brick.  Interior 

brickworks are generally well 

pointed No roof void, roof unlined. 

Fox prints 3 bays from west end in 

bay facing south.   West end - 2 

open chambers via doors leading 

to a well sealed room.

Few cavities in inteirior walls None found Low/neg

13 All metal, pitched roof, gables east 

and west , no internal roof void, 

roof lights, plastic, metal soffit 

boxes. Unlined roof, 

Open west side Historic bird nesting 

activity

None found Low/neg

14 Single storey brick building, soffits, 

fascia borards, concrete pitched 

roof, gables north and south,occ 

lifted tiles on western slope of roof, 

lined roof,

Small gap between brick and soffit, (2593). West side roof hole in soffit box 

(2594) inspected, nothing visible. Missing motar south gable end at verge 

(inspection=suboptimal). East slope of roof sound. 2 small cravities under 

ridge tile south gable end. Open windows. Hole in soffit box (2599) no 

evidence (2560, 2561, yellow bob plan)

None found Low-neg

Boiler room eastern aspect, 

wooden lovres on doors

Window constantly open. None found Low-neg

First aid room, eastern aspect None, well sealed. None found Low- neg

Shelving area, eastern aspect None, well sealed. None found Neg

Interior light, well pointed, few 

cavities or crevasses, roof 5-truss 

rafter, 

Roof interior- north gable has 4 small cavities, south gable has 2 cavities, 

west side gap between wall plate, 

None found Low-neg

15 Metal structure with pitched roof.  

Metal cladding between wall plate 

and roof.  No roof void and no 

lining. 2 full length wall lights 

polycarbonate sheets on east and 

west sides, mouse dropping inside 

Small gap on SE corner of roof 2618 Well sealed, no 

evidence found

Low/ neg

16 Metal structure with pitched roof.  

Metal cladding between wall plate 

and roof.  No roof void and no 

lining. 2 full length wall lights 

polycarbonate sheets on east and 

west sides.  The building is 

currently still in use. 

Small gap sw corner. None found low/neg

17 Brick, half pitched corrugated roof, 

barge board north and south face 

Bigs gaps between wall plate and roof V few potential 

roosting sites, 

none found

Low/ neg

18 Located in NW corner of site within 

dense scrub.  Brick building with 

corregated metal roof, wooden 

barge and lintel.

open doorway and windows None found low/neg

3



Wall to SE of 18, brick wall 

numerous gap, mice nesting

None found low/neg

To NW of 18.  2 brick walls parallel 

by 0.5m with connecting 

corregated metal shed. 

None found low/neg

Temporary 

buildings

3 buildings = Plastic and metal Very secure, well sealed None found Negligible - none

4
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INFORMATION FOR APPROPRIATE ASSESSMENT IN RESPECT TO 
PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT AT SAXON BRICKWORKS, WHITTLESEY 

1. Introduction 

This Appendix provides the information to enable Cambridgeshire County Council, the 

Competent Authority under the Habitat Regulations, to make a decision on whether or not 

the proposed development at Saxon Brickworks will adversely affect the integrity of the 

European Sites that are within range of the potential effects arising from the proposed 

development.  

2. The Legal and Policy Background 

2i The Birds Directive 

The EU Directive on the Conservation of Wild Birds, also known as the Birds Directive, 

provides a framework for the conservation and management of wild birds in Europe. The 

relevant provisions of the Directive are the identification and classification of Special 

Protection Areas (SPA) for rare or vulnerable species listed in Annex I of the Directive and 

for all regularly occurring migratory species (required by Article 4). The Directive requires 

national Governments to establish SPAs and to have in place mechanisms to protect and 

manage them. The SPA protection procedures originally set out in Article 4 of the Birds 

Directive have been replaced by the Article 6 provisions of the Habitats Directive. 

2ii The Habitats Directive 

The EU Directive on the Conservation of Natural Habitats and of Wild Fauna and Flora, also 

known as the Habitats Directive, provides a framework for the conservation and 

management of natural habitats, wild fauna (except birds) and flora in Europe. Its aim is to 

maintain or restore natural habitats and wild species at a favourable conservation status.  

The relevant provisions of the Directive are the identification and classification of Special 

Areas of Conservation (SAC) (Article 4) and procedures for the protection of SACs and 

SPAs (Article 6). SACs are identified based on the presence of natural habitat types listed in 

Annex I and populations of the species listed in Annex II. The Directive requires national 

Governments to establish SACs and to have in place mechanisms to protect and manage 

them. 

Article 6(3) of Council Directive 92/43/EEC on the conservation of natural habitats and of 

wild fauna and flora (the Habitats Directive) requires that: 

“Any plan or project not directly connected with or necessary to the management of the site 

but likely to have a significant effect thereon, either individually or in combination with other 

plans or projects, shall be subject to appropriate assessment of its implications for the site in 

view of the site’s conservation objectives.” 

It then requires with respect to agreeing to that project: 

“In the light of the conclusions of the assessment of the implications for the site and subject 

to the provisions of paragraph 4, the competent national authorities shall agree to the plan or 

project only after having ascertained that it will not adversely affect the integrity of the site 

concerned and, if appropriate after having obtained the opinion of the general public.” 
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2iii The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 

The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010, (referred to here as the 

‘Conservation Regulations’) transposes the Birds Directive and the Habitats Directive into 

national law, operating in conjunction with the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981. The 

Conservation Regulations place an obligation on ‘competent authorities’ to carry out an 

appropriate assessment of any proposal likely to affect a SAC or SPA, to see advice from 

Natural England and not to approve an application that would have an adverse effect on a 

SAC or SPA except under very tightly constrained conditions that involve the decisions by 

the Secretary of State. Competent authorities are defined in the Regulations as “any 

Minister, government department, public or statutory undertaker, public body of any 

description or person holding a public office”. 

The most relevant part is Regulation 61: 

“(1) 

A competent authority, before deciding to undertake, or give any consent, permission or 

other authorisation for, a plan or project which — 

(a) 

is likely to have a significant effect on a European site or a European offshore marine site 

(either alone or in combination with other plans or projects), and 

(b) 

is not directly connected with or necessary to the management of that site, must make an 

appropriate assessment of the implications for that site in view of that site’s conservation 

objectives. 

(5) 

In the light of the conclusions of the assessment, and subject to regulation 62 

(considerations of overriding public interest), the competent authority may agree to the plan 

or project only after having ascertained that it will not adversely affect the integrity of the 

European site or the European offshore marine site (as the case may be).”  

2iv Circular Accompanying PPS9 

Although the government policy statement on biodiversity and geological conservation, 

PPS9 (ODPM 2005a) has since been superseded by the National planning Policy 

Framework (2012), the accompanying Circular (ODPM 2005b) for the former guidance 

(which presently remains an active document) provides administrative guidance on the 

application of the law relating to planning and nature conservation as it applies in England. 

Part 1 of the Circular includes a description of the process that a local planning authority, as 

a Competent Authority under the Conservation Regulations, is required to go through in 

relation to development proposals and European and Ramsar sites. As a matter of UK 

Government policy Ramsar sites are afforded the same protection as SPAs and SACs and 

are expected to be treated in decision making processes in the same way as European 

sites. 
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3. Appropriate Assessment Methodology 

This Appendix, containing the information to enable Cambridge County Council to carry out 

the Appropriate Assessment, has been prepared following guidance from English Nature 

(1997), the European Commission (2000, 2002) and ODPM (2005b). That guidance can be 

summarised as consisting of three key stages 

(European Commission 2002): 

i. Screening to identify whether a plan is likely to have a significant effect on a European site. 

ii. Where likely significant effects have been found, appropriate assessment of the plan to 

ascertain whether it has an adverse effect on the integrity of the European site. 

iii. Consideration of mitigation measures and alternative solutions where adverse effects on 

the integrity of a European site have been identified. 

4. Potential Effect of the Proposed Development 

In accordance with the requirement to take a precautionary approach to assessing potential 

effects on European or Ramsar sites, a very wide ranging consideration has been given to 

the potential sources of effects that may arise from the development.  This initial 

consideration has been given without taking account of any mitigation actions. These 

potential sources of effects are set out below, sub-divided into the manner by which they 

might manifest at the European or Ramsar site, should a pathway exist. 

4i Habitat Loss 

The loss of habitat of value to the interest features of European or Ramsar sites can occur in 

two ways:  

 The direct loss of land within the designated site due to the development 

footprint. 

 The loss of land outside of the designated site that is used by species that are 

interest features of European or Ramsar sites. 

4ii Habitat Degradation 

Habitat degradation within a designated site could result from a number of effects arising as 

a result of the Proposed Development: 

 Emissions of compounds to the air from the combustion processes proposed in 

the development and from vehicle movements associated with the development. 

 Emissions of pollutants direct to watercourses or groundwater or indirectly to 

watercourses after discharge to the sewerage system and treatment at a waste 

water treatment works. 

 Rain water runoff from hard surfaces carrying with it polluting matter. 

 Abstraction of water direct from ground or surface waters. 

 Interruption to groundwater movements through foundation structures 

4iii Effects on Species not Mediated Through Habitat 
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As well as the effects on habitats identified above that affect species utilising that habitat, 

there are also potential effects that affect species directly. Those that might arise as a result 

of the Proposed Development are: 

 Noise causing disturbance to species. 

 Lighting causing disturbance to species. 

 Movement of people and vehicles on the proposed development site causing 

disturbance to species. 

 Vehicle movements generating noise and light along routes to the proposed 

development site causing disturbance to species. 

 Recreational access to adjacent land by workers at the proposed development 

site causing disturbance to species. 

 Recreational access by the public to adjacent land, enabled by car parking at 

the proposed development site, causing disturbance to species`. 

 Predatory/scavenging animals attracted by food sources at the proposed 

development site that then predate animals in the adjacent area. 

 Domestic pets (dogs/cats) kept by workers at the proposed development site 

that then access adjacent land and predate or disturb species.  

5. The European and Ramsar Sites Potentially Subject to Significant Effects 

The SPA, SAC and Ramsar sites that are within 4km of the Application Site with their 

interest features are set out below: 

5i Nene Washes 

Introduction 

This site lies approximately 1 km to the north of the proposed development site. It represents 

one of the country’s few remaining areas of washland habitat which is essential to the 

survival nationally and internationally of populations of wildfowl and waders. The site is 

additionally notable for the diversity of plant and associated animal life within its network of 

dykes. The washlands are used for the seasonal uptake of floodwaters and, traditionally, for 

cattle grazing in the summer months. The mosaic of rough grassland and wet pasture 

provide a variety of sward structure and herbs of importance respectively for bird nesting 

habitat and feeding. Additional winter feeding is provided by remains of arable cropping on 

small areas. 

These washlands play an additional role in relation to the nearby Ouse Washes in that they 

accommodate wildfowl populations displaced from the Ouse Washes when deep floodwaters 

prevent their feeding. The site is favoured by large numbers of wintering wildfowl and 

particularly the dabbling ducks wigeon Anas penelope, teal Anas crecca, pintail A. acuta and 

Bewick’s swan Cygnus bewickii. Wetland birds such as snipe Gallinago gallinago and 

redshank Tringa tetanus regularly breed and during passage periods there is often a large 

movement of waders and raptors through the area. Many of the ditches hold a rich flora that 

includes such uncommon species as frogbit Hydrocharis morsus-ranae, water violet Hottonia 

palustris and flowering rush Butomus umbellatus. 
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Features of European Interest 

The site is designated as an SPA for supporting: 

 During the breeding season 

o Ruff Philomachus pugnax - 1 individual representing at least 9.1% of the 

breeding population 

o Spotted Crake Porzana porzana, 5 individuals representing at least 10.0% of 

the breeding population 

 Over winter 

o Bewick's Swan Cygnus columbianus bewickii, 1,718 individuals representing 

at least 24.5% of the wintering population 

o Ruff Philomachus pugnax, 91 individuals representing at least 13.0% of the 

wintering population 

This site also qualifies under Article 4.2 of the Directive (79/409/EEC) by supporting 
populations of European importance of the following migratory species: 

 During the breeding season 

o Black-tailed Godwit Limosa limosa, 16 pairs representing <0.1% of the 

breeding population 

 Over winter 

o Pintail Anas acuta, 1,435 individuals representing at least 2.4% of the 

wintering Northwestern Europe population (5 year peak mean 1991/2 - 

1995/6) 

o Shoveler Anas clypeata, 413 individuals representing at least 1.0% of the 

wintering Northwestern/Central Europe population 

 The site qualifies under Article 4.2 of the Directive (79/409/EEC) by regularly 

supporting 25,437 waterfowl including: Black-tailed Godwit Limosa limosa islandica, 

Lapwing Vanellus vanellus, Pochard Aythya ferina, Teal Anas crecca, Gadwall Anas 

strepera, Wigeon Anas penelope, Shoveler Anas clypeata, Pintail Anas acuta, Ruff 

Philomachus pugnax and Bewick's Swan Cygnus columbianus bewickii. 

As well as its bird assemblage, the Nene Washes are designated as a Ramsar site for 

supporting several nationally scarce plants, and two vulnerable and two rare British Red 

Data Book invertebrate species have been recorded. 

The site is designated as an SAC for its populations of: 

 Spined loach 

6. Scoping Out of Particular Effects  

A number of potential effects have been considered and scoped out from more detailed 

consideration in this report to inform the appropriate assessment. 

These potential effects and why they have been scoped out from more detailed 

consideration are presented below: 

6i Direct Land Take of a European or Ramsar Site 
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The application site is not within the boundary of any European or Ramsar site, nor is it 

immediately adjacent to or close to such a site.  The application site is situated 1 km to the 

north of the Nene Washes, separated by built-up areas of Whittlesey, arable land and the 

Kings Dyke active brickworks and nature reserve area.  

6ii Domestic Pets as Predators 

The proposed development contains no domestic or residential elements and as such there 

will be no people permanently living on site.  Also, the site is distant from the Nene Washes 

and as such even if there were an increase in local pets this would not be significant on the 

distant feature.  As a result it can be concluded that this particular effect relevant to the 

proposed development can been screened out from more detailed assessment. 

6iii Predators and Scavengers  

The proposed development is a change of use of the site to facilitate a waste processing 

area for plastic recovery and recycling and as such will not attract scavengers to the site.  As 

a result it can be concluded that this particular effect relevant to the proposed development 

can been screened out from more detailed consideration. 

6iv Lighting Causing Disturbances to Species  

The proposed development does not include any significant lighting schemes that would 

impact on the distant Nene Washes.  The proposed core working hours are 07:00 to 17:00 

and as such significant night time disturbances associated with artificial lighting are not 

anticipated. 

6v Land Take of Land Used by an Interest Feature When Outside the Protected 

Site 

There will be no land take of habitat features associated with the proposed change of use.  

The site is dominated by existing hard standing and buildings associated with the former 

brick works including storage sheds, staff buildings and two brick kilns.  

These features do not provide habitat suitable for the breeding or wintering requirements of 

those species of interest cited above.  There is also no significant habitat feature (e.g. large 

open lagoons, extensive marshland etc) nearby that would be subject to indirect 

disturbances. 

As such there are no anticipated impacts on land that may be used by an interest feature 

outside of the protected site. 

6vi Potentially Polluting Emissions to Water/Hydrogeology  

The proposed development is a change of use and as such only local pollution control 

measures are required.  No features link the site to the Protected Site and there will be no 

groundwater impacts.   

7. Effects Scoped In for More Detailed Consideration in this Report 

The potential effects of the proposed development that were considered most likely to give 

rise to significant effects on the interest features of the Nene Washes and hence would be 
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considered in more detail for potential adverse impact on the integrity of the Nene Washes, 

are set out below. 

7i Air/Dust Pollution 

There is potential for airborne dust to reach the Protected Site if adequate protection 

measures are not in place during demolition. 

The proposed demolition method statement sets out measures to minimise including water 

suppression.  With protection measures in place and the fact that the site is situated within 

former brickworks long distant dust travel is not anticipated.  

7ii Noise  

No distant noise impacts are anticipated and generally the works would be low level 

operations that would not have far reaching impacts on the Nene Washes.  

8. Summary of the Detailed Assessment 

It can be concluded that there will be no adverse effects on the interest features of the 

nearby protected site. 

No adverse effects on the integrity of any features of the European site have been identified 

and as a result there is no need to consider further mitigation measures above and beyond 

those that are set out in the ecological baseline study in support of this application.  

These measures include minimising the footprint of the development to predominately 

existing hard standing and buildings of low ecological value and minimising pollution risks 

such as water, ground water, lighting and dust through best practice demolition/construction 

and operational procedures. 

9. Conclusion 

This assessment has followed guidance published by the UK Government and the European 

Commission and in accordance with the relevant legislation.   

This report to inform the Appropriate Assessment has assessed and identified the potential 

effects of the proposed develop during construction and operational phases.   

Baseline data has been collated through desk study and site surveys where required (see 

supporting assessments submitted as part of the planning application pack).   

The assessment identified no significant adverse effects on the interest features of the 

European site during the construction/demolition and operational phase of the proposed 

scheme and it is considered that this proposed development will not affect the integrity of the 

Nene Washes SSSI/SPA/SAC.  


