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IMPLICATIONS TO DEVELOPMENT 

Phase 1 Data 

Protected and BAP 
Species 

Reptiles were  noted  to  be  the  primary  concern  for  this  site,  the wide  grassland 
margins were considered to provide some potential foraging and shelter habitat, the 
hedgerows were considered to provide some potential for sheltering and commuting 
reptiles and the hardstanding may provide a potential, high quality basking site. 

For other BAP and protected species, as  long as the precautionary measures within 
the attached  report are undertaken,  it  should be possible  for development of  the 
proposed site to proceed with minimal risk of harm or disturbance. 

Biodiversity 
Improvement 

By  initiating  some  or  all  of  the  recommended  enhancement  measures  in  the 
attached  report,  it may also be possible  to  improve  the site  to  the benefit of  local 
wildlife. 

Risk to Proposed Development 

Ecological Risks  Reptile  populations  are  considered  a  risk  should  the  required  surveys  not  be 
undertaken.  

Potential ecological risk to the development is from hedgerows and the dry ditch at 
the northern boundary of the site.  While not containing any BAP species, they may 
provide  important  foraging routes  for certain species.    It  is understood that  impact 
on such features would be minimal and therefore only minor precautions  (outlined 
within the attached report) would be required to prevent risk of disturbance or harm 
to potentially commuting and foraging bats and nesting birds. 

Further Requirements 

Subsequent Works  Reptile Survey to be undertaken.   
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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Phase 1 Ecology Survey 

 
This Phase 1 Ecology Survey Report at  the Land at Histon, Cambridgeshire has been prepared  for Carter 
Jonas  LLP.    The  fieldwork  and  reporting  was  undertaken  by  Adonis  Ecology  Limited  and  reported  to 
Geosphere Environmental Limited. 
 
 

1.2 Reason and Choice for using a Subcontractor 

The reporting for this site was undertaken by a subcontractor due to the limited time window required for 
report delivery by  the Client.   Geosphere Environmental use  subcontractors on  limited basis during  the 
ecology season and thoroughly assess the competency of a company prior to issue of work.  
 
 

1.3 Assessment of Findings  

Geosphere  Environmental have  reviewed  the Adonis Ecology  report  ‘Phase 1 Ecology  Survey of  Land  at 
Histon, Cambridgeshire’, and agree with  the conclusions, precautionary measures and  recommendations 
provided.  The report is included at Appendix 2. 
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APPENDIX 1 – REPORT LIMITATIONS AND CONDITIONS 

 
 
 
This report refers, within the limitations stated, to the condition of the site at the time of the inspections.  
No warranty is given as to the possibility of future changes in the condition of the site. 
 
The comments given in this report, and the opinions expressed herein, are based upon the readily available 
information collated for the report and an assessment based upon the current UK guidance. 
  
This report has been prepared for the sole use of the Client for the purposes described and no extended 
duty of care to any third party is implied or offered.  Third parties using any information contained within 
this report do so at their own risk. 
 
This report is prepared and written for the use stated herein; it should not be used for any other purposes 
without reference to Geosphere Environmental Limited.   The report has been prepared  in relation to the 
proposed end‐use should another end‐use been  intended a further re‐assessment may be required.    It  is 
likely  that  over  time  practises will  improve  and  the  relevant  guidance  and  legislation  be  amended  or 
superseded, which may necessitate a re‐assessment of the site.    
 
The accuracy of any map extracts cannot be guaranteed.  It is possible that different conditions existed on 
site, between and subsequent to the various map surveys appended. 
 
The site survey  is based on the  information available at the time of conducting this assessment and  is an 
interpretative assessment of the conditions at the site.  It should be noted that the redevelopment and/or 
further  investigation  of  the  site may  reveal  additional  information  and  therefore  alter  the  conceptual 
model and the conclusion of this report. 
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0 SUMMARY 

0.1 Adonis Ecology Ltd. was commissioned by Geosphere Environmental Ltd. to 
undertake a Phase 1 Ecology Survey of land at Histon, Cambridgeshire, 
Grid Reference TL 441 642. It is understood that the site is being promoted 
for a mixed-use/residential development which will require an outline 
planning application and potential scrutiny through the Development Plan 
Review process. An ecological assessment report was therefore required to 
assist in each stage of the planning process. 

0.2 Survey conducted on the 12th of August 2011 consisted of Extended Phase 
1 Habitat Survey including checks for preferred habitat types and signs or 
evidence of any protected and Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP) species, in 
accordance with Natural England guidelines. Surrounding hedgerows were 
assessed as to whether they were ‘important hedgerows’ under the 
Hedgerows Regulations 1997.  

0.3 The site consisted predominantly of an arable field which had been recently 
harvested with stubble remaining with an area of pasture at the far west of 
the site. Hedgerows were present along most of the southern and eastern 
boundaries and part of the northern boundary. These were found to be 
species-poor and did not constitute ‘Important Hedgerows’ under the 
Hedgerow Regulations 1997. A dry ditch was present on the northern 
boundary adjacent to the hedge. The remainder of the northern boundary 
and the western boundary were continuing arable or pastoral land. 

0.4 Species/species groups which were considered to be at potential risk of 
harm or disturbance from development of the proposed site were ground-
nesting birds (such as Skylark Alauda arvensis which were observed 
foraging on site), other nesting birds in surrounding hedgerows, 
foraging/commuting bats and widespread reptiles.  

0.5 For widespread reptiles, it was considered that further surveys (outlined 
within this report) would be necessary to establish presence/absence, 
species present if found and likely population sizes, in order to design 
appropriate impact avoidance, mitigation and/or compensation measures (as 
necessary) to prevent risk of impact to such species. 

0.6 For the other species/species groups named above, impact avoidance 
measures (outlined within this report) should be sufficient to prevent risk if 
harm or impact upon such species which may occur on the proposed 
development site. 

0.7 No other protected, BAP or rare species were considered likely to occur on 
site, and so long as any development of the site prevents impact upon the 
surrounding hedgerows or dry ditch, with precautions outlined in this report 
undertaken, there was considered to be a negligible risk of impact to 
protected or BAP species from any development of the site. With some or all 
of the enhancement measures implemented, it may be possible to improve 
the site to the benefit of local wildlife.   
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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Background 

1.1.1 Adonis Ecology Ltd. was commissioned by Geosphere Environmental Ltd. to 
undertake a Phase 1 Ecology Survey of land at Histon, Cambridgeshire, 
Grid Reference TL 441 642. It is understood that the site is being promoted 
for a mixed-use/residential development which will require an outline 
planning application and potential scrutiny through the Development Plan 
Review process. An ecological assessment report was therefore required to 
assist in each stage of the planning process.  

1.1.2 Wildlife such as bats, Badgers Meles meles and nesting birds are protected 
by law. Protected and BAP species are also a material consideration for 
individual planning consents under UK Government Planning Policy 
Statement 9 (ODPM, 2005). 

1.1.3 This report has been produced assuming that surrounding hedgerows and 
the dry ditch on site will be retained. Therefore, where ‘any development of 
the site’ is referred to within the report, this assumes this to be the case. If 
significant impact upon these features is to occur, further assessment of 
likely impacts would be required. 

 

2 METHODOLOGY 

2.1 Desk Study 

2.1.1 On behalf of Adonis Ecology Ltd., the Cambridgeshire and Peterborough 
Environmental Records Centre (CPERC) undertook a search for records of 
protected, BAP and rare species and statutory and non-statutory sites within 
2km of the proposed development site. 

2.2 Site Survey 

2.2.1 The site was visited on the 12th of August 2011 to survey for ecology issues. 
This included the following: 

• Phase 1 Habitat assessment; 

• listing all higher plant species on site; 

• noting the suitability of habitats present on site with regard to 
protected and BAP species such as bats, widespread reptiles, Great 
Crested Newts Triturus cristatus and nesting birds; 

• assessing the habitats surrounding the site and in the local area; 

• direct survey for evidence of protected species as far as possible, 
such as for bats and Badgers Meles meles; 
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• checking for Japanese Knotweed Fallopia japonica and Giant 
Hogweed Heracleum mantegazzianum and any other invasive, non-
native plants. 

2.2.2 The survey was conducted in mid-August, and although it was considered 
that most perennial plant and spring bulbous species could be identified at 
this time of year, some annual species may not be visible above ground or 
identifiable to species. 

Bat Assessment 

2.2.3 The bat assessment involved checking the area to be extended externally 
for any signs or evidence of roosting bats by an Ecologist, licensed to take 
and disturb bats for scientific and education purposes (Natural England 
licence no: 20102349). The methods followed English Nature Bat Mitigation 
Guidelines (English Nature, 2004).  Nearby trees were also checked 
externally for signs or evidence of roosting bats.  Considerations were: 

• the availability of access to roosts for bats; 

• the presence and suitability of cracks, crevices, hollows, thick 
flowering-structure Ivy Hedera helix and other places as roosts; 

• signs of bat activity or presence. 

2.2.4 Definite signs of bat activity were taken to be: 

• the bats themselves; 

• droppings; 

• grease marks; 

• scratch marks; 

• urine spatter. 

2.2.5 Signs of possible bat presence were taken to be: 

• stains; 

• moth and butterfly wings. 

2.2.6 The availability of access to roosts was assessed based upon the presence 
of holes large enough to allow entry to bats. 

Badger Check 

2.2.7 A Badger assessment was conducted as part of the site survey. This 
assessment consisted of an active search for Badger signs and evidence of 
Badger activity on site.  Badger activity was taken to be: 
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• Badger setts; 

• Badgers themselves; 

• Badger droppings; 

• Badger paw prints. 

2.2.8 Signs of possible Badger presence were taken to be: 

• Badger hairs; 

• Badger snuffle holes 

• and any further signs. 

 

3 RESULTS 

3.1 Site Description and Plants 

Site Description 

3.1.1 Habitats and features of the site are shown on Figure 1 in Appendix 1. 

3.1.2 The site consisted of a rectangular field which at the time of survey had 
been recently harvested with the stubble remaining (see Photograph 1 in 
Appendix 2). The western part of the field was pasture, grazed by sheep at 
the time of survey. The pasture was very short (less than 1cm in height) and 
contained very few plant species. 

3.1.3 Rough grassland margins were present along the northern, southern and 
eastern boundaries of the field which had a greater diversity of plant species 
(see Photographs 2, 3 and 4 in Appendix 2). A small area of hardstanding 
was also found adjacent to the northern grass margin, towards the centre of 
the site (see Photograph 5 in Appendix 2). 

3.1.4 Hedgerows were present along most of the southern and eastern 
boundaries and part of the northern boundary. These were found to be 
species-poor and did not constitute ‘Important Hedgerows’ under the 
Hedgerow Regulations 1997. A dry ditch was present on the northern 
boundary adjacent to the hedge (see Photograph 6 in Appendix 2). The 
remainder of the northern boundary and the western boundary were 
continuing arable or pastoral land. 

Plants 

3.1.5 A list of plant species observed on site is given in Table 1 in Appendix 3. No 
protected, BAP or nationally/locally scarce plants were found on site. There 
were no signs of Japanese Knotweed, Giant Hogweed, nor any other non-
native, invasive plant species. 
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The Surroundings 

3.1.6 The eastern side of the site was bordered by Glebe Way road. Beyond this 
to the east as well as immediately beyond the southern site boundary were 
residential properties of Histon with mature gardens. Immediately to the 
north of the site was some set-aside, beyond which was another row of 
residential properties and associated mature gardens. Further out existed 
almost entirely arable land (Google Earth, 2011). 

3.1.7 There were no substantial woodland areas within 2km of the site, and the 
closest pond to the site was approximately 500m to the east of the proposed 
development site, beyond the residential area of Histon (Ordnance Survey, 
2011).  

3.1.8 No Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) or any other statutory wildlife 
sites were present within 2km of the proposed development site. One 
County Wildlife Site (CWS) was present within 2km of the proposed 
development site, this being Beach Ditch and Engine Drain approximately 
1.2km to the north, designated for the high diversity of submerged and 
floating water plants (CPERC, 2011). 

3.2 Plants 

3.2.1 The 2km radius data search revealed no records for any protected or UK 
BAP plant species (CPERC, 2011). 

3.2.2 A list of plant species observed on site is given in Table 1 in Appendix 3. No 
protected, BAP or nationally/locally scarce plants were found on site. There 
were no signs of Japanese Knotweed, Giant Hogweed, or any other non-
native, invasive plant species. 

3.3 Bats 

3.3.1 The 2km radius data search revealed one record of a Soprano Pipistrelle 
Pipistrellus pygmaeus and one of a Brown Long-eared bat Plecotus auritus 
both approximately 1.2km to the south in 2007 and 1987 respectively as well 
as a number of records of unidentified bats (CPERC, 2011) 

Roosting Bats in Trees 

3.3.2 The majority of trees on or bordering the site were considered to be too 
small or lacking features such as cracks, holes or crevices that may provide 
potential roosting sites for bats. One Ash Fraxinus excelsior on the southern 
boundary and one Poplar Populus sp. on the northern boundary (see Figure 
1 in Appendix 1 and Photographs 7 and 8 in Appendix 2) were considered to 
have low potential to support roosting bats. 

Foraging and Commuting Habitat for Bats 

3.3.3 The predominant habitat on site (arable field) was considered likely to give 
rise to only low quantities of invertebrates upon which bats feed and 
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provided little cover for foraging bats. The surrounding hedgerows were 
likely to produce a greater quantity of invertebrates and were also 
considered to provide potentially suitable commuting habitat for bats. 

3.4 Other Mammals 

Badgers 

3.4.1 The 2km radius data search revealed six records of Badgers within the 
10km grid square TL46 which contained the proposed development site, 
most recently in 2007, though no specific locations were provided (CPERC, 
2011).  

3.4.2 The arable/pasture field and grassland margins on site were considered to 
provide some potential foraging grounds for Badgers, whilst the surrounding 
hedgerows may also act as potential commuting corridors. No signs or 
evidence of Badgers or Badger setts were found on or near the proposed 
development site. 

Hedgehogs 

3.4.3 The 2km radius data search revealed no records of the UK BAP species 
Hedgehog Erinaceous europaeus (CPERC, 2011). 

3.4.4 The arable/pasture field was considered to provide no potential foraging or 
shelter habitat for Hedgehogs, though the surrounding hedgerows may 
provide some potential foraging and shelter habitat for such species. 

Other Mammals 

3.4.1 The 2km radius data search revealed no records of any other protected or 
BAP mammal species (CPERC, 2011). 

3.4.2 The arable/pasture field and grassland margins were considered to have 
some potential for foraging Brown Hares Lepus europaeus, but were limited 
in potential shelter habitat, though this could be provided by the surrounding 
hedgerows. 

3.4.3 No signs or evidence of either species, or any other protected, BAP or rare 
species were observed on site during the survey visit. 

3.5 Herpetofauna  

Great Crested Newts and Other Amphibians 

3.5.1 The 2km radius data search revealed no records of any protected or BAP 
amphibian species (CPERC, 2011).  

3.5.2 The arable/pasture field and grassland margins were considered to provide 
no potential foraging grounds or shelter habitat for Great Crested Newts or 
any other amphibians, though the hedgerows may provide some potential 
commuting, foraging and/or shelter habitat for such species. 
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Widespread Reptiles 

3.5.1 The 2km radius data search revealed one record of a Grass Snake Natrix 
natrix approximately 1.3km to the northwest of the proposed development 
site in 2007 (CPERC, 2011). 

3.5.3 The arable/pasture field was considered to provide no potential foraging 
grounds or shelter habitat for widespread reptiles. The grassland margins 
were considered to provide some potential foraging grounds and a possible 
Common Lizard Zootoca vivipara was observed during the survey visit. The 
hedgerows may also provide some potentially suitable commuting and 
refuge habitat. 

3.6 Birds 

3.6.1 The 2km radius data search revealed numerous records of protected, BAP 
and Birds of Conservation Concern (BoCC) bird species including Barn Owls 
Tyto alba, Cuckoo Cuculus canorus, House Sparrow Passer domesticus, 
Lesser Spotted Woodpecker Dendrocopos minor, Skylark Alauda arvensis 
and Song Thrush Turdus philomelos (CPERC, 2011). 

Bird Species Observed  

3.6.2 During the survey two red-listed BoCC and UK BAP species were observed 
on site, these being House Sparrow and Skylark, in addition to the amber 
BoCC species Dunnock Prunella modularis and Green Woodpecker Picus 
viridis. Common species Blackbird Turdus merula, Carrion Crow Corvus 
corone, Chaffinch Fringilla coelebs, Sparrowhawk Accipiter nisus and 
Woodpigeon Columba palumbus were also observed on site. 

Habitat for Nesting Birds 

3.6.3 No active or old bird nests were found within the hedgerows surrounding the 
proposed development site, though the hedgerows were considered to 
provide some potential for common nesting bird species. 

3.6.4 The arable field was considered potentially suitable unlikely to support 
ground-nesting birds such as Skylark. These species prefer to nest away 
from features such as hedgerows and electrical wires as these leave them 
vulnerable to their predators. Due to the irregular shape of the field, no part 
of the field was particularly far from a hedgerow. 

3.7 Invertebrates 

3.7.1 The 2km radius data search revealed records for a total of 16 UK BAP moth 
species, all found within Histon (CPERC, 2011). 

3.7.2 The proposed development site was considered to be very low in the habitat 
and structural diversity necessary for an invertebrate assemblage of 
conservation significance, with no particularly significant features suitable for 
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rare invertebrates, including any of the UK BAP moths identified in the 2km 
radius data search. 

3.8 Other Protected and BAP Species 

3.8.1 No signs or evidence of any other protected or BAP species were found on 
site, nor were there any particularly suitable habitats for such species. 

 

4 DISCUSSION OF RISK 

4.1 Protected and BAP Species 

Bats 

4.1.1 Bats are protected under the Conservation of Habitats and Species 
Regulations 2010, as well as the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 as 
amended by the Countryside Rights of Way Act 2000. Offences likely to be 
relevant to development are to: 

• deliberately capture, injure or kill a bat; 

• deliberately disturb a bat in a way that would affect its ability to 
survive, breed, rear young, hibernate or migrate or significantly 
affect the local distribution or abundance of the species; 

• damage or destroy a roost; 

• intentionally or recklessly disturb a bat at a roost; 

• intentionally or recklessly obstruct access to a roost. 

Bats Roosting On Site 

4.1.2 Two trees were found that were considered to have low potential to support 
roosting bats. If any development of the site was to impact upon these trees, 
further surveys (outlined later in this report) would be required to determine 
the risk of harm to potentially roosting bats. If these two trees are to be 
retained, it was considered unlikely that any development of the site would 
impact upon roosting bats. However, to prevent any risk of disturbance to 
potentially roosting bats that may use these trees, lighting precautions 
outlined later in this report, should be followed. 

Foraging and Commuting Bats 

4.1.3 It was considered that the surrounding hedgerows were potentially suitable 
for commuting and foraging bats. However, given the limited amount of 
habitat present and the significant distance of bat records from the site, it 
was considered unlikely that any significant number of bats would use the 
site for either commuting or foraging. Given that it is understood the 
hedgerows will be retained as part of the proposed development, it was 
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considered unlikely that the proposed development would directly impact 
upon foraging or commuting bats. However, to minimise any risk of indirect 
disturbance to potentially foraging or commuting bats that may use the site, 
general lighting precautions outlined later in this report, should be followed. 

Badgers 

4.1.4 Under the Protection of Badgers Act 1992 it is an offence to: 

• wilfully kill, injure, take or attempt to kill, injure, possess or take a 
badger; 

• cruelly ill-treat a Badger; 

• dig for a Badger; 

• disturb a Badger while it is occupying a sett, or cause a dog to enter 
a sett; 

• interfere with a Badger sett by e.g. damaging, destroying or 
obstructing a sett or any part of it. 

4.1.5 The Protection of Badgers Act 1992 defines a Badger sett as “any structure 
or place which displays signs indicating current use by a Badger” (OPSI, 
2007). 

4.1.6 It was considered that the arable/pasture field on site provided some 
potential foraging and commuting habitat for Badgers, with hedgerows 
providing some potential sheltered commuting habitat. Given that records for 
Badgers were present for the 10km grid square containing the proposed 
development site, it was considered possible that such species may be 
present in the local area. However, no signs or evidence of Badgers were 
found on site, and no setts were considered to be present nearby. 
Therefore, it was considered unlikely that the site acted as a significant 
resource for Badgers. Further, given that the hedgerows will be retained, it 
was considered likely that any commuting potential would be retained post-
development and the overall impact upon Badgers would be negligible. 

Hedgehogs 

4.1.7 Although the surrounding hedgerows were considered to be potentially 
suitable for foraging and sheltering Hedgehogs, given that no records of 
Hedgehogs were found within 2km of the site and that no signs or evidence 
of Hedgehogs were found on site, it was considered unlikely that Hedgehogs 
were present on site or would be at risk of impact from any development of 
the site 

Other Mammals 

4.1.8 No signs or evidence of any other protected, BAP or rare mammal species 
were found on or near the site and habitats were considered to be 



Phase 1 Ecology Survey of Land at Histon, Cambridgeshire 
  

Adonis Ecology Ltd.                              12                2nd September 2011 

unsuitable for any such species. Therefore the risk of harm to such species 
from the proposed development was considered to be negligible. 

Great Crested Newts and Other Amphibians 

4.1.9 Great Crested Newts are protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 
1981 as amended by the Countryside Rights of Way Act 2000, and the 
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010. Summarised 
briefly, this makes it an offence to do the following to Great Crested Newts: 

• intentionally or deliberately capture or kill; 

• intentionally injure; 

• deliberately disturb, or intentionally or recklessly disturb in a place of 
shelter or protection; 

• damage or destroy a breeding site or resting place; 

• intentionally or recklessly damage, destroy or obstruct access to a 
place used for shelter or protection. 

4.1.10 Great Crested Newts and Common Toads are also UK BAP priority species. 

4.1.11 The predominant habitats on site (arable/pasture field and grassland 
margins) were considered to be unsuitable for foraging, commuting or 
sheltering amphibians. The hedgerows were considered to provide some 
minor potential for foraging, sheltering and commuting amphibians. 
However, given the significant distance of any ponds from the site and the 
limited amount of potentially suitable terrestrial habitat on site, it was 
considered unlikely that any such species would be present on site, or at risk 
of impact from any proposed development of the site. Further, as it is 
understood the hedgerows will be retained, any potential of the site to 
support such species would be retained post-development. 

Reptiles 

4.1.12 Widespread reptile species, Grass Snake, Adder Vipera berus, Slow-worm 
Anguis fragilis and Common Lizard, are protected under the Wildlife and 
Countryside Act 1981 from intentional killing and injuring. They are also UK 
BAP priority species. 

4.1.13 The predominant habitat on site (arable/pasture field) was considered to be 
unsuitable for foraging, commuting or sheltering reptiles. However, the wide 
grassland margins were considered to provide some potential foraging and 
shelter habitat, the hedgerows were considered to provide some potential for 
sheltering and commuting reptiles and the hardstanding may provide a 
potential, high quality basking site. A possible Common Lizard was also 
observed on site during the survey. Therefore, it was considered likely that 
reptiles were present on site and may be at risk of impact from development 
of the site. Further surveys (outlined later in this report) should be 
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undertaken to establish presence/absence, species present if found and 
likely population sizes in order to design and implement appropriate impact 
avoidance, mitigation and or compensation measures (as necessary) to 
prevent risk of harm to widespread reptiles. 

Birds  

4.1.14 Wild birds are protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 and, 
with certain exceptions (e.g. pest species), it is an offence to intentionally: 

• kill or injure any wild bird; 

• take, damage or destroy the nest of any wild bird while it is in use or 
being built; 

• take or destroy the egg of any wild bird. 

4.1.15 Furthermore, for Schedule 1 bird species it is an offence under the Wildlife 
and Countryside Act 1981 as amended by the Countryside Rights of Way 
Act 2000 to intentionally or recklessly; 

• disturb a wild bird while it is building a nest or is in, on or near a nest 
containing eggs or young; 

• disturb dependent young of such a bird. 

4.1.16 The arable field was considered to be potentially suitable for ground-nesting 
birds and Skylark were observed foraging on site during the survey visit. 
However, given the high quantity of surrounding arable farmland and the 
presence of some likely higher value nesting habitat in the adjacent set-
aside, it was considered unlikely that the loss of this field as potential nesting 
habitat for ground-nesting birds would have any significant risk of impact to 
any local ground-nesting bird population. However, it is recommended that 
precautions (outlined later in this report) be undertaken to prevent risk of 
harm to any potentially ground-nesting birds. 

4.1.17 No active or old bird nests were found in the surrounding hedgerows, though 
it was considered likely that common nesting bird species may use these 
hedgerows. Given that the hedgerows will be retained by the proposed 
development it was considered unlikely that any direct impact upon nesting 
birds would occur, or that the local bird population would be significantly 
impacted by any development of the site. However, to prevent risk of 
disturbance to potentially nesting bird species, precautionary measures 
(outlined later in this report) should be followed. 

Invertebrates  

4.1.18 Given the minimal diversity and structure of habitats on site, it was 
considered highly unlikely that a significant assemblage of any rare or BAP 
invertebrates would be present on site, or would be impacted by the 
proposed development. 
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Plants 

4.1.19 No protected, rare or BAP plant species were found on site and habitats on 
site (arable/pasture field and species-poor hedgerows) were considered 
unlikely to support populations of any such species. Therefore it was 
considered unlikely that any proposed development of the site would impact 
upon local botanical interest. 

Other Protected and BAP species 

4.1.20 It was considered that there was a negligible risk of any other protected or 
BAP species occurring on site or being at significant risk of harm from any 
development of the site. 

4.2 Other Issues 

Protected Sites 

4.2.1 There were no statutory wildlife sites within 2km of the site. Given the 
significant distance of any local County Wildlife Sites (all over 1km away) 
and the lack of any similar habitats to those found in the local County 
Wildlife Site, it was considered unlikely that any development of the site 
would impact upon the interest features of these County Wildlife Sites. 

Invasive Non-native Plants 

4.2.2 No Japanese Knotweed, Giant Hogweed or other non-native, invasive plant 
species were observed on the site and there was thus considered to be 
negligible risk of the proposed development spreading species listed in 
Schedule 9 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981. 

4.3 Overall Value of Site to Wildlife 

4.3.1 Overall, the area to be impacted by the development was considered to be 
low in value for wildlife at a local level. This was also shown to be the case 
from evaluation of the site using the criteria set out in Appendix 4. 

 

5 RECOMMENDATIONS 

5.1 Further Surveys 

Bats 

5.1.1 If either of the two trees identified as having low potential to support roosting 
bats are to be removed or reduced, further surveys to establish 
presence/absence of roosting bats, species present if found and likely roost 
status should be undertaken. This should consist of one dusk emergence 
survey and one dawn re-entry survey of each tree, using bat detectors and 
sight to observe any bats that may be roosting in the tree(s). These surveys 
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should be undertaken between May and the end of September in suitable 
weather for bats to be active. 

Widespread Reptiles 

5.1.2 Further survey for reptiles would aim to establish species present within 
areas to be impacted, as well as likely population size class and use of the 
remainder of the site by such species. This information would be used to 
design appropriate impact avoidance, mitigation and/or compensation 
measures for reptiles. 

5.1.3 Further surveys for reptiles would involve laying out artificial refuges (1m x 
1m roofing felt tiles or similar) at a density of at least 5-10 per hectare 
following Froglife/Natural England guidelines, with higher densities being 
used in the areas to be impacted, and other areas considered most suitable 
for reptiles on site. Seven subsequent site visits would follow to check on 
and under each mat for reptiles, as well as to note any reptiles found 
elsewhere on site. Reptile survey visits should take place in suitable weather 
during the active season which is taken to be from March to the end of 
September. 

5.2 Impact Avoidance Measures 

Foraging, Commuting and/or Roosting Bats 

5.2.1 In order to prevent risk of disturbance to potentially foraging or commuting 
bats during and post-development, sensitive lighting of the site should be 
used and the guidelines below should be followed: 

• avoid lights pointing at surrounding hedgerows or trees, particularly 
the two outlined as having low potential for roosting bats; 

• use hoods or directional lighting to avoid lighting that illuminates the 
hedgerows, sky or any habitats beyond the site; 

• minimise lighting on site as far as possible; 

• turn lights off when not in use. 

5.2.2 Further it is recommended that where possible, low pressure sodium 
security lights with glass glazing are used as these produce the least 
amount of UV light possible. The brightness of the lamps should be kept as 
low as feasibly possible and lighting should be kept at as low a height level 
as possible. This should reduce the attraction effects of the lighting on 
insects and reduce the effects of the lighting on bats (ILE/BCT, 2007). 

5.2.3 It is also recommended that the development works should not take place 
after sunset, and any security or spot lighting required should be kept to a 
minimum, and where possible be placed on a short timer to reduce the 
extent of lighting on site during development. 
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Nesting Birds 

5.2.4 In order to prevent risk of harm to potentially nesting birds on site it is 
recommended that one of the following two precautions be undertaken. 

• To avoid potential risk of harm to ground-nesting bird species, it is 
recommended that the field continue to be cropped or stocked with 
animals as usual, until the development is to commence. If this is not 
intended and the field is to be left, the cropped area of the field and 
the area of pasture should be ploughed outside of the bird nesting 
season (which is taken to be March to the end of August). The area 
should then be ploughed regularly until the development 
commences so that it does not become overgrown and potentially 
suitable for use by ground-nesting birds (as well as species such as 
widespread reptiles) that could be harmed by the proposed 
development works 

• Ground clearance works should be undertaken outside of the bird 
nesting season taken to be March to the end of August. Site works 
should then commence between September and February so that, in 
this way, should any birds then choose to nest within hedgerows 
surrounding the site, it could be taken that they were not being 
disturbed by noise or works taking place, or they would have likely 
chosen an alternative nesting site.  

• If works are to commence within the bird nesting season, or any 
hedgerow maintenance works are required within this time period 
(taken to be March to the end of August), an Ecologist should check 
the site or area of hedgerow to be impacted for active bird nests no 
more than seven days before works commence on site. The check 
should consist of a thorough check of both grassland and hedgerow 
habitats. Should any active nests be found these should be 
protected by a 3m fenced exclusion zone which should remain in 
place until the birds are confirmed to have finished nesting 

Other Wildlife and General Precautions 

5.2.5 The following precautions should be undertaken during the construction 
stage of the development to prevent risk of harm to any small animals which 
may cross the site during works: 

• trenches, pits or holes dug on site that are to be left over night 
should be covered over or have a ramp placed in them so that any 
wildlife that falls in can climb out safely; 

• materials brought to the site for the refurbishment works should be 
kept off the ground on pallets so as to prevent animals seeking 
refuge within them and coming into harm’s way; 
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• rubbish and waste should be removed off site immediately or placed 
in a skip, to prevent small animals using the waste as a refuge, and 
in thus coming into harm’s way. 

5.3 Enhancement Suggestions 

Bat Boxes 

5.3.1 The inclusion on site of bat boxes, preferably made of woodcrete, would 
provide potential roosting opportunities for bats. Bat boxes such as 
Schwegler 1F and 1FD boxes can be positioned externally on  buildings and 
are suitable for a variety of bat species. Such boxes should last at least 25 
years. Other boxes such as the Schwegler 1FR bat tube can be 
incorporated into the fabric of buildings to provide permanent potential 
roosting sites for bats. These bat tubes need no cleaning or other attention 
as droppings will simply fall out of the bat tube entrance. Bat droppings are 
not known to carry any disease, and unlike mouse droppings will simply 
crumble to dust. 

5.3.2 It is best to install at least three boxes together facing varying aspects, on 
trees this should be south-east, south-west and north.  This allows bats to 
relocate to the box with the best temperature as the weather changes. Bat 
boxes should be positioned above 4m away from features that may provide 
access to the box for cats or other animals. 

Bird Boxes 

5.3.3 Wherever possible the addition of bird boxes on the new buildings or 
surrounding hedgerows would be likely to increase potential nesting sites for 
birds. Installing many and varied bird boxes with different sized entrance 
holes would be likely to attract a larger diversity of species to nest. 

5.3.4 Wooden bird boxes should not be treated with preservative and would 
ideally be bought from woodlands managed for sustainability, such as those 
carrying the FSC logo. Great care should be taken to ensure any such 
boxes would be out of the reach of local cats. 

Native tree, shrub and flower plantings 

5.3.5 As practical, native trees and shrubs should be planted in appropriate areas 
within the proposed development site. These would provide a structural 
diversity on the site and attract a greater diversity of wildlife, whilst also 
making the site more attractive to new residents.  

5.3.6 Whilst single trees and shrubs have some value, groups of trees and shrubs 
would be better for wildlife, as they create more shelter for animals. Several 
groups of trees and clumps of native shrubs would be likely to greatly 
increase the ecological value of the site. Trees and shrubs within a group 
should ideally be planted far enough apart so that they just interlock on 
reaching maturity; that way, a herbaceous layer can form below, and the 
trees and shrubs do not compete with each other when growing. 
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5.3.7 The inclusion of wildflowers (bulbs, plug planted or sown) in appropriate 
open areas would greatly increase the diversity of plant species on the site 
and create further habitats and food resource for a wide variety of wildlife. 

Choice of Plant Species 

5.3.8 A list of recommended native wildflower plants are listed in Table 3 in 
Appendix 5, and native trees and shrubs (including suggested hedging 
plants) can be found in Table 4 in Appendix 5.  

5.3.9 Though not all the species listed in Tables 3 and 4 in Appendix 5 may be 
native to the Cambridgeshire area, the vast majority will suit the local 
conditions and all species listed are UK natives and of significant value to 
wildlife. The species on the list were chosen with practical considerations 
(e.g. particularly invasive species left off the list). A list of native plant 
suppliers can be found on the Flora Locale website at: 
http://www.floralocale.org. 

5.3.10 Other native species may be used in place of those on the list, but an 
Ecologist should be consulted beforehand to ensure that the species are 
appropriate. 

 

6 CONCLUSION 

6.1 With the further surveys outlined in this report undertaken and appropriate 
mitigation designed, and with other precautionary measures from this report 
undertaken, so long as any development of the site prevents impact upon 
the surrounding hedgerow or dry ditch, it should be possible for development 
of the proposed site to proceed with minimal risk of harm or disturbance to 
any protected, BAP or rare wildlife or local nature conservation. With some 
or all the enhancement measures implemented, it may also be possible to 
improve the site to the benefit of local wildlife. 
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8 APPENDICES 

8.1 Appendix 1: Figure   

Figure 1: Phase 1 Habitats on Land at Histon, Cambridgeshire, 12th August 2011. 
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8.2 Appendix 2: Photographs   

Photograph 1: Looking Southeast Across the Arable Field Proposed For Development at Histon, 
Cambridgeshire. 12th August 2011 

 
Photograph by Gail Cobbold 

 
Photograph 2: Northern Hedgerow and Grassland Margin on Land Proposed for Development at 
Histon, Cambridgeshire. 12th August 2011 

 
Photograph by Gail Cobbold 
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Photograph 3: Southern Hedgerow and Grassland Margin on Land Proposed for Development at 
Histon, Cambridgeshire. 12th August 2011 

 
Photograph by Gail Cobbold 

 
Photograph 4: Eastern Grassland Margin on Land Proposed for Development at Histon, 
Cambridgeshire. 12th August 2011 

 
Photograph by Gail Cobbold 
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Photograph 5: Small Area of Hardstanding on Land proposed for Development at Histon, 
Cambridgeshire. 12th August 2011 

 
Photograph by Gail Cobbold 

 
Photograph 6: Dry Ditch at Northern Site Boundary of Land Proposed for Development at Histon, 
Cambridgeshire. 12th August 2011 

 
Photograph by Gail Cobbold 
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Photograph 7: Tree With Low Potential for Roosting Bats on Land Proposed for Development at 
Histon, Cambridgeshire. 12th August 2011 

 
Photograph by Gail Cobbold 

 
Photograph 8: Tree With Low Potential for Roosting Bats on Land Proposed for Development at 
Histon, Cambridgeshire. 12th August 2011 

 
Photograph by Gail Cobbold 
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8.3 Appendix 3: List of Plants on Site 

Table 1: List of Plants on on Land at Histon, Cambridgeshire, 12th August 2011. 

  Habitat Native 

English Name Scientific Name 1 2 3  

Trees      

Ash Fraxinus excelsior R   Y 

Blackthorn Prunus spinosa  F  Y 

Cherry Prunus sp. R   N 

Copper Beech sapling Fagus purpurea  R  N 

Elder Sambucus nigra R R  Y 

Hawthorn Crataegus monogyna O   Y 

Rowan Sorbus aucuparia R   Y 

Willow Sapling Salix sp.  R  Y 

Shrubs      

Bramble Rubus fruticosus agg. R F  Y 

Dogwood Cornus sanguinea  R  Y 

Rose Rosa sp. O   N 

Snowberry Symphoricarpus albus R   N 

Herbaceous Layer      

Annual Meadow Grass Poa annua  O  Y 

Annual Wall Rocket Diplotaxis muralis  R  Y 

Black-bindweed Fallopia convolvulus  R  Y 

Black Medick Medicago lupulina  O  Y 

Bladder Campion Silene vulgaris  R  Y 

Bristly Ox-tongue Picris echioides  R  Y 

Broad-leaved Dock Rumex obtusifolius  R  Y 

Broad-leaved Plantain Plantago major  R  Y 

Broad-leaved Willowherb Epilobium montanum  R  Y 

Broomrape Orobanche sp.  O  Y 

Campion Silene sp.  R  Y 

Canadian Fleabane Conyza canadensis  R  N 

Chickweed Stellaria media  O  Y 

Clustered Dock Rumex conglomeratus  R  Y 

Cocksfoot Dactylis glomerata  O R Y 

Common Bent-Grass Agrostis capillaris  R  Y 

Common Bird’s Foot Trefoil Lotus corniculatus  R  Y 

Common Cleavers Galium aparine  R  Y 

Common Field Speedwell Veronica persica  R  Y 

Common Mallow Malva sylvestris  R  Y 

Common Nettle Urtica dioica  O  Y 

Common Ragwort Senecio jacobaea  R  Y 
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  Habitat Native 

English Name Scientific Name 1 2 3  

Couch Grass Elytrigia repens  O  Y 

Cow Parsley Anthriscus sylvestris  R  Y 

Creeping Cinquefoil Potentilla reptans  O  Y 

Creeping Thistle Cirsium arvense  R R Y 

Crested Dog’s Tail Cynosurus cristatus  R  Y 

Daisy Bellis perennis  R  Y 

Dandelion Taraxacum agg.  O  Y 

False Oat Grass Arrhenatherum elatius  A  Y 

Fat Hen Chenopodium album  O  Y 

Field Bindweed Convolvulus arvensis  R  Y 

Field Pansy Viola arvensis  R  Y 

Field Poppy Papaver rhoeas  O  Y 

Fool’s Parsley Aethus synapium  O  Y 

Hawkbit Leontodon sp.  R  Y 

Hedge Bindweed Calystegia sepium  R  Y 

Hedgerow Cranes-bill Geranium pyrenaicum  R  Y 

Hoary Plantain Plantago media  R  Y 

Hogweed Heracleum sphondylium  R  Y 

Horsetail Equisetum arvense  O  Y 

Ivy Hedera helix R   Y 

Knotgrass Polygonum aviculare  R  Y 

Meadow Grass Poa sp.  R  Y 

Moss   O  Y 

Mugwort Artemisia vulgaris  O  Y 

Nipplewort Lapsana communis  R  Y 

Perennial Rye Grass Lolium perenne  O D Y 

Petty Spurge Euphorbia peplus  R  Y 

Pineapple Weed Matricaria discoidea  R  Y 

Prickly Lettuce Lactuca serriola  O  Y 

Prickly Sow Thistle Sonchus asper  R  Y 

Red Clover Trifolium pratense  F  Y 

Red Dead-nettle Lamium purpureum  R  Y 

Rhubarb Rheum sp.  R  Y 

Ribwort Plantain Plantago lanceolata  F  Y 

Rye Secale cereale  R  Y 

Scentless mayweed Tripleurospermum inodorum  O R Y 

Shepherd’s Purse Capsella bursa-pastoris  R  Y 

Small Scabious Scabiosa columbaria  R  Y 

Small Timothy Phleum bertolonii  F  Y 
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  Habitat Native 

English Name Scientific Name 1 2 3  

Sun Spurge Euphorbia helioscopia  R  Y 

Tare Vicia sp.  R  Y 

Timothy Phleum pratense ssp pratense  O  Y 

Turnip Brassica rapa  R  Y 

Unid. Brome Bromus sp.  R  Y 

Unid. Plant (1)   R  ? 

Unid. Plant (2)   R  ? 

Unid. Willowherb Epilobium sp.  R  ? 

Wall Barley Hordeum murinum  O  Y 

White Bryony Bryonia dioica  R  Y 

White Clover Trifolium repens  O O Y 

White Dead-nettle Lamium sp.  R  Y 

Wild Oat Avena fatua  O  Y 

Yarrow Achillea millefolium  O  Y 

Total Species 87 

Total Native Species 79 

Habitat 1: Hedges; Habitat 2: Field; Habitat 3: Sheep Paddock 
D= Dominant, A = Abundant, F = Frequent, O = Occasional, R = Rare (on site relative frequency)  
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8.4 Appendix 4: Site Evaluation Criteria 

Table 2: Site Evaluation Criteria & Score for on Land at Histon, Cambridgeshire, 12th August 
2011. 

Criteria Rating/ 
Value 

Remarks Score Site 
Score 

Very High >50 hectares 5  
High >10 but <50 hectares 4 x 
Medium >3 but <10 hectares 3  
Low >1 but <3 hectares 2  

Size/Extent 

Very Low <1 hectare  1  
Very High 150 or more native plant species found on site. 15  
High Between 100 – 149 native plant species found on site. 10  
Medium Between 60 – 99 native plant species found on site. 6 x 
Low Between 30 – 59 native plant species found on site. 3  

Diversity – 
Species 

Very Low Less than 30 native plant species found on site. 1  
Very High More than 10 habitat types present on site with a mix of 

terrestrial and aquatic habitats present. 
15  

High Between 5 – 10 different habitat types on site with a mix 
of terrestrial and aquatic habitat types. 

10  

Medium >3 terrestrial habitats on site but either none or very 
limited aquatic habitat present. 

6  

Low >2 habitat types present on site but with a predominance 
of one terrestrial habitat type covering over 60% of the 
total area and no aquatic habitats. 

3  

Diversity – 
Habitats 

Very Low Only 1 or 2 habitat types present on site with a 
predominance of one terrestrial habitat type which covers 
over 90% of the total area. 

1 x 

Very High Predominant habitats unmanaged, slow developing and 
difficult to recreate, such as ancient woodland, species 
rich hedgerows. If known, land that has been unmanaged 
for more than 25 years. 

10  

High Habitats largely unmanaged or traditionally managed in 
line with historic management of the site, if known, this 
may include derelict land that has been unmanaged for 
between 10 and 25 years. 

8  

Medium Over 40% of the site consisting of natural features as 
opposed to hardstanding/buildings. Some degree of 
management may occur on a rotational or at a 
significantly low level. If known, land that has been 
derelict and unmanaged for no more than 10 years. 

5  

Low Limited area of natural habitats on site and/or these are 
mainly well managed/maintained e.g. garden beds, 
grazed pasture. If known, this may include derelict land 
that has been unmanaged for no more than 3 years. 

3 x 

Naturalness 

Very Low Few natural habitats found on site and/or habitats 
extensively managed (hardstanding, intensive agricultural 
land, amenity grassland. If land is derelict/unmanaged, 
this must have been for no more than one year. 

1  

Very High Species or habitat present that is considered very rare 
and important at international, national and local levels. 

20  

High Species or habitat present that is considered rare and 
important at a national and local level, or very rare and 
significant at a local level. 
This would include UKBAP Priority Species, Red listed 
BoCC, UKBAP Priority Habitats and Nationally Rare plant 
and invertebrate species. 

16  

Medium Species or habitat present that is considered important at 
a national level and rare at a local level. This would 
include non priority UKBAP species, UKBAP general 
habitats, LBAP species, locally rare plant/invertebrate 
species, amber listed BoCC species and legally protected 
species not considered to be rare. 

10 x 

Rare or 
Exceptional 
Features 

Low Species or habitats present not considered to be 
particularly rare or important at a national or local level 

4  
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Very Low Species or habitats present considered to be widespread 
and common at both a local and national level or very 
common at a local level 

1  

Very High Habitat unable to be recreated within a reasonable 
timescale (<50 years) if lost such as ancient 
woodland/trees, unimproved grassland etc. 

10  

High Habitat difficult to recreate to the same standard within a 
reasonable timescale (<50 years) such as species-rich 
hedgerows  

8  

Medium Habitats likely to be recreated to the same degree of 
similarity within 25 years e.g semi-improved grasslands 

5  

Low Habitats relatively easy to recreate within 2-10 years such 
as improved grassland, non species-rich hedgerows 

3 x 

Fragility 

Very Low Habitats easy to recreate and likely to establish within 1-2 
years such as amenity grassland.  

1  

Very High Habitats on site rare at a national and/or regional level 
and/or considered to be very rare within the local context. 

5  

High Habitats largely different to those nearby but with some 
similar areas known within the region. 

4  

Medium Some habitats on site both similar and differing from 
those within a local context. 

3  

Low Habitats on site largely the same as surrounding and 
regional habitats but some minor areas of different or 
significant habitat at a local level. 

2  

Typicalness 

Very Low Habitats on site largely the same as surrounding and 
regional habitats. 

1 x 

Very High More than 10 hedgerows, waterways and/or tree lines 
linking site to other potential habitat. Linking habitat 
generally of high quality (hedgerows with no gaps, 
woodland, mature gardens) and linking to many and/or 
large areas of similar and/or diverse habitats. 

15  

High Between 6 – 9 hedgerows, tree lines and/or waterways 
linking site to other potential habitat. Connective habitat of 
medium-high quality and linking to areas of similar and/or 
diverse habitats. 

10  

Medium Between 3 – 5 hedgerows, treelines and/or waterways 
connecting site to other potential habitat. Site usually 
linked to small areas of high quality habitat or large areas 
or poorer quality habitat. 

6  

Low 1 – 2 linking features such as hedgerows, waterways 
and/or tree lines to other potential habitat. Linking habitat 
of poor quality and linking to small areas of similar habitat. 

3 x 

Connectivity 

Very Low Site surrounded by hardstanding, roads and/or other 
barriers to wildlife dispersal. No hedgerows, waterways or 
tree lines to link site to other potential habitat. 

1  

Very High Public Rights of Access on site and habitats providing 
screening of industrial/commercial areas from residential 
properties. 

5  

High Public Rights of Access to the site and a reasonable 
number of local residents that may appreciate the visual 
appearance of the site. 

4 x 

Medium No public rights of access to the site although site 
occasionally used by local public and provides some 
positive visual impact for local residents. 

3  

Low No public rights of access to the site although site 
provides some positive visual impact for low numbers of 
local residents. 

2  

Value for 
Appreciation 
of Nature 

Very Low No public rights of access to the site and site either 
having no positive visual impact and/or not visible from 
any residential or commercial properties. 

1  

Site Score 
and Rating 

35 (Low) 

Site Value Scores      0-19  = Very Low 20-39  = Low 
   40-59  = Medium  60-79  = High 
   80-100  = Very High 
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8.5 Appendix 5: Suggested Native Planting 

Table 3: Selected UK Native Wildflower Meadow Species 

Common Name Scientific Name 

Spring-Flowering Bulbs 

Round-headed Leek Allium sphaerocephalon 

Snakeshead Fritillary Fritillaria meleagris 

Snowdrop Galanthus nivalis 

Wild Cyclamen Cyclamen hederifolium 

Wild Daffodil Narcissus pseudonarcissus “lobularis” 

Wild Tulip Tulipa sylvestris 

Flowers 

Agrimony Agrimonia eupatoria 

Bird’s-foot Trefoil Lotus corniculatus 

Burnet-saxifrage Pimpinella saxifraga 

Bush Vetch Vicia sepium 

Common Centaury Centaurium erythraea 

Common Milkwort Polygala vulgaris 

Cowslip Primula veris 

Creeping Cinquefoil Potentilla reptans 

Field Scabious Knautia arvensis 

Greater Knapweed Centaurea scabiosa 

Imperforate St. John’s Wort Hypericum imperforatum 

Lady’s Bedstraw Gallium verum 

Large Thyme Thymus pulegiodes 

Meadow Cranesbill Geranium pratense 

Meadow Vetchling Lathyrus pratensis 

Musk Mallow Malva moschata 

Perforate St. John’s Wort Hypericum perforatum 

Primrose Primula vulgaris 

Selfheal Prunella vulgaris 

Silverweed Potentilla anserina 

Sulphur Clover Trifolium ochroleucon 

Tufted Vetch  Vicia cracca 

Weld Reseda luteola 

Wild Basil Clinopodium vulgare 

Wild Clary Salvia verbenaca 

Wild Marjoram Origanum vulgare 

Wild Mignonette Reseda lutea 

Grasses 

Crested Dog’s-tail Cynosurus cristatus 

Meadow Barley Hordeum secalinum 
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Common Name Scientific Name 

Meadow Foxtail Alopecurus pratensis 

Sweet Vernal Grass Anthoxanthum odoratum 

Timothy Phleum pratense 

 

Table 4: Selected UK Native Trees and Shrubs 

Common Name Scientific Name 

Trees 

Silver Birch Betula pendula 

Beech (H) Fagus sylvatica 

Wild Apple Malus sylvestris 

Wild Cherry (H) Prunus avium 

Bird Cherry Prunus padus 

Whitebeam Sorbus aria 

Wild Service-tree Sorbus torminalis 

Small-leaved Lime Tilia cordata  

Large-leaved Lime Tilia platyphyllos 

Shrubs 

Field Maple (H) Acer campestre 

Box (H) Buxus sempervirens 

Dogwood (H) Cornus sanguinea 

Hazel (H) Corylus avellana 

Hawthorn (H) Crataegus monogyna 

Spurge Laurel Daphne laureola 

Spindle (H) Euonymus europaeus 

Holly (H) Ilex aquifolium 

Juniper Juniperus communis 

Privet (H) Ligustrum vulgare 

Elder (H) Sambucus nigra 

Yew (H) Taxus baccata 

Wayfaring Tree Viburnum lantana 

Guelder Rose (H) Viburnum opulus 

(H) Common native hedging plants. 
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