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Summary

The proposals have engaged with the NPPF Mitigation Hierarchy and have been able to avoid most potential significant effects at the Site.

Residual significant effects can be mitigated and compensated on site and secured via standard conditions provided in the British Standard
BS:42020.

Based on the mitigation and compensation strategy, the proposed development delivers a net gain for biodiversity in both habitat and hedgerow
categories.

20/10/2022 4 Ecological Impact Assessment
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1. Introduction

1.1.1. Brooks Ecological Ltd was commissioned by Trammell Crow Company ECOIOglcaI ImpaCt %
Logistics (Heywood) Ltd to carry out an Ecological Impact Assessment (EclA) Assessment (EC'A)

for a Site referred to as Heywood Stores, Manchester Road, Heywood, OL10 Checklist LDC;I"C;O;’/;”‘“‘“;;E“ml‘;;ists
2QR.

Yes | Paragraph
No | reference
n/a | number(s)

EclA Criteria
(to ensure decisions are based on adequate information in accordance with Clauses 6.2 and 8.1 of BS42020:2013)

1.1.2. The British Standard BS:42020 recommends that a proportional assessment
of ecological impacts should be made - such that decision making relating to
the NPPF ’mitigation hierarchy’, the planning balance’, and the use of
conditions is suitably informed.

1. Where pre-application advice has been received from the Local Planning Authority and/or an NGO and/
or statutory body (e.g. NE DAS, NRW DASJ, it has been fully accounted for in the EclA

Pre-app/
scope

2. The scope, structure and content of the EclA is in accordance with published good practice® "

3. Adequate” and up-to-date™
a. Desk study has been undertaken™
b. Phase 1 habitat survey (or equivalent) has been undertaken
c. Phase 2 ecology surveys have been undertaken (where necessary)™

4. Allstatutory and non-statutory sites likely to be significantly affected are clearly and correctly identified

1.1.3. The purpose of the EclA report is to use the information gathered, alongside
the proposals for the Site, to:

5. All protected or priority species and priority habitats® likely to be significantly affected are clearly and
correctly identified, and adequate surveys have been undertaken to inform the baseline

6. Anyinvasive non-native plant species present are clearly and correctly identified

Surveys, Sites, Species and
Habitats

7. Wherea separate PEA Report states that Phase 2 ecology surveys are required, these have been

(] identify any significant effects associated with the proposed undertaken in full and results submitted with the application (or lack of such surveys is justified)

develop m en‘t € 8. The assessment is based on clearly defined development proposals along with relevant drawings/plans
' & (and any plans used are the same version number as those submitted with the application)
= or
° set out any mitigation (|nc|ud|ng monrtormg) requ|red to address E |5 The residual ecological effects are considered to be not significant at any geographical scale irrespective
. ) ) . . 2 of the detailed proposals, and the is based on a worst-case-scenario
these effects, and to ensure compliance with legislation and policy, § 10, The reportdescrbes and ssesses i kly sgnincant effects ffects)
E clearly stating the geographical scale of significance [where relevant)
° ldentlfy su |ta b | e en h ancement . 11. The mitigation hierarchy has been clearly followed*
g c
3 12. The report:
. . . - . 2. Clearly identifies the proposed mitigation and compensation measures, and explains how these will
e identify measures required to secure mitigation and enhancement, £ <dequately adress al likely significent acverse cffects
g b. Includes, where necessary, proposals for post-construction monitoring
. . . . . g . Recommends how proposed measures may be secured through planning conditions/obligations and/
e identify and assess any residual effects and their legal, policy and 35 or necessary licences
£
deVelOp ment ma nagement Conseq uences. & |13, Asummary table of proposed mitigation and compensation measures has been provided
14, The need for any mitigation licences required in relafion to protected species is clearly identified
1.1 .4' Th|s report adapts the format set out In the Cha rtered |nst|tute for Ecology 15. Proposals to deliver ecological enhancement/Biodiversity Net Gain have been provided
: Al ; 16. Limitstions™ of the ecological work have been correctly identified and the implications explained
and Environmental Management (CIEEM) guidelines for Ecological Report . d i P i
.. 17. All relevant key timing issues (e.g. site vegetation clearance or roaf removal) that may constrain or
Writing (December 2017). 8. Iy affect the proposed fiming of devel have been identfied
8
£ |18 Allecological work and surveys accord with published good practice methods and guidelines OR
g deviation from such guidelines is made clear and fully justified, and the implications for subsequent
conclusions and recommendations made explicit in the report™
S 13. All ecologists and surveyors hold appropriate species licences where relevant) and/or have all necessary

competencies to carry out the work undertaken

20. The report dlearly identifies where the proposed development complies with relevant legislation
and policy, highlighting any possible non-compliance issues, and highlighting circumstances where
a conclusion cannot be drawn as it requires an assessment of non-ecological issues (such as socio-
ecanomic ones)

. The report provides a clear summary of losses and gains for biodiversity, and  justified conclusion of an
overall net gain for biodiversity

Conclusions
N
N

22. Justifiable conclusions™ based on sound professional judgement™ have been drawn as to the
significance of effects on any designated site, protected or priority habitat/species or other ecological
feature, and a justified scale of significance has been stated

20/10/2022 5 Ecological Impact Assessment
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2. Method

Scope of Assessment

2.1.1. The application site 'the Site' comprises a number of large storage sheds
within a large compound which includes pockets of amenity grassland and a
small woodland. The extent of this assessment is the development area within
the red line boundary defined in Figure 2.1, overleaf.

2.1.2. The assessment uses a 2 km area of search around the Site for records of
protected and notable species and locally or nationally designated wildlife
sites.

2.1.3. Ecological surveys and reports informing this assessment comprise of the
following:

e Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (PEA) carried out by RSK
Biocensus in 2021. Ref: 2483038, December 2021

e Updating walkover survey carried out by Brooks Ecological in
May 2022.

e Bat Emergence survey carried out by Brooks Ecological in
2022. ER-6197-01, July 2022.

e  BatActivity survey carried out by Brooks Ecological in 2022. ER-
6197-03 October 2022

e Great crested newt eDNA survey carried out by Brooks
Ecological in 2022. SI-6197-01, May 2022.

e Invasive species survey carried out by Ecological Estates in
2022. R-EE-6197-01, July 2022.

e lLandscape Masterplan produced by TPM Landscape in
October 2022, 4146-101-Q, June 2023.

20/10/2022

Desk Study

BROOKS ECOLOGICALLTD

2.1.4. A full desk study including consideration of local biological records, aerial
photographs, local designations and planning guidance has been carried out.

Field Survey

2.1.5. The following dedicated field surveys have been carried out at the Site. Full
details of the methodologies used, and the results obtained are contained in
the relevant documents referenced opposite. Unless stated otherwise these
followed the relevant survey guidelines refenced in reports.

Walkover / Extended Phase 1 Habitat Survey

Updating walkover survey to allow habitat condition
assessments.

Bat Activity Surveys - Transect and Remote Monitoring*
Bat Emergence Survey*

GCN eDNA analysis

Ecological Impact Assessment



HEYWOOD STORES, OLDHAM

Figure 2.1 Site area under assessment (red line)

20/10/2022

2.1.6.

BROOKS ECOLOGICALLTD

Assessment Method

In assessing the significance of effects, we refer to Section 5 of CIEEM (2018)
- that a 'significant effect’ is an effect that either supports or undermines
biodiversity conservation objectives for ‘important ecological features’ or for
biodiversity in general. In relation to ecological features, we consider the
following factors in combination, including;

e the feature's value on an ascending scale, from Site to international
value,

e thesite's position in the local landscape,

e its current management, and

e its size, rarity, or threats to its integrity

. There are several tools available to aid this consideration, including

established frameworks such as Ratcliffe Criteria or concepts such as
Favourable Conservation Status. Also of help is reference to Biodiversity
Action Plans in the form of the Local BAP and Section 41 of the NERC Act
(2006) to determine if the Site supports any Priority Habitats or Habitats of
Principal Importance or presents any opportunities in this respect.

. The assessment considers the development proposals set out below, from

which the potential impacts can be summarised as:

e Vegetation and habitat removal

e Disturbance, pollution, or interference arising from the Site's
construction

e Disturbance, pollution, or interference arising from the Site's
operation

This report deals with any significant effects potentially arising from these
impacts. It looks at how the mitigation hierarchy can be applied to any effects
and the implications of any residual significant effects.

Ecological Impact Assessment
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3.

3.1.1.

3.1.2.

3.1.4.

Ecology Baseline

A summary of the points salient to this
assessment are set out below:

Designated Sites and Conservation Areas
Impacts on both Statutory (International and
National) and Non-Statutory designations or

their interests have been ruled out at PEA Stage.

Habitats

. The Site comprises habitats mapped opposite

and described in the table overleaf. Mapping
does not include urban trees, the area for which
has been calculated using the Metric “Urban
Tree Helper”.

Potential future changes to the baseline

The Site's use and ecological baseline will likely
be unchanged until the time of the proposed
development.

. In the absence of re-development, it is assumed

that the Site would continue under its current
management regime.

. If left un-managed, the landscaped areas on site

would likely succeed to tall ruderal vegetation
and native scrub over time. Areas of sealed
surface and buildings would remain intact.

20/10/2022
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Figure 3.1 The Site’s habitats

[ Red Line Boundary

| Habitats Baseline
"7 Bramble scrub

1 I Developed land; sealed surface
Modified grassland
I Other woodland; broadleaved

Ponds (Non- Priority Habitat)
o
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3.1.7. The table below sets out the habitats at this Site and their relevance in this assessment.

Table 3.1 Site Habitats Summary

BROOKS ECOLOGICALLTD

Codes | Habitat Feature Notes Valued at what scale
g4 Habitats of Low Areas of built development (roads and bulidings) and modified grassland. These two habitat types occupy the vast majority of the site Negligible
ulb or Very Low area. Both remain under intensive management and offer minimal ecological value.
Distinctiveness. These habitats have relevance to biodiversity at this site on the basis of their extent - mitigation / compensation for any loss of these
habitats is dealt with through the Biodiversity Net Gain process and they are not considered further in the EclA process.
h3h Bramble Scrub A single pocket of bramble scrub has developed behind the north-western most building, this was previously mapped as modified Negligible
grassland indicating bramble has recently colonised here from the adjacent woodland.
This is a common habitat type locally and it does not support rare of otherwise notable species here.
Loss will be mitigated through the Biodiversity Net Gain process - which will need to target scrub habitat on/off site and it is not
considered further in the EclA process.
wlg Other Semi natural broadleaved woodland marking the northwest border of the site. This area sis dominated by willow with sycamore and Local Level
woodland; birch.
broadleaved The woodland provides a good band of habitat which supports higher biodiversity and offers more varied structure than those in its
vicinity, with Heywood Stores to its east, pasture and development to its north and west, and pasture and the new bypass construction to
the south. However, these surrounding habitats serve to sever links to other similar areas of elevated value.
1170 Urban Trees Numerous semi mature trees are found within the sites landscaped areas, species include sycamore, birch, hornbeam, ash, cherry, Scots | Site level
pine and poplar.
While these specimens add some value at a site wide level, owing to their position within a developed and managed site they fail to
offer significant wider ecological value.
Loss will be mitigated through the Biodiversity Net Gain process - which will need to target the provision of additional urban trees on
site and it is not considered further in the EclA process.
Ponds (non- A single small pond is present within the band of woodland, at the time of survey water depth was no greater than 5cm. The pond is fed | Site level
priority) by a small, culverted outflow, which drains into an unvegetated depression within the woodland with marginal areas occupied by
buttercup, horsetail and yellow flag iris.
Loss will be mitigated through the Biodiversity Net Gain process - which will need to target pond habitats on site and it is not considered
further in the EclA process.

3.1.8. The table overleaf shows the Site’s habitats in terms of their measured extent (ha or km) and Biodiversity Value in Habitat Units. This is an excerpt from the DEFRA Biodiversity

Metric 3.1 Spreadsheet Calculator:

20/10/2022
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HEYWOOD STORES, OLDHAM

Figure 3.2 Site Habitats as defined in Biodiversity Net Gain calculations - Site Baseline'.

BROOKS ECOLOGICALLTD

Habitats N Distincti Conditi < ic sicnifi E;:]ologwal
Suggested action to
- - Area address habitat losses Total habitat
Ref| Broad Habitat Habitat Type Distinctiveness| Condition Strategic significance _
(hectares) umits
1 Crassland Wodified grassland o Lo Cood Areafcompensation not in local strategy/ no | Same dJsu.n:u.-eLess or better 121
local strateqy habitat required =
2 Ciraecland Modified grassland Lo Cood Area‘compensation not in local strategy/ no | Same dJsu.n:u.-eLess or better 000
local strategy habitat required =
3 Girassdand Modified grassland Low Moderate Area‘compensation net in local strategy/ no | Same dJsu..r:cu‘.-'engss or better 803
local strategy habitat required =
Area‘compensation not in local strateqyy no | Same distinctiveness or befter
4 Grassland hlcdified grassland 0.4276 Lowr IModerate - P o o 171
local strategy habitat required =
Area‘compensats t in local strategyy S distinctiv T better
5 Crassland Modified grassland 0.4403 Lawr Moderate |00 O PSISANOR NOL (OCH, SRS RO | SRS CSURCRVERSSs OF bee 176
local strateqy habitat required =
Area‘compensats t in local strategy S distinctiv r better
6 Crassland lodified grassland 0.4834 Low Moderate [ o0 o poreaiOnnotin fofm RISy no | Sams CSHCIVeness oF betst 1.93
local strategy habitat required =
Conditi Area‘compensats t in local strategy/
T | Heathland and shrub Bramble scrub 0.0195 Medium | JoomOR |SIEACOIpERsaton notm jomi skRegyne 0.08
FAssessment MNA local strateqy
8 Heathland snd shrib Er le scr Lediom ) \_,:)1::].111:)1:_ . Area‘compensation not in local strateqy’ no 014
Assessment N/A local strategy
] Lakes Ponds (Mon- Priority Habitaf) 0.006 Medium Pocr Aremicompensation notIn local strieqy/ 2o 0.02
; - i local strategy
- . e . e Area‘compensation not in local strateqy’ no L X
10 Urkan Developed land; sealed surface §.1942 V.Low VA - Other Compensation Mot Eequired 0.00
local strategy
- - . Area‘compensation not in local strategy/ no
11 Weoodland and forest Cther woodland; broadleaved 1.352 MMedium Loderate - 10.82
local strateqy
Area‘compensats t in local strategy
12 Urban Urban Tree 23 Medium Poor FESRCCmpEnsEion notm joca shEegy ne 1160
local strategy
13
14
15
16
Total habitat area 14.07 37.31

" our report provides an estimate of the sites value in Biodiversity Units. This is based on thorough assessment at the time of survey and using the information available at this time. In this assessment we have used the latest

version of DEFRA's Biodiversity Metric Tool, the UK Habitats Classification and relevant guidance. This assessment requires subjective judgments to be made in terms of habitat type and condition and could be open to other
interpretations. Reliance on the Unit Score, or conversion of this into a monetary value, would be at the developer’s own risk. Where conversion to monetary value is required, it is always advisable to get calculations checked
independently.

20/10/2022
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Species and Species Groups

3.1.9. Potential constraints relating to relevant groups were investigated through the surveys listed above. Those highlighted are of relevance to the Site and are referenced later in
the assessment.

Table 3.2 Summary of relevant faunal issues

Species/ Group (Feature) Notes Valued at what scale

Amphibians Surveys concluded likely absence of great crested newt in the onsite and adjacent ponds within 250m. The site is unlikely to be | N/A
of value to any amphibian species.

Bats Seasonal activity surveys confirmed very low-level foraging by common pipistrelle bats only, activity is sporadic both spatially and | Site Level
temporally within the site.

Emergence survey of all buildings offering potential roosting features on the site have confirmed likely absence of roosting.

Site of low importance to bats.

Birds The site supports habitat which offers nesting opportunities to urban fringe bird species including woodland, scrub and urban | Local Level
trees, these habitats will all be lost in part.

Standard precautions apply regarding clearance of vegetation.

Invasive non-native plant species Himalayan balsam is abundant in isolated patches around the site’s margins, while very small amounts of Japanese knotweed are | Site level
also present. Cotoneaster and rhododendron are also present on the south-eastern boundary.

Standard precautions apply regarding clearance of vegetation.

20/10/2022 11 Ecological Impact Assessment
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4.

Description of the
Proposed Development

. Planning application seeking redevelopment of

the site comprising the demolition of all existing
units and erection of new storage and
distribution units (Use Class B8) with ancillary
office space, vehicular, pedestrian and cycle
access, external yards, parking, landscaping and
associated works.

. All existing structures will be cleared from the

site to facilitate the new development.

. It will be possible to retain and enhance much of

the existing boundary vegetation, though some
will be lost and replaced to allow the required
cut and fill operation to achieve the desired site
levels.

. The Ecologist has been able to feed into the

proposals masterplan to build in all potential
avoidance - in terms of layout. The following
sections examine impacts resulting from the
proposals which could not be avoided.

. Impacts are assessed on the basis of the effects

impacting the valued habitats, species, or sites
which have been identified above.

20/10/2022
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Figure 4.1 Proposed Site Plan (Ashton Smith DRW N° 21157 - ASA-00-ZZ2.ZZ-D - A-0003 _(S3 - P12)).

1

PROPOSED SITE LAYOUT
1:1000

12
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Figure 5.1 Development footprint in relation to existing on-Site habitats

HEYWOOD STORES, OLDHAM
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exception being most of the boundary habitats.

1

black hatch).

(

this includes areas

of existing built development which will be

1

cleared to facilitate the provision of new green

extent of proposed built development and
space.

relation to the mapped habitats

associated clearance works;

Development

5.1.1. Figure 5.1 shows the development footprint in
5.1.2. The development footprint shows the sum
5.1.3. The majority of the Site will be cleared

Ecological Impact Assessment
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5.1.4.

5.1.5.

5.1.7.

Figure 5.2 summarises the impacts of
development on existing habitat.

Areas shown in red will be cleared of existing
habitat and subject to extensive earthworks,
which will result in the permanent loss of
baseline habitats. These areas will then be built
out.

. Orange areas will be cleared of existing built

development to create new green space, with
the aim of maximising biodiversity value on site.

The areas marked green will be retained in situ,
protected from development and subject to
enhancement works.

20/10/2022

Figure 5.2

Summary of impacts on existing habitats

14
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Table 5.1 lists the anticipated Impacts and Effects associated with the proposals.

Impacts during Site Clearance Stage
1 Habitat will be removed from the Site by clearance and soil stripping using heavy machinery. Clearance
Significant Effects - in the absence of mitigation Acting on Acting at scale
(Maximum)
1a | Direct habitat loss. There will be a loss of habitat generally which will be managed through the Biodiversity | Other woodland: broadleaved Local

Net Gain process.
Habitat loss will affect connectivity through and around the Site.
Habitat loss will be likely to effect identified features of the Site.

1b | Damage to retained habitat such as by storage of clearance machinery or materials in these areas. Other woodland: broadleaved Local

1c | Disturbance. The noise and activity at the Site will render it and areas immediately off-site inhospitable to | Birds Local
wildlife during this period. Wildlife in this area is likely to be habituated to noise levels associated with
adjacent relief road construction activities.

1d | Pollution. There is the potential for sediment or chemicals to be released from the Site, or into retained Other woodland: broadleaved Local
habitat during this stage.

1e | Potential effects on Protected Species. Precautions will be required to ensure that impacts on badgers, Protected Species Criminal Offence
nesting birds, and the spread of Invasive Non-Native Species (INNS) can be avoided.
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Impacts during Construction Stage
2 | Construction activities will take place over a 2-3 year period. Construction of required infrastructure will be followed by footings and then above Construction
ground construction of buildings.
Significant Effects - in the absence of mitigation Acting on Acting at scale
(Maximum)
2a | Damage to retained habitat such as by storage of machinery or materials in these areas. Other woodland: broadleaved Local
2b | Disturbance. The noise and activity at the Site will render it and areas immediately off-site inhospitable to | Birds Local
wildlife during this period.
2c | Pollution. There is the potential for sediment or chemicals to be released from the Site during this stage. Other woodland: broadleaved Local
Impacts during Construction Stage
3 | Landscaping activities will take place period during the construction period and will, be phased around completion of roads and buildings. Construction
Significant Effects - in the absence of mitigation Acting on Acting at scale
(Maximum)
3a | Damage to retained habitat such as by storage of machinery or materials in these areas. Other woodland: broadleaved Local
Access will be required to retained areas to commence management and in itself could result in damage.
3b | Pollution. There is the potential for sediment or chemicals to be released from the Site during this stage. Other woodland: broadleaved Local
3c | Inappropriate habitat creation or management techniques could mean that the proposals fail to deliver All habitats and species Local
on BNG commitments
20/10/2022 16 Ecological Impact Assessment
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Impacts during Operation

Stage

4 | The Site will be occupied. Units will be occupied, and traffic and services will access the Site regularly. Flow of heavy goods vehicles to and from
the site will increase

Operation

biodiversity units committed to through the BNG process.

Significant Effects - in the absence of mitigation Acting on (feature) Acting at scale
(Maximum)
4a | Damage to retained and created habitat such as by inappropriate use, littering, release of invasive Other woodland: broadleaved Local
species.
4b | Disturbance. The noise and activity at the Site will be present of a lower order and will likely be tolerable to | Birds Local
species habituated to the urban conditions prevailing locally. Off-site
4c | In the absence of correct management retained and created habitats will not provide the necessary | All habitats Local

20/10/2022 17
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6. Mitigation & Residual Effects

6.1.1. Where feasible, the avoidance of unnecessary impacts has been considered at the design stage and worked into the Site Layout plan. The proposals will incorporate the
following mitigation in relation to the identified effects above, as illustrated below and set out in Table 6.1 overleaf.

6.1.2. Habitat creation and management will need to be applied to the proposals to achieve the calculated BNG position are set out (and committed to) in the plan below. These
themes would need to be the subject of a suitable Biodiversity Management which would provide a means of achieving the required habitats and condition.

6.1.3. Achieving the required Biodiversity Net Gain position will ensure that effects relating to habitat loss are addressed - both in respect of the habitats identified as valued features,
and also the lower value habitats which would previously have been scoped out of Impact Assessments. Our impact assessment therefore only highlights where habitats
present place a particular constraint on the protection of, or delivery of habitats on Site; or on off-set agreements.

6.1.4. Planning permission for the Site would be anticipated to be subject to standard conditions requiring the production of the following documents:

e ABS:42020 Biodiversity Management Plan (BMP). This will detail habitat creation and enhancement measures, and their required management to achieve the outlined
final BNG position. Briefly, this will include the provision of species rich grassland throughout landscaping, with specific areas targeted as wildflower meadows,
enhancement of retained existing grassland, provision of a new pond and planting and management of new scrub and urban trees.

e A BS:42020 Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP: Biodiversity) to detail the protection of retained habitats and avoidance of impacts on protected
or notable species, this will include but not be limited to the implementation of BPZ's, specifications for faunal checks and implementation of dark zones during
construction.
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7.Biodiversity Net Gain

7.1.1.

There will be a requirement for the proposals to secure Biodiversity Net Gain
(BNG) (in accordance with BS:8683) at a level determined by the Local Planning
Authority (LPA in line with their own policies and guidance in the NPPF).
Achieving this gain will form a vital part of the overall strategy in avoiding
potential significant affects, as outlined above.

. Any shortfall in Units will need to be off-set through the creation of Units off-Site

by direct works, or through contribution to a strategic fund operated by the LPA
or a third party. An agreement detailing any off-setting required would be the
subject of a condition of planning.

. Calculations setting out the position of the proposals in relation to BNG are set

out below. These are based on the Landscape Masterplan available at this time.
Habitat types which will need to be applied to the proposals to achieve the
calculated BNG position are set out (and committed to) in the plan opposite. As
with the baseline, Urban Trees have not been mapped, but areas calculated
using the tool provided within the Metric. See Landscape Masterplan for tree
positions.

. Achieving the required Biodiversity Net Gain position will ensure that effects

relating to habitat loss are addressed - both in respect of the habitats identified
as valued features, and also the lower value habitats which would historically
have been scoped out of Impact Assessments.

Net Gain Calculations

. The proposals will lead to an overall net gain in all assessed unit types, providing

8.10 additional Habitat Units (+21.74%) and 0.52 additional Hedgerow Units
(+34.11%) predicted.

. While the required 10% net gain position is achieved in both Habitat and

Hedgerow Units trading conditions are not met for all habitat types.

. Pond habitats are lost in the developed site, though proposals will include three

SUDS basins, exceeding the area currently occupied by ponds. These will be

20/10/2022
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temporarily wet and as such have been put through the Metric as the
corresponding grassland habitat, not ponds.

7.1.8. The second shortfall in trading rules relates to the loss of woodland habitat.

Development of the site will lead to the loss of 5.76 woodland derived units.
While not a woodland habitat, proposals will see the gain of 11.06 units through
the provision of urban trees ensuring tree cover at the site remains significant.

7.1.9. The client has been provided with a full copy of the Biodiversity Metric 3.1

Calculation Tool.

Figure 7.1 Post development habitat types

| [ Red Line Boundary

Hedgerows Proposed

=== Hedge Ornamental Non Native (h2NE3)
=== Line of Trees (W1g6NE2)

= Native Hedgerow (h2NES5)

Habitats Proposed

144 Artificial unvegetated, unsealed surface
[ Built linear features

11 Il Developed land; sealed surface

[0 Introduced shrub

| Modified grassland
Other neutral grassland
[0 Other woodland; broadleaved

Ecological Impact Assessment



HEYWOOD STORES, OLDHAM

Table 7.1 Habitat Creation and enhancement Summary extracted from Biodiversity Metric 3.1 Calculator tool
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Post development! post intervention habitats

- ; e Distinctivene | Conditio Strategic significance Temporal multiplier S Diﬂic;llltl Hab_itat
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat [hez;ale Distinctivene | . givion Strategic significance grandardlo: ad|usdt_r:-_d time to target tda_:_gﬂ* difficulty d:::::s,ed
55 condition conditiontsea | ¢ o raation
Grazsland Modified grassland n.ooz4 Lz floderate Areatcompensation nat in local strategy! Standard time to target condition applied 4 L 0.m
no oz al strategy
Grassland Modified grazsland 03085 Lz Four Areatcompensation not in local strategy! Standard time to target condition applied 1 Lo 053
nio louzal strakegy
Girassland Other newtral gras=land noazz Medium Good Areateompensation notin (06l strategyt Standard time to target condition applied n Lo 0ra
no oz al strategy
Grassland Orther neutral grassland 04746 Medium Ploderate Areatcompensation not in local strategy! Standard time to target condition applied i Lo bR
nio louzal strakegy
Heathland and shrub Mlived zcrub 04087 Medium floderate Areatcompensation not in local strategy! Standard time to target condition applied g Lo 274
nio louzal strakegy
Urban Artificial unwegetated, unsealed surface 00zz5 . Lo RN, - Other Arealcampenzation notn local st ategy! Standard time to target condition applied i} Lo 0an
no oz al strategy
Urban BEuilt linear Features 354 . Loy A2 - Oither Areatcompensation not in local strategy! Standard time to target condition applied 1] Lo .00
nio ouzal Skrakeqy
Urban Developed land; sealed surface 42453 W.Low FEA - Oither Areateampensation natin lacal strategut Standard time to target condition applied i} edium 0an
no oz al strategy
Cendition Arealcompensation ot in local strategyf
Urban Introduced shrub 0.07as Lz Aszsessme P u Standard time to target condition applied 1 Lo 015
nio louzal strakegy
nk ks
Urban Wacantiderelict land! bareground i} Lo Proar Areateompensation notin (06l strategyt Standard time to target condition applied 1 Lo 0an
no louzal strakeqy
Urban Urban Tree 6.63 Medium Four Areatcompensation not in local strategy! Standard time to target condition applied o Lo 1566
nio oozal strategy
Total habitat area 14.76 2312
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Post developmentd post intervention habitals
Baseline habitats . Habitat (P but can be Change in distinctiveness and condition avea o Strategic significance Temporal risk multiplier D""i'::"! Habitat
Di Conditio I mE o FInar |
Baselin (hectare =5 n Standard or adjusted time difficulty of | 4 e
prhi Baseline habitat Proposed Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Distinctiveness change Condition change s Strategic significance FEparaa B argces ifficulty of | jojiyered
3 Grassland - Modified grassland Grassland Other neutral grassland Low - Medium e RS E L= || gy Medium Gogg | Aresfeompensationnat in local strategyi | Standard time to target 15 Low 272
Good nolosal strategy condition applied
' Grassland - Modified grassland Grassland Other neutral grassland Low - Medium I B ETLS || e Medium Maoderats | #reatoompensation notin local strategyi | Standard time to target 10 Low 247
Maderate nolosal strategy condition applied
B Grassland - Modified grassland Heathland and shrub Mized scrub Low - Medium I B E L= || g Medium Maoderats | #reatoompensation notin local strategyi | Standard time to target 5 Low 436
Maderate nolosal strategy condition applied
# Hethland and shrub - Bramble sorub Heathland and shrub Mized scrub Medium - IMedium Bondition Assessment bR - yjq5 Medium | Moderste | “esfeompensationnotin localstrateqyé | Standard time ta target 5 Laow 014
Maderate nolosal strategy condition applied
136 10.20
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Table 6.1 lists the mitigation put in place to address the effects identified in table 5.1

BROOKS ECOLOGICALLTD

Mitigation during Site Clearance Stage
1 Habitat will be removed from the Site by clearance and soil stripping using heavy machinery. Clearance
Significant Effects - in the absence of mitigation Mitigation / Compensation Residual Magnitude
1a | Direct habitat loss. Complies with current Biodiversity Net Gain policy. Neutral / Minor Positive
The BMP will detail the provision and management of new higher
value habitat.
The BMP will detail the provision bird nesting and bat roosting
features
1b | Damage to retained habitat such as by storage of clearance The CEMP will detail installation of barrier fencing to protect Neutral
machinery or materials in these areas. retained habitat.
1c | Disturbance. The noise and activity at the Site will render it, and areas | The CEMP will detail time limits to work on Site and the installation | Minor Negative
immediately off-Site, inhospitable to wildlife during this period. of screened fencing to limit visual disturbance of sensitive habitat.
1d | Pollution. There is the potential for sediment or chemicals to be The CEMP will detail silt fencing to protect retained habitat and Neutral
released from the Site, or into retained habitat during this stage. the location of bunded compounds for storage of machinery and
materials
1e | Potential effects on Protected Species. Precautions will be required The CEMP will detail necessary pre-works checks for badgers, Avoided entirely.
to ensure that impacts on badgers, nesting birds, and the spread of nesting birds and INNS.
Invasive Non-Native Species (INNS) can be avoided.
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Mitigation during Construction Stage
2 | Construction activities will take place over a 2-3 year period. Construction of required infrastructure will be followed by footings and then | Construction
above ground construction of buildings.
Significant Effects - in the absence of mitigation Mitigation / Compensation Residual Magnitude
2a | Damage to retained habitat such as by storage of machinery or The CEMP will detail installation of barrier fencing to protect Neutral
materials in these areas. retained habitat - creating a Biodiversity Protection Zone.
2b | Disturbance. The noise and activity at the Site will render it, and areas | The CEMP will detail time limits to work on Site and the installation | Minor Negative
immediately off-Site, inhospitable to wildlife during this period. of screened fencing to limit visual disturbance of sensitive
habitat.
2c | Pollution. There is the potential for sediment or chemicals to be The CEMP will detail silt fencing as required to protect retained Neutral
released from the Site during this stage. habitat and the location of bunded compounds for storage of
machinery and materials
Mitigation during Construction Stage
3 | Landscaping activities will take place period during the construction period and will, be phased around completion of roads and housing. | Construction
Significant Effects - in the absence of mitigation Mitigation / Compensation Residual Magnitude
3a | Damage to retained habitat such as by storage of machinery or The CEMP will detail installation of barrier fencing to protect Minor Positive
materials in these areas. retained habitat and any precautions required in accessing the
Access will be required to retained areas to commence management, | Biodiversity Protection Zone
and in itself could result in damage. The BMP will specify habitat creation and management activities.
3b | Pollution. There is the potential for sediment or chemicals to be The CEMP will detail silt fencing as required to protect retained Neutral
released from the Site during this stage. habitat and the location of bunded compounds for storage of
machinery and materials
3c | Inappropriate habitat creation or management techniques could The BMP will detail; the planting and management required to Minor Positive
mean that the proposals fail to deliver on BNG commitments achieve BNG commitments. This will include monitoring so that
evidence can be provided, or remedial action can putin place as
required.
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Mitigation during Operation Stage
4 | The Site will be occupied. Units will be occupied, and traffic and services will access the Site regularly. Flow of heavy goods vehicles to Operation
and from the site will increase
Significant Effects - in the absence of mitigation Mitigation/Compensation Residual Magnitude
4a | Damage to retained and created habitat such as by inappropriate Given the nature of the site, inappropriate use of habitats is not Neutral
use, littering, release of invasive species. anticipated. The layout and landscaping plan have been designed
to minimise the impact of people or vehicles on retained,
enhanced or created higher value habitat areas.
4b | Disturbance. The noise and activity at the Site will be present of a | Landscaping is designed to maximise the amount of habitat which | Minor Positive
lower order and will likely be acceptable to species habituated to the | groups such as birds can use for cover, and to provide connectivity.
urban conditions prevailing locally. While there will be some loss of landscaping within the centre of
the site, landscaping has been designed to increase the value of
habitat around the boundaries. New nesting (for birds) and
roosting (for bats) will be installed on retained trees around the site.
4c | Inthe absence of correct management retained and created habitats | The BMP will provide full details of habitats to be created and their | Minor Positive
may not provide the necessary biodiversity units committed to through | suitable management suitable management The BMP will include
the BNG process. monitoring so that evidence can be provided, or remedial action
can putin place as required.
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8. Timing Issues

8.1.1. Other than the standard constraint surrounding nesting birds and vegetation
clearance, no specific timing issues are foreseen.

9. Cumulative Effects

9.1.1. No in-combination effects have been identified. Most potential significant effects
have been ruled out, or act at a limited scale, as such, impacts arising from this
proposed development are unlikely to act in combination with those of adjacent
developments.

10. Offsite Measures or Compensation

10.1.1.  The scheme is expected to result in a net gain for biodiversity on-site, and as
such no off-site measures of compensation will be required.

11.

11.1.1.  Opportunities to provide enhancement, and how to secure this, have been
identified in Figure 7.1 and Table 7.1 above and will be detailed in the BMP and
Landscaping Plan documents to be produced as a standard condition of
planning.

Enhancement

20/10/2022
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12. Monitoring

12.1.1.  The CEMP document will detail the role of an Ecological Clerk of Works
(ECoW) in overseeing protection measures.

12.1.2.  The BMP document will identify any management specific monitoring which
might be required in respect of habitat enhancement proposed.

13. Policy and Legislation

13.1.1.  Given the implementation of the mitigation set out above, it is anticipated
that the proposals will comply with the relevant policy and legislation relating to
wildlife and ecology.

14. Conclusion

14.1.1. Mitigation to be agreed by standard conditions of planning will be able to
address all significant effects resulting from the development.

14.1.2.  The scheme is able to deliver a 10% net gain for biodiversity on site, for both
habitat and hedgerow units.

Ecological Impact Assessment
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