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Executive Summary  

Ecosupport Ltd was commissioned by AECC University College to conduct a Preliminary 
Ecological Appraisal (PEA) of the sports hall building and its surrounding land that forms part 
of the former St Thomas Garnet’s Independent School, located off Parkwood Road, 
Bournemouth, to identify any potentially important ecological features that may be affected 
by the proposed development. As part of this assessment, the following surveys were 
undertaken:  

• Preliminary Phase 1 habitat survey (December 2020) 
• Preliminary roost assessment (December 2020) 

The following important ecological features were identified on site following the conclusion 
of the above survey work and may be subject to adverse impacts in the absence of suitable 
mitigation / compensation: 
 

• Low potential for breeding and nesting birds 

In the absence of any mitigation measures, the proposed development is anticipated to result 
in, potential minor adverse effects. Suitable mitigation measures and enhancements are 
outlined within section 6.0 of this document.  
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1.0 INTRODUCTION  

1.1 Brief 
Ecosupport Ltd was commissioned by AECC University College to conduct a Preliminary 
Ecological Appraisal (PEA) of the sports hall building and its surrounding land that forms part 
of the former St Thomas Garnet’s Independent School, located off Parkwood Road, 
Bournemouth (here after referred to as ‘the site’). The purpose of this survey was to assess 
any ecological impacts that may arise as a result of the proposed development. The objectives 
of the survey were as follows: 
 

• Identify and classify any priority habitats; 
• Assess the ecological value of the site; 
• Identify any signs of protected species and potential features that may support them  
• Make recommendations for further survey work as necessary; 
• Make recommendations for any necessary ecological avoidance and mitigation where 

possible at PEA stage. 
• Make recommendations for site ecological enhancements as per planning policy as 

much as possible at the PEA stage.  

 
NB: If the works do not take place within 18 months of this report1 then the findings of this 
survey will no longer be considered valid and may require updating. 

1.2 Site Description & Location 
The site is located within the grounds of the former St Thomas Garnet’s Independent School 
(now under ownership of AECC University College), to the north-east of Parkwood Road, 
Bournemouth BH7 6AP (approximate central Ordnance Survey Grid Reference SZ 12200 
92041) (Fig 1), with the main AECC campus building located across the road to the south-west. 
The site comprises of a two-tiered hall building which lies adjacent to main school buildings 
located to the south, with a tarmacked car park to west and amenity playing fields to the east. 
The site is immediately bounded by residential dwellings to the north, with a dividing 
hedgerow running between the two. The wider environ is largely urban with the site 
surrounded by urban dwellings/businesses within the suburb of Pokesdown. Additionally, the 
coastline of Boscombe Beach is located approximately 0.8km to the south, with Kings Park, 
Boscombe located 0.6km to the north. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
1 https://cieem.net/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Advice-Note.pdf  
 

https://cieem.net/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Advice-Note.pdf
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Figure 1. Google aerial image with the sites approximate redline boundary (Google Earth 2021). 

 
 

1.3 Proposed Development 
The proposed development (feasibility study at this point) consists of the demolition of the 
existing sports hall and the erection of the Integrated rehabilitation centre, which will form 
part of the Garnet Campus within AECC University College Bournemouth (as per Fig 2). This 
building will consist of a two-story construction containing a number of clinical rooms, waiting 
areas, changing spaces and a large zoned rehabilitation clinical area to the rear. 
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Figure 2. Outline of current development proposals as produced by QP architecture.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

0m 1m 2m 3m 4m 5m 10m

R10265

rs33.53 33.4533.38 33.3633.3233.3033.1433.14 33.10 33.1733.2933.2533.4033.2833.34 33.28canopy

34
.7

2

34
.7

1

popopopo33.3233.3333.3333.30icic33.3733.50rs33.4033.46bk w33.4333.4833.46bk w33.4733.47 tarmactarmacbk wbk w33.4533.3533.4133.4533.5133.44bk w33.47bk w33.50ic33.55rs33.5033.47bk w33.4833.4733.5733.6633.77bk w33.6833.6633.77 33.7533.5033.6233.4633.6933.4933.6533.65 33.4933.46ic33.52cw33.5333.54g33.56mrf33.5233.6433.6533.5333.5033.63mrf33.4933.49ic33.49g33.37 g33.50ic33.5333.4933.5533.5633.82 33.8533.7733.7733.7333.6933.76 33.6833.52ch33.3533.2833.3733.3633.3833.5433.5033.5733.4933.4733.59 g33.2733.38 33.2633.2533.21gg33.1433.28st33.2533.2433.2133.23FFL33.45st33.1833.15g33.07o/h lineo/h line

39
.6

5

41
.4

6

39
.9

0

cbf33.1233.14gategate33.1433.1533.1633.21cbf33.2133.4933.1233.3333.2933.2333.3433.4933.5433.5133.56 33.40gate 33.5133.57clf33.5833.80 top parapet

36
.6

3

top parapet

38
.4

8

u/s eaves

39
.6

6

ridge ridgeridge

42
.1

8

42
.1

5
u/s eaves

39
.6

9

ridgeridgeridge

43
.0

3

42
.9

3

top bk w

34
.3

3

ridge

42
.4

6

u/s eaves

39
.8

6

ridgeridgeridgeridge

44
.1

5
44

.2
0

42
.0

4
42

.0
5

gg33.5933.58ic33.49clf33.5733.6233.67 33.64hedge33.75 33.47 33.4733.7033.67cbf33.7333.6633.6233.68clf33.6833.86 33.9534.2333.9533.6633.80 33.5733.9933.62top clf

37
.7

3

cbf34.0333.7533.5833.63 33.80cbf34.39 33.71 33.6533.9834.1433.71tp34.09o/h lineo/h line

40
.8

4

40
.4

2

33
.5

6

shed33.4133.4933.55cbf33.5233.42 33.44ridgeridge

40
.9

7
40

.9
6

u/s eaves

38
.9

7

top flat roof

36
.4

9

u/s eaves

36
.2

3

ridge

38
.6

8

ridge ridge

39
.3

3

39
.3

5
icic ic33.5333.50 33.42g33.43st33.4433.4133.4033.3033.3433.3433.3233.2933.3633.26stdecking33.51gg33.1933.2733.3633.43 33.3633.43conc33.30 33.34g33.2833.2833.24g33.23po po33.31 33.36st33.36ic33.33ic33.34g g33.53 33.4833.4233.4733.5133.51conc33.4033.5833.59 33.57grass33.51 33.48 33.7133.6433.75u/s eaves

39
.4

2

ridge ridge

42
.7

0
42

.7
4

u/s eaves

41
.8

2

u/s eaves

41
.8

3

u/s eaves

39
.5

8

ridgeridgeridge

43
.7

6

43
.7

8

39
.8

3

ridge

42
.9

5

ridgeridge

41
.7

7
41

.7
5

u/s eaves

38
.9

1
top flat roof

39
.2

8

ridge ridge

43
.0

6

42
.9

5

top flat roof

36
.2

8

tree top tree top

49
.9

7

47
.4

9

33.4633.4533.2933.1333.1933.1733.11

35
1

33.1133.13popo33.1933.19bk w33.1333.1933.18mrf33.1333.14gate33.1433.16mrf33.1533.1333.1433.19 33.19st33.2033.20 33.62mrf33.1733.1633.44 33.1633.0633.01cw33.1733.0432.9632.9833.04prf33.1832.98gravel32.88prf32.9532.95 33.05ic32.93rg32.9032.9133.0533.0732.9632.9533.02

33.1033.46prf33.4233.0833.08gate33.0833.04prf33.0433.03popopopopopo33.0333.0233.0233.0133.0033.2333.1633.20g33.00st33.2833.2833.2433.1933.20mrf33.17st33.1833.16 33.35ch33.0733.0733.0833.12st33.1333.07popo popopopopo33.1133.13 33.1333.1433.1433.1533.1233.1133.0233.0533.1133.2633.1833.3033.1833.3433.1433.3133.2133.29 33.1833.2933.08 33.1833.0533.1133.0532.98benchtable33.0433.0433.0833.0833.0733.1133.2133.2133.2033.0933.2733.1133.1533.1333.22 33.13 32.9733.0132.9133.0032.8932.9633.0933.0433.0133.0532.9633.1433.0233.0033.0133.2233.0233.1933.0533.2433.0333.2833.04
33.3833.2533.5333.1033.7833.2033.1733.1133.6933.7533.7633.5233.4733.4433.4433.45popo33.4533.45g33.40st33.5233.4933.5333.5033.49gate33.4733.46bench33.4533.7833.77paved33.77paved33.47tarmac33.41cbf33.6833.71cbf33.7233.74kb33.7133.65 33.5733.50 33.3533.3233.3033.28 33.2233.1633.10 33.00 32.95rs33.11lp33.18 cbf33.1033.0933.1133.1733.2433.2933.3733.43top cbftop cbf

34
.8

8

34
.8

4

top cbf

34
.8

3

top cbftop cbf

34
.8

9

34
.8

9

cbf33.7633.7533.74rs33.75ep33.73 33.6933.62 rs33.72lp33.66 rs33.54gsc33.50wsv33.43 ic33.41 rs33.41bolbol33.40kb33.3133.3233.3233.30 33.2733.2533.2533.26 mh33.3233.6133.5933.6533.6933.81

33.2433.18 33.09 33.06kb 32.9232.9933.0633.1233.1833.2033.2533.2533.2833.3433.5133.6133.66 33.5633.5733.4733.4533.6633.69 top cbf

35
.0

9 top cbf

35
.2

0

top cbf

34
.9

4

kb33.0533.0733.0733.0633.0233.0033.0033.02kb32.9432.9332.9733.0033.04 32.9632.9032.8332.88ic33.02tp33.07rnp33.10po33.11btic33.04ic33.08 32.9032.9332.9932.99bolbol33.14btic33.0733.0633.0532.9833.00kb33.0533.07 32.93kb32.9632.9733.0232.9832.9632.9132.8432.8732.8732.8833.0233.0633.0433.0033.0733.0233.05 33.06jbxcbf33.07cw33.0833.0933.1333.1133.2333.1733.2333.3333.4933.52
33.56cbf33.58 33.78lplp33.7333.30btic33.25rs33.21 lp33.06rs33.07kb32.9032.9732.9933.0433.16

33.4333.5633.5133.5233.6633.80
33.8633.5533.5933.6233.58

33.0532.9933.05wsv32.96fhfh32.9532.93btic32.93btic32.95kb32.9232.9332.9633.0333.0433.05mh33.20wsv33.22
kb33.1833.2233.2133.2533.3633.5533.5133.5333.6533.4333.36top cbf

35
.2

7

top cbf

34
.8

6

33.78u/s eaves

38
.9

7

ridge

40
.9

9

rs33.9933.98bk w33.9933.96cbf33.9733.9333.84dkkb33.7433.8133.79top cbf

35
.7

1

top cbf

36
.0

1

popo33.7933.8133.7233.7533.7133.70g33.69st33.8533.8433.7033.7133.7633.7733.8033.8833.8433.8033.7633.7733.7833.8233.84ch33.8733.87st33.8433.81col33.83u/s canopy

36
.0

1

ic33.81shed33.4333.6833.92st33.9033.91st33.9634.04st34.1534.15 34.1634.0734.1234.1334.0334.0033.9933.9633.8833.80 33.8233.76pavedpavedpavedconcconcconcgate33.7333.7133.67 33.8033.79 33.8933.8234.0834.0434.09 cbf34.07no access*tarmac dkdk dktarmac

New parking 10 spaces
inc 2 No. disabled. 1 No.
EV charging bays. 2No.
drop off bays
Permeable block paving

New exit formed
onto Harvey Road

Grassed open space

Disabled parking

Disabled parking

New Main Entrance

ACCESS
ONLY

EXIT ONLY

ONE WAY SYSTEM

New 2000mm wide footpath

2000mm wide
footpath

EV charging bay

Schwegler tree mounted
bird nest box type 1B

PROPOSED INTEGRATED
REHABILITATION CENTRE

EXISTING SINGLE
STOREY BUILDING

EXISTING TWO
STOREY BUILDING

EXISTING TWO
STOREY BUILDING

EXISTING SINGLE
STOREY BUILDING

Green roof Green roof

Green roof

Schwegler tree mounted
bird nest box type 2M

Schwegler tree mounted
bird nest box type 1B

Parkwood Road

Harvey Road

Grassed open space

Line of existing
sports hall

20  minute
drop-off bay

20  minute
drop-off bay

Delivery
bay

1800 high C/B fence

Line of existing
sports hall

New tree T4

New tree T1

New tree T5

New tree T4 New tree T2
New tree T1

New tree T5

New tree T3

New tree T3

New tree T4

New tree T5

New tree T2

New trees:
T1 - Betula Pendula
T2 -Sorbus Aucuparia
T3 - Quercus Robur
T4 - Fagus Sylvatica
T5 - Fagus Sylvatica purpurea

Existing
hedgerow

Existing
hedgerow

Existing
hedgerow

Existing
hedgerow

2.4 x 25m VISIBILITY SPLAY

2.4 x 25m VISIBILITY SPLAY

Existing street light column to
be relocated, position to be
agreed with BCP council

refuse store

Rooflight

Existing hard surfaced
space for future use

Open-sided timber covered walkway

Entrance lobby

Covered secure cycle
parking 20 spaces

Dorset BH23 1AB
Tel: 01202 484642

Christchurch

The Quorum Partnership
25a High Street

In
te

gr
at

ed
 R

eh
ab

ili
ta

tio
n 

C
en

tre
, A

E
C

C
 U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 C
ol

le
ge

www.qparchitecture.com

Architecture

This drawing is the copyright of the architects, all rights reserved

Garnet Campus new IRC, proposed site plan, 1:200 @ A1 plot, Q924-16g, December 2020
E - Minor amendments - 11/01/2021
F - Refuse store added, parking layout amended - 12/01/2021
G - Scheme reduction - Planning application drawing - 15/01/2021



AECC University College, Bournemouth (Garnet Campus Feasibility Study)                      PEA    January 2021 

 8 

2.0 RELEVANT LEGISLATION AND POLICY 

2.1 Legislation 

2.1.1 The Conservation of Habitats and Species (Amendment) (EU Exit) Regulations (2019) 
This instrument makes changes to the three existing instruments which transpose the 
Habitats and Wild Birds Directives so that they continue to work (are operable) upon the UK’s 
exit from the European Union (EU). These include The Conservation of Habitats and Species 
Regulations 2017 and The Conservation of Offshore Marine Habitats and Species Regulations 
2017. This instrument also amends section 27 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 to 
ensure existing protections continue. The intention is to ensure habitat and species protection 
and standards as set out under the Nature Directives are implemented in the same way or an 
equivalent way when the UK exits the EU.  
 
This transposes the EU Habitats Directive (Council Directive 92/43/EEC) into UK domestic law. 
It provides protection for sites and species deemed to be of conservation importance across 
Europe. It is an offence to deliberately capture, kill or injure species listed in Schedule 2 or to 
damage or destroy their breeding sites or shelter. It is also illegal to deliberately disturb these 
species in such a way that is likely to significantly impact on the local distribution or abundance 
or affect their ability to survive, breed and rear or nurture their young. 
In order for activities that would be likely to result in a breach of species protection under the 
regulations to legally take place, a European Protected Species (EPS) licence must first be 
obtained from Natural England. 
 
2.1.2 The Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981) (as amended) 
This is the primary piece of legislation by which biodiversity if protected within the UK. 
Protected fauna and flora are listed under Schedules 1, 5 and 8 of the Act. They include all 
species of bats, making it an offence to intentionally or recklessly disturb any bat whilst it is 
occupying a roost or to intentionally or recklessly obstruct access to a bat roost. Similarly, this 
Act makes it an offence to kill or injure any species of British reptiles and also makes it an 
offence to intentionally kill, injure or take any wild bird or to take, damage or destroy their 
eggs and nests (whilst in use or being built).  

The Wildlife & Countryside Act (1981) states that it is an offence to ‘plant or otherwise cause 
to grow in the wild’ any plant listed in Schedule 9 art II of the Act. This list over 30 plants 
including Japanese Knotweed (Fallopia japonica), Giant Hogweed (Heracleum 
mantegazzianum) and Parrots Feather (Myriophyllum aquaticum).  

2.1.3 The Countryside and Rights of Way Act (2000) 
This Act strengthens the Wildlife & Countryside Act by the addition of “reckless” offences in 
certain circumstances, such as where there is the likelihood of protected species being 
present. The Act places a duty on Government Ministers and Departments to conserve 
biological diversity and provides police with stronger powers relating to wildlife crimes.  
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2.1.4 Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act (2006) 
Section 40 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities (NERC) Act 2006 requires that 
public bodies must have due regard to the conservation of biodiversity with a particular regard 
to species and habitats considered to be of greatest conservation importance. This means that 
Planning authorities must consider biodiversity and the list of species and habitats of 
importance when planning or undertaking activities. 

Section 41 of the Act lists species and habitats found in England which are considered to be 
priority species and were identified as requiring action under the UK Biodiversity Action Plan. 
The latest update to the list of Section 41 habitats of principal importance under the UK Post 
– 2010 Biodiversity Framework includes 56 listed habitats including arable field margins, 
traditional orchards, hedgerows and several specific habitats within the categories of coastal, 
grassland, freshwater, inland rock, marine, wetland and woodland. The latest update to the 
list of Section 41 species of principal importance was in May 2014 and now includes a list of 
943 species covering a range of species including vertebrates, terrestrial and marine 
invertebrates, plants and fungi. 

2.1.5 Protection of Badgers Act 
The Protection of Badgers Act (1992) relates to the welfare of Badgers (Meles meles) as 
opposed to nature conservation considerations. The Act prevents: 

• The wilful killing, injury, ill treatment or taking of Badgers and / or 
• Interference with a Badger sett 
• Damaging or destroying all or part of a sett 
• Causing a dog to enter a set and 
• Disturbing a Badger while it is occupying a sett 

 
Provisions are included within the Act to allow for the lawful licensing of certain activities that 
would otherwise constitute an offence under the Act. 

2.2 Policy 

2.2.1 National  
The revised National Planning Policy and Framework (NPPF) (last updated February 2019) 
replaces the previous NPPF (published 2012, revised July 2018) and sets out the Government’s 
vision for biodiversity in England in line with the country’s 25 Year Environment Plan. The 
revised NPPF is supported by the National Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG) (published 
January 2016, last updated July 2019). The relevant section of the Guidance concerning 
biodiversity is ‘Natural Environment: Biodiversity, Geodiversity and Ecosystems’. Under this 
Guidance, Local Authorities’ duty to have due regard to the conservation of biodiversity under 
the NERC Act (2006) is highlighted.  
 
Chapter 15 of the revised NPPF, ‘Conserving and Enhancing the Natural Environment’, 
together with associated guidance within the NPPG, outlines key principles related to the 
natural environment.  
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Development plans should contribute to and enhance the natural environment. Plans should 
take both an individual and strategic approach to minimising biodiversity impacts, creating, 
conserving, restoring and enhancing priority habitats and habitat networks, protecting and 
aiding in the recovery of priority species and their populations, and providing measurable 
biodiversity net gains. Individual developments must consider how they can contribute to 
habitat networks in the wider area (including as part of the Nature Recovery Network), 
thereby increasing their resilience to current and future pressures. 

2.2.2 Local 
Policy CS35 Bournemouth, Christchurch and Poole Councils Local Plan (Adopted October 
2012) states the following pertaining to protecting both local and national biodiversity 
interests: 

Policy CS35 Nature and Geological Conservation Interests  

The Council will promote the Borough's biodiversity and geodiversity interests. When 
determining proposals that could have an adverse impact on a Local Nature Reserve, Site of 
Nature Conservation Interest, linear landscape feature, river or wetland, woodland or veteran 
tree, the Council will seek to ensure that the sites, or features, biodiversity and / or geodiversity 
interest is maintained and enhanced.  

If significant harm resulting from a development cannot be avoided through:  

1. relocating on an alternative site with less harmful impacts  
2. adequate mitigation, or  
3. as a last resort, through adequate compensation,then planning permission will be 

refused by the Local Planning Authority.  

The Council will work with partners and developers to restore, or add to, the Borough's 
biodiversity and geological conservation networks and seek protection and recovery of priority 
species having regard to the National and Local Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP) targets and to 
the negative impact’s resultant from the loss of garden space.  

 
2.3 Biodiversity Action Plans; UK Post-2010 Biodiversity Framework  
The UK Post-2010 Biodiversity Framework (JNCC &amp; DEFRA, 2010) supersedes the UK 
Biodiversity Action Plan 1992-2012 (UKBAP), setting out goals relating to nature conservation 
at a UK scale, for example the reduction and reversal in the decline of threatened species and 
improving the status of biodiversity. The specific habitats and species contained within the 
UKBAP continue to be regarded as conservation priorities under the UK Post-2010 Biodiversity 
Framework, and are required to be a material consideration in the planning process under the 
2018 NPPF.  
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3.0 METHODOLOGY 

3.1 Desk Study 

3.1.1 Waterbodies 
Any ponds located within 500m of the proposed development were searched for using 
Ordnance Survey maps and available aerial images. 

3.1.2 Designated sites  
A search for designated sites that may be impacted by the proposals was conducted using 
freely available online maps.  

3.2 Field Survey 

3.2.1 Habitats 
The field survey work which forms the basis of the findings of this report was carried out by 
Gareth Ainscough, a Project Ecologist with Ecosupport (3 years post MSc graduation 
experience) on the 22nd December 2020.  

The Phase 1 Habitat survey (JNCC, 2010) methodology was adopted which is a method of 
classifying and mapping wildlife habitats in Great Britain. It was originally intended to provide 
“...relatively rapidly, a record of semi-natural vegetation and wildlife habitat over large areas 
of the countryside”. The standard Phase 1 Habitat survey methodology has been ‘extended’ 
in this report to include the following:  

• Floral species lists for each identified habitat;  
• Descriptions of habitat structure, the evidence of management and a broad 

assessment of habitat condition;  
• Mapping of additional habitat types (e.g. hardstanding);  
• Identification of Priority Habitats under Section 41 of the NERC Act;  
• Evidence of, or potential for, the presence of certain species/groups  

3.2.2 Badger 
The site was thoroughly searched for evidence of use by Badgers (Meles meles), with the 
specific aim of identifying the presence and location of any setts. In accordance with the 
Badgers and Development: A Guide to Best Practice and Licensing (Natural England, 2011) 
guidance, the survey extended for a 30m from the site’s boundary (observed where possible 
i.e. does not conflict with private dwellings). Evidence of Badgers could include latrines, dung 
pits, feeding remains and foraging evidence, trails and setts.  

3.2.3 Bats 
An assessment was made of the suitability of the building and trees on site to support roosting 
bats based on the presence of any Potential Roost Features. This involved the use of 8 x 42 
close focus binoculars and a high-powered torch (where required) for a more detailed 
inspection of any features. The survey conformed to current best practice guidance as 
described Bat Surveys for Professional Ecologists: Good Practice Guidelines (Collins, 2016) and 



AECC University College, Bournemouth (Garnet Campus Feasibility Study)                      PEA    January 2021 

 12 

was carried out by Gareth Ainscough (working as an accredited agent under NE class level I 
bat licence number 2018-38386-CLS-CLS). 
 

3.3 Assessment Methodology 

3.3.1 Introduction 
The methodology for the assessment of the likely ecological effects of the proposed 
development is based on CIEEM’s Guidelines for Ecological Assessment in the UK (CIEEM 
2018). Although this assessment does not constitute a formal Ecological/ Environmental 
Impact Assessment, the CIEEM guidelines provide a useful framework for assessing ecological 
impacts at any level. 

3.3.2 Valuation 
Features of ecological interest are valued on a geographic scale. Value is assigned on the basis 
of legal protection, national and local biodiversity policy and cultural and/or social 
significance.  

3.4 Limitations  
The only minor limitation was that the PEA was not conducted during the appropriate time of 
year for flowering vascular plants. However, given the nature of the habitats on site, it is not 
considered to have impacted the accuracy of the habitat classifications. There were not 
considered to be any other limitations of the survey. This survey does not constitute a full site 
assessment for invasive species, such as Japanese Knotweed (Fallopia japonica).  
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4.0 ECOLOGICAL BASELINE 

4.1 Designated Sites 

4.1.1 Statutory 
Boscombe & Southbourne Overcliff LNR lies approximate 0.65km to the south the site, with 
compartment 9 of Poole Bay Cliffs SSSI located approximate 0.75km to the south-west. 
 

4.1.2 Waterbodies 
No waterbodies were identified within 500m of the site. 

4.2 Vegetation Survey Results  
The vegetation within the site has been described below using the broad Phase I habitat 
classification terminology as described with JNCC (2010). The below species noted should not 
be considered an exhaustive list and instead refer to dominant, characteristic and other 
noteworthy species associated with each community within the survey area. The habitat types 
on site comprise: 

• Amenity grassland 
• Scattered trees  
• Hedgerow 
• Hard standing 
• Building 

4.2.1 Amenity Grassland  
To the east of the building is an open area of amenity grassland, formerly utilised as playing 
fields for the adjacent school (Fig 3), with a further corridor of grassland running along the 
north face of the building. The grassland habitat present has been well maintained as an 
amenity lawn, with bare patches evident adjacent to the buildings northern corner. Species 
recorded within this habitat included Ribwort Plantain (Plantago lanceolate), Dandelion 
(Taraxacum spp), Common Daisy (Bellis perennis) and Perennial ryegrass (Lolium perenne), 
with scattered Buddleia (Buddleja) and Ivy (Hedera helix) encroaching from the hedgerow 
boundary. 
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Figure 3. Photo of the rear of the sports hall, with a section of the playing fields visible on the right  
(Ecosupport 2020). 

 
 

4.2.2 Scattered Trees & Shrubs  
To the front of the sports hall, along it western facing adjacent to Parkwood Road, are three 
mature Scots Pine (Pinus sylvestris) tree situated within a narrow flower bed currently covered 
largely by leaves (Fig 4), but with Ivy, Milkweed (Euphorbia peplus) and Dandelion scattered 
throughout. Additionally, a Prunus spp tree was noted adjacent to the sports hall building, 
with a further largely dead unknown tree species located alongside the larger pine trees 
present. 
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Figure 4. Image of mature Scots Pine trees located adjacent to Parkwood to the front of the existing 
sports hall  (Ecosupport 2020). 

 
 

4.2.3 Hedgerow 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

4.2.3 Hedgerow 
A Privet (Ligustrum ovalifolium) dominated hedgerow was noted running along northern 
boundary of the site (Fig 5), separating it from the adjacent residential dwellings. Holly (Ilex 
aquifolium), Bay Laurel (Laurus nobilis) and Yew (Taxus baccata) were also noted with Ivy 
growing as the base of the hedgerow. A large mature Leyland cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 
was also noted along the north-eastern corner of the hedgerow. 
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Figure 5. Image of the hedgerow bounding the site to the north, running parallel to the existing sports 
hall (Ecosupport 2020). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

4.2.4 Hardstanding 
 
A hardstanding tarmacked car parking area was present to the south-west  (Fig 6) of the sports 
hall building, towards the front of the former St Thomas Garnet’s Independent School. 
 
Figure 6. A view of tarmacked car parking area located to the front of the existing sports hall 
(Ecosupport 2020). 
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4.2.5 Building 
The final habitat type on site was building with further descriptions of the building on site 
provided in Table 1 below.  

4.3 Bat Survey Results  

4.3.1 Trees  
Whilst some bark was noted to have peeled away from the decaying broadleaf species located 
to the west of the site, it was not considered to offer suitable potentially for bat occupation. 
No further potential roost features (PRF’s) were noted on any of the trees on-site and as such, 
all could be considered to be of Negligible roost potential.  

4.3.2 Buildings  
The findings of the preliminary roost assessment of the building on site is outlined in Table 1 
below. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



AECC University College, Bournemouth (Garnet Campus Feasibility Study)                      PEA    January 2021 

 18 

Building Figure Description of Construction PRFs / Evidence of 
Occupation 

Assessed Roost 
Potential 

Sports Hall Figure 7. View of the halls south-western facing (Ecosupport 2020). 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The sports hall building consists 
of a two-tiered pre-fabricated 
structure with a flat roofed lined 
by bitumen felt with plastic 
fascia’s (appears to overlay a 
wooden bargeboard). There a 
further single-story partition to 
the south-east of the building 
which connects in to the adjacent 
brick school building. There was 
also noted a small outdoor area 
to the rear of the building which 
was open on one side and 
covered by a perspex roof. 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The fascia is intact and well-
sealed around the roof, with only 
minor faults along the northern 
corner were the plastic has come 
away slightly from the wooden 
boards. Notwithstanding this, this 
feature is not considered to hold 
bat potential as it is open to the 
elements from above, and the 
intact wooden  structure provides 
no access to soffits/ roof spaces. 
Therefore, in addition to the 
consideration of the buildings 
heavily urbanized setting, it is 
considered to hold negligible bat 
potential. 
  

Negligible 

Table 1. Results of the preliminary roost assessment undertaken of all built structures proposed for demolition under the current scheme. 
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Figure 8. View of the rear of the sports hall (Ecosupport 2020). 
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4.4 Reptiles  
The well-managed amenity grassland situated within a heavily urban setting offers no suitable 
habitat to support common reptile species, with the bordering hedgerow offering only sparse 
and exposed understory cover. Based on the lack of suitable habitat present the site is 
considered to hold a Negligible potential for reptiles. 

4.5 Breeding and Nesting Birds 
A number of inactive birds’ nests were noted within the mature trees located to the front of 
the sports hall building, and the adjacent hedgerow offers further suitable habitat for 
breeding and nesting birds. Based on the limited amount of available habitat however, the 
site is considered to only hold a Low potential for breeding and nesting birds. 
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5.0 LIKELY ECOLOGICAL IMPACTS IN ABSENCE OF MITIGATION  

5.1 Introduction  
The CIEEM guidelines (CIEEM 2018) require that the potential impacts of the proposals should 
be considered in absence of mitigation. In order for a significant adverse effect to occur, the 
feature being affected must be at least of local value. However, in some cases, features of less 
than local value may be protected by legislation and/or policy and these are also considered 
within the assessment. Although significant effects may be identified at this stage of the 
assessment, it is often possible to provide appropriate mitigation. 

5.2 Site Preparation and Construction  

5.2.1 Impacts to Habitats 
There are no habitats of significant ecological value that will be lost as a result of the works, 
with the majority of the site comprising of amenity grassland or hardstanding, and with the 
bordering hedgerow and majority of trees being retained as part of the current plans. 
Therefore, the development is assessed as having potential minor adverse impact to habitats 
of significance at the Site level. 

5.2.2 Impacts to Wildlife  
Whilst the current plans appear to retain the hedgerow and majority of trees within the site, 
a Prunus spp which was noted to have a single unoccupied birds nest within, is set for removal 
as part of the proposed development. The removal of such vegetation, and proximity of works 
in relation to suitable nesting habitat could result in the disturbance of nesting birds and 
damage to their nests if conducted during the nesting season. Therefore, it is considered the 
works pose a potential minor adverse impact. 

5.3 Site Operation  

5.3.1 Impacts to Wildlife  
The development may result in a minor increase in lighting within the rear grassland area, 
with potential external lights on the proposed building. This can affect the behaviour, 
particularly foraging, of nocturnal wildlife. Therefore, a minor adverse impact is likely on 
nocturnal species.  
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6.0 MITIGATION, COMPENSATION & ENHANCEMENTS 

6.1 Introduction 
The below sections outline a number of recommendations for further survey work required 
to fully assess the potential ecological impacts of the development and ensure proposed 
mitigation and compensation is appropriate and proportionate.   

6.2 Avoidance of Impacts to Nesting Birds  
In order to avoid disturbance of nesting birds or damage to their nests, any maintenance or 
tree / hedge removal works on site should be undertaken outside of the bird nesting season 
(typically March – August, dependent on weather). If this is not possible, the areas to be 
cleared should be thoroughly checked by an ecologist immediately prior to clearance. If any 
active nests are found, they should be left undisturbed with a suitable buffer (around 5 m) 
until nestlings have fledged.  

6.3 Tree Protection 
Protective fencing will safeguard all retained trees and hedging from direct impact and from 
severance and/or asphyxiation of the roots during construction works. Fences must be 
installed at the distance of the branch spread from the trunk (BSI, 2012) / at a distance of half 
the height of the tree and be of chestnut paling, Heras fencing or similar. No vehicles should 
enter the protective ring fencing and no construction materials should be stored within their 
protective area. All fencing must be installed prior to any construction works being 
undertaken (including the arrival of machinery on site), and remain in place until all work is 
completed. 

6.4 Ecological Enhancements  

6.4.1 Birds  
To act as biodiversity enhancements, a total of 2 No Swift bricks will be incorporated into the 
new building. Following information provided by Hampshire Swifts, the Ibstock ‘Eco Home for 
Swifts’ brick will be recommended (Fig 9) as this is a discreet and attractive box ideal for new 
buildings . The boxes should be installed under the eaves or in high walls in shaded areas out 
of direct sunlight and away from windows. The installation of such boxes has also been shown 
to be beneficial for House Sparrows (Passer domesticus) which are a nationally declining 
species.  
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Figure 9. Ibstock ‘Eco Home for Swifts’ brick of which 2 No will be integrated into the new building.  
 

 

The erection of nest boxes in trees (such as those located along Parkwood Road) will provide 
further enhancements. Using nest boxes of varying designs would maximise the species 
complement attracted to the site, and where possible these could be tailored to provide 
opportunities for red listed/BAP species.  

One each of the Schwegler 1B, 2H and  one 2M Bird Box will be used (3 in total and alternative 
models can be used if these ones are not available). The 1B is the most popular box for garden 
birds and appeals to a wide range of species. The 2H is attractive to Robins, Pied Wagtails, 
Spotted Flycatcher, Wrens and Black Redstarts whilst the 2M is an example of a general-
purpose design.  

6.4.2 Bats  
In addition to the integration of bird bricks, 2 No Ibstock bat ricks will also be integrated into 
the new building (Fig 10). The integrated bat bricks will be placed as close to the eaves as 
possible on the new building and be orientated to gain some exposure to sunlight (south, 
south west, south east). These boxes are entirely self-contained and provide a discreet 
roosting feature for crevice dwelling bats (such as the Pipistrellus spp which are most likely to 
be present in the local area, given the urbanised nature of the surroundings).  
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Figure 10. Ibstock bat brick ‘B’ of which 2 No will be integrated into the externals of the new building.  

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

6.4.3 Sensitive Lighting  
A document  (Guidance Note 08/18 Bats and Artificial Lighting in the UK) produced via a 
collaboration between the Institute of Lighting Professionals (ILP) and the Bat Conservation 
Trust (BCT), outlines the latest recommendations to minimise the impacts of increased 
artificial lighting on bats.  The key recommendations within this document have been outlined 
below and will be implemented to ensure illuminance onto the tree lines (and grassland area 
associated with the playing field) does not exceed 1 Lux:   
 
‘Luminaires come in a myriad of different styles, applications and specifications which a 
lighting professional can help to select. The following should be considered when choosing 
luminaires: 

• All luminaires should lack UV elements when manufactured. Metal halide, 
fluorescent sources should not be used. LED luminaires should be used where 
possible due to their sharp cut-off, lower intensity, good colour rendition and 
dimming capability.  

• A warm white spectrum (ideally <2700Kelvin) should be adopted to reduce blue 
light component.  

• Luminaires should feature peak wavelengths higher than 550nm to avoid the 
component of light most disturbing to bats (Stone, 2012).  

• Internal luminaires can be recessed where installed in proximity to windows to 
reduce glare and light spill.  

• The use of specialist bollard or low-level downward directional luminaires to retain 
darkness above can be considered. However, this often comes at a cost of 
unacceptable glare, poor illumination efficiency, a high upward light component 
and poor facial recognition, and their use should only be as directed by the lighting 
professional.  
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• Column heights should be carefully considered to minimise light spill.   
• Only luminaires with an upward light ratio of 0% and with good optical control 

should be used – See ILP Guidance for the Reduction of Obtrusive Light.   
• Luminaires should always be mounted on the horizontal, i.e. no upward tilt.   
• Any external security lighting should be set on motion-sensors and short (1min) 

timers.   
• As a last resort, accessories such as baffles, hoods or louvres can be used to reduce 

light spill and direct it only to where it is needed (Fig 11). This may be appropriate 
to use on roads adjacent to the central tree line.  

Figure 11. (a) Shield ‘barn doors’ (b) cowl hood; (c) shield and; (d) external lourve Images from ILP 
(2011). 
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