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Oadby & Wigston - Call for Sites 

Extended UK Habitat Classification Survey, Biodiversity Net Gain Baseline and Local Wildlife Site Assessment 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 BACKGROUND 

Tetra Tech was commissioned by Oadby and Wigston Borough Council in June 2024 to undertake a UK Habitat 

Classification survey and Biodiversity Net Gain assessment of nine sites, in Leicestershire. Three of the sites reside 

within Oadby, with the additional six sites within Wigston. One of the sites (WIG/008) was a re-visit from a series of 

survey undertaken in 2023 (Tetra Tech, 2024 ref. Biodiversity Net Gain Baseline and Local Wildlife Site 

Assessment_V2) and comprises a small extension to the existing site boundary. 

This report has been prepared by Senior Ecologist Rob Gavan BSc (Hons). MSc ACIEEM and the conditions pertinent 

to it are provided in Appendix A. 

1.2 SITE DESCRIPTIONS 

The sites vary in character with five of the sites present in an urban setting, either in the centre of Oadby or Wigston, 

one of the sites is in an area of industrial land, one site is an active water treatment works, and the final two sites are 

in an arable setting. The locations of the sites can be found in Figure 1, with more detailed site descriptions provided 

in the relevant chapters of this report. A separate assessment was undertaken for an arable site (OAD/015), which 

saddled the boundary lines of both Oadby and Wigston Borough Council and Harborough District Council. This 

assessment has been appended as Appendix E. 

1.3 PURPOSE OF REPORT 

The purpose of this report is to: 

• Evaluate the selected sites as either suitable for future development or as being of local value for nature

conservation. This wilt contribute towards the council's evidence base to support the emerging Local Plan;

• Provide Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG) baseline calculations, to indicate the biodiversity value of the sites as

recorded at the time of the survey;

• Highlight features within the sites that are suitable for selection as potential Local Wildlife Sites (LWS);

• Undertake a desk study to obtain existing information on statutory and non-statutory sites of nature

conservation, and relevant records of protected/notable species within and in proximity to the sites;

• Present the results of an extended UK Habitat Classification Survey (UKHab), involving a walkover of the

sites to record habitat types and dominant vegetation, including any invasive species, and evidence of

protected fauna or habitats capable of supporting such species; and

• Evaluate potential ecological receptors on the sites and within the zone of influence, to identify any

potential constraints to the development.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 BACKGROUND 

Tetra Tech was commissioned by Oadby and Wigston Borough Council and Harborough District Council in June 2024 

to undertake an ecological assessment of a large site in the joint district boundaries of Oadby and Harborough, in 

Leicestershire. This site is known to the respective authorities as OAD/015 in the Borough of Oadby and Wigston and 

SHELAA Ref ID: 24/8631 in Harborough District Council. For the purpose of this report, it will hereafter be referred to 

as ‘the site’. 

This report has been prepared by Senior Ecologist Rob Gavan BSc (Hons), MSc ACIEEM and the conditions pertinent 

to it are provided in Appendix A.  

1.2 SITE DESCRIPTION 

The site is centred around OS Grid Reference SP 65248 99627, at Stretton Hall, to the east of Oadby and south of 

Leicester Airport. It comprises ca. 360 ha, of which ca. 64 ha falls within the council boundary of Oadby and ca. 296 ha 

falls within the District Council boundary of Harborough. The site has been mapped in Figure 1 for reference.  

The site presented a series of habitats indicative of the rural landscape, with a complex of both arable and grazed 

fields, interlaced by a network of mature hedgerows and ditches. Two watercourses were present flowing north to 

south across the site. The central watercourse was a culverted brook with steep banks and a gentle flow. The eastern 

watercourse was the River Sence, which had a meandering form and supported mature woodland along its banks.  

Woodland blocks and thin bands were scattered across the site, often located along ditch lines, or where historic 

hedgerows have been allowed to expand and develop upper canopy layers. The largest of these was a woodland to 

the southwest of the site, historically known as Glen Gorse.  

The site also includes two operational farms; Stretton Hall Farm, within the site centre and Oadby Lodge Farm to the 

northwest. The latter farm was more industrial in appearance, comprising of warehouse units and supporting metal 

framed facilities, which appeared more recently built. Stretton Hall Farm had a much smaller footprint, comprising of 

stables, a farmhouse and outhouses of brick and slate tiles and wooden barns. 

To the north of the site along Gantry Road, was the historic and now abandoned St Giles’ Church. The surrounding 

sheep grazed fields, had an unusual undulating topography, whilst the historic boundary hedges were still present, if 

not overgrown and defunct.     

1.3 PURPOSE OF REPORT 

The purpose of this report is to: 

• Evaluate the selected site as either suitable for future development or as being of local value for nature 

conservation.

• Provide a Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG) baseline calculation, to provide an indication of the biodiversity value 

of the site as recorded at the time of the survey.

• Highlight features within the sites that are suitable for selection as potential Local Wildlife Sites (pLWS).

• Undertake a desk study to obtain existing information on statutory and non-statutory sites of nature 

conservation, and relevant records of protected/notable species within and in proximity to the site.
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• Present the results of an extended UK Habitat Classification Survey (UKHab), involving a walkover of the site 

to record habitat types and dominant vegetation, including any invasive species, and evidence of protected 

fauna or habitats capable of supporting such species. 

• Evaluate potential ecological receptors on site and within the Zone of Influence (ZoI), to identify any 

potential constraints to the development.  
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2.0 METHODOLOGY 

2.1 DESK STUDY 

The desk study comprised two elements: 

• A review of closed source data provided by Leicestershire and Rutland Environmental Records Centre from 

October 2024. 

• A review of open source data using Multi Agency Geographic Information for the Countryside (MAGIC) 

(https://magic.defra.gov.uk) website,  Ordnance Survey (OS) and Aerial Imagery 

(https://www.bing.com/maps), and historic maps (www.maps.nls.uk). 

Given the scope of the project, the reasonable geographical extent of the search parameters was considered 

appropriate at the following ranges: 

• 10 km for sites of International Importance (Special Areas of Conservation (SAC), Special Protection Areas 

(SPA) and Ramsar sites (as designated under the Ramsar Convention (1971)); 

• 2 km for sites of National or Regional Importance (e.g., Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and Local 

Nature Reserves (LNR)) and protected or otherwise notable species; 

• 1 km for ancient woodland and mapped priority habitats; and 

• 1 km for non-statutory designated sites of County Importance (e.g. Local Wildlife Sites (LWS), Candidate 

Local Wildlife Sites (cLWS) and pLWS). 

The data search did not cover Tree Preservation Orders (TPOs); or Conservation Areas designated for their special 

architectural and historic interest.  

2.2 FIELD SURVEYS 

The following methodologies have been used to identify the ecological receptors present on or near the site.  

2.2.1 Habitats 

An extended habitat classification survey was undertaken on the site between the 22nd and 26th of July by Tetra 

Tech’s Senior Ecologist Rob Gavan MSc BSc ACIEEM (FISC Level 4). The weather conditions were variable but mostly 

dry and fair. 

The habitats present on site were mapped in accordance with the UK Habitat Classification Professional Edition – 

Version 2.0 (UK Hab Ltd., 2023), hereafter referred to as ‘UKHab’. The habitats have been classified to a minimum of 

UKHab Level 4, to identify the presence of any Habitats of Principal Importance (HPIs) listened under the Natural 

Environment and Rural Communities (NERC) Act 2006. Where habitats occur in multiple areas of the site or are of 

different condition, additional polygons of the same habitat have been mapped so that their condition may be 

assessed independently.  

The minimum recording unit for habitat is 25 m2 or 5 m in length for linear habitats, such as hedgerows. Dominant 

plant species were recorded for each habitat present using standard nomenclature (Stace, 2019).  

Features were assessed against the Guidelines for the Selection of LWS in Leicester, Leicestershire and Rutland 

(Leicestershire County Council, 2011) to rapidly identify features that may qualify for selection as pLWS.  
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2.2.2 Protected and Notable Species 

The site was inspected for evidence of and its potential to support protected or notable species, especially those 

listed under the following Acts, Regulations and Plans: 

• Schedule 2 of the Habitat Regulations 2017 (as amended); 

• Schedule 5 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act (W&CA) 1981 (as amended); 

• The Countryside Rights of Way (CRoW) Act 2000; 

• Those given extra protection under the NERC Act 2006; and 

• Species and habitats included in the Leicester Local Biodiversity Action (LBAP).  

The presence of some species was determined using standard best practice guidance, which are listed below. 

Badger 

The site was surveyed for evidence of badger Meles meles setts or other badger activity such as paths, latrines or 

signs of foraging. Methodologies used and any setts recorded were classified according to published criteria (Harris, 

et al., 1989).  

Hazel Dormouse 

The site was surveyed for its suitability to support hazel dormouse Muscardinus avellanarius based on best practice 

guidance (Bright, et al., 2006). 

Otter 

The site was assessed for its suitability to support otter Lutra lutra using standing Government advice (Chanin, 2003).   

Bats 

Roosting Bats – Buildings / Structures / Trees 

Any suitable buildings, structures or trees on site were assessed from the ground for their suitability to support 

roosting and hibernating bats using survey methods based on the BCT Bat Surveys for Professional Ecologists: Good 

Practice Guidelines (Colins, 2023)– hereafter referred to as the ‘BCT Guidelines’.  

Foraging / Commuting Bats 

Potential habitat for foraging and commuting bats were assessed on site according to the BCT Guidelines.  

Birds 

Bird species identified at the time of survey were noted and nesting birds recorded as seen. An assessment of 

habitats was undertaken to determine the likely value to breeding and foraging birds.  

Great Crested Newt & Common Amphibians 

The site was appraised for its suitability to support great crested newt (GCN) Triturus cristatus based on guidance 

outlined in the Herpetofauna Workers’ Manual (Gent & Gibson, 2003) and the Great Crested Newt Conservation 

Handbook (Langton, et al., 2001). Each pond was assessed using the Habitat Suitability Index (HSI) (Oldham, et al., 

2000) which assigns a value to the pond calculated from 10 pre-identified features. The HSI value gives a correlation 

of habitat suitability for GCN. This metric is a guide and should be assessed on a site-by-site basis as waterbodies 

with low HSI have been known to support GCN.   

Habitat suitability and evidence of other common amphibians was recorded on site where relevant. 
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Reptiles 

The site was appraised for its suitability to support reptiles using guidance outlined in the Herpetofauna Workers’ 

Manual (Gent & Gibson, 2003). 

Invertebrates 

The site habitats were appraised for suitability to support assemblages of invertebrates and commented on in the 

report as appropriate. 

Other Species 

The site was also appraised for its suitability to support other protected or notable fauna with regard to the 

Guidelines for Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (CIEEM, 2017) and BS42020:2013 Biodiversity – Code of Practice for 

Planning and Development (BSI, 2013). Evidence of any current or historical presence of such species was recorded. 

Invasive Species 

Evidence of species listed on Schedule 9 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981) as amended, were recorded as 

seen.  

Scoped Out 

Hazel dormice Muscardinus avellanarius have been scoped out of the survey as Leicestershire is currently considered 

outside of the species known range (PTES, 2018). 

2.3 BIODIVERSITY METRIC  

The assessment has been completed using Defra’s Statutory Biodiversity Metric (Defra, 2024a), hereafter referred to 

as ‘the Metric’. The associated methods were informed by the User Guide (Defra, 2024b) and Biodiversity Net Gain: 

Good Practice Principles for Development (Baker, Hoskin, & Butterworth, 2019). Further detail of habitat descriptions 

and target notes can be found in Appendices C and D. 

The methodology set out below defines a simplified version of the method used to carry out the BNG assessment. For 

full details including rules and methodology refer to the guidance documents referenced above. 

The Metric generates a value measured in ‘biodiversity units’ for a site. It assesses habitat parcel units, including 

urban trees, separately from linear habitat units which are split into either hedgerows (including lines of trees) or 

rivers. Area habitats are measured in hectares (ha), whereas linear habitats are measured in kilometres (km). 

Watercourses have been given a precautionary score of ‘good’ for the purpose of this assessment, to calculate a best-

case value for watercourse biodiversity units. They will require further survey to confirm their condition and are 

beyond the scope of this assessment. Ditches have been assessed as part of the condition assessment. 

The Metric calculates an output based on the habitat parcel area / linear habitat length and a range of factors that 

are associated with its assessed quality. The generated biodiversity value is therefore based on ‘quality’ factors that 

are multiplied together. These are detailed in Table 1.  

Habitats were separated into discrete parcels either where they were geographically discrete or where there was a 

change in habitat condition across a single location. Each parcel was recorded and calculated separately using the 

Metric. Urban trees are counted as habitat areas, although the method of calculating area is different to other habitat 

parcels, this is described below. 

For individual trees (not including lines of trees or woodland) their area is calculated from stem diameter, which 

equates to a specified size group (small, medium or large). Full details on how this is calculated is defined within the 

User Guide. The number of individual trees of each size is then input to the ‘Urban Tree Helper’ table within the 

Metric, and an area is given which is entered into the Metric as a habitat area. Each of the factors listed in Table 1 
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Strategic 

Significance 

Strategic significance utilises published local plans and objectives to identify local priorities for 

targeting biodiversity and nature improvement. It works at a landscape scale and gives 

additional unit value to habitats that are located in preferred locations for biodiversity and 

other environmental objectives. 

There were no ‘irreplaceable habitats’ present on site. For reference, however, these habitats cannot be accounted 

for in the Metric and require separate consideration3.  

2.4 LIMITATIONS 

To determine presence or likely absence of protected species, usually requires multiple visits at suitable times of the 

year. This survey therefore focuses on assessing the potential of the site to support protected and/or notable species. 

As such, this report cannot be considered a comprehensive assessment of the ecological interest of the site, but does 

highlight areas where further surveys will be required in order to further inform a more detailed assessment. 

There was no access to the  operational area of Oadby Lodge Farm during the survey. From a distance the habitats all 

appeared urban in nature and were therefore of very low distinctiveness. However, structures hidden from view 

could not be inspected for their suitability for protect protected and/or notable species. This is particularly pertinent 

to roosting bats.   

Habitats have been mapped using a ‘Minimum Mappable Unit’ area of 25 m2 applied in line with UKHab 

methodology. As such some small areas of habitats have been excluded from the BNG assessment. Given the size of 

the site this will not significantly affect the Metric calculations undertaken as part of this assessment.  

The rapid assessment of trees (as outlined in the survey methodology) will result in some trees which are of a small 

size i.e. <30 cm DBH, being accounted for as medium size i.e. between 30 cm and 60 cm DBH. Despite this, there were 

a number of trees present on site that would qualify under the extra-large category of >90 cm DBH. The exclusion of 

the upper outliers is believed to sufficiently compensate for the exclusion of the lower outliers, and the impact on the 

overall biodiversity value of the site is considered marginal.     

Streams and canals have been given a precautionary score of ‘Good’ for the purpose of this assessment (due to 

health and safety or working near water) and they will require further survey to confirm their condition. This is also 

true when assessing the riparian banks for signs of burrows and/or features that may support protected and notable 

species.  

  

 
3     National Planning Policy Framework (2019) Glossary provides a definition and examples of irreplaceable habitats 
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Based on the desk study, habitats present on site and field signs, the following protected or notable are potentially present on site: 

 

  

 

 

  

Bats 

Desk: Seven species of bat were recorded across the site and in proximity to the site. These included common pipistrelle Pippistrellus pipistrellus, soprano pipistrelle 

Pippistrellus pygmaseus serotine Eptesicus serotinus, brown long-eared Plecotus auratus and natterer’s bat Myotis nattereri, Leisler’s bat Nyctalus leisleri and noctule 

Nyctalus noctula. The highest concentration of records was associated with the farm buildings to the east and west and a residential property north of St Giles’s Church.   

Site: There was an abundance of mature trees within the site of suitability for roosting bats, whilst Stretton Hall Farm supported a complex of farm buildings of a 

composite (which strongly correlates with the presence of roosting bats). Potential roosting features within the buildings included loose roof tiles and masonry cavities. 

The hedgerow network and woodland fringes offered excellent commuting habitat for bats, whilst planting of nectar-rich seed mixes, maintenance of field margins and 

variety semi-natural habitats onsite supply ample foraging resources.  

Birds 

Desk: An abundance of bird records were returned within and in close proximity to the site, totaling 1424 record, which accounted for 30 protected spcies. These were 

indicative of wooded, arable and riparian settings, with species such as fieldfare Turdus pilaris, whimbrel Numenius phaeopus, cuckoo Cuculus canorus, tree sparrow 

Passer montanus and kingfisher Alcedo atthis well-represented. The Schedule 1 listed species; peregrine Falco peregrinus, barn owl Tyto alba  and red kite Milvus milvus 

were also well-represented in the returned data.  

Site: Avian species of note recorded during the site walkover included:  

• Linnet Linaria cannabina (Red4) – recorded north of Oadby Lodge Farm. 

• Greenfinch Chloris chloris (Red) – multiple records across the site, concentrated around both farm complexes.  

• Yellowhammer Emberiza citrinella (Red) - multiple records across the site located along hedgerows.  

• Bullfinch Pyrrhula pyrrhula (Amber5) – recorded south of Stretton Hall Farm. 

 
4 Birds of Conservation Concern Red list (Version 5) - See Appendix B for further details 
5 Birds of Conservation Concern Amber list (Version 5) -See Appendix B for further details 
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• Song thrush Turdus philomelos (Amber) – Recorded to the south of the River Sence. 

• Woodpigeon Columbia palumbus (Amber) – Recorded throughout wooded areas and along hedgerows. 

The site supported optimal foraging and nesting resources, with active nests identified in hedgerows and wooded areas, whilst Stretton Hall Farm supports a swallow 

colony in the southern barn buildings.  

The site also held potential for barn owl Tyto alba, with large tree cavities of suitability for roosting. Of greatest proclivity was the northern barn associated with 

Stretton Hall Farm, which structurally; provided the most suitable conditions for roosting owls.  

GCN and Amphibians 

Desk: Three records of GCN were returned from ponds and/or ditches within the site, with a further two records returned from ponds within 100 m of the site. Other 

amphibian records include common frog Rana temporaria, common toad Bufo bufo and smooth newt Lissotriton vulgaris.   

Site: Three ponds were recorded on site, which scored ‘Good’, ‘Average’ and ‘Below Average’ respectively (r1a.1 – r1a.3) in the HSI assessment (detailed assessment 

results are provided in Appendix E). The Site offered good functional connectivity across the landscape, through the hedge and ditch network and along arable field 

margins. The site provides sufficient foraging, breeding and commuting resources to support amphibians, including GCN.    

Otter and water vole  

Desk: There were 25 records of otter returned within 2 km of the site, one of which was a record within the River Sence. There were also two records of water vole 

returned, the closest being 0.13 km to the north, again along the River Sence. 

Site: Evidence of otter was identified to the east of the site along the River Sence (OT.1). A spraint and prints were observed along a sand bank, with additional prints 

identified along a ditch line, 5 m from the river. As a feature the river offers excellent commuting and foraging potential. The embankments of the river could not be 

thoroughly inspected due to the health and safety limitations imposed on the survey. From what could be assessed, the banks did not exhibit features indicative of 

otter holt, such as overhanging tree roots. Further survey would be required to confirm this assessment. The remaining watercourse on site, and ditch network, offered 

commuting habitat only.  

No evidence of water vole was identified on site, and the watercourses and ditch network offered either negligible or sub-optimal habitat for foraging and bank 

burrowing. This was due to the morphological composition of the banks, which were over-steep, whilst the water flow was either absent, as was the case with much of 

the ditch network, or too shallow, as was the case with the mapped streams.  

Reptiles 
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Desk: A total of 21 records of reptile were returned within 2 km of the site, including adder Vipera berus, common lizard Zootoca vivipara, grass snake Natrix helvetica 

and slow-worm Anguis fragilis. Grass snake were recorded within the northeast of the site, whilst adder and common lizard were present within 0.4 km.   

Site: Similarly to amphibians, the site supports a network of semi-natural habitats that would support reptile dispersal. This was more prevalent to the east of the site, 

in proximity to the River Sence, which offers fluvial pathways, rank grassland and woodland edge ecotones that favour the foraging and commuting habitat of grass 

snake Natrix helvetica. Potential hibernacula habitat was present within the woodland and scrub components across the site and open ditches could be utilised for 

basking sites. 

Other notable species  

Three observations were made of brown hare Lepus europaeus with the maintained arable field margins offering suitable ley creation habitat, whilst large expanses of 

modified grassland to the north and south of the site provide suitable foraging habitat.  

The grassland within St Giles’s Church graveyard supported a population of cinnabar caterpillars Tyria jacobaeae, an invertebrate listed under S41 of the NERC Act 

2006. Additionally, given the abundance of wych elm in the hedgerows and woodland understoreys, there is an abundance of foraging resource for white-letter 

hairstreak butterfly Satyrium w-album.   
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FIGURES 

Figure 1 – Site Location Overview 

Figure 2 – Protected Species Plans 

Figure 3 – Designated Sites Overview 

Figure 4a – UK Habitat Classification Plan (Habitats) 

Figure 4b – UK Habitat Classification Plan (Hedgerows and Watercourses) 
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APPENDIX A: REPORT CONDITIONS 

This Report has been prepared using reasonable skill and care for the sole benefit of Oadby Wigston 

Borough Council and Harborough District Council (“the Clients”) for the proposed uses stated in the report 

by Tetra Tech Limited (“Tetra Tech”). Tetra Tech exclude all liability for any other uses and to any other 

party. The report must not be relied on or reproduced in whole or in part by any other party without the 

copyright holder’s permission. 

No liability is accepted or warranty given for; unconfirmed data, third party documents and information 

supplied to Tetra Tech or for the performance, reliability, standing etc of any products, services, 

organisations or companies referred to in this report. Tetra Tech does not purport to provide specialist legal, 

tax or accounting advice. 

The report refers, within the limitations stated, to the environment of the site in the context of the 

surrounding area at the time of the inspections'. Environmental conditions can vary and no warranty is 

given as to the possibility of changes in the environment of the site and surrounding area at differing times. 

No investigative method can eliminate the possibility of obtaining partially imprecise, incomplete or not 

fully representative information. Any monitoring or survey work undertaken as part of the commission will 

have been subject to limitations, including for example timescale, seasonal and weather-related conditions. 

Actual environmental conditions are typically more complex and variable than the investigative, predictive 

and modelling approaches indicate in practice, and the output of such approaches cannot be relied upon as 

a comprehensive or accurate indicator of future conditions. The “shelf life” of the Report will be determined 

by a number of factors including; its original purpose, the Client’s instructions, passage of time, advances in 

technology and techniques, changes in legislation etc. and therefore may require future re-assessment.   

The whole of the report must be read as other sections of the report may contain information which puts 

into context the findings in any executive summary. 

Tetra Tech reserves the right to share this Report and any related materials, surveys, drawings and/or 

documents at any time with the relevant Local Ecological Records Centre (LREC), any relevant statutory 

body or any equivalent organisation as Tetra Tech may reasonably require from time-to-time. 

The performance of environmental protection measures and of buildings and other structures in relation to 

acoustics, vibration, noise mitigation and other environmental issues is influenced to a large extent by the 

degree to which the relevant environmental considerations are incorporated into the final design and 

specifications and the quality of workmanship and compliance with the specifications on site during 

construction. Tetra Tech accept no liability for issues with performance arising from such factors. 
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OT.1 Otter spraint and faded prints found along the 

River Sence. 

 

NA Stretton Hall Farm indicative structure. 

Numerous cavities under lifted tiles and in 

masonry for suitability for roosting bats. 

Building to left with suitability for barn owl 

roosting, with several internal beams. 
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Indicative mature 

trees of possible 

veteran status 

Numerous trees presented severe 

cavities and offered ecological niches 

indicative of individuals of veteran 

status. 
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Lowland mixed 

deciduous 

woodland 

More mature woodland exhibited a 

complex understorey structure, with ash 

the dominant species, but with a ground 

flora often more indictive of high nutrient 

levels.  

 

Modified grassland Short cropped and often grazed by 

sheep, but with cows and horses grazing 

around Stretton Hall Farm. The sward 

was species poor and lacked structural 

diversity. 
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Arable field 

margins and 

nectar-rich seed 

mix 

The field margins ranged from 2 m to 10 

m in width, leaving a band of species-

poor grassland on the peripheries. These 

were well maintained, whilst several 

fields had been seeded with a specific 

mix designed to encourage invertebrates. 

 

The River Sence Moderate flowing stream with wooded 

banks. The water was slightly turbid and 

the channel had a cobble substrate. 
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Other neutral 

grassland 

Small pockets of species-rich neutral 

grassland were scattered across the site. 

Indicators included common knapweed, 

oxeye daisy, sweet vernal grass, crested 

dog’s tail and meadow vetchling.  

(Right: St Giles’s Church grassland)  

 
 

 










