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1 Introduction 
1.1 Commission 
1.1.1 The Landscape Partnership was commissioned by  

 to carry out an assessment of a proposed footpath diversion through woodland; in 
particular looking at the impact of the path diversion upon bluebells. Bluebells are widespread 
and common in Suffolk and are protected from sale only; with no protection from habitat change 
or trampling. 

1.2 Legislation and policy background 
1.2.1 There is a range of protection given to sites and species. Sites may be designated for local, 

national, or global importance for nature conservation. Species may be protected by varying levels 
of national regulation. 

1.2.2 Further information is given in Appendix 1. 
1.2.3 Assessment was undertaken against current legislation and planning policy, and in accordance 

with standard guidance. Further information is given in Section 2 and Appendix 2. 

1.3 Site location and context 
1.3.1 The proposed diversion of Footpath FP35 (Appendix 3) moves the path away from a route 

alongside a barn which is currently under conversion to a dwelling.  The path diversion would 
provide greater privacy and security to the proposed dwelling when occupied.  It is understood 
that there have been objections to the proposed footpath diversion due to impacts on bluebells. 

1.3.2 The site is around 1km south-east of the Polstead village centre, on Martens Lane.  It is a very 
rural area with woodlands, arable, pasture and scattered dwellings in the vicinity.  

1.3.3 The Ordnance Survey Grid Reference for the footpath is TM 0011 3768. The location of the site 
is shown in Appendix 3.     

1.4 Objectives of this appraisal 
1.4.1 The purpose of this appraisal is to inform the footpath diversion decision. 

1.5 Previous ecological studies 
1.5.1 Previous ecological studies of the adjacent barn conversion can be found on the Babergh District 

Council website under planning reference DC/19/02014.  There is very limited information about 
the footpath on its current or proposed route.  
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2 Assessment of impacts on bluebells arising from the 
footpath diversion 

2.1 Site survey 
2.1.1 An experienced ecologist from The Landscape Partnership visited the site on 1st July 2021, 

accompanied by , the prospective occupant of the barn conversion.  The 
diversion route was walked, paying particular attention to points G to E and on to A (Appendix 3) 
which is the part of the diversion route through woodland.  Bluebells Hycacinthoides non-scriptus 
are rarely found outside woodland in Suffolk, hence the assessment focuses on this section of 
the diversion. 

2.1.2 From point G at the entrance to an unnamed woodland, the diversion route appeared to follow a 
pre-existing track into the woodland.  The track appeared to be under occasional vehicular use; 
there were parallel bare-ground wheel-tracks with grass between them.  No bluebells or other 
woodland species were present and use of this vehicular track as a public footpath would have a 
negligible impact on bluebells. 

2.1.3 From around half-way from point G to point F, and continuing to points E and then A, it appeared 
that a path had been cleared in the recent past, with a bare ground track through the woodland.  
On the north side of the path, there were scattered oak Quercus trees, little or no shrub layer 
and dense bracken Pteridium aquilinum cover, with occasional small glades occupied with 
bluebells.  On the south side of the path, there was dense bracken which diminished rapidly at 
the edge of the wood.  I saw one oak tree stump which appeared to have resulted from relatively 
recent felling; it was understood that this was leaning towards the barn conversion and removal 
was on safety grounds. 

2.1.4 Flowering foxgloves Digitalis purpurea were noted to the south of the cleared path, and numerous 
foxglove seedlings on the north side of the path along with climbing corydalis Ceratocapnos 
claviculatus.  There was no vegetation on the path itself, except for very occasional small clumps 
of the common annual meadow grass Poa annua.  For example there was no depauperate bluebell 
trying to grow or other indications of woodland ground flora (see photographs in Appendix 4). A 
photograph supplied by Mr Derbyshire from approximately 2018 shows the dense bracken along 
the line of the path (also Appendix 4). 

2.2 Historical development of the woodland 
2.2.1 The woodland is not shown as Ancient Woodland on the Magic map at www.defra.magic.gov.uk 

Appendix 5) although other woodlands in the area have been identified as ancient. 
2.2.2 On the Ordnance Survey large-scale map of 1884-1886, viewed on www.old-maps.co.uk, the 

woodland through which the path diverts is shown as a belt of scattered trees within heathland.  
The current woodland area to the north is farmland, either pasture or arable.  Copyright issues 
prevent reproduction of the map in this report.  These scattered trees may correspond to some 
of the oak trees observed on the site visit. 

2.2.3 The 1945 aerial photo as seen on Google Earth also shows the current woodland as a belt of 
scattered trees, with some heterogeneity indicating the former heathland was becoming 
overgrown with bracken or possibly oak scrub.  The younger oak trees observed may be referable 
to this period of change. 

2.3 Analysis of impacts of path clearance 
2.3.1 It is inconclusive whether bluebells were present on the line of the new path through woodland, 

at the time that it was cleared.  However, there were no bluebells on the path at the time of the 
site visit and levels of trampling were sufficiently light that it is considered they would have been 
observed, albeit in a trampled condition, had bulbs been present.  This indicates that the footpath 
diversion has resulted in little or no harm to bluebells.   

2.3.2 The young age of the wood and map evidence suggests that it replaced an earlier heathland of 
possibly higher nature conservation value.  It is possible that the bluebells are a survivor of a 
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previous bracken-dominated heathland; they are capable of persisting as understorey in a 
bracken stand (Chatters, 2021)1. 

2.3.3 The additional light reaching the ground after bracken clearance has resulted in germination of 
foxglove seeds, increasing the number of this species from a few specimens along the woodland 
edge.  Foxgloves are an important source of pollen for bees.  The path may also provide an 
additional foraging route for bats.  The path may act as a ‘glade’ in the bracken in which bluebells 
may grow at the path edge in future years. 

2.3.4 It is also noted that the Government’s Countryside Stewardship grant scheme offers an option to 
pay landowners to ‘create and/or manage permanent open space and access rides’ as part of a 
Woodland Management Plan and there may be benefits from slightly widening the corridor 
occupied by the path and mowing the vegetation on each side in August of each year, removing 
all arisings for composting.  This would suppress the bracken and allow the bluebells and other 
species to flower and set seed. 

2.4 Conclusion 
2.4.1 It is concluded that there is no evidence of any damage to sensitive flora including bluebells of 

the path creation through woodland by creating a path from midway between points F-G to point 
A.  There is evidence of a minor benefit to biodiversity as a result of additional light on the side 
of the path enabling foxgloves to germinate.  It may also benefit foraging bats and facilitate 
future bluebell growth. 

2.4.2 The path creation is therefore considered ecologically acceptable. 
 

 

 
1 Chatters, C (2021) Heathland. Bloomsbury Wildlife Publishing.  
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Legislative and policy context 
There is a number of pieces of legislation, regulations and policies specific to ecology which underpin this 
assessment.  These may be applicable at a National or Local level.  References to legislation are given as a 
summary for information and should not be construed as legal advice. 
Birds Directive 
The European Community Council Directive on the Conservation of Wild Birds (79/409/EEC), normally known 
as the Birds Directive, sets out general rules for the conservation of all naturally occurring wild birds, their 
nests, eggs and habitats.  It was superseded by the ‘new’ Birds Directive (2009/147/EC) which generally 
updated the previous directive. 
Since the end of the Brexit transition period on 31st December 2020 the Birds Directive no longer is part of the 
UK legal system. 
Habitats Directive 
The European Community Council Directive on the Conservation of Natural Habitats of Wild Fauna and Flora 
(92/43/EEC), normally known as the Habitats Directive, aims to protect the European Union's biodiversity.  It 
requires member states to provide strict protection for specified flora and fauna (i.e. European Protected 
Species) and the registration and regulation of Special Areas of Conservation. 
Since the end of the Brexit transition period on 31st December 2020 the Habitats Directive no longer is part of 
the UK legal system. 
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 
The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 generally follow the Birds Directive and Habitats 
Directive but unlike the Directives there is no role for the European Union; the UK Government has taken that 
role following the end of the Brexit transition period on 31st December 2020.  For clarity, the following 
paragraphs consider the case in England only, with Natural England given as the appropriate nature 
conservation body.  In Wales, the Countryside Council for Wales is the appropriate nature conservation body. 
Special Protection Areas and Special Areas of Conservation are defined in the regulations as forming a national 
network of ‘European sites’.  The Regulations regulate the management of land within European sites, 
requiring land managers to have the consent of Natural England before carrying out management.  Byelaws 
may also be made to prevent damaging activities and if necessary land can be compulsorily purchased to 
achieve satisfactory management. 
The Regulations define competent authorities as public bodies or statutory undertakers.  Competent authorities 
are required to make an appropriate assessment of any plan or project they intend to permit or carry out, if 
the plan or project is likely to have a significant effect upon a European site.  The permission may only be 
given if the plan or project is ascertained to have no adverse effect upon the integrity of the European site.  
If the competent authority wishes to permit a plan or project despite a negative assessment, imperative 
reasons of over-riding public interest must be demonstrated, and there should be no alternative to the scheme.  
The permissions process in that case would involve the Secretary of State.  In practice, there will be very few 
cases where a plan or project is permitted despite a negative assessment.  This means that a planning 
application has to be assessed by the Local Planning Authority, based on information provided by the applicant, 
and the assessment must either decide that it is likely to have no significant effect on a European site or 
ascertain that there is no adverse effect upon the integrity of the European site. 
Government policy is for Ramsar sites (wetlands of global importance) to be treated as if they were European 
sites within the planning process. 
Appropriate Assessment 
Appropriate Assessment is required in certain instances under the Conservation of Habitats and Species 
Regulations 2017.  Regulation 63 says that: 

63.— (1) A competent authority, before deciding to undertake, or give any consent, permission or 
other authorisation for, a plan or project which- 

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



 

 

(either alone or in combination with other plans or projects), and 
    (b) is not directly connected with or necessary to the management of the site,  

must make an appropriate assessment of the implications for that site in view of that site's 
conservation objectives. 
    (2)   A person applying for any such consent, permission or other authorisation must provide such 
information as the competent authority may reasonably require for the purposes of the assessment 
or to enable them to determine whether an appropriate assessment is required. 
    (3)   The competent authority must for the purposes of the assessment consult the appropriate 
nature conservation body and have regard to any representations made by that body within such 
reasonable time as the authority may specify. 
    (4)   It must also, if it considers it appropriate, take the opinion of the general public, and if it 
does so, it must take such steps for that purpose as it considers appropriate. 
    (5)  In the light of the conclusions of the assessment, and subject to regulation 64 
(considerations of overriding public interest), the competent authority may agree to the plan or 
project only after having ascertained that it will not adversely affect the integrity of the European 
site or the European offshore marine site (as the case may be). 
    (6)   In considering whether a plan or project will adversely affect the integrity of the site, the 
authority must have regard to the manner in which it is proposed to be carried out or to any 
conditions or restrictions subject to which they propose that the consent, permission or other 
authorisation should be given. 

The competent authority is typically the local planning authority. The appropriate assessment contains the 
information the council requires for the purposes of its assessment under the Habitat Regulations.  
The Habitats Regulations also are applicable to local authority land use plans and policies.  If a policy or plan 
is likely to have a significant effect upon a European site, the permission may only be given if the policy or 
plan is ascertained to have no adverse effect upon the integrity of the European site.  This approach gives rise 
to a hierarchy of plans each with related appropriate assessments.  For example, the appropriate assessment 
of a Regional Spatial Strategy will affect policies within a Core Strategy, which will then need its own 
appropriate assessment, and so on. 
European Protected Species 
European Protected Species of animals are given protection from deliberate capture, injury, killing, disturbance 
or egg taking/capture.  Their breeding sites or resting places are also protected from damage or destruction, 
which does not have to be deliberate.  A number of species are listed as European Protected Species, with 
those most likely to be considered in planning applications being bats, dormouse, great crested newt and 
otter.  Natural England may give a licence for actions that are otherwise illegal, subject to them being satisfied 
on the three tests of no alternative, over-riding public interest, and maintenance of the species in favourable 
condition. 
European Protected Species of plant are also listed and given protection.  These species are generally very 
rare and unlikely to be present in proposed development sites.  
Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 
The Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 has been amended many times, including by the Countryside and Rights 
of Way Act 2000.  It contains provisions for the notification and regulation of Sites of Special Scientific Interest, 
and for protected species. 
The Regulations regulate the management of land within Sites of Special Scientific Interest, requiring land 
managers to have the consent of Natural England before carrying out management. 
All public bodies are defined as ‘S28G’ bodies, which have a duty to further the nature conservation of Sites 
of Special Scientific Interest in the undertaking of their functions.  In practice, this prevents planning 
applications being permitted if they would harm Sites of Special Scientific Interest, as it would be a breach of 
that duty. 



 

 

The Act makes it an offence intentionally to kill, injure, or take any wild bird, take, damage or destroy the nest 
of any wild bird, while that nest is in use or being built, or take or destroy an egg of any wild bird.  Special 
penalties are available for offences related to birds listed on Schedule 1, for which there are additional offences 
of disturbing these birds at their nests, or their dependent young. 
The Act makes it an offence intentionally to kill, injure or take any wild animal listed on Schedule 5, and 
prohibits interference with places used for shelter or protection, or intentionally disturbing animals occupying 
such places.  Some species have lesser protection under this Act, for example white-clawed crayfish, common 
frog and toads are only protected from sale, and reptile species, other than smooth snake and sand lizard, are 
protected from intentional killing or injury, but they are not protected from disturbance and their habitat is not 
protected.  It is also an offence intentionally to pick, uproot or destroy any wild plant listed in Schedule 8. 
National Planning Policy Framework 
The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) dated February 2019 replaces previous Government Policy in 
relation to nature conservation and planning expressed in the NPPF dated March 2012.  
Chapter 15 paragraph 170(d) of the NPPF 2018 says that the planning system should contribute to and 
enhance the natural and local environment by minimising impacts on and providing net gains for biodiversity. 
Paragraphs 171 and 172 relate to policy for designated sites of biodiversity or landscape importance. Proposals 
for any development on or affecting protected wildlife or geodiversity sites or landscape areas will be judged 
against Local Plans policies which will distinguish between the hierarchy of international, national and locally 
designated sites and allocate land with the least environmental or amenity value and maintain and enhance 
networks of habitats and green infrastructure.  Further policy is within paragraph 174, where Local Planning 
Authorities should within their Local Plans aim to protect and enhance biodiversity by: 

 Identifying, mapping and safeguarding components of local wildlife-rich habitats and wider 
ecological networks, including the hierarchy of international, national and locally designated 
sites of importance for biodiversity; wildlife corridors and stepping stones that connect them; 
and areas identified by national and local partnerships for habitat management, enhancement, 
restoration or creation; and  

 Promoting the conservation, restoration and enhancement of priority habitats, ecological 
networks and the protection and recovery of priority species; and identify and pursue 
opportunities for securing measurable net gains for biodiversity. 

When determining planning applications Local Planning Authorities should apply the following principles: 
 If significant harm resulting from a development cannot be avoided (through locating it on an 

alternative site with less harmful impacts), adequately mitigated, or, as a last resort, 
compensated for, then planning permission should be refused, 

 development on land within or outside a Site of Special Scientific Interest, and which is likely 
to have an adverse effect on it (either individually or in combination with other 
developments), should not normally be permitted. The only exception is where the benefits of 
the development in the location proposed clearly outweigh both its likely impact on the 
features of the site that make it of special scientific interest, and any broader impacts on the 
national network of Sites of Special Scientific Interest; 

 development resulting in the loss or deterioration of irreplaceable habitats (such as ancient 
woodland and ancient or veteran trees) should be refused, unless there are wholly exceptional 
reasons and a suitable compensation strategy exists; and  

 development whose primary objective is to conserve or enhance biodiversity should be 
supported; while opportunities to incorporate biodiversity improvements in and around 
developments should be encouraged, especially where this can secure measurable net gains 
for biodiversity. 

 
Paragraph 176 adds protection to candidate sites of European or International importance (Special Protection 
Areas, Special Areas of Conservation and Ramsar sites) and also to those sites identified or required as 
compensatory measures for adverse effects on habitats sites, potential SPA, possible SAC listed or proposed 
Ramsar sites.  



 

 

Paragraph 177 clarifies that the presumption in favour of sustainable development does not apply where the 
plan or project is likely to have a significant effect on a ‘habitats’ site, i.e. a European site, (either alone or in 
combination with other plans or projects), unless an appropriate assessment has concluded that the plan or 
project will not adversely affect the integrity of the habitats site. 
Government circular ‘Biodiversity and Geological Conservation – Statutory Obligations and their Impact Within 
the Planning System’ referenced ODPM 06/2005 has not been replaced and remains valid.  It sets out the 
legislation regarding designated and undesignated sites and protected species and describes how the planning 
system should take account of that legislation.  It does however pre-date the NERC Act 2006 (see below), 
which includes a level of protection for a further list of habitats and species regardless of whether they are on 
designated sites or elsewhere. 
Natural Environment and Rural Communities (NERC) Act 2006 
This Act includes a list of habitats and species of principal importance in England.  Local Authorities are required 
to consider the needs of these habitats and species when making decisions, such as on planning application. 
Local Planning Authority’s planning policy 
The Local Planning Authority will have policies relating to biodiversity conservation. 
  



 

 

Species Legislation 
The following table provides an overview of legislation with regard to species.  
 

Protected Species 

Legislation 

Wildlife & 
Countryside Act, 

1981 

The 
Conservation of 

Habitats and 
Species 

Regulations, 
2017 

Natural 
Environment & 

Rural 
Communities 
(NERC) Act, 

2006 

Protection of 
Badgers Act, 

1992 

     

Plants (certain ‘rare’ species)  2   

Invertebrates (certain ‘rare’ 
species)  3   

White-clawed crayfish     

Great crested newt, natterjack 
toad, pool frog     

Other amphibians 4    

Sand lizard, smooth snake  5   

Other reptiles 6    

Breeding birds     

Wintering birds (certain ‘rare’ 
species)     

Bats     

Dormouse     

Water vole     

Otter     

Badger     

 
 

2 Nine species present in the UK, with very specialised habitat requirements, are European Protected Species. 
3 Fisher’s estuarine moth, large blue butterfly and lesser whirlpool ram’s-horn snail are European Protected Species. 
4 The four other native amphibian species (smooth and palmate newts, common frog and common toad) are only protected against 

trade under this act.  
5 Smooth snake and sand lizard are European Protected Species. 
6 The four other native reptile species (common lizard, slow worm, grass snake and adder) are protected against intentional killing, 

injury and trade under this act. 
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Assessment Methodology: Valuing Ecological Features and Impact Assessment  
The three-stage assessment method for determining ecological value is based upon assessment matrices 
published in the Handbook of Biodiversity Methods7.  It has been updated to comply with recent changes to 
planning policy and legislation. The three-stage process allows the value of ecological sites, habitats and 
populations, and the magnitude of the impact, to be cross-tabulated to identify impact significance.   
Valuing ecological sites, habitats and populations: scale and level of value 
 

Scale  

 

Level of value Sites, habitats and populations 

   

Greater than 
national Very High 

Statutory sites designated under international conventions or related national 
legislation, in particular:  

 Wetlands of International Importance (Ramsar sites), 
 Special Areas of Conservation, 

 Special Protection Areas. 

National High 

Statutory sites designated under national legislation, for example:  

 Sites of Special Scientific Interest (England, Wales, Scotland),  
 National Nature Reserves (UK). 

Significant viable areas of habitats, or populations or assemblages of species of 
principal importance for the conservation of biodiversity in England and Wales 
(Section 41 species and habitats)8 of such size and quality as might qualify for 
SSSI designation. 

Populations or assemblages of red-listed, rare or legally protected species, as 
might qualify for SSSI designation, for example: 

 species of conservation concern,  
 Red Data Book (RDB) species,  
 birds of conservation concern (Red List species), 
 nationally rare and nationally scarce species, 

 legally protected species. 

County Medium 

Statutory sites of lower conservation value designated under national 
legislation, for example Local Nature Reserves (UK). 

Non-statutory sites designated under local legislation, for example:  
 County Wildlife Sites, 
 Local Wildlife Sites, 
 Roadside Nature Reserves (protected road verges). 

Viable areas of habitat or populations of species of principal importance for the 
conservation of biodiversity in England and Wales (Section 41 species and 
habitats)9 of such size and quality as might qualify for designation at the county 
level. 

Other non-designated sites which meet the criteria for designation at this level. 

 
7 Hill, D., Fasham, M., Tucker, G., Shewry, M., Shaw, P. (eds.) (2005) Handbook of Biodiversity Methods: Survey, Evaluation and 
Monitoring, Cambridge University Press. 
8 Listed under S41 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006 http://www.naturalengland.org.uk/ 
ourwork/conservation/biodiversity/protectandmanage/habsandspeciesimportance.aspx. 
9 Listed under S41 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006 http://www.naturalengland.org.uk/ 
ourwork/conservation/biodiversity/protectandmanage/habsandspeciesimportance.aspx. 



 

 

District/ 
Borough10 Lower 

Sites meeting criteria for metropolitan designations. 

Undesignated sites or features not meeting criteria for county designation, but 
that are considered to enrich appreciably the habitat resource within the local 
district or borough, for example:  

 ancient woodland, 
 diverse, ecological valuable and cohesive hedgerow networks, 
 significant clusters or groups of ponds, 
 veteran or ancient trees. 

Viable areas of habitat or populations of species of principal importance for the 
conservation of biodiversity in England and Wales (Section 41 species and 
habitats)11 not qualifying for designation at the county level. 

Parish Lower 

Areas of habitat considered to enrich appreciably the ecological resource within 
the context of the local parish. 

Small areas of habitat or populations of species of principal importance for the 
conservation of biodiversity in England and Wales (Section 41 species and 
habitats)12. 

Site only Negligible Ecological feature or resource not meeting any of the above criteria. 

 
 
Note: there is much overlap in designations and lists of important species, and many sites, habitats and species 
appear on several. Where a site, habitat or species has multiple designations or levels of protection, normally 
the highest level would be the level at which impacts are assessed. 
 
  

 
10 Including metropolitan boroughs. 
11 Listed under S41 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006 http://www.naturalengland.org.uk/ 
ourwork/conservation/biodiversity/protectandmanage/habsandspeciesimportance.aspx. 
12 Listed under S41 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006 http://www.naturalengland.org.uk/ 
ourwork/conservation/biodiversity/protectandmanage/habsandspeciesimportance.aspx. Listed under S41 of the Natural Environment 
and Rural Communities Act 2006 http://www.naturalengland.org.uk/ 
ourwork/conservation/biodiversity/protectandmanage/habsandspeciesimportance.aspx. 



 

 

Definitions of impact magnitude 
 

Magnitude (negative 
or positive) 

Definition/trigger 

  

Severe 

Loss or severe degradation affecting over 75% of a site feature, habitat or population.  
Adverse change to, or reduced condition of, over 90% of a site feature, habitat or population, 
for example through disturbance or trampling. 

Major  

Loss or severe degradation affecting over 25% of a site feature, habitat or population. 
Adverse change to, or reduced condition of, over 50% of a site feature, habitat or population, 
for example through disturbance or trampling. 
For benefits, an impact equivalent in nature conservation terms to a gain of over 50% in a 
site feature, habitat or population. 

Moderate 

Loss or severe degradation affecting over 5% of a site feature, habitat or population.  
Adverse change to, or reduced condition of, over 10% of a site feature, habitat or population, 
for example through disturbance or trampling. 
For benefits, an impact equivalent in nature conservation terms to a gain of 10-50% in a site 
feature, habitat or population 

Minor  

Loss or severe degradation affecting up to 5% of a site feature, habitat or population.  
Adverse change to, or reduced condition of, 1-10% of a site feature, habitat or population, for 
example through disturbance or trampling. 
For benefits, an impact equivalent in nature conservation terms to a gain of up to 10% in a 
site feature, habitat or population. 

Insignificant 

No loss of or severe degradation to a site feature, habitat or population. 
Adverse change to, or reduced condition of, less than 1% of a site feature, habitat or 
population.  
No benefit to a site feature, habitat or population. 

 
Impact significance 
 
 

 Magnitude of impact 

Value of site, 
habitat or 
population 

Severe 
Negative 

Major 
Negative 

Moderate 
Negative 

Minor 
Negative Insignificant Minor 

Positive 
Medium 
Positive 

Major 
Positive 

Very High Severe 
Adverse 

Severe 
Adverse 

Major 
Adverse 

Major 
Adverse Neutral* Major 

Beneficial 
Major 
Beneficial 

Major 
Beneficial 

National  
(High) 

Severe 
Adverse 

Major 
Adverse 

Major 
Adverse 

Moderate 
Adverse Neutral* Moderate 

Beneficial 
Major 
Beneficial 

Major 
Beneficial 

County/Metropolitan 
(Medium) 

Major 
Adverse 

Major 
Adverse 

Moderate 
Adverse 

Moderate 
Adverse Neutral Minor 

Beneficial 
Moderate 
Beneficial 

Major 
Beneficial 

District/Borough  
(Lower) 

Major 
Adverse 

Moderate 
Adverse 

Moderate 
Adverse 

Minor 
Adverse Neutral Minor 

Beneficial 
Moderate 
Beneficial 

Moderate 
Beneficial 

Parish  
(Lower) 

Moderate 
Adverse 

Moderate 
Adverse 

Minor 
Adverse 

Minor 
Adverse Neutral Minor 

Beneficial 
Minor 
Beneficial 

Moderate 
Beneficial 

Minimal/negligible Neutral Neutral Neutral Neutral Neutral Minor 
Beneficial 

Minor 
Beneficial 

Moderate 
Beneficial 

 
Where the impact significance falls below Minor Adverse, the term ‘Neutral’ is used. 

*In some circumstances, some ‘insignificant’ impacts might fail legislative or policy tests and the impact would be 
greater than Neutral. 
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Appendix 4 Photographs (all 1st July 2021 except where 
stated) 

  

 

Entrance to the woodland, 
point G looking north-west 

 

Bluebells, after flowering, in 
a bracken glade north of the 
newly-cleared route 
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Foxgloves germinated this 
spring on north edge of 
newly-cleared path, 
alongside climbing corydalis. 

 

Point E, looking east along 
the route. 

 

Photo taken in 2018 looking 
into the wood from behind 
the barn.  This shows the 
character of the wood 
between points F and G 
prior to path clearance. 
 
This image was provided to Mr 
Derbyshire.  If the 
photographer comes forward 
we would be pleased to credit 
her/him with the photograph. 

 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Appendix 5



Ancient woodland

xmin = 599000
Projection = OSGB36

ymin = 237400
xmax = 601000
ymax = 238400

Legend
Ancient Woodland (England)

Ancient and Semi-Natural
Woodland
Ancient Replanted
Woodland

Copyright resides with the data suppliers and the map 
must not be reproduced without their permission. Some 
information in MAGIC is a snapshot of the information 
that is being maintained or continually updated by the 
originating organisation. Please refer to the metadata for 
details as information may be illustrative or representative 
rather than definitive at this stage.                         

Map produced by MAGIC on 29 June, 2021.

(c) Crown Copyright and database rights 2021. Ordnance Survey 100022861.
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