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Land South Of Pinewood Studios, Pinewood Road, Iver Heath, 
Buckinghamshire, SL0 0NH 

Proposal: 

Outline planning permission with all matters reserved (except for principal 
points of access) for the phased development of a screen industries global 
growth hub of up to 750,000 sq ft (70,000 sq m) comprising: - A visitor 
attraction of 350,000 sq ft comprising a series of buildings - 350,000 sq ft of 
film production buildings (including sound stages, workshops, offices and an 
external film backlot) - An education hub (25,000 sq ft) - A business growth 
hub (25,000 sq ft) - Associated parking and servicing - Green Infrastructure 

 

Summary  

Further information required prior to determination 

The application lacks sufficient information to determine that there will be no adverse ecological impacts as a 
result of the development.  

Survey methodology does not meet minimum standards of best practice guidance for certain species/species 
assemblages and assessment of data is considered unsatisfactory.   

The proposed development is situated in an ecologically sensitive area being located immediately adjacent to 
Black Park Country Park. Part of the park is designated as a Local Nature Reserve, part of which is designated 
a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI). The proposed development site falls within SSSI Impact Risk Zones 
for Black Park SSSI. Potential impacts on Black Park and the habitats and species this park supports are not 
adequately assessed.  

The application site falls within the ‘South Bucks Heaths and Parklands’ Biodiversity Opportunity Area.  

The ‘Phase 1 Habitat Survey’ information submitted with the application does not accurately reflect the 
habitats noted as being present during a site visit made by Buckinghamshire Council Ecology Officers in 
December 2020. Further information is required in order to understand the importance of the habitats within 
the site on whether any habitats meet the criteria for priority habitats. 

The application currently lacks sufficient data and assessment to determine the importance of the site to 
bats, great crested newts, reptiles, breeding birds, invertebrates and badgers. Subsequently it is considered 
that the potential impacts of the development on these species/ specie assemblages cannot be adequately 
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determined.  Further information is required in the form of additional desk study and survey information.  

Species surveys for the Five Points Roundabout area have not been included within the documentation that 
supports this application. 

There is currently uncertainty in how the proposals may impact on protected species, including European 
Protected Species. Government guidance ODPM Circular 06/2005 states in section 99: “It is essential that the 
presence or otherwise of protected species, and the extent that they may be affected by the proposed 
development, is established before the planning permission is granted, otherwise all relevant material 
considerations may not have been addressed in making the decision.” 

When determining a planning application the local planning authority has a legal duty to consider what are 
known as the ‘three tests’ under the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 wherever there 
may be an impact on European Protected Species. Sufficient information is required in a planning application 
to determine that the three tests can be met, as Natural England will only issue a licence where the following 
requirements are satisfied. The information in the application is not sufficiently detailed to determine 
impacts on European Protected Species that may be present, specifically bats (all species) and great crested 
newt.   

Local planning authorities have a duty to conserve biodiversity under the Natural Environment and Rural 
Communities Act 2006 (NERC Act 2006). This includes the consideration of habitats and species of principal 
importance for conservation.  

Clarification is required on the baseline for the biodiversity net gain calculations. The biodiversity net gain 
calculations need to be based on accurate Phase 1 Habitat Survey data to an appropriate resolution. 

 

Discussion 

It is understood that the proposals include the development of a screen industries global growth hub 
including a visitor attraction, film production buildings, education hub and business hub, to allow for the 
expansion of existing Pinewood Studios infrastructure to the north. The land that is proposed to be 
developed currently comprises a former quarry site that is still undergoing restoration. Currently the land is 
dominated by grassland, vegetated earth bunds and stockpiled earth. The site also supports mature trees, 
hedgerows, plantation woodland and waterbodies. The site is located in an ecologically important area and 
lies within an area identified within Buckinghamshire as a Biodiversity Opportunity Area. The site is bordered 
to the west by Black Park, an area of woodland, grassland, heathland that supports legally protected species 
as well as species of conservation importance, including bats, great crested newts, reptiles, birds and 
invertebrates. Given the location of the site in the wider ecological setting, the site may be of high 
importance in terms of habitat connectivity and functionality for important species. 

The following documents submitted with the application have been reviewed to inform this response: 

• Site Location Plan, Drawing No. 3770-FB-XX-00-DR-A-01_100 (Faulkner Brown Architects, 30th 
September 2020) 

• PP4 Green Infrastructure Plan, Drawing No. 3770-FB-XX-00-DR-A-01_125 (Faulkner Brown Architects, 
30th September 2020) 

• Ecology and Trees Checklist (uploaded 1st October 2020) 

• Screen Hub UK Environmental Statement Technical Appendix 8.1: Extended Phase 1 Habitat Survey 
Report (LUC, 28th September 2020) 

• Screen Hub UK Environmental Statement Technical Appendix 8.2: Badger Survey Report (LUC, 28th 
September 2020) 

• Screen Hub UK Environmental Statement Technical Appendix 8.3: Bat Survey Report 
(LUC, 28th September 2020). Superseded by Version 2 (LUC, 30th October 2020). 

• Screen Hub UK Environmental Statement Technical Appendix 8.4: Reptile Survey Report (LUC, 28th 
September 2020). Superseded by Version 2 (LUC, 30th October 2020). 

• Screen Hub UK Environmental Statement Technical Appendix 8.5: Biodiversity Net Gain Report (LUC, 
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28th September 2020) 

• Screen Hub UK Environmental statement Technical Appendix 8.7: Five Points Roundabout Extended 
Phase 1 Habitat Survey Report (LUC, 28th September 2020) 

• Environmental Statement Volume 1, Chapter 8 Biodiversity 

• The Biodiversity Metric 2.0 – Calculation Tool (Undated, no reference)  

The following documents submitted with the application are being reviewed separately by the relevant 
technical consultee: 

• Screen Hub UK Environmental Statement Technical Appendix 8.6: Kingcup Meadows and Oldhouse 
Wood SSSI – Air Quality Assessment 

The discussion below sets out comments on the reviewed information. Recommendations are underlined.   

Biodiversity Opportunity Areas 

South Bucks Heaths and Parklands Biodiversity Opportunity Area  

The application site falls within the ‘South Bucks Heaths and Parklands’ Biodiversity Opportunity Area. This 
area contains a complex mosaic of many Biodiversity Action Plan priority habitats. Buckinghamshire’s 
Biodiversity Opportunity Areas (BOAs) identify habitat creation and restoration priorities for different parts of 
the county using a targeted landscape-scale approach. Target habitats for management, creation and/or 
restoration for South Bucks Heaths and Parklands BOA include woodland, wood pasture/parkland, traditional 
orchards, hedgerows, ponds, lowland heathland, lowland dry acid grassland, lowland calcareous grassland, 
and lowland fen.  

The Core Strategy for the South Bucks District area (adopted February 2011) ‘Core Policy 9: Natural 
Environment’ seeks “the conservation, enhancement and net gain in local biodiversity resources within the 
Biodiversity Opportunity Areas, … and as part of development proposals”. The current proposals indicate that 
the development will result in the provision of 9.8ha of habitats created and managed in line with the 
conservation objectives of the BOA (Para 5.4, Technical Appendix 8.5: Biodiversity Net Gain Report). 
However, the ecological baseline needs to be agreed (See ‘Ecological Baseline’ Section below) and the 
calculations and opportunities for biodiversity reviewed following this.  

Sites of nature conservation importance 

Burnham Beeches Special Area of Conservation (SAC) 

Burnham Beeches SAC Mitigation Strategy (March 2020) states that there is a “presumption against 
development with 500m of Burnham Beeches SAC” and “financial contributions from all net new development 
within a defined zone of influence (500m – 5.6km) towards a Strategic Access Management and Monitoring 
Strategy (SAMMS) at Burnham Beeches SAC.” The proposed development is located c.5800m from Burnham 
Beeches SAC and falls outside of the defined zone of influence, therefore no financial contributions are 
considered necessary. 

Black Park Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and Black Park Local Nature Reserve (LNR) 

Black Park SSSI is located 375m north-west of the proposed development site and is set within the Black Park 
Local Nature Reserve (located immediately adjacent to the north-west boundary of the Site), Black Park 
Country Park and Colne Valley Regional Park.  The SSSI is designated for a variety of habitats comprising dry 
and wet heath, alder carr, mixed and coniferous woodland and small areas of acid grassland.  The heathland 
and alder carr are of particular importance, as both habitats are very rare in Buckinghamshire.  They support 
specialised communities of plants and animals, including many that are rare or uncommon in the county 
(such as hobby, nightjar, adder, grass snake, common lizard, smooth newt, as well as national rare and 
nationally scarce invertebrates – beetles, crickets, butterflies, dragonflies, damselflies). 

The proposed development site falls within SSSI Impact Risk Zones for Black Park SSSI. The development falls 
within a category of concern and therefore the Local Planning Authority was required to consult Natural 
England on this application. The consultation response from Natural England, dated 23rd October 2020, 
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states: “We consider that without appropriate mitigation the application would… damage or destroy the 
interest features for which Black Park Site of Special Scientific Interest has been notified. In order to mitigate 
these adverse effects and make the development acceptable, the following mitigation measures are required / 
or the following mitigation options should be secured:   

A Construction Method Statement as mentioned within the Environmental Statement Vol 1 Part 1/2 
(September 2020) must be produced, agreed and implemented prior to commencement of work on site.    

The construction of a large development close to the SSSI boundary could cause pollution, dust, disturbance 
and other impacts upon the site. The following measures must be assured for future developments to ensure 
the impacts is minimised:  

• No materials, machinery or work should encroach onto the SSSI either before, during or after 
demolition, construction or ongoing use; and  

• No pollution from demolition or construction of the development must adversely affect the SSSI and a 
Construction Method Statement demonstrating how best practise will be used to minimise dust etc. 
must be submitted to, and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. All works must then 
proceed in accordance with the approved statement with any amendments agreed in writing.  

• The CMS should ensure works to habitats that support nesting birds are undertaken outside of the 
nesting season (March – September inclusive).   

We advise that an appropriate planning condition or obligation is attached to any planning permission to 
secure these measures. 

The Construction Management Plan should detail how certain activities will be limited in time, location or 
noise level to minimise the risk of disturbance to ground nesting birds. An Ecological Clerk of Works (ECoW) 
should be present on site to assess habitat suitability for ground nesting birds should works take place 
between March and September.” 

Scoping in construction effects and operational effects on Black Park SSSI and Black Park LNR within the 
Environmental Impact Assessment 

The Ecology Chapter states that the ‘landscape buffers… and measures contained within the Construction 
Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) will ensure that loss or damage to the LNR does not occur’ (Para 
8.18). It also states that the proposed development is ‘sufficiently spatially distanced…to ensure direct habitat 
loss, severance, disturbance and habitat degradation from air pollution during construction will not occur’ 
(Para 8.17).  

The application contains no specific assessment of impacts on the Black Park SSSI/LNR and its reasons for 
designation. This is expected given the rarity and vulnerability of the habitats and species present in close- 
proximity to the proposed development.   

Black Park SSSI and Black Park LNR needs to be included within the scope of the Environmental Impact 
Assessment for all construction and operational effects. Currently only recreational impacts of the 
operational phase are considered. Where impacts on a feature are uncertain the feature should be ‘scoped-
in’ (included) for more detailed assessment. Without this information, there is insufficient information to 
inform the assessment of impacts, and the avoidance, mitigation and compensation measures required. 

Impacts upon Black Park SSSI/LNR may include: fragmenting or destroying connections between woodlands 
and heathland; reducing the amount of seminatural habitats in the surrounding landscape; increasing the 
amount of pollution, including dust and noise; increasing disturbance to wildlife from additional traffic and 
visitors; increasing light or air pollution and increasing damaging activities like flytipping.  

The response from Natural England above highlights the potential for construction effects and operational 
effects to have an impact upon Black Park SSSI. It is also important to note the NE will only comment in 
relation to the potential impacts of a development on the integrity of the SSSI and the features for which it is 
designated. They won’t, for example, comment on bats if bats are not included as an interest feature of the 
SSSI.  

It is noted that several other consultation responses highlight the potential for construction and operational 
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effects on Black Park, including those from Black Park Country Park (dated 10th November 2020), Denham 
Parish Council (dated 12th November 2020), Iver Parish Council (dated 20th October 2020) and Berkshire 
Buckinghamshire and Oxfordshire Wildlife Trust. Some of these comments on the planning portal relate to 
concern over impacts on veteran trees and Bechstein’s bats. These are referred to in relevant sections later in 
this response. 

Recreational effects upon Black Park SSSI and Black Park LNR 

The application currently lacks sufficient information to determine whether potential impacts of recreational 
pressure upon Black Park SSSI and LNR are likely, and whether the integrity of the SSSI and LNR is likely or not 
to  be affected. 

The Landscape Strategy shows two indicative permissive footpaths proposed to link to the existing public 
right of way. However, the Ecology Chapter (Para 8.127) highlights that ‘it is yet to be determined whether a 
new permissive path will be provided’ and that ‘if such a path is provided it is unlikely that the proposed 
scheme will result in any notable increase in recreational visits to Black Park’.  

Contrary to the above, the Ecology Chapter also states (Para 8.128) that ‘increases in recreational visits to 
Black Park during the operational phase, it would probably result in disturbance of sensitive ecological 
features such as heathland habitats, reptiles and nesting birds. Such an increase would represent a permanent 
and regularly occurring effect during the operation phase and would comprise levels of disturbance varying in 
magnitude’.  

The Ecology Chapter identifies a residual effect (after mitigation - which includes permissive path presence, 
location and design, parking restrictions, and a recreational access and management strategy) that is 
‘significant adverse at the local level for both the SSSI and LNR’ (Para 8.133). It is understood that the 
assessment of residual effects is based on assumptions about the level of recreational pressure and increased 
visitation to Black Park as a result of the proposed development. No evidence to substantiate this assessment 
is provided in the application.   

Kingcup Meadows and Oldhouse Wood SSSI 

The ‘Screen Hub UK Environmental Statement Technical Appendix 8.6: Kingcup Meadows and Oldhouse 
Wood SSSI – Air Quality Assessment’ document is being reviewed separately by the relevant technical 
consultee. 

Habitats 

In summary, the application currently lacks sufficient survey data to determine the importance of the 
habitats within the Site, and subsequently the potential impacts of the development on habitats cannot be 
determined. Further information is required in order to understand the importance of the habitats within the 
site in order for any appropriate avoidance, mitigation and compensation measures to be determined: 

Habitat Survey 

The Extended Phase 1 Habitat Survey Report (LUC, 28th September 2020) describes habitats within the 
proposed development site as ‘open areas of improved grassland, an arable field, hardstanding and buildings, 
and a central highly disturbed area of bare ground and ephemeral/short perennial habitat. The Site used to be 
subject to gravel extraction and is currently being restored back to grassland. These habitats are generally 
considered to be of low ecological value’ (Para 4.3). The report also describes the ‘habitats bordering the 
fields and the site boundaries…[include] hedgerows, treelines and Black Park wood. These habitats are 
considered to be of a higher ecological value’ (Para 4.4). 

In order to inform this response a site visit was carried out by Joanne Makin and Natalie White, Ecology 
Officers of Buckinghamshire Council (BC) on 2nd December 2020. The ‘Phase 1 Habitat Survey’ information 
submitted with the application does not accurately reflect the habitats noted as being present during the 
above site visit. The Phase 1 habitat survey information should be updated. Key differences noted during BC’s 
site visit include:  

• The gravel and sand working area is mapped as a ‘mosaic 75% bare ground/25% ephemeral short 
perennial’. This area was noted to include standing waterbodies. 



   

 

  6 of 15 

 

• Some areas mapped as improved grassland are considered to be more indicative of poor semi-
improved grassland.  

• Woodland habitat immediately north of Park Lodge is mapped as improved grassland. 

• The hedgerow present along the southern boundary of the southernmost field adjacent to Uxbridge 
Road comprises trees (as per the ‘Tree Survey Plan’: T1 and T2) and has been mapped as species-poor 
hedge without trees. 

• Dense scrub and scattered scrub, present along the western boundary of the central field, is mapped 
as a mosaic of bare ground/ephemeral short perennial 

• Tall ruderal vegetation, present along the western boundary of the southernmost field is mapped as 
improved grassland 

• Tall ruderal vegetation, present along the eastern boundary of the central field, has been incorrectly 
mapped 

• Buildings, hardstanding and amenity grassland habitats associated with residential dwelling adjacent 
to Pinewood Road, on the eastern boundary of the central field, have been mapped as tall ruderal 
vegetation 

• Recently created plantation woodland habitat, adjacent to Pinewood Road on the eastern boundary 
of the central field adjacent to Pleasant Cottage, has been mapped as tall ruderal vegetation 

• Woodland habitat, on the southern boundary of the central field adjacent to Pleasant Cottage, has 
been mapped as improved grassland 

• A fence line, separating the central and northernmost field, has not been mapped 

• A dry ditch which runs east-west across the northernmost field, has not been mapped 
 

Priority Habitats 

The Ecology Chapter states that ‘habitats of principle importance are restricted to woodlands adjacent to the 
Site and mature trees located at the site periphery and within the two internal tree lines’. However, habitats 
within the proposed development site may qualify as a Priority Habitat, including woodland (‘Lowland Mixed 
Deciduous Woodland’ / ‘Wet Woodland’), ‘Hedgerows’, ‘Ponds’ and ‘Open Mosaic Habitats on Previously 
Developed Land’. Following review of the Phase 1 survey information as set out above, further information 
on whether any habitats within the site meet the criteria for a priority habitat should be included in the 
Ecology Chapter.  
 

Species 

Summary 

Local planning authorities have duties under various pieces of legislation to protect biodiversity and prevent 
harm that might otherwise result from development. Further information is required with respect to bats, 
great crested newts, reptiles, breeding birds, invertebrates and badgers. This either involves the inclusion of 
the species or assemblage within the scope of the Environmental Impact Assessment and/or additional desk 
study and survey information. 

1. Bats 

Information submitted with the application indicates the site supports common pipistrelle, soprano 
pipistrelle, noctule, Leisler’s bat, Myotis sp., Serotine and brown long-eared bat, as shown by bat activity 
surveys (transect and static monitoring) conducted to date. The site also comprises numerous trees with bat 
roost potential, and roosting soprano pipistrelle have been identified within surveys conducted to date. There 
are also buildings which may support roosting bats that have not been surveyed.  

The application has been submitted with insufficient survey data to determine the importance of the site for 
bats. This includes the importance of the bat assemblage using the Site, the importance of the habitats within 
the site for roosting, foraging and commuting, and whether the site is strategically important in providing key 
connectivity between habitats for certain bat species.  Without further survey information submitted it is not 
possible to determine the potential impact of the development on bats, and the avoidance, mitigation and 
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compensation measures that may be necessary: 

Scoping in Bats within the Environmental Impact Assessment  

Bats need to be fully included within the scope of the Environmental Impact Assessment. Currently the scope 
of the ES does not include loss/abandonment of bat roosts via direct habitat loss (e.g. the loss of trees and/or 
buildings) and/or indirect effects such as artificial lighting, noise, vibration and dust during construction. 
Where impacts on a feature are uncertain the feature should be ‘scoped-in’ (included) for more detailed 
assessment.   

Trees with Bat Roost Potential 

Appendix C ‘Bat Survey Data’ identifies numerous trees with Bat Roost Potential (BRP), as follows:  

• ‘high potential’ (trees 9, 27, 29, 33, 34, 36, 38, 41, 146, 153, 154, 162, group 3, and trees within Black 
Park woodland along the western site boundary) and  

• ‘moderate potential’ (trees 10-26, 32, 37, 39, 41, 43, 44, 46, 50, 53, 54, 55, 56. 55, 168, and tree with 
number not assigned on the bend at the northern site boundary)  

One dusk emergence survey was undertaken for five of these trees (trees 146, 153, 154, 162 and 168), during 
which soprano pipistrelle day roosts were identified within Trees 162 and 168. 

There are bat surveys outstanding for the five trees (trees 146, 153, 154, 162 and 168). No bat surveys have 
been undertaken for the remaining trees. 

It is noted that day roosts of soprano pipistrelle were identified in trees 162 and 168 during dusk emergence 
survey work of five trees (trees 146, 153, 154, 162 and 168). However, survey work for these five trees is 
incomplete, and no surveys have been carried out for the other trees listed above, and no explanation or 
justification provided as to why.   

Further bat dusk emergence/dawn re-entry surveys are required for all trees listed as ‘high’ or ‘moderate’ 
potential for roosting bats. The surveys should  be carried out in accordance with the Bat Surveys for 
Professional Ecologists: Good Practice Guidelines (Bat Conservation Trust, 3rd Edition), and reported in line 
with the CIEEM Guidelines for Ecological Report Writing (CIEEM, 2017) and the British Standard 
BS42020:2013 Biodiversity - Code of practice for planning and development. As per Table 7.3 of BCT’s 
guidance, trees with ‘high’ or ‘moderate’ roost suitability require three or two separate survey visits 
respectively (between May and August), in order to achieve a reasonable survey effort in relation to roost 
suitability. Appendix C ‘Bat Survey Data’ needs to include the details of the Potential Roost Features (PRF) to 
support the BRP assessment. 

Buildings with Bat Roost Potential 

The red-line boundary submitted with the application includes a residential building off Pinewood Road, in 
the south-east of the site. This building is not shown on the Illustrative Masterplan and therefore it is 
assumed it will be demolished as part of the development. No assessment of BRP has been undertaken for 
this building. As a minimum a preliminary bat roost assessment should be carried out in line with BCT’s survey 
guidance (2016) to identify bat roost potential.   

Appendix C ‘Bat Survey Data’ identifies a small substation (Building 1) within the woodland to the east of Five 
Points Roundabout with ‘high’ BRP - ‘crevices were noted under the roofing tiles which had the potential to 
provide suitable roosting opportunities themselves, and also to lead into larger cavities within the roof 
structure’. No further bat surveys have been undertaken on this building. 

Further bat dusk emergence/dawn re-entry surveys are required for the substation, and most likely the 
residential building, in order to establish the presence or likely absence of roosting bats and to characterise 
the roost(s) thereafter, if applicable. As above, the surveys need to be carried out in accordance with good 
practice guidelines for surveys reporting and in accordance with the relevant British Standard. As per Table 
7.3 of this guidance, buildings with ‘high’ roost suitability require three separate survey visits respectively 
(between May and August), in order to achieve a reasonable survey effort in relation to roost suitability. 

Bat Activity Surveys (both transect surveys and static monitoring surveys) 
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The Site comprises habitats of ‘moderate’ and ‘high’ suitability for bats including hedgerows, treelines, water 
bodies, ruderal and scrub. The woodlands of Black Park, located immediately adjacent to the west of the Site, 
also provide high quality habitat for bats, with opportunities for roosting, commuting and foraging. Black park 
is known to support a range of bat species (as shown by a data search for the area). 

Bat transect surveys and static monitoring surveys were carried out between August and October 2020 only. 
This is recognised as a limitation in the Ecology Chapter (Para 2.25), which states that the ‘first part of the bat 
active season (April-July) was not captured’. 

Further bat activity surveys are required in accordance with the Bat Surveys for Professional Ecologists: Good 
Practice Guidelines (Bat Conservation Trust, 3rd Edition), and reported in line with the CIEEM Guidelines for 
Ecological Report Writing (CIEEM, 2017) and the British Standard BS42020:2013 Biodiversity - Code of 
practice for planning and development. As per Table 8.3 of the BCT guidance, it is recommended that for 
habitats of high-moderate suitability for bats one-two survey visits per month (April through to October) for 
transects, and two-three locations per transect per month (April through to October) for static monitoring 
surveys should be undertaken in order to achieve a reasonable survey effort in relation to habitat suitability. 
Critically the survey information submitted with the current application does not include data from the 
earlier part of the bat season when bats are intensely feeding to recover from the winter period and 
gathering at maternity roost sites.  The difference in the use of a site and the specie assemblage will change 
throughout the season, hence the guidance to gather data from April through to October.   

Bechstein’s Bat and Other Woodland Specialist Bat Surveys 

The Bechstein’s bat is a rare woodland specialist species at the edge of its range in Buckinghamshire.  

The consultation response from Black Park Country Park, dated 10th November 2020, highlights the presence 
of Bechstein’s Bats in close proximity to the proposed development site, which states: “Approx. 100 metres 
from the north west corner of the proposed development site a colony of Bechstein Bats has been found, 
further details of this will be provided, but this must be fully considered and protected as part of this 
development. This a recent and exciting discovery and aspiration for this development should be to protect 
and further understand its extent and opportunities the development may present to protect and enhance 
habitat for this rare species. Details of this colony have been provided in a separate submission by Daniel 
Whitby and directly to the developers ecology team.” The response also states: “Too the south eastern corner 
of the proposed development is a thin strip of woodland within Black Park between Billet Field and the 
development site. This is one of the most undisturbed areas of the park and a real refuge for wildlife. 
REDACTED TEXT and a Bechstein Bat has been trapped close to this area. Further ecological investigation of 
this area is needed as it has high wildlife potential and this development will negatively impact on this.”  

Bechstein’s bats are predominately associated with ancient broadleaved woodlands with a strong association 
with oak and ash, with various studies showing foraging under a closed canopy. Studies have also shown that 
the bats forage along tree lines and hedgerows in a pastoral landscape and commute along hedgerows and 
patches of woodland (Page 29 of the ‘Bat Surveys for Professional Ecologists: Good Practice Guidelines’ 3rd 
Edition by the Bat Conservation Trust). Bechstein’s populations are likely to be extremely vulnerable to any 
changes in woodland management practices or land use change, for example, resulting from large-scale 
development and artificial lighting (Bechstein’s Bat Survey Final Report 2007-2011, Bat Conservation Trust). 

No specific assessment of impacts on Bechstein’s bat has been undertaken, which is expected given its rarity 
and level of protection (i.e. species whose conservation requires the designation of Special Areas of 
Conservation through their inclusion as Annex II listed species under the ‘Habitats Directive’). The presence of 
Bechstein’s Bat and the extent to which they are be using the site, if present, needs to be determined and an 
assessment of impacts undertaken.  

Bechstein’s bats are one of the bat species that is difficult to detect with bat detectors. BCT survey guidelines 
(2016), Page 32, indicates that as separating Bechstein’s bat from other Myotis species is difficult by acoustic 
analysis, that catching surveys, aided by an acoustic lure, are likely to be required where there is a reasonable 
potential for this species to be present (i.e. habitat is suitable and a site is within the known geographic 
range) and where this species may be at risk from a proposal. 

Given the known presence of Bechstein’s bat in the wider area, the reported presence of a roost within Black 
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Park and habitat connectivity to the site and surrounding suitable foraging and commuting habitat, it is 
advised that specific Bechstein’s bat surveys are undertaken. The surveys need to be carried out in 
accordance with Bat Surveys for Professional Ecologists: Good Practice Guidelines (Bat Conservation Trust, 3rd 
Edition) and reported in line with the CIEEM Guidelines for Ecological Report Writing (CIEEM, 2017) and the 
British Standard BS42020:2013 Biodiversity - Code of practice for planning and development. BCT survey 
guidance (2016) (Page 66, Box 5) provides guidance on the survey effort for Bechstein’s bat using traps and 
lures as follows: , ‘To determine the presence/likely absence of Bechstein’s bat on a site, the lure and net/harp 
trap should be used and trapping surveys conducted for a minimum of six trap nights over the active bat 
season... Trapping surveys for Bechstein’s bats should be undertaken across the active bat season to ensure 
that the key stage of the breeding cycle are covered, with ideally one survey pre-parturition and one survey 
post-parturition between May and August, at least one month apart’. 

Sensitive lighting design 

Bats may be adversely impacted by artificial lighting as a result of the proposed development. Sources of 
lighting which can disturb bats are not limited to roadside or external security lighting, but can also include 
light spill via windows, permanent but sporadically operated lighting such as sports floodlighting, and in some 
cases car headlights. Where bat features or habitats are particularly important or sensitive it may be 
appropriate to avoid, redesign or limit lighting accordingly. Examples of mitigation measures include dark 
buffers, illuminance limits and zonation, appropriate luminaire specifications, sensitive site configuration, 
screening, glazing treatments, creation of alternative valuable bat habitat on site, dimming and part night 
lighting.  

Para 8.99 of the Ecology Chapter states that ‘Sensitive lighting design (see Appendix 4.1: Outline Lighting 
Strategy) will also ensure that lighting impacts will be avoided or minimised with levels of near darkness 
maintained in areas of retained or created semi-natural habitat, including offsite habitats adjacent to the 
Site’. 

The sensitive lighting design for bats needs to be informed by the results of the further bat surveys required 
as set out in this section above. The artificial lighting design will need to be designed in accordance with the 
‘Guidance Note 08/18: Bats and artificial lighting in the UK’ (Institute of Lighting Professionals, 2018). 

2. Great Crested Newts 

Currently great crested newts have been scoped out of the EIA. Additional survey data and assessment is 
required to determine the presence/likely absence of great crested newts using the Site and the importance 
of the site to this species. This information is required to assess the potential impact on great crested newts, 
and the avoidance, mitigation and compensation measures required. 

Scoping in Great Crested Newts within the Environmental Impact Assessment 

Great crested newts need to be included within the scope of the Environmental Impact Assessment. 
Currently, all effects on great crested newts have been incorrectly scoped out on the basis that there are no 
suitable ponds or terrestrial habitat on-site, and barriers to off-site ponds. Justification for the reasonable 
likelihood of great crested newts is provided below. Where impacts on a feature are uncertain the feature 
should be ‘scoped-in’ (included) for more detailed assessment.   

Great Crested Newt Survey 

The proposals involve development within a dispersible distance of waterbodies where great crested newts 
may be present. There is a waterbody c.50m north of the proposed development site within the Pinewood 
Studio (West) area. This waterbody is shown on the Illustrative Masterplan document which accompanies the 
application. There is also a pond c.140m to the south of the site adjacent to ‘Fairlawn’, located north of the 
A412. There are several other ponds within 250m of the Site and these ponds are largely located within 250m 
metres to the east. The Pinewood Road is single carriageway (as shown below) and is not considered to form 
a significant physical barrier between the Site and these ponds.  

Within the proposed development site the temporary ponds created as part of the gravel pit extraction may 
also support great crested newts. There is no specific assessment of impacts on great crested newts or 
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amphibians in general, which is expected given the habitats present, proximity to records of amphibians and 
their level of protection. 

Great crested newt surveys need to be undertaken in accordance with the Great Crested Newt Conservation 
Handbook (Froglife, 2001). This will need to comprise a Habitat Suitability Index (HSI) assessment of nearby 
ponds followed by eDNA survey and/or great crested newt pond surveys, where necessary, to determine 
presence/likely absence and population size. Please note that satisfactory justification will need to be 
provided for any waterbodies that are scoped out of the assessment for GCN.  

3. Reptiles 

Information submitted with the application indicates the site supports a low population of grass snake 
(breeding), common lizard (breeding) and slow worm. However, additional survey data is required to 
adequately assess the importance of the reptile assemblage using the Site the potential impact of the 
development on reptiles, and the avoidance, mitigation and compensation measures required. 

Reptile Desk Study 

The Screen Hub UK Environmental Statement Technical Appendix 8.4: Reptile Survey Report Version 2 (LUC, 
30th October 2020) needs to be updated to include accurate records of reptiles – this includes adder, 
common lizard, grass snake and slow worm within 2km of the Site. Currently the report refers to the 
presence of slow worm and grass snake records only (Para 3.1). 

Reptile Survey 

Currently, the Ecology Chapter is informed by the interim reptile survey results which includes only two of 
seven surveys. The Ecology Chapter needs to be updated to include the findings of the reptile surveys that 
are understood to have been completed after 4th September 2020. Within these limited surveys common 
lizard, grass snake and slow worm were recorded, including juvenile grass snake and common lizards, which 
indicates breeding populations of these species.  

Additional reptile surveys need to be undertaken in accordance with Good Practice Guidance for Reptiles 
which includes ‘Froglife Advice Sheet 10: reptile survey’ (Froglife, 1999). The surveys need to include 
coverage of all habitats and features suitable for reptiles within the proposed development site in order to 
accurately understand the distribution and population class size. The location of the reptile refuges placed for 
the 2020 survey work does not adequately cover habitat within the site considered suitable for reptiles. For 
example, the tall ruderal vegetation and hedgeline along the eastern boundary may support reptiles, which 
under current proposals will form an access into the site. The areas of woodland and wooded boundaries to 
the north and south of the proposed development site have not been surveyed and will be impacted by the 
proposals. The vegetated bunds also support potential reptile habitat.  

4. Birds 

Without additional information there is insufficient survey data to determine the importance of the site for 
breeding birds and therefore insufficient information to assess the potential impact on birds; and the 
avoidance, mitigation and compensation measures required: 

Scoping in Breeding Birds within the Environmental Impact Assessment  

Breeding birds need to be fully included within the scope of the Environmental Impact Assessment. Currently 
the scope of the ES does not include operation effects (disturbance, reduction in nesting habitat, predation) 
on the breeding bird assemblage (excluding ground nesting birds). Where impacts on a feature are uncertain 
the feature should be ‘scoped-in’ (included) for more detailed assessment. 

The Technical Appendix 8.1: Extended Phase 1 Habitat Survey Report (LUC, 28th September 2020) recognises 
that the ‘habitats bordering the Site, including hedgerows, treelines and woodland edge, provide suitable 
nesting and foraging opportunities for common and widespread bird species’. The ‘adjacent woodland has the 
potential to support populations of woodland specialist bird species’ (Para 3.38 cont.) and similar habitats 
within the site may also support these birds. The adjacent woodland and heathland habitats of Black Park are 
known to support Schedule 1 Listed and other protected bird species such as nightjar, Dartford warbler, 



   

 

  11 of 15 

 

peregrine falcon, red kite, sandwich tern, woodcock and honey-buzzard. The ‘grassland habitats have the 
potential to support ground-nesting birds, such as meadow pipit and skylark’ (Para 3.38 cont.), which are 
species of conservation concern, as does the arable land within the proposed development site. 

Habitats within the proposed development site may also support Schedule 1 Listed Birds and other protected 
bird species. During the site visit carried out by Buckinghamshire Council’s Ecology Team, approximately eight 
red kites Milvus milvus, a Schedule 1 Listed species, were observed utilising the site. 

There is no specific assessment of impacts on the bird assemblage, which is expected given the habitats 
present and proximity to records of species of conservation concern and their level of protection. There is 
only an assumption made on the assemblage of breeding birds likely to be present based on an assessment of 
habitats (Para 8.73, Ecology Chapter). 

Breeding Bird Surveys 

Breeding bird surveys need to be carried out following an adapted method based on the ‘British Trust for 
Ornithology’s (BTO’s) Common Bird Census (CBC) methodology’ (Gilbert et al., 1998). This method is based on 
the principle that many species during the breeding season are territorial. This is found particularly amongst 
passerines, where territories are often marked by conspicuous song, display and periodic disputes with 
neighbouring individuals. This typically involves a total of six survey visits for breeding birds between March 
and June.  

5. Invertebrates 

Without additional information there is insufficient survey data to determine the importance of the site for 
invertebrates, and therefore insufficient information to assess the potential impact on invertebrates; and the 
avoidance, mitigation and compensation measures required: 

Scoping in Invertebrates within the Environmental Impact Assessment 

Invertebrates need to be included within the scope of the Environmental Impact Assessment. Currently, all 
effects on invertebrates have been incorrectly scoped out on the basis that the former gravel extraction site 
has been restored to grassland. The reasonable likelihood of notable invertebrates is highlighted below. 
Where impacts on a feature are uncertain the feature should be ‘scoped-in’ (included) for more detailed 
assessment. 

The proposed development site is adjacent/in close proximity to Black Park LNR/SSSI which is notified for 
supporting nationally rare and scarce invertebrates. This includes the nationally rare Roesel's bush cricket 
Metrioptera roeseli and nationally scarce beetle species including Pedicus depressus and Mycetophagus 
piceus, as well as an important assemblage of beetles, crickets, butterflies, dragonflies and damselflies. These 
species of conservation interest may be affected by the proposed development. There are habitat features 
such as mature and ancient/veteran trees within the proposed development area which are habitats similar 
to Black Park SSSI. Habitats within the site considered suitable for supporting important invertebrates include 
the disturbed area in the centre of the site currently awaiting restoration, scrub, hedgerows, mature trees, 
wet areas and grassland. These habitats and features may support invertebrate species of conservation 
interest or important assemblages. There is no specific assessment of impacts on the invertebrates, which is 
expected given the habitats present and proximity to records of invertebrate species of conservation interest. 

Invertebrate Surveys 

Invertebrate surveys need to be undertaken in accordance with CIEEM’s Good Practice Guidance for 
Invertebrates series which includes ‘Surveying terrestrial and freshwater invertebrates for conservation 
evaluation - Natural England Research Report NERR005’ (Drake CM, Lott DA, Alexander KNA & Webb J, 2007), 
‘Good planning practice for invertebrates: surveys’ (Buglife, Unknown) and Organising surveys to determine 
site quality for invertebrates (Natural England, 2005).  

6. Badgers 

Discrepancy in Badger Results 
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A badger survey has been undertaken to support the application which has revealed the presence of badger 
activity within the site, including setts. However, there is discrepancy between what is presented in the 
badger survey report and the ecology chapter, which is unclear, as follows.  

The Screen Hub UK Environmental Statement Technical Appendix 8.2: Badger Survey Report (LUC, 28th 
September 2020) states that ‘badger activity… concentrated along the field margins, around the bunds in the 
east of the Site and within the woodland adjacent to the western boundary of the Site’ (Para 3.6), as well as a 
‘total of six partially used and disused badger setts … within the Site and a 50metre buffer [of the site 
boundary]. Four of these setts were within the Site and two were beyond the site boundaries. These comprised 
three subsidiary setts and three outlying setts’ (Para 3.7).  

The Ecology Chapter reports ‘A total of seven badger setts ranging from outlier to subsidiary setts were 
recorded at the edges of the site and along the northern internal tree line’ (Para 8.71) and Table 8.6 ‘These 
setts represent low status outlier setts and included disused setts, those exhibiting signs of partial use only, 
and a single active sett’.  

Further information is required to clarify the number and status of the badger setts as well as other badger 
activity and the reports updated accordingly for review by the consultee ecologist. The report should also set 
out whether any badger setts will require closure under licence to allow lawful development with regards to 
the Protection of Badgers Act 1992.  

Additional Badger Data 

A consultation response from Black Park Country Park, dated 10th November 2020, highlights the presence of 
badger activity within close proximity to the proposed development site. The Bucks Badger Group also hold 
badger survey and records data. 

Engagement with Black Park Country Park and the Bucks Badger Group regarding additional badger data is 
recommended to determine whether there are additional badger activity data within the survey area (the 
Site and a 50metre buffer of the site boundary) that should be considered and incorporated into the 
assessment of impacts for this species. 

7. Five Points Roundabout Area 

The Screen Hub UK Environmental statement Technical Appendix 8.7: Five Points Roundabout Extended 
Phase 1 Habitat Survey Report (LUC, 28th September 2020) refers to an additional area at Five Points 
Roundabout beyond that of the red line boundary. This includes the potential for roosting bats within the 
electricity substation (Para 3.15) and mature oak trees of the woodland (Para 3.16), reptiles within the semi-
improved grassland (Para 3.25), amphibians within the semi-improved grassland and woodland (Para 3.26). 
The necessary surveys for these species need to be included within the documentation that supports this 
application. 

Ecological Baseline for Assessment of Impacts and Biodiversity Net Gain  

Biodiversity Net Gain Supporting Documents 

The Screen Hub UK Environmental Statement Technical Appendix 8.5: Biodiversity Net Gain Report (LUC, 28th 
September 2020) states that the development will result in biodiversity net gain of 6.74 area units, which is a 
11.96% increase from the 2020 baseline, and a BNG of 3.05 linear units, which is a 32.03% increase from the 
2020 baseline. The biodiversity net gain calculations need to be updated to accurately reflect the habitats 
present within the proposed development site (please refer to the ‘Habitats’ section below) and the agreed 
baseline (see below). 

Biodiversity Net Gain Baseline 

The Screen Hub UK Environmental Statement Technical Appendix 8.5: Biodiversity Net Gain Report (LUC, 28th 
September 2020) sets out the baseline calculation for the Site as the ‘field surveys conducted during 2020’ 
(Para 2.4). 

The proposed development site was previously used for landfill with an approved restoration scheme for the 
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landfill site not yet fully implemented. This consultation response from the Buckinghamshire Council Minerals 
and Waste Team (dated 11th November 2020) highlights this. 

Clarification is required on what is the agreed baseline for the biodiversity net gain calculations, and whether 
this should include the approved restoration scheme for the mineral extraction site ‘Restoration Plan – Park 
Lodge Quarry’ (Brett Aggregates Ltd, March 2005’ submitted as part of the Minerals and Waste Application 
No. CM/32/17. If this is the case, the biodiversity net gain calculations need to be updated to account for the 
habitat features shown within the restoration plan that are not currently present such as ‘fenced woodland’ 
and ‘ditch, hedge and fence’ areas.  

The Biodiversity Net Gain calculations must be based on accurate Phase 1 Habitat Survey data to an 
appropriate resolution. Whilst there is no firm minimum or maximum size of recorded parcels, a 
proportionate approach must be taken when recording habitat types. Given the size and scale of the 
proposed development a greater resolution of mapping is required to accurately represent the habitats 
present.  

 

Legislation, Policy and Guidance 

Biodiversity Net Gain 

Paragraph 118a of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) states: “Planning policies and decisions 
should: a) encourage multiple benefits from both urban and rural land, including through mixed use schemes 
and taking opportunities to achieve net environmental gains – such as developments that would enable new 
habitat creation or improve public access to the countryside”  

Paragraph 170d of the requires that: “Planning policies and decisions should contribute to and enhance the 
natural and local environment by … minimising impacts on and providing net gains for biodiversity, including 
by establishing coherent ecological networks that are more resilient to current and future pressure”.  

Paragraph 175d of the NPPF states that: “When determining planning applications, local planning authorities 
should apply the following principles…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.”  

National Planning Policy  

In addition to the above under BNG, paragraph 175a of the NPPF states that “When determining planning 
applications, local planning authorities should apply the following principles…..if significant harm to 
biodiversity resulting from a development cannot be avoided (through locating on an alternative site with less 
harmful impacts), adequately mitigated, or, as a last resort, compensated for, then planning permission 
should be refused;………”  

‘Core Policy 9: Natural Environment’ for the South Bucks District area (adopted February 2011)  

Buckinghamshire Council resolved to withdraw the Chiltern and South Bucks Local Plan 2036 on 21st October 
2020. The Core Strategy for the South Bucks District area (adopted February 2011) ‘Core Policy 9: Natural 
Environment’ states that: “The highest priority will be given to the conservation and enhancement of the 
natural beauty of the Chilterns Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, and the integrity of Burnham Beeches 
Special Area of Conservation. The conservation and enhancement of the Chilterns AONB and its setting will be 
achieved by ensuring that all development complies with the purposes of the AONB and its Management Plan. 

The conservation and enhancement of Burnham Beeches SAC, and its surrounding supporting biodiversity 
resources, will be achieved through restricting the amount of development in close proximity to the site, and 
ensuring that development causes no adverse effect on the integrity of the SAC. Further details on 
mechanisms for achieving this will be given in the Development Management DPD.  

More generally, the landscape characteristics and biodiversity resources within South Bucks will be conserved 
and enhanced by: 
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• Not permitting new development that would harm landscape character or nature conservation 
interests, unless the importance of the development outweighs the harm caused, the Council is 
satisfied that the development cannot reasonably be located on an alternative site that would result 
in less or no harm and appropriate mitigation or compensation is provided, resulting in a net gain in 
Biodiversity. 

• Seeking the conservation, enhancement and net gain in local biodiversity resources within the 
Biodiversity Opportunity Areas, on other non-designated land, on rivers and their associated habitats, 
and as part of development proposals. 

• Maintaining existing ecological corridors and avoiding habitat fragmentation. 
• Conserving and enhancing landscapes, informed by Green Infrastructure Plans and the District 

Council’s Landscape Character Assessment. 
• Improving the rural/urban fringe by supporting and implementing initiatives in the Colne Valley Park 

Action Plan.  

• Seeking biodiversity, recreational, leisure and amenity improvements for the River Thames setting 
where opportunities arise, for example at Mill Lane (see Core Policy 15).  

Further guidance on the protection and enhancement of landscape and biodiversity resources will be given in 
the development Management DPD.” 

Burnham Beeches SAC 

Burnham Beeches SAC Mitigation Strategy (March 2020) states that there is a “presumption against 
development with 500m of Burnham Beeches SAC” and “financial contributions from all net new development 
within a defined zone of influence (500m – 5.6km) towards a Strategic Access Management and Monitoring 
Strategy (SAMMS) at Burnham Beeches SAC.” 

Wildlife legislation 

In the UK there are two main pieces of wildlife legislation for the protection of sites, habitats and species: the 
Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981, as amended, and The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 
(2017). The Conservation of Habitat and Species Regulations (2017) provides strict protection to European 
Protected Species (e.g. bats, dormice and great crested newts) and certain sites (e.g. Special Protection Areas 
and Special Areas of Conservation). It also has provisions to allow this protection to be derogated through the 
issuing of licences. See section below. 

European Protected Species Licensing 

A High Court ruling concluded that local authorities must consider all applications where European Protected 
Species are likely to be affected and a European Protected Species licence is required, by considering the 
three tests applicable to the Habitats Directive. The ruling stated the following: 

"When dealing with cases where a European Protected Species may be affected, a planning authority… has a 
statutory duty under Regulation 3(4) to have regard to the requirements of the Habitats Directive in the 
exercises of its functions. Further the Directive's provisions are clearly relevant in reaching planning decisions, 
and these should be made in a manner which takes them fully into account …". 

The local planning authority when determining a planning applications has a legal duty to consider what are 
known as the ‘three tests’ under the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 wherever there 
may be an impact on European protected species . Sufficient information is required in the planning 
application to determine that the three tests can be met, as Natural England will only issue a licence where 
the following requirements are satisfied. The three tests are: 

1. The proposal is necessary ‘to preserve public health or public safety or other imperative reasons of 
overriding public interest including those of a social or economic nature and beneficial consequences of 
primary importance for the environment’; 

2. There is ‘no satisfactory alternative’; 

3. The proposals ‘will not be detrimental to the maintenance of the population of the species concerned 



   

 

  15 of 15 

 

at a favourable conservation status in their natural range’ 

Biodiversity Duty and Priority Habitats and Species  

Local planning authorities have a duty to conserve biodiversity under the Natural Environment and Rural 
Communities Act 2006 (NERC Act 2006).  

Section 41 of the NERC Act 2006 requires the listing of habitats and species that are of principal importance 
for the conservation of biodiversity, including those that have been identified as priorities within the UK 
Biodiversity Action Plan (UK BAP).  

Section 40 (part 1) of the NERC Act 2006 states: “[The] public authority must, in exercising its functions, have 
regard, so far as is consistent with the proper exercise of those functions, to the purpose of conserving 
biodiversity.”  

The NERC Act 2006 requires that the Section 41 list be used to guide decision-makers, such as public 
authorities, in implementing their duty under Section 40 of the NERC Act ‘to have due regard’ to the 
conservation of biodiversity when carrying out their normal functions.  

Reasonable Likelihood of Protected Species 

Planning permission can be refused if adequate information on protected species is not provided by an 
applicant, as it will be unable to assess the impacts on the species and thus meet the requirements of the 
National Planning Policy Framework (2019), ODPM Circular 06/2005 or the Conservation of Habitats and 
Species Regulations 2017. The Council has the power to request information under Article 4 of the Town and 
Country (Planning Applications) Regulations 1988 (SI1988.1812) (S3) which covers general information for full 
applications. CLG 2007 ‘The validation of planning applications’ states that applications should not be 
registered if there is a requirement for an assessment of the impacts of a development on biodiversity 
interests.  

Paragraph 98 of the ODPM Circular states: “The presence of a protected species is a material consideration 
when a planning authority is considering a development proposal that, if carried out, would be likely to result 
in harm to the species or its habitat.” 

Section 99 of ODPM Circular 06/2005 states: “It is essential that the presence or otherwise of protected 
species, and the extent that they may be affected by the proposed development, is established before the 
planning permission is granted, otherwise all relevant material considerations may not have been addressed 
in making the decision. The need to ensure ecological surveys are carried out should therefore only be left to 
coverage under planning conditions in exceptional circumstances, with the result that the surveys are carried 
out after planning permission has been granted. However, bearing in mind the delay and cost that may be 
involved, developers should not be required to undertake surveys for protected species unless there is a 
reasonable likelihood of the species being present and affected by development. Where this is the case, the 
survey should be completed and any necessary measures to protect the species should be in place, through 
conditions and / or planning obligations, before permission is granted.” 

Protection of Badgers Act 1992 

Badgers and their setts (including tunnels) are protected under the Protection of Badgers Act 1992. The most 
likely offences through development include wilful killing and injury of a badger, intentional or reckless 
damage or destruction of a badger sett, obstruction of access to a sett, or to disturb a badger when it is 
occupying a sett.  

 


