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Template Method Statement to be used within a Great Crested Newt Development Licence Application

This template Method Statement is to be used to form part of your Licence Application for a European Protected Species Development Licence. It will be used to determine the impact of the application on the favourable conservation status of the species concerned (Regulation 55(9) (b) of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017). It must be prepared by a consultant ecologist of other suitably qualified person. You are strongly advised to refer to the Great Crested Newt Mitigation Guidelines[footnoteRef:1]. Please submit your Application and supporting Method Statement electronically to the contact details provided below. [1:  Great Crested Newt Mitigation Guidelines (NEWT1)  available from Natural England website ] 


Please note as of the 1st March 2018 the declaration box found at the end of this template must be included on any Method Statements submitted in support of a licence application, and must be signed and dated by the applicant and ecologist. Any application containing a Method Statement without this declaration will be rejected.



Contact Details

Natural Resources Wales
Species Permitting Team
Maes Y Ffynnon
Penrhosgarnedd
Bangor
LL57 2DW

03000 654974 / 03000 654921
specieslicence@naturalresourceswales.gov.uk
trwyddedrhywogaeth@cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk















	Method Statement Title:

	Cae Coch

	Method Statement Version Number:

	1

	Method Statement Issue Date:
	17/03/2026

	Site Address:
	Cae Coch, Golly, Rossett, Wrexham, LL12 0AL



Background and Supporting Information
A  Executive Summary.  
The site has planning permission (Planning Reference P/2025/0409) for demolition of the existing house and redundant farm buildings and conversion of a retained barn with extension, to form a replacement dwelling.

PJ Ecological Solutions carried out a Preliminary Ecological Appraisal and Protected Species Surveys for great crested newt in 2025, which identified two waterbodies (ponds) within 250m of the site; with the closest (Pond 1) being some 40m west-north-west of the Site boundary. Habitat Suitability Index assessments in April 2025 indicated that the nearest pond had ‘excellent’ suitability for GCN. The second pond (Pond 2), approximately 85m north-west of the Site boundary, was assessed to have ‘poor’ suitability for GCN. Presence/absence surveys (bottle trapping, torch survey and egg searches) were carried out on Pond 1 in April, May and June 2025 which resulted in one adult male GCN being found during bottle trapping on the 4th survey, on the 15th May 2025.

Given that the development works will be within some 40m of the likely breeding pond, an offence is considered reasonably likely and thus a development licence is required.

The predicted scale of the unmitigated impact at the Site is considered to be low (primarily temporary disturbance and destruction). However, the proposed mitigation and compensation work aims to provide additional places of rest (hibernaculum between Pond 1 and the development) as well as garden rather than hardstanding.

The proposed exclusion and capture is as follows:
· An amphibian barrier, comprising standard amphibian fencing material, will be erected to the north and west of the development area, connected to a newt-proof wall which forms part of the Site boundary at the north-east. 
· Pitfall traps will be placed along the amphibian barrier at 5m intervals wherever feasible. Along the northern section, this may prove unfeasible due to roots of an existing coppiced hedgerow. Where pitfall traps are not feasible, refuge mats will be used.
· Additional refuge mats will be placed close to the northern corner and across the approximate centre of the Site, both near possible refuge areas.
· Trapping of GCN will take place within the fenced areas for at least 30 days of favourable weather conditions, and until 5 days have elapsed with no GCN being caught.
· There will also be hand and destructive searches.
· GCN found will be translocated to the pre-constructed hibernaculum which is within 30m of the breeding pond 
· The amphibian barriers will be maintained newt-proof for the duration of the development works.

The likely breeding pond will be unaffected by the development works. By way of compensation, a refuge/hibernaculum will be constructed adjacent to the northern boundary of the Site, close to the breeding pond (Pond 1). 

B	Introduction
B.1	Background to activity/development
The works comprise demolition of the existing house and redundant farm buildings and conversion of a retained barn with extension, to form a replacement dwelling.

B.2	Full details of proposed works on site that are to be covered by the licence
Planning consents and conditions
Planning permission for the development was granted on 30th January 2026 (Planning Ref P/2025/0409). 
The Decision Notice states:
“No development, including site clearance, shall commence until a Great Crested Newt (GCN) plan of reasonable avoidance measures has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The plan of reasonable avoidance measures should include, but not necessarily be limited to: 
• submission of detailed GCN / amphibian reasonable avoidance measures, and associated plans including, fencing location, design and specifications; consideration of human access issues across fence lines; details concerning the removal or displacement of individuals from working areas; fence monitoring and maintenance requirements; and supervised removal of barrier fences. 
• details of timing, phasing and duration of construction activities and conservation measures. 
The plan of reasonable avoidance measures shall be carried out in accordance with the approved details.”

Permitted works will include:
· Demolition of the existing farmhouse and construction of a replacement dwelling;
· Conversion of the main single-storey element of the existing brick and steel structure barn into additional dwelling space linked to the replacement dwelling space;
· Demolition of the remaining former farm buildings and construction of a new double garage;
· Revision of property access.

Planned schedule of works
April (or May) 2026 
· Construction of a hibernaculum.
· Erection of temporary amphibian fencing to the north and west of the development site, together with a newt-proof gate at the south-west.
· Placement of pitfall traps and refuge mats.

April to June 2026
· Exclusion and clearance of GCN.

June 2026 to October 2027 
· Ecologist/accredited agent supervised removal of pitfall traps and refuges mats
· Destrucitve search
· Permiited works (as above)
· Maintenance of the amphibian barrier.

October 2027 or April 2028 (or on completion of the development if during the newt active period)
· Removal of the temporary amphibian fencing.

B.3	Actions requiring licensing
Many of the proposed works have the potential to temporarily damage or destroy GCN resting places, as well as potentially disturbing, injuring or killing GCN. The proposed temporary exclusion and capture is necessary to minimise the risk of killing or injuring GCN, but will itself involve disturbing GCN by capture and translocation. Its installation also has the potential to disturb GCN and damage or destroy resting places.

C	Survey and site assessment
C.1	Existing information on great crested newts at the survey site. 
Desk study in 2025 identified two waterbodies within 250m of the development area boundary. A biological data request from Cofnod returned records for great crested newt from approximately 369m from the site boundary, in 1988. Habitat Suitability Index assessments on Ponds 1 and 2 were carried out in April 2025, which resulted in Pond 1 being assessed as having ‘excellent’ suitability for GCN, and Pond 2 having ‘poor’ suitability for GCN.
Presence/absence surveys (bottle trapping, torch survey and egg searches) were carried out on Pond 1 in April, May and June 2025 which resulted in one adult male GCN being found during bottle trapping on the 4th survey, on the 15th May 2025.

C.2	Statutory sites notified for the species (SSSIs or SACs) within 10km
There are no known SSSIs or SACs designated for this species within 10km of the development area.

C.3	Objectives of the survey
To establish habitat suitability for GCN of the ponds. Subsequent presence/absence and population size class estimate of ponds greater than ‘poor’ suitability.  
The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017
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C.4	Scaled plan/map of survey area
Map 1: General location of the development area, circled in red (Source: OpenStreetMap 2026)
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Map 2: Location of the development area (approximately outlined in red) and the ponds to the north-west (in blue)
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C.5	Site/habitat description (relevant to great crested newts)
The development area comprises a former farmyard characterised by buildings, hardstanding and a small garden area, the boundaries of which are demarcated by various fences, walls, and species-poor hedges.

Two ponds lie approximately 40m and 85m from the development boundary at their closest points. In 2025, the ponds were subject to a Habitat Suitability Index assessment, which resulted in assessments of ‘excellent’ suitability for great crested newt for Pond 1 and ‘poor’  suitability for great crested newt for Pond 2. 

Photographs
	[image: ]

	Pond 1, which lies within the garden of the neighbouring property. 
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	Pond 2 which is polluted by slurry run-off.
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	Typical view of the development area 



C.6	Field survey(s).
Summary of surveys carried out on Ponds 1 and 2.

Date: 8th April 2025
Survey type: Habitat Suitability Index assessments on Ponds 1 and 2
Surveyor: Paul Roberts of PJ Ecological Solutions who is a named accredited agent upon the licence of Eileen Robley (NRW survey licence number S093710/1) and has 14 years of experience surveying for great crested newt. He has held a personal Natural England survey licence for the species for over 10 years.

Date: 22/04/2025, 02/05/2025, 08/05/2025, 15/05/2025, 22/05/2025, 02/06/2025.
Survey type: Presence/absence surveys (comprising bottle trapping, torch survey and egg searches) on Pond 1
Surveyor: Paul Roberts of PJ Ecological Solutions.
Weather (from PJ Ecological Solutions, 2025):
	Date & visit number
	Evening air temperature (oC)
	Evening water temperature (oC)
	Weather conditions (precipitation/wind)

	1. 22/04/25
	8.5 start
8.0 finish
	7.5 start
7.5 finish
	Dry with no wind

	2. 02/05/25
	12.5 start
12.5 finish
	11.0 start
11.0 finish
	Mild with no wind

	3. 08/05/25
	13.0 start
13.0 finish
	11.0 start
10.0 finish
	Overcast and no wind

	4. 15/05/25
	15.0 start
14.5 finish
	12.5 start
11.5 finish
	Warm and light wind

	5. 22/05/25
	15.0 start
14.5 finish
	12.5 start
11.5 finish
	Warm and light wind

	6. 02/06/25
	15.0 start
14.5 finish
	12.5 start
11.5 finish
	Warm and light wind




     C.7	Survey Results.

HSI assessment scores (PJ Ecological Solutions, 2025)

Pond 1
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Pond 2
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Presence/absence surveys on Pond 1 (PJ Ecological Solutions, 2025)
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C.8	Interpretation/evaluation of survey results (Great crested newt Mitigation Guidelines section 5.8) 
Due to the peak count of 1 adult male GCN found in Pond 1 during bottle trapping surveys, and the excellent suitability of the pond for GCN, the pond which lies 40m from the Site boundary is considered likely to be a breeding site with a small class size population of great crested newt. 

Terrestrial habitat in the immediate vicinity of Pond 1 is generally quite poor, comprising marginal vegetation and relatively short grassland surrounding the pond. Buildings and other habitat within the development area offer limited potential areas for rest, shelter or protection.

D  Impact assessment – potential impact of proposed works in absence of mitigation/compensation. See Great Crested Newt Mitigation Guidelines (section 6.2)
D.1		Short-term impacts: disturbance
In the absence of mitigation, the development works could potentially disturb a small number of GCN.

D.2	Long-term impacts: site modification
A small temporary loss of potential resting places would result from the removal of rubble and other stored materials from within the development site. 

D.3	Long-term impacts: site loss
In the longer term, the replacement of hardstanding by garden (with greater opportunities for foraging and shelter) is predicted to have a modest positive impact on GCN. 

D.4	Long-term impacts: fragmentation and isolation
The development works are considered to have a negligible additional risk of habitat fragmentation or isolation. Other than the ponds discussed here, there are no other waterbodies within 250m of the development site. No features which act as likely dispersion routes or stepping stones would be lost or severed by the development works.

D.5	Post-development interference impacts
The development works are predicted to result in no significant increase in traffic movement around the site, as the owners are already resident on site within the existing house, and so no increase is predicted in the likelihood of traffic-related GCN injury or mortality. It is understood that no gully pots are to be installed. 

D.6	Predicted scale of impact 
In the absence of mitigation, a negligible level of impact on a very local scale is predicted, as no net loss of potential places of rest is predicted. In the long-term, with the proposed mitigation, a modest level of positive impact at the local scale is predicted due to habitat improvements, including the creation of a hibernaculum close to the existing breeding pond.

Delivery Information - Mitigation, compensation and monitoring
Description of how the impacts will be addressed in order to ensure no detriment to the maintenance of the population at a favourable conservation status. 
E	Works to be undertaken

Objectives of mitigation scheme
The mitigation scheme aims to ensure that the potential impacts on GCN are minimised through the implementation of the mitigation hierarchy (avoid, mitigate or compensate). It is also proportionate to the identified level of impact and the value to GCN of the affected habitats.

In this instance, the development area is largely previously developed land with the majority being the existing buildings and hardstanding. Hence, the potential for GCN presence is limited.

The mitigation scheme therefore focuses on the capture and translocation from the development area together with the provision of a hibernaculum designed to provide safe and enhanced refuge areas.

Further information on each of these elements is provided in the following Sections.

E.1	Great Crested Newt capture and exclusion (if applicable). 
Capture and exclusion methods will be based on widely accepted best practice techniques, as described in the Great Crested Newt Mitigation Guidelines (EN, 2001).

Temporary amphibian fencing (TAF) will be erected to the north and west of the development area, and the barrier will incorporate a blockwork wall which forms part of the eastern Site boundary, and a newt-proof gate at the south-west of the development area, adequately separating the development area from the ponds (see Map 3 in Section E2.4 below). All amphibians caught on the development side of the barrier will be translocated to the pre-constructed hibernaculum which is with 30m of the breeding pond.

TAF will comprise standard amphibian fencing material, such as woven geotextile, as per the Great Crested Newt Mitigation Guidelines (GCNMG), Figure 4. The top will be curled to face away from the development site, and the base buried along the western edge, to some 20cm, with some 10cm underlap facing away from the development site. Along the northern Site boundary, it may well not be possible to bury the base of TAF, due to a narrow edge to a steep slope, and the presence of adjacent hedgerow roots. If this proves to be the case along the northern boundary, sandbags will be used to secure the TAF base, and render it newt-proof. The TAF will be as taut as possible with minimal creases or folds which could allow newts to climb the fence. At the ends the fence will turn back at least 2m towards the pond (i.e. away from the development area). See Map 3.

A newt-proof gate is proposed in the south-west corner of the TAF (see Map 3) to allow access into the adjacent field. This will be tight-fitted to the TAF and most likely have a ‘skirt’ that can be weighed down with sandbags, or similar designed that is newt-proof. 

Given that:
· several studies have concluded that the majority of GCN inhabit areas within some 60m of breeding ponds (eg: Jehle, 2000)
· the turnbacks proposed
This is considered enough to ensure no GCN round the ends of the TAF and so could enter the main development area. 

Pitfall traps will be placed along the amphibian barrier at 5m intervals wherever feasible. Along the northern section, this may prove unfeasible due to roots of an existing coppiced hedgerow. Where pitfall traps are not feasible, refuge mats comprising squares or rectangles of corrugated ‘Onduline’ roofing sheet or similar will be used on the development side of the exclusion fencing, also placed at 5m intervals, flush with the exclusion fencing.  Additional corrugated refuge mats will be placed close to the northern corner, and across the approximate centre of the Site. Bothe near possible refuge areas (see Map 3 for indicative locations).
As the total length of the exclusion barrier to the north and west of the development site will be approximately 110m, this will total some 22 refuge mats or pitfall traps. Additional refuge mats around the development area will total 10 mats.
Hence, using a total of 32 traps or mats for a development site measuring approx. 0.33ha; the refuge density will be some 96 per hectare. This is 2x the minimum of 50 per hectare as recommended in the GCNMG for a small population size class. 

Given the density of refugia is 2x that in the guidance, a capture effort comprising 30 nights (all with suitable weather conditions), in the period April to June is considered more than adequate. If there are GCN captures from night 25 onwards, the trapping effort will continue until there are five nights without captures (which also had suitable weather conditions). If the contingency noted above is triggered, the capture effort will be modified accordingly and proportionately. 

The suitability of weather conditions for trapping will be determined by checking on-site weather data. Suitable weather conditions will be taken as being a night-time temperature above 5oC and the ground is damp, i.e. it is raining, or has rained in the last few days.

The exclusion fencing will be inspected daily and appropriate repairs undertaken immediately (within 24 hours) if required, with inspection and repairs being recorded. 

The refugia will be inspected once per day, before 10am. All GCN captures will be recorded by sex and life stage (adult or immature). All captured amphibians will be taken by clean bucket to, and released at, the proposed receptor site, which is the pre-constructed hibernaculum (within 30m of the breeding pond), within one hour.

The exclusion fencing will remain in-situ until the development works and any associated works have been completed. It will only be removed during the newt active period. All work will follow the biosecurity protocol (Annexe K.2).

All of the above will be undertaken or supervised by a licensed ecologist and/or accredited agents or assistants they have trained. Training will include how to identify, sex and categorise the age of GCN, appropriate working methods in line with this method statement and translocation protocols, including biosecurity measures.

E.2	Great Crested Newt habitat
E.2.1 Receptor site modification, enhancement or creation.
The receptor site is a pre-constructed hibernaculum which is within 30m of the breeding pond

E.2.2 Temporary loss of breeding sites, resting places
There will be no impact on the likely breeding pond during the development works. The temporary loss of resting places will be mitigated by translocation of any GCN found to a pre-constructed hibernaculum. This will be positioned next to the Site/ownership boundary, within 30m of the breeding pond (see Map 3 for indicative location).
[image: Diagram
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E.2.3 Destruction of existing breeding sites, resting places
As E2.2 above.


E.2.4 Scaled maps/plans
Map 3: Indicative amphibian fencing layout and approximate locations of additional refuge mats and hibernaculum. 
[image: ]

E.3	Mechanisms for ensuring delivery of mitigation and compensation measures
E.3.1 Measures to ensure compliance with this method statement.
An internal compliance audit for this scheme has been produced to NRW guidance and is included as Annexe K.1. It has been designed to be proportionate with the level of risk of impact at this site. The completed audit will be submitted to NRW, along with the required NRW licence report form, at the end of the licence period. If required, additional recommendations regarding the findings of the compliance audit will also be submitted at that time. 

E.3.2 Ensure that sufficient land has been acquired for compensation purposes
The land to be used for compensation (the land close to the pond where the new hibernaculum is to be created) is within the ownership of the owner/applicant.

E.3.3 Ensure that designs of subsequent development are newt friendly
The permitted development area comprises intact hardstanding and existing buildings and so will minimise the impacts on places of rest/shelter potentially used by GCN.
Other design features which will avoid or minimise impacts on GCN include the following:
· No gullypots will be used. 
· The site will be permeable to GCN once construction is complete (all fences will be permeable to GCN). 
· The site will not contain any structures which could kill, injure or capture GCN.
· There will be no need for permanent exclusion fencing.

E.3.4 Provide sufficient resources 
	The on-going site management is essentially just maintaining the refuge/hibernaculum, if required. This will be the responsibility of the owner/applicant, who will have been trained as detailed in Section E.1 above, and will also take advice from the licensed ecologist as and when required. This management requirement is known to the owner/applicant who, under this licence, will be required to fund this requirement.

E.4  Mitigation contingencies
It is considered highly unlikely that any contingencies will be required, and none are proposed.

E.5	Biosecurity risk assessment
The biosecurity protocol in Annexe K.2 includes measures to prevent the potential future colonisation and spread of invasive non-native species.

F	Post-development site safeguard
F.1  Habitat/site management and maintenance
As per Section E.3.4, management involves essentially just maintaining the refuge/hibernaculum, if required. This will be the responsibility of the owner/applicant, who will have been trained as detailed in Section E.1 above.

F.2  Population monitoring
Given the predicted low impact, no GCN monitoring is proposed. 

F.3  Post-development mitigation contingencies
N/A

F.4  Mechanism for ensuring delivery of post-development works
N/A


G	Timetable of works
As Section B2 above.


H	Land Ownership – Mitigation Site/Compensation Site
H.1 Mitigation Site/Compensation Site Ownership
N/A: all licensable and mitigation works are understood to be within the same ownership.

H.2 Mitigation Site/Compensation Ownership post construction
N/A: all licensable and mitigation works are understood to be within the same ownership.

I  Declaration

	
I declare that should a licence be granted, the work as proposed in this Method Statement will be strictly adhered to. I understand that any deviation from the works as proposed in this Method Statement without agreement from NRW would result in a breach of the licence. 

NB. Applicants should note that it is an offence under regulation 59 of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 to knowingly or recklessly provide false information in order to obtain a licence. 


	Signature of the Applicant
	V J Davies
	Date
	17/03/2026

	For electronic submissions please insert an electronic signature above or place an x in the box opposite to confirm agreement with the declarations above.
	
X


	Full name in BLOCK LETTERS
	VICTORIA J DAVIES

	
	

	Signature of the Ecologist
	Robert Mileto
	Date
	17/03/2026

	For electronic submissions please insert an electronic signature above or place an x in the box opposite to confirm agreement with the declarations above.
	
x


	Full name in BLOCK LETTERS
	Robert Mileto
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Jehle (2000). The terrestrial summer habitat of radio-tracked great crested newts (Triturus cristatus)          and marbled newts (T. marmoratus). Herpetological Journal 10:137-142. Available online: https://www.researchgate.net/publication/38303906, (Last accessed March 2026).





K	Annexes
K.1 GCN Compliance Audit Template.
K.2 Biosecurity Protocol.




Annex K.1: GCN Compliance Audit Template (This template has been adapted according to the requirements of this scheme) 

	Natural Resources Wales licence reference number:
	
	Site name: 
	Cae Coch

	
	
	Site grid reference:
	SJ 33615843

	Name of licence holder:
	Steffan Davies
	Name of developer if different from licence holder:
	N/A

	Name of ecological consultant:
	Robert Mileto
	Date/s of audit (dd/mm/yy):
	TBC

	Date licence issued (dd/mm/yy):
	Date licence expired:
	Licence implemented between (dd/mm/yy)

	TBC
	TBC
	From: TBC
	To: TBC



	No
	Performance Indicator
	Evidence required - this list should be adapted to reflect the agreed method statement
	Pass (Yes/No), comments
	What action is required as a result of findings?

	1 
	Before starting work the licensee will advise the NRW Species Officer of the date the works will start. 
	Written or electronic documentation of notification of start of works. 
	
	

	2 
	A suitably experienced licensed ecologist will be appointed and retained during the life time of this licence to provide on-site advice.
	Letter, contract or other document outlining the appointment of an ecologist for the lifetime of the project.

	
	

	3 
	Prior to the start of any works on site, all site workers will be inducted by the Project Ecologist or an accredited agent. This induction will cover the legal status of the species, the method of working, and action to be taken if protected species are encountered.
	Copy of documents from ecological induction, showing content of induction.

List of induction attendees
	
	

	4 
	Implementation of a biosecurity risk assessment as detailed in Annex K.2 of the method statement
	Biosecurity risk assessment is available for inspection.

Log of implementation of bio-security measures is available for inspection and shows that they have been implemented.

Field observation shows that biosecurity measures are in place 
	
	

	
	E.1 GCN capture and exclusion
	
	
	

	5 
	Design and installation of amphibian fencing to the specifications provided in the method statement:

	Log and field observation show that exclusion fencing has been installed as detailed in the method statement, including:
-  fencing layout does not contain gaps through which newts may pass.  
- fencing membrane has been installed without noticeable creases or folds; 
- joints in the membrane have been well secured 
	
	

	6 
	Amphibian fencing has been subject to inspection and maintenance according to CCW guidance sheets/ EN (2001) and as detailed in the method statement throughout the translocation and construction periods.
	A fence inspection log of all inspections and all repairs required has been maintained and is available to NRW at 48 hours’ notice to show that:
 - the fence has been inspected by the project ecologist or one of their agents at least twice a week.
 - any repairs have been completed within 24 hours throughout the duration of construction works.
 - that 99% or more of the length of the exclusion fencing has been maintained in a satisfactory condition
 - fencing has been kept clear of vegetation or other materials that may enable newts to climb over the fence  
	
	

	
	E.2/E.3 GCN habitat modification and creation for mitigation and compensation
	
	
	

	7
	All mitigation and compensation measures have been implemented as per section E.2 and E.3 of the Method Statement:

	Log of works demonstrates habitat creation implementation 
Design and installation of refuge: log and field observation show installation was in accordance with the method statement including:
 - dimensions 
 - construction materials
 - number and locations 

	
	

	
	F and H: Long Term Site proposals
	N/A
	
	

	7 
	
	
	
	

	
	Any other points to note/comments from auditor:







	Auditor name and organisation
	Signature
	Date

	


	
	





Annex K.2:  Biosecurity Protocol
As far as is known there are no invasive non-native species (INNS) on site or in the immediately locality.

The following Biosecurity Risk Assessment (BioRA) outlines the measures to be taken to try to ensure that no invasive non-native species are introduced to the site. It will be given to all contractors and surveyors working at the site. In addition, all contractors will be asked for their biosecurity policies. Each policy must include, at the very least, a protocol that matches the GB Non-native species secretariat ‘Check, clean, dry procedure’ which can be found at 
https://www.nonnativespecies.org/what-can-i-do/check-clean-dry# (accessed February 2026).

	Cae Coch, Golly, Wrexham
Biosecurity Protocol February 2026

	Species
	Potential contamination route
	Likelihood of risk
	Operational procedures / actions required to minimise risk

	Himalayan balsam, Impatiens glandulifera
Japanese knotweed, Fallopia japonica
	Introduction of species via construction machinery.

Introduction of seeds via contaminated soil.
	Low: Himalayan balsam and Japanese knotweed are not known to be on site or in the locality.
Low: there are no requirements to import untreated soil. 
	Ensure owner and contractors know what Himalayan balsam and Japanese knotweed look like. If any plants are identified, these should be pulled up and left to dry before the seeds set (July/August).

	All invasive non-native species
	Introduction of species via water used on site.






Introduction of species via vehicles, equipment and clothing moving from site to site.







	Low: tap water is likely to be used for construction and washing purposes.





Moderate








	If water is used on site for construction purposes or to wash vehicles or equipment, care should be taken to ensure that the source of the water will not inadvertently act as a vector for the transportation of INNS to/from the site or elsewhere.
Disposal of contaminated wash water, including all silt and other solids (e.g. plant fragments), must also be dealt with in a responsible manner to avoid pollution and to prevent the spread of any non-native species.
Care must be taken not to facilitate the transportation of plant seeds or fragments, animals or eggs on machinery, vehicles or by foot, from one site/river catchment to another. Vehicles should be inspected before moving them from site to site or off site, and provide wash facilities suitable for the machinery you have, if needed, e.g. a drive through bath or footbaths. Particular attention to caterpillar tracks and where trucks and dumpers are stowed.
The check, clean, dry procedure must be used for all equipment and clothing.
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Category

HSI Value

HSI Score
Geographic Location Optimal 1.00
Pond Area 80m? 0.20
Pond Permanence Never 0.90
Water Quality Good 1.00
Shade 40% 1.00
Waterfow! Effect Absent 1.00
Fish Presence Absent 1.00
Pond Density >4/km 1.00
Terrestrial Habitat Good 1.00
Macrophyte Cover 60% 0.70
Result Excellent 0.81
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Category HSI Value HSI Score
Geographic Location Optimal 1.00
Pond Area 700m? 1.00
Pond Permanence Never 0.90
Water Quality Bad 0.01
Shade 30% 1.00
Waterfow! Effect Major 0.01
Fish Presence Absent 1.00
Pond Density >4/km 1.00
Terrestrial Habitat Moderate 0.67
Macrophyte Cover 20% 0.50
Result Poor 0.35
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Date Bottle Trapping Torch Surveys Egg Searches
22/04/25 2SNF 1SNF -
02/05/25 1SNFand1SNM 1SNM -
08/05/25 2SNF - -
15/05/25 1 GCN M - -
22/05/25 1SNF - -
02/06/25 1SNF - -
Key:  GCN = Great Crested Newt (Triturus cristatus)

SN = smooth newt (Lissotriton vulgaris)
PN = Palmate Newt (Lissotriton helveticus)

F = Female; M = Male; J = Juvenile
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