
 

FAO Lyle Robinson 

Cheshire East Council, 
PO Box 606, 
Crewe CW1 9HP 

 

           7th May 2020 

 

Dear Lyle,  

RE: Restoration and Improvement of land at Saltersley Hall Farm 20/1586M 

The Cheshire Wildlife Trust would like to comment on application 20/1586M. The proposals involve 

excavating and back-filling land which lies within Saltersley Hall Farm Local Wildlife Site (LWS). The proposals 

are therefore contrary to both local and national planning policy and the Cheshire Wildlife Trust would like to 

register an objection to the proposals in the strongest possible terms. 

 

1. Local Wildlife Site 

The last survey of the LWS showed that it supported a cluster of nine ponds and at least three species of 

amphibian. There was also semi-improved grassland, some of which was considered to be ridge and furrow.  

The phase 1 habitat map from 2019 shows the semi-improved grassland and ponds still present and there was 

also a species-rich native hedgerow with mature trees. We disagree with the observation in the 2020 

ecological report which suggests a year of heavy horse grazing has changed the habitat type to poor semi-

improved grassland. We advise that if grazing pressure is relaxed the perennial species of semi-improved 

grassland are highly likely to grow back, unless there has been other damage such as that caused by vehicle 

movements. 

The LWS Partnership surveyors were denied in 2017 so we cannot verify if the features of the site meet the 

revised selection criteria (i.e. ponds, species-rich hedgerow, semi-improved grassland, amphibians).  Equally 

the Partnership is not able to verify if there are any additional qualifying features present which were not 

identified in 1994. In order to ascertain if the site continues to meet the LWS selection criteria it must be 

surveyed by a representative of the Partnership at the appropriate time of year and when grazing pressure is 

relaxed. A size class survey for amphibians (great crested newts, smooth newts and frogs) must also be 

undertaken by the developer’s ecologist as the amphibian assemblage was considered a qualifying feature in 

1994. 

 



2. Net loss of biodiversity (direct and indirect impacts) 

Under the NPPF 2018 the council is expected to secure measurable net gains for biodiversity for 

developments that come under the Town and Country Planning Act 1990. The net loss of biodiversity at this 

site will be at least 60%, but probably much greater. This does not include the additional loss of biodiversity 

when 190m of native species-rich hedgerow with mature trees is removed, or the indirect impacts on the 5 

ponds present on or adjacent to the site, or the impacts to adjacent habitats 

We advise that the plan to translocate the mature hedgerow/trees is wholly unfeasible and should be 

discounted. This means there is a shortfall of at least 150m hedgerow creation to account for the losses 

(using the biodiversity metric calculator). 

We also advise that changes to the water table in this location have the potential to negatively impact the 

wider Local Wildlife Site, including the potential Local Wildlife Site (pLWS) to the south east and adjacent 

Saltersley Moss Local Wildlife Site. Saltersley Moss is a remnant of lowland raised peat bog and is considered 

a relict European Annex 1 habitat. The quality of the lowland raised bog habitat (and its future restoration 

potential) is dependent on the quantity and quality of the ground and surface water in the vicinity of the 

site. Saltersley Moss and the species it supports are therefore extremely vulnerable to impacts caused by 

adjacent land-use changes. 

3. EIA (agriculture) 

Notwithstanding the above it is clear from the proposals that this application should be subject to a Natural 

England EIA (agriculture) screening decision as it involves the removal of over 2ha of semi-natural habitat 

and its subsequent improvement. 

 

4. The following national and local planning policies must be taken into account: 

 NPPF 2018 paragraph 170d. Minimising impacts on and providing net gains for biodiversity, 
including by establishing coherent ecological networks that are more resilient to current and future 
pressures. 
  

 Biodiversity duty. Nerc Act 2006. To conserve biodiversity in exercising its functions which includes 
restoring or enhancing a population or habitat. This includes species and habitats of principal 
importance on the S41 list. 
 

 NPPF 2018 paragraphs 170a, 171, 174.Protecting and enhancing biodiversity and safeguarding Local 

Sites. 

  

 Local Plan Policy (SE3 paragraph 4 ii) also sets out clear guidance as detailed below: 

4. Development proposals which are likely to have a significant adverse impact on a site with one or 

more of the following local or regional designations, habitats or species will not be permitted except 

where the reasons for or benefits of the proposed development outweigh the impact of the 

development: 

ii. Sites of Biological Importance (SBI) or Local Wildlife Sites 

 



 

We trust you will consider these comments when deciding this application. 

 

Yours sincerely, 

Rachel Giles 

 

Rachel Giles Ph.D. 

Evidence and Planning Manager 

Cheshire Wildlife Trust 


