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BROMSGROVE CORE STRATEGY EVIDENCE BASE 

A DESKTOP SITE ANALYSIS OF THE POTENTIAL STRATEGIC SITES 

 
 

INTRODUCTION 

 

The purpose of this report is to interpret and analyse the ecological data of the 
potential strategic sites in the Bromsgrove district.  With the assistance of the 
Worcestershire Wildlife Trust and the Worcestershire County Council, the report 
provides some ecological context as well as details of specific ecological constraints 
and opportunities known to exist within and around the sites.  It is important to 
recognise that the interpretation is limited by the constraints stated below.  
 
DATA SOURCE AND COVERAGE 

 
Data for the report was supplied by the Worcestershire Biological Records Centre, 
supplemented by the data held by the Worcestershire County Council.  The data 
covers the seven areas surrounding Bromsgrove Town which are considered having 
the potential to meet the housing and employment needs of the district.   
 
The data has been collated for within the areas of particular interest and out to an 
area up to 500m from the border or each ‘site’.  The information provided is taken 
from the current data holdings of the Worcestershire Records Centre (as at June 
2010) and should not be taken as a finite list of what might be found on any given 
site. 
 
LIMITATIONS TO THE CONTEXT OF THE REPORT 

 
The analysis presented in this report has been generated solely on a desk-based 
interpretation of the data supplied.  The nature of the ecological data, including its 
age, incompleteness and coverage severely limits the analysis and further work will 
therefore be required at a later stage.  It is also important to recognise that new 
information regarding habitat quality or protected species could materially affect the 
development potential of the areas concerned. 
 
Details provided in the report are limited to generic ‘sites’ and do not include 
information on the form of development or any requirement for additional grey 
infrastructure.  Variations in design and density of development and associated 
infrastructure could significantly alter any subsequent impact on local biodiversity 
and invalidate the comments made in this report.  The report does not seek to 
integrate the areas into a broader green infrastructure context, though this work will 
be required at a later stage.   
 
Consideration of ecological impacts and constraints is based on the expectation that 
the area(s) will be developed in line with current legislation and planning guidance, 
and will at least comply with relevant good practice guides (e.g. the eco-towns 
biodiversity worksheet) where these are available.  Hence, the absence of ecological 
constraints to development on any area does not necessarily mean that there is no 
biodiversity of interest present.  Rather it means that in the context of this report, the 
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local biodiversity can be accommodated and enhanced in line with current guidance 
and should not preclude development of some sort. 
 
REQUIREMENTS FOR FURTHER WORKS 

Site analysis in this report is based on available data without recourse to field survey 
or wider contextual information, particularly in respect of the design and density of 
development proposed.  As a result, there is a significant need for further work 
regarding all of the sites prior to finalising their allocation, such as detailed surveys 
covering existing habitats and the presence or absence of protected species, and 
survey work to be carried out in the wider landscape.  Site enhancements should be 
guided by the local Biodiversity Action Plan priorities and nearby habitats. 
 
GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE STRATEGY FOR WORCESTERSHIRE 

The analysis in this report can only be used to inform decisions at a site-based level.  
However all of the proposed growth areas have the potential to form biodiverse 
nodes in a wider ecological network and future studies should take into account and 
contribute to the Green Infrastructure Strategy for Worcestershire.  Careful design 
and implementation of a development will be critical in delivering ‘sustainable’ growth 
that delivers benefit for local communities, biodiversity and the local economy. 
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GENERIC GUIDANCE FOR ALL DEVELOPMENTS 

 

Designated sites (international, national and local) 

• SSSIs and SWSs will need to be buffered (100m) and must not be built on. 
This represents an absolute constraint to development, which must be 
recognised from the earliest stages of the site allocation process.  

 

Legally protected species1 

• Whenever a protected species is known/ expected to be present on site, 
surveys have to be undertaken.  The surveys should identify the presence or 
absence of the species and include a compensation/ mitigation plan to 
establish the works required to address any adverse effects that the 
development may have on that species. 

• Protected species will require protection, mitigation and enhancement and 
extraneous noise and light will need to be controlled or mitigated for. 

 

Biodiversity Action Plan habitats  

• Opportunities to enhance BAP habitats and the status of protected or BAP 
species on site must be taken and should underpin site design. 

 

Others 

• As a general rule – and including private gardens – 40 per cent of the total land 
in strategic sites, should be earmarked for green infrastructure and build on 
existing habitat features. 

• Mature trees  (50m) and hedges (20m) will need to be buffered  and retained 
where possible. 

• Watercourses must be buffered (50m) and protected from runoff and pollution. 
Biodiversity-led SUDS should be a requirement on all sites and will be 
especially important in areas with immediately contiguous watercourses or 
downstream wetland SWSs or SSSIs. 

• Habitats of unknown quality must be surveyed to confirm their value as they 
may prove to be a constraint to development. A lack of information pertaining 
to habitats and protected species may be held to be a reason for refusal at the 
application stage but could also undermine initial site allocations under some 
circumstances. 

• Existing semi-natural habitats should form the basis of site layout, design and 
landscaping so that new development sites within the landscape rather than 
being imposed upon it. 

                                                 
1
 Species of animals and plants are protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981) as 

amended. Additionally some species are also protected as European Protected species under The 
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010. 
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• On-site Green Infrastructure assets should be linked (if necessary with new 
corridors) to nearby semi-natural features where appropriate. The aim should 
be to rebuild a functioning ecological network with links designed to undo the 
fragmentation and isolation of habitats and populations.  

• The quality of the built environment itself will have a significant impact on the 
overall sustainability of the development. Opportunities to integrate biodiversity 
enhancement into buildings should be taken. Examples include bird boxes, bat 
boxes and green roofs.  
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SITE ANALYSIS 

 

 
 
The seven areas surrounding Bromsgrove Town which are considered having the 
potential to meet the housing and employment needs of the district are outlined in 
the above map.  The boundaries are drawn for data collection purpose and it does 
not represent the boundaries of potential strategic sites. 
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AREA 1 
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SITE DESCRIPTION 

• This site is located to the east of the A38 to the north east of the Town centre and 
totals some 200 hectares of greenfield land.  Bromsgrove Golf Course is located 
on a significant portion of the land. 

• The dominant habitat is grassland, much of which is considered to be ‘probably 
improved grassland’ though small areas are described as ‘possibly unimproved’ 
in the county habitat inventory.  Other notable features include arable land, two 
watercourses (the Spadesbourne Brook and the Sugar Brook) and a variety of 
woodlands.  Three trees are recorded as veterans in the ancient tree record for 
the county. 

 

SITE CONSTRAINTS AND FURTHER WORK REQUIRED 

� Statutory sites: The Burcot Lane Cutting geological SSSI, a site of 0.38ha in size, 
exposes the lower part of the Bromsgrove Sandstone Formation of Triassic age 
and its unconformable contact with the underlying Wildmoor Sandstone 
Formation, falls within the site.  Please refer to the Geological Evidence for the 
Core Strategy in regards of the likely constraints and enhancement of this 
geological SSSI.  

� Protected species:  There are records for bats, water voles, badgers and further 
work will be required in order to determine if these species are present on site 
and if so what impact they will have on development potential here.  It is highly 
likely that the Spadebourne Brook will require some form of buffering, particularly 
where it is used by water voles and is important for its expansion. 

� Bats are making use of the woodlands, veteran trees and wetlands on site.  
These features together with any identified roosts must be protected from the 
adverse effects of development (including extraneous light and noise impacts, 
etc) and may form a constraint to development in terms of required buffering / 
stand-offs. 

� It is also highly likely that the site is used by nesting birds and further work will be 
required to determine the species and populations found on site. 

� Non-statutory sites and habitats:  The Burcot Lane Meadow SWS, a site of 
2.72ha in size with grassland and marsh SWS habitats, falls within this area. In 
addition there are six sites listed on the Worcestershire Grassland Inventory, four 
within the area and two nearby. It does not appear likely that any of these sites 
will be a constraint to development here provided that the usual controls on 
pollution etc. are applied to any future proposals. 

� There is lots of ‘grassland, possibly unimproved’ in the county habitat inventory 
that must be assessed through further work.  Like the grassland inventory sites, 
they could form a considerable constraint, though these could be incorporated 
into public open space. 

� The small veteran tree resource should be considered as important feature and 
whilst they do not represent an overriding constraint to development they must be 
taken into account in final area allocations and site layout. Significant buffering of 
these features will be required to protect them from the adverse effects of 
development. 
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� There is a small section of swamp and marsh which should be assessed through 
further work.  Retention and enhancement of the habitats should be the guiding 
principle of development here and the aim should be to link these habitats to the 
wider countryside, preferably as a ‘node’ on a wider Green Infrastructure 
Network.  Further work should be carried out to determine how these features 
could form part of a wider biodiversity-led SUDS and suitable controls on runoff 
and water quality will be required. 

� Non-statutory species:  There are records for terrestrial mammals but no records 
of species would pose an overriding constraint to development here.  However 
given the scale of the area further work will be required in order to determine 
whether there are any pockets of high biodiversity value that should be retained 
and enhanced within any development proposals. 

� Other issues: The evidence provided does not suggest that there are any other 
ecological issues pertaining to this site at this time but again it is likely that further 
work will be required in order to confirm that this is actually the case. 

POSSIBLE ENHANCEMENTS 

� Enhancement to the wetland habitats used by water voles (such as existing slow-
flowing streams, marshes and ponds, with plenty of vegetation) should form a 
significant part of any development plans and links between these features, 
together with appropriate buffers to the existing resource should be a 
requirement. 
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AREA 2 

SITE DESCRIPTION 

• This site is bound by the settlement of Finstall to the north, the A448 to the east, 
the Birmingham to Worcester Canal to the south and St. Godwalds Road to the 
west.  The site totals some 250 hectares of greenfield land.  Bromsgrove rugby 
club and Finstall Park are located on the land south of Finstall within the area.   

• The dominant habitats are grassland and arable land.  Among the grassland, half 
of which is considered to be ‘probably improved grassland’ and half is described 
as ‘possibly unimproved grassland’ in the county habitat inventory.  Other notable 
features include several small areas of woodlands, traditional orchards and a 
watercourse.  Three trees are recorded as veterans in the ancient tree record for 
the county. 

 

SITE CONSTRAINTS AND FURTHER WORK REQUIRED 

� Statutory sites: There are no statutorily protected sites within 500m of the area 
and Sites of Special Scientific Interest are therefore unlikely to be a constraint to 
development here. 
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� Protected species:  There are records for bats, water voles, badgers, otters and 
great crested newts and further work will be required in order to determine their 
status on site.  The presence of any of these species is likely to lead to a 
requirement for buffering and enhancement of existing landscape features.  
Whilst this would not render development impossible it might well reduce the area 
of developable land.  

� It is also highly likely that the site is used by nesting birds and further work will be 
required to determine the species and populations found on site. 

� Non-statutory sites and habitats:  There are three nearby Special Wildlife Sites, 
including the Worcester and Birmingham Canal SWS (37.5km long), the 
Tardebigge Reservior SWS (which are immediately adjacent to the south-eastern 
site boundary and 9.36 hectares in size) and the River Salwarpe SWS (27.5km 
long).  Open water, marshlands and reedbeds are the SWS habitats of these 
sites.  The presence of the river and canal nearby suggest that a biodiversity-led 
SUDS and close control on runoff rates and water quality will be a prerequisite on 
this area but it should be possible to design the development so that this need 
not be an overriding constraint.  

� There is a site listed on the Worcestershire Grassland Inventory. It does not 
appear likely that it will be a constraint to development here provided that the 
usual controls on pollution etc. are applied to any future proposals. 

� There is lots of ‘grassland, possibly unimproved’ in the county habitat inventory 
and the status of these, together with the small area of traditional orchard, must 
be clarified through further work.  These habitats could be a constraint to 
development in some parts of the site.   

� Additional work will be required in order to determine whether the wetlands will 
form a constraint to development.   

� The small veteran tree resource should be considered as important feature and 
whilst they do not represent an over-riding constraint to development they must 
be taken into account in final area allocations and site layout.  Significant 
buffering of these features will be required to protect them from the adverse 
effects of development. 

� Non-statutory species:  There are records for terrestrial mammals but no records 
of species would pose an overriding constraint to development here.  However 
given the scale of the area further work will be required in order to determine 
whether there are any pockets of high biodiversity value that should be retained 
and enhanced within any development proposals. 

� Other issues: The evidence provided does not suggest that there are any other 
ecological issues pertaining to this site at this time but again it is likely that further 
work will be required in order to confirm that this is actually the case. 

POSSIBLE ENHANCEMENTS 

� Enhancement of the existing trees and hedges should be a guiding principle of 
development here and should form a significant part of any landscaping 
proposals for subsequent site development plans.  Links between these features 
should respect the historic landscape. 


