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1 Introduction
1.1

Site Description

New Islington, also known as Ancoats, is located to the northeast of Manchester City Centre. This
site is subject to on-going re-development and is situated between the Ashton and Rochdale
Canal and surrounded by industrial buildings and residential dwellings. The survey site is a small
section of the Rochdale Canal, a canal tow path and the western part of the New Islington Water
Park, at OS grid reference SJ 852 985.

1.2

Proposed Works

As part of the ongoing works at the New Islington site there are proposals to submit a planning
application in relation to the Water Park Operation. These works include:
•
•
•
•
•
•

The construction of Biffins Bridge;
The Rochdale Canal Connection;
The construction of canal side paving within the Water Park;
The construction of pontoons to the southeast of the Water Park;
Provision of facilities to accommodate up to 40 long-term canal boat moorings and 10
visitor moorings;
The construction of a park keepers hut.

There are proposals to start these works before the end of 2009.
Refer to Appendix 1 for a plan of the proposed works.

1.3

Aims of Study

Baker Shepherd Gillespie was commissioned by Martin Stockley Associates to carry out:
•
•
•

A desk top study and consultation with key stakeholders;
Walkover and aquatic plant survey; and to
Identify any ecological constraints and provide recommendations for further survey work
and mitigation measures where appropriate.

The aim of this work was to provide an ecological impact assessment of the proposed works and
to inform any recommendations for further survey work and mitigation measures.

2 Methodology
2.1

Desk Study

A number of organisations were contacted to provide information on statutory and non-statutory
sites of nature conservation interest, protected and notable species records, and to provide a
consultation opinion on the proposed works. Table 1 below details the organisations that were
contacted to provide this information.
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Table 1: Organisations contacted
Organisation
Name
Greater Manchester
Steven
Ecology Unit (GMEU)
Atkins/Suzanne
Waymont
Environment Agency
Paul Breslin
British Waterways
Cath Ferguson
Manchester City
Dave Barlow
Council

2.2

New Islington Infrastructure Works, Manchester

Information requested
Statutory and non-statutory sites of nature
conservation interest and protected species
records.
Native and non-native crayfish records.
Native and non-native crayfish records.
Any available biological records and an opinion on
the proposed works.

Field Survey

Senior Ecologist Katy Stiles MIEEM carried out an aquatic plant survey and a walkover ecology
survey on 15th June 2009. The survey area included approximately 200 metres of the Rochdale
Canal, the canal tow path and the western end of the Water Park.
Searches were made for signs of protected species such as badgers Meles meles and water voles
Arvicola terrestris. The canal was assessed for its potential to support white-clawed crayfish
Austropotamobius pallipes.
Field survey techniques described in Willby et al (2003)1 state that: for baseline surveys to try to
determine the presence of floating water-plantain Luronium natans within canal habitats, visual
assessment methods and use of a grapnel are the most appropriate methods. Approximately 200
metres of canal towpath was walked and records were made of any vegetation. A grapnel was
then used to sample the vegetation within the Rochdale Canal. One hour was spent surveying
this section. A grapnel was used with a sufficient length of cord that could reach the far bank of
the canal to get survey coverage of the full width of the canal.
The weather on the day of the survey was dry and mild with a light breeze.

3 Results
3.1

Desk Study

Refer to Appendix 2 for the full data trawl results.

3.1.1 Designated Sites
Rochdale Canal
The Rochdale Canal is a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI), starting at OS grid reference SD
937 161 at Littleborough; and ending at OS grid reference SD 891 009 at Failsworth. It covers an
area of 25.55 hectares. Natural England’s SSSI designation states the following reasons for its
designation:
“The Rochdale Canal contains important habitats for submerged aquatic plants and emergent
vegetation, including extensive colonies of the nationally scarce SAC species floating waterplantain Luronium natans.
The site also supports a diverse assemblage of aquatic flora, notably its assemblage of pond
weeds, Potamogeton spp; the nine species of which found in the canal represent a balanced
community which reflects the water quality”.
The site was notified in August 2000.
1
Willby N, Eaton J & Clarke S (2003). Monitoring the Floating Water-plantain. Conserving Natura 2000 Rivers Monitoring Series
No.11. English Nature, Peterborough.
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The Rochdale Canal is also a Special Area of Conservation (SAC), an internationally important site
designated in April 2005, in response to the Conservation (Natural Habitats, & c.) Regulations for
the presence of an Annex II species, floating water-plantain.
The Rochdale Canal SSSI and SAC is approximately 5 km to the north of the section of the
Rochdale Canal surveyed as part of this study.
Part of the Rochdale Canal, between OS grid reference SD 885 007 to SJ 847 981, is a Site of
Biological Importance (SBI). Part of this SBI is situated within the survey area. This is a nonstatutory designation, which reflects the sites value at a county level.
Ashton Canal
The Ashton Canal, between Openshaw and Ancoats, between OS grid references SJ 890 979 and
SJ 848 981 is also a SBI. This is located approximately 250 metres to the southeast of the
proposed works.

3.1.2 Protected Species
3.1.2.1 Bats
Two common pipistrelle Pipistrellus pipistrellus bat records and two common pipistrelle bat roost
records were provided for the area of search. One pipistrelle bat record and eight pipistrelle
roost records were provided for the area of search. One of the pipistrelle roost records relates to
the New Islington site, but this has already been lost to the development. No other records
relate directly to the site.

3.1.2.2 White-clawed crayfish
British Waterways are aware of anecdotal crayfish (unknown species) records for the Rochdale
Canal upstream of the area of proposed works. No further details are available and it is therefore
not possible to confirm whether this relates to native or non-native crayfish species.
Greater Manchester Ecology Unit does not hold any white-clawed crayfish records for the area of
search. The SSSI citation for the Rochdale Canal states:
“Crevices in stonework support populations of white-clawed crayfish. This species is currently
only recorded in Rochdale and sections of the Huddersfield Narrow Canal SSSI, within Greater
Manchester.”

3.1.2.3 Floating water-plantain
The Rochdale Canal SSSI citation states that “floating water-plantain occurs frequently along the
whole length of the canal and in places forms dominant dense stands of its vegetative form. The
species has rarely been recorded flowering, although the floating leaves are observed locally”.
Information from the Joint Nature Conservation Committee (JNCC) website states that “the
Rochdale Canal supports a significant population of floating water-plantain in a botanically
diverse water plant community which also holds a wide range of pondweeds. The canal has
predominantly mesotrophic water. This population of floating water-plantain is representative of
the formerly more widespread canal populations of northwest England”.
No more detailed records for this species are provided by any of the consultees.

3.1.3 Other Habitats/Species
British Waterways are aware of the presence of grass wrack pondweed Potamogeton compressus
on the Ashton Canal. No records of this species have been provided for the Rochdale Canal.
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3.1.4 Informal comments from consultees
Provided below is a summary of the comments provided by the consultees listed in Table 1.
Dave Barlow of Manchester City Council provided the following comments:
•
•
•

Sand martins and house martins have been noted feeding in the area so opportunities for
the provision of suitable nest sites should be explored;
In relation to the Water Park recommendations were made for the need for more
marginal vegetation;
In relation to connecting the New Islington Water Park with the Rochdale Canal concerns
were raised in relation to invasive species and litter.

Suzanne Waymont of Greater Manchester Ecology Unit (GMEU) raised the following points
during a site meeting on 15th June 2009:
•
•
•

3.2

Minimising shading from the bridge (if practical);
Ensuring that the water quality within the Rochdale canal is not adversely affected by
surface water run-off;
Control and monitor invasive species (if required).

Field Survey

3.2.1 Habitat Description
The Rochdale Canal
The Rochdale Canal is situated between Redhill Road and the New Islington Water Park (see
Photos 1 & 2). The canal banks are constructed predominantly of brick with some stone work
present, and it is considered likely that this structure also continues below the water line (pers.
comm. Cath Ferguson, British Waterways). No emergent aquatic vegetation is present along the
canal edge and only curled pondweed Potamogeton crispus and Canadian pondweed Elodea
canadensis were located within the channel. Some vegetation is growing out of the walls of the
canal, mainly associated with the far (north-western) bank including buddleia Buddleia davidii and
alder Alnus glutinosa. Adjacent to the tarmac tow path is a strip of amenity grassland which is
characterised by annual meadow grass Poa annua, Yorkshire fog Holcus lanatus, red fescue grass
Festuca rubra, self-heal Prunella vulgaris and daisy Bellis perennis.
Some scattered trees are present within the amenity grassland and a short line of trees and
associated ornamental and native shrubs and scrub is present along the palisade fence line that
divides the Water Park and the Rochdale Canal. Species within this area include willow Salix sp.,
rose Rosa sp., bramble Rubus fruticosus, ivy Hedera helix, willowherb Epilobium sp., common
nettle Urtica dioica, herb robert Geranium robertianum and creeping thistle Cirsium arvense.
New Islington Water Park
The New Islington Water Park has been recently constructed and is located between the
Rochdale and Ashton Canals (see Photo 4). The Water Park is constructed with solid concrete
sides and concrete copings around the edge. An island is present within the channel and reed
beds have been created to the south of the main channel with wildflower seed mix having been
used to vegetate some of the banks. No submerged or emergent aquatic vegetation was
recorded within the channel of the Water Park except for patches of green algal growth.
To the north of the Water Park is a cleared area that is characterised by crushed brick and rubble
with ephemeral/short perennial vegetation having colonised (please note that, given the scope of
the work, this part of the site was not surveyed in detail).
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Photo1: View of the Rochdale Canal (from
the development site upstream)

Photo 2: View of the Rochdale Canal (from
the development site downstream)

Photo 3: View of the line of trees and
shrubs

Photo 4: View of the New Islington Water
Park

3.2.2 Aquatic plants
Canadian pondweed and curled pondweed were the only aquatic plant species recorded within
the Rochdale Canal.

3.2.3 Invasive species
No invasive species, such as New Zealand swamp stonecrop Crasula helmsii, giant hogweed
Heracleum mantegazzianum or Japanese knotweed Fallopia japonica were recorded during the
survey.

3.2.4 Protected Species
3.2.4.1 Bats
No suitable trees or structures are present within the survey area that could support roosting
bats. The Canal corridor is likely to be used by feeding and commuting bats that are present
within the local area.

3.2.4.2 Nesting birds
No active bird nests were noted during the survey work; however wren Troglodytes troglodytes,
blackbird Turdus merula, house sparrow Passer domesticus and goldfinch Carduelis carduelis,
were recorded. The scattered trees, ornamental shrubs and scrub provide suitable habitat for
nesting birds during the bird nesting season.
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In addition, lapwing Vanellus vanellus was recorded on an area of disturbed land to the north of
the Water Park and this area is considered to provide suitable nesting habitat for little ringed
plover Charadrius dubius, which was reported to have been seen on this area by the Park Keeper
Ben (pers. comm.).

3.2.5 White-clawed crayfish
No specific surveys to determine the presence or absence of white clawed-crayfish have been
undertaken. The Rochdale Canal is considered to provide sub-optimal habitat for white clawedcrayfish, given the poor water quality and lack of emergent aquatic vegetation.

3.2.5.1 Water voles
No water voles or evidence of the presence of water voles was recorded during the survey work.
The Canal banks are vertical stone and brick walls with no emergent aquatic vegetation. The
Canal is considered to have limited potential to support this species.

3.2.6 Badgers
No evidence of the presence of badgers was recorded on site and the site is considered to be
unsuitable for this species.

3.2.7 Reptiles
No specific surveys to determine the presence or absence of reptiles has been undertaken
however, since the habitats present within the survey area are considered to be sub-optimal, in
particular, due to the urban and highly disturbed setting, which is poorly connected to adjacent
suitable habitat, this is not considered to be a constraint.

3.2.8 Amphibians
No specific surveys to determine the presence or absence of amphibians has been undertaken as
part of this survey work. A single smooth newt Lissotriton vulgaris was recorded within the Water
Park during the survey. It is considered possible that other amphibians, such as common frog and
common toad, may use the Rochdale Canal and the Water Park for breeding but none were
recorded on the day of the survey. The presence of great crested newts Triturus cristatus is
considered unlikely given the lack of suitable aquatic and terrestrial habitat.

4 Assessment
4.1

Constraints on Study Information

The water clarity within the Rochdale Canal was very poor which made carrying out a visual
assessment survey for floating water-plantain difficult. However, a grapnel was used to sample
aquatic vegetation within the canal as a more effective survey technique so this is not considered
to be a significant constraint.

4.2

Potential Impacts

4.2.1 Designated Sites
Rochdale Canal SAC is located approximately 5 km to the northeast of the survey site. This SAC
is designated due to the presence of internationally important populations of floating waterplantain. There are proposals to construct a bridge over the canal, link the canal to the New
Islington Water Park and provide a 40 berth marina within the Water Park.
Under regulation 48(1) of the Habitats Regulations an Appropriate Assessment is required for any
plan or project which either alone or in combination with other plans or projects would be likely
to have a significant effect on a European Site, and is not directly connected to the management
of the site for nature conservation.
4272_004_rep_ks_msa.doc
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The September 2008 Habitats Regulation Assessment (HRA) of the North West Regional Spatial
Strategy identifies key environmental conditions required to support the site integrity, which
include maintenance of water levels, avoidance of pollution and nutrient enrichment, limited
human disturbance and control of invasive and non-native species. Within the HRA Appropriate
Assessment the following impacts were identified: “development nearby increases risk of water
pollution and tipping”; and “housing development leading to recreational pressure including
disturbance”. Mitigation measures are suggested within the report to address these potential
impacts which include re-wording/writing supporting text within the RSS to better address
possible impacts from recreational pressure. The management required to maintain site integrity
identified I the HRA is limiting human disturbance. The section of the HRA which describes the
current status of the Rochdale Canal SAC states that increased fishing and boat movements
could affect interest features of the site.
Linking the Rochdale Canal SAC with the New Islington Water Park has the potential to result in
an increase in boat traffic which could result in an impact on the Rochdale Canal SAC. This link is
also likely to increase other recreational pressure (such as fishing and other general access) along
the Rochdale Canal SAC with the potential to give rise to an increase in disturbance.

4.2.2 Habitats
4.2.2.1 General legislation and policy guidance for habitats and biodiversity
Planning Policy Statement 9: Biodiversity and Geological Conservation (PPS9) 2 was published in
August 2005 and provides a list of key principles to which local planning authorities and other
decision makers should adhere to in order to assure conservation of biodiversity. Of particular
relevance is Key Principle vi, which states that: the aim of planning decisions should be to prevent
harm to biodiversity interests and where granting planning permission would significantly harm
those interests, the local planning authority “will need to be satisfied that the development
cannot be reasonably located on any alternative sites that would result in loss or no harm. In the
absence of such alternatives, local planning authorities should ensure that before planning
permission is granted, adequate mitigation measures are put in place. Where a planning decision
would result in significant harm to biodiversity… which cannot be prevented or adequately
mitigated against, appropriate compensation measures should be sought. If significant harm
cannot be prevented, adequately mitigated against, or compensated for, then planning
permission should be refused.”
Paragraph 12 of PPS9 states the following in relation to habitats:
Networks of natural habitats provide a valuable resource. They can link sites of biodiversity
importance and provide routes or stepping stones for the migration, dispersal and genetic
exchange of species in the wider environment. Local authorities should aim to maintain
networks by avoiding or repairing the fragmentation and isolation of natural habitats through
policies in plans. Such networks should be protected from development, and, where possible,
strengthened by or integrated within it [cont…]
Paragraph 14 of PPS9 states the following in relation to biodiversity within developments:
Development proposals provide many opportunities for building-in beneficial biodiversity or
geological features as part of good design. When considering proposals, local planning
authorities should maximise such opportunities in and around developments, using planning
obligations where appropriate.

2

ODPM 2005 Planning Policy Statement 9: Biodiversity And Geological Conservation. HMSO, London
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4.2.2.2 Potential Impacts
The proposed work to link the New Islington Water Park with the Rochdale Canal will result in the
loss of a small area of amenity grassland and some scattered young trees and shrubs. The loss of
these features is not considered to be ecologically significant.
The proposed works to provide a 40 berth marina is likely to result in an increase in recreational
usage, which could give rise to an increase in litter, pollution (for example fuel spills from boats)
and disturbance, which could potentially give rise to a negative impact on newly created habitats
and the species associated with them.

4.2.3 Protected Species
4.2.3.1 Floating water-plantain
4.2.3.2 Legislation, Policy Guidance & Ecology
Floating water-plantain is protected under Schedule 8 the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as
amended 2000). This makes it an offence to:
•
•

Intentionally pick, uproot or destroy any wild plant listed under Schedule 8
Sell, offer or expose for sale, or has in his possession or transports for the purposes of
sale, any live or dead wild plant contained in Schedule 8, or any part of, or anything
derived from, such a plant.

The legislation also states that a person shall not be guilty of an offence by reason of any act
made unlawful by that subsection if he shows that the act was an incidental result of a lawful
operation that could not reasonably be avoided.
Floating water-plantain is listed in Annexe II of the European Union Directive on the Conservation
of Natural Habitats and of Wild Fauna and Flora (92/43/EEC), the Habitats Directive. Floating
water plantain is a UK BAP and Greater Manchester LBAP priority species.
The information provided below on the ecology of floating water-plantain is from Willby, et al
(2003). Floating water-plantain is a small aquatic plant endemic to Europe. It can exist in a
number of growth forms, which allows it to colonize a variety of habitats. These range from
upland lakes and small fast, flowing streams to deep, sluggish rivers and their backwaters, to
temporary pools, as well as canals, ditches, reservoirs, ponds and peat cuttings. This species
appears to be tolerant to a range of dissolved chemicals, but is sensitive to competition from
larger species that may increase in response to eutrophication, acidification, biological invasion
and natural succession.
In canals there are a number of supporting habitat characteristics that are necessary for perennial
flowering populations. These include:
•
•
•
•

Substrate: marginal areas with stable fine gravel, and or silt;
Water depth/flow regime: very slowing moving water in depth range 0.5 m-1.5 m;
Disturbance regime and inter-specific competition: Sufficient disturbance to restrict
encroachment by emergent vegetation and displacement by canopy forming species;
Connectivity: maintenance of populations in upstream reservoirs or offline areas adjacent
but not linked to the canal.

These habitat characteristics can be devalued through:
•

Boat traffic, which has the potential to cause substrate destabilisation as fine sediments
are frequently remobilised;
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A decrease in light availability bought about by eutrophication or high suspended
sediment loads will reduce the lower limits of plant rooting. Boat traffic has the potential
to exacerbate suspended sediment problems and, at high levels, can lead to almost
permanent turbid conditions;
High levels of boat traffic may result in the habitat being too unstable for plants to persist.

4.2.3.3 Potential Impacts
No floating water-plantain was recorded during the survey of the 200 metre section of the
Rochdale Canal within the study area. Floating water-plantain is known to occur approximately 5
km upstream within the SAC; however there are no available records for the area of the
proposed works.
The proposed works to construct a bridge and link the Rochdale Canal to the New Islington
Water Park are not considered likely to have a direct impact on floating water-plantain. However,
the provision of a 40 berth marina within the Water Park, which is likely to result in an increase in
boat traffic on the Rochdale Canal, could lead to an impact on the integrity of the SAC.

4.2.3.4 Bats
4.2.3.5 Legislation & Policy Guidance
Bats are listed as European Protected Species under Schedule 2 of the Conservation (Natural
Habitats, &c.) Regulations 1994 (as amended 2009) and are protected under the Wildlife and
Countryside Act 1981 (as amended by the Crow Act 2000). Taken together, these make it an
offence to:
a. Deliberately capture or intentionally take a bat;
b. Deliberately or intentionally kill or injure a bat;
c. To be in possession or control of any live or dead bat or any part of, or anything derived from
a bat;
d. Damage or destroy a breeding site or resting place of a bat;
e. Intentionally or recklessly obstruct access to any place that a bat uses for shelter or
protection;
f. Intentionally or recklessly disturb a bat while it is occupying a structure or place that it uses
for shelter or protection;
g. Deliberately disturb any bat, in particular any disturbance which is likely to (i) impair their
ability to survive, breed, reproduce or to rear or nurture their young; or in the case of
hibernating or migratory species, to hibernate or migrate; or (ii) to affect significantly the local
distribution or abundance of the species to which they belong.
A bat roost may be any structure a bat uses for breeding, resting, shelter or protection. It is
important to note that since bats tend to re-use the same roost sites, current legal opinion is that
a bat roost is protected whether or not the bats are present at the time.
Although the law provides strict protection to bats, it also allows this protection to be set aside
(derogation) under Section 39 of the Conservation (Natural Habitats &c.) Regulations 1994 (as
amended 2009) through the issuing of licences. These licences in England are currently
determined by Natural England (NE) for development works and are known as European
Protected Species (EPS) licences.
Where a lawful operation is required to be carried out, which is likely to result in one of the
above offences, an EPS licence may be obtained from NE to allow the operation to proceed.
However, in accordance with the requirements of Section 44 of the Conservation (Natural
Habitats, & c) Regulations 1994 (as amended 2009), an EPS licence can only be issued where the
following derogation requirements are satisfied:
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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 proposal ‘will not be detrimental to the maintenance of the population of the species
concerned at a favourable conservation status in their natural range.’
In addition to this legal protection, seven bat species are listed in the UK Biodiversity Action Plan
(BAP) and are listed as Species of Principal Importance under the provisions of the NERC Act
2006. PPS9 gives guidance on the treatment of Species of Principal Importance and states that
local authorities should ensure that they are protected from the adverse effects of development,
where appropriate, by using planning conditions or obligations. Pipistrelle bat is a Greater
Manchester LBAP priority species.

4.2.3.6 Potential Impacts
No buildings or other structures are present on site that are considered to have potential to
support roosting bats. Some scattered trees will have to be removed as part of the proposed
works, but since none of these are considered to support suitable features to support roosting
bats an impact is not anticipated.
Bats are considered likely to be using the Rochdale Canal corridor for feeding and commuting.
The proposals to construct a new bridge and link the Canal to the New Islington Water Park
could have short-term negative impacts if, for example, lighting is used during the evening for
late night working. Long-term negative impacts could occur if strong, high-level street style
lighting is incorporated into the development design.

4.2.3.7 Nesting birds
4.2.3.8 Legislation & Policy Guidance
All nesting birds are protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981, which makes it an
offence to kill, injure or take any wild bird or take, damage or destroy its nest whilst in use or
being built, or take or destroy its eggs. In addition to this, for some rarer species (listed on
Schedule 1 of the Act, including little ringed plover), it is an offence to disturb them while they
are nest building or at or near a nest with eggs or young, or to disturb the dependent young of
such a bird.
A number of bird species are also listed as Species of Principal Importance under the provisions
of the NERC Act 2006. PPS9 gives guidance on the treatment of such species and states that
local authorities should ensure that they are protected from the adverse effects of development,
where appropriate, by using planning conditions or obligations. No species of principle
importance have been recorded on the site. House sparrow and lapwing, which were both
recorded during the survey, are UK BAP priority species.

4.2.3.9 Potential impacts
The proposed works will involve the removal of scattered trees and a small area of shrubs that
currently divide the Water Park and the Rochdale Canal. These could potentially be used by
nesting birds during the bird breeding season (generally March to late August, although this can
vary). The removal of this vegetation during the bird nesting season could damage and destroy
any active bird nests that may be present at the time of the works, causing an offence under the
legislation. The proposals to provide a 40 berth marina and construct canal side paving are within
close proximity to the area of disturbed land to the north of the Water Park. If little ringed plover
is breeding within this area, which is possible given the characteristics of the habitat and the
recent sightings of this bird, and works are undertaken during the bird nesting season, the works
could potentially disturb this species, which would be an offence under the legislation. A direct
impact, through loss of habitat, is not anticipated at this stage.
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4.2.3.10 White clawed-crayfish
4.2.3.11 Legislation, Policy Guidance & Ecology
White-clawed crayfish is protected under Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended by the
CRoW Act 2000). This makes it illegal either to take it from the wild or sell it without an
appropriate licence from the appropriate nature conservation agency.
In addition, white clawed crayfish is a UK Biodiversity Action Plan species, a Greater Manchester
LBAP priority species, and is listed as a Species of Principal Importance under the provisions of
the NERC Act 2006. PPS9 gives guidance on the treatment of such species and states that local
authorities should ensure that they are protected from the adverse effects of development,
where appropriate, by using planning conditions or obligations.
The information presented below on white-clawed crayfish ecology is taken from Holdich (2003)3.
The white-clawed crayfish is Britain’s only native crayfish. White-clawed crayfish require clean,
well oxygenated mesotrophic water. In terms of habitat requirements they need refuges within
the water channel such as cobbles or rubble interspersed with larger structure such as boulders
and logs, stands of submerged vegetation on the bed or at the base of the bank, areas of vertical
bank that are undercut to provide shelter, bankside vegetation to provide shade, cover and a
food sources and a varied flora and fauna to provide a source of food and calcium.

4.2.3.12 Potential Impacts
No specific surveys to determine the presence or absence of white-clawed crayfish have been
undertaken. No specific white-clawed crayfish records were provided for the area of search.
GMEU do not hold any records; however within the Rochdale Canal SBI citation the presence of
white-clawed crayfish is known to be recorded in sections of the Rochdale Canal and in sections
of the Huddersfield Narrow Canal SSSI. British Waterways are aware of anecdotal records for the
Rochdale Canal but they do not hold any detailed records.
It is considered unlikely that any white-clawed crayfish present within the vicinity of the proposed
works on the Rochdale Canal, given the lack of suitable habitat and aquatic vegetation and poor
water quality. The proposed works associated with the Rochdale Canal are not considered likely
to have an impact on white-clawed crayfish.

4.2.3.13 Water voles
4.2.3.14 Legislation & Policy Guidance
Water voles are protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended by the
CROW Act 2000). This makes it an offence to kill, injure or take any water vole, damage, destroy
or obstruct access to any place of shelter or protection that the animals are using, or disturb
voles while they are using such a place.
In addition, water vole is a UK Biodiversity Action Plan species, a Greater Manchester LBAP
priority species and is also listed as a Species of Principal Importance under the provisions of the
NERC Act 2006. PPS9 gives guidance on the treatment of Species of Principal Importance and
states that local authorities should ensure that they are protected from the adverse effects of
development, where appropriate, by using planning conditions or obligations.

4.2.3.15 Potential Impacts
No evidence of the presence of water voles was recorded during the survey. No records were
provided as part of the desk top study and the site is considered to be unsuitable habitat for this
3

Holdich D (2003). Ecology of the White-clawed Crayfish. Conserving Natura 2000 Rivers Ecology Series No.1. English Nature,
Peterborough
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species, with a lack of emergent vegetation and a lack of suitable burrowing habitat. The
proposed works are not considered likely to have an impact on this species.

4.2.3.16 Badgers
4.2.3.17 Legislation & Policy Guidance
Badgers are protected under the Badgers Act 1992. This makes it an offence to wilfully kill,
injure, take, possess or cruelly ill-treat a badger, or to attempt to do so; or to intentionally or
recklessly interfere with a sett. Sett interference includes disturbing badgers whilst they are
occupying a sett, as well as damaging or destroying a sett or obstructing access to it. A badger
sett is defined in the legislation as “a structure or place, which displays signs indicating current
use by a badger”

4.2.3.18 Potential Impacts
No evidence of the presence of badgers was identified and the area is considered to be
unsuitable for badgers and the creation of setts. No records of badgers were provided as part of
the desk top study. The proposed works are not considered likely to have an impact on badgers.

4.2.3.19 Reptiles
4.2.3.20 Legislation & Policy Guidance
All British reptiles are protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended by the
CRoW Act 2000). Grass snake, slow worm, common lizard and adder are protected against
intentional killing or injury and against sale. In addition, all British reptiles are UKBAP priority
species.

4.2.3.21 Potential Impacts
No reptiles were recorded on site and the habitats present are considered to be unsuitable for
reptiles. No records were provided as part of the desk top study. The proposed works are
considered unlikely to have an impact on reptiles.

4.2.3.22 Amphibians
4.2.3.23 Legislation & Policy Guidance
Great crested newts and their habitats in water and on land are protected under the Wildlife and
Countryside Act 1981 (as amended by the CRoW Act 2000), and by the Habitats Regulations
1994 (as amended 2009). In summary, these make it an offence to damage, destroy or obstruct
any place used by great crested newts for breeding and shelter, disturb a great crested newt, or
kill, injure or take any great crested newt.
In addition, great crested newt is a UK Biodiversity Action Plan Priority Species and is listed as a
Species of Principal Importance under the provisions of the NERC Act 2006. PPS9 gives guidance
on the treatment of Species of Principal Importance and states that local authorities should
ensure that they are protected from the adverse effects of development, where appropriate, by
using planning conditions or obligations.
Common frog, common toad and smooth newt is given partial protection by Section 9(5) of the
Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended). This legislation prohibits sale, transportation or
advertising for sale, but is of limited relevance in relation to land development.

4.2.3.24 Potential Impacts
A smooth newt was recorded within the channel of the Water Park during the survey. No other
amphibians were recorded. The Rochdale Canal and the Water Park are considered to provide
unsuitable breeding conditions for great crested newts, due to the lack of suitable aquatic
4272_004_rep_ks_msa.doc
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vegetation and turbid water. No amphibian records were provided as part of desk top study. The
proposed works are not considered likely to have an impact on amphibians.

5 Recommendations
5.1

Further Survey

5.1.1 Nesting birds
It is recommended that any vegetation clearance works are undertaken outside the bird nesting
season. If this is not possible, then it is recommended that a suitably qualified ecologist carries
out a survey prior to any vegetation removal to try to determine the presence or absence of
active nests. If any active nests are recorded, then works would need to be delayed until the
birds had fledged.
If the paving works and construction of the pontoons are to be undertaken during the bird
breeding season, then it is recommended that a little ringed plover survey is undertaken to
determine if a breeding pair is present. If little ringed plover were found to be nesting then an
assessment of the proposed works would need to be undertaken to determine if they are likely
to cause disturbance to this bird whilst nesting, and to draw up a strategy for working without
causing an offence.

5.2

Mitigation & Enhancement Measures

5.2.1 Designated Sites
Due to the proximity of the Rochdale Canal SAC, it is likely that an Appropriate Assessment will
be required in order to assess the potential impacts of the development on this European Site.
The Appropriate Assessment would be undertaken by the relevant competent authority, namely
Manchester City Council, but would require significant input from the developer.

5.2.2 Habitats
It is recommended that as part of the proposed development works any opportunities for native
planting schemes along the towpath, for example, through planting native scrub and trees,
should be taken. Further advice could be provided if this is feasible.
It is recommended that to improve the water quality within the Water Park more “floating
islands” should be created to increase the amount of emergent and aquatic vegetation and to
provide opportunities for nesting birds and as a refuge for fish and invertebrates. These should
only be planted with common reed Phragmites australis.

5.2.3 Protected Species
5.2.3.1 Bats
It is recommended that, during the course of the construction works, the New Islington Water
Park and the Rochdale Canal are not artificially lit in order to avoid an impact on bats that may be
using the area for feeding and commuting. In addition, it is recommended that obstructions
across the canal are minimised, for example, by avoiding the use of netting or other materials
that could potentially ensnare bats.
In the long-term, it is recommended that if any lighting is proposed along the Rochdale Canal
then consideration should be given to the use of low level, bollard style lighting, to avoid and
reduce any impacts on feeding and commuting bats.
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5.2.3.2 Nesting birds
As part of the proposed works the site could be enhanced for nesting birds through the
incorporation of artificial nest boxes, for species such as wagtails and kingfisher, into the new
Rochdale Canal banks. In addition, bird boxes could be erected on the park keepers hut to
encourage species like house sparrow to nest.

5.2.3.3 White clawed-crayfish
Although the presence of white clawed-crayfish is considered to be unlikely, it is recommended
as a precaution, that when the Rochdale Canal is drawn down and works to link the Water Park
are carried out, an ecologist should be present on site to provide advice on the best course of
action, in case any crayfish (native or non-native) are discovered.
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6 Appendix 1: Proposed works
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7 Appendix 2: Data trawl results
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