
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Our ref:  1236E / NJL 
 
 
Katherine Moreton 
Head of Development Control and acting Head of Planning Policy and 
Economic Development 
Nuneaton and Bedworth Borough Council  
Town Hall  
Coton Road  
Nuneaton  
CV11 5AA 
 
 
02 August 2017 (via email) 
 
 
Dear Katherine, 
 
Nuneaton and Bedworth Borough Local Plan – Plot EMP3 Prologis Park 
 
Alan Sarjant has asked FPCR and JMW Planning Solutions to provide a response to your most 
recent e-mail exchange with him regarding the above matter, dated 25th July 2017. This letter 
represents that joint response.  
 

1. It is appreciated that NBBC might be of the opinion that removal of EMP3 from the 
boundary of the recently designated Prologis Country Park Local Wildlife Site (LWS) was 
simply due to administrative reasons following errors in the required survey protocol and 
procedures by the HBA team. Consequently, NBBC might then consider that from a 
planning perspective, EMP3 should continue to be considered as if it were a designated 
LWS. However, we consider that this situation should be considered in a wider context.  

 
2. The HBA have confirmed that re-survey of this site is not currently a priority (see attached 

email) and they are therefore not pursuing re-designation.   
 

3. In any event LWS status does not automatically preclude a site from allocation. To 
illustrate this we would draw to your attention the allocated site EMP4.  

 
4. EMP4 was designated as a LWS in 2014. Although the 2016 Ecology and Geodiversity 

Assessment (EGA) highlighted that the LWS should be retained, it implicitly acknowledged 
that the LWS designation wouldn’t necessarily preclude allocation of the site by providing a 
series of recommendations should the site be allocated and subsequently developed. 
EMP4 has subsequently been retained as an allocation thereby confirming that, as local 
Planning Policy allows, LWS status does not prevent allocation.  

 
5. To meet the requirements within the NPPF development should, where possible, minimise 

impacts on biodiversity and provide net gains in biodiversity. This will have been the 
objective of the EGA recommendations should EMP4 be allocated and developed. These 
recommendations included: 
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• Retention and enhancement areas of habitat of Medium to High Distinctiveness (e.g. those 
with Category Values of 4, 5, & 6); 

• Maintaining and enhancing habitat connectivity with adjacent areas of ecological interest; 
and; 

• A requirement for further ecological assessment in relation to protected species.  
 

6. It would appear that these issues have been subsequently addressed sufficiently for NBBC 
to allow retention of EMP4 within the current proposed allocations.  

 
7. In contrast the 2016 EGA recommendations for EMP3 were: 

 
“The site should be retained as a Local Wildlife Site (LWS) in combination with the adjacent 
Prologis Country Park LWS. Due to its ecological importance on a landscape scale and 
ability to support a meta-population of protected species including great crested newt.”  

 
8. It is our understanding that removal of EMP3 from the proposed allocations was based 

entirely on these recommendations.  
 

9. In terms of ecological importance, the presence of a European Protected Species (EPS) 
represents the most important ecological feature with EMP3. The presence of Great 
Crested Newt (GCN) within Prologis Country Park means that any development of the site 
would require a Natural England (NE) EPS Licence. For this licence to be granted, NE 
would need to be satisfied that the ‘Three Tests’ within Regulation 53 of the Habitats and 
Species Regulations 2010(as amended) are met. The first two tests (which are addressed 
in the representations submitted by JMW Planning Solutions in March 2017) do not 
concern ecology issues but the third test within Regulation53 (9)(b) states that “…the 
action authorised will not be detrimental to the maintenance of the population of the 
species concerned at a favourable conservation status in their natural range.” 

 
10. To address the issue of the third test, FPCR have sought advice from NE via their 

Discretionary Advice Service. Discussion was based around an indicative GCN mitigation 
strategy as shown in the attached plan. The culmination of these discussions was a 
telephone conference between FPCR and NE and a summary of the outcome was 
produced and NE subsequently confirmed that they were “…happy to accept this note as 
the record of our telephone conversation on 16th June 2017”, (see attachments). The final 
two paragraphs of the summary and NE’s acceptance of the record and comment that, 
“Our advice should help you develop a viable scheme on site” demonstrate that 
appropriate mitigation is achievable which would not only maintain, but enhance the 
Favourable Conservation Status of the local GCN population; thereby satisfying the third 
test.  

 
11. The EGA recommendations considered that EMP3 was important on a landscape scale. In 

this respect, habitat connectivity is of importance, as it is for the GCN issue. The indicative 
GCN mitigation involves connectivity around the entire boundary of EMP3, the only breaks 
being the access roads, and these would potentially be mitigated by incorporating 
amphibian tunnels or appropriate alternatives within the road design. This habitat 
connectivity would not be achieved solely by retention of existing habitats but via specific 
work to enhance these areas. Consequently, by maintaining and enhancing habitat 
connectivity the landscape ecological importance of the site would be maintained and 
enhanced.  

 
12. Beyond these mitigation measures there would be an overall loss of habitat. However, the 

vast majority of this loss would be the poor semi-improved grassland which forms c.68% of 
the site, and which has a biodiversity distinctiveness value of 3. Only habitats with a value 
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higher than this were recommended for retention for EMP4. In order to ensure that the 
scheme (with the associated loss of low value habitats) resulted in no net loss of 
biodiversity any application would be accompanied by a Warwickshire Biodiversity Impact 
Assessment calculation (as would be required for any other development within the 
Borough). In addition to the proposed GCN mitigation and associated on-site measures, 
any potential biodiversity loss could/would be mitigated via additional work to further 
enhance the biodiversity value of the adjacent Prologis Country Park LWS or via other off-
site mitigation. 

 
13. Therefore in summary we are of the view that: 

 
• Clear parallels can be drawn between EMP3 and EMP4; 
• Appropriate mitigation can be provided to satisfy the third test in relation to the GCN 

population associated with EMP3; 
• The indicative mitigation for GCN would maintain and enhance habitat connectivity 

between the site and the wider adjacent countryside thereby preserving the landscape 
ecological importance that the EGA considers the site to have;  

• Any residual biodiversity loss could be mitigated via additional enhancement in the 
adjacent Prologis Country Park LWS or other off-site location; 

• Use of the Warwickshire Biodiversity Impact Assessment would ensure that there would be 
no net loss of biodiversity.  

 
14. Therefore, irrespective of the view taken regarding the LWS status of EMP3, we are of the 

opinion that there does not appear to be any reason on ecological grounds why the site 
should not be put before the Inspector as a modification  to reinstate it as an employment 
land allocation in the Borough Plan. 

 
 
Yours sincerely,  
 

 
Nick Law 
Senior Ecologist 
FPCR Environment and Design Ltd 
 
nick.law@fpcr.co.uk 
 
 
Enclosures: 
 
1. E-mail correspondence between HBA and FPCR 31/07/2017 
2. E-mail correspondence between NE and FPCR 18/04/2017 to 18/07/2017 
3. Discretionary Advice Service TeleCon Summary 
4. Indicative GCN Mitigation Strategy Plan 
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1. E-mail correspondence between HBA and FPCR 31/07/2017 
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Nick J. Law

From: Chris Talbot <christalbot@warwickshire.gov.uk>
Sent: 31 July 2017 11:16
To: Nick J. Law
Subject: [SPAM-phishing] - Re: 1236-E- Prologis Park EMP3 Extension area as a Local 

Wildlife Site (Ref. SP38H4)

Hi Nick, 
 
I have confirmed with Camiile that we have not been asked by NBBC to re-visit the Prologis site to do a 
LWS survey. 
 
It is not a priority site for this year i.e. core site,  nor have we had any further correspondence with NBBC 
since the panel meeting discussions in March regarding the site. 
 
I hope this answers your questions, but please let me know if you have any further questions 
 
Kind regards 
 
Chris 
 
On 28 July 2017 at 17:08, Nick J. Law <nick.law@fpcr.co.uk> wrote: 
Hi Chris,   
 
This week Camille has very kindly sent me the signed citation for the Prologis Country Park LWS.  
 
Following on from this I wonder if you would be able to confirm the following for me: 
 
1. Is a re-survey of the EMP3 Prologis land to the west of the Prologis Country Park LWS currently a priority for the 
HBA team? 
 
2. Has there been any communication between the HBA team and Nuneaton and Bedworth Borough Council 
regarding the EMP3 land since March when Camille sent Matt Crossley the revised citation boundary map and a brief 
summary of the LWS Panel decision regarding the Prologis Country Park LWS designation? 
 
I look forward to your reply.  
 
Kind regards,  
 
Nick  
 
Nick Law  | Senior Ecologist 
  
  

fpcr  |  FPCR Environment and Design Ltd, Lockington Hall, Lockington, Derby, DE74 2RH
Office: 01509 672772. Mobile: 07875 076 294.  www.fpcr.co.uk 
 

  
■ masterplanning & urban design ■ environmental assessment ■ landscape ■ ecology ■ architecture ■ arboriculture
  
Offices also at: Addlepool Business Centre, Clyst St George, Exeter. EX3 ONR. 01392 874499
Unit 8 Dunley Hill Court, Dunley Hill Farm, Ranmore, Dorking. RH5 6SX. 01483 282523 
The National Agri-Food Innovation Campus, Sand Hutton, York, YO41 1LZ. 01904 406112 
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Job Ref: 

FPCR Environment and Design Ltd is a private limited company, registered in England and Wales. Company No. 07128076. Registered office: Lockington Hall, Lockington, Derby DE74 2RH. The 
contents of this message are confidential and are intended solely for the person or persons addressed. Any views, or opinions presented, are solely those of the author and do not necessarily 
represent those of FPCR Environment and Design Ltd. If you are not the addressed person, be advised that you have received this message in error and notify us immediately by telephone on +44 
(0)1509 672772, or reply by e-mail to the sender of this message - Exchange 

 

 
--  
Chris Talbot BA(Hons), MA, Dip. Info Sc. Dip, Env Sci. 
Biodiversity Manager 
Habitat Biodiversity Audit Partnership  
Warwickshire Wildlife Trust c/o Ecology, Historic Environment & Landscape 
Warwickshire County Council Warwick  
Tel. 01926 412197 
Habitat Biodiversity Audit  
 
This transmission is intended for the named addressee(s) only and may contain confidential, 
sensitive or personal information and should be handled accordingly. Unless you are the named 
addressee (or authorised to receive it for the addressee) you may not copy or use it, or disclose it 
to anyone else. If you have received this transmission in error please notify the sender 
immediately. All email traffic sent to or from us, including without limitation all GCSX traffic, may 
be subject to recording and/or monitoring in accordance with relevant legislation. 
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2. E-mail correspondence between NE and FPCR 18/04/2017 to 
18/07/2017 
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Nick J. Law

From: Hildred, Ryan (NE) <Ryan.Hildred@naturalengland.org.uk>
Sent: 18 July 2017 09:14
To: Bob Simpson; Benson, Gillian (NE)
Cc: Commercial Services (NE); Wildlife Licensing Mailbox Areas 5, 6 and 7-East 

Midlands and Mercia; Nick J. Law
Subject: [SPAM-phishing] - RE: DAS 2713 Plot K/EMP3 Prologis Park

Hi Bob  
   
Apologies for the delay in getting back to you on this email.  
   
I am happy to accept this note as the record of our telephone conversation on 16th June 2017 – we will file our own 
record.  
   
Thank you for highlighting the status of NE’s advice at this stage which is important. The advice we have provided is 
from Gill directly to you and the developer based on the information that we have been provided to date (submitted as 
part of this DAS consultation). Our advice should help you develop a viable scheme on site.  
   
Of course, the site still has to go through the local plan, planning application and licensing processes which Natural 
England will exercise its duty as a statutory consultee and regulator as necessary. This again is subject to the 
information presented to us and we reserve the right to object to any planning consultation and/or request further 
information/refuse any licence application.  
   
This concludes our advice to you for this site and you should (or may have already) receive our invoice for this 
chargeable consultation in due course.  
   
Kind regards  
   
Ryan  
   
   
Ryan Hildred  
Casework Manager – Midlands Wildlife Licensing Cluster  
East Midlands Area Team  
   
Natural England  
Ceres House  
2 Searby Road  
Lincoln  
Lincolnshire  
LN2 4DT  
   
Tel: 0208 026 2115   Mobile: 07785905291  
Email: ryan.hildred@naturalengland.org.uk  
   
   
Follow the East Midlands on Twitter - @NEEastMidlands  
   
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------  
http://www.gov.uk/natural-england  
   
We are here to secure a healthy natural environment for people to enjoy, where wildlife is protected 
and England's traditional landscapes are safeguarded for future generations.  
   
In an effort to reduce Natural England's carbon footprint, I will, wherever possible, avoid travelling to 
meetings and attend via audio, video or web conferencing.  
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Natural England offers two chargeable services – The Discretionary Advice Service (DAS) provides 
pre-application, pre-determination and post-consent advice on proposals to developers and 
consultants as well as pre-licensing species advice and pre-assent and consent advice.  The Pre-
submission Screening Service (PSS) provides advice for protected species mitigation licence 
applications.  
   
These services help applicants take appropriate account of environmental considerations at an 
early stage of project development, reduce uncertainty, reduce the risk of delay and added cost at a 
later stage, whilst securing good results for the natural environment.  
   
From: Bob Simpson [mailto:bob.simpson@fpcr.co.uk]  
Sent: 03 July 2017 16:35 
To: Benson, Gillian (NE) <Gillian.Benson@naturalengland.org.uk>; Hildred, Ryan (NE) 
<Ryan.Hildred@naturalengland.org.uk> 
Cc: Commercial Services (NE) <CommercialServices@naturalengland.org.uk>; Wildlife Licensing Mailbox Areas 5, 6 
and 7-East Midlands and Mercia <WL56&7EastMidsMercia@naturalengland.org.uk>; Nick J. Law 
<nick.law@fpcr.co.uk> 
Subject: RE: DAS 2713 Plot K/EMP3 Prologis Park  
   
Dear Gillian/Ryan,  
 
Please find attached my notes as taken/discussed during our Telecon on 16th June 2017.  
   
If you have any queries/comments, please don’t hesitate to contact me.  
 
Regards,  
   
Bob.  
   
Bob Simpson MCIEEM | Associate  
BSc(Hons), MSc, PhD  
   
   

fpcr   |   FPCR Environment and Design Ltd, Lockington Hall, Lockington, Derby, DE74 2RH 
Office: 01509 672772. Mobile: 07815 967145.  www.fpcr.co.uk  
 

 
■ masterplanning & urban design ■ environmental assessment ■ landscape ■ ecology ■ architecture ■ arboriculture 
 
Offices also at: Addlepool Business Centre, Clyst St George, Exeter. EX3 ONR. 01392 874499 
Unit 8 Dunley Hill Court, Dunley Hill Farm, Ranmore, Dorking. RH5 6SX. 01483 282523  
The National Agri-Food Innovation Campus, Sand Hutton, York, YO41 1LZ. 01904 406112  
 

      
   
   
Job Ref: 1236  
   
From: Benson, Gillian (NE) [mailto:Gillian.Benson@naturalengland.org.uk]  
Sent: 14 June 2017 09:37 
To: Bob Simpson; Nick J. Law 
Cc: Commercial Services (NE); Wildlife Licensing Mailbox Areas 5, 6 and 7-East Midlands and Mercia; Hildred, Ryan 
(NE) 
Subject: RE: DAS 2713 Plot K/EMP3 Prologis Park  
   
Hi Bob  
   
We are free at 10:30am on Friday if that suits? I’m happy send across my tcon details once we have 
agreed a time.  
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Kind regards  
   
Gillian Benson  
Wildlife Management Adviser  
Sustainable Development - South Mercia Area  
Natural England  
County Hall  
Spetchley Road  
Worcester  
WR5 2NP  
Tel: 02080261060  
   
Follow the South Mercia team on Twitter - @NESouthMercia  

www.gov.uk/natural-england  

We are here to secure a healthy natural environment for people to enjoy, where wildlife is protected and 
England’s traditional landscapes are safeguarded for future generations.  
   
In an effort to reduce Natural England's carbon footprint I will, wherever possible, avoid travelling to 
meetings and attend via audio, video or web conferencing.  
   
From: Bob Simpson [mailto:bob.simpson@fpcr.co.uk]  
Sent: 14 June 2017 07:58 
To: Benson, Gillian (NE); Nick J. Law 
Cc: Commercial Services (NE); Wildlife Licensing Mailbox Areas 5, 6 and 7-East Midlands and Mercia; Hildred, Ryan 
(NE) 
Subject: RE: DAS 2713 Plot K/EMP3 Prologis Park  
   
Dear Gillian,  
 
Further to our phone conversation last week, would it be possible to book in a telecon with yourself and Ryan on 
Friday morning to discuss the above?  
   
Regards,  
 
Bob.  
   
Bob Simpson MCIEEM | Associate  
BSc(Hons), MSc, PhD  
   
   

fpcr   |   FPCR Environment and Design Ltd, Lockington Hall, Lockington, Derby, DE74 2RH 
Office: 01509 672772. Mobile: 07815 967145.  www.fpcr.co.uk  
 

   
■ masterplanning & urban design ■ environmental assessment ■ landscape ■ ecology ■ architecture ■ arboriculture 
   
Offices also at: Addlepool Business Centre, Clyst St George, Exeter. EX3 ONR. 01392 874499 
Unit 8 Dunley Hill Court, Dunley Hill Farm, Ranmore, Dorking. RH5 6SX. 01483 282523  
The National Agri-Food Innovation Campus, Sand Hutton, York, YO41 1LZ. 01904 406112  
   

      
   
   
Job Ref: 1236  
   
From: Bob Simpson  
Sent: 15 May 2017 14:46 
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Follow the South Mercia team on Twitter - @NESouthMercia  
www.gov.uk/natural-england  
We are here to secure a healthy natural environment for people to enjoy, where wildlife is protected and 
England’s traditional landscapes are safeguarded for future generations.  
   
In an effort to reduce Natural England's carbon footprint I will, wherever possible, avoid travelling to 
meetings and attend via audio, video or web conferencing.  
   

This email and any attachments is intended for the named recipient only. If 
you have received it in error you have no authority to use, disclose, store or copy any of its contents and you 
should destroy it and inform the sender. Whilst this email and associated attachments will have been 
checked for known viruses whilst within the Natural England systems, we can accept no responsibility once 
it has left our systems. Communications on Natural England systems may be monitored and/or recorded to 
secure the effective operation of the system and for other lawful purposes.  

FPCR Environment and Design Ltd is a private limited company, registered in England and Wales. Company No. 07128076. Registered office: Lockington Hall, Lockington, Derby DE74 2RH. The 
contents of this message are confidential and are intended solely for the person or persons addressed. Any views, or opinions presented, are solely those of the author and do not necessarily 
represent those of FPCR Environment and Design Ltd. If you are not the addressed person, be advised that you have received this message in error and notify us immediately by telephone on +44 
(0)1509 672772, or reply by e-mail to the sender of this message - Exchange  
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To: 'Benson, Gillian (NE)'; Nick J. Law 
Cc: Commercial Services (NE); Wildlife Licensing Mailbox Areas 5, 6 and 7-East Midlands and Mercia 
Subject: RE: DAS 2713 Plot K/EMP3 Prologis Park  
   
Dear Gillian,  
   
Sorry for taking so long to respond to the below.  
   
Please find attached our response to your initial advice.  
   
We look forward to hearing from you.  
   
Kind Regards,  
   
Bob.  
   
Bob Simpson MCIEEM | Associate  
BSc(Hons), MSc, PhD  
   
   

fpcr   |   FPCR Environment and Design Ltd, Lockington Hall, Lockington, Derby, DE74 2RH 
Office: 01509 672772. Mobile: 07815 967145.  www.fpcr.co.uk  
 

   
■ masterplanning & urban design ■ environmental assessment ■ landscape ■ ecology ■ architecture ■ arboriculture 
   
Offices also at: Addlepool Business Centre, Clyst St George, Exeter. EX3 ONR. 01392 874499 
Unit 8 Dunley Hill Court, Dunley Hill Farm, Ranmore, Dorking. RH5 6SX. 01483 282523  
The National Agri-Food Innovation Campus, Sand Hutton, York, YO41 1LZ. 01904 406112  
   

      
   
   
Job Ref: 1236  
   
From: Benson, Gillian (NE) [mailto:Gillian.Benson@naturalengland.org.uk]  
Sent: 18 April 2017 08:21 
To: Nick J. Law 
Cc: Commercial Services (NE); Wildlife Licensing Mailbox Areas 5, 6 and 7-East Midlands and Mercia 
Subject: DAS 2713 Plot K/EMP3 Prologis Park  
   
Dear Nick  
   
Please accept my apologies for not providing this advice to you before the Easter break.   
   
Please find attached discretionary advice regarding Prologis Plot K/EMP3. If you have any queries or 
would like to arrange a time to discuss, please get in touch on my number below or via email.  
   
   
   
Kind regards  
   
Gillian Benson  
Wildlife Management Adviser  
Sustainable Development - South Mercia Area  
Natural England  
County Hall  
Spetchley Road  
Worcester  
WR5 2NP  
Tel: 02080261060  
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3. Discretionary Advice Service Telecon Summary 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Dear Gillian and Ryan, 
 
Further to our telecon on 16th June 2017, thank you both for taking the time to discuss the proposed 
scheme for the above site in relation to our previous GCN DAS request and the subsequent 
comments/discussions. 
 
It is understood that due to the level of detail within a DAS application submission, you are unable to 
provide a definitive ‘yes’ or ‘no’ at this stage as to whether you consider that the proposals meet the 
Favourable Conservation Status (such a decision can only be made once you are in receipt of details 
typically associated with a detailed Licence approval).  Furthermore, it is also noted that the advice 
provided within the DAS (and our subsequent discussions) is offered in order to assist our client and 
ourselves in ultimately producing a scheme that will be suitable to meet the required FCS Test at the 
appropriate time and that the extent and the fashion in which we implement this advice is a decision 
for ourselves. 
 
With all this in mind please therefore find a summary of our discussion points/your 
recommendations for your records (for clarity we have referred to the proposed development site 
(Plot K) as ‘plot’ within the below). 
 
Wider Phased Mitigation Strategy 

• The proposed plot currently forms part of the Prologis Country Park (PCP) which was 
provided (amongst other things) in order to mitigate for the loss of the terrestrial and 
aquatic habitat associated with the previous colliery site lost to provide Kersley Business 
Park.  Natural England do not actively discourage development on such areas, however, (as 
with all sites) appropriate justification as to this use needs to be provided. 

• Any Licence application would therefore need to provide a history of the entire Kersley 
Business Park (from initial application onwards) demonstrating how the population initially 
present has changed (grown) over time and how (we consider) the Favourable Conservation 
Status of the species has been enhanced over this time as a result. 

• Such history/justification should be results-led from the extensive monitoring effort that has 
taken place since the original applications. 

• The development of the proposed plot should be tied-into this history and 
impacts/opportunities provided by this scheme discussed within the context of the long-
term implications on both the Small population of GCN present at the outset of the site-wide 
mitigation strategy and, going forward, the Medium population present today. 

• Such inclusion should also extend to any proposed management, with any GCN habitats 
provided as part of the plot proposals included within the Habitat Maintenance and 
Management Plan covering the entire Country Park. 

• Where possible the proposed scheme for the plot should review potential opportunities for 
further increasing the population size-class across the wider area (ideally to a Large 
population). 

 
Site-Level Mitigation and Tunnels 

• The proposals for the plot (as with many) would ultimately result in a net loss of habitats for 
GCN, however, such loss is acceptable providing it can be justified.  Such justification should 
be based upon the likely use of the existing habitats and the provision and subsequent use 
of habitats of higher quality for GCN 

• Opportunities for connective measures excluding the use of tunnels (concerns were raised 
regarding their long-term management) should be investigated including the potential use of 
appropriate SuDS with permeable drainage dropped kerbs etc.  The connectivity option 
chosen should be driven by the level (and timing) of likely traffic movement during the site’s 



operational phase.  In the event that tunnels were deemed the only appropriate solution 
investigation into shallower/smaller tunnels should be undertaken (e.g. Acco climate 
tunnels) as these we considered to offer potentially more suitable conditions for GCN 
(although their use would also come with some management issues). 

• Irrespective of the use (or otherwise) of tunnels the provision of two further waterbodies 
(either-side of any access roads) was discussed with a view to enhancing connectivity around 
plot and encouraging further GCN use.  Whilst one such pond would likely be constrained by 
the size and shape of the available space this was not considered to be a significant issue. 

• The provision of further waterbodies at the expense of terrestrial habitat was not 
considered to be an issue (FPCR consider that the shortage of suitable waterbodies is often 
more of a limiting factor to GCN population growth than a shortage of terrestrial habitat). 

• With regards to the on-plot provision Natural England discussed the potential of increasing 
the area of landscaping within the eastern section of the plot (adjacent the PCP), however, it 
is understood that for reasons of economic viability this could only really be achieved with 
an associated decrease in the proposed landscaping along the western boundary which is 
probably unachievable from a planning aspect due to the need for screening of adjacent 
residential dwellings. 

• Opportunities for off-plot enhancements (within the adjacent PCP) were discussed and it 
was considered that the provision of new GCN-optimal waterbodies and/or the 
enhancement of existing ones outside the current ‘core’ area of the Country Park would 
likely be greatly beneficial to the existing population and greatly enhance the likely use of 
the plot by a greater number of GCN than currently use the plot. 

• Terrestrial provision along the north-western boundary of PCP was also discussed with a 
view to enhancing the connectivity between it and the plot (and hence the likely use of the 
plot by GCN).  This (in-conjunction with the potential provision of aquatic habitats discussed 
above) was considered in-keeping with the proposed inclusion and treatment of any 
subsequent on-plot mitigation within/as part of the wider scheme. 

 
 
It is therefore considered by FPCR that the appropriate implementation of the advice kindly provided 
by Natural England (specifically with regards to fully integrating the proposed development into the 
wider area through appropriate habitat provision (both on-plot and within PCP) and the inclusion of 
the plot into a site-wide management programme) would be sufficient to address any queries 
previously raised.  As such, we consider that the Favourable Conservation Status of the Local 
population of GCN would be enhanced as a result of the proposals and, as such, an appropriate 
Licence application would meet the FCS Test. 
 
For the reasons detailed in this document, it is noted that Natural England are unable to confirm at 
this stage whether they consider that an application would meet the FCS Test, however, following 
our discussion it is my opinion that you are broadly in agreement with the above. 
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4. Indicative GCN Mitigation Strategy Plan 
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