
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX D 
 

Ecology Note 
 



 

J/7323/ECO/Ecology Note_Feb 2018 

 

 

 
 
 

February 2018 

 

 

Land north of Bedworth Road, Bulkington  
  

 

1.1 This note has been prepared by FPCR Environment & Design Ltd in respect of 

land north of Bedworth Road, Bulkington.  

 

1.2 The following surveys have undertaken by ecologists from FPCR during the 

appropriate survey seasons: 

 

i) Desk Study; 

ii) Phase 1 Habitat Survey (June 2016); 

iii) Hedgerow survey (June 2016); 

iv) Badger survey (June 2016 and September 2017); 

v) Habitat suitability index (HSI) and Environmental DNA (eDNA) survey 

of accessible neighbouring ponds (May 2016); 

vi) Tree assessment for bat roost potential (from ground-level) (March 

2016); 

vii) Bat transect surveys (May, June and September 2017); 

viii) Static (passive) bat detector surveys (May, June and September 2017). 

 

1.3 FPCR have produced an Ecological Appraisal report that details the results of 

the above surveys, provides an assessment of the ecological value of the site, 

and identifies relevant constraints on development and opportunities for 

mitigation with respect to ecology and biodiversity, in accordance with the 

Guidelines for Ecological Report Writing (CIEEM 2015).  

 

1.4 From the site survey work undertaken, a number of reasoned conclusions can 

be drawn: 

 

Statutory and Non-statutory Sites  

 

ix) There are no statutory or non-statutory sites of ecological value 

present within the application site.   
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The Weston Wood Railway Embankment potential Local Wildlife Site 

(pLWS) borders the application site to the west.  This has no public 

access therefore no impact due to recreational use is anticipated.  To 

protect and enhance this feature in the long term a 10-15m wide 

habitat corridor is recommended as part of the scheme.  If possible 

this should be planted with native species grassland, shrubs and tree 

groups, and maintained as wildlife friendly public open space.  
 

x) With implementation of the above there are no anticipated significant 

impacts to local statutory and non-statutory sites of nature 

conservation value. 

 

On-site Habitats  

 

xi) The site is c.6.4ha in size and comprises two arable fields, field 

boundary hedgerows, occasional hedgerow trees and a dry ditch. 

 

xii) On-site hedgerows are not considered to be of high ecological value 

(HEGs grades of 3 and 3- indicating moderate value) and are not 

considered to be of importance under the Hedgerow Regulations.  

They are however comprised of native species therefore quality as 

NERC Act (S.41) priority habitat.  As such it is recommended that they 

are retained where possible within the scheme.  Any unavoidable loss 

can be mitigated via replacement native species planting.  Translocation 

of removed hedgerow sections to new locations within the site should 

also be considered (hedgerow removal should be undertaken outside 

of the bird nesting season). 

 

xiii) Arable habitats and associated field margins are typically species-poor 

and of negligible ecological value.  Minor loss of native grassland 

associated with the scheme can be mitigated for via inclusion of 

relatively small areas of species rich native grassland planting within 

areas of POS. 

 

Protected Species 

 

xiv) The single, mature ash within the southern half of the internal 

hedgerow was assessed via ground level survey to having high 

potential to support bat roosts.  The Appraisal Layout Plan (Geoff Perry 

Associates Ltd. 23/02/2017) indicates that this tree and linking 

hedgerow habitat can be retained within the scheme.  The lighting 

scheme in the vicinity of the tree, both during construction and as part 

of the completed scheme, should aim to avoid illumination of this tree 

and linking hedgerow (ideally <1lux).  Given the retention of the tree 

with appropriate sensitive lighting there would be no further survey 

required, and no statutory constraint with respect to potential bat 

roosts. 
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xv) As above, it is recommended that existing hedgerows are retained 

intact where possible as these provide suitable commuting habitat for 

bats and other wildlife, and suitable nesting opportunities for a range 

of common urban edge and farmland bird species.   

 

xvi) The lighting scheme should aim to retain hedgerows and POS as dark 

corridors as far as practicable (<1lux).  

 

xvii) There is opportunity within the site green infrastructure to provide 

replacement native shrub/trees/tree group planting to mitigate minor 

losses and provide an overall habitat enhancement in terms of 

structural diversity and species diversity.  The planting scheme should 

aim to provide alternative corridors of movement through the site. 

 

xviii) The site provides suitable foraging opportunities for badger, however 

no evidence of this species was recorded on site.  Badger is not 

identified as a statutory constraint to the proposed scheme.  An 

updating badger survey is recommended prior to site works 

commencing, in order to ensure baseline data remains up to date. 

 

xix) An off-site pond c.150m to the northeast of the site supports breeding 

great crested newt (GCN), confirmed via eDNA survey.  On-site and 

intervening habitats are largely of poor quality for use by this species, 

though a c.225m section of perimeter hedgerow provides some 

limited habitat connectivity between the pond and the site.   

 

xx) It is recommended that if possible all land within 250m of the off-site 

pond (c0.8ha within the north-eastern corner of the site) is retained as 

public open space with no land modelling works.  Failing this, the site 

layout should aim to retain continuous habitat corridors linking to the 

north-eastern corner and connecting to green space supporting 

habitats such as hedgerow and taller sward/tussocky grassland. 

 

xxi) Once planning permission is obtained a derogation/EPSL licence will 

likely be required from Natural England in order that works can 

proceed without the risk of an offence being committed.  As part of 

the licencing process a detailed mitigation plan and translocation 

scheme including any timing constraints will be agreed with NE.  It will 

be necessary to trap out land within 250m of the pond (or potentially 

500m, depending on the population size – see below), with any GCN 

found translocated to a pre-prepared receptor area on site. 

 

xxii) It is not possible to establish a GCN population size via eDNA survey 

therefore NE will likely require full aquatic survey data to be provided 

in support of the licence application.  The appropriate survey period 

for aquatic surveys is March-mid-June inclusive, with half of the six 
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survey visits timed during the optimal survey period (mid-April to mid-

May). 

 

xxiii) The site is not considered suitable to support reptiles, otter, or water 

vole.  A minor (non-significant) impact is anticipated for brown hare if 

present locally, however this is not identified as a statutory constraint 

to the proposed scheme. 

 

Overview 

1.5 Comprehensive ecological surveys have been undertaken, the results of which 

have been considered within the evolving scheme design, which takes 

account of the (limited) features of ecological value (hedgerows and tree) and 

retains these within the site Green Infrastructure where possible. 

 

1.6 The proposed scheme will include a variety of new landscape habitats nit 

currently present, such as tree groups and a balancing pond.  Opportunities 

for further ecological enhancement will be explored such as habitat creation 

in the form of new species rich meadow grassland, native flowering lawn and 

wetland/marginal grassland.   

 

1.7 In summary, given the retention of features of ecological value, the 

implementation of precautionary works and timing restrictions as outlined 

above, and the provision of tree and grassland planting as indicated within 

the Appraisal Layout Plan, no significant long-term effects on 

protected/notable species or the biodiversity value of the site is anticipated.  

Further, there is opportunity for the scheme to achieve an overall nett 

biodiversity gain via provision of additional diverse native habitats throughout 

the site green infrastructure, with native grassland and wet/marginal grassland 

recommended.  

 

 

 


