From: Charlotte Watkins 
Sent: 11 April 2013 14:04
To: Rebecca Horley
Subject: RE: Land between Birmingham London Rail Line and Gavray Drive, Bicester
Hi Rebecca
 

Commenting on the ecology section alone, yes Dominic Woodfield is asking for a little more certainly than I suggested in my response but I have to say that none of it strikes me as unreasonable. As ever it is a judgement call as to how much information is sufficient but I do take his point (I believe I made a similar one) that if there is no proposed layout in conjunction with the ecology assessment showing how things can be accommodated then there is an argument for asking for a more comprehensive assessment in order to cover every possible base as we don't know what might be affected where. I have gone through the different aspects he mentions below and commented:
 

Grassland
As regards the grassland assessment, this I understood is already proposed - he is suggesting a fuller assessment and discussion of the findings as regards their status as NVC communitites/transitional communities. I would have thought this could easily be done with not much further effort. I would expect them to be including bryophytes in their assessment anyway. I see no problem with asking for this fuller analysis of grassland surveys to be included, I can see that it might be helpful.
 

Invertebrates
Whilst we have all asked for the butterfly interest to be readdressed fully I believe BBOWT have also requested full invertebrate surveys. I did not include them in my response as I was rather neutral on the necessity for one however since two interested parties have requested an invertebrate survey and BBOWT have a good knowledge of the site it is my subsequent opinion that it would be prudent to include one. This is a significant amount of work but I can foresee future problems if this is not included. I certainly do not think this could be seen as unreasonable as there has indeed been little done on them to date to rule out interest.
 

Other amphibians besides GCN
I would have expected comment on other amphibians besides great crested newts as part of the assessment on site anyway. It would be unusual to make no comment on any other findings which would inevitably come to light as part of the GCN survey but if it might help to have this explicitly laid out as a factor we want including then I'm all for that.
 

Reptiles
These are already proposed for resurvey and comments on best practice surveying levels made.
 

Breeding birds
I also asked for this (or a justification as to why not) so I am totally in agreement. As regards winter bird surveys - this is easily done and they will surveying on site in winter for other species as far as I can tell so why not include them - would be happy to discuss this further with EDP if they have issues with it. I am unaware of any data on snipe and woodcock but both are Amber status species so it would be worth knowing if there were likely to be impacts on them although almost impossible to mitigate for on site I imagine. 
 

Bats
Repeat surveys for activity and tree roosts are already proposed, I dont think he is requesting anything further than already suggested.
 

Watervoles
If he is referring to entirely new information from the EA as regards water vole immediately downstream then this should be looked into (I can try and verify this for you if you like). Otherwise I felt these had been addressed previously and that little had changed on site with regard to water voles and otters.
 

Cumulative impacts
I agree with his comments on this although on the local scale it may be difficult to assess the likely impacts of dog walkers, recreational disturbance etc.. until there is a layout of proposed use for each area.
 

Sorry I can't make any helpful comment on any of the other sections he addresses.
If you want to have a chat about any of this further then just book me in for some time over the next couple of weeks.
Regards
Charlotte
Dr Charlotte Watkins 
Ecology Officer 

Cherwell District Council 
Tel no: 01295 227912 Ext:7912 
Mobile: 07867 983287 
email: charlotte.watkins@cherwell-dc.gov.uk 
www.cherwell.gov.uk 

 



From: Rebecca Horley 
Sent: 10 April 2013 15:51
To: 'Charlotte Frizzell'; Charlotte Watkins; 'Postlethwaite, Sarah - E&E Infrastructure Planning'; 'Beccy Micklem'
Subject: FW: Land between Birmingham London Rail Line and Gavray Drive, Bicester
All
 

Thank you for your comments on this scoping opinion application 13/00001/SCOP.
 

Please find attached letter I have recently received from Dominic Woodfield and I wondered if you could assist me in determining whether or not what Dominic is asking for (particularly on the ecology side) as part of the EIA is reasonable and would properly serve the purposes of this scoping opinion for a revised EIA.  He seems to be asking for information which goes  beyond what you, as statutory consultees, are asking for but the decision on what the developers should be providing rests with this Authority.  As experts in this feild, I would appreciate your input/s in order to assist in my making this decision. 
 

I look forward to hearing from you as soon as you are able.
 

Kind regards 
Rebecca Horley BSc (Hons) MRTPI 
Senior Planning Officer 
Public Protection & Development Management 
Cherwell District Council 
Ext 1837 
Direct Dial 01295 221837 
mailto: rebecca.horley@cherwell-dc.gov.uk 
www.cherwell.gov.uk 

 



From: Dominic Woodfield - 
Sent: 28 March 2013 13:16
To: Rebecca Horley
Cc: Louise Wright; Planning
Subject: RE: Land between Birmingham London Rail Line and Gavray Drive, Bicester
Dear Rebecca

Please find attached my response to the scoping consultation.

Best regards

Dominic Woodfield MIEEM CEnv
Director

Bioscan (UK) Ltd
The Old Parlour
Little Baldon Farm
Oxford
OX44 9PU

