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The Lodge, 1 Armstrong Road, Littlemore
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Ms R Horley

Public Protection and Development Management

Bodicote House
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Oxfordshire

OX15 4AA

19th March 2014





Your Ref: 14/00001/SCOP
Dear Ms Horley,

Re: Scoping Opinion – Residential Development at Land Between Birmingham London Rail Line and Gavray Drive Bicester.
Thank you for consulting the Berks, Bucks & Oxon Wildlife Trust (BBOWT) on the above EIA Scoping.

As you are aware, we have been involved as consultees for this site for many years and would hope that this opportunity is taken to overcome some of the long running concerns that we and others have had in terms of the approach to ecology on this sensitive site.

We welcome the additional surveys which have been carried out in 2013.

We are extremely concerned about the proposal to “scope out” the following by not considering them as “Valued Ecological Receptors” (see paragraph 5.32):

“the overall invertebrate assemblage”

“the overall bird assemblage”

In addition there are several other matters which will need addressing in the EIA as described below.

Overall invertebrate assemblage:
Paragraph 5.32 includes “the overall invertebrate assemblage” as “not currently considered to be a VER (Valued Ecological Receptor)”. This suggestion is in sharp contrast to the conclusion drawn by the invertebrate report by Colin Plan Associates, extracts of which are as follows:

“that there is a high incumbent invertebrate ecology interest at Gavray Drive;”

“this is expressed in the overall biodiversity and in results of assemblage-type analysis as well as in the presence of some key species of high individual nature conservation importance;”
”ISIS analysis shows that there is no significant change since 2005 and this in turn suggests a stable and established community structure;

“The interest is evenly spread across the site so that no particular area can be determined as making a greater contribution than any other;”

“Loss of or damage to a part of the site will, therefore, likely prove to have a negative impact on invertebrate ecology;”

“The high value of the invertebrate interest encountered together with the reliance of individual species upon more than one physical area and in particular the presence of a continuous network of established and well-structured hedgerows suggests that the complete loss of the site, or the loss of a major part of the site, would have a negative impact at the highest level. Given the presence of certain species of raised individual value this negative impact would apply at regional level or higher.”
The proposal of separating out black, brown and white-letter hairstreak butterflies as VERs, but not considering the overall invertebrate assemblage as a VER is not consistent with the above statement of:  “……this is expressed in the overall biodiversity and in results of assemblage-type analysis as well as in the presence of some key species of high individual nature conservation importance”

The assessment of district value for the site in paragraph 3.134 of the Ecology Scoping Report is not consistent with the statement by Colin Plant Associates that “the complete loss of the site, or the loss of a major part of the site, would have a negative impact at the highest level. Given the presence of certain species of raised individual value this negative impact would apply at regional level or higher.” Even if the value of the assemblage is no higher than District level then this should still prompt the overall invertebrate assemblage to be considered a VER. In conclusion the overall invertebrate assemblage should be assessed as a Valued Ecological Receptor in the EIA.
Overall bird assemblage

Paragraph 5.32 includes “the overall bird assemblage” as “not currently considered to be a VER (Valued Ecological Receptor)”. However the evaluation of the bird surveys considered the site to be of “no more than district level” value for breeding birds and of “local to district to value for wintering birds”. As this is stating that the site is therefore a significant site for birds in the entire District then this value should be assessed in the EIA. There will clearly be impact on a number of priority species, and birds of conservation concern. Indeed the LWS citation quoted in the Ecology Scoping Report specifically mentions that the site is notable for both priority bird species and Birds of Conservation Concern (see paragraph 3.6). In conclusion the overall bird assemblage should be assessed as a Valued Ecological Receptor in the EIA.
Botanical survey
We welcome the submission of a detailed botanical survey with the Scoping Report. This notes that for a variety of reasons Field 2 was not able to be assessed in sufficient detail to be able to attribute a NVC community. Nevertheless, as this field still has unimproved grassland then its quality and the impact of development must be evaluated in the context of the EIA. 
Harvest Mouse

We welcome the submission of a survey for harvest mouse. There is clear evidence of a population being present on site. Harvest mouse is a priority species and of limited distribution in Oxfordshire. Therefore the impact on this population should be evaluated in the EIA by including harvest mouse as a Valued Ecological Receptor.
Hydrological assessment
We welcome the note in paragraph 5.27 that the effects of localised raising of ground levels will be considered; any effect on the hydrology of the retained LWS needs to be taken into account in this assessment.
Net gain in biodiversity

The EIA should demonstrate how the development will result in a net gain in biodiversity (in line with paragraph 109 of the NPPF). This is particularly relevant given the location of the site within the Ray Conservation Target Area, and Policy ESD 11 in the Submission Cherwell Local Plan. Proposed mitigation and enhancement measures for all identified receptors need to be included within the EIA. 

I hope these comments are useful; should you wish to discuss any of the matters raised, please do not hesitate to get in touch.

Yours sincerely,

Neil Rowntree

Senior Conservation Officer (Oxfordshire)
