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14/02004/HYBRID

With regard to the above application I have the following comments:

There are a number of ecological constraints on site in the form of valuable habitats (hedgerows, woodland, grassland), some of which is to be retained or replaced elsewhere on site. The overall planting strategy is fairly good in terms of maintaining and improving connectivity across the site. The large area of proposed wildflower meadow could constitute ecological gain on site if well managed. A plan of how this will be used for amenity purposes needs to be formulated to ensure its conservation value is not compromised by its use for amenity. Ideally there should be an aim for some areas of green space to remain undisturbed with lighter public use to increase their value to wildlife.

In addition there is a range of protected species on site which are likely to be affected to some extent (dormice, badgers, bats, Great Crested Newts, polecat, reptiles). 

A number of bat species including the rarer Barbastelle utilise the site for foraging as shown by the activity surveys.  I am heartened to see the lighting master plan is well thought out and refers to the Bat Conservation Trust guidelines to ensure some areas of dark bat commuting corridor are maintained. A CEMP should include the construction lighting strategy to ensure that disturbance is minimised during construction also (also important for Dormice).

Further information on the following protected species needs to be submitted to the LPA for approval prior to any site clearance, demolition or ground works: Bats (buildings and trees), Dormice, Reptiles, Great Crested Newts and Badgers including up to date surveys as required, method statements , full mitigation both during construction and the long term, details of receptor sites where appropriate and whether licences are required. These need to be conditioned either as part of the CEMP and LEMP/HMP or separately. Currently the proposals regarding these species are appropriate.
Full details of the proposed off site compensation for breeding birds needs to be submitted for approval. In general I do not think the mitigation for farmland birds as proposed goes far enough – limited largely to half a dozen skylark plots (13.1.337). In order to achieve a net gain for biodiversity overall in line with NPPF recommendations I would like to see more measures included for these species off site – conservation headlands and commitments for management of hedgerows and field margins in the wider and adjacent landscape should be secured to ameliorate the loss to arable breeding birds. Clearance of the site and any preliminary works should take into account the potential presence of ground nesting birds on the arable fields which are protected during the breeding season.

The ecological report suggests a number of ecological enhancements on site including provision within the built environment, full details of types and locations of boxes should be submitted as part of a biodiversity enhancement scheme (or within a LEMP). The appropriateness of marsh tit boxes should be confirmed with the RPSB - as they do not readily take to nest boxes - along with specific management regimes for the woodland if this species is being targeted. 

I would suggest the following conditions in addition to the above:

K11 Nesting Birds: No Works Between March and August

All site clearance (including all vegetation removal, movement of vehicles on site and all ground works) shall be timed so as to avoid the bird nesting/breeding season from 1st March to 31st August inclusive, unless, in the case of a tree that is required to be removed for health and safety reasons, or the Local Planning Authority has confirmed in writing that such works can commence based on the submission of a recent survey (no older than one month) that has been undertaken by an ecologist to assess the nesting bird activity on site (including ground nesting birds) together with details of measures to protect the nesting bird interest on the site and subsequent monthly checks throughout the breeding season.  

Reason KR1
K17 Biodiversity Enhancement

Prior to the commencement of the development hereby approved, including any demolition, and any works of site clearance, a method statement for enhancing the biodiveristy shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. Thereafter, the biodiversity enhancement measures shall be carried out and retained in accordance with the approved details.

Reason KR2

K20 Landscape and Ecological Management Plan (LEMP)

Prior to the commencement of the development hereby approved, a Landscape and Ecology Management Plan (LEMP) shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.

Thereafter, the LEMP shall be carried out in accordance with the approved details.

Reason KR2

K20 Ecological Supervision

Prior to the commencement of the development, including any demolition and any works of site clearance, full details of the role, responsibilities and operations to be overseen by a qualified supervising ecologist(s) shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority.

Thereafter, the development shall be overseen by the qualified ecologist(s) in accordance with the approved details.

Reason KR2

K21 Construction Environmental Management Plans (CEMP) for Biodiversity

Prior to the commencement of the development hereby approved, including any demolition and any works of site clearance, a Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP), which shall include details of the measures to be taken to ensure that construction works do not adversely affect biodiversity shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. Thereafter, the development shall be carried out in accordance with the approved CEMP.

Reason KR2

K23 Use of Native Species

All species used in the planting proposals associated with the development shall be native species of UK provenance.

Reason KR3

Please get back to me to discuss any of the above
Regards
Charlotte
Dr Charlotte Watkins

Ecology Officer

