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1 Introduction  

BACKGROUND  

1.1 The Ecology Consultancy was commissioned by Rother Valley Railway Ltd to 

prepare a stand-alone document that captures all of the additional information 

required to discharge planning condition 3 for the Rother Valley Railway site (Track 

Reinstatement between Austen’s Bridge and Junction Road), Robertsbridge, East 

Sussex.  

1.2 It should be noted that planning permission and conditions apply to the whole 

scheme -  

reinstatement of the Rother Valley Railway from Northbridge Street, Robertsbridge, 

to Junction Road, Bodiam. The environmental statement for this scheme that 

supported the planning application was drafted in respect of the entire route and in 

the absence of survey data, was based on assumptions of presence and the 

likelihood of different habitats and species being present.  

1.3 This document covers only the section of the site from Austen’s Bridge to Junction 

Road only and will be updated for the other sections as the scheme progresses. This 

and other supporting documents have been created after site specific surveys for 

this section of the track only.   

1.4 Planning condition number 3 (Application Number RR/2014/1608/P) issued by 

Rother District Council is as below:  

No development shall take place until a further detailed site-specific ecological 

assessment, carried out by suitably qualified and experienced ecologists has been 

submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The 

assessment must employ best practice and should include, but not be limited to: 

a) surveys of the proposed development site as well as its immediate surroundings 

b) identifying and evaluating existing ecological features including any key species, 

including protected species, invasive species, and habitats  

c) precise recommendations for minimising negative impacts and maximising net 

biodiversity gains thorough habitat management, enhancement, creation of 

compensatory habitat and habitat restoration.  



   

 

The Ecology Consultancy Ltd 

Rother Valley Railway / S ite-Specific Ecological Assessment – Additional Info / Rother Valley Railway Ltd 3 3 

SCOPE OF THE REPORT  

1.5 This document provides details as requested by Dr Kate Cole (County Ecologist for 

East Sussex County Council) in her letter dated 22 August 2018 (ref: 

RR/2018/2095/DC). These details include (where necessary) the qualifications and 

experience of ecologists whom undertook the surveys and the justification for survey 

standards and effort. 

1.6 This document has been written by Rosanna Marston BSc MSc ACIEEM, an 

Ecologist who has over six years’ consultancy experience.  

1.7 This document has been prepared with reference to best practice guidance as 

detailed in British Standard 42020:2013 Biodiversity - Code of Practice for 

Biodiversity and Development (BSI, 2013). 

SITE CONTEXT AND STATUS  

1.8 The site is the stretch of track between Austen’s Bridge and Junction Road B2244, 

east of Robertsbridge, East Sussex. The site covers approximately 1.659 hectares 

(ha) in total and is centred on Ordnance Survey National Grid Reference TQ 7688 

2414. 

1.9 The site comprises a wooded embankment (former railway line) with smaller areas of 

dense scrub, tall ruderal vegetation, bare ground and poor semi-improved grassland. 

To the north and east of the site are grassland fields. To the west is the River Rother 

(running under Austen’s bridge) and to the east is Junction Road B2244.   

DESCRIPTION OF THE DEVELOPMENT 

1.10 Current proposals for the site involve the reinstatement of the railway line between 

Austen’s Bridge and Junction Road B2244. This will result in the loss of 

approximately 0.427ha of semi-natural habitats including 0.410ha of woodland and 

scrub.  

1.11 The heritage railway only runs for 6 months of the year, during the summer. During 

this period, there would only be 10 trains a day (five in each direction), except for 

seven days of the year when there would be 14 trains (seven in each direction). All 

trains would be outside the hours of peak traffic flow (rush hours) and run from 



   

 

The Ecology Consultancy Ltd 

Rother Valley Railway / S ite-Specific Ecological Assessment – Additional Info / Rother Valley Railway Ltd 4 4 

approximately 10:40 – 18:00. The trains are restricted to a maximum of 25 mph (40 

kph). 
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2 Site-Specific Ecological Assessment – 

Additional Information 

 BREEDING BIRDS 

  Justification for Survey Standards and Effort 

  Overview  

2.1 The Environmental Statement Addendum (November 2016) states that a wider suite 

of birds than originally assumed is likely to be present, including some listed on 

Schedule 1 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended). However the 

entire length of the proposed route to which the Environmental Statement Addendum 

refers to is made up of a more diverse number of habitats than the site itself, which 

consists nearly entirely of scrub and secondary woodland habitats. These habitats 

are considered largely unsuitable for any Schedule 1 species that might occur (see 

below). For these reasons, it was not deemed necessary to undertake breeding bird 

surveys, on the assumption that a range of common bird species would be present.      

  Barn Owl 

2.2 An assessment of the site for its potential to support barn owl Tyto alba was 

undertaken on 28 November 2018 by Bob Antonini – whose CV is presented in 

Appendix 1. 

2.3 Just one tree was identified on-site with low potential to support a barn owl roost, 

this was a mature double stem crack willow with broken limbs. One of the broken 

limbs had left a large cavity on the trunk with an upward facing aspect. 

2.4 This tree was located off the main embankment and therefore the main trunk will 

remain unaffected by the proposed works. There remains the possibility that the 

branches of this tree will require remedial works, and if this is the case this tree will 

be climbed prior to any remedial works to inspect it for the presence of barn owls. 

  Nightingale  

2.5 An assessment of the site for its potential to support nightingale Luscinia 

megarhynchos was undertaken on 28 November 2018 by Bob Antonini.  
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2.6 Most of the site was assessed as being of low potential to support nightingale, as it 

was heavily shaded and the scrub was not very well developed. The exception to 

this was sporadic open patches with thicker bramble cover. Overall the site was 

deemed to lack the scrub cover nightingales prefer, and is unlikely to be a key site 

that requires protection.    

  Other Schedule 1 Birds  

2.7 The Environmental Statement Addendum (November 2016) states that a wider suite 

of birds than barn owl should be assumed present along the proposed route 

including kingfisher Alcedo atthis (Schedule 1), lapwing Vanellus vanellus, meadow 

pipit Anthus pratensis and skylark Alauda arvensis. The proposed route is made up 

of a more diverse number of habitats than the site however, which consists nearly 

entirely of scrub and woodland habitats. These would not typically support breeding 

kingfisher, lapwing, meadow pipit or skylark. 

 BADGERS  

 Surveyor Qualifications and Assessment of Setts  

2.8 The badger Meles meles survey (CLM, 2018a) was undertaken by Jonathan Bramley 

- whose CV is presented in Appendix 1.  Jonathan has surveyed for badgers since 

around 2000, and worked on mitigation projects since around 2008. A recent 

example of his work (2018) is the closing of an active sett and replacement with two 

setts on a site near Ashford.  

2.9 The assessment of the badger setts for the Protected Species Plan, Landscape and 

Ecology Management Plan (LEMP) and Construction Environmental Management 

Plan (CEMP) was made following site visits carried out by Rosanna Marston and 

Giles Coe on 29 March 2018. Rosanna and Giles CV’s are also provided in Appendix 

1. 

2.10 The visit carried out by Giles and Rosanna on 29 March 2018 supersedes the 

assessment made by CLM (2018a) and the mitigation has been based on this visit.  
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BATS 

  Justification for Survey Standards and Effort 

2.11 The bat surveys undertaken by CLM were intended to be a mixture of both activity 

surveys (transect) and emergence/re-entry surveys. They successfully identified the 

presence of a maternity roost of soprano pipistrelle Pipistrellus pygmaeus and 

Daubenton’s bats Myotis daubentonii and established that the woodland/scrub edge 

was used by foraging and commuting common pipistrelle Pipistrellus pipistrellus, 

soprano pipistrelle and Daubenton’s bats.  

2.12 Although the site was assessed as having high suitability to support bats, the 

proposed scheme is not considered high impact, given that just 0.427ha of habitats 

will be lost (excluded the bat roost) and the woodland edge used for foraging and 

commuting will be retained. There is considered to be a low likelihood of train strikes 

by bats given the low speed of trains and their ceasing to run after 18:00. There is 

the potential for habitat removal on the embankment to improve the sites function 

for foraging bats. Bats within woodland are more closely associated with foraging in 

rides and clearings than within cluttered habitat. The opening up of this area for the 

passage of trains will therefore in effect create a woodland ride.For these reasons, it 

was deemed sufficient to undertake one survey visit per month during the peak 

activity period (July to September).  

2.13 It is acknowledged that the surveys did not employ the use of static detectors. The 

use of these detectors would likely have provided additional information on which 

species are using the site and the way in which they are using the site. However, 

given the likely low to neutral impact of the proposed development, it is unlikely to 

have altered mitigation design.  

2.14 The dusk emergence/activity surveys began approximately 15 minutes before sunset 

and continued for 1.5-2 hours after sunset. The dawn surveys commenced 1.5-2 

hours before sunrise and continued approximately 15 minutes after sunrise. This is 

the accepted best practice approach for dusk emergence surveys (Collins, 2016) and 

is also an accepted approach for activity surveys. The sunset, sunrise and survey 

timings for the surveys carried out by CLM were as outlined in Table 2.1 below.  
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Table 2.1: Survey timings (CLM, 2017)                     

Survey Number 
Sunrise/Sunset 

Time 
Survey Start Time 

Survey End 
Time 

1 (1 July 2017) 21:15 21:03 23:00 

2 (17 August 2017) 20:14 20:01 21:45 

3 (26 September 
2017) 

06:50 05:07 07:01 

2.15 The recommended survey effort for trees with high bat roost potential to give 

confidence in a negative result is three separate survey visits (with at least one dusk 

and one dawn). Two dusk surveys and one dawn were undertaken by CLM which 

established the presence of a bat roost in the ash tree at the eastern end of the site. 

2.16 An assessment of the site for other trees with potential to support a bat roost was 

carried out on 28 November 2018 by Bob Antonini. The only other tree with high bat 

potential identified on or near to the embankment was the mature double stem crack 

willow, as mentioned above as having low barn owl roost potential. In addition to a 

large cavity this tree had woodpecker holes and dense ivy cover. Nine trees on or 

near to the embankment were identified as having moderate potential to support a 

bat roost and 12 trees were assessed as having low potential to support a bat roost.  

2.17 The good practice guidelines (Collins, 2016) state that although three surveys are 

recommended for high potential trees and two surveys for moderate potential trees, 

they are unlikely to give confidence in a negative result (due to the inherent difficulties 

of surveying bats in trees). An accepted alternative approach is to climb trees and 

use torches/endoscopes to inspect features and establish bat presence/likely 

absence. This will be carried out for climbable trees with moderate to high bat roost 

potential immediately prior to them being felled, and any trees found to contain a bat 

roost will be protected until such time that a licence is in place to facilitate their 

removal.      

2.18 For those trees with low value to roosting bats, they will be section felled avoiding 

any visible cavities. Sections with cavities will be lowered by rope and left for a 

minimum 24hrs on the ground before chipping or removing from site. Sections of 

trunk or limbs, with no cavities, and brash can be removed on the day of the trees 

works.  
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GREAT CRESTED NEWTS 

  Justification for Survey Standards and Effort 

2.19 The great crested newt Triturus cristatus survey report (CLM, 2018c), states that 

habitat suitability indexes were calculated for two ponds found ‘found relatively close 

and south of the railway line’. Further surveys (eDNA sampling) were undertaken of 

these ponds and a negative result returned, demonstrating that great crested newts 

were likely absent from these ponds. These ponds were located 220m and 400m 

south of the site respectively.  

2.20 A search on Ordnance Survey maps (magic.defra.gov.uk) indicate that the two ponds 

surveyed are the only two ponds located within 500m of the site.  

2.21 Ditches were present along the majority of the length of the site, which held very little 

water in them during the site visits undertaken by Rosanna Marston and Giles Coe 

on 29 March 2018. These ditches apparently held no water during the great crested 

newt survey carried out on 15 June 2017 by CLM and therefore could not be 

surveyed. Ditches that dry out are generally considered to be less suitable for great 

crested newts, as any eggs and larvae present would not survive. 

2.22 Overall and considering the above it is considered that great crested newts are likely 

absent from the site and no further surveys or specific mitigation for this species are 

required.   

REPTILES 

  Justification for Survey Standards and Effort 

2.23 It is acknowledged (by Kate Cole) that reptile surveys were undertaken ‘broadly in 

accordance with best practice’.  

2.24 Low populations of common lizard Zootoca vivipara and grass snake Natrix helvetica 

were established as present at the edges of the site (likely to be using the adjacent 

field edge for basking and foraging). These reptiles will be maintained on-site during 

and post-development, using on-site log piles as receptor locations if any reptiles 

are found during clearance works. A minor loss of habitat (mainly suitable for 

hibernation) will occur, however the injury or killing of reptiles will be avoided by 

undertaking a two-phased cut of vegetation as supervised by a suitably qualified 
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ecologist. The timings of this work will be guided by the detail put into the mitigation 

for hazel dormice (see Protected Species Plan and CEMP).  
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Appendix 1: CV’s for Suitably Qualified 

Ecologists
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