
 

 

                                                                                                                   
 

                            WINNER OF THE CIEEM ‘SMALL CONSULTANCY OF THE YEAR’ AWARD 2019-2020        

                       

Company Registration No. 6646654.Registered in England & Wales     
Registered Office: Queen Anne House, 66 Cricklade Street, Cirencester GL7 1JN      

 

Wildwood Ecology Limited 
The Lodge 

Caerphilly Business Park 
Van Road 
Caerphilly 
CF83 3GG 

 
029 2002 2320 

info@wildwoodecology.com 
www.wildwoodecology.com 

 

 

c/o Mrs H Wright and Mrs C Dydlyke (the clients) 

Cwmgarw Development 

 

 

 

 

 

 

28/02/2020 

Dear Mrs Wright and Mrs Dydlyke, 

Re: WWE20014 – Land off Cwmgarw Road, Brynamman 

Introduction 

Wildwood Ecology were commissioned to undertake a walkover and desk study survey of Land off Cwmgarw Road, 

Brynamman, to update the current ecological status of the site following previous surveys undertaken by Wildwood 

Ecology in 2012 and survey an additional field located east of the previous site. The previous preliminary ecological 

appraisal (PEA) in 2012 was undertaken in relation to the submission of a planning application for the construction of 

a residential development on the site. Reptile and otter surveys (as recommended in the 2012 PEA) were also 

undertaken in 2012, no reptiles or the presence of otter were recorded during the surveys.  

The walkover survey was led by Julie Player and was undertaken in February 2020. The survey timings and weather 

conditions during the survey can be seen in Table 1 below. 

Table 1: Survey weather conditions 

 Date 

Conditions 
Personnel 

* = licence holder Temp Max [°C] 
Cloud cover 

[Oktas] 
Wind speed 
[Beaufort] 

Rain 

07/02/2020 8 7 2  Julie Player 
 

Limitations and assumptions 

The field survey will not produce a comprehensive list of plants and animals as this will be limited by factors that 

influence their presence (e.g. activity and dormancy periods). An assessment can however be made of the habitats 

within the survey area, their nature conservation value and potential to support protected or priority species. 

No other limitations were encountered, or assumptions made during the field survey and it is considered that with the 

access gained and recording undertaken an accurate assessment of the site’s ecological value has been made. 
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Summary of results 2014 

A summary of the PEA, otter and reptile survey results undertaken in 2012 and the PEA plan (Figure 1) are outlined 

below: 

• The on-site habitats recorded were semi natural broadleaved woodland, marshy grassland, scrub, bare 

ground, and broadleaved scattered trees.  

• The site was considered to be suitable to support nesting birds, reptiles, bats (foraging and commuting 

habitat and low potential bat roosting trees) and otters (southern part of the site). 

• No nearby protected sites were considered likely to be affected by the proposed development. 

• No reptiles were recorded as part of the reptile survey or evidence of otters within the survey boundary as 

part of the otter survey undertaken in 2012.  

• It was recommended that habitat onsite suitable to support nesting birds (i.e scrub, trees, woodland) was 

cleared outside of nesting bird season. If this was not possible a breeding bird survey would be required 

prior to vegetation clearance.  

• Two bat activity surveys were recommended in order to inform of the development’s impact on foraging and 

commuting bats and if a site lighting plan is required to minimise disturbance to bats.  

• Japanese Knotweed was recorded within the site boundary, recommendations were made to treat the 

Japanese Knotweed to ensure it did not spread throughout the site. 

 
Figure 1:PEA Plan 2014 
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Summary of results 2020 

A summary of the results of the walkover and desk study survey undertaken in 2020 are outlined below along with a 

PEA plan of the site as it stands today:  

Desk Study 

Table 1 below summarises the priority and protected species records found within the local area within the last 10 

years. 

Protected & priority # of records (# species) 
Further information 

Groups Species Onsite <500m >500m 

Bats 

Common pipistrelle - - 1 Closest record: Roost 800m NE 

Unidentified 
pipistrelle 

- 2 1 
Closest record: Bat Activity 151m 
N 

Whiskered bat - - 1 Closest record: Roost 644m NW 

TOTALS - 2 (1) 3 (3)  

Mammals 

(excluding bats) 

European otter - - 1 Closest record: 1km NE 

West European 
hedgehog 

- 1 3 Closest record: 341m NW 

TOTALS - 1 (1) 4 (2)  

Amphibians 
Common Frog - - 1 Closest record: 1km S 

TOTALS - - (-) 1 (1)  

Birds 

Schedule 1 - (-) 3 (3) 4 (3) 

Schedule 1 species: Fieldfare, red 
kite, red wing, cetti’s warbler, hen 
harrier and barn owl. The closest 
record is of fieldfare and redwing 
located 368m NW 

Non-schedule 1 - (-) 19 (19) 19 (18) 

Species include: Dipper, bullfinch, 
coal tit, cormorant, garden 
warbler, green woodpecker, house 
martin, house sparrow, kestrel, 
linnet, manx shearwater, marsh 
tit, meadow pipit, reed bunting, 
ring ouzel, skylark, snipe, song 
thrush, starling, swallow, swift, 
wheatear, willow warbler, wood 
warbler and woodcock. The closest 
record is of a dipper 281m SW. 

Invertebrates Totals: - (-) - (-) 20(3) 

Invertebrate species: Marsh 
fritillary, dark-barred twin-spot 
carpet and small pearl-bordered 
fritillary. Closest record is of marsh 
fritillary 947m W.  

Plants see further info - 3(2) 7(2) 

Plant species: Bluebell, pennyroyal 
and fang-toothed hawkweed. 
Closest record is of bluebell 
located 197m SW 

Fish Totals:  3(3) 2(2) 
Fish species: Atlantic salmon, 
brown/sea trout and eel. 
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Walkover Survey 

• Habitats located within the western area of the site were predominately the same (see figure 2) as when 

surveyed in 2012 although the quantity of these habitats has changed slightly. Dense/continuous scrub habitat 

has reduced in places allowing marshy grassland habitat to emerge and the fields appeared to have been 

recently managed producing a shorter grass sward. 

• Japanese Knotweed was located within the hardstanding driveway where access to the site is located and is 

also located within an area of scrub within the northern corner of the site (Target notes 1 in figure 2). The 

Japanese Knotweed was dying off and appeared to have been treated as recommended in the 2012 survey. 

• The field located within the additional survey boundary consisted of marshy grassland with scattered trees 

along the survey boundary. 

• Plant species recorded when onsite include; Bramble, hawthorn, blackthorn, lesser celandine, Yorkshire fog, 

butterfly bush, cut leaved cranesbill, rosebay willowherb, red clover, common ragwort, common nettle, dock, 

ribwort plantain, willow, ash, elder, pedunculate oak, hazel, silver birch, soft rush, holly, ivy and fern. 

Recommendations 

Based on the results of the 2020 walkover survey, the following surveys are recommended. 

• Due to the location of the River Aman approximately 100m south of the woodland and the potential for otters 

to rest up within the woodland an updated otter survey will be required, if there is to be any impact upon the 

woodland edge, and a sufficient buffer cannot be provided along the woodland edge. 

• Although the sward height of the marshy grassland field was shorter than when previously surveyed there is 

still potential for reptiles to be present within adjacent marshy grassland fields (with longer sward) to the 

south of the site, therefore reptiles may venture onto the site within the survey boundary if present. An 

updated reptile survey is required to determine if reptiles have moved onto the site over the past eight years. 

• Two bat activity surveys are required to determine how bats are using the site and if a lighting plan is required. 

• If any trees require removal a bat tree assessment will be required to determine the suitability of the tree to 

support roosting bats. 

• The woodland on site offers suitable habitat to support common dormouse. If the woodland is to be impacted 

as part of the proposed development, a common dormouse nest tube presence absence survey will be 

required (to be undertaken between May and November, 6-7 surveys (depending on the month the nest tube 

were deployed) visits are required at least 4 weeks between each survey). 

• The woodland and grassland offered some suitability for badgers to forage and build setts, however the site 

is fragmented from other large blocks of woodland by residential housing to the north and the River Aman 

and associated tributaries (which would reduce badger dispersal opportunities to the site) to the south and 

east of the site. No evidence of badger was recorded during the survey. In the unlikely event that badgers may 

opportunistically venture onto the site during construction, contractors must ensure that no trenching is left 

open overnight without a means of escape for animals (e.g a plank set at 30º). 

• Marsh fritillary were recorded within 1km of the site as part of the desk study. No devil’s-bit scabious 

(important food source for marsh fritillary caterpillars) was recorded onsite during the July 2012 or February 

2020 survey and therefore no further surveys are required.  

• The site is suitable to support nesting birds.  If habitats suitable for nesting birds (scrub and scattered trees 

and woodland) are to be removed, then any vegetation clearance will take place outside of the bird nesting 

season. In the event that clearance work has to be undertaken during the nesting season (generally from 1st 

March until 31st August, although birds are known to nest outside of these dates in suitable conditions), a 

breeding bird survey will be required a maximum of 48 hours before clearance and must be carried out by a 

suitably qualified person. Any active nests identified should be protected until the young have fledged. Where 

a Schedule 1 species (as defined in the Wildlife and Countryside Act - http://www.jncc.gov.uk/page-3614 is 

involved, compensation for impacts, e.g., loss of nesting sites, should be devised and implemented. 
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• The site is suitable to support foraging and nesting hedgehogs and should therefore be mitigated for as part 

of the development. Gaps (13cm x13cm) should be left at the bases of all on-site fences/walls including site 

boundaries to allow passage of hedgehogs across the site. In addition, cautious working when clearing 

vegetation is advised to prevent killing or injury to this species. 

• Once the development proposals are finalised a suitably qualified ecologist should be consulted to confirm 

the ecological impacts of the development so that appropriate mitigation and recommendations can be made. 
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PEA Plan 

 

Figure 2: PEA Plan 2020 
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Survey Images – February 2020 

 

Figure 3: Hardstanding at entrance to site 

 

Figure 4: Marshy Grassland 

 

Figure 5: Japanese Knotweed (Dead/Managed) 

 

Figure 6: Scrub and woodland 

 

Figure 7: Example of potential roosting feature in tree 

 

Figure 8: Treeline on western boundary of site 
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Figure 9: Two broadleaved trees and the centre of the two marshy 
grassland fields 

 

Figure 10: Scattered trees within marshy grassland to the south-
west of the site. 

 

Figure 11: Marshy grassland and scattered trees immediately south 
of the site 

 

 

Yours sincerely 

 
 
 
Julie Player 
Senior Ecologist 
Wildwood Ecology Ltd 
 
 


