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LIABILITIES: 

Whilst every effort has been made to guarantee the accuracy of this report, it should be noted 

that living animals and plants are capable of migration/establishing. Whilst such species may 

not have been located during the survey duration, their presence may be found on a site at a 

later date. This report provides a snapshot of the species that were present at the time of the 

survey only and does not consider seasonal variation. Furthermore, where access is limited, or 

the site supports habitats which are densely vegetated, only dominant species may be recorded. 

 

The recommendations contained within this document are based on a reasonable timeframe 

between the completion of the survey and the commencement of any works. If there is any 

delay between the commencement of works that may conflict with timeframes laid out within 



 Land at Hook Meadow, Westergate  April 2026 

The Ecology Partnership 3 

  

this document or have the potential to allow the ingress of protected species, a suitably 

qualified ecologist should be consulted. 

 

It is the duty of care of the landowner/developer to act responsibly and comply with current 

environmental legislation if protected species are suspected or found prior to or during works. 
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1.0 Introduction 

 

Background 

1.1 The Ecology Partnership was commissioned by Barratt Redrow to complete a series of updated 

Ecological surveys for the Land at Hook Meadow, Westergate, hereafter referred to as ‘site’. 

  

1.2 The site was subject to an outline planning application (AL/178/22/OUT), which was granted 

on appeal (APP/C3810/W/23/3323858). The reserved matters application is to be submitted for 

the appearance, landscaping, layout and scale (pursuant to outline permission 

AL/178/22/OUT) for the construction of up to 89 residential dwellings and open space and 

associated works. 

 

1.3 This report comprises: 

• Introduction (Section 1); 

• Overview of previous surveys onsite (Section 2); 

• Assessment methodologies (Section 3); 

• Results (Section 4); 

• Conclusions (Section 5). 

 

Site Context 

1.4 The site is located on the edge of Westergate, within the Arun District of West Sussex (central 

grid reference SU 93616 04825). The site covers c. 3.8ha and consists of a large arable field that 

has been left fallow with boundary features present such as hedgerow and ditches. The site 

boundary also includes the residential property and associated garden at 24 Meadow Way. The 

site is bordered by a mixture of private gardens and arable land to the west and north with 

housing to all other aspects. The wider landscape consists agricultural land with the villages of 

Eastergate and Barnham to the east.  

 

1.5 The approximate red line boundary of the site and the immediate surrounding area are shown 

in Figure 1. 
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Mats were set up prior to the 

commencement of the reptile survey. 

A total of seven survey visits were 

made to the site to check the refugia 

for the presence of reptiles. Visits were 

only carried out if the weather 

conditions were suitable for locating 

reptiles. On each visit to the site, a 

minimum of one circuit to check all 

refugia was carried out. 

25th April 2022 

6th May 2022 

13th May 2022 

24th May 2022 

1st July 2022 

16th September 2022 

Froglife (1999) and 

Gent and Gibson (1998) 

 

Preliminary Ecological Assessment 2021 

2.2 A preliminary ecological appraisal (PEA) was undertaken in May 2021 by the Ecology 

Partnership’s Chris Jennings BSc (Hons) MSc MCIEEM and Aimee Littlechild BSc (Hons), 

latterly access was agreed through 24 Meadow Way with this section surveyed in November 

2022. The site was found to mostly comprise of a large arable field, with semi-improved 

grassland and scattered scrub patches. The field was bordered by fences, species poor 

hedgerows, hedgerow with trees and dry ditches. The residential property at 24 Meadow Way 

consisted of two buildings, associated hardstanding, amenity grassland, introduced shrub 

borders and urban trees within the garden. The Phase 1 habitat map is displayed in Figure 2.  

 

 
Figure 2: Phase 1 Habitat Map - The Ecology Partnership, 2022 
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Update Walkover – PEA Addendum 2024 

2.3 In April 2024, The Ecology Partnership conducted an update walkover of the site. The site was 

almost exactly the same as it was recorded in the 2021 and 2022 PEA work. Following  guidance 

at the time, habitat types were converted from JNCC Phase 1 habitat classification to UKHab 

habitat classification (Figure 3). The small difference in habitat type is considered largely down 

to reclassification and the habitats themselves had not changed significantly. It was noted the 

scrub had slightly reduced, although not considered significant. Additionally, the previously 

recorded dry ditch was observed to be holding a small amount of water at the western end 

following recent rainfall, however, this was considered to likely dry up as weather warmed.  

 

 
Figure 3: Update habitat map from 2024 with UKHAB habitat classification – The Ecology 

Partnership, 2024 

 

Bat Activity Surveys 2022 

2.4 Following the 2021 PEA, the site was identified as offering some suitability for foraging and 

commuting bats within the site boundaries. As such, three bat activity surveys were conducted 

on site on 18th May, 13th July, and 22nd September 2022. The surveys followed BCT guidelines 

(Collins, 2016), the transect route is displayed in Figure 4 below. The bat activity surveys 

identified all boundary features were utilised by bats with a total of four bat species recorded 

on site; common pipistrelle, soprano pipistrelle, noctule, and serotine.  
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2.5 Two static bat detectors were deployed onsite, to the north and south-east of site (Figure 4). 

The static detector surveys indicated four additional bat species were utilising the site 

including Leisler’s, barbastelle, Nathusius’ pipistrelle, and a Myotis species. Within both the 

activity and supplementary static detector surveys the most recorded species was common 

pipistrelle followed by soprano pipistrelle. Additionally, the static bat detectors identified that 

the northern boundary recorded more registrations than the south. 

 

 
Figure 4: The walked transect route, stop points, and static detector locations in 2022 – The 

Ecology Partnership, 2022 

 

2.6 Annex II species barbastelle were recorded onsite, solely along the northern site boundary in 

very low numbers. The site falls within the wider conservation area of the Sussex Bat SACs, 

specifically 12km from Singleton and Cocking Tunnels SAC, designated for its populations of 

Annex II protected species barbastelle and Bechstein’s bat. The HRA assessment concluded that 

the site is not functionally linked to the SAC designation.  

 

2.7 During the update site walkover in 2024, it was considered that the linear features around the 

site had been kept under similar management as previously recorded. Additionally, as the 

remainder of site had not materially changed, it was considered likely to be in use by a similar 

assemblage of bats at similar usage levels therefore no updated activity surveys were 

conducted.  
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Bat Emergence Survey 2023 

2.8 The property at 24 Meadow Way was assessed to have ‘low’ bat potential owing to a small 

number of lifted tiles on the western aspect of the building. The detached garage was 

considered to have ‘negligible’ potential. A single dusk emergence survey was conducted on 

the house on the 4th May 2023; this was conducted 15 minutes before sunset until 1.5 hours after 

sunset. The locations of the surveyors and infrared camera are displayed in Figure 5. The 

survey did not identify any bats emerging from the building. 

 

 
Figure 5: Approximate location of the surveyors (blue stars) and IR camera (orange star) 

around the target building – The Ecology Partnership, 2023 
 

2.9 One ash tree located along the northern boundary was considered to have ‘moderate’ potential 

due to a small, south facing hole recorded. This was to be retained as per site plans and 

therefore emergence surveys were not undertaken for this feature. During the 2024 update 

walkover, this feature was not recorded on site, it was considered that the feature was no longer 

present through natural processes.  

 

Reptile Survey 2022 

2.10 A terrestrial survey of the site for reptiles was carried out over seven survey visits between 13th 

April to 16th September 2022. Reptile refugia were placed along site boundaries adjacent to 

hedgerow and scrub patches and near the site entrance The surveys identified a ‘good’ 

population of slow worm on site with a peak count of 20 adult and 8 juvenile slow worms, and 

one juvenile grass snake. The spatial results of the series of reptile surveys are displayed in 

Figure 6. In 2024, it was considered as the site had not materially changed, the reptile 

assemblage was likely to be similar to 2022, with the extent of available habitat having not 

changed.  
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Figure 6: Locations of the reptiles observed on site in 2022 – The Ecology Partnership 2022 

 

Great Crested Newts - eDNA Survey 2022 

2.11 A total of three ponds and two dry SUDs were identified within 250m of the site within the 

2022 PEA (Figure 7). Pond P3 was identified to be a covered swimming pool within 

Aldingbourne Primary School and was therefore ruled out. Additionally, the two SUDs south 

of site were considered unsuitable as they did not hold any water and were void of any 

vegetation within or around the edges of the basin.  

 

2.12 Ponds P1 and P2 were found to historically contain GCN with records from 2013 by FPCR 

recording peak counts of one male and one female in a bottle trap in P1, and one female in a 

bottle trap in P2. However, no evidence of eggs were found which may indicate they are not 

breeding ponds. Permission to sample these ponds for environmental DNA (eDNA) was 

sought, permission was granted for pond P1. Permission was not granted for P2.  

 

2.13 P1 was therefore sampled on 5th May 2022, all samples were analysed by SureScreen Scientifics 

and were submitted for eDNA analysis. The outcome of the test was positive for the presence 

of GCN eDNA with 2 out of 12 positive replicates.  

 

2.14 The Natural England risk indicator completed in 2022 presuming the worst-case scenario of 

ponds P1 and P2 being breeding ponds suggested an offence is ‘highly unlikely’. It was 
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considered the site is largely unsuitable for GCN as it has a large arable field footprint, with 

suitable GCN terrestrial habitat restricted to hedgerows and grassland around the site 

boundaries. These suitable features were largely to be retained and enhanced within plans. In 

2024, it was considered the assessments made for GCN were still valid and no further surveys 

were conducted.  

 

 
Figure 7: Ponds identified within 250m of the red line boundary numbered P1 – P3. Dry SUDs 

are indicated by stars – The Ecology Partnership, 2022 

 

Hazel dormice 

2.15 It was considered that the onsite hedgerows had connectivity to offsite blocks of woodland 

including ancient woodland and a potential network of habitats for dormice to exist across the 

edges of the site. As such, dormice surveys were conducted across boundary features of site 

from April to October 2022. Checks were conducted in May, July, August, October, and 

November; this achieved a score of 21 which satisfies the recommended score of 20 outlined 

within the Dormouse Conservation Handbook.  

 

2.16 Apodemus spp. nests and food caches, some of which had mice themselves inside, were found 

across all surveyed boundaries, although they were found in higher densities in the south-west 
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corner of site. It was therefore considered that dormice were likely to be absent from the site. 

In 2024, it was considered that the prior assessments made were still valid, with no significant 

changes on site and no additional connectivity to any new potential source habitat, as such no 

further surveys were conducted.  

 

Other Species 

2.18 The hedgerows, trees, and scrub patches were considered to have suitable potential for birds 

to nest within and a few old bird nests were observed amongst the trees along the northern 

boundary within the initial 2021 site visit. Bird species recorded on site during the 2022 PEA 

were limited to robin, magpie, and Corvus sp. around the site edges and gull species flying over 

the site.  

 

2.19 The site was considered to have some suitability for ground nesting birds such as skylark, 

however, the crops in the field were sown densely and right up to the field edges with no gaps 

present. Additionally, no sign of skylark or any other ground nesting bird were recorded 

during the site walkover in 2022 or 2024.  

 

2.20 The site was not considered suitable for species such as otters and water voles due to lack of 

any suitable on-site habitat. 

 

3.0 Methodology 

 
Desktop Study 

3.1 A desktop study search was completed using an internet-based mapping service 

(www.magic.gov.uk) for statutory designated sites and an internet-based aerial mapping 

service (www.maps.google.co.uk) was used to understand the habitats present in and around 

the survey area and habitat linkages and features (such as ponds, woodlands etc.) within the 

wider landscape. Update biological records up to 2km were acquired from the Sussex 

Biodiversity Record Centre (SxBRC).  
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2026 Update Site Walkover 

3.2 An updated site walkover was undertaken on the 27th March 2026 by Chris Jennings BSc (Hons) 

MSc MCIEEM and Sophie Baker BSc (Hons) MSc. The surveyors identified the habitats present, 

following the UKHab classification system. The site was surveyed on foot, and the existing 

habitats and land uses were recorded on an appropriately scaled map. The potential for the site 

to support protected species was also assessed (CIEEM 2017). The recommendations from this 

report were used to inform the site design, further survey work and mitigation strategies. 

 

3.3 In addition, the abundance of plant species in each habitat were also recorded using the 

DAFOR scale. This assigns species abundance to one of the following categories: Dominant, 

Abundant, Frequent, Occasional, or Rare. 

 

Protected Species Assessments  

3.4 Any evidence of protected species was recorded. Standard methods of search and measures of 

presence, or likely presence based on habitat suitability, were used for: bats in trees and 

buildings (Collins 2016), breeding birds (BTO 2020), dormice (Bright et al. 2006), great crested 

newt (ARG 2010), reptiles (Froglife 2015), badgers (Creswell et al. 1990) and water voles 

(Strachan et al. 2011). 

 

Limitations  

3.5 It should be noted that whilst every effort has been made to provide a comprehensive 

description of the site, no single investigation could ensure the complete characterisation and 

prediction of the natural environment. The site was visited over the period of one site visit, as 

such seasonal variations cannot be observed and potentially only a selection of all species that 

potentially occur within the site have been recorded. Therefore, the survey provides a general 

assessment of potential nature conservation value of the site and does not include a definitive 

plant species list. 

 

3.6 The protected species assessment provides a preliminary view of the likelihood of protected 

species occurring on site, based on the suitability of the habitat and any direct evidence on site. 

It should not be taken as providing a full and definitive summary of any protected species 

group. The assessment is only valid for the time when the survey was carried out. Additional 

surveys may be recommended if, on the basis of this assessment, it is considered reasonably 

likely that protected species may be present. 
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Annex 4; Wildlife and Countryside 

Act (1981 as amended) Schedule 5 

Soprano pipistrelle 

Pipistrellus pygmaeus 

As above c. 240m east 31/08/2024 

Nathusius’ pipistrelle 

Pipistrellus nathusii  

As above c. 260m east 31/08/2024 

Brown long-eared bat 

Plecotus auritus 

As above c. 700m north 31/08/2024 

Noctule 

Nyctalus noctula 

As above c. 260m east 31/08/2024 

Leisler’s bat 

Nyctalus leisleri 

As above c. 700m north 31/08/2024 

Serotine 

Eptesicus serotinus 

As above c. 260m east 31/08/2024 

Bechstein’s bat 

Myotis bechsteinii 

As above c. 260m south-east 13/08/2023 

Daubenton’s bat 

Myotis daubentonii 

As above c. 420m south-east 13/08/2023 

Natterer’s bat 

Myotis nattereri 

As above c. 260m east 13/08/2023 

Barbastelle 

Barbastella barbastellus 

As above c. 260m east 13/08/2023 

Red Kite 

Milvus milvus 

Birds Directive Annex 1; Wildlife 

and Countryside Act (1981 as 

amended) Schedule 1 

Within 2km 29/07/2024 

Bewick’s Swan 

Cygnus columbianus 

bewickii 

Birds Directive Annex 1; Wildlife 

and Countryside Act (1981 as 

amended) Schedule 1; NERC Act 

(2006) Section 41; Red List BoCC 

Within 2km 24/12/2022 

Garganey 

Spatula querquedula 

Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981 

as amended) Schedule 1 

Within 2km 02/06/2024 

Little ringed plover 

Charadrius dubius 

Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981 

as amended) Schedule 1 

Within 2km 18/05/2024 

Lapwing 

Vanellus vanellus 

NERC Act (2006) Section 41; Red 

List BoCC 

Within 2km 18/06/2024 

Little gull 

Hydrocoloeus minutus 

Birds Directive Annex 1; Wildlife 

and Countryside Act (1981 as 

amended) Schedule 1 

Within 2km 17/04/2024 

Herring gull 

Larus argentatus 

NERC Act (2006) Section 41; Red 

List BoCC 

Within 2km 11/07/2018 

Avocet  

Recurvirostra avosetta 

Birds Directive Annex 1; Wildlife 

and Countryside Act (1981 as 

amended) Schedule 1; Amber List 

BoCC 

Within 2km 04/05/2024 

Ruff 

Calidris pugnax 

Birds Directive Annex 1; Wildlife 

and Countryside Act (1981 as 

amended) Schedule 1; Red List 

BoCC 

Within 2km 02/04/2024 

Black-tailed godwit 

Limosa limosa 

Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981 

as amended) Schedule 1; Red List 

BoCC 

Within 2km 04/05/2024 
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Curlew 

Numenius arquata 

NERC Act (2006) Section 41; Red 

List BoCC 

Within 2km 01/04/2024 

Wood sandpiper 

Tringa glareola 

Birds Directive Annex 1; Wildlife 

and Countryside Act (1981 as 

amended) Schedule 1; Amber List 

BoCC 

Within 2km 29/07/2024 

Little egret 

Egretta garzetta  

Birds Directive Annex 1 Within 2km 10/05/2024 

Spoonbill 

Platalea leucorodia 

Birds Directive Annex 1; Wildlife 

and Countryside Act (1981 as 

amended) Schedule 1; Amber List 

BoCC 

Within 2km 27/04/2024 

Turtle dove 

Streptopelia turtur 

NERC Act (2006) Section 41; Red 

List BoCC 

Within 2km 28/09/2024 

Kingfisher 

Alcedo atthis  

Birds Directive Annex 1; Wildlife 

and Countryside Act (1981 as 

amended) Schedule 1 

Within 2km 23/08/2022 

Cuckoo 

Cuculus canorus 

NERC Act (2006) Section 41; Red 

List BoCC 

c. 1.1km north-

east 

17/05/2024 

Merlin 

Falco columbarius 

Birds Directive Annex 1; Wildlife 

and Countryside Act (1981 as 

amended) Schedule 1; Red List 

BoCC 

Within 2km 03/02/2024 

Hobby 

Falco subbuteo 

Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981 

as amended) Schedule 1 

Within 2km 18/08/2022 

Grey partridge 

Perdix perdix 

NERC Act (2006) Section 41; Red 

List BoCC 

Within 2km 13/05/2020 

Skylark 

Alauda arvensis 

NERC Act (2006) Section 41; Red 

List BoCC 

Within 2km 18/06/2024 

Cetti’s warbler 

Cettia cetti  

Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981 

as amended) Schedule 1 

Within 2km 02/06/2024 

Corn bunting 

Emberiza calandra 

NERC Act (2006) Section 41; Red 

List BoCC 

Within 2km 02/08/2024 

Yellowhammer 

Emberiza citrinella 

NERC Act (2006) Section 41; Red 

List BoCC 

Within 2km 10/05/2024 

Reed bunting 

Emberiza schoeniclus 

NERC Act (2006) Section 41; Amber 

List BoCC 

Within 2km 10/05/2024 

Hawfinch 

Coccothraustes 

coccothraustes 

NERC Act (2006) Section 41; Red 

List BoCC 

Within 2km 06/12/2020 

Linnet 

Linaria cannabina 

NERC Act (2006) Section 41; Red 

List BoCC 

Within 2km 10/05/2024 

Crossbill 

Loxia curvirostra 

Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981 

as amended) Schedule 1 

Within 2km 22/04/2020 

Bullfinch 

Pyrrhula pyrrhula 

NERC Act (2006) Section 41; Amber 

List BoCC 

Within 2km 16/05/2020 

House sparrow 

Passer domesticus 

NERC Act (2006) Section 41; Red 

List BoCC 

Within 2km 10/05/2024 
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Dunnock 

Prunella modularis 

NERC Act (2006) Section 41; Amber 

List BoCC 

Within 2km 18/05/2020 

Firecrest 

Regulus ignicapilla 

Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981 

as amended) Schedule 1 

Within 2km 24/04/2022 

Starling 

Sturnus vulgaris 

NERC Act (2006) Section 41; Red 

List BoCC 

Within 2km 26/05/2020 

Song thrush 

Turdus philomelos 

NERC Act (2006) Section 41; Amber 

List BoCC 

Within 2km 10/05/2024 

Ring ouzel 

Turdus torquatus 

NERC Act (2006) Section 41; Red 

List BoCC 

Within 2km 10/04/2023 

Barn owl 

Tyto alba 

Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981 

as amended) Schedule 1 

Within 2km 03/10/2023 

Stag beetle 

Lucanus cervus 

Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981 

as amended) Schedule 5; Habitats 

Directive Annex 2; NERC Act (2006) 

Section 41 

c. 175m south 17/11/2025 

 

Update Habitat Assessment 

4.2 The habitats present on site were not considered to have materially changed since the 2022 and 

2024 PEA surveys. The arable land has been left fallow over the past year or so and it was 

considered this vegetative succession has resulted in the field matching with the classification 

of modified grassland albeit with some remnant crops and bare earth still present. The majority 

of grassland identified was modified grassland with other neutral grassland field boundaries. 

Species poor hedgerows bound the site to the south and north-west, with a hedgerow with 

trees to the north-east. The property to the south-east of site, 24 Meadow Way consisted of the 

building, hardstanding, and garden habitats in the form of modified grassland lawn, 

introduced shrub and scattered trees.  

 

Modified grassland, g4 (field) 

4.3 In the 2022 and 2024 surveys, the majority of the site consisted of arable farmland. These were 

identified to be crop in early stages of growth. This was a monoculture of sparse vegetation 

that was undeterminable to a species.  

 

4.4 During the 2026 survey, the field had undergone vegetative succession through fast growing 

self-seeding grass species. This was still considered to be sparse coverage of short sward. It was 

still considered this is not a material change as the value of arable land, and the poor-quality 

modified grassland present (condition assessed on site) is equivalent value under BNG 

guidance. This consisted of grass species including frequently occurring meadow fescue, 

cocksfoot, and occasionally occurring Yorkshire fog, false oatgrass, red fescue, and annual 

meadowgrass, there were also rare occurrences of creeping bent and soft brome. Forbs present 
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included occasionally occurring spear thistle, willowherb sp., and field horsetail, and rare 

occurrences of bristly oxtongue, dandelion, hairy bittercress, and bristly oxtongue. The 

grassland was considered modified due to its clear disturbance from previous agriculture, 

sparse nature, poor species per m2 count (average 3 species per m2) and that grass cover was 

over 75%.  

 

4.5 The south-west corner of the site near the site entrance was originally classified as natural semi-

improved grassland in 2022, in the update 2024 survey this was re-classified under UKHab 

habitat classification system as modified grassland. In 2024, this was found to be dominated by 

meadow fescue, perennial ryegrass with some stands of creeping buttercup. 

 

4.6 Within the 2026 update survey, this area has not materially changed and is still considered to 

be made up of seeded species. This was dominated by meadow fescue, with frequently 

occurring cocksfoot, and occasionally occurring Yorkshire fog. There were also occasionally 

occurring common vetch, doves-foot cranesbill, and rare occurrences of ribwort plantain, 

dandelion, and bramble.  

 

Modified grassland – Vegetated garden, g4 828; Scattered trees 32 

4.7 Within the plot for 24 Meadow Way to the south-east is the vegetated garden associated with 

the dwelling. In 2022 this was described as amenity grassland comprised of abundant red 

fescue and springy turf moss, with frequent white clover, common daisy, and dandelion. In 

2024 this habitat was re-classified as modified grassland. The management regime had not 

changed from 2022 to 2024 with the sward height kept short. 

 

4.8 In 2026 the sward height was longer owing to the property vacancy and thereby change in 

garden management. However, it was still considered that the species present were indicative 

of seeded grasses and a managed lawn. The rear garden had grasses including abundant 

perennial ryegrass, frequently occurring cocksfoot, occasionally occurring common bent, with 

rare Yorkshire fog. Frequent ribwort plantain, occasional daisy and dove’s-foot cranesbill, and 

rare bramble and ivy were also identified.  

 

4.9 Within the rear garden was also a small planter, this was characterised by occasionally 

occurring doves-foot cranesbill, and rare occurrences of daffodil, ivy, primrose, blackthorn, and 

a Sorbaria species.  

 



 Land at Hook Meadow, Westergate  April 2026 

The Ecology Partnership 20 

4.10 There were five trees located within the rear garden, this included one silver birch tree and four 

beech trees. These were measured and were all classified as small trees.  

 

4.11 The front garden was comprised of grasses including abundant perennial ryegrass, with 

occasionally occurring red fescue, and rarely occurring Yorkshire fog and common bent. 

Occasional dove’s-foot cranesbill, daisy, and rare dandelion, yarrow, buddleia, and bramble 

were also identified.  

 

Other neutral grassland, g3c 50 

4.12 The grassland around the field margins were originally classified as neutral semi-improved 

grassland within the 2022 PEA, this has re-classified as other neutral grassland in 2024. This 

grassland was identified to contain abundant false oatgrass and meadow fescue, with 

occasional annual meadowgrass, cocksfoot, perennial ryegrass, and Yorkshire fog.  

 

4.13 It was considered that these areas have not materially changed in 2026 although more ruderal 

vegetation has colonised these areas, this change is not considered to be ecologically significant 

and does not alter the habitat classification. This was of long sward and consisted of abundantly 

occurring false oatgrass and common nettle, frequently occurring cleavers and ivy, and 

occasionally occurring lords-and-ladies, bramble, cow parsley, and common hogweed. To the 

north there was also locally abundant hemlock water dropwort identified. This was associated 

with the dry ditch running along the northern boundary, a section of dry ditch was also present 

along the eastern boundary.  

 

Bramble scrub, h3d 

4.14 A parcel of bramble scrub has been previously identified in the 2022 and 2024 surveys, located 

to the south-west of site alongside the site entrance. This was identified again in the 2026 update 

walkover not to have significantly changed since previous survey work.  

 

Other native hedgerow, h2a6 

4.15 There were two species-poor other native hedgerows identified to the south and north-west of 

site. In 2022 and 2024 these were dominated by hawthorn, with frequent blackthorn and 

occasional elder. Climbers present included frequently occurring ivy, occasional travellers joy, 

honeysuckle and bramble. Additionally, the north-western hedgerow had a dry ditch running 

south of its entire length.  
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4.16 In 2026, the southern hedgerow running alongside the public footpath was found to be 

comprised of dominant hawthorn, frequently occurring blackthorn and ivy, occasionally 

occurring honeysuckle and bramble, and rare occurrences of bay. This was classified as other 

native hedgerow as there was less than four native woody species in a 30m section.  

 

4.17 The hedgerow running along the north-western site boundary was found to comprise of 

dominant hawthorn, frequently occurring blackthorn and ivy, and occasionally occurring elder 

and bramble. Once more, the hedgerow had less than four native woody species within a 30m 

section. 

 

Other native hedgerow with trees, h2a6 11 

4.18 A hedgerow with trees was recorded along the north western boundary, in 2021 and 2024 these 

were identified to be dominated by hawthorn, with abundant ivy, frequently occurring 

blackthorn, and occasionally occurring ash, elder, honeysuckle, bramble, field maple, and rare 

occurrences of holly and oak.   

 

4.19 In 2026 the species composition recorded had not changed from the previous surveys 

conducted although a rare occurrence of Prunus species was also identified. This hedgerow was 

also considered to be species-poor as there was less than four native woody species within a 

30m section.  

 

Buildings, u1b5 

4.20 Buildings on site included the semi-detached residential property at 24 Meadow Way and 

associated detached double garage. These buildings were not considered to have materially 

changed since previous surveys in 2022 and 2024, although were now vacant and boarded up, 

as before they were previously occupied by the former owners. 

 

Hardstanding (Other developed land), u1b6 

4.21 Hardstanding was present to the south-east of site associated with 24 Meadow Way and to the 

south-west in the form of access from Hook Lane to site. These habitats have not changed from 

the 2022 and 2024 surveys.  

 

Introduced shrub, u1 847 

4.22 Within the plot for 24 Meadow Way was two parcels of introduced shrub, one within the rear 

garden and one within the front garden. The rear garden consisted of one bay laurel shrub, this 

was identified in both the 2022 and 2024 surveys, this habitat was still in place in 2026.  
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4.23 In the front garden along the north of the front garden was a bed with introduced shrub 

including occasional lavender and leylandii cypress, and rare berberis. This habitat has also 

stayed consistent throughout the previous surveys.  

 

Target Notes 1 

 

Target Note 1: Gravel pile – 2022 Only 

4.24 A gravel pile was identified within the original 2022 survey conducted onsite; this was recorded 

near the entrance to site. This feature was not identified in the 2024 or 2026 surveys. In 2026, 

the area in which this is noted comprised of modified grassland at the site entrance to the south-

west.  

 

Target Note 2: ‘Moderate’ potential bat tree – 2022 Only 

4.25 A moderate potential bat tree was identified during the 2022 PEA; this was a single ash tree 

within the north-eastern hedgerow with trees. During the 2024 update survey this was not 

recorded. It was not clear whether the feature had degraded from external conditions, or the 

tree or section of tree may have fallen or been removed. There were no signs of Arboricultural 

works having taken place on site and it was therefore considered likely that the feature was no 

longer present through natural processes.  

 

Target Note 3: Likely PRF-I tree – to be retained 

4.26 During the 2026 update survey, a tree containing a potential roosting feature (PRF) was 

identified, this was considered to have a small hole that may have space for opportunistic 

individuals (likely PRF-I).  

 

Protected Species  

 

Bats Roosting Potential 

4.27 The buildings at 24 Meadow Way were internally and externally inspected during the 2026 

update survey work. The house on site had been previously assessed as having ‘low’ potential 

due to a small number of external features which were not found to be in use during the 2023 

emergence survey. In 2024 it was considered that no evidence of roosting bats was recorded, 

and no further surveys were recommended.  

 

 
1 The location of the Target Notes can be seen within the habitat map in Appendix 1.  
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4.28 Since the previous surveys the property is now vacant and windows and doors have been 

boarded. Access was gained to the loft of the house and no evidence of roosting bats, i.e. 

droppings were recorded within the loft which appeared to have remained well sealed, 

although some small sections of roofing felt had come away from the tiles internally. It should 

be noted however, that both buildings are covered with interlocking style roof tiles, which 

appear well sealed and lack opportunities for roosting bats. External features on the house 

including small gaps in hanging tile and cracks / gaps in the soffit were considered to provide 

potential for individual roosting bats. Therefore, it was considered the house remains to have 

‘low’ potential for roosting bats. As such, at least one dusk emergence should be conducted 

from May to August inclusive. If any bats are identified to be utilising the building, then a 

further two surveys will need to be conducted at least three weeks apart from one another from 

May to September, inclusive. At least two of any three surveys must be undertaken May-

August, with one survey within September (which is considered a sub-optimal survey month) 

acceptable. If a bat roost is identified, then a Natural England mitigation licence will be required 

prior to demolition. The recommended survey/s can be used to inform a licence and any 

required mitigation.  

 

4.29 The garage had no internal evidence and as previously had no notable external features present 

that could be utilised by roosting bats and therefore is considered to have ‘negligible’ roosting 

bat potential. No further survey for this building is recommended. 

 

4.30 The trees on site were examined for their roosting bat potential, one tree along the north-eastern 

hedgerow with trees was identified to have a feature considered likely to be a PRF-I feature 

considered only suitable for individual bats or a small number of bats. This tree is due to be 

retained as part of works so no further survey work would be required. If any works to this 

tree are required in future it is advised that a suitably qualified ecologist is to be contacted on 

how to proceed. The tree will be protected with a sensitive lighting scheme.  

 

Foraging and commuting habitat 

4.31 It was considered that the suitability of the site for foraging and commuting bats has not 

materially changed since the previous surveys. The previous 2022 bat activity transects 

identified the boundary features were utilised by bats with four species recorded including 

common pipistrelle, soprano pipistrelle, noctule, and serotine. Supplementary static detector 

surveys also recorded Leislers’, barbastelle, Nathusius’ pipistrelle, and a Myotis species. The 
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static detector surveys identified that the northern boundary observed more activity than the 

south.  

 

4.32 Within the 2024 update PEA it was considered that the linear habitats around the site had been 

kept under similar management. The rest of the site was also considered not to have changed 

therefore likely that bat species assemblage and usage levels were likely similar to the 2022 

surveys and no update survey was conducted. Again, the linear features around the site have 

not materially changed since the previous survey and areas such as scrub remain similar in 

extent. The arable field on site has been left fallow and was considered to be more modified 

grassland now, although still had patches of bare earth and some remnant crops. The grassland 

was very short in sward and appeared to have been managed recently. With arable /managed 

modified grassland providing limited value to bat species and the linear features, individual 

trees and scrub, remaining in a very similar condition to the previous survey work, it is not 

considered that the usage of the site by bats has materially changed.  

 

4.33 The principle of development has been established, and a sensitive lighting scheme has been 

developed as is detailed with the associated lighting strategy documents by Mark Kenny 

Lighting Consultancy. The scheme has been developed to ensure that the hedgerow features 

on the northern and southern boundaries are protected from light. The scheme has been 

designed to ensure that these features do not exceed a maximum of 0.2lux and are kept as dark 

corridors. This has been undertaken by only using lighting where there is a specific 

requirement. The lighting design has been optimised through the use of minimal height 

lighting columns while achieving required illumination levels. Bollard lighting has been used 

within sensitive areas to significantly manage light spill. Lighting columns and bollards close 

to the northern and southern boundaries will be fitted with additional mitigation features to 

focus and manage light spill as to ensure that the important boundary features for bats on site 

remain dark corridors. It should be noted that the impact of the mitigation features cannot be 

specifically illustrated within the lux plan, but columns and bollards have been identified on 

the plan to specify the features that will be fitted with additional mitigation measures such as 

baffles and shields. With a sensitive lighting scheme in place it is considered that the favourable 

conservation status of bats on site will be maintained and additional tree planting, scrub and 

hedgerow planting, wildflower creation and SuDs development will diversify the habitats 

available to the local bat population that use the site.  
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Reptiles 

4.34 Reptile surveys conducted on site in 2022 found that a good population of slow worm with a 

peak count of 20 adult and 8 juvenile slow worms, and one juvenile grass snake. The slow 

worms were identified along the boundary features of site with the juvenile grass snake 

identified to the south-east of the field.  

 

4.35 The majority of site was formerly characterised as arable land, it was considered since the 2024 

surveys the arable field has been left fallow, albeit still under management and is now modified 

grassland. However, this habitat was of short sward and sparse and therefore was still 

considered unsuitable for reptiles. The existing available reptile habitat had not significantly 

changed with the suitable habitat still present around the field margins which hand not 

changed in extent or significantly in condition. The very small areas of lawn present within 24 

Meadow Way was at a longer sward, than previously recorded. These areas were not 

considered to be optimal for reptiles and were isolated from other suitable habitat. The rear 

garden was isolated by the house and patio as well as the boundary lower walled sections of 

the close panel fencing which appeared well sealed forming a continuous barrier to dispersal. 

Again, the front garden was isolated by hardstanding, buildings and a small section of isolated 

well managed unsuitable garden habitat adjacent. It is considered that the available extent of 

habitat to reptile species has not changed on site with the vast majority of this habitat, 

maintained as part of proposals with significant areas of new reptile habitat to be created as 

part of works. As such no further survey work is recommended. An updated reptile mitigation 

strategy is detailed within the relevant accompanying document.  

 

Great Crested Newts (GCN) 

4.36 The central grassland habitat on site was considered to be largely unsuitable for GCN due to 

its sparsity and short sward. It is considered that the suitability was predominantly located 

within the field boundaries of site. The suitability of the site for GCN has not changed since the 

previous 2021/2022 and 2024 survey work. 

 

4.37 Three ponds and two dry SUDs were identified within 250m of the site. The two SUDs 

identified previously within the housing estate to the south were once again investigated 

during the update survey in 2026, these were found to still be dry and contained no vegetation 

within or around the edges of the basins. Therefore, it was considered these two dry SUDs 

remain unsuitable for breeding GCN and are soak away features not ponds. 
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4.38 In 2022, pond P1 was tested for GCN eDNA which returned a positive result indicating GCN 

presence within the pond. Access to pond P2 was not granted in 2022 and P3 was determined 

to be a covered swimming pool unsuitable for GCN. The Natural England risk indicator 

completed in 2022 presuming P1 and P2 were breeding ponds suggested offence was ‘highly 

unlikely’ as the site is largely unsuitable for GCN.  

 

4.39 It is considered that the site has not materially changed from the initial surveys conducted 

onsite. The centre of the site, wherein the majority of the development footprint lies, is 

considered unsuitable for GCN in their terrestrial phase. Additionally, the site is separated 

from P1 and P2 by a number of houses, access roads and Hook Lane, with limited connectivity 

to site. As such, it is considered GCN are not considered to be a constraint as was previously 

concluded.  

 

Hazel Dormice 

4.40 A dormouse survey was conducted in 2022 with checks conducted once a month from May to 

November 2022. No dormice were found during this survey, only evidence of Apodemus spp. 

were identified utilising the dormouse nest tubes. As such, it was considered dormice were 

likely absent from the site.  

 

4.41 Update records for hazel dormice show no records within habitat that is connected to the site, 

with all recent records recorded from a specific site north of Eastergate approximately 1.5km 

away, isolated from the site by the villages of Westergate and Eastergate and associated built 

infrastructure forming a significant barrier to dispersal. The management of the site and 

surrounding habitat does not appear to have changed with no significant connectivity to 

habitat from which a source population could colonise the site, as such it is considered that 

species are still likely absent from the site, and no further survey work is recommended as was 

previously agreed.  

 

Other Species 

4.42 No evidence of badgers including setts or latrines was identified onsite during the initial 

2021/2022 PEA or 2024 update walkover. Furthermore, no evidence of badgers was identified 

during the 2026 update. Due to the open nature of the majority of site, it is considered likely 

that badgers may utilise the site for commuting and foraging purposes. Best practice guidelines 

are recommended to be followed, to help ensure no badgers or other mammals are harmed 

during the construction phase of the project: 
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• Any excavations and/or trenches associated with construction are either covered at night 

or supplemented by means of escape for any badgers that may fall into the excavation 

whilst foraging; 

• Any open pipes or conduits laid should be blocked off each night to prevent badgers from 

entering them; 

• As far as possible, construction work should only take place between dawn and dusk with 

no late evening work to reduce possible disturbance. 

 

4.43 The hedgerows, trees, and scrub were considered suitable for birds to nest within during the 

appropriate season. In 2022, a few old birds’ nests were observed amongst the trees along the 

northern boundary. The site was considered to have some suitability for ground nesting birds, 

however, in 2022 and 2024 no evidence of this was observed. The update survey in 2026 found 

no evidence of use by ground nesting birds, with the field heavily managed and at a short 

sward with no cover from predators.  

 

4.44 During the update building inspection at 24 Meadow Way, it was observed that it was 

considered likely that birds were nesting within the roof structure of the house building. 

Although no evidence was present within the roof void, it is considered likely that starling 

were nesting under the tiles or within the soffit on the southern side of the roof. A starling was 

observed entering a hole in the soffit along the southern edge of the building and noise could 

be heard between the felt and the tiles in this area during the internal inspection.  

 

4.45 Within current proposals the boundary features of interest to nesting birds are to be largely to 

retained. However, any removal of suitable habitat, including works to the buildings at 24 

Meadow Way, should be conducted outside of nesting bird season (March – August inclusive) 

or immediately after a nesting bird check by a suitably qualified ecologist.  

 

4.46 It is considered that this site does not contain suitable habitat for protected species such as 

water vole or otter.  

 

5.0 Conclusions 

 

5.1 The habitats present on site were not considered to have materially changed since the 2022 and 

2024 surveys. The arable land has been left fallow resulting in the former arable field being 

classified as modified grassland. However, this was not considered to be a substantial change 

in the habitat quality or biodiversity value of the site. The majority of the site was found to be 
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composed of modified grassland with other neutral grassland field boundaries. Species poor 

hedgerows bound the site to the south and north-west, with a hedgerow with trees to the north-

east. The linear features have not materially change since prior survey works. The property to 

the south-east of site, 24 Meadow Way, consisted of the building, associated hardstanding, 

garden and introduced shrub. A number of scattered trees were also identified to the west of 

site and within the rear garden of 24 Meadow Way.  

 

5.2 The house at 24 Meadow Way has undergone one dusk emergence survey in 2023 owing to the 

‘low’ bat potential of the building, this did not identify any bats utilising the building onsite. 

In 2026, the buildings were once again assessed internally and externally; no evidence of bats 

was identified within the loft of the building or inside the garage. However, a number of 

external features were identified including holes in the soffit and some gaps present under the 

hanging tiles of the residential house. It was considered the building was still classified as 

having ‘low’ bat potential. Therefore, one update emergence survey is recommended to be 

conducted between May to August, inclusive prior to demolition. If any bats are identified 

during this survey, then a further two surveys must be conducted from May to September 

inclusive, at least three weeks apart to inform any mitigation strategy and a Natural England 

licence to legalise the demolition of the structure. The garage was classed as having ‘negligible’ 

potential as previously recorded.  

 

5.3 One tree located within the hedgerow with trees to the north-east was identified to have a likely 

PRF-I feature considered only suitable for individual bats or a very small number of bats. It is 

understood that this boundary feature is to be retained and protected during works and will 

be subject to a sensitive lighting strategy at an operational stage. If any works are required to 

this tree in the future, then a suitably qualified ecologist should be contacted to advise on how 

to proceed.  

 

5.4 In regard to foraging and commuting bats, in previous 2022 bat activity surveys it was 

determined that the boundary features of site were the features in use by bats including a total 

of at least eight bat species including common pipistrelle, soprano pipistrelle, noctule, serotine, 

Leisler’s, barbastelle, Nathusius’ pipistrelle, and a Myotis species. Most activity was recorded 

along the northern boundary feature. It is considered that the linear habitats of site have not 

materially changed along with the rest of the habitats present on site and therefore it is 

considered that the assemblage and usage of the site by foraging and commuting bats is likely 

similar to previously recorded. As required, a sensitive lighting scheme has been developed for 
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the site to ensure that features of importance are protected. Further enhancements on site 

including the creation of wildflower planting, SuDs as well as additional tree and scrub 

planting will further improve available foraging habitat for bats on site. It is considered that 

the favourable conservation status of bat species using the site will be maintained with the 

parameters of development agreed at outline stage no further survey work is recommended.  

 

5.5 Reptile surveys conducted in 2022 found a good population of slow worm onsite, these were 

identified along the boundary features of site. It is considered that the sites suitability and the 

available extent of habitat for reptiles has not changed significantly from previous surveys with 

most suitability for reptiles located within the longer sward boundary features of site.  

 

5.6 It is considered that the assessments made for hazel dormice and great crested newts as detailed 

within the submission documents for the outline consent are still valid with these species not 

considered to be a constraint to development. No potential for any other species was 

discovered during the update walkover.  

 

5.7 It was considered that badgers may utilise the site for commuting and foraging purposes, 

therefore, best practice guidelines have been outlined within this report.  

 

5.8 The hedgerows and trees onsite as well as the buildings at 24 Meadow Way were considered 

suitable for nesting birds within the appropriate season. Likely nesting was observed within 

the roof structure at 24 Meadow Way. Any works to these habitats or features should be 

conducted outside of the nesting bird season (March – August inclusive) or immediately after 

a nesting bird check by a suitably qualified ecologist. 
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Appendix 2: Photographs 

Photograph 1: 

Hole in soffit on 24 

Meadow Way on 

the southern aspect 

of the building, 

likely in use by 

birds 

 

Photograph 2: 

Gap between 

brickwork and soffit 

on the western 

aspect of the 

building 
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Photograph 3: 

Hanging tiles on the 

western aspect of 

the building 

 
Photograph 4: 

Hole in felt within 

the loft 
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Photograph 5: 

Within the loft void 

 
Photograph 6: 

Within the garage 

associated with 24 

Meadow Way 
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Photograph 7: 

Garage associated 

with 24 Madow 

Way 

 
Photograph 8: 

Rear garden of 24 

Meadow Way 
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Photograph 9: 

Small trees located 

within the rear 

garden of 24 

Meadow Way 

 
Photograph 10: 

Front garden of 24 

Meadow Way 
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Photograph 11: 

24 Meadow Way 

and front garden 

 
Photograph 12: 

Modified grassland 

entrance to the site 

from the west 

 



 Land at Hook Meadow, Westergate  April 2026 

The Ecology Partnership 39 

Photograph 13: 

Modified grassland 

in centre of field, 

previously arable 

 
Photograph 14: 

Modified grassland 

in centre of field 
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Photograph 15: 

Southern hedgerow 

and other neutral 

grassland border to 

the field 
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Photograph 16: 

North-eastern 

hedgerow with 

trees 
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Photograph 17: 

Dry ditch running 

along the north of 

site 

 



 Land at Hook Meadow, Westergate  April 2026 

The Ecology Partnership 43 

Photograph 18: 

North-western 

hedgerow and 

grassland 

 
Photograph 19: 

Likely PRF-I feature 

within the north-

eastern hedgerow 

with trees 
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Photograph 20: 

Scattered trees to 

the west of site in 

front of offsite line 

of trees 

 
Photograph 21: 

Tree to the south-

west of site within 

bramble scrub 
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Photograph 24: 

Dry SUDs offsite 

 
Photograph 25: 

Dry SUDs offsite 
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