
From: Matthew Brewer <matthew.brewer@rpsgroup.com>  
Sent: 23 July 2019 15:55 
To: Grandfield, Andy <Andy.Grandfield@eastleigh.gov.uk> 
Cc: Louise Braine <Louise.Braine@rpsgroup.com>; Adam Gostling <Adam.Gostling@rpsgroup.com>; 
Rowland, Philip (GE Aviation) <Philip.Rowland@ge.com> 
Subject: RE: O/18/84191:- GE Aviation Proposal for 141 units and the alterations to sports pitches and 
highway 
 
Andy 
 
Apologies for the delay in responding on the below in relation to the ecologist comments, there have 
been some personnel changes at RSK and Erol has now left. 
 
I respond to each of the elements below as follows: 
 
Bat Roosts – It is not considered that any further assessments are required as this work has been 
completed. The results of preliminary roost assessment for bats outlined moderate bat roost potential 
within building 3 and a confirmed roost within Sydney Lodge.  Sydney Lodge, the building confirmed as a 
roost during preliminary surveys, will not be affected by the proposals due to the nature of the work to 
this building and as such no further surveys were identified to be necessary. In regards to Building 3 bat 
roost assessments have been undertaken, and subsequently bat emergence/re-entry surveys have been 
completed.  The results of the surveys were that no bats were observed emerging from the building and 
no further survey work was identified as necessary as a result. As such the necessary assessments have 
been undertaken in this respect and the conclusions are that the proposed demolition can proceed 
without the requirement of a European Protected Species Licence. The full details are included in the 
attached summary letter and submitted bat assessment, activity and survey reports. 
 
Great Crested Newts – The pond was surveyed in February.  From the PEA it is evident that the risk of 
harm to GCN, GCN habitat or FCS is very low. This is based on a lack of any records of GCN in the desk 
study records, an ‘average’ HSI score, a dry pond during the GCN ‘breeding season’ (survey time 
window) and a distance of 200m from the closest boundary of the proposed development site. If there 
is any concern a recommendation in this situation could be for an ecologist to supervise vegetation 
clearance using a similar approach to that already prescribed for reptile protection and if any GCN are 
found during this vegetation work and searching then an appropriate licence will need to be applied for.  
 
Green Corridor – happy that this can be dealt within the condition. 
 
Regards 
Matt 
 
Matthew Brewer 

Director 
D  0207 832 0254 
E  matthew.brewer@rpsgroup.com 
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16 July 2018 

Our reference: 857362 – GE Aviation – Ecological Surveys Summary Letter 

 

Mr Matthew Brewer 

Planner - RPS Planning & Development 

140 London Wall 

London 

EC2Y 5DN 

United Kingdom 

 

Dear Matthew, 

 

GE AVIATION – ECOLOGICAL SURVEYS SUMMARY 

 

This letter provides a summary of all ecological surveys carried out in relation to the proposed residential 

development on the GE Aviation Campus (Appendix 1). Due to changes in scheme design, 

recommendations in previous reports are no longer applicable. Therefore, all recommendations have 

been reviewed and those within this report supersede those in previous ecological reports provided by 

RSK. This letter should be read as an aide memoire to the detailed ecological survey reports submitted in 

connection with a detailed planning application for the site. 

 

Existing Ecological Survey Reports 

A number of ecological surveys were carried between February 2017 and January 2018. A summary is 

provided in Table 1.  

Table 1. Ecological surveys carried out to date at GE Aviation Campus. 

Survey Survey Date Report Reference 

Preliminary Ecological 

Appraisal   

February 2014 RSK (2017) 856776 – GE Aviation – PEA Report 

Reptile surveys April – June 

2017 

RSK (2017) 856776 – GE Aviation – Reptile Survey Report 

Breeding bird surveys April – June 

2017 

RSK (2017) 856776 – GE Aviation – Breeding Bird Survey 

Report 

Wintering bird surveys October – 

December 2017 

RSK (2017) 856776 – GE Aviation – Wintering Bird Survey 

Report 

Dormouse surveys April – October 

2017 

RSK (2017) 856776 – GE Aviation  – Dormouse Survey 

Report 
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Survey Survey Date Report Reference 

Preliminary bat roost 

assessment of buildings and 

trees  

April 2017 – 

January 2018 

RSK (2017) 856776 – GE Aviation – Preliminary Roost 

Assessment Report 

RSK (2017) 856776 – GE Aviation – Breeding Bird Survey 

Report 

Bat activity surveys April – October 

2017 

RSK (2017) 856776 – GE Aviation – Bat Activity Survey 

Report 

Bat emergence / dawn 

surveys  

August – 

September 2017 

RSK (2017) 87362 –GE Aviation – Bat Survey Report 

Habitat Regulations 

Assessment 

February 2018 RSK (February 2018) 856776 – GE Aviation – HRA 

Screening Letter Report 

 

Ecological Surveys - Summary 

 

Extended Phase 1 Habitat Surveys 

The development site comprises 11 buildings, fragments of broad-leaved woodland, mixed plantation 

woodland, mature trees, introduced scrub, species-poor hedges and amenity grassland. 

There are 26 statutory designated sites and 21 non-statutory designated sites within 5 km. There are 

records of birds including Barn Owl (Tyto alba) and Greenshank (Tringa nebularia), protected 

invertebrates including White-letter Hairstreak (Satyrium w-album) and Stage Beetle (Lucanus cervus), 

Water Vole (Arvicola terrestris), Badger (Meles meles), Slow-worm (Anguis fragillis) and various bat 

species from within 2 km of the site. 

The development site abuts ancient woodland and the West Wood SINC, in order to protect these areas 

from the urbanising and recreational impacts a 20 m buffer from the development has been adopted and 

a woodland management plan should be provided.  

 

Great Crested Newts 

Habitats on site were deemed to be suitable for Great Crested Newt and a single pond was identified 

using aerial imagery. The location of the pond was visited and it was discovered that the pond no longer 

held water and, as a result, was unsuitable for Great Crested Newts. No further survey work or mitigation 

is required with regard to this species. 

 

Reptiles 

A medium population of Slow Worm (Anguis fragilis) was found during surveys in 2017. Slow Worms 

were concentrated around the northern and southern boundaries of the site in areas of scattered broad-

leaved trees and mixed plantation woodland. The majority of the site is amenity grassland and hard 

standing which is not suitable habitat for common reptiles. Development proposals retain all suitable 

habitat for reptiles; as a result a translocation will not be required.  A method statement will be produced 

by a suitably qualified ecologist outlining the precautionary measures to be followed during the works.  

Habitat features (such as log piles) will be included in the scheme to provide reptiles with additional 

refuges. 
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Breeding Birds 

Breeding bird surveys were undertaken in April, May and June, thirty species of bird were recorded – of 

these 24 species were either confirmed breeding (five), probable breeding (eight) or possible breeding 

(11). Vegetation clearance will be undertaken outside of the nesting bird season (where possible) or 

checked by an ecologist prior to removal.  

 

Wintering Birds 

Surveys recorded 40 species of birds, including Schedule 1, UKBAP and BoCC species and species 

included in the Solent and Southampton Water SPAs and Ramsar sites. None of these species were 

found within the site boundary, suggesting that the site is not used by wintering birds, possibly due to the 

heavy levels of disturbance. Due to the size of the development, a financial levy will be provided to the 

Solent Recreational Mitigation Strategy, this strategy is supported by Natural England and aims to 

provide sufficient mitigation to offset any disturbance from new developments with the Eastleigh borough,  

 

Dormice 

Surveys during 2017 found that Hazel Dormice (Muscardinus avellanarius) were absent from the site and 

no further actions were required. 

 

Badgers 

No Badger setts or evidence of foraging Badger were found during the Preliminary Ecological Appraisal 

undertaken in February 2017. Further detailed surveys are not necessary. 

 

Bats – buildings 

Table 2 provides a summary of the surveys and results. 

Table 2. Results of preliminary roost assessment for bats 

Building 

reference 

Date Surveyors Bat Roost Potential 

Sydney Lodge 27/04/2017 John Daw (Class 2 licence: 2015-

10716-CLS-CLS) with assistance from 

Olivia Guidon. 

Confirmed Roost 

Sports Pavillion 27/04/2017 John Daw (Class 2 licence: 2015-

10716-CLS-CLS) with assistance from 

Olivia Guidon. 

Moderate Potential 

Security Kiosk 27/04/2017 John Daw (Class 2 licence: 2015-

10716-CLS-CLS) with assistance from 

Olivia Guidon. 

Negligible Potential 

Building 3 27/04/2017 John Daw (Class 2 licence: 2015-

10716-CLS-CLS) with assistance from 

Olivia Guidon. 

Moderate Potential 
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Building 

reference 

Date Surveyors Bat Roost Potential 

Old Canteen 27/04/2017 John Daw (Class 2 licence: 2015-

10716-CLS-CLS) with assistance from 

Olivia Guidon. 

Low Potential 

Offices 27/04/2017 John Daw (Class 2 licence: 2015-

10716-CLS-CLS) with assistance from 

Olivia Guidon. 

Negligible Potential 

Design Office 27/04/2017 John Daw (Class 2 licence: 2015-

10716-CLS-CLS) with assistance from 

Olivia Guidon. 

Negligible Potential 

Building 7a 27/04/2017 John Daw (Class 2 licence: 2015-

10716-CLS-CLS) with assistance from 

Olivia Guidon. 

Negligible Potential 

Building 9 28/09/2017 Jessica Breeze (Class 2 licence: 

2015-17895-CLS-CLS) with 

assistance from Cecilia Montauban 

Negligible Potential 

Building 31 28/09/2017 Jessica Breeze (Class 2 licence: 

2015-17895-CLS-CLS) with 

assistance from Cecilia Montauban 

Negligible Potential 

Building 4 23/01/2018 Errol Ibrahim (Class 2 licence: 2017-

32783-CLS-CLS) with assistance from 

Cecilia Montauban 

Negligible Potential 

 

Bats – trees 

All trees on site were assess for their potential for roosting bats; three had low potential, 21 had moderate 

potential and nine had high potential for roosting bats. All trees are due to be retained so no further 

surveys are required.   

 

Bats – emergence/re-entry surveys 

As a result of the preliminary bat roost assessments ,further surveys were required on buildings that had 

roosting potential in order to determine if bat roosts were present. Sydney Lodge, the building confirmed 

as a roost during preliminary surveys, will not be affected by the proposals. As such, no further surveys 

were undertaken. Results of these surveys are provided in Table 3.  

Table 3. Details of bat emergence/re-entry surveys 

Building and Visit 

Number 

Date Surveyors Time Weather 

Conditions 

Results 

Old Canteen 1/1 29/08/2017 Errol Ibrahim, 

Alice Clarke 

Start: 19:41 Warm and dry, 

Wind : 1-2, 

No bats were observed 
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Building and Visit 

Number 

Date Surveyors Time Weather 

Conditions 

Results 

and Sarah 

Kitchen 

Finish: 21:26 Temp: 19°C emerging. 

Building 3 1/2 30/08/2017 Jan Skuriat 

and Sarah 

Kitchen 

Start: 19:39 

Finish: 21:24 

Mild and dry, 

Wind : 1-2, 

Temp: 14°C 

No bats were observed 

emerging. 

Building 3 2/2 13/09/2017 Jan Skuriat 

and Sarah 

Kitchen 

Start: 19:08 

Finish: 20:53 

Mild and dry, 

Wind : 3, 

Temp: 14°C 

No bats were observed 

emerging. 

Sports Pavilion 1/3 31/08/2017 Jade Brennan 

and Louis 

Edwards 

Start: 19:37 

Finish: 21:22 

Warm and dry, 

Wind : 1-2, 

Temp: 15°C 

A single Common 

Pipistrelle (Pipistrellus 

pipistrellus) was 

observed emerging 

from behind the 

scoreboard on the 

north-western elevation 

of the building at 20:29 

Sports Pavilion 2/3 13/09/2017 Jan Skuriat 

Luke Burgess 

and Cecilia 

Montauban 

Start: 05:07 

Finish: 06:52 

Mild and dry, 

Wind : 3, 

Temp: 13°C 

No bats were observed 

emerging. 

Sports Pavilion 3/3 28/09/2017 Jess Breeze, 

Cecilia 

Montauban 

and Sarah 

Kitchen 

Start: 18:35 

Finish: 20:20 

Still and Clear. 

Wind : 1, 

Temp: 15°C 

No bats were observed 

emerging. 

 

No bats were recorded emerging from building 3 or the Old Canteen. It is therefore unlikely that bats are 

using these buildings for roosting purposes. No further survey work in relation to these buildings is 

required, and their proposed demolition can proceed without the requirement of a European Protected 

Species Licence.  During the first dusk emergence survey on the Sports Pavilion, a Common Pipistrelle 

bat roost was identified and a further two surveys were required to provide survey data for an EPS 

license application to demolish the building. Based on the survey findings, the roost is considered to be a 

transitory day roost, likely being used by a male bat. 

As ‘day roosts’ are considered roosts of low conservation importance, and a single common bat species 

was found to be using the roost it is eligible to be covered under a Low Impact Bat Class Licence. 

Low Impact Bat Class Licences, granted by NE, permit activities that would otherwise be illegal such as 

the disturbance of bats or damaging or destroying bat roosts. They comprise a site registration form, 

which will provide details of all survey work carried out relating to the species concerned, a population 

assessment, an impact assessment and a strategy to minimise, mitigate or compensate for the impacts.  
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Although Low Impact Bat Class Licences do not require mitigation in the form of roost compensation, it is 

advisable that bat boxes are installed on a tree on site. This is so there is somewhere to place a bat 

should one be found during the supervised soft strip/demolition works.  

 

Bats – foraging and commuting 

During activity surveys in 2017, seven bat species were recorded. The most frequently recorded species 

was Common Pipistrelle, with Soprano Pipistrelle Myotis species recorded less often. Activity was 

concentrated around the tree line to the north and the mixed plantation woodland. The site is considered 

to be of ‘County’ value for commuting and foraging bats. The important commuting and foraging habitats 

are due to be retained. Coniferous tree lines within the site are due to be removed, but these are not 

connected to the wider habitats and little foraging and commuting activity was recorded around them. 

This vegetation clearance should be undertaken during the winter months to limit disturbance. Current 

proposals also aim to improve the connectivity of the site by planting additional tree lines and hedgerows 

(Appendix 1). 

A ‘bat-friendly’ lighting strategy should be agreed for the development, including during construction from 

April to October. This should include details of the height of all lighting, the intensity of lighting (specified 

in Lux levels), spread of light, approximate light spillage levels (in metres), light colour, the times when 

the lighting would be illuminated, and any measures proposed to mitigate the impact of the new lighting 

or disturbance through glare (such as making use of cowls and hoods). Overall, the lighting strategy 

should ensure that light will only be directed as required (with minimal light-spill), should not be directed 

at those habitats on the site that are most often used by bats (see above).  

 

Other Species 

There is suitable habitat for Stag Beetles on site and there were multiple sightings of Hedgehogs during 

Bat activity surveys. Suitable Hedgehog refuge areas (e.g. piles of leaf litter and log piles) should be 

checked prior to clearing to ensure that no Hedgehogs are killed or injured in the process. This is of 

particular importance during the breeding period (April – September) and when the animals are 

hibernating (November – March). Checks can be made by the contractors carrying out the works and if 

any Hedgehogs are found works should stop in that area and the animal(s) left to disperse on their own 

accord. Where possible the removal of Hedgehog refugia should be avoided during the hibernation 

period, if this is not possible then any Hedgehogs found should be relocated to suitable habitat or a 

‘hedgehog house’ by a suitably qualified ecologist.  

Steps should be taken to ensure that fences around residential units do not form a barrier to Hedgehogs 

moving around the area. A solution is the installation of Hedgehog-friendly gravel boards at the base of 

each fence. These boards have a gap which allows the animals to pass freely between gardens and to 

exit into the wider landscape. If wooden gravel boards are not suitable then any solution which provides a 

13 cm x 13 cm hole (large enough for an adult Hedgehog) at the base of every fence is acceptable. The 

new occupants of the development should be made aware of Hedgehog holes and encouraged to keep 

them clear. Labels advising residents of the purpose of the Hedgehog holes are available from PTES1. 

                                                   

1 https://www.jacksons-fencing.co.uk/product/sc_667610/hedgehog-gravel-board-for-use-with-slotted-posts-1.83m-x-150-x-28mm-incl.1-x-

end-packer-1-x-length-packer-jakcured.aspx?tpc=AB&fmc=DS&fnc=AX&timber=1   

https://www.jacksons-fencing.co.uk/product/sc_667610/hedgehog-gravel-board-for-use-with-slotted-posts-1.83m-x-150-x-28mm-incl.1-x-end-packer-1-x-length-packer-jakcured.aspx?tpc=AB&fmc=DS&fnc=AX&timber=1
https://www.jacksons-fencing.co.uk/product/sc_667610/hedgehog-gravel-board-for-use-with-slotted-posts-1.83m-x-150-x-28mm-incl.1-x-end-packer-1-x-length-packer-jakcured.aspx?tpc=AB&fmc=DS&fnc=AX&timber=1
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Other enhancements for both Stage Beetles and Hedgehogs could include the provision of log piles (a 

useful way to use any wood cut during construction) in areas where they will not be disturbed.  

If you have any questions regarding this letter please do not hesitate to contact me on 01442 416680 or 

email eibrahim@rsk.co.uk  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

For RSK Company Limited 

 

 

 

Errol Ibrahim 

Ecological Consultant 

 

Technical and Commercial review by: 

        
Simon Boulter        

Director        

On behalf of RSK Environment 
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