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Template Method Statement to be used within a Great Crested Newt Development Licence Application
This template Method Statement is to be used to form part of your Licence Application for a European Protected Species Development Licence. It will be used to determine the impact of the application on the favourable conservation status of the species concerned (Regulation 55(9) (b) of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017). It must be prepared by a consultant ecologist of other suitably qualified person. You are strongly advised to refer to the Great Crested Newt Mitigation Guidelines
. Please submit your Application and supporting Method Statement electronically to the contact details provided below.
Please note as of the 1st March 2018 the declaration box found at the end of this template must be included on any Method Statements submitted in support of a licence application, and must be signed and dated by the applicant and ecologist. Any application containing a Method Statement without this declaration will be rejected.

	Method Statement Title:


	Kelloggs Co. Wrexham Industrial Estate

	Method Statement Version Number:


	1

	Method Statement Issue Date:
	21/01/2019

	Site Address:
	Bryn Lane, Wrexham Industrial Estate, Wrexham, LL13 9UT.


Background and Supporting Information
A  Executive Summary. 
The Kellogg’s Co, production factory, hereafter referred to as the ‘site’, is located on the north-eastern edge of Wrexham Industrial Estate, approximately 3km east of the town of Wrexham.  The site extends to approximatey 17 hectares. 

The site has an operational safety need to improve the existing access and security gate arrangement in order to ensure vehicles, including Heavy Goods Vehicle deliveries and sales, can access the site directly rather then obstructing Bryn Lane, a major road in the industrial estate.
To address this, Kellogg’s are proposing to create a new HGV parking area, visitor parking area and associated walkways as shown on Drawing E-02218-C-01-RLAY-79550-A Site Plan and hereafter referred to as the ‘development site’.  The development site extends to approximately 0.9 hectares and is centered on national grid reference SJ 38922 50274.
An initial walkover was undertaken on the 17th May 2018, this focussed on the entire site as at that stage detailed development proposals had not been prepared.  Whilst the majority of the site comprises of the operational factory and areas of hardstanding, the presence of woodland, scrub, tall ruderal and amenity grassland habitats was also noted in peripheral areas of the site.  

A desk top study was also undertaken which identified a number of pre-exising records of Great Crested Newt (GCN) within 500m of the site, including the presence of a GCN mitigation area immediately south of the site which was known to support a ‘medium’ sized GCN population in 2017.  
The initial walkover was followed by a ‘presence/absence’ survey of three on site waterbodies, this returned a negative result with respect to GCN.

The development site contains amenity grassland and scrub that may be used by GCN during dispersal and terrestrial movements.  As such, there are no evident features (refugia or hibernacula) is only a limited amount of leaf letter that could be used as places of rest or shelter by GCN.  
However, the proximity of the development site to areas of known higher value GCN habitat, in particular the mitigation site immediately south, is such that the occasional presence of GCN in the development site cannot be ruled out.

As such, it is proposed to exclude GCN from the development site in order to prevent any killing or injury.  As the development site does not contain any potential hibernacula features, it is proposed to install a permanent amphibian barrier fence along the interface of the proposed development site and adjacent GCN mitigation site and the eastern development site boundary.  As a precautionary measure these works will be undertaken following a hand search by the ecologist.  The fence will then be in place to prevent any GCN from advance habitats of higher value from accessing the development site and being at risk of killing or injury.

As compensation, it is proposed to construct a large hibernacula feature beyond the development site as an enhancement and to provide a secure receptor site in the unlikely event any GCN or other amphibian are found during the hand searches associated with fence installation. 

The development works will not prevent or restrict GCN access to any breeding or high quality terrestrial habitats in the locality during or after the construction period and the habitats to be lost from within the development site offer negligible opportunities for GCN so are not assessed as being linked to current conservation status.  This, together with the measures to prevent killing or injury, are considered sufficient to ensure no detriment to the conservation status of GCN at any geographic scale.  
B
Introduction

B.1
Background to activity/development
Include a brief summary of what the proposed activity is and why it is necessary.
The site is already an operational factory and so the proposed activity is to construct a new HGV waiting area for HGV’s to park within the site, a new visitor parking area and associated walkways as shown on Drawing E-02218-C-01-RLAY-79550-A Site Plan. 
This is necessary because the current site entrance currently has sufficient space for one HGV to park whilst completing access arrangements and security checks at the existing gatehouse building.  This means any other vehicles attempting to access the site must wait on Bryn Road causing an obstruction to other road users.  As Bryn Road is one of the main access routes to the Wrexham Industrial Estate, Kellogg’s are seeking to create a safer means of vehicle access and egress to their site.

To do this, the only feasible location for the new HGV waiting area and visitor car park is one that is close to the existing entrance and doesn’t form part of the current operational factory. 

B.2
Full details of proposed works on site that are to be covered by the licence
Please ensure sufficent detail is provided on the proposed works e.g. construction of buildings, roads, fences etc. Include current status of planning permission or other consents (if applicable) and any outstanding conditions/reserved matters.   Include timescales and order of work. 
The presence of an operational factory is a long established situation, with the work to which this licence application relates is being undertaken as Permitted Development under the sites current use. 

The proposed works require the remvoal of topsoil prior to the construction of new roads, parking areas and footways as shown on Drawing E-02218-C-01-RLAY-79550-A Site Plan.  This will result in the disturbance of 0.6 ha of amenity grassland, 0.3 ha hard standing and approximatkley 10m2 of scrub vegetation.  Additional scrub vegetation currently overhanging the site boundary fence will be trimmed back to the fenceline although this will not result in habitat loss per se. 
The presence of GCN being present within the development site itself when these works commence is assessed as being highly unlikely, due to the limited occurence of any potential refugia or structured vegetation which could be used as a place of rest or shelter.  GCN may use the development site during general dispersal or movements over these vegetated areas during the night-time.   
As such, the licence is sought to cover the erection of a permanent amphibian barrier fence to prevent GCN or other amphibains entering the development site during construction when earthworks and other activities would have the potenial to kill or injure GCN either directly or indireclty i.e. through entrapment.

B.3
Actions requiring licensing
E.g. disturb, capture, translocate, damage or destroy breeding site or resting place (terrestrial and/or aquatic ), kill. Briefly explain why these actions are necessary. 
The development requires the disturbance of 0.6 ha amenity grassland and 10m2 scrub vegetation which, although lacks the potential to be used as a place of rest or shelter by GCN, may be accessed by GCN occasionally as the presence of a medium population of GCN is known in land immediatley south of the development site.  As such, the actions requiring licencing are:

· Disturb, Capture and translocate – in the highly unlikely event of any GCN being found during fence installation to move any GCN to the receptor site.
C
Survey and site assessment

C.1
Existing information on great crested newts at the survey site. 
Provide records from local environmental records centres, predictive modelling, local herptile groups, previous survey work by the applicant or others. Include records from within 2km.
The North Wales Environmental Information Service, Cofnod, was contacted for information on pre-existing biological records, within a 2 km search area of the site. 
The data search identified 569 records of GCN within 2km of the site, dating from 1987 to 2017.
A single record is shown for the site entrance, although based on the description this is considered more likely to relate to the mitigation site immediately south and is displayed at the site due to a grid reference error.

The data search identifies over 100 records of GCN dating from between 2005 and 2017 from ponds immediately south of the development site where a GCN mitigation site occurs and contains a network of ponds and terrestrial habitats.
Additional records occur within 250m of the development site, in particular in relation to a pond cluster approximately 200m east of the development site. 
C.2
Statutory sites notified for the species (SSSIs or SACs) within 10km

Johnstown Newt Sites Special Area of Conservation (SAC), which includes Stryt Las A’R Hafod Site of Special Scientific Interest is located approximately 8.2km south-west of the development site. 
C.3
Objectives of the survey
E.g. to determine presence/absence of all sub-populations of great crested newts likely to be affected, an estimate of population size and their usage of site (e.g. breeding, hibernation, and foraging).
As the presence of GCN in ponds surrounding the site and wider Wrexham Industrial Estate is well documented, the objective of survey work undertaken on the site was to assess presence/absence of GCN within the site itself.  This was to enable an assessment of any likely movement of GCN between off-site ponds where the presence of GCN is already documented and the ponds within the site itself which, as far as could be ascertained, have not been surveyed previously.  
C.4
Scaled plan/map of survey area
This should be of appropriate scale and orientation with integral or separate location map at 1:50,000 or 1:25,000 scale and aerial photographs.
Figure B.1 is attached and shows the general site location with Figure C.4 showing the waterbodies surveyed.
C.5
Site/habitat description (relevant to great crested newts)

This should be based on day-time visits (to include description of site and habitat relevant to great crested newt ecology). Include annotated photographs if applicable.
The majority of the development site comprises of closely mown amenity grassland with a grass dominated sward dominated by Yorkshire fog (Holcus lanatus) and perennial rye grass (Lolium perenne) with occasional creeping buttercup (Ranunculus repens), white clover (Trifolium repens) and selfheal (Prunella vulgaris).  This habitat has an open short sward which lacks structure or features that could be used as a place of rest or shelter.  The grassland may be used by GCN during dispersal or general movements between areas of higher habitat value. 
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Photograph 1 – amenity grassland of development site, May 2018.
The southern site boundary is defined by a chain-link fence which is largely overgrown by scrub vegetation which is occasionally trimmed and so replicates a hedgerow.  Scrub species include hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna), blackthorn (Prunus spinosa), dog rose (Rosa canina) and willow (Salix sp.) with an average height of 4-6m.  the scrub vegetation is continuous to the south of the development site within the GCN mitigation area. 
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Photograph 2 – Scrub vegetation of development site boundary, November 2018
The development site does not contain any aquatic habitats, although three waterbodies do occur in the wider site as described in Table 1 below.   
Table 1 – Aquatic Habitat Descriptions

	Description
	Picture (May 2018)

	Pond 1 – Surface water discharge channel
Approximately 100m long x 6m in width, with a slight flow evident as surface water run-off from the site is discharged from this channel.

The channel has an an extensive (c.95%) cover of broad leaved pondweed (Potamogeton natans) and occasional branched bur-reed (Sparganium erectum). 
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	Pond 2 – Surface water lagoon.

The lagoon is broadly rectangular and of unknown depth due to high turbidity.  The lagoon is approximately 40m x 10m and forms an initial stage of the sites surface water run-off management system.  Localised broadleaved pondweed was evident.  
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	Pond 3 – Fish pond.
A broadly oval pond extending to approximately 40m x 20m, heavily shaded on three sides due to scrub growth and supporting stands of bulrush (Typha latifolia).
A sign adjacent the pond states ‘Angling Club Members Only’ indicating the pond is likely to be stocked with fish.  
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C.6
Field survey(s).
Include survey method (night counts, bottle trapping,egg surveys, site inspections), timings (day/evening), weather conditions (wind, rain, air and water temperature – tabulated for multiple survey visits), personnel involved (provide individual licence numbers, if held) and details of experience/competence in this type of work, and equipment used (type and power of torch). Also record any occurrence of non-native invasive plant species or fish, and structures or features that may cause incidental capture or killing, e.g. gulley pots. Also include any constraints and justifications for departures from best practice.
Due to the timing of the initial walkover survey in mid-May, which highighted that further surveys would be required, a combinaiton of conventional survey methods were undertaken alongside an eDNA survey of all site waterbodies (Ponds 1-3).  This approach was taken to ensure presence/likely absence data was obtained using EDNA techniques and, if the eDNA survey returned a positive result, a likely estimate of popualiton size would also have been obtained using more traditional methods within the 2018 survey season.  
The ponds were surveyed using a combination of survey methods including torch-lit survey, netting and egg searches in order to compensate for limitations with any one technique associated with the nature of site waterbodies.  All visits were undertaken when the night air temperature was over 5oC.
Survey Personnel

The GCN surveys were led by Mr Rob Williams (current NRW licence number 77894:OTH:SA:2017) with the assistance of other SLR ecologists.
Limitations of the Survey
The field survey was conducted in the later stages of the GCN survey season but is still an appropriate time of year for detecting adult great crested newts and eggs in their aquatic habitats.
Due to the nature of Ponds 1 and 2, it was not possible to establish bottle traps due to being concrete lined lagoons. Pond 1 was highly vegetated at the time of the torching surveys and so torching could only be used to survey open areas.
When the requirement for surveys was identified, the great crested newt survey season had already commenced.  As such, the survey strategy comprised a combination of ‘traditional’ survey methods i.,e torch survey and bottle trapping, and a presence/absence survey using eDNA detection.  Whilst, in isolation, the completion of three ‘traditional’ survey visits would not strictly comply with published guidelines (which advise four visits), the fact the survey stratgey recognised this and therefore comprised a combination of methods is considered to represent a sufficient level of survey effort.
Whislt absence can not be fully proven, the survey methods used and effort emplyed are considered suitable to conclude the likely absence of signifiacnt numbers of GCN wihtin site waterbodies and enabel completion of the impact assessment in relation to the development.
C.7
Survey Results.
Summarise findings in table form (if appropriate); provide clear, annotated and cross-referenced maps/plans/photographs to show locations of breeding sites, and habitat maps. Raw data to be appended. 
Table 2 below provides details of weather conditions during the surveys of Ponds 1, 2 and 3. 
Table 2 - Survey Timings and Climatic Data 2018
	Date
	Weather Conditions

	06/06/2018
	Above minimum temperature (14.2 oC), 6/8 cloud cover, calm.

	07/06/2018
	Above minimum temperature (18.5 oC), 4/8 cloud cover, genlte breeze.

	11/06/2018
	Above minimum temperature (15.6 oC), 1/8 cloud cover, genlte breeze.


Table 3 below provides results details of the 2018 surveys of Ponds 1, 2 and 3. 
Table 3 Summary of 2018 Survey Results
	Pond
	Peak Counts

	
	Great Crested Newt
	Smooth Newt
	Palmate Newt
	Common Toad
	Common Frog

	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	2
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	3
	0
	4
	0
	0
	0

	Site peak count
	0
	4
	0
	0
	0

	Population class

	NA
	Small
	NA
	NA
	NA


C.8
Interpretation/evaluation of survey results (Great crested newt Mitigation Guidelines section 5.8) 
Provide count/estimate of great crested newt numbers, status of site (e.g. breeding, foraging, resting or hibernating), population significance, constraints on survey (e.g. time of year, cold weather, access problems – justify as necessary).
No GCN have been recorded at the site during the 2018 presence/absence surveys.  Certain elements of the survey were constrained because of the nature of the waterbodies present, although it is considered overall that the survey effort and timings were sufficient to conclude GCN are unlikely to utilise on site ponds 1, 2 or 3 in significant numbers.  Whilst the survey results indicated likely absence, it is recognised occasional presence cannot be fully ruled out given the general numbers of GCN that are known to occur in the local area.  

Using the selection criteria for described in Herpetofauna Workers’ Manual, the amphibian assemblage within the site would not qualify for selection as an amphibian Site of Special Scientific Interest.
A relatively high number of pre-existing GCN records occur for the area surrounding the site, including a (likely) large meta-population associated with ponds located within 250m to the west and ponds within a specific GCN mitigation site located immediately south of the development site.

The development site itself lacks waterbodies and is dominated by closely mown amenity grassland and hard standing which is of limited value to GCN due to its lack of habitat structure and regular management.  The development site also contains an approximate 10m2 of scrub vegetation.  The development site, due to its proximity to higher value terrestrial habitats and known GCN breeding ponds, may be used by GCN for foraging and resting, the latter being restricted to the small area of scrub and associated leaf litter.

D  Impact assessment – potential impact of proposed works in absence of mitigation/compensation. See Great Crested Newt Mitigation Guidelines (section 6.2)

D.1

Short-term impacts: disturbance
E.g. artificial light, restricting access to feeding or breeding sites, sheltering habitats and dispersal corridors. 
The development site is dominated by amenity grassland which may be used by GCN during dispersal between local aquatic habitats and high value terrestrial habitats. The presence of GCN in the 10m2 of scrub vegetation is also a possibility, this may relate to dispersal or shelter by low numbers of GCN.

In the absence of mitigation, this stage of works is assessed as potentially being the most harmful for the GCN.  This is due to the risk of killing or injury of any GCN present when scrub removal takes place or of any GCN utilising the development site for dispersal which could become trapped in trenches and excavations required to complete the development.
D.2
Long-term impacts: site modification
E.g. destruction or damage of part of breeding site or preferential sheltering/foraging habitats Note that impacts can be positive or negative as this is in absence of mitigation.
In the absence of mitigation, in the long-term it is possible that individual GCN’s could come in contact with the HGV’s using the lorry park at night (when dispersal is most likely to take place across open habitats), resulting in the potential to kill or injure GCN moving between habitats.
The loss of habitat because of development itself is not predicted to have any significant impact.  This is due to the development site being dominated by amenity grassland which offers negligible foraging/sheltering opportunities for GCN.  The development site does contain an approximate 10m2 of scrub vegetation which may be utilised by GCN for shelter, although use for hibernation is unlikely to the limited refuges (leaf litter) present.  Given the limited extent of this vegetation in comparison to the more extensive areas of scrub and woodland habitat to the south and west, it is unlikely to represent a significant resource that could be linked to the maintenance of the GCN population to the point of its removal resulting in any significant long-term impact. 


D.3
Long-term impacts: site loss
Impact on different sub populations to be taken into account at 2km, 10km, local, regional, and national level.
Taking a worst-case scenario approach that the following impacts on the wider GCN population are predicted:
· 2km  – low/negligible impact, as although a large meta-population exists immediately adjacent the development site, the development site itself contains no valuable terrestrial or aquatic habitat.
· 10km – negligible impact, as GCN are likely to occur relatively frequently at this geographic level.

· Regional (i.e. North Wales) – negligible impact, the species occurs frequently in many areas of North Wales, in particularly the borough of Wrexham. This distribution would not be adversely affected by the proposal.

· National (i.e. Wales) – negligible impact, the species is relatively widespread across areas of North Wales, the Marches and parts of South Wales. This distribution would not be adversely affected by the lorry park development.
D.4
Long-term impacts: fragmentation and isolation
E.g. loss of ponds or terrestrial habitat including stepping stones and linear features such as hedges, tree lines,  severance of migration routes by roads. 
The development area is not assessed as providing any key dispersal routes in the context of movement of GCN. This is due to the lack of strongly connecting terrestrial habitats i.e. Hedgerows/ditches/woodland/rough grassland or hibernacular features and lack of aquatic habitat within the development site.

GCN may, however, occasionally cross the development site during dispersal movements between local ponds and higher value terrestrial habitats that will be retained.
D.5
Post-development interference impacts
E.g. gulley pots or other features that could effect incidental capture or killing, predation, disturbance, including those associated with recreation and human pressure,.
The development site will be dominated by hard standing and amenity grassland as shown in Drawing E-02218-C-01-RLAY-79550-A Site Plan. In the absence of the mitigation, individual GCN’s that may utilise the development site for dispersal may be killed or injured by vehicles or become trapped in gulley pots required for site drainage.

Whilst gulley pots are already present on the wider site roads and car parking areas, the lorry park development will be in closer proximity to higher value retained GCN habitats and therefore the risk of entrapment is greater.  
No additional lighting, that could increase predation risk, is proposed. 

D.6
Predicted scale of impact 
Include impacts on species status at the site, 2km, 10km, local, county, regional and country levels.
Taking a worst-case scenario approach that the following impacts on the wider GCN population are predicted:
· 2km – low/negligible impact, individuals may be killed but unlikely to significantly affect the Favourable Conservation Status (FCS) of GCN at this level – High level of certainty.
· 10km – negligible impact, GCN status at this scale is unlikely to be significantly affected. No impact to Favourable Conservation Status at this level – High level of certainty.
· Regional (i.e. North Wales) – negligible impact, GCN status at this scale is highly unlikely to be affected. No impact to FCS at this level – High level of certainty.

· National (i.e. Wales) – negligible impact, GCN status at this scale highly unlikely to be affected. No impact to FCS – High level of certainty.
Delivery Information - Mitigation, compensation and monitoring
Description of how the impacts will be addressed in order to ensure no detriment to the maintenance of the population at a favourable conservation status. 

E
Works to be undertaken
Please identify which works will be undertaken or supervised by a licensed ecologist 
E.1
Great Crested Newt capture and exclusion (if applicable). 
Timings, effort, methods to be employed, reasonable avoidance schemes or measures for great crested newts (fencing, fence maintenance, logging captures, inspection and maintenance of fences), locations of receptor sites etc. Include diagrams to show locations of drift and exclusion fencing, pitfall trap design and trap density. State if site based weather stations are used to demonstrate appropriate trapping conditions 
Permanent one-way amphibian fencing will be installed along the southern and eastern development site boundary as shown on Drawing E-02218-C-01-RLAY-79550-A Site Plan to prevent GCN access during construction or operational phases. The vegetation overgrowing the existing site fence line will require the cutting back to enable installation of the GCN fence.  
Fence installation is proposed to commence on receipt of EPSL (unlikely prior to the end of February).  As the extent of potential GCN sheltering habitat is highly localised to a small area of scrub (10m2) and contains only superficial refuges (leaf litter), the presence of hibernating GCN within the area to be disturbed by fence installation is assessed as being highly unlikely.  As such, it is not proposed to restrict the timing of fence installation at all in areas of amenity grassland, but fence installation in the area of scrub will lonely be undertaken on frost-free nights where dusk air-temperature is greater than 5oC.   

The supervising ecologist(s) will undertake hand searches/checks prior to fence installation, this will involve systematically searching vegetation and potential refuges i.e. leaf litter, carefully searching in order to avoid injuring any amphibians that may be seeking shelter beneath.    
By virtue of its location adjacent the site boundary fence, the 10m2 scrub which is the only potential place of shelter for GCN in the development site will be removed at this stage. Once the fence installation is complete, the potential presence of GCN within the development site is assessed as being highly unlikely.  
As the remaining land within the development site (amenity grassland and hardstanding) offers no suitable places of rest or shelter for GCN, the discovery of GCN following erection of the permanent fence is assessed as being highly unlikely. 

As such, formal GCN capture of the remaining amenity grassland and hardstanding of the development site is not proposed as all habitats with the potential to be used by GCN for shelter will be removed during the GCN fence installation and any GCN present in these areas will therefore be found during the hand searches.  

It is proposed, as a precautionary measure, to undertake a full fingertip search of the amenity grassland following installation of the GCN fence and prior to releasing the development site to enable commencement of construction works. 

Any GCN, or other amphibians, found during these works will be moved by the ecologist to the artificial hibernacula shown on Figure E2.1 Habitat Measures. 
E.2
Great Crested Newt habitat

E.2.1 Receptor site modification, enhancement or creation.
Include details of new breeding sites and resting places e.g pond creation- design, layout, number, planting schemes, water supply and hydrology regimes, terrestrial habitat diversification or creation – design, habitat type, planting schemes, provenance of imported plants, consideration of biosecurity impacts.
A specific receptor site is not proposed or deemed to be required as the only potential GCN habitat to be lost relates to 10m2 of scrub.  As the likelihood of encountering GCN during removal of this is low, or only likely to involve individual or low numbers of GCN, it is proposed to construct a large hibernacula feature at the location shown on Figure E2.1 Habitat Measures.  
This location is shown on Photograph 3 below and is currently an area of bare/sparsely vegetated ground so is unlikely to be used by GCN.  
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Photograph 3 – proposed hibernacula location.

The hibernacula will measure 10m2 and a maximum (central) height of 1m, being constructed using inert materials similar to the schematic diagram shown below.  This hibernacula will provide compensation for the loss of shelter opportunities associated with the 10m2 scrub vegetation and will also provide a secure release site for any amphibians found during initial hand searches. 
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Hibernacular design

(image from Great Crested Newt Conservation Handbook, Froglife 2001.)
E.2.2 Temporary loss of breeding sites, resting places
Provide details of all reasonable avoidance measures to be undertaken throughout the period of works
N/A
E.2.3 Destruction of existing breeding sites, resting places
Full project programme including dewatering schemes(including filter specifications), programmes of terrestrial searches, fencing location and construction, transport methodologies, void infilling.
The removal of potential resting places within the development site will have taken places during fence installation and so no further mitigation actions will be required once works detailed in Section E.1 are complete. 
E.2.4 Scaled maps/plans
To show proposals for mitigation outlined above in relation to existing and proposed habitat features and in relation to the proposed development outline. A GIS data layer may be included with your application to illustrate locations of habitats in E.2.1 to E.2.3 
Figures E.2.1Habitat Measures and E-02218-C-01-RLAY-79550-A Site Plan attached.
E.3
Mechanisms for ensuring delivery of mitigation and compensation measures

E.3.1 Measures to ensure compliance with this method statement.
This may require appointment of an external auditing scheme including audit key performance indicators, for medium, large scale or long-term schemes e.g. residential development, pipeline construction or maintenance, way leaves for utilities, quarrying and mineral extraction.
A compliance audit (logbook) will be completed in accordance with NRW guidance and following the structure set out by the NRW template.  The level of reporting completed will be based upon Tier 1 – Licence Report due to the low predicted impact and limited scale of works.

E.3.2 Ensure that sufficient land has been acquired for compensation purposes
Provide scaled maps/plans
Figure E.2.1 shows the location of the proposed hibernacula (receptor site) which occurs within the land ownership of Kellogg’s.

To protect the hibernacula from accidental disturbance or damage, a post and rail fence will be installed around the hibernacula with signage highlighting the purpose of the hibernacula and that it is not to be altered or removed unless following prior approval from NRW.   
E.3.3 Ensure that designs of subsequent development are newt friendly
Do not include features likely to result in incidental capture or killing
As post development features that pose a risk to GCN are unavoidable i.e gulley pots and vehicle movements at night, the permanent fence is proposed to reduce the likelihood of any GCN encountering these risks within the development site. 
E.3.4 Provide sufficient resources 
To ensure effective site management and associated wardening and monitoring where relevant.
Kellogg’s will be site operators and landowners for the foreseeable future given the overall investment and purpose-built nature of the wider factory site.  They will either undertake works required under this Method Statement directly or fund completion of required tasks using specialist contractors or consultants.  In the event of any future sale of the site, the requirements and commitments made in respect of GCN would be considered and included in any legal documentation. 
The works to which this Method Statement relate are being undertaken as permitted development and as such there are no planning conditions or obligations which relate to GCN, or ecology, but Kellogg’s commit to implementing the measures proposed in this Method Statement and accept they will become legally binding on the issue of any licence by signing the Licence Application Form.

E.4  Mitigation contingencies
Describe any contingency proposals including circumstances when the contingencies will be instigated.
The mitigation contingencies that may be required include fence repairs if any damage is noted during routine inspections which will be undertaken on a monthly basis.  Minor repairs will be completed by site staff although a specialist contractor may be required for any significant repairs.
E.5
Biosecurity risk assessment
Consider presence of non-native species and disease on site and actions to be undertaken that will prevent their spread onto or off the site

No invasive plant species have been identified in the development site itself or location proposed for the hibernacula. 
The risk of transferring amphibian disease, for example Chytridiomycosis, or introducing invasive non-native species, will be minimised by cleaning and disinfecting equipment used by staff and contractors implementing the required mitigation works in accordance with current NRW and ARG UK advice.  Furthermore, any GCN translocated would all be part of the same meta-population and so a degree of interaction between these animals would already take place.

This also relates to undertaking measures to minimise the risk of spreading Phytophthora and Chalara due to the presence of woodland habitats at the site. 

The above considerations will be reviewed prior to commencement and a project specific biosecurity risk assessment prepared and documented as part of the compliance audit. 

F
Post-development site safeguard
F.1  Habitat/site management and maintenance
Include ongoing land management proposals, details of who will be responsible for management and maintenance, on going running costs, site/structure ownership and monitoring development of new habitats.
No specific post development habitat management is proposed or deemed to be required when taking the nature of potential impacts into account.  

The hibernacula feature proposed as compensation is not anticipated to require any future maintenance although an annual inspection of the post and rail fence installed to demarcate the hibernacula will be undertaken and any remedial repairs undertaken as required.  
The mitigation contingencies that may be required include repairs to the permanent GCN exclusion fence if any damage is noted during routine inspections which will be undertaken on a monthly basis.  Minor repairs will be completed by site staff although a specialist contractor may be required for any significant repairs.

F.2  Population monitoring
Include details of monitoring effort and timing, personnel involved and equipment to be used.
Based on the nature of potential impacts predicted and the low likelihood of any GCN being found, in the context of known populations of GCN in the immediate surrounding area, no formal population monitoring is proposed or deemed to be required.

F.3  Post-development mitigation contingencies
Describe the action that you will take if monitoring results are unfavourable.
N/A as no monitoring is proposed. 
F.4  Mechanism for ensuring delivery of post-development works
As appropriate e.g. Section 106 Agreement, to include details of who will undertake the work and reporting details, other covenants, contractual agreements or wardening schemes.
Kellogg’s will be site operators and landowners for the foreseeable future and will either undertake post development fence maintenance works directly or fund completion of required tasks using specialist contractors or consultants.
G
Timetable of works
Include timings of all capture, development activities and mitigation measures, monitoring and other post development works 
Timings are provided in Table 4 below; all actions will be undertaken on receipt of an EPSL.  

Table 4  Timetable

	Task 
	Timing

	Creation of hibernacula.
	February to June 2019.

	Hand searches during permanent fence installation.
	February to June 2019.

	Erect Permanent GCN fence.
	February to June 2019.

	Inspections of Permanent GCN fence.
	Monthly (until completion of site operations unless otherwise agreed with NRW).

	Inspections of hibernacula protection fence. 
	Annually (until completion of site operations unless otherwise agreed with NRW).


H
Land Ownership – Mitigation Site/Compensation Site

H.1 Mitigation Site/Compensation Site Ownership
If mitigation is to be undertaken at a location not owned by the applicant, you must provide the written consent of the relevant land owner(s). You must also provide details of how the mitigation is to be maintained in the long term (e.g. a legal agreement, transfer of legal interest). 
The applicant is the project agent/architect but all works will take place within land owned by the site operator, Kellogg’s Co. whom commit to the measures proposed in this Method Statement as clarified in the attached email. 
H.2 Mitigation Site/Compensation Ownership post construction
If the ownership of the mitigation site will change after construction, please confirm the identity of the prospective owners/occupiers together with timescales associated with transfer of occupancy or other forms of legal interest. You must also provide details of how the mitigation is to be maintained in the long term (e.g. a legal agreement).

N/A
I  Declaration

	I declare that should a licence be granted, the work as proposed in this Method Statement will be strictly adhered to. I understand that any deviation from the works as proposed in this Method Statement without agreement from NRW would result in a breach of the licence. 

NB. Applicants should note that it is an offence under regulation 59 of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 to knowingly or recklessly provide false information in order to obtain a licence. 



	Signature of the Applicant
	
	Date
	

	For electronic submissions please insert an electronic signature above or place an x in the box opposite to confirm agreement with the declarations above.
	☐


	Full name in BLOCK LETTERS
	

	
	

	Signature of the Ecologist
	
	Date
	21/01/2019

	For electronic submissions please insert an electronic signature above or place an x in the box opposite to confirm agreement with the declarations above.
	X


	Full name in BLOCK LETTERS
	CHRIS  MITCHELL


J
References
Credits for source information. 

K
Annexes
K.1
Pre-existing survey reports

K.2
Raw survey data

Contact Details





Natural Resources Wales


Species Permitting Team


Maes Y Ffynnon


Penrhosgarnedd


Bangor


LL57 2DW





03000 654974 / 03000 654921


� HYPERLINK "mailto:specieslicence@naturalresourceswales.gov.uk" �specieslicence@naturalresourceswales.gov.uk�


� HYPERLINK "mailto:trwyddedrhywogaeth@cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk" �trwyddedrhywogaeth@cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk�











� Great Crested Newt Mitigation Guidelines (NEWT1)  available from Natural England website 


� Based on English Nature (2001) Great Crested Newt Mitigation Guidelines.
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