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1. INTRODUCTION  

1.1.1 Waterman Infrastructure & Environment Limited (Waterman) was commissioned by Atkins (a 
member of the SNC-Lavalin Group) on behalf of Network Rail to undertake an ecological 
assessment of land adjacent to Lady Ann Crossing, closest post code WF17 0PY (central 
Ordnance Survey National Grid Reference SE 24943 24264) which is being considered for 
works in relation to Transpennine Rail Upgrade (TRU) including the possible installation of a 
works access route between Batley Station and the existing Lady Ann pedestrian crossing, a 
new footbridge to replace the crossing, an access ramp and locations for bore holes. 

1.1.2 The working area proposed covers all land surveyed; hereafter referred to as ‘the Site’. Works 
(hereafter referred to as the ‘proposed works’) will include the implementation of bore holes, 
the construction of a ramp within a vegetated bank between Primrose Hill and the railway line 
to facilitate access for plant/machinery, as well as the establishment of storage and build up 
areas for track panels and overhead line equipment.  

1.1.3 The purpose of the ecological assessment was to appraise the habitats present and 
determine the actual or potential presence of protected/ priority species within and adjacent to 
the Site in order to inform an initial assessment of potential ecological constraints to the 
proposed works. 
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2.2 Field Surveys 

Extended Phase 1 habitat survey 

2.2.1 A Phase 1 habitat survey was undertaken on the Site on the 20th and 28h October 2020, 
in accordance with best practice guidance6.  The field survey area comprised all accessible 
land within the Site, as well as accessible land within 50 m of the Site where there was the 
potential for the presence of protected, priority or invasive species that could be impacted 
(directly or indirectly) by the proposed works, such as badger setts and bat roosts.  All habitat 
types within the field survey area were characterised and mapped.  

2.2.2 Invasive non-native species were searched for during the surveys. In particular, effort 
was made to record the following plant species because they are often problematic within the 
railway environment: Japanese knotweed (Reynoutria japonica), giant knotweed (Reynoutria 
sachalinensis), hybrid knotweed (Reynoutria japonica x sachalinensis), giant hogweed 
(Heracleum mantegazzianum), Himalayan balsam (Impatiens glandulifera), rhododendron 
(Rhododendron ponticum), New Zealand pygmy weed (Crassula helmsii) and cotoneaster 
species (Cotoneaster spp).  

2.2.3 The Phase 1 habitat survey methodology was also extended by undertake an 
assessment of the actual or potential presence of protected and priority species3. 

Preliminary bat roost assessment 

2.2.4 A preliminary bat roost assessment (PBRA) of all buildings, structures and trees within 
the field survey area were undertaken during the Phase 1 habitat survey, in accordance with 
best practice guidelines7. 

2.2.5 An assessment of each building, structure and tree was made in terms of its suitability 
to support roosting bats, in accordance with the criteria in Table 2-2 (adapted from best 
practice guidelines7). PBRA consisted of ground-level visual inspections (including the use of 
binoculars and torches where required) of the exterior of structures and trees for evidence of 
use by bats (e.g. droppings, feeding remains or sightings of bats).  A number of factors were 
considered, including the presence of features suitable for use by roosting bats, proximity to 
foraging habitats or cover, and existing levels of disturbance. Notes were made relating to 
relevant characteristics of features providing potential access points and roosting 
opportunities for bats. 

2.2.6 The results for all buildings/ structures were recorded (refer to Appendix A), but trees 
were only recorded individually if they were assessed as having potential suitability for 
roosting bats (Low, Moderate or High suitability). Trees with Negligible suitability were not 
recorded individually.  

 

 
 
6 JNCC (2010) Handbook for Phase 1 Habitat Survey. Nature Conservancy Council 
7 Collins, J. (ed) (2016) Bat Surveys for Professional Ecologists: Good Practice Guidelines (3rd edn). The Bat Conservation Trust, London 























 

 

 
 




