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INTRODUCTION 1

1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1  Application Documents

In May 2015 a planning application was submitted to Rhondda Cynon Taff
County Borough Council (RCT) by Hanson UK (Hanson), which sought
planning permission for a western extension to Craig yr Hesg Quarry (the
Quarry), near Pontypridd, and the consolidation of the current planning
permissions at the Quarry into a single permission regulating quarrying,
restoration and ancillary operations at the overall quarry site.

The application was accompanied by:

e A Planning Application Statement which included a description of the
proposed quarry development and restoration scheme, and the formal
application plans.

e An Environmental Statement (ES) Volume 1, which set out the results
of an environmental impact assessment undertaken in connection

with the proposed development.

e Aseries of technical appendices in support of the ES, produced as ES
Volume 2.

e Figures in support of a Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment,

included as chapter 6.0 of the ES, which were produced as ES Volume

3; and
e A Non -Technical summary of the ES, produced as ES Volume 4.
During the consideration of the application by RCT, minor amendments to the
originally submitted application plans were made in September and November

2016, primarily relating to boundary security fencing.

In addition, supplementary information was submitted by Hanson to RCT in
the form of:

a Response to Public Consultation: Well-Being and Environmental
Health Issues (June 2016);

e aresponse to other consultee comments and responses (September
2016);

e a Dust and Particulate Management Plan and Dust Monitoring Plan
(August 2017);

e an updated ecological baseline report (September 2018), and
e anote on updated traffic movements (September 2018).

However, following protracted delays by RCT in reporting the application to
Committee for determination, a decision on the application was finally made
in July 2020, when RCT resolved to refuse planning permission. A decision
notice to this effect was issued on 23rd July 2020.

An appeal against this decision was submitted to the Planning Inspectorate
(PINS) on behalf of Hanson UK on 16th December 2020.

1.2  Planning Inspectorate (PINS) Assessment of
ES

In accordance with standard procedure, PINS has undertaken an assessment
of the adequacy of the ES and supporting documents. A formal assessment
of the environmental statement was issued by PINS via a letter dated 28th
January 2021.

The Inspector who undertook the assessment concluded, inter alia, that:
< | find the description of the development to be satisfactory (10);
e Schedule 4 of the 1999 Regulations includes ‘an outline of the main

alternatives considered and a main indication for the chosen
scheme’. | am satisfied that the proposed scheme has been

Craig yr Hesg Quarry
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INTRODUCTION 1

formulated as part of an iterative process which has been tested in
particular against noise, blast vibration and air quality criteria
defined and reported on in other sections of the ES. | consider this
to be satisfactory (13).

e The ES considers a range of topics including landscape and visual
effects, ecology, agriculture and soil resources, hydrology and
hydrogeology, noise, blast vibration, air quality, transportation and
cultural heritage. All relevant aspects of the physical, visual,
cultural and natural and historic environments that are likely to be
significantly affected have been sufficiently described for the
purposes of the Regulations (15).

e The likely significant effects of the development on the
environment have been systematically assessed in terms of the
proposed land take, operational, remediation and restoration
effects for each topic area. Methodologies and baseline conditions
have been sufficiently described before impacts have been
assessed and potential mitigation discussed. Detailed surveys and
modelling exercises have been presented (17).

However, the Inspector has noted that:

. ..the ES was written in 2015 and some of the survey information
on which it is based is older. The habitat and botanical surveys
both date from 2014 as does the noise monitoring and air quality
data. The traffic surveys are earlier having been carried out in 2012
and 2013. Furthermore some of the key planning policy documents
and technical guidance has been superseded, the most notable of
which is Planning Policy Wales edition 10 is currently in force
whereas the ES had regard to edition 7. In addition the cultural
heritage section has cited Welsh Office Circulars 60/96 and 61/96
which have been replaced by Technical Advice Note 24: The
Historic Environment and in the hydrology and hydrogeology
section reference has been made to the National Planning Policy
Framework which is not in force in Wales (18).

* Whilst | am satisfied that the significant effects of the development
on the environment have been systematically assessed and are
sufficiently described, | consider that the survey results and policy
and guidance changes highlighted above should be considered
and the ES reviewed as and where necessary (19).

The Inspector has also highlighted an anomaly whereby whilst reference is
made in paragraph 1.6 of the ES (Volume 1) to an EIA Scoping Report being
reproduced as Appendix 1.6 to the ES, the Report is not actually included
within the Volume of Appendices (ref ES Volume 2).

The Appellants have thus been requested to provide an update to the ES to
include updated survey results and any associated revisions to proposed
mitigation measures; an update which reflects policy guidance changes which
have been issued in the intervening period; and a correction to the reference
to the EIA scoping Report and its inclusion as part of the submitted documents.

This Supplementary Environmental Statement (SES) has been prepared to
fulfil these requirements. It follows the sequence of the originally submitted
documents in being numbered as Volume 5 of the submission.

The SES is supported by a volume of Appendices which includes as Appendix
9.1 the EIA Scoping Report submitted to RCT in June 2014 as part of a request
for a formal EIA Scoping Opinion. The SES Appendices are produced as
Volume 6.

A Non-Technical Summary of the SES has been prepared as a separate
document, produced as Volume 7.
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ECOLOGY 2

2.0 ECOLOGY

2.1 Introduction

This Chapter of the Supplementary Environmental Statement (SES) has been
prepared by SLR Consulting and provides an Ecological Impact Assessment
review (EcIA review) in respect of the proposed extension and subsequent
restoration of Craig-yr-Hesg Quarry. The EclA review focuses on a proposed
north-westerly extension to the existing quarry void.

In 2015, a planning application was submitted to Rhondda Cynon Taf County
Borough Council (RCT) in respect of a proposed north-westerly extension and
consolidation of existing planning permissions of Craig-yr-Hesg Quarry,
Pontypridd.

The application was reported to RCT s Planning Committee in February and
July 2020. The Committee resolved to refuse the application (15/0666/10
dated 23rd July 2020) contrary to the Planning Officer s recommendation. The
sole reason for refusal related to the encroachment of the proposed
development within 200m of sensitive development. No objections were raised
in relation to ecology by the RCT Ecologist.

Hanson have lodged an appeal to this decision and as part of the process
have prepared the SES to include an EclA review. The EcIA review sets out
to review the 2015 EclA and conclusions reached therein to establish whether
they remain appropriate in 2021, either due to changes in baseline conditions,
legislation or policy etc.

The boundary of the extension and consolidation application site includes the
currently permitted Craig-yr-Hesg Quarry, and an extension area comprising
some 11.2 hectares (ha) of land to the west of the existing quarry, which
comprises the proposed quarry extension area, land to accommodate screen
bunds, and immediately adjoining land. Within this chapter reference is made,
where appropriate to the application site which relates to the full application
site (existing quarry and extension area), and to the extension area alone.

The proposed quarry development is described in full in Chapter 3 of the
original 2015 Environmental Statement (ES), although in summary it will
essentially comprise:

. establishment of proposed landform screening bunds to enclose the
guarry extension area and accommodate overburden material from
phase 1 of the extension area development;

. progressive development of existing quarry faces and benches in a
north-westerly direction, to a depth of 200m AOD in accordance with
existing quarry depth, as shown on the Phasing Plan Figures 3.1 3.5
within the 2015 ES; and

. restoration of the application site in accordance with the established
principles for the existing quarry. The proposed restoration and
aftercare schemes are included as Chapter 4 of the ES. The ability to
deliver biodiversity gains has been a key consideration in the
development of the restoration and aftercare proposals.

The purpose of this ECIA review is to provide decision-makers with information
about the likely significant ecological effects associated with the proposed
qguarry development within the extension area, in particular the potential
impacts on designated and undesignated habitats and protected or notable
species, as well as the continuation of operations within the existing quarry.

In particular this relates to any changes in habitat type, or extent, and the
potential for protected or notable species to occur in the intervening period
since the ES was prepared in 2015. It should be noted that since completing
the 2015 EclA, the Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental
Management (CIEEM) has updated the guidelines for completing EclA. Whilst
there are subtle differences in the approach, structure and terminology which
would now be used when completing an EclA, these changes are not deemed
to be significant in planning policy or legislative terms when considering the
validity of the conclusions reached within the 2015 EclA. Further consideration
is given to this below.

Craig yr Hesg Quarry

Page3 SLR Consulting Limited



ECOLOGY 2

2.1.1 Purpose of EclA

This document details update surveys carried out in 2018 and 2021 to inform
the review of the 2015 EclA and establish whether the conclusions and
mitigation originally recommended remain appropriate.

It is the role of all ecologists involved in ecological assessment to:

e provide an objective and transparent assessment of the ecological
effects of a proposed development or activity;

- facilitate objective and transparent determination of the
consequences of the proposals in terms of national, regional and local
policies relevant to nature conservation and biodiversity; and

e set out what steps will be taken to ensure that legal requirements
relating to habitats and protected, or controlled species are met.

In assessing the effects of any such proposal, it is necessary to define the
spatial and temporal area of study and to focus the assessment upon those
features or resources that are of ecological value in the context of that
proposal. The scope of this assessment has been determined through the
consideration of the possible direct and indirect impacts associated with the
proposed extension and the ecological receptors that may be affected.

2.1.2 Evidence of Technical Competence and Experience

This EclA has been carried out by Lis Weidt, a Senior Ecologist at SLR who
is a full Member of the CIEEM (MCIEEM). Lis has six years consultancy
experience.

Technical review has been by Chris Mitchell CEcol, CEnv, MCIEEM and a
Principal Ecologist with SLR. Chris has 15 years consultancy experience with
the majority of this time being focussed on projected relating to the extractive
industry. Chris holds Natural Resources Wales (NRW) survey licences for
bats, great crested newt (Triturus cristatus) and hazel dormouse (Muscardinus
avellanarius) alongside mitigation licences for bats, great crested newt, hazel
dormouse and badger (Meles meles). The 2015 EclA was undertaken by
Chris.

2.1.3 Relevant Legislation and Policy
National Policy

National Planning Policy (Wales)

Planning Policy Wales Edition 11, February 2021 (PPW) sets out the land use
planning policies of the Welsh Government. The primary objective of PPW is
to ensure that the planning system contributes towards the delivery of
sustainable development and improves the social, economic, environmental
and cultural well-being of Wales. Section 6.4 of PPW relates to biodiversity
and ecological networks.

Paragraph 6.4.3 of PPW states that:

The planning system has a key role to play in helping to reverse the decline
in biodiversity and increasing the resilience of ecosystems, at various scales,
by ensuring appropriate mechanisms are in place to both protect against loss
and to secure enhancement”.

It goes on to state that:

Development plan strategies, policies and development proposals must
consider the need to:

e support the conservation of biodiversity, in particular the conservation
of wildlife and habitats;

e ensure action in Wales contributes to meeting international
responsibilities and obligations for biodiversity and habitats;

e ensure statutorily and non-statutorily designated sites are properly
protected and managed;

- safeguard protected and priority species and existing biodiversity
assets from impacts which directly affect their nature conservation
interests and compromise the resilience of ecological networks and
the components which underpin them, such as water and saill,
including peat; and

Craig yr Hesg Quarry
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ECOLOGY 2

e secure enhancement of and improvements to ecosystem resilience
by improving diversity, condition, extent and connectivity of ecological
networks.”

Section 6.4 goes on to set out policy in respect of:

e The Biodiversity and Resilience of Ecosystems Duty, as set out in
Section 6 of the Environment (Wales) Act 2016;
e Designated Sites, including:
o0 Sites of Special Scientific Interest;
0 Special Protection Areas, Special Areas of Conservation and
Ramsar Sites;
o0 Proposed Special Areas of Conservation, Special Protection
Areas and Ramsar sites; and
o0 Non-statutory Designations.
e Protected Species; and
e Trees, Woodlands and Hedgerows.

PPW Edition 7 was in place at the time of the preparation of the 2015 ES, but
the themes of caring for biodiversity and the need for measures to conserve
and enhance biodiversity were well established at that time and have not
materially changed in the current Edition 11 of PPW.

PPW is supplemented by a series of Technical Advice Notes (TANs), Welsh
Government Circulars, and policy clarification letters, which together with
PPW provide the national planning policy framework for Wales. TAN 5 deals
with Nature Conservation and Planning and states in paragraph 2.4:

“When considering policies and proposals in local development plans and
when deciding planning applications that may affect nature conservation, local
planning authorities should:

e Pay particular attention to the principles of sustainable development,
including respect for environmental limits, applying the precautionary
principle, using scientific knowledge to aid decision making and taking
account of the full range of costs and benefits in a long term
perspective;

e Contribute to the protection and improvement of the environment, so
as to improve the quality of life and protect local and global
ecosystems, seeking to avoid irreversible harmful effects on the
natural environment;

< Promote the conservation and enhancement of statutorily designated
areas and undeveloped coast;

e Ensure that appropriate weight is attached to designated sites of
international, national and local importance;

e Protect wildlife and natural features in the wider environment, with
appropriate weight attached to priority habitats and species in
Biodiversity Action Plans;

e Ensure that all material considerations are taken into account and
decisions are informed by adequate information about the potential
effects of development on nature conservation;

e Ensure that the range and population of protected species is
sustained;

e Adopt a step-wise approach to avoid harm to nature conservation,
minimise unavoidable harm by mitigation measures, offset residual
harm by compensation measures and look for new opportunities to
enhance nature conservation; where there may be significant harmful
effects local planning authorities will need to be satisfied that any
reasonable alternative sites that would result in less or no harm have
been fully considered.”

Local Policy

The existing Rhondda Cynon Taf Local Development Plan (LDP) was adopted
in March 2011. It sets out Rhondda Cynon Taf County Borough Council s
vision and strategy for the county borough. Relevant passages from the Plan

are as follows:-

Policy AW 6 - Design and Placemaking

Development Proposals will be supported where: - ... (14). The design
protects and enhances the landscape and biodiversity;

Policy AW 8 - Protection and Enhancement of the Natural Environment

Craig yr Hesg Quarry

Pageb5 SLR Consulting Limited



ECOLOGY 2

Rhondda Cynon Taf's distinctive natural heritage will be preserved and
enhanced by protecting it from inappropriate development. Development
proposals will only be permitted where:-

1. They would not cause harm to the features of a Site of Importance for
Nature Conservation (SINC) or Regionally Important Geological Site (RIGS)
or other locally designated sites, unless it can be demonstrated that:-

a) The proposal is directly necessary for the positive management of the
site; or

b) The proposal would not unacceptably impact on the features of the
site for which it has been designated; or

c) The development could not reasonably be located elsewhere and the
benefits of the proposed development clearly outweigh the nature
conservation value of the site.

2. There would be no unacceptable impact upon features of importance to
landscape or nature conservation, including ecological networks, the quality of
natural resources such as air, water and soil, and the natural drainage of
surface water.

All development proposals, including those in built up areas, that may affect
protected and priority species will be required to demonstrate what measures
are proposed for the protection and management of the species and the
mitigation and compensation of potential impacts. Development proposals
must be accompanied by appropriate ecological surveys and appraisals, as
requested by the Council.

Development proposals that contribute to the management or development
of Ecological Networks will be supported.

Environment (Wales) Act 2016

The Environment (Wales) Act puts in place the legislation needed to plan and
manage Wales natural resources in a more proactive, sustainable and joined-

up way. Part 1 Section 6 of the Act introduces a new biodiversity duty, which
replaces and enhances the biodiversity duties set out in the Natural
Environment and Rural Communities Act (NERC Act) 2006 and requires
public authorities to seek to maintain and enhance biodiversity in the exercise
of their functions and in so doing promote the resilience of ecosystems.

Section 7 of the Act lists living organisms and types of habitat in Wales,
considered to be of key significance to sustain and improve biodiversity in
relation to Wales.

This Act was not in place at the time of preparation of the 2015 ES, but, as
noted above, it replaces and enhances duties previously contained in the
NERC Act, as referred to in the 2015 ES. The obligations imposed by the
Environment (Wales) Act 2016 are highlighted in the Planning Officer s report
on the application presented to RCT s Planning Committee in February 2020.

Local Biodiversity Action Plan

The Rhondda Cynon Taff Local Biodiversity Action Plan (LBAP) Action for
Nature identifies habitats and species that are targeted for positive action at a
more local level. The Plan is dated October 2000 and was thus in place at the
time of the 2015 EclA.

2.1.4 Legislation

Many individual wildlife species receive statutory protection under a range of
legislative provisions. Local authorities should take measures to protect the
habitats of these species from further decline through policies in local
development documents.

A summary of legislation relevant to (onshore) biodiversity in Wales is
provided below. Note that the summary provided here is intended for general
guidance only and the original legislation should be consulted for definitive
information.
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Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017

The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (the Habitats
Regulations) consolidate the Conservation of Habitats and Species
Regulations 2010 with subsequent amendments. The Regulations transpose
Council Directive 92/43/EEC, on the conservation of natural habitats and of
wild fauna and flora (EC Habitats Directive), into national law. Under the
Habitats Regulations it is an offence to deliberately capture, kill or disturb?® wild
animals listed under Schedule 2 of the Regulations. It is also an offence to
damage or destroy a breeding site or resting place of such an animal (even if
the animal is not present at the time).

The 2010 Regulation were in place at the time of the 2015 ES, but the 2017
Regulations introduce only a small number of minor amendments and do not
change the consideration of the habitats and species referred to in the
Regulations as undertaken in the 2015 ES.

Wildlife & Countryside Act 1981

The Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981, as amended by the Countryside and
Rights of Way (CRoW) Act 2000 and the Natural Environment and Rural
Communities (NERC) Act 2006, consolidates and amends existing national
legislation to implement the Convention on the Conservation of European
Wildlife and Natural Habitats (Bern Convention) and Council Directive
79/409/EEC on the Conservation of Wild Birds (Birds Directive), making it an
offence to:

« Intentionally kill, injure or take any wild bird or their eggs or nests (with
certain exceptions) and disturb any bird species listed under Schedule
1 to the Act, or its dependent young while it is nesting;

e Intentionally kill, injure or take any wild animal listed under Schedule
5 to the Act;

1 CIEEM (2018) Guidelines for Ecological Impact Assessment in the UK and Ireland:
Terrestrial, Freshwater and Coastal. Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental
Management, Winchester.

< intentionally or recklessly damage, destroy or obstruct any place used
for shelter or protection by any wild animal listed under Schedule 5 to
the Act;

< intentionally or recklessly disturb certain Schedule 5 animal species
while they occupy a place used for shelter or protection;

e Pick or uproot any wild plant listed under Schedule 8 of the Act; or

e Plant or cause to grow in the wild any plant species listed under
Schedule 9 of the Act.

As is apparent from the date of the Act, the Wildlife and Countryside Act was
in place at the time of the 2015 EclA.

2.2  Methodology

2.2.1 Scope

The scope of this EclA review follows guidelines set out by the Chartered
Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (CIEEM 2018)! and
references therein.

It follows the same general methodology which was in place at the time of the
2015 ES and EclA which was based upon the 2006 version of the CIEEM
Guidelines.

It should be noted that this EclA review does not fully duplicate all sections of
the EclA format and is confined to providing a review of the 2015 EclA.

All ecologists that have led survey work and reporting associated with the EclA
are members of CIEEM and follow the Institutes Code of Professional
Conduct when undertaking ecological work.
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2.2.2 Baseline Data Collection
Pre-existing Site Information

The 2015 EclA study focussed on the proposed extension area as shown on
Figure 7.1 of the 2015 ES but referred to ecological information relating to the
existing quarry where relevant.

Previous Environmental Statements provide an important source of
background information for the site. EclA s were undertaken in 2009 (ROMP)
and 2014 (western extension to which this EclA review relates) which included
surveys and assessments of the existing quarry (2009) and existing quarry
fringe (2014).

Reference is made to these surveys as appropriate in Section 2.3.
Collation of Baseline Data — Consultation

A scoping opinion was obtained from Rhondda Cynon Taf County Borough
Council (RCT), dated 26" November 2014 during the preparation of the 2015
ES. The scoping opinion was issued after completion of the initial (Phase 1)
habitat survey, although was developed through discussion between SLR and
RCT.

A discussion was also held between SLR and the RCT Ecologist on 51" August
2014. The discussion related specifically to the requirement for any additional
protected species surveys, during which it was agreed that no specific surveys
for protected species would be required. This was based on the habitat types
to be affected and the nature of potential impacts.

The scoping opinion requested that existing grassland be subject to a Phase
2 vegetation survey, with particular reference to establishing whether the

2 https://naturalresources.wales/guidance-and-advice/environmental-topics/wildlife-
and-biodiversity/protected-areas-of-land-and-seas/find-protected-areas-of-land-and-
sea/)

grassland communities MG5 or U4 occur within the proposed extension area,
as these grassland communities are generally indicative of unimproved
grassland habitats of higher conservation value.

No specific consultation has been undertaken in relation to this EclA review or
to inform the SES, although the RCT Ecologist was contacted on 13" January
2021 to verify that the situation regarding non-statutory designations reported
in 2015 remained the same. It was confirmed by RCT that this is the case.

Collation of Baseline Data — Background Data and Biological
Records

To inform the 2015 EclA study, the following organisations or on-line
resources have provided data:

. South East Wales Biodiversity Records Centre (SEWBReC) has
provided information relating to statutory designations and existing
species records for a 2km search area based on the approximate centre
of the quarry itself (National Grid Reference ST076916) ensuring a
minimum buffer of 1km from the proposed extension area;

. The RCT Ecologist has provided information relating to non-statutory
ecological designations;

. Natural Resources Wales Website2; and

. Lle Geo-Portal for Wales3.

A summary of background information received for the purposes of this EclA
review is included within this Chapter and Appendix 2.1. Copies of site
designations have been included within Appendix 2.1, although the full
SEWBReC report is not included due to the contents including sensitive
information on the location of protected species.

3 https://lle.gov.wales/catalogue?lang=en&c=2007
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In addition, a range of ecological surveys were undertaken during 2009 to
inform an Environment Act Initial Review application, which was submitted to
RCT in 2010. A decision notice with an updated schedule of conditions was
issued in April 2013 (ref 08/1380/10).

The 2009 study area encompassed the boundary of the current planning
permission at Craig-yr-Hesg Quarry, and immediately adjoining land, where
the 2009 survey area partly overlaps the boundary of this EclA. The 2009
EclA thus provides a valuable source of contextual information, and the 2009
survey results are considered as appropriate in this EcIA review, where
relevant to the current application.

2.2.3 Collation of Baseline Data — Field Survey

Phase 1 Survey

To inform the 2015 EcIA, a Phase 1 habitat survey of the extension area and
immediate surrounding was undertaken following the standard methodology
for Phase 1 habitat survey; this approach was developed by the Joint Nature
Conservation Committee (JNCC) in the mid 1980 s and has, as its core, the
utilisation of a standardised series of colour, symbols and descriptive
categories to record habitats, species and other physical features.

The methodology was developed in order to allow a quick, universal, means
of mapping semi-natural and other habitats at up to a county scale. A Phase
1 survey therefore provides a consistent approach to habitat recording and
evaluation, and a means of identifying features which may be of value for
protected species through the use of target notes.

The Phase 1 survey was 'extended’ to include an assessment of the potential
for protected species to occur within or adjacent to the study area.

The Phase 1 survey was undertaken on the 9t May 2014. The Phase 1 habitat
map is shown as Figure 7/1 accompanying the 2015 ES and is based upon
the INCC methodology. Figure 7/1 from the 2015 ES is reproduced at the end
of this chapter for ease of reference as SES Figure 2.1.

The results of the 2014 Phase 1 survey have been subject to review on 13t
September 2018 and 7t January 2021 through the completion of a repeat
walkover survey to review habitat descriptions previously made and their
extents. This EclA review considers the 2014, 2018 and 2021 habitat survey
results.

Phase 2 Survey

Following consultation with RCT during the preparation of the 2014 scoping
opinion, a Phase 2 botanical survey was undertaken on 10" September 2014
following the National Vegetation Classification (NVC) methodology. The
guadrat locations are shown on Figure 7.2 accompanying the 2015 ES.

Vegetation communities (determined by recording species and their
abundance) were sampled using 2x2m quadrats, in accordance with the
guidance for sampling grassland.

The survey area was initially walked to identify potentially different stands of
vegetation. At least five quadrats were then completed in each potential stand
of homogenous vegetation/grassland community that had been identified.

The quadrat data from each vegetation stand was then assessed cross-
referencing the data to the NVC British Plant Communities Volume 3
(grasslands) in order to determine which community of the NVC was most like
that of those recorded.

Protected and Notable Fauna

The 2014 Extended Phase 1 survey and consultation identified that the
proposed extension area largely occurs within two fields enclosed by dry stone
walls. The fields were found to contain a sward of predominantly semi-
improved grassland, which was found to be relatively species poor across
much of the study area and lack any vegetation structure.

The south-western field was found to contain localised areas where the sward
showed increased floristic diversity, although remained heavily grazed and
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dominated by grasses, with more extensive areas of bracken also present with
scattered scrub species.

As such, the potential for protected and notable fauna to occur, or be
negatively impacted upon by the proposed extension, was considered to be
low and no specific protected species surveys were undertaken to inform the
2015 EclA. This approach was agreed during consultation with RCT on 5"
August 2014.

The update Phase 1 Habitat surveys in 2018 and 2021, and data search in
2020, have not identified any significant changes to the habitat baseline, or
known presence of protected species locally, such that this conclusion would
not remain valid for the purpose of this EcIA review.

The presence of birds and reptiles within the application site has been
confirmed during habitat surveys, and it has been concluded for the purposes
of this EcIA that these groups utilise the application site. Further details are
provided in the updated Baseline Section 2.3 below.

Ecological survey work undertaken at the site during 2009 has also been taken
into account for contextual purposes.

2.2.4 Collation of Baseline Data — Constraints

No specific constraints have been identified that would prevent the EclA
review from being completed.

It is considered that the level of detail gathered during this EcIA review has
been sufficient to assess the ecological value of the application site and to
advise an appropriate scheme of mitigation to ensure that the proposed
extension development can be undertaken without adversely affecting
sensitive or important ecological receptors.

4 CIEEM (2016) Guidelines for Ecological Impact Assessment in the UK and Ireland:
Terrestrial, Freshwater and Coastal, 2nd edition. Chartered Institute of Ecology and
Environmental Management, Winchester.

The ecological surveys undertaken to inform this EclA review have been
undertaken following industry guidance and best practice. The surveys have
been undertaken at appropriate times of the year to achieve the required
objectives.

It is often considered that ecological surveys should be reviewed and possibly
updated on a regular basis, although the exact timing of updates will be
dependent on many factors, such as importance (rarity) of the population,
scale (significance) of potential impacts and whether there have been any
changes i.e. to supporting habitats or local populations, that could provide
reasonable assumption that pre-existing survey data does not reflect the
current status of a particular feature which may then change a previous
conclusion or proposal.

To help consider the suitability of existing data sets for use in this review, the
Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (CIEEM)*
identifies that In the majority of cases, ecological data are likely to have been
collected within one or two years prior to an EclA being written and
development activities may take place one or two years after. In these cases
the survey data may represent a reliable indication of the baseline conditions .

The most recent survey, a review of the Phase 1 habitat survey, was
undertaken in January 2021. As set out in further detail in this ECIA review
chapter, only subtle changes to habitat types and extents were noted when
compared to the initial 2014 Phase 1 habitat survey and associated 2015 EcIA.

As such, these minor changes would be unlikely to materially change the
species or assemblages of species that are present or likely to be present as
identified by the 2015 EclA.
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2.2.5 Assessment Approach

The approach used in this EclA review draws upon relevant sections of the
Guidelines for Ecological Impact Assessment in the United Kingdom and
Ireland ( CIEEM guidelines ).

2.3  Ecological Baseline

2.3.1 Ecologically Designated Sites

A summary of the ecologically designated sites identified within the desk study
search area is provided in Table 2-1 below.

Citations and site information received during the desk-top study have been
provided within Appendix 2.1.

Table 2-1 Summary of Ecologically Designated Sites within the 2km
Search Area

Site Name and proximity to

Reason for Importance
Application Site Boundary

Craig-yr-Hesg Local Nature

Reserve adjacent to southern

boundary of quarry. (This land
was gifted by Hanson to the
predecessor authority Taff Ely
Borough Council in 1993).

Craig-yr-Hesg/Lan Wood SINC
- partially within Phase 1 study
area (TN 10), but outside the
proposed development area,
and present adjacent to Craig-

Part of the SINC area (see below for
habitat  descriptions) has  been
designated as a LNR formalising public
access and use of the woodland habitat.

The SINC designation extends to
89.72ha and is predominantly ancient
semi-natural woodland, with evidence of

former quarry/coal workings and natural

Site Name and proximity to
Application Site Boundary

yr-Hesg Quarry. (As part of the
western extension application,
Hanson offered to dedicate 4.6
ha of land within the SINC to
RCT as a potential extension to
the LNR, but the offer was
declined by RCT).

Lower Clydach Woodlands
¢.0.6km north.

Llys Nant and Craig Twyn-y-glog

Woodlands
west.

c.0.5km north-

Taff and Rhondda Rivers

c.1km south-east.

Reason for Importance

rock outcrops, with smaller areas of
grassland and bracken habitats.

The SINC has associated faunal
interest, in particular woodland birds.

Semi-natural (and part ancient)
woodland occurring along a steep sided
valley of the Nant Clydach. The SINC
also contains areas of dry grassland /
bracken and species-rich marshy
grassland.

A mosaic of habitats including an upland
stream which is likely to have associated
faunal interest for birds such as dipper
and salmonid fishes. The SINC also
contains areas of  species-rich
broadleaved woodland and conifer
plantation.

Recognised as a major biodiversity
artery the river catchment has high
faunal interest, including otter, salmonid
fishes, birds and a diverse range of
associated riparian habitats including
carr woodland, floodplain grassland and
scrub/woodland.
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Craig-yr-Hesg / Lan Wood SINC was taken forward for further consideration
in the 2015 EcIA due to its proximity to the proposed extension area and the
potential for there to be indirect impacts. The majority of the SINC designated
area is also identified as restored ancient woodland by the SEWBReC report.

There were no predicted impact pathways in respect of the remaining sites
identified in Table 2-1, due to their separation from the site and absence of
identified impact pathways.

This remains a valid conclusion for the purpose of this EclA review.
2.3.2 Habitat Baseline
2014 Results Summary

The application site largely occurs within two fields partly enclosed by dry
stone walls. The fields contain a sward of predominantly semi-improved
grassland, which was found to be dominated by monocotyledons and
relatively species poor in terms of herbaceous species.

The majority of the grassland area was found to be very closely grazed by
horses at the time of both the Phase 1 and Phase 2 surveys, showing signs of
more intensive agricultural improvement in places through the localised
dominance of white clover (Trifolium repens). The south-western field was
found to contain localised areas where the sward showed increased floristic
diversity, although remained heavily grazed and dominated by grasses, with
areas of bracken (Pteridium aquilinum) also present with scattered scrub
species.

The field boundaries were marked by dry stone walls, which were generally
intact, with bracken fringing the walls in places.

The wider surroundings comprise of the existing quarry void broadly to the
south, semi-improved grassland and small woodland blocks to the north and
east, with Craig-yr-Hesg / Lan Wood SINC to the west of the application site,
with a small area within the boundary of the application site but not part of the
extension area.

2018 Results Summary

The 2018 survey found the habitat baseline remained broadly comparable to
that reported by the surveys undertaken in 2014 to inform the 2015 EclA.
Subtle changes were evident as a result of less intensive management
(grazing) being in place at the time of survey and evidence of a fire across
parts of the extension area, the cause of which is unknown but not an
uncommon situation following an exceptionally dry summer in 2018. As a
result, the grassland sward was found to be higher in locations unaffected by
the fire than reported in 2015 although the sward composition remained
comparable.

2021 Results Summary

The 2021 survey found the habitat baseline remains broadly comparable to
that reported by previous surveys undertaken to inform the 2015 EclA and
updated in 2018. It was noted that grassland management is now taking the
form of annual topping, and that the ruderal mosaic habitat comprised of more
extensive bramble.

Based on the observations made during the 2018 survey, these subtle
changes are not significant enough that the Phase 1 habitat map (Figure 7.1
of the 2015 EclA) would need to be revised. As such, the habitat descriptions
contained within the 2015 EcIA as Target Notes also remain reflective of the
habitat type and species composition present. On this basis it is considered
that the vegetation communities identified by the Phase 2 NVC survey also
remain comparable to those reported in the 2015 EclA.

Overall Results Summary

The results of the survey are shown on Figure 7.1, Phase 1 Habitat Map
reproduced from the 2015 as Figure 2.1 to this SES. Full descriptions of
habitats against the Target Note (TN) references shown on Figure 7.1 are
provided in Table 2-2 below which includes details from the 2014, 2018 and
2021 surveys.
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Table 2-2 Target Note Descriptions

1. Ruderal Mosaic
An area of disturbed ground with various soil No change
storage mounds (from the previous quarry
extension) that have been re-colonised by
bramble (Rubus fruticosus agg.) with
patches of soft rush (Juncus effusus),
rosebay willowherb (Chamerion
angustifolium) and broad-leaved dock
(Rumex obtusifolius).

Small remnants of grassland sward occur,
with sweet vernal grass (Anthoxanthum
odoratum), Yorkshire fog (Holcus lanatus),
common bent (Agrostis capillaris) and
occasional birds foot trefoil (Lotus
corniculatus), creeping buttercup
(Ranunculus repens), ribwort plantain
(Plantago lanceolata) and sheeps sorrel
(Rumex acetosella).

A defunct hedge marks the boundary,
ranging from 4-6m in height and dominated
by goat willow (Salix caprea) with silver birch
(Betula pendula) also present.

2. Dry stone Wall Field Boundary

Mostly intact with some collapsed sections,
the wall has a partial fringe of bracken and
scattered scrub regeneration comprising
bramble, holly (llex aquifolium), rowan
(Sorbus acuparia) and hawthorn (Crataegus
monogyna).

Bluebell (Hyacinthoides non-scripta) was
present at low frequencies along the base of
the wall.
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Two semi mature Scots pine (Pinus
sylvestris) trees, in the region of 8-10m in
height and with a Diameter at Breast Height
of 0.5m, occur alongside the wall.

3. Semi-improved grassland

The main component of the proposed
extension area, a gently sloping field heavily
grazed by horses at the time of survey, with
sward height being less than 2cm across
large swathes of the field.

Grasses dominate the sward, with sweet
vernal grass, common bent and crested
dog s tail (Cynosurus cristatus) all being
abundant species.  Yorkshire fog, red
fescue (Festuca rubra) and smooth meadow
grass (Poa pratensis) and perennial rye
grass (Lolium perenne) occur on an
occasional to frequent basis. Herbaceous
species occur at low frequencies and
include rough hawkbit (Leontodon hispidus),
creeping buttercup, ribwort plantain, cats
ear (Hypochaeris radicata) and common
field speedwell (Veronica persica).
Common knapweed (Centaurea nigra) was
found to occur at very low frequencies (less
than 5 plants in total).

White clover was found to be an abundant
sward component over an approximate 20%
of the field (broadly south-western area),
indicating more intensive agricultural
improvement is likely to have taken place
here.
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4. Dry stone Wall Field Boundary

The wall is largely intact although gaps
occur towards the northern end (as shown
in photo) and is approximately 1m in height.
A fringe of bracken occurs along most of the
wall, with occasional foxglove (Digitalis
purpurea), sheep s sorrel, heath bedstraw
(Galium saxatile) and the moss Polytrichum
formosum.

5. Semi-improved grassland

Also heavily grazed at the time of survey,
with sward height typically less than 5cm
and generally comparable to TN3 in open
grass dominated areas.

The main exception being that bracken
forms dominant stands over approximately
50% of the field area which became more
evident by the September survey. Where
bracken does occur, the sward was found to
contain occasional yellow rattle (Rhinanthus
minor) and bird s foot trefoil, although the
sward remains otherwise comparable to the
wider field.

The localised presence of anthills in this
area, and noticeable absence of clovers,
indicates this area of the field is less likely to
have been subject to significant levels of
agricultural improvement.

Towards the western edge of the field,
sandstone  bedrock outcrops  occur,
although limited in extent, and support a
sparse cover of mosses (Rhytidiadelphus
squarrosus, Brachythecium rutablum and
Polytrichum sp.) and sheep s sorrel.
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6. Quarry Boundary

The existing quarry rim is marked by a
palisade fence, with a low bund and stone
wall also running alongside.

The bund is bare/disturbed ground and rock
in places, but also vegetated with small
patches of grassland and is subject to
encroachment by bramble, silver birch and
oak (Quercus robur).

7. Semi-lmproved Grassland No change No change
The field was not directly accessible during
the survey but appeared to support a
grassland resource comparable to that of
TN 5, although the field was unmanaged
and had an increased sward height at the
time of survey.

8. Woodland

The woodland was not directly accessible
during the survey but the main species could
be observed.

The woodland appeared secondary in
nature, potentially including a degree of
plantation, with beech (Fagus sylvatica),
ash (Fraxinus excelsior) and rowan (Sorbus
acuparia) all forming the canopy layer. The
shrub layer comprises hazel (Corylus
avellana), holly and hawthorn (Crataegus
monogyna) over patches of bramble and
scattered bluebell.

No change
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9. Darren Ddu Road

The Road, which takes the form of a narrow
lane which is not suitable for road traffic is
bordered by mature hazel coppice and
frequent oak, rowan and beech which
continue along the edge of the grassland
(TN 5), opening out to TN 10 (below).

The lane edges support a woodland ground
flora which includes bluebell, wood avens
(Geum urbanum), enchanter s nightshade
(Circea intermedia), common male fern
(Dryopteris felix-mas), hard fern (Blechnum
spicant), dog violet (Viola riviniana) and wild
strawberry (Fragaria vesca). Mosses also
form a prominent element of the ground
flora, in particular along the edges of a
defunct stone wall which marks the field
boundary, with Polytrichum formosum and
Plagiothecium undulatum being abundant
species.

10. Bracken with Scattered Trees

The woodland shelter belt of Darren Ddu
Lane opens out to an area of predominantly
bracken with an understorey of bluebells,
interspersed with lenses of acid grassland
and scattered scrub/mature trees.

This area is included within the Craig-yr-
Hesg/Lan Wood SINC and is also identified
as ancient semi-natural woodland.
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2.3.3 Species Baseline
Flora

Bluebell, a plant species listed on Schedule 8 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act
1981 (as amended), was identified in the desk study and recorded within the study
area (TN 2, 8, 9, & 10). This species receives protection in respect of collection
for trade purposes rather than in relation to development activities.

Detailed Phase 2 botanical surveys of the proposed extension area were
undertaken during September 2014.

The survey covered the grassland habitats within the proposed extension area,
with a total of 30 quadrats being completed. The locations of the quadrats are
shown on Figure 7.2 accompanying the 2015 ES, with a copy of the quadrat data
being provided as Appendix 7.2 to the 2015 ES.

Completion of the computerised analysis found all six sample areas to most
closely resemble the NVC community of MG6 Lolium perenne  Cynosurus
cristatus grassland. Five of the sample areas most closely resembled the
Anthoxanthum odoratum sub-community, with one area most closely resembling
the typical sub-community.

Following completion of the computerised analysis, manual reference to the NVC
key confirmed the vegetation as most closely resembling MG6.

Subtle changes in management have been noted during 2018 and 2021 although
not of any significance that changes to grassland community types would be
anticipated.

No invasive plant species as listed on Schedule 9 of the Wildlife and Countryside
Act 1981 (as amended), were recorded. Japanese knotweed (Fallopia japonica)
is known to occur adjacent to the existing quarry, although beyond the current
application site.

Bats

The 2020 desk study returned 153 records relating to 10 species or species
groups of bat, as summarised below:

e Two records of brown long-eared bat (Plecotus auratus) have been
returned within the 2km search area.

e 31 records of common pipistrelle (Pipistrellus pipistrellus) were returned
between 2007 and 2018.

< Two records of Daubenton s bat (Myotis daubentonii) have been returned
from 2009 and 2018.

e There are five records of commuting and foraging Myotis bats dating
between 1986 and 2018.

e One Nathusius's Pipistrelle (Pipistrellus nathusii) record has been
returned.

e Seven records of foraging and commuting Noctule (Nyctalus noctule)
were returned.

 Twenty-two records identified as being pipistrelle species (though not
identified to species level) have been recorded between 1984 and 2019.

e Fifty-four records of soprano pipistrelle (Pipistrellus pygmaeus) were
returned between 2007 and 2018.

e Twenty-six records of unidentified bats were returned dating between
1982 and 2015.

 Whiskered bats (Myotis mystacinus) have been recorded twice in 2011
and 2014.

The 2009 surveys of the existing quarry site did not identify any roost sites and
concluded that the presence of roosts within the existing active quarry (faces)
was unlikely due to the high levels of ongoing mineral extraction at the site. This
assessment remains valid as the existing quarry is highly operational.

The proposed extension area does not contain any potential roost sites i.e.
mature trees, buildings or underground structures, this was verified in 2018 and
2021.

Scattered semi-mature trees occur beyond the application site although these
would be retained during the proposed quarry development.
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Activity surveys of the wider site undertaken in 2009 identified relatively low levels
of foraging activity by soprano pipistrelle and common pipistrelle.

The extension area itself offers limited foraging opportunities for bats, due to the
absence of floristically diverse/structured habitats that would have associated
invertebrate interest and therefore provide significant foraging opportunities for
bats. The elevated and exposed setting of the extension area also reduces the
likelihood of sustained or regular bat foraging taking place.

The extension area does not contain any connected hedgerows that could
provide secure movement corridors for bats.

The woodland edge habitats adjacent to the extension area are representative of
more suitable foraging and commuting habitats for bats.

As such, no further surveys in respect of bat activity were undertaken to inform
the 2015 EcIA, an approach agreed during consultation with the RCT Ecologist.
No significant change in the habitats present on site has been recorded therefore
this conclusion remains relevant for the purpose of this EclA review.

Badger

The data search returned two records of badger (Meles meles) dating to 2015.
The 2009 ecological surveys did not identify any badger setts in the survey area
employed at the time, although reference to a potential badger paw print/scratch
marks and foraging marks along the south-western area of the quarry void was

made.

No evidence of badgers, such as setts, footprints, pathways, snagged hairs or
snuffle marks, was recorded during either of the 2014 site survey visits.

An update survey for potential badger setts was carried out in 2018 and 2021 with
no evidence of any badger activity found.

The current presence of badgers is therefore discounted and no further surveys
have been undertaken, therefore the 2015 EclA conclusions remains valid for the
purpose of this EclA review.

Reptiles

The desk top study identified the presence of slow worm, common lizard and
adder within the search area.

The 2009 surveys of the wider site area identified the presence of these species
and identified that the presence of grass snake could not be fully discounted.

A juvenile common lizard was recorded during the 2014 Phase 1 survey, basking
near to the edge of the existing quarry rim (close to TN 6).

The majority of the extension area represents unsuitable habitat for reptiles, due
to the intensity of grazing and latterly topping which prevents the development of
structured vegetation. The open nature of the sward also removes opportunities
for reptiles to bask or find shelter.

The exception to this is the presence of localised areas where grazing (/ topping)
less intensive and scattered scrub/tall ruderal vegetation occurs i.e.,
predominantly along the margins of the existing quarry void and field boundary
walls.

The areas dominated by bracken were found to lack vegetation structure during
the May 2014 site survey, although sward height had increased by the time of the
September 2014 survey. Although these areas could also support reptiles, they
remain isolated from any extensive areas of high suitability habitat which
decreases the likelihood of high numbers of reptiles occurring.

Based on the nature of potential impacts, and minimal areas of reptile habitat that
would be lost, it was agreed in 2014 with the RCT Ecologist that a formal survey
for reptiles would not be necessary to inform an appropriate mitigation strategy
for reptiles, given their presence has already been confirmed.
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Whilst grazing of the site has ceased, management through mowing is in place
which has kept the majority of the site as described above therefore the 2015
EclA conclusion remains relevant. As such, no specific surveys for reptiles have
been undertaken to inform this EclA review.

Amphibians

There are no records of great crested newt (Triturus cristatus) within the 2km
search area identified by the SEWBReC report. The SEWBReC report did
identify the presence of common frog (Rana temporaria) and common toad (Bufo
bufo).

Three palmate newt (Lissotriton helveticus) records were returned, dating
between 2019 and 2020. Two adults were recorded in a pond in Craig-yr-Hesg
wood. Two individuals were recorded in Lan Woods.

No aquatic habitats occur within the proposed extension area, and none were
identified in the immediate surrounding area®.

No significant change in the habitats present on site has been recorded therefore
the 2015 EclA conclusion remains relevant. As such, no specific surveys for
amphibians have been undertaken, as their presence within the proposed
extension area is highly unlikely.

Birds

The desk top study identified a relatively high number of bird species within the
search area, including species of high conservation importance such as peregrine
falcon, goshawk, hobby and kingfisher, all of which are included in Schedule 1 of
the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended).

The majority of bird records are correlated with woodland habitats and sites of
known nature conservation value, including Craig-yr-Hesg/Lan Wood SINC.

5 Based on a review of background OS maps

A breeding bird survey of the wider site was undertaken in 2009, which recorded
the presence of 28 species as confirmed or likely breeders. This included the
presence of peregrine falcon, which was also recorded during the September
2014 survey, although the majority of interest was found to be associated with
peripheral woodland and scrub habitats of the existing quarry.

Two meadow pipits (Anthus pratensis) were recorded during the September 2014
survey, both of which were recorded in the south-western field where bracken
occurs.

Individual raven (Corvus corax), jackdaw (C. monedula) and green woodpecker
(Picus viridis) were also recorded flying over the proposed extension area during
the 2014 study.

Potential bird nesting habitats within the proposed extension area are limited to
immature scattered scrub and any localised areas of increased sward height i.e.
where bracken dominates, which offer limited opportunities for ground nesting
species such as meadow pipit. Based on the relatively low level of bird activity
recorded during the site visits, it is considered highly unlikely that significant
assemblages of breeding birds would occur.

No significant change in the habitats present on site has been recorded in 2018
or 2021 and, therefore, the 2015 EclA conclusion remains relevant.

Invertebrates

The desk top search returned records of a number of butterflies and moths and a
smaller number of other invertebrate species. This included species of high
conservation priority, such as marsh fritillary, pearl-bordered fritillary and grayling
butterflies.

The presence of grayling butterfly, and a range of other common and widespread
species, was identified during the 2009 surveys of the wider site.
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The 2014 Phase 1 survey found that the majority of the site provides limited
opportunities for invertebrates, due largely to absence of structured vegetation or
flowering plants, this remained the case in 2018 and 2021. The extension area
does not contain any habitats which are of recognised high invertebrate value,
such as semi-natural woodland, species rich-grassland or standing water.

The margins of the existing quarry (i.e. TN 6) offer increased suitability for
invertebrates due to the presence of a more varied vegetation structure combined
with areas of bare rock with a range of aspects. This mosaic also meets the
habitat requirements of grayling butterfly, which has previously been recorded at
the site.

Due to the limited scale of any potential invertebrate habitat within the extension
area, and nature of quarry development and restoration that is proposed, no
specific surveys for invertebrates have been undertaken to inform the 2015 EclA.

No significant change in the habitats present on site has been recorded therefore
the 2015 EclA conclusion remains relevant.

Other Fauna
Based on the geographical setting and nature of habitats present within the
proposed extension area, the potential for any other faunal groups to occur has

been discounted.

No significant change in the habitats present on site has been recorded therefore
the 2015 EclA conclusion remains relevant.

2.3.4 Summary of Important Ecological Features

Table 2-3 summarises the important ecological features identified in the 2015
EclA and verified as still being relevant by this EclA review.

Table 2-3 Summary of Important Ecological Features

Scale at
Ecological which

Comments on Legal Status and/or
Feature Feature if Importance

Important

Non-statutory  designation, not formally
protected by legislation but planning policy
seeks to avoid loss or detrimental impact. Part
of SINC is also defined as LWS which although
statutory is in relation to public access rather
than ecological value. Recognised as a priority
habitat under Section 7 of the Environment
Act.

European and UK Protected species. Some
species are of higher conservation priority as
Annex Il species. A number of bat species are
recognised as species of principal importance
under Section 7 of Environment Act.

All native reptiles are UK Protected species
and recognised as species of principal
importance under Section 7 of the
Environment Act. Grass snake, adder and
common lizard are also identified as LBAP
species.

All species protected whilst nesting under
Wildlife and Countryside Act (peregrine falcon,
Peregrine falcon also protected from
disturbance under Schedule 1). A number of
species are also species of principal
importance under Section 7 of the
Environment Act or Birds of Conservation
Concern in Wales.

Craig-yr-
Hesg/Lan Wood
SINC (including  County
restored Ancient
Woodland)

Bats Local

Reptiles Local

Birds Local

2.4  Potential Impacts and Mitigation

The ecological baseline in respect of the proposed western extension of Craig-
yr-Hesg has been collected over a period of six years between 2014 and 2021.
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The habitats present remain broadly comparable to when the initial habitat survey
was completed in 2014, as confirmed by update habitat survey in 2018 and 2021.
There are no recent additional biological records that are likely to occur and be
affected by the proposed development or affect the judgements and decisions
made in 2014 regarding the approach to baseline data collection.

Therefore, it is considered that the baseline data presented in the 2015 ES, and
decision made around specific protected species surveys not being required,
remain accurate and fit for the purpose of EIA.

An assessment of potential impacts of the proposed development was
undertaken as part of the 2015 EclA. As the ecological baseline remains broadly
as set out at the time, it is considered that the potential impacts remain as
reported in 2015 and are therefore not repeated here. As such, the proposed
mitigation measures also remain appropriate to address the identified effects
upon ecological features that were identified, as summarised in Table 2-4, and
no further recommendations for additional mitigation are considered necessary.

The 2015 Impact Assessment summary table has been provided as Table 2-4
below. This summarises the mitigation strategies that were proposed in 2015 and
which are still considered to be appropriate for the proposed western extension.
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Ecological Feature

Habitat Loss — c.7.9
ha of MG6
Grassland including
small areas of
bracken, scattered
scrub and ruderal
vegetation.

Breeding birds

Protected under
Wildlife and

Countryside Act
1981 whilst nesting.

Reptiles

Partial protection
under Schedule 5 of
the Wildlife and
Countryside Act.

Table 2-4

Summary of Potential Impacts, Mitigation and Residual Impacts

Description of
Potential Impact

Loss of 7.9ha to
allow establishment

Characterisation of Impact

Negative.
Certain.
Direct.

Ecological
Significance
of Impact if
unmitigated

Significant at
Parish

Mitigation and
Enhancement
Proposals

Regeneration of acid
grassland around

Significance of
Residual Impact
following Mitigation
and level of
Confidence.

Minor negative
significance at a local

of screening bunds 7.9ha or c. 40% of the (Local) level. screening bunds level during
and mineral approximate 19ha of connected using topsoils/turves  operational period.
extraction area. grassland habitat present. to be lost, wider long
Permanent (although reversible term establishment High level of
through restoration). of further areas confidence.
during site
restoration.
Negative.
Loss of nesting Certain. Insignificant.  Provision of Not significant.
habitat. Direct. alternative
Negligible proportion of wider comparable habitats High level of
habitat network. along screening confidence.
Permanent (although reversible bund and during
through restoration). restoration.
Negative.
Potential killing or Certain. Significant Implementation of Not significant.
injury during Direct. for any Reptile Mitigation
vegetation removal, Loss of approximately 0.8ha, reptiles Strategy (RMS) to High level of
reduced foraging minor proportion of wider habitat killed, prevent killing or confidence.
area. network. unlikely to be injury, provision of
Permanent (although reversible significant for  alternative habitats
through restoration). wider site during operational
reptile stages and final
assemblage. restoration.
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Habitat Creation and
Species
Enhancements
during landscape
and restoration
works.

The following
habitats will be
present upon
completion of all
quarrying and
restoration works
resulting in no net
loss in terms of
habitat area:

e Exposed
quarry
faces, bare
ground and
rock/scree;

e Naturally
regenerated
acid
grassland;
and

e woodland
and scrub.

Further areas of
these habitat types
will also occur
within the wider site
as per the permitted
restoration concept
as shown on
application plans ref
CYH/E12 and
E14.

Positive.

n/a

Creation of northern
screening landform
with woodland
planting would
provide a habitat
linkage between
currently
unconnected blocks
of woodland in the
peripheral areas of
the site. This would
also represent an
enhancement for
bats, invertebrates,
breeding birds and
reptiles.

The western screen
bund would be
allowed to naturally
regenerate, to
include a mosaic of
woodland, scrub and
acrid grassland to

compliment the wider

Ffridd mosaic of the
Craig yr Hesg
ridgeline.

Progressive
restoration of the
quarry void would
also provide further
areas of habitat for
bats (foraging), birds,
invertebrates and
reptiles.

Positive long term
gains, significant at
Parish (Local) level.
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2.5 Ecology Summary and Conclusions

In 2015, SLR Consulting Limited was instructed by Hanson UK to undertake an
EclA to provide technical input into an Environmental Statement and planning
application to extend Craig-yr-Hesg quarry.

This comprised an assessment of the significance of predicted ecological impacts
that would result from the proposed extension of the site.

The scope of the EclA was informed through consultation with stakeholders and
a review of information available from SEWBReC.

An Extended Phase 1 habitat survey was undertaken in May 2014 by an
experienced terrestrial ecologist, followed by a Phase 2 (NVC) survey during
September 2014.

Impacts to the majority of protected species groups were discounted on the basis
of the nature of habitats present. As such, no specific species surveys were
deemed to be required to enable completion of the EclA in 2015, a conclusion
discussed and agreed with RCT during the scoping stages.

The presence of reptiles was confirmed and the implementation of a RMS was
proposed to avoid significant impacts to reptiles and comply with the relevant
legislation.

Breeding birds are also likely to occur, although impacts can be avoided through
timing of works or advance survey if this is not possible.

No significant adverse ecological impacts were predicted by the 2015 EclA, and
it was considered that the proposed nature conservation-based restoration would
provide a net gain for biodiversity in the long term.

The 2015 EclA / ES and associated planning application was reported to RCT s
Planning Committee in February 2020. The Committee resolved to refuse the
application (15/0666/10 dated 23 July 2020) contrary to the Planning Officer s
recommendation.

Hanson have lodged an appeal to this decision and as part of the process have
prepared the SES. This EcIA review has been undertaken to consider the 2015
EclA and conclusions reached therein to establish whether they remain
appropriate in 2021, either due to changes in baseline conditions, legislation or
policy etc.

This has been undertaken following an updated Phase 1 habitat survey in
September 2018, an updated desk study (December 2020), and an updated
Phase 1 habitat survey (January 2021).

No substantive changes that could affect the conclusions reached in 2015 have
been identified and it is therefore considered that the 2015 EclA findings remain
valid and appropriate in 2021.
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Figure 2-1 Habitat Map (Figure 7/1 Phase 1 Survey f rom 2015 ES)
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