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STATEMENT OF COMMON GROUND

This Statement of Common Ground has been prepared and agreed by (1) Highways
England Company Limited and (2) the Historic Buildings and Monuments Commission for

England (Historic England).

Signed
Jonathan Wade

Project Manager
on behalf of Highways England

Date: 13 June 2019

Signed
Marc Turner

Senior Advisor, Sustainable Development
on behalf of Natural England

Date: 13 June 2019
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1.3.2

Introduction

Purpose of this document

This Statement of Common Ground ("SoCG") has been prepared in respect of
the proposed M25 junction 10/A3 Wisley interchange improvement scheme
("the Application") made by Highways England Company Limited ("Highways
England”) to the Secretary of State ("Secretary of State") for a Development
Consent Order ("the Order") under section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 ("PA
2008").

This SoCG does not seek to replicate information which is available elsewhere
within the Application documents. All documents are available in the deposit
locations and/or the Planning Inspectorate website.

The SoCG has been produced to confirm to the Examining Authority where
agreement has been reached between the parties to it, and where agreement
has not (yet) been reached. SoCGs are an established means in the planning
process of allowing all parties to identify and so focus on specific issues that
may need to be addressed during the examination.

Parties to this Statement of Common Ground

This SoCG has been prepared by (1) Highways England as the Applicant and
(2) Natural England.

Highways England became the Government-owned Strategic Highways
Company on 1 April 2015. It is the highway authority in England for the strategic
road network and has the necessary powers and duties to operate, manage,
maintain and enhance the network. Regulatory powers remain with the
Secretary of State. The legislation establishing Highways England made
provision for all legal rights and obligations of the Highways Agency, including in
respect of the Application, to be conferred upon or assumed by Highways
England.

Natural England is the government’s adviser for the natural environment in
England, helping to protect England’s nature and landscapes for people to
enjoy and for the services they provide.

Terminology

In the tables in the Issues chapter of this SoCG, “Not Agreed” indicates a final
position, and “Under discussion” where these points will be the subject of on-
going discussion wherever possible to resolve, or refine, the extent of
disagreement between the parties. “Agreed” indicates where the issue has been
resolved.

It can be taken that any matters not specifically referred to in the Issues chapter
of this SoCG are not of material interest or relevance to Natural England, and
therefore have not been the subject of any discussions between the parties. As
such, those matters can be read as agreed, only to the extent that they are
either not of material interest or relevance to Natural England.

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
Application document reference: TR0O10030/APP/8.2 (Vol 8) Rev 0 Page 5 of 106
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2. Record of Engagement

2.1.1 A summary of the meetings and correspondence that has taken place between
Highways England and Natural England in relation to the Application is outlined in
table 2.1.

Table 2.1 - Record of Engagement

Date Form of correspondence |Key topics discussed and key outcomes (the
topics should align with the Issues tables)

24.03.16 Meeting To discuss land issues and in particular SPA/SSSi
land and possible exchange/compensation land.

26.04.16 Meeting Identification that the Scheme falls within the SPA
and impacts to the SPA.

28.02.17 Meeting Discussion on the Scheme options, possible habitat
compensatory land and the Habitats Regulation
Assessment (HRA).

12.06.17 Email Natural England (NE) confirmed that they approve
of the breeding bird survey methodologies.

28.07.17 Meeting Compensation packages

27.10.17 Meeting Outcome of the HRA screening, habitat

reinstatement with the SPA temporary land take,
recreational disturbance and evidence plans.

12.12.17 Email NE confirmed that the Department for the
Environment, Food and rural Affairs (DEFRA) Major
Infrastructure and Environment Unit (MIEU) had
been disbanded and therefore would no longer
produce Evidence Plans.

18.12.17 Meeting Evidence plans and introduction to the Scheme.

26.01.18 Email NE confirmed that they did not have the resources
to lead on producing an Evidence Plan for the HRA.

16.03.18 Meeting Outcome of the HRA screening and compensation
packages.
16.03.18 Email NE confirmed that they had no comments on the

HRA screening and that if Atkins have identified an
air quality effect then an in-combination assessment
would not be necessary.

23.03.18 Email NE confirmed they were satisfied with the proposed
methodology for tree-climbing inspections of
potential roosts.

27.03.18 Meeting Compensation packages and air quality
assessment

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
Application document reference: TR010030/APP/8.2 (Vol 8) Rev 0 Page 6 of 106
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Date Form of correspondence |Key topics discussed and key outcomes (the
topics should align with the Issues tables)

09.10.18 Meeting Appropriate Assessment outcomes and
compensation packages.

13.11.18 Letter Announcement of Targeted Consultation.

19.11.18 Letter NE respond to targeted consultation stating that
they are pleased with consultation on the scheme to
date and that their advice on environmental issues,
loss of common land and open access land has
been taken into account.

22.11.18 Emalil NE confirm they agree with the findings and
recommendations of the Bolder Mere Ecological
Survey and Condition Assessment Report to
mitigate the loss of habitat extent in connection with
the widening of the A3. They propose some
additional mitigations given condition of open water
habitat.

07.12.18 Email Agreement of valuation of ancient woodland,
veteran trees and Habitats of Principal Importance.

19.12.18 Meeting An approach was agreed on the method for
progressing the Statement of Common Ground.

18.01.19 Email Draft bat licence application sent to NE for their
review.

30.01.19 Meeting Final compensation package details were
discussed.

08.02.19 Email NE confirmed they were in agreement with the final

compensation package.

05.03.19 Email NE request further information be included in the
formal bat licence application.

11.03.19 Email Confirmation sent to NE that further information will
be provided.

26.03.19 Letter Letter of No Impediment (LONI) received from NE in
respect of bat licence application.

02.04.19 Email Announcement of additional targeted consultation.

04.04.19 Email NE confirm they are content with the updates to the

mitigation proposals at Bolder Mere outlined in
Appendix F Water Framework Directive
Assessment, specifically that the overall package of
compensation is proportionate.

09.04.19 Letter NE respond to additional targeted consultation
raising concerns about the location of construction
compounds and requesting the measures are taken
in line with their advice, to minimise risk of

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
Application document reference: TR010030/APP/8.2 (Vol 8) Rev 0 Page 7 of 106
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Date Form of correspondence |[Key topics discussed and key outcomes (the
topics should align with the Issues tables)

disturbance to protected/designated species in the
locality.

12.04.19 Letter Feedback on the draft HRA (pre-consultation
response). NE state that they in agreement with the
scope of the assessment and conclusions and have
no significant concerns. They refer only to the
absence of any explicit reference to Heathrow
Expansion in either modelling of traffic volumes or
in combination effects.

29.04.18 Meeting To discuss NE feedback on the HRA. Agreement to
respond to NE on outstanding points (Heathrow
Expansion and biodiversity net gain). Discussion
regarding mitigation for Bolder Mere. Review of
SoCG and agreement to submit draft to NE for
approval following revisions.

05.05.19 Email NE response to consultation on the draft DCO
requirements.

16.05.19 Email NE agree to amendments and corrections to the
HRA as discussed at the meeting on 29.04.19.

20.05.19 Email Draft Biodiversity chapter of the Environmental
Statement sent to NE for their comment on
classification of residual effects and significance for
SSSi and Local Nature Reserve and the status of
the project in respect of biodiversity net gain.

22.05.19 Email Natural England confirm that they are content with
the Biodiversity chapter of the Environmental
Statement in respect of classification of residual
effects and significance (SSSi and LNR) and
biodiversity net gain.

2.1.2 It is agreed that this is an accurate record of the key meetings and consultation
undertaken between (1) Highways England and (2) Natural England in relation to
the issues addressed in this SoCG.

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
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3. Issues

2.2 Options selection of the Scheme

Option selection

Natural England have examined the
proposals presented at the
consultation exercise and whilst noting
that Option 14 had a smaller land take
from designated land, consider that
Option 9 may be preferable if it
provides a longer-term solution and
avoids the need for further works in
this area in the short-medium term that
might otherwise have a greater overall
impact. NE note that compensatory
habitat would be an inevitable
requirement for both options (9 and 14)
on the basis that they would be likely to
affect the integrity of the SPA. This
means that both options would be
subject to IROPI tests.

It was confirmed that Option 14 Agreed.
has the capacity to provide the

long-term solution that Option 9

could not provide. Therefore,

Natural England agreed that

option 14 was the least damaging

option environmentally, with

particular reference to the SPA

and SSSI.

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
Application document reference: TR010030/APP/8.2 (Vol 8) Rev 0
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2.3 Habitats Regulation Assessment (HRA)

Habitats Screening

Regulation (European Sites)

Assessment

(HRA)

HRA Screening (visitor
usage patterns)

HRA Screening
(Findings)

HRA Assessment and
scope

Natural England will need to agree the
European sites that will need to be
included in the HRA screening.

Natural England is in agreement with
the summary of the HRA screening.
However, it may be advisable to add
reference to risk of adverse impacts
arising from changes in visitor usage
patterns given that this aspect has
been raised as a concern by
consultees and has been discussed in
the HRA document.

Natural England will need to agree the
potential impacts that will need to be
included in the HRA screening

Natural England confirm (following
review of the draft HRA prepared for
submission of DCO) that there is
nothing in the draft document which
causes significant concern and confirm
that they are in agreement with the
scope of the assessment and
conclusions.

Natural England were consulted on
the European Sites to be included
in the HRA screening and agreed
on these being limited to Thames
Basin Heaths SPA, Mole Gap to
Reigate Escarpment SAC and
Ebernoe Common SAC.

Agreed.

Highways England have Agreed
incorporated this into the HRA and
Natural England have reviewed and

are in agreement with the findings.

Natural England were consulted
throughout the screening process.
They have reviewed the findings
and are satisfied with the
outcomes.

Agreed

Agreed
Noted

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
Application document reference: TR010030/APP/8.2 (Vol 8) Rev 0
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Under discussion

Assessment and The only aspect which stands out is
scope (Heathrow the absence of any explicit reference
Expansion) to Heathrow Expansion, either in

modelling of traffic volumes or in-
combination effects. It may be helpful
to set out an argument for taking this
approach given it is likely this question
will arise. An HRA screening has been
submitted to PINs which could be used
as the basis of an initial assessment of
in-combination effects.

HRA Appropriate Natural England will need to be
Assessment: consulted on and agree to the scope of
(Scope) the Appropriate Assessment.

When producing traffic models for
the Scheme, and when considering
the plans and projects to be
considered in combination with the
Scheme, the Heathrow Expansion
was scoped out.

The Department for Transport have
provided no information on what
strategy will be implemented at
Heathrow. However, they have
confirmed that it will not result in
any additional traffic demand.
Therefore, the decision from
Highways England is that the
Heathrow expansion should not be
included within the forecasts. This
decision was agreed with the
Highways England Transport
Planning Group officer.

Natural England were consulted on
the LSEs to be considered in the
HRA, and the information to be
considered as part of the
assessment and agreed with the
proposed process. Guidance has
been obtained from Natural
England on the scope of the in-
combination assessment for the
HRA stage.

Agreed.

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
Application document reference: TR010030/APP/8.2 (Vol 8) Rev 0
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In-combination Natural England is in agreement with Under discussion.
assessment the scope and conclusion of the in- When producing traffic models for

combination assessment, subject to the Scheme, and when considering

consideration of the Heathrow the plans and projects to be

Expansion. considered in combination with the

Scheme, the Heathrow Expansion
was scoped out.

The Department for Transport have
provided no information on what
strategy will be implemented at
Heathrow. However, they have
confirmed that it will not result in
any additional traffic demand.
Therefore, the decision from
Highways England is that the
Heathrow expansion should not be
included within the forecasts. This
decision was agreed with the
Highways England Transport
Planning Group officer.

HRA Appropriate Natural England will need to agree with Natural England were consulted on  Agreed
Assessment: the findings of the Appropriate the findings of the HRA. Natural
(Findings) Assessment to determine whether the  England agreed that the loss of the
SPA is adversely impacted by the SPA land will lead to an adverse
Scheme. effect on the integrity of the SPA,

and agreed with the potential
impacts (LSEs) that were ruled out
during the HRA (changes in air
quality, water quality, noise,
recreational disturbance, lighting
and spread of invasive plant
species).

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
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Assessment of
alternative solutions

HRA IROPI (Imperative

Reasons of

Overriding Public

Interest)

Given the impact of the Scheme on the
integrity of the SPA, Highways
England will need to undertake an
assessment of suitable alternatives to
determine if there are alternative ways
of achieving the objectives of the
project to establish whether there are
solutions that would avoid or have a
lesser effect on the SPA.

Given the absence of an alternative
solution to the existing scheme, IROPI
will be required to take forward the
scheme.

Natural England were consulted on,
and reviewed, the alternative
solutions section of the HRA as
contained in the M25 junction 10/A3
Wisley interchange TR010030 5.3
Habitats Regulation Assessment
(document ref
TR010030/APP/5.3) and have
confirmed that the consideration of
alternative options and explanation
of how the chosen scheme option
was arrived at it is well argued and
explained. They state that the
conclusion that no feasible, less-
damaging options could have been
selected is well argued and clear.
Therefore, they agree with the
approach to the assessment of
alternative solutions undertaken by
Highways England in relation to the
IROPI tests.

Natural England were consulted on,
and reviewed, the IROPI section as
contained in the M25 junction 10/A3
Wisley interchange TR010030 5.3
Habitats Regulation Assessment
(document ref
TRO010030/APP/5.3) and consider
that on the basis of the evidence
presented in the HRA, there would
be strong grounds for the Secretary
of State to conclude that there are

Agreed.

Agreed.

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
Application document reference: TR010030/APP/8.2 (Vol 8) Rev 0
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HRA

Compensation
Package

(SPA compensation
land and SPA
enhancement areas)

Given the adverse effect of the
Scheme on the integrity of the SPA,
Highways England will need to provide
an appropriate Compensation
Package.

imperative reasons of overriding
public interest that the scheme
should proceed..

Natural England were consulted on, Agreed.
and reviewed, the Compensation
Package section as contained in
the M25 junction 10/A3 Wisley
interchange TR010030 5.3 Habitats
Regulation Assessment (document
ref TRO10030/APP/5.3). Please
note: the title ‘Compensation
Package’ has now been changed to
‘Suite of Compensatory Measures’
to better align with European
Commission terminology.

The SPA Suite of Compensatory
Measures has been designed and
agreed with Natural England as
appropriate for the Scheme,
including a ratio of 1:1 SPA
compensation land for permanent
land take within the SPA, and a 3:1
SPA enhancement area ratio was
agreed for permanent and
temporary land take within the SPA.
The SPA compensation land and
SPA enhancement areas, as
described in the HRA have been
agreed under consultation with
Natural England. Natural England
consider that Highways England

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
Application document reference: TR010030/APP/8.2 (Vol 8) Rev 0
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2.4

Sub-section

Protected Species Licenses

Natural England Comment

has secured all necessary the
compensatory measures in order to
offset the negative effects of the
Scheme, so that the overall
coherence of the Natura 2000
Network is maintained.

Highways England Response Status

Great crested
newts; sand lizards

Protected Species
Licenses

Protected Species
Licenses

Reptiles

Natural England would like to be
involved with the development of
protected species licences and
agreeing a process for determining
whether a licence is required for which
species and how these will be
processed.

Natural England would like to be
involved with the development of
protected species licences and
agreeing a process for determining
whether a licence is required for which
species and how these will be
processed.

Natural England have agreed that
due to their low presence within the
DCO boundary, great crested
newts and sand lizards would not
require licences, and harm could be
avoided through a Precautionary
Method of Working (PMW) These
measures are detailed within the
M25 junction 10/A3 Wisley
interchange TR010030 7.2 Outline
Construction Environmental
Management Plan (doc ref
TR010030 7.2)

Agreed.

Natural England agreed that due to
the presence of abundant suitable
habitats outside the DCO boundary,
vegetation clearance could be
carried out under a PMW for
reptiles. These measures are
detailed within the M25 junction
10/A3 Wisley interchange

Agreed.

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
Application document reference: TR010030/APP/8.2 (Vol 8) Rev 0
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Sub-section

Protected Species
Licenses

Natural England Comment

Natural England would like to be
involved with the development of
protected species licenses, as there
are potential bat roosts and badger
setts within the Scheme footprint.

Highways England Response

TR010030 7.2 Outline Construction
Environmental Management Plan
(doc ref TR010030 7.2)

Natural England agreed that a
licence would be required for the
closure of bat roosts and badger
setts.

Natural England agreed to review
draft licences for bats and badgers
under their Discretionary Advice
Service once satisfied that the draft
licences indicated that the project is
licensable.

Draft licences for bats (including
application form, method statement
and accompanying figures, and
reasoned statement) and badgers
(including application form, method
statement and accompanying
maps) were provided to Natural
England for review.

Natural England has provided full
review comments / Letter of No
Impediment (LONI)

Agreed.

Agreed.

Agreed.

Agreed

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
Application document reference: TR010030/APP/8.2 (Vol 8) Rev 0
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2.5 Replacement Land (outside of SPA) for the loss of common land

The land affected is mapped as access
land therefore there is a need for
compensation.

Natural England were consulted on, Agreed
and agreed to, the proposed

replacement land (outside the SPA)

for the loss of common land. The

planting proposals were also

agreed, with particular emphasis on
benefiting the adjacent Ockham

and Wisley Common SSSI.

Replacement Land  Loss of common
and open access
land.

2.6 Environmental Statement

Ecology Ancient woodland; Any losses of ancient woodland that ~ 'Natural England were consulted on - pgreeq.
veteran trees; cannot be avoided will need to be the proposed methodology for
Habitats of Principal ~ compensated for using a bespoke valuing ancient woodland, veteran
Importance approach. trees and Habitats of Principal

Importance. Natural England
agreed to the proposed
methodologies and valuations.

Natural England were consulted on
and agreed to the proposed
woodland creation and woodland
enhancement within the
replacement land.

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
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Natural England have reviewed the Agreed

Ecology

Ecology

Ancient Woodland

Biodiversity net gain

The project will need to demonstrate

how it has avoided or compensated
for any loss to ancient woodland.

The project will need to demonstrate

how it has achieved a net gain in
biodiversity

measures that have been taken to
reduce the loss of ancient
woodlands and provide
enhancements to existing ancient
woodlands, as outlined in the
Environmental Statement. Natural
England are content with the
proposals.

Due to the scheme’s location, it
has not been possible to
completely avoid loss of land from
national and international statutory

designated sites and irreplaceable
habitat outside designated sites
(ancient woodland and veteran
trees). Therefore, in keeping with
published guidance (Baker et al
(2019) Biodiversity net gain. Good
practice principles for
development. CIRIA, CIEEM &
IEMA) overall the scheme cannot
achieve ‘biodiversity net gain’ and,
in line with good practice, metrics
to quantify the scheme’s
biodiversity outcomes have not
been used. Rather, the ecological
design has been based on the
mitigation hierarchy to avoid and
minimise losses as far as
practicable, and a landscape-level
approach for the compensation to

Agreed

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
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Page 18 of 106



M25 junction 10/A3 Wisley interchange
TR010030 8.2 Statement of Common Ground with Natural England

) highways
england

Ecology

Ecology

Ecology

Ecology

Survey methodology

SSSI — Natural
England were asked
to review the
biodiversity chapter of
the ES with regards
to the residual impact
assessment for the
SSSI

Local Nature Reserve
— Natural England
were asked to review
the biodiversity
chapter of the ES with
regards to the
residual impact
assessment for the
LNR

Location of
construction site
compounds (impacts
on qualifying SPA

Natural England will need to agree the
approach to survey methodology for
qualifying SPA and protected species.

Natural England are broadly satisfied
with the content of the Biodiversity
chapter of the Environmental
Statement.

Natural England are broadly satisfied
with the content of the Biodiversity
chapter of the Environmental
Statement.

The identification of the proposed
locations for site compounds
(Southern edge of Seven Hills Road;
north east of the new Cockrow Bridge

deliver long-term benefits for
nature conservation.

Natural England were consulted on
the survey methods for breeding
birds (including qualifying SPA
species), bats (including the use of
tree climbing to assess bat roost
activity), invertebrates and reptiles.
Natural England agreed to the
proposed methodologies.

Natural England have reviewed the
residual impact assessment for the
Ockham and Wisley Commons
SSSI and are in agreement with
the findings.

Natural England have reviewed the
residual impact assessment for the
Ockham and Wisley Commons
SSSI and are in agreement with
the findings.

The construction compounds are
needed in these locations to
enable the construction of the
enlarged junction and structures.

Agreed

Under discussion

Under discussion

Under discussion

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
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and site at EIm Corner) and their

protected/de3|gnated
species)

design raises concerns. Care needs
to be taken over the design and layout

and ways of working to minimize the

potential for disturbance to qualifying

SPA and protected species.

2.7 Water Framework Directi

ve (WFD)

Highways England will work with
Natural England on the design,
layout and operation of these
compounds to ensure that
disturbance to the SPA qualifying
species is minimised

Bolder Mere Scheme impacts; Loss of

habitat

Natural England are concerned

about the impact of the scheme on
the habitat of the lake as a result of
the widening of the A3 (particularly in
relation to encroachment into the NW

shore) and that appropriate
mitigation is put in place to
counteract the effect. Impacts

include loss of a marginal reed bed

(Phragmites australis) as well as

trees and scrub located adjacent to
the existing A3 carriageway/footpath

alignment.

Natural England are also concerned
that plans of road drainage available

at present show the existing road

drainage system discharging runoff

Mitigation has been discussed

and agreed with Natural England

as detailed in the M25 junction
10/A3 Wisley interchange (5.4)
Water framework directive
compliance assessment report
(document ref
TRO10030/APP/5.4)

This comprises of a scheme

configuration that minimises the

encroachment of the road into
Bolder Mere and a significant
upgrade to road drainage that
replaces a direct untreated

discharge to Bolder Mere with a

treated discharge to a

watercourse downstream of the

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030

Application document reference: TR010030/APP/8.2 (Vol 8) Rev 0
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from the section of A3 adjacent to
Bolder Mere direct to the lake

lake. Additional (specific)
mitigation measures have also
been developed as far as concept
sketches and brief descriptions as
detailed in the M25 junction 10/A3
Wisley interchange (5.4) Water
framework directive compliance
assessment report, Appendix F:
Brief descriptions and concept
sketches (document ref
TRO10030/APP/5.4). These are
recorded in the M25 junction
10/A3 Wisley interchange, Outline
Construction and Environmental
Management Plan. Highways
England is committed to the
implementation of these
measures, or measures
generating equivalent
environmental benefit.

The package of embedded and
additional specific measures has
been agreed in principle as a)
proportionate to the risk of
adverse effect of the Scheme on
the Bolder Mere SSSI unit and b)
with potential to deliver additional
biodiversity benefit.

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030

Application document reference: TR010030/APP/8.2 (Vol 8) Rev 0
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Bolder Mere SSSI  Mitigation/enhancement;  Any habitat creation or enhancement  Noted. Highways England have Under discussion
increased public access should not have the effect of developed a Land Management
encouraging greater public access Plan and this will be shared with
around the lake shore. The lake is Natural England for their review.

vulnerable to damaging impacts
through increased amounts of litter,
trampling of sensitive mire habitat,
dogs entering the water and
disturbing sediments, and people
feeding ducks.

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
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Appendix A.Correspondence
A.l Meeting (24.03.16)
LN
=
. o
Meeting notes =

Project:

Road Investment Strategy M25 J10

Subject: Stakeholder Meeting with Matural England

Date and time: 24/03r20148 Meeting no:

Meeting place: ME Offices, Winchester Minutes by:

1
[

Present:

ITEM

Representing:

DESCRIPTION & ACTION

Matural England
Matural England
Atkins
Atkins
Atkins
Atkins

DEADLINE RESPONSIBELE

Health & safety

Mo issues raised

Introductions

%IEE for delayed amival were received fn::m-

Purpose of meeting

The purpose of the meeting was to discuss land issues and
in particular SPASS55] land and possible
exchange/compensation land.

ltems discussed

Any of the option types under consideration will require lamd
from the SPA, therefore, HRA will be required. One of the
elements of making the scheme suitable to get through HRA
is the inclusion of appropriate compensatory habitat creation
for that lost; the loss to compensation ratio will depend on
e the losses relate to the areas used by the three bird
species on which the SPA designation is based (nightjar,
Dartford warbler and woodlark), all of which are ground-
nesting and hence susceptible to disturbance by humans
and their pets.

5PA land ideally should hawe limited human activity so can
be in parts of the site less attractive to dog walkers, cyclists

Mext meeting: TBA

Distribution:

i |

Date isswed: 107 June 2018 File ref:

MOTE TO RECIPIENTS:
These meeting notes recond Atkins understanding of the meeting and intended acfions arising therefrom.

‘fiour agreement that the notes form a nee record of the discussion will be assumed unless adverse comments are
received in wiiting within five days of receipt.

Matural England 280518 Minutes - Copy.docx 2600516

Plan Design Enable

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
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N

=

i

<

ITEM

DESCRIFTION & ACTION

DEADLINE RESPONSIBLE

etc. Bird species generally undisturbed by traffic noise so
those areas of and around the site closest to the M25/A3
are potentially suitable as replacement SPA land.

Generally, the west quadrant is the main focus for habitat
protection and enhancement (apart from the end nearest
Wisley Lame), whilst the east quadrant is the main focus for
walkers eiz; the north quadrant is seen as the most logical
area fior further habitat enhancement, as it is relatively little
used by walkers, apart from the end near Redhill Road.

The merits of a green bridge over the M25 were discussed
o conmect the west and north guadrants, but NE felt this
would make fittle difference to the species on which the SPA
is based.

ME sugpgested using parts of the site less suitable as SPA
habitat (chamge to for SPA bird species) for the construction
of slip roads, owerbridges etc

Any land acquired as compensation for lost SPA land must
hawve the capability to become suitable as SPA

There is cbvious potential to integrate the provision of
Exchange Land with provision of compensatory habitat, but
they do not have entirely complementary intentions and so
this may be only partially achievable. However, good
management of visitor pressure, including good path
surfacing to discourage wandering, is seen as the main
mechanizm for enabling joint benefits from additional (and
existing) land.

There is potential for compensation adjacent to any of the
disparate parts of the Thames Basin Heaths SPA but the
closer the compensation land is to the affected location the
better

Areas of existing 355 to the north west and north east hawve
potential to become SPA land with the right
intervention/management and are less disturbed by public
than land to the sowth of M25; howewer, as such
improvemnents could, arguably, be undertaken as part of the
cumrent management regime, this could be argued against
as being appropriate compensation for loss of SPA

habitat. Itis still a worthwhile element of the package of
proposals overall, though.

Bicdiversity Opportunity Maps and Surmey Opportunity plans
should be available from SWT (they have been requested)

Thiere is an unofficial BMX bike track in the north east
guadrant — toleratedficensed by SWT but finding an
altermative location could help the site gain favourable status
{which is probably not possible with cument wse by bikers) —
this could be a twist that would make the conseguent
upgrading of this part of the 3551 an appropriate
compensation measure.

Matural England 260518 Minutes - Copy.docx 26/05/18

Plar Disign Enabile
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ITEM DESCRIPTION & ACTION DEADLINE RESPONSIBLE

Meed to clarify what rights the Access Land confers — parts
of the site are Section 184 Commons [TBC] which, as with
registered commons, allows right to roam on horseback
Treatment of soils will be a key issue in creating suitable
habitat — review the Soil Handling and Management
Strategy from the A3 Hindhead scheme, as the range of soil
conditions is likely to be wery similar (Hindhead Common
forms part of the same SPA)

Expect opposition from residents if propose to remove trees
that screen the A3

Hatchiford Wood — outside 5551 but within Access

Land. Could be enhanced for public access to reduce
pressure on SPA. Ancient woodland but potential for
creation of heathland glades and rides, which would also
enhance bicdiversity.

Pond Fam — SWT caitle management and breeding centre
— potential to be restored to heathland if the cattle business
could be relocated. Surmounded by SPA (and registered
COMIMon)

Matural England 280518 Minutes - Copy.docx 26/0516

Plar Desmign Enalile

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
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A.2 Meeting (26.04.16)
%3]
=
. ="
Meeting notes E

Project: Highways England - Road Investment Strategy (PCF Stage 1)
Subject: M25 J10VA3 Wisley Interchange Oplions Meeting with Surmey Wildlife Trust and
Matural England
Date and time: 28 Apr 2018 - 02:00 Meeting no: 1
Meeting place: Atkins, Epsom Gateway Minutes by: [ ]
Present: Representing: Highways England (FM)
Highways England {Project
Support})
Surrey Wildlife Trust
Matural England
Atkins (Engineering)
Atkins (Engineering)
Atkins (Environment)
Atkins (Environment)
Atkins (Environment)
Atkins (Environment)
ITEM DESCRIFTION & ACTION DEADLINE RESPONSIBLE
1 Scheme curmrently at Options ldentification stage. nla nfa
Aiming for Option Selection in Movember. Three
opfions were discussed — Option 18, O & 14. Mot
all options meet aim of free-flowing traffic. Some
opfions may involve additional temporary land-
take for roads during construction.
2 SWT to be involved in value management stage. Mid-Jume Atkins to amange
Henry Penner had indicated he would also like to
be imvolved. ME sees its’ role as providing
feedback on the envirommental work.
3 South of the M25 is internationally designated Consider throughout Atkins design
SPA and therefore most important. IRCPI likely to  Options |dentification
be required to take forward any option which and Selection Stages
involves significant loss of SPA. More flexibility
with land-take to the north of the M25.
FPublic access wery high on the common.
Commaon Land must be compensated for by
contiguous compensation land which could be
complicated (particularty as a result of
development at Wisley Airfield).
Mext meeting: Site meeting ASAP
Distribution: attendees piu= [N -~ 5.y cC)
Date issued: File ref:
5145620

NOTE TO RECIPIENTS:
These meeting notes record Atkins understanding of the meeting and intended actions. ansing therefrom.

Your agreement that the notes form a tnee record of the discussion will be assumed unless adverse comments are
received in wiiting within five days of receipt.

mz5 J10 Env stakeholder meeting 260418 minutes DRAFT

Plan Desigir Eivabale
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ITEM

DESCRIFTION & ACTION DEADLINE

ATKINS

RESPONSIELE

ME requested a tunnel opfion to minimise loss of
internationally designed site be added to the
options being considerad.

SWT o provide any existing information on May 16
Biodiversity Opportunity Areas which could help

identify areas. for ecological compensation. VWill

also identify amy other SWT nature resenves that

could provide opportunities for compensation.

Lois of ecological data available across the site —
sunvey reports to be provided and meeting
and SWT Ranger

SWT o provide data on visitor numbers from
main car park counter.

SWTIAtkins
ecologists

Thames Basin Heaths SPA visitor surveys have
been camed out. ME to forward information

NE

Reqguirement to engage with Sumrey CC (the ASAP
landowner — Riod Edbrooke). — invite to site
meeting

AtkinsS0C

Site wisit required with SWT (and ME) to identify ASAP
constraints and opportunities (both engineering
and environmental aspects of the project).

Atkins, SWT, NE &
5CC

Limited data available on water. Water level data
available for Bolder Mere as classified as a
MESEMOIr.

Drainage issues gn the slip moads have been
identified I::rrSh‘u"Iiand fed back io
Conmect Plus. Atkins fo obtain information from

Connect Plus.
Armange meeting with EA.

e el

M25 J10 Env stakeholder meeting 260416 mimutes DRAFT

Plan Deslgn Enable
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A.3 Meeting (28.02.17)
v
=
. B
Meeting notes =
=
Project: M25 J1vA3 Interchange
Subject: Matural England
Date and time: 28 February 2017 - 14:30 Meeting no: 2
Meeting place: ME Offices Winchester Minutes by: _
Present: Representing:  Matural England
Matural England
Highways England
Atkins
Atkins
Atkins
Atkins
ITEM DESCRIPTION & ACTION DEADLINE RESPONSIBLE
10 Health & safety — safety moment was discussed MiA All
20 Background and Initial Views MIA HCIGBIGS! WY

HC briefly set out the background to the Road Investment Sirategy

and the history of the J10 project io date. GB then explained the

current options (8 and 14) and proposals for side roads/accesses.
Option 16 was noted as having been rejected for environmental and

other reasons.

G5 noted that NE had examined the proposals presented at the

consultation exercise and whilst noting that Option 14 had a smaller

landtake from designated land, Option 8 may be preferable if it

provides a lomger term solution and avoids the need for further works
in this area im the short-medium term that might otherwise have a

greater overall impact.

JW noted that the land take figures presented cumently exclude land
for temporary works and construction compounds so that Option 14
may affect more land than cummently indicated in the ESR report for

the scheme.
Mext meeting: TBA
Distribution: Those present and ([ N
Date issued: File ref:

MNOTE TO RECIPIENTS:

These meeting notes record Atkins understanding of the meeting and intended actions arising therefrom.

Your agreement that the notes form a frue record of the discussion will be assumed unless adverse comments are

received in wiiting within five days of receipt.

Comains sansffve Infonmation
mesating notes - Natural England 28.02.17

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
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ATKINS

a0

Ecological Assessment Work and NE feedback

MG described the ecological assessment work undertaken to date,
and the surveys completed or planned. He noted that the PCF 1
AIES covered all three aptions considered at that ime (9, 14 and 18)
and thus presented an overall worst case scenario. At least cne of
the options was considered likely to affect the integrity of the SPA. It
was agreed that MG would forward a copy of the AIES to Matural
England for comment.

G5 suggested that reference be made to bird data reported by
volunteers and local groups, but cautioned that this data may under-
record the presence of birds close to the roads, if watchers and
observers tended to visit the quieter parts of the common. it was
agreed that some areas of the area are better for birds than others.
G5 noted that the MW guadrant was being actively
managediimproned by SWT and becoming suitable for Nightjar
(POST MEETING NOTE — DID G5 MEAN 5W QUADRANT WHERE
WORHKS HAVE TAKEM PLACE?Y)

G5 enguired about the extent to which aceount had been taken of
the Wilsey Airfield proposed development. HC explained that HE's
design takes account of growth generally but not necessarily to
facilitate the Wilsey development specifically, given that it does not
have planning permission. From an assessment perspective, W
acknowledged that the cumulative assessment would need to take
this into account.

Further ecological work would take place during PCF 2 fo gauge the
effect on the integrity of the SPA.

4.0

Key lssues for Natural England

G5 commented that he thought compensatory habitat would be an
inevitable reguirement for both options (8 and 14) on the basis that
they would be likely to affect the integrity of the SPA. This means
that both options would be subject to IROPI tests. JW explained that
further on-going assessment of Option 14 may ultimately rule that
out as a feasible altermative as it currently stands. GB also indicated
that further work is being undertaken to see if Option 8 can be
mcdified im any way to reduce impacts and whether Option 14 needs
to be modified to deliver longer term benefits and'or improved
operational perfomance to meet the overall objectives of the
scheme. It was agreed that if IROP is a requirement for both
aptions, then it will be important o ensure that the aptions deliver the
right level of operational performance bearing in mind the scheme
requirements in the RIS.

G5 noted that nitrogen deposition from air pollution will be a further
key consideration. GB indicated that the design speed of the
schemes is being considered further as part of on-going scheme
development, which could potentially offer some environmental
benefits.

Oiher issues and concems for ME included: noise, lighting, extent of
parking and associated disturbance to the birds, water quality and

Contains sensiive information
meeting notes - Matural England 2B.02.17

Plam Design Enalble
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podlution risks at Bolder Mere. GB noted that the scheme would
provide a low noise surface on new/resurfaced sections of road and
lightting would be minimised and designed io reduce light spil. GB
also noted that the scheme would include pollution control fo curment
standards that would improve pollution control. GB noted that laybys
would be closed as part of the scheme. G5 considered that this
would be of benefit to the designated sites by reducing disturbance
and litter.

G5 noted that veteran trees were an important aspect of and
contributed to the 5551 designation. G5 noted that areas of recent
plantation on ancient woodland sites were still valuable as ancient
woodland and Habitats of Principal Importance included veteran
trees and ancient woodland.

ATKINS

40

Compensation and Mitigation

The approach to identifying compensation habitat was discussed.
G5 confirmed that there is no statutory requirement for
compensation for the koss of 5551, although clearly much of the
555! area was also SPA, where there would be a statutony
requirement for compensatory habitat.

It was agreed that geology/soil types would be important in
determining if these areas could be made suitable as SPA
compensation land. G5 offered to share a suitable methodology for
the appraisal of altemnative compensation sites (based on the
SANGS approach). Mitigation areas have not yet been included in
thie overall land take caloulations.

There was a discussion about the amount of land likely to be
required, which may need to be greater than that lost, to additionally
compensate for any time lag in achieving its fully functioning
ecological status. G5 advised that the approach is normally to
reguire delivery of the mitigation in advance of completion of the
development. JW querned whether the approach for SANGS is likely
to direcily comparable as in this case we are seeking to replicate the
habitat lost and not simply to provide 3 suitable altemative
recreational open space. [twas agreed that ME would provide a
short mote setting out their preferred approach to the provision of
mitigation and compensation land.

MW confirmed that Atkins was also looking at compensation for loss
of common land and raised the possibility of this land also being
used as compensation for loss of ecologically designated lamd.

G5 noted ME had a public recreation remit as well as the ecological
responsibilities but that SPA land was not necessarily compatible
with land used for public access. G5 indicated that aliemative land
may be required or that access would need to be managed, but the
potential for combined mitigation areas was not ruled out.

Various land parcels identified as common land compensation were
discussed. The area sumounding the SWT farm was identified by ME
as being suitable for heathland creation and would link up
surmounding designated land. The RHS Wisley land by the M25
would also be suitable for heathland creation.

Contains sensiive information
meeting notes - Matural England 2B.02.17

GS

Plam Design Enalble

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
Application document reference: TRO10030/APP/8.2 (Vol 8) Rev 0

Page 31 of 106



M25 junction 10/A3 Wisley interchange highways
TR010030 8.2 Statement of Common Ground with Natural England } england

ATKINS

50  Mext Steps

AS welocomed the opportunity to continue close involvement with the
project. She outlined two possibilities:

# Lksing ME's chargeable Pre-Submission Screening Service
(P55) for informal engagement on licences. JW
emphasised that a drafit licence application generally needs
to be submitted and considered in advance of submitting the
DCO application, 5o that a Letter of Mo Impedimeant can be
issued to the Planning Inspectorate by the examination; and
= sing ME's chargeable Discrefionary Advice Service, for
engagement on the HRA etc.
Im thie meantime, GS agreed that NE would provide its comments o 53
HE's option consultation exercise in writing, noting that it is not
normal policy to express a preference at this stage.
W . . . . Atkins
enquired about the merits of agreeing an evidence plan. G35
thought this is something that would need to be addressed through
the DAS process, which would be HE/Atkins responsibility to initiate.

A Statement of Common Ground would be required for the DCO
and ME undertook to work with Atkins fio develop this for their area of
interest.

GB summarised what the next steps in the development of the
scheme would be including a Value Management Workshop to help
choose a Preferred Route later in PCF 2 and statutory consultation in
PCF Stage 3.

AS noted that Forestry Commission hadn't received am invitation to
tive consultation but would send a response to it. RSPB were also
concemed about the scheme and would like a meeting to discuss the
proposals. ME would like to be consulted further during PCF 2.
Atkims undertook to send a copy of the PCF 2 Scoping Report and
tive AIES when ready.

Contains sensiive informiation
meeting notes - Matural England 28.02.17 Flan Desige Enabdle
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A.4 Email (12.06.17)

IVion 12/06/2017 1117

SG

RE: Summary of ecology methodologies for M25 Junction 10

To
Cc
© vou replied to this message on 12/06/2017 11:58.

Click here to download pictures. To help pratect your privacy, Outlook prevented automatic download of some pictures in this message.

il

Thank you for sending the methodologies. | am satisfied that the propesals for both birds and invertebrates appear sound and fit-for-purpose.

| can confirm that Natural England is happy for you to undertake invertebrate surveys using pitfall traps on the land, assuming that you have the permission of the landowner/tenant.

Best wishes

Land Management Advisor
Thames Valley Team
Natural England

Cromwell House

15 Andover Road

‘We are here to secure a healthy natural environment for people to enjoy, where wildlife is protected and England’s traditional landscapes are safeguarded for future generations

Natural England is accredited to the Cabinet Office Customer Service Excellence Standard

www.gov.uk/natural-england

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
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A.5 Meeting (28.07.17)

Meeting notes

Project:

M25 J10MA3 WISLEY INTERCHANGE

ATKINS

Subject:

EMNVIROMNMENT

Date and time: 28 July 2017 - 10:00 Meeting no:

Meeting place:  NE Office - Winchester minutes by: ([N

Present:

ITEM

DESCRIFTION & ACTION

Representing:  Highways England

Matural England
RSFB

RSFB

Forest Enterprise
Atkins

Atkins

Atkins

Atkins

Atkins

DEADLINE RESPONSIBLE

1.0

Health & safety — GB started meeting with safety
moment

MNA

MiA

20

GB outlined the reasons for undertaking the
scheme and the revised scheme objectives which
came out of the VM workshop. There was
general consensus that the revised objectives
were much better than the criginal ones and
would result in a better scheme. GB then went
ower the cumment scheme proposals and the side
road options that had been included in the
assessment o date.

MIA

A

3.0

GB then presented altemative options for the side
roads at Wisley Lane (WIS 1A and WIS 11), the
Scout Camp/Pond Farm (CAMP 03} and Painshill
properties (FAIM 4C and PAIN 10). There was a
general discussion on the merits of each option.
G5 gueried Historic England's views on WIS 14
and it was confirmed that they preferred an
altermative that minimised or did not affect RHS
Wisley grounds. JD questioned what traffic
assumplicns had been made regarding WIS 11.
CP highlighted concem owver loss of woodland
and ancient woodland with WIS 11 and noted that
all types of ancient woodland were considered of
equal value. Any losses of ancient woodland

Mext meeting: TBA

MNA

MiA

Distribution:

Attendees and [

Date issued: 4th august 2017

MNOTE TO RECIPIENTS:
These meeting notes record Atkins understanding of the meeting and intended achons ansing therefrom.

Your agreement that the notes form a frue record of the discussion will be assumed unless adverse comments are
received in writing within five days of receipt.

meeting notes - Natural England, RSPB and Forest Enterprise 28 .07 17

File ref:
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ITEM

DESCRIPTION & ACTION DEADLINE

ATKINS

RESPONSIELE

would need to be compensated (not mitigated) for
at a ratio to be decided. CP quered whether
alignments were ficed or could be amended to
reduce effects, MW confirmed that these were
initial layouis that were subject to change and
improvement.

4.0

Thie Painshill cptions were then discussed and A
Painshill Trust'Historic Emgland's preference for

options that avoided or minimised impacts on the
Gothic Tower which had led to them. CP noted
concems owver the loss of ancient woodland with

PAIN 10. it was noted that PAIN 4C was closer to

the 555| than 4A but did not directly affect it

MIA

5.0

CAMP 02 was also discussed and whilst the MiA
‘green bridge” concept was welcomed concem

was raised that its location could make public
acoess to the west of the A3 too attractiveleasy

being clase o the Ockham Bites car park. It was

noted that the bridge would need o

accommedate forestry lomies and farm vehicles

but the access for vehicles would be gated as

with the existing Cockrow bridge.

MIA

60

It was noted that SWT had variows proposals for A
thinming the wooded areas around the junction

and any similar proposals as part of the scheme

could not be considered as mitigation. The

scheme proposals would need to tie into SWT's
programme of works

MIA

7.0

HP explained the consenting route amd the likehy A
timetable for this. MW went owver the future

stakeholder engagement amangements and the
Statement of Common Ground (SOCG)

processes and procedures. The Letier of Mo
Impediment in relation to protected species

licences in the DCO was also discussed.

MNIA

8D

NW then showed the draft red line drawing in GSMD
confidence to indicate potential areas of

compensation land for SPASSS] and

common/access land at the ratios from the

original M25 works of 3:1 replacement: taken.

Thie information needed to justify the choice of

land parcels were discussed and NW requested

that ME/RSPB provide a list of information that

they would like to see o informijustify the

replacement land.

18" August

80

ADB — there was discussion about the HE Y
Designated Funds that were available but

applications were required urgenthy as this fund

was being closed soon. MW undertock to provide
copies of the side road options drawings moting

that these would have a draft stamp and were to

be treated in confidence

meeting notes - Natural England. REPE and Forest Enterprise 28.07.17

11% August

Flan Deslgn Enable
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ATKINS

ITEM DESCRIPTION & ACTION DEADLINE RESPONSIELE

Click to enter text Click to enter text Click to enter text

Click

meeting notes - Matural England, RSPE and Forest Enterprise 28.07.17 Plam Deslgn Enakle
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A.6 Meeting (27.10.17)

ATKINS

Meeting notes

Project: M25j10 / A3 Wisley Interchange Improvement Scheme
Subject: Environmental stakeholders

Date and time: Friday 27 October

Meeting place: Bridge House, Guildford Minutes by: _

Present: Representing: Atkins, Environment Lead
Natural Emgland
Matural England
Atkins, Associate Director, Ecology
Highways England
Atkins,
Atkins, Senior Ecologist (Omithology)
RSFB
Foresiry Commission
Forestry Commissicn
RSFB
Atkins, Stakeholder lead
ITEM DESCRIFTION & ACTION ACTION RESPOMNSIBLE
MEADLINE
m Health & safety n'a na
MW — brief reminder on the importance of managing
information and confidentiality.
This meeting will share drawings and data which are not
yet im the public domain.
o2 Introductions n'a n'a
o3 Scheme update Atkins to LP
* Consultation focused on Option 8 and 14, and contact
Preferred Route Announcement (PRA) expected stakeholders
shortly and will include side road options. Subjectto 0N MoMming
approval, Option 14 will go forward to Statutony of PRA (date
Consultation. TBC)
= An "end of day” debate was held in the House of
Commons last Thursday with regards to Wisley Lane
I RHS Wisley access— link here
= At present there is no change to the programme as a
result of the RIS Optimisation announcement -
Next meeting: v
Distribution: Al atiendecs, IR
Date issued: 1 November 2017 File ref:

MOTE TO RECIPIENTS:
These meeting notes. record Atkins understanding of the meeting and intended actions ansing therefrom.

Your agreement that the notes form a frue record of the discussion will be assumed unless adverse comments are
received in wiiting within five days of receipt.

Comntains sansiifive Information
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ATKINS

Hediow Loxss

ITEM DESCRIFTION & ACTION ACTION RESPONSIBLE
MEADLINE

»  NW advised that the Red Line Boundary has now
been agreed with Highways England and it will
include replacement and compensation land.

04 * ASh talked through the hand annotated map
explaining the impacts of the junction upgrade, A3
widening and side road options including
overbridges, compounds and drainage
# AS advised that the lifespan of the scheme is
maodelled to 15 years post opening, so 2037 and the
modelling accommeodates the growth outlined in the
Local Plans Atkine to MW
* Query on ancient woodland identification — Atkins review
clarified that we are using EA Geosiore data sels ancient
and the habitat surveys have not yet picked up any woodland
extra parcels. Veteran tree surveys not yet inventory, by
undertaken (just desk study of veteran irees from Tic-
Weoodland Trust website). Atkins to review SCC December
ancient woodland inventory and survey on site to
identify veteran trees or potential ancient woodland
ot currently identified. A slight discrepancy between
EA Geostore and MAGIC was noted and is being
investigated (note after meeting — review indicates
that the MAGIC map reflects the comect boundary
based on 2011 Surmey update).
»  Query on opporbunity io enhance rights of way — ASh
clarified this is very much part of our consideration,
in particular the Painshill quadrant (north east) where
the ability to cross at j10 will be removed due to free
flow design
» Bridges will need to be replaced and some will be
vehicular and NMU accessible
# ASh outlined the habitat creation opportunities in the
replacement land areas in the four quadrants. MW
queried why Deers Farm was not considered and
ASh explained that it already had recreational use or
was not suitable.
=  NW outlined the assumption of a 3:1 replacement
common/access land ratio based on precedent set
when the M25 was built

05 HRA discussion

*  PW outlined the view from the project team
that we want to enswre that all parties can
work together to be sure we are in
agreement on the impacts of the Scheme
and the mitigation and compensation
proposals.

*  PW outiined the bat survey work
undertaken to date and that Atkins feels
that likely significant effects on SACs
designated for bats can be ruled out based
on our current findings.

*  PW outlined 2017 breeding bird survey
results for the qualifying features of the

Contains sensiive information
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ATKINS

Heodsew 103 aeimbeom

ITEM DESCRIFTION & ACTION ACTION RESPONSIBLE
MEADLINE

SPA. These have been discussed with
Surrey Wildlife Trust, and appear to be in
keeping with their findings. Due to the
qualifying bird species being confined to
existing areas outside the footprint of the
Scheme, initial findings suggest that no
displacement is anticipated as a result of
the Scheme.

* HR guered if Atkins hawve cbtained 2Js
Ecology bird survey data for the SPA. PW
confirmed that it had not been possible o
make contact. Bl agreed to provide contact
details of the relevant persons(s) to speak
fo. MOTE: this data has since been
obtained for 2013-2017.

= Atkins clarfied that due to the land take we
will be saying there is “Wkely significant
effect” on the SPA within the HRA
Secreening report and as such we will be
going to a full appropriate assessment with
regards to the SPA (SACs have been ruled
out) There were discussions on whether
thiz would affect the imtegrity of the SPA.
G5 and JD advised that the combined
temporany'permanent land take of ¢ 12ha
would suggest it would and hence trigger
the IROF1 test. It is a complex decision
because area of land take does not directly
support breeding temmitories of the qualifying
SPA species in s curment state, it may
provide other benefits, such as supporting
imvertebrate food sources. Atkins
explained that specialist advice on the
Habitats Regulations is to be obtained to
ensure the final decision is robust. CW
advised that Atkins has secured the
services of I (CT A
Ecology) to provide independent review,
which was welcomed by all attendees.

*  Traffic modelling for the Scheme has not
yet been finalised. Should the traffic
maodelling data identify any additional
European sites that could be impacted by
the Scheme, the HRA screening will be
revisited to include these in the
assessment.

« MW gueried the condiion of the 5PA - G5
advised that there are a number of parcels
so it is difficult to give a single answer but
this years' record bird numbers suggest it is
im favourable condition. HR. proposed that
condition assessment should be based on
the recent S-year mean, due to annual
fluctuations. MW guened iF there is an
opportunity o increase bird habitat — GS
advised that it would be via ongoing

Contains sensifive information
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ATKINS

ITEM DESCRIPTION & ACTION ACTION RESPOMNSIBLE
MEADLINE

heathland management rather than further
opening woodland

# G35 advised he has also raised concem
with the land managers (Sumey Wildlife
Trust) regarding the impact of screening
woodland as he is keen to see retention of
deep screening

# MW raised concems over effect of
windthrow on retained vegetation when
clearance had taken place and highlighted
the need for sensitive felling and
management.

* |t was considered that cleared areas should
not necessarily be replanted in the same
way as before. There is potential to
incornporate open areas of heathland
features, such as sandy mounds/banks
(suitable for invertebrates, a qualifying
feature of the 5551) and heather, with
some scrub planting along the road edge
for visual screening purposes.

* D advised that he would recommend
bringing specific experts out on site to
advise on air quality effects once the RLB
is published

»  MNMU accessimoute discussion - ASh
advised large parts of the land are
registered commeon, plus access land with
designated bridleways and dead-end paths.
Question raised as whether there is an
opportunity o better show NMU routes or if
designated routes have potential negative
impact? JD advised that we may be able to
beiter manage access but it needs expert
review, in particular understanding the
aceess patterns now and impact of local
by-laws. SWT wardens could have useful
information on cument access/use. HR
raised the issue that access and habitat
mitigation / compensation need o be
considered holistically to ensure that the
access amangements do not undermine the
value of the habitat. If granted, the
implications of the Wisley development will
need o be considersd.

*  PW advised that the project team will be
seeking Statements of Common Ground
from all the groups present to ensure all
concems are logged. G5 advised that he
sees that it would be a short document with
no major concems raised as the project
team is being thorough and addressing
issues in the right way. G5 advised he did
not envisage giving evidence io the
planning hearing as a result.

Contains sensiive information
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ITEM

DESCRIPTION & ACTION

ACTION
MMEAD INE

ATKINS

Ui el b

RESPOMNSIBLE

The requirement for an Evidence Plan with
regards to the HRA process was
discussed, and it was agreed by all
attendess that this would be advantageous.
JD advised that this would need to be

arranged wery quickly.

1]

Air Quality

G5 confirmed that he assessed the condition of the
5551 units in 2011.

PW guestioned if the habitat type ascribed to some
5551 units may not accurately represent the actual
habitat types present [for example the woodland
around Boldermere Lake is described as dwarf shrub
heath). G5 confirmed that the latest Phase 1 data
can be used to determine the most suitable habitat
ftypes within the SPASSSS5] with regards to AQ
assessments.

G5 outlined general concemis with regard to air
quality such as nutrient depesition and impact on
serub/bramble growth levels within 2 zone from 30-
40m from the source at neadside, and that any
habitat proposals for replanting the temporany lamd
take areas within the SPA andlor 5551 will nead to
consider a management plan that could cope with
this accelerated regrowth.

All agreed that we need to be confident that amy
changes to the road are attenuated and that
wvegetation has an important role in this.

o7

Mitigation and Compensation

CW clarified that terminclogy will need io be as
cansistent as possible to satisfy legal requiremeants
bt points out that different documents have different
definitions and this is a risk Atkins are very aware of.
In relation to the SPA compensation means
compensation im the terminology of the Habitats
Regulations. There will ke a statement in the ecology
chapter o clarify terminclogy.

CW advised that the project team's current focus is
on making any loss of habitat’ancient woodland as
small as possible, or avoiding all together but will
report residual loss.

MW advised that the Forestry Commission would be
looking for multiple benefits of new woodland
planting (swch as helping to fitter rum off) and
stressed the importance of edge habitats. PL
advised caution given the nature of pollutants that
can come from the road with pollution incidents ete.
MW advised that they can help look at hazard areas.
Atkins gueried how Natural England and Forestry
Commission work together as Statutory Consultees.
on Ancient Woodland? GE/MW advised that it is
largely on a case by case basis but they are
committed to working together on this scheme.
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ATKINS

Ui el b

ITEM DESCRIPTION & ACTION ACTION RESPOMNSIBLE
MMEAD INE

» PW made a quick summary of the sketch proposals
plan — and o note that these are still options beimg
investigated, there may well be change as not all
parcels of land may be required.:

LW guadrant

Woodland to increase connectivity, with patches of open
heathland which could in future support more bird
species

SW guadrant

Similar opportunities as MW quadrant, creation of
woodland with open glades. G5 was concermed that
provision of easier access to this gquadrant via a "green’
multi-function Cockrow Bridge would threaten its value
so access would need to be managed to reduce the
impact. All agreed to contribute to development of
proposals for this bridge.

HE guadrant

Dense Scots Pine at present and direct connection to
555l Selective clearance and ongoing management
wiould be undertaken to enhance its biodiversity value
would be undertaken but MWW noted this would require a
felling licence and replanting.

SE guadrant

Opportunity to extend the commaon, but relatively low

usage at present G5 advised that Matural England

woukdn't want to see this massively increased in any
case. Major land opportunity/risk lies in the airfield site
which is being considered for housing.

» MW advised that most landowners have been L‘::;Edbf :g,:;‘_m
contacted and some plots we have identified are project team
already up for sale.

» G5 guered who would be responsible for taking on
the management of any replacement land and
restored land required temporarily for construction in
the long term?

&  PW raised the issue that the habitat within the
SPASSSS5 to be lost to the Scheme does not
cumently support breeding temiones of the gqualifying
SPA bird species, although it may provide food
resources by supporting inveriebrates. It would take
a similar timescale o convert to functional habitat
(i.e. heathland) once cleared as any new areas of
habitat creation. Therefore, it is proposed that any
new areas of heathland creation do not need to be
established prior to the clearance of the S55VSPA
woodland habitat within the Scheme footprint. This

wias acknowledged by all attendess.

Contains sensiive informiation
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ATKINS
ITEM DESCRIPTION & ACTION ACTION RESPOMSIELE
/DEADLINE

Dretailed soil sampling will be required to understand
the conditions at the replacement land sites and
imfiormn mitigation proposals.

0z 400

PW requested Natural England to provide a list plans  GS to HRA
or project with HRAs for the Thames Basin Heaths information
SPA they would like Atkins to consider in the HRA by end
screening. JD requested that this be shared with Movember
RSPB once list is complied.

PW requested Matural England to review valuations G5 fo

of different features. GS advised he will check if this  confirm

is chargeable activity before Atkins issues anything. charging
R noted that i replacement SPA land was provided — requirements
morth of the M25 i.e. at Park Bam Farm this would

extend the influence of the SPA on local planning

policies and could generate objection from Elmbridge

BC. This made Pond Farm more favourable as

replacement SPA if conditions there wersfcould be

made suitable.

It was noted that Matural England anticipate that

SPA replacement would be designated as S551I5PA

as soon as it was acquired and would not be

dependent on establishment of suitable habitats or

SpECIES.

Discussions were held on integrity effects leading to

IROPI and suggestions that if the replacement land

was technically reducing a risk of ham to the SPA,

rather than compensating for harm, then integrity

might mot be affected and the replacement land

could be noted as mitigation rather than

compensation.

02 - .
Summary
dicscussion

MWW stafed he is pleased to hear the ambition of very
minimal or no ancient woodland land take. He would
like clarity on compensation ratios being considered.
He encouraged any compensatony woodland to be
multi-functional and productive. He wants to see no
net loss of woodland. He would like Forestry
Commission to be involved in discussion on
woodland habitat enhancement.

Point of query from our notes: MW accepted that
woodland loss within the SPA could be replaced with
heathland, as that is the key habitat for the sie
RSPB view is that habitats assessments need to be
done quickly and that Atkins share early drafts of the
HRA Screening report with JD to ensure any
concems can he addressed quickly.

CW raised a question for Matural England on the
cences and methad statements required for the
DCO process. To be followed up separately as GS
will advise on what will be counted as a “paid for”
Service.

Tobe
clarified as
notes are
unclear.

Contains sensifive information
M25 J1D Environmental bodies meeting notes 271017_Final

Flan Deslgn Enakle

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
Application document reference: TRO10030/APP/8.2 (Vol 8) Rev 0

Page 43 of 106



M25 junction 10/A3 Wisley interchange highways
TR010030 8.2 Statement of Common Ground with Natural England } england
ATKINS
ITEM DESCRIFTION & ACTION ACTION RESPOMNSIBLE

IDEADLINE

LP advised that the PRA is the next activity in the

programme and the Statement of Common Ground

wiork would begin after that. Statutory consultation is

expected in eary 2018.

FL advised that the ongoing maintenance and

monitoring regime is not yet defined but would be

required, HE keen to minimise impacts first wherewer

possible.

ASh advised an MMU workshop is being held 31

October and the views from this meeting will be

taken forward to inform discussions

PW advised that he will continue to focus on the

HRA and there will be ongoing mnve.rsaums. Atkins to LP
LF noted there would be further meetings and advise on
stakeholder telecons to discuss the issues. W meeting
moted that there would be an emvironmental design dates
workshop on site before Christmas.

Contains sensiive information
MZ5 J10 Enwironmental bodies meeting notes 271017 _Final

Flan Deslgn Enakle

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030

Application document reference: TRO10030/APP/8.2 (Vol 8) Rev 0

Page 44 of 106



M25 junction 10/A3 Wisley interchange highways
TR010030 8.2 Statement of Common Ground with Natural England } england

A.7 Email (12.12.17)

SG

RE: M25 Junction 10/A3 Wisley Interchange Improvement - issues with contacting the Major Infrastructure and Environment Unit

() You forwarded this message on 12/12/2017 1404

F've been given the following advice

"I have tried myself previously in relation to NSIP Evidence Plans - the major projects team has disbanded - | did try their mailbox and reported to them that it was not being monitored. | was put on to someone called ([l 1 sussest an
email/call toffJJl) asking if he can help or direct them ta the right person.”

Hape that helps.

From:

Sent: 12 December 2017 12:07

Toy

Ce:

Subject: RE: M25 Junction 10/A3 Wisley Interchange Improvement - issues with contacting the Major Infrastructure and Environment Unit

That would be greatly qppl\.‘\.ldlt‘d- thanks
Seniar Ecologist

ATKINS
Woodcate Grove, Ashley Road, Epsom, Surrey KT18 SBW
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A.8 Meeting (18.12.17)

Meeting notes

Project: M25 J1DMA3 Wisley Interchange Improvement

ATKINS

Subject: Matural England

Date and time: 18 December 2017 Meeting mo:

Stage 3 - DM

Meeting place: ME offices, Winchester Minutes by:

Present: Representing:

ITEM DESCRIPTION & ACTION DEADLINE

Matural England

Atkins.
Atkins
Atkins.
Atkins

RESPONSIBLE

10 Health & safety — MW staried the meeting with a
safety moment conceming recent cold weather
affecting visibility whilst driving

20 introductions — [ G =c'zined that
mone of his technical specialists from the relevant
fields could attend but that he would be laising
with them after the meeting.
imtroduced herself as the Atkins stakeholder lead
and explained that all strategic engagement
should go through her. Technical
comespondence’discussions would be via the
relevant team. Cther attendees explained their
roles and responsibilities on the project

DF made an update on the PRA that was
announced in Movember 2017. She explained
that the option is preferable from an
environmental point of view and design work
since the consultation closed at the beginning of
2017 has allowed the performance and safety of
this option to be improved. She further spoke
about the side noad options being taken forward.
DF then spoke about the DCD process and the
upcoming statutory consultation, that the
Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC) is
under consultation and that a consultation report
will be published once consultation has closed.
G5 requested to see the SOCS template. TBC

MW commented that the work is ongoing on the
PEIR. which will be available ready for the

Mext meeting: TBA

DP to check with
Highways England
that the template
has been approved
and can be shared

Distribution: Al present plus I

Date issued: 20/02M18 File ref:

MNOTE TO RECIPIENTS:

These meeting notes record Atkins understanding of the meeting and intended acbons anising therefrom.
Your agreement that the notes form a true record of the discussion will be assumed unless adverse comments are

received in writing within five days of receipt.
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ITEM

DESCRIPTION & ACTION

DEADLINE

ATKINS

U et m e

RESPONSIBELE

statutory consultation and he stated that Design
Fix 2 has been reached and that this is the design
that is being taken forward to consultation. After
the consultation has closed, the design team will
amend the scheme in lght of amy valid feedback.
This will result in Design Fix 3 which is taken
forward.

3.0

Licenses and comsents — MW explained that work
on the HRA and protected species licenses runs
parallel to the consultation preparation. The DCO
process allows for the protected species licenses
o be wrapped up by PINS but they could be
drafted it in collaboration with Matural England,
alongside the Letier of No Impediment, prior to
making an application for consent. G5 stated
that either process is fine so long as theres is an
agresd process up front that we all agree to work
o

PW stated that there is still a lot of information to
gather — surveys are starting again in January
2018 and will continue into the spring. This will
include bat roost assessments of trees, and he
believes that it is likely we will encounter one or
more bat roosts. There will be both permanent
and temporary land take — it may be possible to
avoid a bat roost if a tree is in the temporary land
take but mot if it falls within the permanent land
take boundary. We will explore all options but
may require a mitigation licence for the loss of bat
roosts.

PW explained that a walkover is due to take
place in January that will identify any badger setts
within the Scheme footprint— again, it is likely that
some badger setts will be identified. If active satts
fall within the temporary land take, then we will
investigate whether we can avoid disturbing
them. Any sett closures would be likely to require
a licence and mitigation.

He believes that these are the key licences to
consider and explained that a imeline is being
preduced and Atkins will keep Natural England
informed of progress.

PW stated that low numbers of great crested
newts have been recorded around the Scheme
and may occur within the footprint in very low
mumbers. Im addition, only a single sand lizard
has been recorded during surveys to date.
Therefore, PW does not anticipate a licence
being required for these species, but rather a
Precautionary Method of Working, or Method
Staterment.

G5 agreed that a Method Statement may be

appropriate for great crested newts and reptiles

Contains sensiive information
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ITEM

DESCRIFTION & ACTION DEADLINE

ATKINS

U et m

RESPONSIBLE

{including sand lizard which may ocour in very
low numbers). In discussing the DAS process
and the timelines involved GS believes that it
could potentially lead to weeks of work. |t was
agresd to keep communication open so that
everyone was in the loop.

4.0

Evidence Plan — G5 advised that with DEFRA no
longer being invobved that the key organisation to
talk to about the evidence plan is PINS who will
hawve a clear understanding about which evidence
is required (see Advice MNote 11). In the absence
of guidance from DEFRA we could do our own
wersion. G5 noted that this would feed into the
S0CG and would need to invoblve others apart
from ME.

50

HRA Screening — PW advised that the HRA
screaning is ready, it has been submitted o
Highways England and once it has been
approved it can be shared with stakeholders. The
red line boundary was discussed and that it
encompasses all replacement land. G5 stated his
view that all replacement land should be in cne
Iocation and not fragmented. G5 was supportive
of Pond Farmm as compensation for lost SPA as it
i directly connected to other 5PA areas and
could provide supporting environment for the
gualifying breeding bird spacies. Heathland was
discussed — and the possibility of removing
conifers and opening up Surey Wildlife Trust
land. G5 related some evidence gathered by
Matural England that indicates. that tall, dense
‘screens’ of trees along side major roads can be
effective in dispersing traffic emissions and that
whilst heathland creation or restoration may be
considered as part of the overall mitigation
package, there may be a nead to consider
whether there are potential benefits in retaining
frees in some locations.

MWW advised that there could be more extensive
barmriers put into place than the number in place at
the current time. This is primarily for noise
impact but could also have air quality benefits.
MWW advised that all environmental mitigation
proposals will be ready for consultation in 2018,

6.0

Baolder Mere

MH explained that the proposed scheme widens
the A3 immediately adjacent to the (artficial) MWW
edge of Bolder Mere. The proposed scheme
would encroach into Bolder Mere, taking some
wet woodland and reedbed habitat. The extent of
this encroachment needs to be confirmed by
fopographic suney.

Cument designations of Bolder Mere were
discussed. The lake is designated as part of the
{Thames Basin Heaths) SPA, and as part of the

Contains sensitive information
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ITEM

DESCRIPTION & ACTION DEADLINE

ATKINS

v e mb

RESPONSIELE

(Ockham and Wisely Commaon) 5551 Iitis also
identified as a heawvily modified lake water body in
its own right under the EU Water Frameswaork
Directive. The lake is a habitat of particular value
under the 555I designation, less so o the
species designated under the SPA. Further
information is needed to propery understand the
effect of works on WFD status.

G5 feels that amy impact will need to be
mitigated, he explained how and why Bolder
Mere is a good guality water body (for instance
the value of the lake and its margins to dragon
and damsel fiy). Discussion amund how io
mitigate the effects of the scheme took place —in
particular around whether, from the perspective
of the area as a whole, there would be more
value in investigating opportunities to improve
habitats along the margins of Boldermere, or,
instead to focus mitigation effort on
improvements to smaller ponds and mires in the
same catchment o the north of the A3
Implications of implementing mitigations outside
of the current red line boundary were discussed.
MH explained that the next steps would be & walk
owver in January to better understand the lake 8.Jan
habitats and potential for mitigation. It was
agread to bring the Environment Agency into the
discussion about this topic due to its unusual
circumstances, but in particular to understand
better how the requirements of the WFD would
influence mitigation works. [t was felt that there
could be a number of creative possibilities to
improwve what is cumently there.

MH

T0

ADB — PW clarified that a clear method
siatement would be produced for the Gl works.

Contains sensidive information
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A.9 Email (26.01.18)

Delete Respand Quick Steps ] Move

RE: Evidence plan for M25 J10 - request for your thoughts

0 vou repliedito this

1 have discussed this with my colleagues in our planning section

Ediing speech  Zoom

1 am afraid that Natural England is currently unable to take on the role formerty taken by MIEU. We do not currently have the capacity to increasa our time input to the M25/A3 junction improvement scheme and we are also concemed that it might

compromise Natural England's role as an impartial advisor.

1:am sorry if this s not the response you wanted but hope that you can find a way forward

Best wishes

Land Management Advisor
Thames Valley Team

Natural England
Cromwell House
15 Andovs oad

wancuester so23 7a1 (N

We are here to sacure a healthy natural environment for people to njoy, where wildlife is protected and England's

Natural England is accredited to the Cabinet Office Customer Service Excellence Standard

www.gov.uk/natural-england

are for future
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A.10 Meeting (16.03.19)
ATKINS
Project: M25 J1IVA3 Wisley Interchange
Subject: Emdrcnmental Mitigation/Compensation and HRA
Date and time: 18 Mar 2018 - 08:00 Meeting no: 1
Meeting place: Pond Farm Minutes by: _
Present: Representing:
Matural England (ME)
Forestry Commission (FC)
Forestry Commission
RSFB
RSFPB
Surrey Wildlife Trust (SWT)
Surrey Wildlife Trust
Surmey County Council (SCC)
Surrey County Council
Highways England
Atkins
Atkins
Atkins
Atkins
DTA Ecology
Atkins
ITEM DESCRIFTION & ACTION DEADLINE RESFONSIELE
1.0 Health & safety A

highlighted the risk from ticks and noted that this
was likely to increase with warmer weather coming

20D Owverview and site walkover MIA
-nutlined the main features of the cument scheme.
noted SWT's objection fo inclusion of Sha of
Pond Farmn as a replacement land parcel, although he
understocd the reasons why this area was included.
All attendees then undertook a site walkover looking at the site
scheme area located with SCC land, with particular interest in
the replacement land areas at Pond Farm, Park Bam Farm

and Chatley Heath Wood. After the walkowver, attendees were
invited to express their views on the proposals.

a0 Pond Farm MIA
set out the SWT view that this parcel was
unsuitable as compensation for SPA as he felt it was too wet
o create sustainable heathland habitat and would be
damaging to SWT s operations and hence their ability to

MNext meeting: TBA

Distribution: Al attendees and

Date issued: File ref:

NOTE TO RECIPIENTS:

These meeting notes record Atkins. understanding of the meeting and intended actions arising therefrom.

‘four agreement that the notes form a true recond of the discussion will ke assumed unless adverse comments are

received in waiting within five days of receipt.

Containg sensive iInformation
160318_j10_minutes_final
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ITEM

DESCRIPTION & ACTION

DEADLIMNE

ATKINS

Heodrom D03 aimbeom

RESPONSIBLE

manage the rest of the SPA. Although he felt it would have
some habitat value, the change to open public access would
be incompatible with SWT's need to use the land as winter
grazing for their herd and a location for cattle with calves and
stoch needing to be quarantined. The ability to maintain the
stock levels and herd management at Pond Famm is vital to the
management of the entire SPA, not just the Wisley part of it
He felt it would be unattractive to users due to the wet ground
conditions for much of the year and that there was no evidence
of public pressure to access the farm fields.
was also of the same view. The RSFB also stated that Pond
Farm was not suitable as 5PA replacement as it would not be
possible to provide appropriate habitat in this location.

noted that, with management, it could be
suitable for certain aspects of the SPA, providing habitat that
would conftribute to supporting the qualifying species. He noted
that the SPA land to be lost was of low value being closest fo
the M25 and A3 ([ rot=d that specific areas
identified as compensation for lost SPA would by preference
be south of the M25 fo avoid extending the planning
resirictions arising from the SPA in local authority areas. It was
noted that the Pond Farm area was ideally placed as
replacement SPA and common land as it sat within areas
covered by both designations. This lead onto discussions
about alternative means of compensating for lost SPA land.

4.0

SPA compensation

noted that it might be possible to provide
compensation for the impacts resulting from the loss of SPA
land by enhancing the habitat value of land within the cumently
designated boundary {i.e. by clearing woodland to allow areas
of heathland to regenerate). However, it was noted that there
would be an expectation to avoid physical loss of SPA total
land area, thus requiring Pond Farm (or additional land
associated with the wider Thames Basin Heaths SPA) to form
part of the compensation package.
It was noted that clearance of woodlandftree cover fo achieve
this would uire agreement from Forestry Commission.

ﬂ noted that Forestry Commission could

support this approach subject to agreed areas/proportions of
canopy cover being maintained and new areas of planting
within the replacement land being provided. Carcline
Chapman, referming to the EC guidance [Guidance Document
an Arficle 6{4) of the ‘Habitafz Directive” 324 EEC 2012} an
this noted at 1.4.1 that to be allowable the SPA enhancement
must not be something that would have besn dome as ‘normal
practice” under the Habitats and Birds Directives or cbligations
laid down im EC law. SWT confirned that their obligations were
o ‘maintain’ the SPA and 5551 and hence additional
enhancement did not form part of ‘normal practice’. Heather
Richards confirmed that enhancement must not be what was
going to happen anyway and understood that restoration of
further areas of heathland was an aspiration. It was noted that
enhancement of the SPA could include NMU provision and
dog control orders that would encourage public use of the
replacement land areas and reduce pressure on the main
heathland areas of the SPA which were most used by the
qualifying species. The effectveness of dog control crders was

Contains sensitive information
1803138_j10_minutes_final

MIA

All
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ATKINS

ITEM

DESCRIPTION & ACTION

DEADLIMNE

Heodrom D03 aimbeom

RESPONSIBLE

guestioned by the RSPB, these require significant resource to
enforce and the TBH strategy has opted for responsible
behaviour through positive messaging to date rather than
enforcement so far. noted that any enhancement
that formed part of a compensation package would need to be
identified with and funded by the project and

agreed to investigate the mechanism for doing this with HE
legal team.

5.0

Park Bam Farm

All agreed that Park Bam Farm appeared to provide excellent
opportunities as replacement common land/public open space
and has scope for habitat creation to support heathland
species. Mew planting and some tree clearance/diversification
of single species plantations would be proposed along with
heathland/dry acid grassland habitat creation which (I
B v supportive of. noted that identification
as common land rather than public open space imposed more
difficulties on the use of grazing as a management tool, as
specific consent is needed for any fencing, which is a legally
complex process. This may have an influence on the
amangement of the two types of replacement land relative to
the types of habitats intended. RSFB thought there was some
potential but required more information on the current state
and the proposals to enable proper evaluation of the merits of
these areas.

MIA

All

6.0

Chatley Wood

It was noted that this area could provide good opportunities for
public recreation, helping fo take the pressure off the SPA.
This would need encouragement through provision of
signposting, appropriate path surfacing and free clearance to
open up routes to it from MMU routes and the Ockham Bites
car park. The proposed MMU bridge would be of benefit for
this, creating a new direct access between the north-east and
south-east quadrants, which curmrently does not exist. In
addition, the possibility of providing a new car park off Pointers
Road was raised. The existing grass areas could be managed
o provide a mixture of cpen and scrub habitats mixed with
native wood pasture andlor orchard habitats, both of which
were noted as being in decline nationally. The current SWT
waork o manage the 555! woodland at Redhill Botiom and
Chatley Wood was observed.

MIA

All

70

Hatehford End

There was concemn that this parcel would provide Ftthe
ecological value for the SPA and 5551 due to its size and
location, separated from the heathland.

pointed out the benefits in providing rights of way linkages
enabling better access to the other areas of public access,
particularly bearing the Wisley Airfield draft housing allocation
im mind. It also has benefits in linking areas of woodland and
providing safer MMU access than along Old Lane.

A

All

8.0

Land adjacent to M25/A3

explained that the land within the red fine
boundary but outside the permanent highway boundary would

Contains sensitive information
1803138_j10_minutes_final

MIA

All
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ITEM DESCRIFTION & ACTION

DEADLINE

ATKINS

RESPONSIELE

be used to construct the scheme and is likely to be cleared of
vegetation during the works. The intention is to return this land
o the landowner (mainly SCC) im a condition where it can
provide environmental benefit There was agreement that this
should have a varied vegetation profile with scrub [excluding
gorse) and some larger trees to benefit the SPA and should
hawe a scalloped edge to create diverse edge habitat. The
available lamd within the highway boundary (such as
embankment slopes) would be treated similarly but also
provide screening for views of the M25/A3 where appropriate.
Emvircnmental barriers would be provided to mitigate noise
effects and which could serve to enhance the SPA by reducing
noise levels for the qualifying species and encourage their
spread. SWT also favoured ighting proposals that reduced the
light spill from the M25/43 where possible.

The potential provision of one or more green bridges (as
enhanced provision at bridges that would be replaced amyway,
particularty Cockerow and Clearmmount bridges) was discussed
and all agreed that this would be of significant benefit io the
scheme and should be explored through the Highways
England designated funds. SWT confirmed willingness to
imput advice to the design process for such features and to
ook at ideas for work they might tially undertake to add
value to such bridges. noted that careful
consideration would be needed to ensure such bridges did not
encourage recreational pressure in sensitive areas. RSPB
agreed with the need to consider the potential for change in
recreational pressure as a result of these bridges and also this
is something that the wider scheme needs to consider
holistically as the improvement of NMU provisions through the
junction has the potential to change access to the SPA and
therefore recreational disturbance.

a0

HRA Discussion
N - = out the current situation regarding the HRA,
work noting that the Screening document confirned that a
likely significant effect had been identified with regard to the
Thames Basin Heaths SPA. The draft had been circulated for
comment i NE, RSPB and SWT. ME and SWT confirmed that
they had no comments (apart from an email comment from
Matural England ahead of a meeting booked for 27 March
regarding specifically to consideration of air quality). (I
confirmed that the R5PB have already provided their
comments. Some aspects were discussed in the meeting and
it was agreed that a response to all comments would be
provided with an updated wersion of the scresning report.
noted that the Screening should clearly set
out which aspects of the scheme could have likely significant
effects as only these should be addressed in the Appropriate
Assessment. It was agreed that these would be limited fo
peripheral habitat loss in areas that are not currently
heathland, habitat degradation (by changes in air quality
andior hydrobogy). and disturbance (visual, light. noise and
changes in recreational usage patterns). RSFB highlighted
the need fior clarty regarding what is being proposed as
awoidance, mitigation, compensation and enhancement
MEaSUres.

Contains sensitive information
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ITEM DESCRIPTION & ACTION

DEADLINE

ATKINS

LR el

RESPOMNSIBLE

Atkins stated that it is anticipated that the Appropriate
Asseccment will record that it is not possible to ascertain no
adverse effects on the integrity of the SPA. In this situation, it
will be necessary to demonstrate an absence of alternative
solutions and imperative Reason of Ovemriding Public Interest
why the project should, nevertheless, proceed. Compensatory
measures to ensure that the overall coherence of Natura 2000
is protected will them need to be secured. It was noted that an
‘in combination’ assessment would not be needed as the
project will be having an adverse impact on the integrity of the
5PA "alone’. Should the project go ahead under the derogation
prowvisions, sufficient compensatony measures would be
secured to address all associated adverse impacts so there
would be no residual effects to act in combination with other
plans or projects.

MNote: RSPE commented in these minutes stating that The
R5PE congider it ezzential that an in-combination azsessment
is undertaken. iz key role iz fo identify and assess inferaciions
with offher proposals (parficulary spplicable fo isaues anizing
from recreafional disfurbance and housing development in the
vicindy). Thiz iz important az it iz dificuff to be sure that
mitigation measures will nof leave even the smallest residusal
effectz — on their own they do not amount fo an adverse effect,
buf hawve fthe pofential when combined fo cause an adverse
effect. Thiz “sense check”™ provides confidence thaf no effects
hawve been overfooked by the azsessment process.”

Moise impacts on the SPA were noted as likely to be
significant during construction but mot in operation.

10

Other matters

NESWT/RSPBIFC would like to be involved in the
programming of clearance works, with woodland areas left fill
last if possible.

Visitor numbers were expected to drop during construction. i
was noted that the Wisley Airfield ES may have included a
visitor suneey that could contain useful baseline data. It was
suggested that employing access consultanis/behavioural
psychologists might provide benefits in planning MAMU
provision.

Contains sensidive informiation
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A.11 Email (16.03.18)

Delete Respond Quick Steps 3 Move Tags 3 Editing Speech  Zoom ~

IR

Re: HRA Screening report

®

-

Thank you for sending your HRA screening document through to Natural England. My (ol\rague_le(emly forwarded this onto myself.

On the whole, we’re happy with the issues discussed within the screening document and have no further comments of real note to make at this stage. In terms of air quality, you've stated that you intend to carry out an in-combination assessment
for the Thames Basin Heaths SPA. As you've established that there will be an effect alone, an in-combination assessment would not be necessary (as an in-combination effect is already implied from establishing one in isolation). | hope this makes
sense.

We would be happy to discuss the document further at the meeting scheduled for the 27" March, if you feel this would be helpful

All the best,

Planning Lead Advisor
Thames Team
Natural England

www.gov.uk/natural-england

We are here to secure a healthy natural environment for people to enjoy, where wildlife is protected and England’s traditional landscapes are safeguarded for future generations.
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A.12 Email (23.03.18)

Ueiete Kespond Mave 1ags . Eang speecn  zoom

SG

RE: Request for survey methadalogy approval: Aerial Tree-Climbing Approach for Roost Surveys

One of my protected species licensing colleagues has had a careful look at your proposal.
Natural England is satisfied that the proposed methodol

is iate given the ci , is in line with best practice guidance, and is likely to provide an adequate level of survey effort
I can therefore confirm that we agree with the proposed method

England
well House

15 Andover Road

WINCHESTER 5023 78T T

We are here to secure a healthy natural enviranment for people to enjoy, where wildlife is protected and England’s traditional are

Natural England is accredited to the Cabinet Office Customer Service Excellence Standard

wwn

- for future

uk/natural-england

Fron
Sent: 23 March 2018 06:56

To:

Ce:

Subject: Request for survey methodology appraval: Aerial Tree-Climbing Approach for Roost Surveys

Importance: High

Dear Graham,

s you are aware, we have undertaken Ground Level Tree Assessments (GLTAS) of trees within and immediately adjacent to the DCO boundary. This has identified trees with potential roost features, and we have undertaken tree climbing inspections
of these potential features (where safe to do so] in trees that were assessed as moderate potential or higher. This process has identified up to 70 trees to date that have maderate or high potential.

Traditionally the next step would be to undertake emergence/re-entry surveys within the appropriate season. However, due to the setting of the majority of these trees within dense woodland, it is known from experience that traditional ground
level emergence/re-entry surveys may be challenging and could potentially lead to uncertainty in determining which location a bat appeared from

Therefore, | would really like to gain approval from Natural England, to replace emergence/re-entry surveys of trees with aerial tree-climbing surveys under the following circumstances:

Planning Inspectorate scheme reference: TR010030
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A.13 Meeting (27.03.18)

ATKINS

Meeting notes

Project: M25 J1VA3 Wisley interchange improvement scheme
Subject: HRA Assessment and Air Quality
Date and time: 2T March 2018 — 10am Meeting no: o2

Meeting place:  Cromwell House, Winchester Minutes by: ]

Present: Representing:

ITEM

Matural England (ME)
Matural England (ME)
Matural England (ME)
Atkins
Atkins
Atkins
Atkins

DESCRIFTION & ACTION DEADLINE

RESPONSIELE

1.0

HRA Assessment

There was a discussion about the need for compensation for
any loss of land. PW spoke about clearing some areas of
woodland to create heathland. Matural England stated that
they were in agreement with this approach in principle if it
supported habitat creation. MT stated that with six hectares of
the SPA being lost Matural England would expect six hectares
o be re-provided, and that Matural England saw this as part of
a package with enhancement works within the SPA boundary.
G5 emphasised that meeting the requirements of the
legislation was key. While it was agreed that the scheme is not
anficipated to result in a reduction in numbers of birds of SPA
species, there will be a loss of habitat that contributes to the
site fabric (e.g. by providing a woodland edge to the heathland
and contributing to the invertebrate resource for the SPA
qualifying bird species).

MT advised that in terms of discretionary advice the protected

species advice team were the most stretched in terms of

resources and timings. It was agreed that Atkins would put

together a draft of the proposed vegetation clearance End April
methodologies (a method statement), for Matural England to 2018
review under DAS and provide comment. This would allow

Matural England to confimm if they agreed on Atkins” proposal

that the Scheme does not require licences with regards to

great crested newts and sand lizards.

20

Method of assessment

PW and V5 both shared comments made by PINS on the
Scoping Opinion that advised speaking to Matural England
about the assessment of air quality. PINS had advised that the

Mext meeting: TBA

Distribution:

All stend==. SR

Date issued: File ref:

MNOTE TO RECIPIEMTS:
These meeting notes record Atkins understanding of the meeting and intended actions arising therefrom.

‘four agreement that the notes fiorm a tue record of the discussion will be assumed unless adverse comments are
received in weiting within five days of receipt.

Containg sansifve iInformation
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ATKINS

Heodeew Do aaimbhow

ITEM DESCRIFTION & ACTION DEADLINE RESPONSIBLE

project should also be locking at assessment across other
non-designated sites, including ancient woodland, and not just
the statutory designated sites, which differs from the Highways
England’s DMREB guidance. Matural England confirmed that
they do not require an assessment of non-designated sites.
WS noted that none of the local authorities who have
responded to consultation have asked for any further sites to
be looked at. G5 advised that in their experience, post
Wealden judgement, local authorities are only tending to look
at sites designated under European Union Directive (e.g. 5PA)
and not even 5551, In this case, Atkins would follow DMREEB
and include 555Is as well as sites covered by imtermational
designations.

It was discussed that reduced idling as a result of the scheme
would lead to a decrease in emissions. However, volumes of
traffic are predicted to increase due to the improved junction
potentially drawing more traffic to the area through more
efficient and improved joumey time. Owerall, this would result
im predicted increased emissions around the junction, but
reductions on the wider road network. MT said that this should
be made clear in the ES.

Matural England advised that PINS are looking wery closely at

air guality om other schemes — this was likely due to the

Wealden judgement. G5 advised that we should respond fo

the PINS comment and offered to share their advice notes to

assist with this. MT advised that we should look at the Windsor  Aril 2018 GS
& Maidenhead local plan where the air pollution assessment

has been agreed since the Wealden judgement.

There was discussion about the assessment being looked at in
isolation as an 'in combination” assessment would not be
needed as the project will be having an adwverse impact on the
imtegrity of the SPA "alone’. MT explaimed the 1,000 extra
wvehicles or 1% increase threshold and the 200m buffer zone.

PW explained that our modelling indicates an increase in
emissions but that the 200m zone is woodland. it was noted
that the woodland that currently lines the AJM25 within the
SPA is fairly robust to nitrogen and that any heathland creation
will be exposed to higher levels of nitrogen, potentially leading
o increased dominance of compefitive plant species. It was
agreed that this should be acknowledged in the ES, and the
management sirategy for the compensation package should
include measures to tackle the increased dominance of
competitive plant species within any heathland restoration
areas MT stated that the baseline data needed by Matural
England was the distance within the 200m zone where levels
increased by 1% and exceeded the critical load, identifying the
imcreases against critical loads, so that they can identify the
risks and advise on the appropriate avoidance andfor
mitigation measures to put into place. This would inform the
management strategy for the compensation package.

Contains sensiive information
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ATKINS

ITEM DESCRIFTION & ACTION

DEADLIMNE

Heodrom D03 aimbeom

RESPONSIBLE

a0 Designated site boundary — MAGIC GIS
G5 advised that the paper map issued at the time of 5551
designation contains the definitive boundary and provided
copies to Atkins. G5 advised that the SPA and 5551
boundarnes were now mirmored.

W5 confirmed that there would be no monitoring using NOx
diffusion tubes as the diffusion tubes are no longer being
supplied. Al work would be done via modelling.

A

All

4.0 ADB

Engagement contract — the confract has been sent to Atkins
for signing. RL o follow up with an email to DP.

It was agreed that keeping in regular touch was worthwhile
and meetings were productive.

Contains sensitive information
130409_j10_minutes_air_int approved

29 March
2018

RL and DP
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A.14 Meeting (09.10.18)
M25 junction 10/A3 Wisley interchange highways
TRO10020 5.3 Habitats Regulations Assessment Stage 1 Screening } england
Project: M25 J1WA3 Wisley Interchange Improvement
Subject: Catch up meeting with Matural England
Date and time: 08 October 2018 Meeting no:
Meeting place: Matural England office, Reading | Minutes by: _
Present: Representing: | Matural England (ME)
Matural England (ME)
Matural England {ME)
Atkins
Atkins
ITEM | DESCRIPTION & ACTION DEADLINE | RESFONSIBLE

1.0 Crverview of final Scheme

NW gave a recap on the previous design fix (DF2), and how the

cost of the Scheme and the consultation feedback has led to the

final design fix (DF3).

NW ran through the DF3 Scheme, explaining the key changes:

# The reroute of the gas main and NMU route to the westem
mst side of the A3, avoiding Bolder Mere.

* The amendment of the residential access route at Painshill to
reduce the impact on Paimshill Park and also the ancient
woodland at Heyswood.

# The removal of bridges at the northem most and southem
mixst extent of the M25 from the Scheme (these were
included in DF2)

It was agreed by all that the changes im DF3 would reduce the

land take and thus help reduce impacts of the Scheme.

20 Compensation package

NW showed the common land replacement areas at Park Bam

Farm, Chatley Wood, and along Old Lane, with a description of

the proposed habitat enhancement proposals for these locations.

The proposals were met favourably.

However, G5 commented that the change at Chatley Wood

(avoidance of taking (I b<=t ficld and instead including

some new areas of woodland) reduces some of the connectivity

of this compensation area for recreational users. This was

discussed further, and it was agreed that with the additional of a

new bridge across the M25, it may encourage recreational users

to the new compensation areas, plus there are opportunities for a

circular route the incorporates the existing bridge at Hatchfiord

Wood.

NW discussed potential improvements for these areas, including

planting wooded areas, and managing existing woodland areas

for improvement (such as felling Scots pine plantations and
planting diverse deciduous woodland, and tackling dense

rhododendron understoreys within existing woodland to allow a

more diverse understory to develop).

The SPA compensation package contains two elements:

physically extending the SPA by adding land cumently outside the

SPA, and additional compensation by enhancement works to

improve the biological value of the land within the SPA, so that

the camying capacity is increased.

The SPA physical compensation areas were discussed. The total

area of these compensation areas will equal the permanent land

take within the 5PA. The proposed habitat creation at these
compensation areas was described by PW:

* Elm Comer 5PA compensation land- an additional area of

woodland will be added to the SPA. This will undergo some

Planning Inspeciorate scheme reference: TRIO10030
Application document reference: TRO1003WAPPISE.3 (Vol 5) Rev D Page &5 of 82
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ITEM | DESCRIPTION & ACTION DEADLINE | RESPONSIBLE

thinning, in combination with the adjacent enhancement area,
to allow a more diverse and open woodland.

« (id Lane SPA compensation land — two open grass fields will
be designated as compensation areas. These currently
undengo occasion grazing but are heavily dominated by
ruderal vegetation, suggesting bow usage. It is proposed that
these areas would be planted with a micdure of scrub and
woadland to increase their diversity, and contribute
imvertebrate resource to the 5PA. This needs to be agreed
with Surmey Wildlife Trust.

#  Wisley SPA compensation land — an area of grazed grassland
to the south of the M25, near Bucton Wood is proposed for a
compensation area. The size of this area will be determined
by the final permanent and take figure. The usage of this
compensation area is not proposed to change as woodlark
and mightjar are both known to forage within short grass
areas. However, the adjacent enhancement works will open
up the woodland, providing increased connectivity bebaeen
existing open heathland habitat and the compensation area.

ME agresd that these compensation areas are approprate, and

they are satisfied with the proposals.

The SPA enhancement areas were discussed, and MT stated

that it was essential (under the Briels ruling) that the HRA

document needs to be clear that the enhancement areas

(improwing the biological value of land beyond what nomnal

planned management would achieve on land areas within the

SPA) will contribute to the compensation package and these

works are not for ‘'mitigation’ (as any mitigation will have already

been taken into account in the Appropriate Assessment).

PW explained the proposals for the different SPA enhancameant

areas, the total area of which adds up to 3:1 of the combined

permanent and temporary land take.

The enhancement areas will consist of a combination of:

#» areas of total clearance (where only mature trees andfor trees
with potential bat features will be retaimed) o encourage
heathland regeneration and provide open habitats for SPA
qualifying species, and;

« areas of thimning, where the woodlands will be thinmed by up
to B0% (focusing on young silver birch trees and Scots pines),
to encourage increased woodland diversity and provide more
open habitats. This thinning will include widening existing
rides and increasing the size of existing open patches within
woodlands.

These enhancement works will increase the diversity of the

retaimed woodland within the SPA, increasing the inveriebrate

resgurce that it supports, as well as increasing the areas of open
heathland habitat, enabling the populations of SPA qualifying
species within the 5PA to increase.

MT confirmed that physical compensation areas outside the SPA

should be set up prior to construction of the highways works, but

enhancement works within the SPA could be staged and could
take place after construction if required — improvements to
biclogical value can be delivered once the Scheme is live if

appropriate (FW pointed cut that clearance adjacent to a

construction area could potential encourage woodlarks fo use

habitat that will be disturbed by construction works ).

Bolder Mere

The mitigation measures at Bolder Mere were discussed. These

mieasures focus on marginal habitat improvement rather than

replacing the lost volume of water as a result of the Scheme.
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G5 gquestoned if the loss of volume water within a WFD
waterbody was acceptable. PW agreed to discuss with the water
team.

Post Meeting Update:

A response has now been received h:.r_: “We have
talked throuwgh lake volume with vanous people in the EA.
Volume is not a criterion used to measure water body health by
the WFD. Rather, we need to demonsirate whether loss of
volume will cause failure against amy of the biological, ecological
or chemical criteria. The EA have asked us to do this for
Phosphomous; we have done so and demonstrated no
detenoration. Im summary, we have agreed with the competent
authority that loss of volume should not be an issue to WFD
compliance.’

Green bridge

MW confirmed that a green element o the Cocherow Bridge is
included in the Scheme design, and that a feasibility study is
undersay to determine the potential design and cost implications
of incorporating a green bridge here and at potentially at
Clearmount bridge.

HRA update

PW provided am update on the Appropriate Assessment,
confirming that it is curmmently considered that the only adwverse
effect that will not be ruled out will be the loss of SPA land
reducing the amount of habitat contributing to the fabrc of the
SPA, and potentially contributing to the invertebrate resocurcs for
SPA qualifying species (however, it was acknowledged that the
amaount of available heathland habitat is likely to be the Imiting
factor for the number of SPA gualifying species breeding
termitories within the site, rather than the invertebrate food
reSOurce].

MT advised that the fitle of update on the Appropriate
Assessment, confirming that it is cumrently considered that the
anly adverse effect that will not be ruled cut will be the loss of
SPA land reducing the amount of habitat contributing to the fabnc
af the SPA, and potentially contributing to the invertebrate
resgurce for SPA qualifying species (however, it was
acknowledged that the amount of available heathland habitat is
likely to be the imiting factor for the number of SPA gualifying
species breeding temitores within the site, rather than the
invertebrate food resource).

MT and G5 agreed that due o the access and parking availability
not changing for the SPA as a result of the Scheme, the Scheme
will mot lead to increased visitors, and indeed the provision of new
compensation, a new bridge across the M25 and improved MMLU
routes may increase the options for users and draw users away
from the SPA

G5 queried if a green bridge may attract more users to Wisley
Common, but it was agreed that the provision of a new bridge
across the M25 leading to new compensation areas, plus
improved paths, may take the pressure off the SPA, and any
users that choose to use the green bridge from Ockham Common
car park to visit Wisley Common will have chosen this area
instead of Ockham Common, reducing visitor pressure in
Ockham Common, where the majority of the SPA qualifying
SPEeCies QoCur.

PW explained that air guality models are depicling increases of
greater than 1% of the critical load for heathland being confined
to the first 10 m of the road within the SPA, and even reducing in

some locations. Therefore, adverse effects onthe SPA as a
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result of emissions increases has been ruled out. This was
agreed by all.

The HRA dearly states that it incorporates an Appropriate
Assessment

P'W requesied advice on the 'In Combination assessment” section
of the Appropriate Assessment. This is because there are several
555] components of the SPA

MT advised that as the predicted adverse effects are confined o
the Cckham and Wisley Commans 5551, and that the scheme
will mot have any significant air quality impacts on the SPA (all
increases over 1% of criical load are within 10 m of the road or
less), will not increase wser pressure, nor affect the hydrology of
ather component 5551s, then Atkins should focus the In
Combination assessment on Local Plans for boroughs within 10
km of the Scheme.

Species licences

PW discussed protected species licences with RG. PW explained
that the licences will be resticted to bat licences for loss of bat
roosts in trees, and San Domenico compound, and badger
licence for a sett closure.

The San Domenico site was discussed as the building is known
to support matemity reost of brown long eared bats and common
pipistrelles. This building will need to be demolished or
significantly renovated in order for the site o be used as a
compound. Access has not yet been achieved and the most
recent data available is from 2017. RG confimed that as the data
proves a roost is present, then as long as the conditions on site
haven't significantly changed, then the licence application would
take imto account the loss of matemity roosts and the data should
be fine. RG confirmed that more recent data would be necessary
if Highnwrays England were aiming to demonsirate a building did
not support mosting bats. The proposed mitigation tower was
discussed, and it was agreed that any mitigation tower would
need to be protected from disturbance (e_g. by a buffer bebwean
the compound and the mitigation tower, screening such as hedge
and tree planting, and directional lighting).

RG confirmed that Atkins should keep ME informed on how the
licences are progressing. With enough notice, they should be
able to tum around a review of Highways England's draft licences
within a couple of days of receipt (under the DAS). This would be
followed up by a Letter of Mo Impediment (LOMNI) once amny
substantive comments have been resoheed.

G5 has since confirmed that in order for NE to produce a LONI,
the draft licences will need to provide a clear description of the
location of protected species, the condition/suitability of the
supporting habitat and the proposed basic safeguands and
precautionary procedures in order to minimise the risk of
disturbance or habitat loss/degradation.
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Email (14.11.18)

highways
england

.
Highways England
Bridge House

1 Walnut Tree Close
Guildford

GU1 4LZ2

Direct Line: IS
13 November 2018

Drear,

M25 Junction 10/A3 Wisley interchange improvement scheme
Pre-application consultation
Section 44 Planning Act 2008 — land owner or property interest

| am writing to you in regards to Highways England’s proposed M25 junction 10743 Wisley
interchange improvement scheme and fo invite you to respond to our targeted, non-statutory
consultation relating to changes to the scheme design.

This consultation will run from 14 Movember to 14 December 2018 and is aimed at statutory
organisations and specific land owners.

As such, we are consulting with you because you are either a land owner, or have a property
interest, that i= now directly affected by the scheme or the impact of the scheme on your land has

changed.
About the scheme

This key strategic junction has been identified for improvements as it experiences heavy congestion
on a daily basis and has a poor safety record that needs to be addressed. This situation is ikely to
deteriorate further given traffic forecasts associated with population and economic growth in the
south east. If no action is taken, there will be a significant negative impact on traffic flow, road
safety, the environment and users of this section of the Strategic Road Metwork.

Planning Consent

Thi= scheme iz a nationally significant infraztructure project under the Planning Act 2008 and
requires the consent of the Secretary of State for Transport before it can be built. Highways
England intends to apply to the Secretary of State for a Development Consent Order {DCO) for the:

project in early 2019.

Fiaghstarad cfice Bécige Heusa, | Wisut Tras Cioes, Guliiford GLIT 4.2 jﬁf {‘* INVESTORS
Highaaays Englar orsyusny L P — s (S Y Bad IN PEQPLE
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Changes to the scheme

Between 12 February and 26 March 2018 we undertook a statutory consultation on the proposed
scheme, in accordance with the pre-application requirements of the Planning Act 2008.

Following the statutory consultation, further work has been undertaken to improve the scheme
design and changes have been made to our proposals, taking into consideration feedback from the
consultation and stakeholders.

Although the scheme changes are not fundamental, they have been made primarily to reduce the
impacts on the environment and local community. A list of the improvements and scheme changes
iz outlined in the enclosed brochure.

Impacts on your land and/or property interest

Some of these changes to the scheme will affect your land andfor property righis. As a result we
are seeking your views on the changes to the scheme design before we submit cur DCO
application. Where we have identified a requirement o use land to build the scheme, we will seek to
acquire this land by agreement. It is important to note that the DCO application will be seeking
powers to acquire land compulsorily where agreement cannot be reached with you.

Information Enclosed

Enclosed with this letter you will find:

*  Information brochure which provides you with details of the updated scheme design and
details on why the changes are being made

* A plan which shows how the revised boundary of the scheme in relation to your land or
property interest

Have your say

Feedback to this targeted consultation will be taken into consideration as part of the scheme design
process and outlined in our Consultation Report, which will be submitted as part of our application
for DCO in 2019,

The consultation runs from 14 November to 14 December 2018.
The consultation closes at 23.45 on 14 December.
How to respond to the consultation

You can provide your feedback on any aspect of the changes by emailing:

nfo@hiat ;

or by writing to us at:
FREEPOST
M25 junction 10/A3 Wisley interchange

EL? b
Foagistured sfios ek Houss, 1 Wlsut Tres Closs, Gulldford GUT 4LE :-’Wf f‘  INVESTORS
} Esglard & L n Englard ruumbar 34 SE '-ﬁ_“p‘p IN PECGPLE
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Meet with us

We would also like to offer you a meeting with us during the consultation pericd at our M25 J10

project team’s offices in Epsom to discuss any gueries or concems you may have. Or you may
requesti a telephone call from one of the team if this more convenient for you.

To arrange a meeting please contact (L tclcphone on (IS o
email ot SR

Further information

Pleasze visit our website for further information on the scheme:

If you hawve any other gueries about this letter, please contact us by:

= email - infe@hichwaysenzland.couk
= telephone — 0300 123 5000; or
= |y writing to me using the address given at the top of this letter

We look forward to receiving your response to this targeted non-statutory consultation on the
changes to the scheme design.

Yours sincerely

Project Manager, Regional Investment Programme (South East)
Highways England

Fiaghstarad cfice Bécige Heusa, | Wisut Tras Cioes, Guliiford GLIT 4.2 jﬁf {‘* INVESTORS
Higivemys Esglersd Compuey Lir ghataced in Englasd rumber IS4 ‘-‘*’-v.rh""“ ([ PEQPLE
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A.16 Letter (19.11.18)

HIGHWAYS ENGLAND CUSTOMER CONTACT CENTRE
CALL REFERENCE: 18922489

To: MPAread_M25In10A3Wiskeyinterc  Also Advised:
hange RIS
<MPAreaf_M25In10AYNisleyinter
change_RIS@highwaysengland_ co.

uh=
Area M25 J10 ! A3 ( Planned not in operation untl 2020} Interchangs
Team:
Callers Details: MotorwayTrunk Road Details:
S Miway. TR :
Junction :
Mr. Tiowm :
Direction:
Phone :
ehlail:
Date and Time of Journey (if known):
Reply to Customer by:
Email
Comments/Remarks:

Flease can you reply to the attached e-mail as soon as possible and keep me informed of any
progress. Thank you.

Thank you for including Matural England in the curmment informal consultation over proposed changes o
the scheme.

Matural England has been closely imvolved in the development of this scheme and we have provided
advice and input at various stages. We are pleased that advice that we have provided over
environmental issues and the loss of common land and open access land has been carefully
considered and taken into account in the scheme design.

We are pleased to see that further reductions in the extent of land take affecting both the Thames
Basin Heaths SPA and Ockham and Wisley Commons 5551 have been incorporated in the revised
proposal in order to reduce overall environmental impacts. Where land take is unavoidable and affects
statutony designated sites Matural Emgland will provide advice on appropriate compensation and
mitigation measures. We are aclively engaged with Atkins, the scheme environmental consultant ower
this aspect.

We are pleased to see that 43 hectares of land will be provided as compensation land and
enhancement areas to further the protection of the designated interest features of the Thames Basin
Heaths S5FA. We look forward to seeing the detail of these proposals and we will provide advice on
this aspect where required.

| am also pleased to see reductions in the extent of registered common land and ancient woodland
which will suffer permanent loss as a result of the scheme. We will be providing advice on appropriate
compensation over these aspects as part of owr advice prior to the submission of an application for
Development Control Crder.

Land Management Adwvisor

Fwd o M25 J10 7 A3 Improvement
SJDemail

Please advise the CCC, quoting the Reference 15822480 when the call has been satisfactorily
resobved by clicking on this link.
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HIGHWAYS ENGLAND CUSTOMER CONTACT CENTRE
CALL REFERENCE: 18922489

Customer Dperations
3 Ridgeway

Quinton Business Park
Birmingham

B32 1AF

GTN

FAX

Tel [ ]

18 November 2018
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A.17 Email (22.11.18)

SG . I

RE: Boldermere - mitigation / compensation associated with M25 J10 scheme

Thank you for sending the very comprehensive report. The findings and recommendations are very much in line with Natural England’s view of the site and possible actions to mitigate the loss of habitat extent in connection with the widening of the
A3, However, | have to say that the condition of the open water habitat was found to be worse than | had anticipated! That increases the range of optians which could be included in a mitigation package to improve the averall quality of the lake and
its immediate surroundings.

My initial thoughts are that Natural England share the vision for Boldermere set out in the report and we would be supportive of the proposed list of mitigation measures to include:

Translocation or replacement of the strip of reed and sparse willow alongside the A3;
Removal of carp and bream (if any present];

Investigation of sources of raised nutrient levels and consideration of means of controlling input;
Thinning of some of the marginal woodland to reduce shading of the margins.

In additional, although not discussed in the report | wonder whether there is merit in considering management to reduce the abundance of Elodea nuttailii, with a view to promoting an increase in diversity of aquatic macrophytes. There are obvious

practical challenges in achieving this but it would be useful ta cansider options ta assess whether this might be passible.

Afurther thought that may be worth consideration is whether same means of allowing controlled drawdown of water in the lake could be installed at the outflow. This would allow for a greater range of options in managing the lake, particularly in
relation to aspects affecting the shallow margins such as Crassula.

Finally, although | am not generally keen on the modification of lakes | wonder whether there is merit in considering options to increase the amount of variation in the lake bed, ie works to create shallow and deeper areas. This might improve habitat
suitability for shallow-water species such as Littorella and increase the diversity of the macrophyte assemblage.

| hope that this is helpful. I'd be happy to discuss further.

Land Management Advisor
Thames Team

Natural England

1.9 Malows Sremat
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A.18 Email (07.12.18)

e respuny L seeps ) e 1y . cumny speen zuom

SG

RE: M25/A3 J10 valuation of ancient woodland, veteran trees and HPIs

I can confirm that Natural England is in agreement with the proposed valuation.

With respect to the Ancient Woodland | would suggest adding reference to the ground flora as this is often used ta assess the quality of sites mapped as Ancient Woodland. The sparse and impoverished nature of the ground flora, with the majority
made up by bramble Rubus fruticosus and broad buckler-fern Dryopteris dilatata, and low frequency or absence of ‘Ancient Woodland Indicators’ will generally indicate low habitat quality.

In relation to veteran trees it may be worth adding something about trees of exceptional value for specialised invertebrates of decaying wood, epiphytic bryophytes and lichens, and bats being for the most part associated with larger aggregations of
veteran trees and veteran trees set in a context of surrounding high quality woodland. Smaller aggregations of veteran trees, trees at the edge of woodlands and trees in woodland of low habitat quality will generally be of lower value for associated
species

I hope that this is helpful

Land Management Advisor
Thames Team

Natural England

21-23 Valpy Street

aenoe re1 1 o

We are here to secure a healthy natural environment for peaple to enjoy, where wildlife is protected and England's traditi are for future g

Natural England is accredited to the Cabinet Office Customer Service Excellence Standard

www.gov.uk/natural-england
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A.19 Meeting (19.12.18)

)
SNC-LAVALIN

Meeting Notes

Project: 25 J10 / Wisley Interchange Scheme
Subject: Matwral England meeting - 18.12.18
Mesting place: Telephone meeting Meeting no:
Date and time:  18.12.18, 14.00 Minutes by: [ ]
Present Represanting: Matural England
Highways England
Atkins
Atkins
ITEM | DESCRIPTION RESPONSIBLE
1. | wWelcome and introductions Al
Health and safety moment All
Statement of Common Ground aims and objectives CM

CM talked through the aims for the Statement of Common Ground
(SoCG) and what we hope to achieve and when. G5 asked i
licences and a letter of mo impediment would be coversd. NW
confirmed that these would be included.

NW confirmed that Atkins is looking to get the draft licenses by
January when these will be issued to Matural Englad. G5 has
been laising with the licencing people.

4. | Timeline CM

CM confirmed that the Development Consent Order submission is
planned in eady 20159 so over the next few months it is hoped that
the issues and concems identified will be resolved or marked as
‘disagreed” prior to this.

5. Gowvernance G5

G5 advised that colleagues would need to be involved in the
signing off of the SoCG, including Mark Turner.

8. Historic England 50CG experience G5
G5 confirmed that he has had expenence with SoCGs before.

HOTE TO RECIPIENTS:
These meating notes record SNC-Lavalln undenstanding of the meeting and intended actons ansing tharafrom.
mragmartmm nobes Torm 3 tre record of the disciession will b= assumed unkess 3VErse cOmments are recalved
In writing witfiin five days of receipt.

documents 1
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ITEM I DESCRIPTION RESPOMSIBLE

7. HKey Natural England issues
Matural England would like clarity on the compensation on the
habitat regulations in terms of habitat loss of the Special
Protection Areas. MW confirned that this has been noted and this
will be clear in the SoCG.

document3 x
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JWW talked throwgh the impacts from the scheme on the Heyswood
camp site and the updates to the scheme.

There are a number of options:

1) Heeping the access onto the A3 but Atkin's anticipates an
increase in traffic speed and this would be a danger.
2} A bridge over the siie over the ancient woodland and gas
pound but this could not work.
3) A tunmel would have a similar alignment to 2 but there are
the same issues with costs.
4} Coming over San Dominico site but given the size we
could not get the height of the bridge.
5) Mot providing access at all.
@) Looked for a route through the listed gates but there are
issues with the width and impacts on the local houses.
T} Altematiee access for the Gid Guides and giving them
buggies.
&) 8m of ancient woodland taken next to the camiageway.
To avoid the ancient woodland and take no more than 8m Atkins
had to reroute the access route and Mon-Motorised User (MUY
rowte and this lad to the current alignment, avoiding the ancient
woodland but cutting the Gir Guides in two and impacts about 8%
of their site. There is already a raad. The northern section is
wooded and the southemn is wooded and open. This has caused
them considerable issues. Their issues are that this is curmently an
unkmown site and not used. This would effectively open it up to
the public. They've raised traffic safety, fencing to ensure security,
loss of space, safeguarding (people walking by and koking in),
cost of works (which would be covered) and parking. Security
fencing would be needed.
G5 explained that the Ministry of Defence use unobtrusive fencing
amound their sites but it is effective.
JW talked about swinging the route back towards the A3. This
would require an extra 2m width for approdmately 270m in the
ancient woodland which would leave the Gil Guides site intact

This was shared with the Gil Guides and Atkins promised that
this would be considered and that Atkins would consult with other
imerested bodies, like Natural Emgland.

G5 talked about tests that need to be underiaken to prove that
there are no other options. It looks like the Scheme will be hitting
ancient woodland to keep a landowner happy which could cause
problems. Every possible afemative should be looked at

G5 talked about some areas of ancient woodland being better
guality and better managed than octhers but at the end of the day it
is still ancient woodland. For any loss there needs o be valued
planting which will be of good guality in 100 years.

G5 explained that in terms of safeguarding surely there are
oiptions that can explored? JW explained that Atkins would need
o enswre bushes, trees, etc. are in keeping with the woodland.
There are issues about what can be done in the parkland.

35 said that the Scheme must get ocver the national policy line —
this is regards as imeplaceable loss and it has to be demonstrated
that there are not any other alernatives.

G5 explained that the planning inspectorate would be the
arbitrator of this.

VY
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DEESCRIFTION

V.

RESPONSIBLE

G5 advised that the Forestry Commission (FC) would say the
same thing.

NW confirned that there is a good relationship with the FC. The
Mational Policy Statement advises against taking ancient
woodland unless it is an exceptional circumstance it is in the
national interest. PINS will likely say they dont accept this part of
the scheme.

JW asked if there any merit in talking fo the FC? MW said that
they can be spoken to but | they will just point to the guidance.
The presumption in the NPPF has recently been upgraded.

MW explained that the draft HRA was developed and submitied to
the legal team and Higlways England a few weeks ago to get
feedback. Highways England's feedback was quite hard
hitting and it was a tough decision on whether to submit the
HRA to the PIM but it was submitted in a revised fomnat. s
monw being considered and PIMs are due to come back on 11
January. The feedback so far is that theyre guite happy with
the submission s=nt to them and recognise it's a work in
progress. When it's in a state that Highways England is happy
wiith it will be shared with Matural England.

SPA —the compensation enhancements have been outlined and
these are drawn up and included in the HRA.

100

ADB

There is a new planning contact at Forestry commission -
Bl G5 =cked sbout discussions with Bolder Mere with the
Forestry Commission. W said yes. G5 advised that a meeting

wias held on Friday to discuss protected species including
badgers.
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A.20 Email (18.01.19)

Fri 25/01/2019 10:09

SG

RE: Update of M25 J10 draft licences

o

ﬂ You replied to this message on 06/02/2019 09:14.

Thank you ([ R

All received and the Wildlife Licencing team is now working through the information

L]

Land Management Advisor
Thames Team

Natural England

21-23 Valpy Street

reaniv re1 147 T [

‘We are here to secure a healthy natural environment for people to enjoy, where wildlife is protected and England’s traditional landscapes are safeguarded for future generations

Natural England is accredited to the Cabinet Office Customer Service Excellence Standard
www.gov.uk/natural-england

rrom: (.
Sent: 18 January 2019 15:45

To:

Cc:

Subject: RE: Update of M25 J10 draft licences

atterncon (D
I hope you and (R have received the draft bat EPSM licence documents a few moments ago?
Further to [JJJfj} email below, the badger licence is being finalised and will follow shortly next week.

Best wishes,

Senior Ecologist, Infrastrug
UK&E
Engineering, Design and Project Management
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A.21 Meeting (30.01.19)

ATKINS

Meeting notes

Project: M25 JIWA3 WISLEY INTERCHAMNGE

Subject: SPA COMPENSATION PACKAGE MEETING

Date and time: 30 Jan 2018: 10:00 - 15.30 Meeting no: x

Meeting place:  PAINSHILL PARK Minutes by: -

Present:

Representing: MATURAL ENGLAND
MATURAL ENGLAMD
FORESTRY COMMISSION

RSPB
RSPB
RSPB

ATHINS
ATHINS
ATKINS

ITEM DESCRIFTION & ACTION DEADLINE

SURREY WILDLIFE TRUST

RESPONSIELE

1 The aim of this meeting was io visit all of the SPA  NA
compensation package areas and agree on the
proposed management measures for each area.
The broad principles i.e. complete clearance of
some enhancement areas for heathland
restoration and thinning of other woodland areas
for the enhancement of the bicdiversity of
woodland (both in terms of structure and species
richmess) has already been agreed and
documented in previous meetings. Mo concems
over these previously agreed proposals were
raised by any attendees during the meeting.

2 One of the temporary land take areas (on Wisley MNA
Commaon) was visited by the group. The
proposed replanting was discussed, and it was
agreed that this should consist of dense shrubs,
including some evergreen species, with some
larger trees planted next to the retained woodland
area to provide a graded edge. The intention will
be to provide dense visual cover (year-round)
that can be managed and will also provide a
woodland edge to protect the retained woodland
belt.

The following points were raised for the
reinstatement of temporary land take areas:

Mext meeting: TBA

B - HE o

Distribution: ATTENDEES PLUS NN

Date isswed: 18.1.2018 File ref:

MNOTE TO RECIPIENTS:

These meeting notes. record Atkins understanding of the meeting and intended actions anising therefrom.

Your agreement that the notes form a true record of the discussion will be assumed unless adverse comments are

received in writing within five days of receipt.

Containg sansfive Information
SPA compensation package Meeing 300112 FIMAL
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* A explained that the replanting areas
would be best off being managed by
contractors with machinery, cutting
different sections in rotation. This will
hawe cost implications and these need to
be agreed and secured. This will need to
be captured in the management plamn.
Atkins will need to work with SWT and
HE to identify costs and agree
timescales.
* In some locations, the temporary land
take area is bound by dense birch (e.g. in
the MW guadrant surmounding J10). In
these locations, natural regensration of
the temporary land take area may be
appropriate, rather than replanting.
* [t was also agreed that there should be
some bare scrapes and mounds to
provide micro habitats for inmvertebrates. Feedback: GS has
Attenuation ponds confirmed that he
WNW confirmed that designs are being finalised. does not have any
However, the attenuation ponds shown on the detailed information
plans are the cumrent proposals at DF3.0. on Mewbury.
It was agreed that at detailed design it should be However, there are
investigated whether these can be designed as many cnline
biodiversity enhancement features (e.g. reed bed examples of
planting to benefit dragonflies, a feature of the constructed
Ockham and Wiskey Commons S551). GS wetlands for road
confirmed that the Mewbury bypass scheme had schemes.
attenuation ponds designed as biodiversity
enhancement features.

3 The following general principles for the
enhancement areas were agresad:
Llagrance for hegihland restoration
The process for areas of clearance for heathland
will be a mixdure of:

* \eteran trees and trees with veteran
features.
*  Trees with potential bat roost features
*  Granmy trees’ — these were discussed, JA, RP and Atkins
and it was agreed there is not an official
definiticn. RP and JA agreed to try and
help define what a granny tree is for the
management plan.
This will be classed as clear feling with the
retention of some trees.
Thioe : lland
The thinning of woodland areas was discussed,
and RP suggested it should be divided into twao
types of thinning:
Regeneration thinning: this is the selective
thinning of a woodland area (retainimg all veteran
frees or trees with veteran features, trees with bat
roost potential and granny trees). This allows
regeneration growth in cleared areas, providing a
Contains sensiive information
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range of age classes and adding resifience to the
woodland. This will include measures such as:

* ‘punching holes’ into the woodland (some
of which will be managed to remain open
and some will be allowed to regrow with
meore diverse woodland, both im age and
species diversity);

#* increasing the size of existing open
areas;

« creating and widening existing glades
{zome of which may be planted at the
edges to provide a shrubby woodland
edge habitat, some will be managed as
heathland habitat);

»  selective fell of some trees and groups of
trees, to allow retained trees to flouwrish,
and encourage a more diverse species
assemblage to regrow.

Standard thinning: This is a more typical
salective thinning, where the number of trees
within a woodland is reduced, opening the
canopy and allowing the remaining trees to fill it
(retaining all veteran frees or trees with veteran
features, trees with bat roost potential and granny
trees), allowing the retained trees to flourish and
encouraging a more diverse species assemblage
o retumn. This may include some selective
planting, where necessary, to increase the
species diversity.

The following section is a description of whatwas MNA
agreed for the SPA compensation land areas:
This land area consists of two fislds:

Field 1: This is the larger of the two fields. This
field will continue to be grazed, but trees will be
planted in order o increase the inveriebrate
abundance of this field. This conversion to wood
pasture will ensure that the florally diverse grass
understory will be retained (providing a nectar
resgurce), but will also enhance the invertebrate
assemblage that the field supports by providing
20% canopy cover (based an the coverage of the
canopy cnece the trees have reached maturity).
Benefits ocwer the existing field:

* The increase of trees within the field will
increase thie invertebrate resource thiat
the field contributes to the SPA;

*  The open nature of the wood pasture will
ensure that nightjars (and possibly
woodlarks) will be able to continue
foraging within the field (should they
currently do so), but also that the
likelihood that they will use the field for
foraging may increase as there will be a
greater invertebrate resource within the
field.

Contains sensiive information
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Field 2: This field will be planted with a scrub
edge, with flower-rich species such as hawthom
and blackthom. This will provide a woodland
edge for the sumounding mature woodland, and
will provide an important inveriebrate resource for
the SPA. This scrub will be managed by SWT.
The majority of the field will be retained as grazed
grass. The combination of a grazed field with a
sciuby woodland edge will enhance the
imeertebrate resource of the field and therefore its
imvertebrate resource coniribution to the SPA,
and will also enhance the foraging cpportunities.
for nightjars (known to forage within grazed fields,
and also woodland edges) and possibly
woodlarks (known to forage in grass areas).

C2 - Elm Comer SPA compensation land

This area of woodland will be managed in a
similar way to the adjacent Elm Lane SPA
enhamcement area. This will be managed with
regeneration thinning methods, but may involve
additional planting (such as holly), o retain a
year-round visual screen from the A3 for the
houses along Elm Lane.

G2 - Wi SPA sation lamd

This grass field will continue to be grazed, but
additional frees will be planted in order fo
increase the invertebrate abundance of this field.
This conversion to wood pasture will ensure that
the grass understory will be retained (providing a
neciar resource), but will also enhance the
invertebrate assamblage that the field supports
by providing 20% canopy cover (based on the
coverage of the canopy once the trees have
reached maturity). Benefits over the existing field:

*  The increase of trees within the field will
increase the invertebrate resource that
the field contributes o the SPA;

* The open nature of the wood pasture will
ensure that nightjars (and possibly
wioodlarks) will b2 able to continue
foraging within the field (should they
currently do so), but also that the
likelihood that they will use the field for
foraging may increase as there will be a
greater invertebrate resource within the
fizld and am enhanced inkage to the
existing open habitats of the SPA due to
the opening up of a glade within the Pond
Farm west SPA enhancement area.

It was discussed and agreed by all parties that,
should the amount of compensation land need to
be increased, it would be appropriate to increase
the size of the Wisley SPA compensation land to
include the whole of this field (see proposed red
line on attached dransing].

UPDATE 070218 — As discussed at the
meeting, we have now confirmed that we will be

Contains sensiive information
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imereasing the size of the Wisley SPA
compensation land to include the whaole of this
field. This will provide approximately 5 ha of
additicnal compensation land.

It is proposed to use this whole field and the lange
field within the Old Lane SPA Compensation
Land, but remove the small field within the Old
Lane S5PA Compensation Land and the Elm
Comer SPA Compensation Land from the SPA
compensation package.

It is considered that the proposed compensation
land areas at Wisley SPA compensation land (T3
oin the map) and Old Lane SPA compensation
land (C1 field 1) will provide greatest value to the
SPA as they are immediately adjacent to open
heathland areas, and will benefit from wood
pasiure planting whilst maintasining open grazed
grass for foraging nightjars and woodlarks.

The following section is a description of what was
agread for the SPA enhancement areas:

E1 - Cockerow Hill SPA enhancement grea

This area will be cleared to allow heathland
regeneration. This will link the existing heathland
by Pond Famm with Cockcrow bridge.

E2- Ockham Common f Sand HIl P4
enhancement area

This consists of an area of clearance for
heathland (which will increase the continuous
area of heathland on Ockham Common, whilst
glso providing a link with Cockcrow bridge) and
an area of woodland thinning. The following key
points were noted:

# The edge between the cleared area and
the thinned woodland should be a “wavy
edge’ rather than a “straight edge’. This
was recommended by MC, because
nightjars regularty utiise woodland edges
for foraging, and the wavy edge would
not only increase the length of available
foraging habitat, but will also provide
sheftered pockets in differing wind
directions;

& The ares for clearance will include Sand
Hill. The sides of this mound will be felled
for heathland regeneration, but the fop of
the mound will be selectively thinned to
leave a number of Scots pine frees;

* The area of woodland thinnimg will be
regeneration thinning, with the widening
of rides, opening of areas of the
woodland, and selective felling of the
outer edge of the woodland to provide a
diverse woodland edge effect for foraging
nightjars (as mentioned previously, this
edge will also be wavy).

Contains sensiive information
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E3 - Ockham Common / Old Lane SPA
enhancement area

This consists of an area of clearance for
heathland, which will increase the continuous
area of heathland on Ockham Common and also
an area of woodland thinning adjacent to the car
park on Old Lane. The following key points were
moted:

* The edge betasen the cleared area and
the thimned woodland should be a “wawy
edge’ rather than a "straight edge’. This
was recommended by MO, because
nightjars regularly ufilise woodland edges
for foraging, and the wavy edge would
mot only increase the length of available
foraging habitat, but will also provide
sheltered pockets in differing wind
directions;

* The area of woodland thinning will be
regeneration thinning, with the widening
of rides, opening of areas of the
woodland, and selective felling of the
outer edge of the woodland to provide a
diverse woodland edge effect for foragimg
nightjars (as mentioned previously, this
edge will also be wavy).

Ei-Eim Lane SPA enhancement area

Thiis will mainly consist of thinning, with a belt of
woodland to be cleared along the southem edge
of Bolder Mere.

The area of clearance adjacent to Bolder Mere
will reduce the shading of the lake edge, and will
enhance the invertebrate resource that the lake
provides to the wider SPA.

The remainder of the woodland will undergo
standard thinning with scme regeneration
thinning to promote a varied age structure. The
primary chjective of this thinning will be to
increase the diversity of the woodland, and
therefore its inveriebrate abundance. This will
also include some planting, potentially with
evergresen species such as holly, to provide a
visual screen bebween the A3 and the housing
properties along Elm Lane. The management will
also include the removal areas of rhododendron.
ES - Wisley Common SFA enhancement area

A portion of this area has been recently thinned
as part of the ongoing manageemnt of the
woodland. it is proposed that this area will be
felled to allow heathland regeneration, to
increase the area of continuous heathland habitat
on Wisley Commeon.

08 — Hut Hil Soyth SPA enhancement areg
This area was not included in the site visit. This
consists of a small area of birch regrowth that will
be clear felled to increase the area of open
heathland habitat in this location.

Contains sensitive information
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ET - Pond Farm south SPA enhancement area

This consists of two pockets of woodland either
side of a path, that separate two cpen areas of
heathland. One section (to the north) consists of
mature trees such as caks. Selective thinning of
some of the younger tree specimens will enhiance
the diversity of this woodland area. The other
section (to the south) contains dense birch
growth. This area will be significantly cleared by
up to 80%, including widening the existing path to
provide an open linkage betwesen the two areas
of heathland.

E8 - Pond Fam west SPA enhancement area

This will include some selectve thinning, with the
creation of an open ride linking the existing
heathland area to Wisley SPA compensation
land.

Ef — Proposed new ares

It was also discussed that it may be necessary to
provide an additional enhancement area. This is
proposed to be the area of birch woodland
adjacent to the Pond Farm west SPA
enhancement area This would consist of
selective thinning of birches and the creation of
an cipen ride, providing an open linkage between
two open areas of heathland.

The process of clearing and thinning the
enhancement areas was discussed, and it was
agreed that this process should be phased over a
number of winters, rather than all be undertaken
at the same fime. Howewver, it was also agreed
that each location should be cleared or thinned in
one go, as to minimise the pericd of disturbance
im that location.

Contains sensiive information
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A.22 Email (08.02.19)

Delete Respond Move Tags n Editing Speech  Zoom

SG _

RE: Meeting minutes from M25 J10 site meeting 30/01/19

@ vou repleas

his message on s,

Thank you ) From my perspective this looks like an accurate record of our discussion
With regard to the additional proposed enhancement works that were not discussed on site, Natural England would be supportive of these. There is nothing proposed that is contrary to the objectives of the SPA or SSSI

It was me who mentioned the Newbury By-Pass as a good potential case study for the design of run-off attenuation ponds. Unfortunately, | can't locate the report that was produced on this but there appears to be a body of literature about constructed
wetlands for road schemes available on-line. These typically involve the creation of a large pond with inflow and outflow with a bunded area planted up with sile-appropriate wetland plants such as Typha, Iris, Carex aculiformis and reed, all of which are
reported lo be effective in capturing heavy metals and hydrocarbons. Obviously, to be successful these ponds should be constructed so thal they receive a lot of light

You have picked up the point about the importance of the cost of longer-term management and maintenance of the enhancement and compensation areas, and perhaps also roadside planting. This will have an important bearing on our views about the
practical deliverability of the package and long-term sustainability. Are you able to Say at this stage when we might be able to see a draft management plan with projected costings?

Land Management Advisor
Thames Team

Natural England

21-23 Valpy Street

We are here to secure a healthy natural environment for people to enjoy, where wildlife is protected and England’s traditi e d for future

Natural England is accredited to the Cabinet Office Customer Service Excellence Standard

www.gov.uk/natu ngland
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A.23 Email (05.03.19)

From:

Sent: 05 March 2019 14:45

To.

cc:

Subject: M25 Junction 10 - Further Information required. BATS NSIP.

oer (D

I am writing in reference to above NSIP draft application for Bats. If the below changes can be agreed to Natural England can issue a Letter of No Impediment (with caveats for example relating to updated surveys, and any new figures and the MS being updated with the below requested
changes

Please discuss with the applicant and confirm the following changes can be made fram the information contained within the method statement, and/ar re-submit the specified figures, andor provide the additional clarfication required. Please note this emall relates anly to the methad
statement and supporting documents. There is no need to re-submit the method statement. If

Changes to be made which would form part of the licance conditions when all three tests are met:
Ecologist experlence:

Section 10 of the application form requires campletion (*For Ecologists applying for a bat species for which they have not previously been licensed"). The propased named ecologist has nat, to my knowledge, been named on a past mitigation licence for Noctule or Natterer’s bat. Section 10
should ipleted and submitred.

Either send ecologist experience to me now for assessment or agree that the reievant information will be submitted in the forma! applicotion.

Surveys:

Whilst sufficient surveys have been done to date be an upd y In the bat prior to submissien to demanstrate that roest status has not changed. This should be 2021 If works are to commence that September.
You have indicated that the survey coverage is sufficient however none had been undertaken during the mating/ swarming season, please justify this decision or undertaken further surveys,

A walkover survey should occur within three months of the formal application being submitted.

his can be done prior to formal submission.

Impacts:
In the formal submission to be updated to include the Noctule hibernation roost recently discovered.

s can be done prior

E Mitigation:
Figure E2: Unless novel techniques are being proposed Natural England no longer required this figure (for information only),

£3.3. New Roost creation:
Mitigation structure- In the formal application provide additional inf the size of the t within the new structure.
Also provide information on how the climatic conditions will be adeq pport a b . roost ~ detailing for examp! the building will be heated, what aspects of the new structure wil be in the suniight,

Noctule hibernation roost T155- Provide at least two hibernation boxes, suitable for the species, in a suitable location ensuring options for orientation and aspect. Any replacement roost must be available to bats well in advance of the hibernation season.
Figure E3a- This figure should be updated to show the 2 new roots required for mitigation of the hibernation roost.
£4.2 Post development monitoring:

Mitigation structure (BLE matemity roost}- A minimum of one emergence survey during the latter part of the breeding season and an annual check post maternity peak period are required as part of each year's monitoring.

T155 Noctule hibernation that T1S5 is roost for Noctule bats 2 years post development is now required. The aim should be to show that the compensation measures are being used for hibernating bats and that the conditions are suitable.

All monitoring requirements, as listed above, should be should be staggered between years, and do not start the 1st year of monitoring until after the development works end L.e. 2023 and 2025,

f changes to can be done prior to formal submission.

What you (the named ecologist) need to do:

L Discuss with your client the specified changes.

2 Make or agree to the changes above and send back to me the relevant revised dats them (these will be included on your licence).
3 Confirm to me by 12.03.2019 that your client has agreed to the changes.

a Please ensure you “Reply to all" when responding to this email

s.

. If your client does not agree to the above changes, or a response is not received by the above date a formal ‘Further Information Request’ will be issued to allow time to resolve these issues. A ‘Further Information Request’ will require a resubmission of the Method Statement together
with all Figures and appendices and may take up to 30 working days in which to receive a licensing decision.
Please contact me if you have any queries

nt Lead Adviser

Natural En

£ Flone Facth

d Wildiife Uicensing Service

oh Hrvico Hinnar Markat Straat Factles

h Hamnchine SOSN YN
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RE: M25 Junction 10 - Further Information required. BATS NSIP.

Cliek here to download pietures. Te help protect your privacy, Outlosk prevented automatic download of seme pictures in this message

nce 2016-24518-EPS-MIT-Lpdf

KE

oer (D

Many thanks for your email providing clear and helpful comments on the draft bat licence application. By issue of this email we intend to meet the 12 March 2019 deadline, set in your email dated 5* March 2019, to confirm that the changes required to the bat licence will be
provided in the formal application. On this basis, we understand that Natural England can issue a Letter of No Impediment.

Please find further supplementary information in response to the specific information requests below. We can confirm that the following changes have been discussed and agreed with the client (Ben Hewlett, cc'd, is Highways England's environmental advisar for this scheme).

Ecologist experience:
+ We will provide appropriate information to confirm the experience of

amed ecologist in the formal application. However, just for your recards, please find attached a licence document as evidence of my having mitigation licence experience with Natterer's bat.

+  Further survey of tree T155 will be undertaken during the period August-October 2019 to determine potential use as 8 mating roost.
+ A walkover survey will be carried out for B1 and T155 within 3 months prior to the formal submission.

ion will not be

‘We will undertake an updated survey of building B1 in the bat survey season prior ta demolition to confirm that roost status has not changed. This will be carried out during 2021 (based on existing access limitations it in anticipated that access permi
received to B1 prior to Sept 2020). Further survey of B1 will also be undertaken during September/October 2020 to determine potential use as a mating roost.

Impacts:
*  The formal submission will be updated to include the recently discovered noctule hibernation roost.

E Mitigation:
+  Figure £2 will be removed from the formal submission.

E3.3 New Roast Creatit

Additional information will be provided on Figure E3b of the formal application to include the size of the access points proposed within the new bat mitigation structure.

The formal application will include information on how the bat mitigation structure will be heated, as follows. B1, in its current state i unheated and supports a brown long-eared maternity roost. The new bat mitigation structure will be orientated to replicate the
positioning of B1, with no shading and exposing the south-east facing elevation and roof pitch to full sunlight, providing natural heating to the internal roof space. The roof void will be enclosed and lined with bitumen felt type 11, further insulating from any draught or
sudden changes in temperature. Roof tiles will be clay laid onto sarking boards to replicate the original roofing materials used on B1, and insulation will be provided in the floor of the roof void ta retain heat in the ground floor space.

The formal application will be amended to include two hibernation boxes for the loss of T155, suitable for noctule, in a suitable location ensuring aptions for orientation and aspect. The hibernation boxes will be established well in advance of the hibernation season fi.e.
September 2020 at the latest).

+  Figure E3a will be updated in the formal application to show the two new hibernation roots required for mitigation of the loss of the noctule hibernation roost.

E4.2 Post development monitoring:
+  Monitoring for the bat mitigation structure will be amended to include a minimum of one emergence survey during the latter part of the breeding season and an annual check post maternity peak period during each year's monitoring.

*  The monitoring period for the two hibernation boxes will be amended to 2 years post development.

« The monitoring period will be amended to be staggered between years, and will not start until after the development works end i.e. monitaring will be undertaken during 2023 and 2025. Please note, as set out in the method statement, construction will commence in

Sept 2020 and is scheduled to be complete by Aug 2023. T155 is scheduled to be felled in autumn 2020 (pending survey results from the mating survey), and B1 is scheduled ta be demolished in autumn 2021 (pending survey results from the mating survey)

Thank you again for your assistance with this draft licence,

Claire

] mght ik

From:

Sent: 12 March 2019 09:47
To!
Ce

Subject: Re: M25 Junction 10 - Further Information required. BATS NSIP

i -

Thank you for sending the below email

I can confirm | have received it
P'm in meetings until Friday, when | will be able review it properly.

Sent from my iPhone

=

Many thanks for your email providing clear and helpful comments on the draft bat licence application. By issue of this email we intend to meet the 12™ March 2019 deadline, set in your email dated 5* March 2019, to confirm that the
changes required to the bat licence will be provided in the formal application. On this basis, we understand that Natural England can issue a Letter of No Impediment.

RE: M25 Junction 10 - Further Information required. BATS NSIP,

@ cick

Thank you for confirming safe receipt of my email.

One thing we noted reading though our response is that as construction is scheduled to finish in August 2023, you may feel that it would be more appropriate for us to carry out the monitoring surveys of B1 and T155 in 2024 and 2026 rather than
2023 and 2025, as it is stated that monitoring should not take place in the first year that development is complete. If you would prefer that timing | confirm we could make this change.

If you have any queries when you review the response we would be very happy to discuss them.
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A.25

Letter (26.03.19)

Date: 26 March 2019

Ouwr ref: 258963

{MATIONALLY SIGNIFICANT INFRASTRUCTURE
PROJECTY

ENGLAND

Balfour Beatly as applicant
I

as named ecologist

Sent by e-mail only

Dear [

DRAFT MITIGATION LICENCE APPLICATION STATUS: INITIAL DRAFT APPLICATION
LEGISLATION: THE CONSERVATION OF HABITATS AND SPECIES REGULATIONS 2017
{as amended)

NSIP: M25 Junction 10, Wisley, Sumey, GU23 605

SPECIES: Brown long-eared, common pipisirelle, soprano pipistrelle, noctule and Natterers’
bat.

Thank you for your subsequent draft bat mitigation licence application in association with the
above NSIP site, received in this office on the 18/01/2019. As stated in our published guidance,
once Matural England iz content that the draft licence application ks of the required standard, we
will issue a ‘letter of no impediment’. This iz designed to provide the Planning Inspectorate and
the Secretary of State with confidence that the competent licensing authorty sees no
impediment to issuing a licence in future, based on information assessed to date in respect of
these proposals.

Assessment

Following our assessment of the resubmitted draft application documents, | can now confirm
that, on the basis of the information and proposals provided, Matural England sees no
impediment to a licence being izsued, should the DCO be granted.

However, please note that several iszues have been identified within the cument draft of the
method statement that will need to be addressed before the licence application iz formally
submitted. Our wildlife adviser, Cassandra Jackson, discussed these matters with Claire
Wansbury via e-mail comespondence on 11032019 where it was confirmed that the necessary
amendments would be made. Please do ensure that the Method Statement is revised to include
these changes prior fo formal submission. The required changes are detailed in the attached
document. 'LICENSING CONSULTATION OW THE FAVOURABLE CONSERWVATION STATUS
{FCS) TEST AS PART OF THE PRE-SUBMISSION SCREENING SERVICE

Next Steps

MSIP LONI (03/12)
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Should the DCO be granted then the mitigation licence application must be formally submitted
t Matural England. At thiz stage any modifications to the timings of the proposed works, eg.
due to ecological requirements of the species concemed, must be made and agreed with
Matural England before a licence is granted. Please note that there will be no charge for the
formal licence application determination, should the DCO be granted, or the granting of any
licence.

If other minor changes to the application are subszequently necessary, e.g. amendments to the
work schedulefs then these should be outlined in a covering letter and must be reflected in the
formal submisgion of the licence application. These changes must be agreed by Natural
England before a licence can be granted. If changes are made to proposals or imings which do
not enable us to meet reach a “satisfied’ decision, we will issue comespondence outlining why
the proposalz are not acceptable and what further information iz required. These issues will
need fo be addressed before any licence can be granted.

Full detailz of Natural England’s licensing process with regards to NSIP's can be found at the
following link:

hitpiiwebarchive nationalarchives qgov.uk/20140605090108/Mitp fwww. naturalengland.org. ukflm
agesfwmlg36 tcmE-28566.pdf

As stated in the above guidance note, | should also be grateful if an open dialogue can be
maintained with yourselves regarding the progression of the DCO application so that, should the
Order be granted, we will be in a position to assess the final submission of the application in a
timely fashion and aveoid any unnecessary delay in issuing the licence.

I hope the above has been helpful. However, should you have any quenes then please do not
hesitate to contact me.

Yours sinceraly

]
Wildlife Management Lead Adviser
Matural England Wildlife Licensing Service
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Annex - Guidance for providing further information or formally submitting the
licence application.

Important note: when submitting your formal application please mark all
comezpondence ‘FOR THE ATTENTION OF

Submitting Documents.

Documents must be sent to the Customer Services Wildlife Licensing (postal and email address
at the top of this letter).

Changes to Documents —Reasoned Statement/Method Statement.

Changes must be identified using one or more of the following methods:
= underline new text/strikeout deleted text;
= yse different font colour;
= block-coloured text, or all the above.

Method Statement

When submitting a revised Method Statement please send us one copy on CD, or by e-mail if
less than SME in size, or altematively three paper copies. The method statement should be
submitted in itz entirety including all figures, appendices, supporting documents. Sections of this
document form part of the licence; please do not send the amended sections in isolation.
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A.26 Email (02.04.19)

Delete Respond Quick Steps 3 Move Tags s Ediing Speech  Zoom

Highways England M25 Junction 10/A3 Wisley Interchange imp scheme - ad I non-st y targeted
oo SR
1 am pleased to advise that tomorrow, Highways England will launch an additional non-statutory targeted consultation on the M25 junction 10/A3 Wisley Interchange improvement scheme.

We are consulting on minor scheme changes made since the previous targeted non-statutory consultation held in November-December last year. As the scheme changes are non-material, we are aiming this consultation at relevant directly affected land
owners and statutory organisations

The consultation runs from 3 April to 3 May.

For ease of reference, a copy of the letter and the scheme drawings will be file transferred to you by Suzannah Schultz from Atkins
We look forward to receiving your response to the consultation.

Kind regards

Stakeholder Engagement Team
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A.27 Email (04.04.19)

RE: Boldermere - mitigation / compensation associated with M25 J10 scheme

0 fotonu

Thank<{JilD
| am pleased to see the incorporation of further elements suggested by Natural England, in particular the proposal to seek to improve interception of road run-off. | am a lot more assured that the overall package is now

proportionate in relation to the scale of loss of extent of habitat.

Land Management Advisor
Thames Team

Natural England

21-23 Valpy Street

We are here to secure a healthy natural environment for people to enjoy, where wildlife is protected and England’s traditional landscapes are safeguarded for future generations

Natural England is accredited to the Cabinet Office Customer Service Excellence Standard

www.gov.uk/natural-england
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A.28 Letter (09.04.19)

Drate 9 April 2019

BY EMAIL OMNLY

|

Project Manager Matural England

Regional Investment Programme Morthgate House

Highways England 21-23 Valpy St
READING
RG11AF

Dear N

M25 J10 JUNCTION IMPROVEMENT SCHEME
ADDITIONAL HMON-STATUTORY TARGETED CONSULTATION
THAMES BASIN HEATHSSPECIAL PROTECTION AREA

Thank you for consulting Matural England over the proposed changes to the scheme made
in responze to stakeholder engagement.

| have the following comments:

The identification of the proposed locations for site compounds raises concems. The
proposed location of a compound at the southem end of Seven Hills Road is close to the
larger compound at the San Domenico site where a known bat roost is located. It will be
important that Matural England's advice on measures to reduce the potential for the
disturbance of bats which we have provided to Atkins over the design and layout of the:
compound at San Domenico is also applied at this further compound to the north east.

The location of a compound to the north east of the new Cockrow Bridge is also of concem.
This location is close to good quality open heathland which supports woodlark and nightjar,
birds which could be affected by changes in lighting, noise and general human activity. It will
be important that measures are put in place to minimise the risk of increased disturbance
from this source.

The proposal to locate a large site compound at Elm Comer raises concemn. Although this is
previously developed land which is part of the former Wisley airfield it iz immediatsly
adjacent to woodland which has been identified as supporting roosting bats. Natural England
has provided advice to Atkins on measures to mitigate for the loss of a tree used as a bat
rocst as a result of construction of the new Wisley Lane realignment. These measures could
be jecpardised by poor design of the compound. Matural England can advise on means of
reducing risk from this source.
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Matural England is satisfied with the proposal to remove the SPA compensation land
adjacent to Elm Lane and to reduce the area at Old Lane, and to enlarge the area of
compensation land opposite Clearmount.

| am pleased to note that efforts have been made to minimise the loss of Ancient Woodland
in the vicinity of the Heyswood Gird Guides Camp Site.

MNatural England is pleased with the additicnal habitat enhancement proposed around
Boldermere.

| hope this iz helpful.

Yours sincerely

Conservation Advisor
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A.29 Letter (12.04.19)
12 April 2019
BY EMAIL ONLY
NATURAL
I
Atking Matural England
Acting for Highways England Morthgate House
21-23 Valpy St
READING
RG11AF
Dearlll]

M25 J10 JUNCTION IMPROVEMENT SCHEME
DRAFT HABITATS REGULATIONS ASSESSMENT - THAMES BASIN HEATHS SPECIAL
PROTECTION AREA - PRE-CONSULTATION ADVICE

Thank you for allowing Matural England to comment and advise on thie draft Habitats
Regulations Assessment prepared for submission with an application for a Development
Caontrol Order. There is nothing in the draft document which causes significant concem from
the Natural England perspective and | can confirm that we are in agreement with the scope
of the assessment and conclugions. The only azpect which stands out is the abzence of any
explicit reference to Heathrow Expansion in either modelling of traffic volumes or in-
combination effects. There may be good reasons why thiz has been done but it may be
helpful to set out an argument for taking this approach given that it is likely that this question
will arize. | appreciate that there iz still a lack of detail over the Heathrow proposals but an
HRA screening has been submitted to PINs which could be used as the basis of an initial
assessment of in-combination effects.

| have only a few other comments and suggestions.

3.7 There may be value in adding wording to the effect there are no plans in cument site
management plans to clear woodland in the areas within the SPA directly affected by the
scheme in order to restore or create heathland. It is essentially maintained to provide a
‘buffer’ between open heathland and the AM25. This iz considered an important function in
reducing aerial pollution, traffic noise, spread of litter and visual disturbance.” This might help
to explain why pine woodland has been retained and why this is considered acceptable in
this case._ It is an aspect which sets this case apart from similar projects involving heathland
where it is clear that pine woodland is treated as habitat with potential for restoration to
heathland or as temporary habitat for Annex 1 birds in the course of rotational forestry
management. So | think that it is useful to explain this clearly.
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5. | can confirm that Natural England is in agreement with the summary of the HRA
screening. However, it may be advisable to add reference to risk of adverse impacts arising
from changes in visitor usage pattems given that this aspect has been raised as a concem
by consuliees and has been dizcussed later in the document.

6. Document C7 15 has been superseded by C762 Environmental Good Practice on Site
Pocket Book 4% edition (CIR1A 2016).

Table 6 |= it advisable to state that suitably qualified ecologists will supervise site
preparation, construction works and all works related to environmental compensation and
mitigaticn?

7.2 1 can confirm agreement with the assessment of impacts from aerial N deposition.

| can confirm agreement over the threghold noise levels applied and assessment
conclusions relating to noise impacts. However, it might be advizable to provide detail on
how noize might impact on bird behaviour more explicitly, i.e. by interfering with territory
establishment and attraction of potential mates =o that this is more transparent.

| mote that there iz no reference to noize reduction from traffic through re-surfacing or use of
noize-reducing surface on new’ sections road. Is this not something that could usefully be
added?

| can confirm agreement over the conclusion of no likely significant effect arising from
recreational disturbance. However, the section describing the modelled reduction in traffic
levels past the Wisley and Old Lane car parks and the suggestion that this might result in &
decrease in visitor numbers is open to challenge. | would advise removing this statement
altogether. It iz sufficient to say that the scheme is not likely to result inincreased visitor
numbers or changes in usage patterns.

7.4 1 can confirm that Matural England is in agreement with the scope and conclusion of the
in-combination agsessment, subject to consideration of the comments above re Heathrow
Expansion.

B.4 The consideration of altermative options and explanation of how the chosen scheme
option was armived at is well-argued and explained. Table 15 includes reference to an SAC. It
might ke helpful to refer to the specific site(s) for clarty.

8.6 The conclusion that no feasible, less-damaging options could have been selected is well-
argued and clear.

5.2.1 The curmrent wording here leaves room for confusion and challenge. It might be
advisable to amend to read ‘the Birds Directive upon which the selection and classification of
Special Protection Areas is based does not refer o Prionty Species. So this aspect does not
apply and the competent authority can consgider other reasons of ovemiding public inferest
without referming the case fo the European Commission.’

§.4_29 The S55| should always be referred to by its legal tile Ockham and Wisley Commons
5551,
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It might be helpful to add reference to the term “supporting habitat’ when discussing the
poessible function of the land subject to temporary or permanent loss. The term is in common
use with respect to SPA features.

It might be helpful to add that SPA land lost temporarily will be restored to a condition which
provides an enhanced function or benefit to the SPA features in comparison with the existing
situation.

10.3.4 It might be useful to add the following general principles here:

Management objectives in the areas identified for enhancement will specifically focus on
creating and maintaining suitable habitat and structural conditions to support the qualifying
bird species of the SPA.

Suitable provision will be made to ensure that adequate resources are in place to secure the
long-term maintenance of enhancement areas. Management of enhancement areas will
include measures to discourage conflicts between recreational use and potential ufilisation
by qualifying bird species. Measures will be put in place to monitor the success of the
enhancement areas for a period of 5 years.

10.3.5 It might be advisable to add a caveat here to the effect "subject to approval of the
Forestry Commission™ to demonatrate that this will require consultation and the nomal
licenging and impact assessment processes.

| have identified the following minor comections nesded:

3.2.2 "Cobham Commeon' should read ‘Chobham Common'.

Table 10 p&0 in second column relating to Maole Valley ‘effects’ should read ‘affects’.

Table 10 section relating to Mole Valley is a little out of date, even if this i= comect in terms of
what iz stated in the current local plan. In practice, Mole Valley consult Natural England over
any housing development over S0 dwellings within 7 km driving distance of the SPA
boundary.

PES footnote Jocla’ should read Socal.

8.2 37 appears to have text missing as does not make sense.

8.2.40 as above.

B.4_22 ‘of the® iz repeated.

8.5.3 Second sentence is missing To’.

B8.5.6 Third gentence does not make sense as cumently written.

10.6.6 "Potential’ should read "potentially’.

| hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely

Conservation Advisor
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A.30 Meeting (29.04.19)

) ATKINS
SNC-LAVALIN
Meeting Notes
Project: M25-J10/A3 Wisley Interchange Scheme
Subject: Project update (Programme; Draft DCO requirements; Statement of Common Ground)

Date: 29/04/2018 2.00-4.00pm Project No.: <project no>

Attendance Representing:

Atkins
Atkins
Atkins

Natural England
Highways England

ITEM | DESCRIPTION

RESPONSIBLE

1. | Welcome and introductions
RH weicomed all to the meeting and introductions were given.

2. | Project and Programme update

JW gave an update on the project, highlighting the statutory consultation
which took place February/March 2018 and changes to elements of the
scheme that were re-designed during April to August as a resuit of
feedback received. JW added that the changes to the design were
moderate and as such a further targeted non-statutory consultation took
place in Nov/December 2018. As a result, further revisions to the design
were incorporated in March this year and Highways England are currently
out for a further round of consultation.

JW outlined the DCO programme noting that the target date for DCO
submission is 04 June. Following this there will be a 28 day acceptance
period followed by a three-month pre-examination period to September
which is preparation for the examination itself. The DCO examination will
take six months to March 2020 with award expected September 2020.

JW referred to Balfour Beatty as being the appointed Regional Delivery
Partners for M25 J10 and that work at present is at package as opposed
to scheme level (due diligence and cash flow forecast activities). He
confirmed that detailed design and planning will take place alongside the
DCO process. Balfour Beatty will take over the management of the
scheme at some point during Stage 4. JW confirmed that Atkins are the
technical consultants that will take forward detailed design

GS asked what input will be needed from Natural England after DCO
submission. JW stated that this was unclear at present. PW added that
this is referred to in the draft DCO requirements and there will be
discussion with NE required. GS stated that as NE have stated they are

3
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broadly in agreement with everything that Highways England are
proposing that therefore there won't be any issues that PINS will need to
come to NE for or to resolve.

A discussion was had in relation to the Statements of Common Grounds
(SoCGs) that are being put in place with all statutory environmental bodies
and the need to record both points of agreement and disagreement/in-
discussion. JW agreed that Highways England will need to be clear about
what might be expected of stakeholders and when during the DCO
process,

Construction preparation will take approximately 4-5 months following
DCO. In terms of land to be acquired for the scheme, replacement land
acquisition and site compounds will be prioritised. Construction is due to
start March 2021 for 2.5 years.

JW referred to Balfour Beatty (appointed Regional Delivery Partner) keen
to look at environmental work (tree felling for example outside of bird
nesting period) and statutory service diversions (BT e.g.) as part of
advanced works (post award of DCO).

JW referred to ground investigation (GI) works which are due to
commence this week. Osborne are the appointed contractors. The work
includes a drainage and gas survey. Information gathered will feed into
the design and planning — some aspects of Gl are required during
examination, for example in relation to works at Bolder Mere.

JW referred to the Smart Motorway Programme (SMP), another scheme
to tum J10 and 16 into a smart motorway. M25 J10 project will be
undertaking the works on J10 on behalf of SMP to keep it in one package.

ACTION: RH to send e-copy of programme to NE. PMN: Sent on
31.05.19

3. | Draft DCO Requirements

GS asked how this fits into the broader DCO document. He

that NE colleagues had some comments. GS confirmed tha%ﬁs
pleased with how the SPA elements had been covered. He a that
there will be a need to get started on the compensatory habitat creation
before the authorised development starts.

A question was raised in relation to whether there should be a specific
reference to net gain for biodiversity. PW commented that ostensibly as a
result of the works some of the SPA qualifying species would be improved
but that the loss of 02.hectares of ancient woodland and up to 9 veteran
trees (minimum 2) and some SPA, meant that the projects position in
relation to the definition of ‘net gain’ could be contentious. When looking
at the scheme as a whole due to the irreplaceable habitats, this opens
Highways England to challenge. GS advised that he would seek advice
from Marc as to how to address the issue. PMN: NE provided advice
and confirmed they are content with the proposed approach to net
gain for biodiversity (22.05.19)

.| 1.0 05/02/2019
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GS referred to point 17 in the draft requirements which states after the
completion of the authorised development a scheme of restoration and
landscaping will be agreed. GS questioned whether this was how this
was normally done in the planning system. PW confirmed that there is a
high-level proposal and plan in place and this will be agreed in the
detailed design phase. JW referred to a technical note which precedes
the management plan of the proposed restoration and landscaping works
(planting) and outlines the principles. This is being agreed at present in
consultation with Surrey County Council and Surrey Wildlife Trust.

A discussion was had about the land management plan (which will follow
on from the technical note). PW confirmed there will be two, one for the
SPA and one general plan.

PW referred to the SPA compensation land needing to be in place prior to
the start of works and the need to get this on MAGIC. PW to email GS
about this to give confidence with regards to the HRA.GS confirmed that
there is not the expectation from NE that the habitats will be established,
but that the process will be started (i.e. tree planting taking place).

A discussion was had regarding the feasibility of the Cockrow green
bridge due to lack of funding. Designated funds have been allocated for
the feasibility study and the design and no more funding can be obtained
at present. JW referred to the drawings that showed a wide green strip to
the east side of the roadway (10 metres) which has been considered
inadequate by SWT who are requesting 50 or 25 metres width which
would extend into common land and SPA. PINS are aware that proposals
are not included in the DCO submission, but Highways England are
supportive of a proposal should it be feasible.

ACTION: Natural Englandm to advise the project on net
biodiversity gain issue. PMN: Completed 22.05.19

ACTION: Highways England to share the land management technical
note with Natural England for their review (subject to internal
review),

ACTION: PW to email GS regarding SPA compensation land and
getting this on MAGIC.PMN: Completed.

4. | Habitats Regulation Assessment (HRA)

PW confirmed that comments received from NE and from Highways
England do not contradict each other and PW is working to incorporate
the comments. PW confirmed that he will send an excel document with
the changes incorporated to GS.

ACTION: PW to send summary of response to NE comments on the
HRA. PMN: Sent on 10.05.19. NE response received on 16,05.19

PW referred to the point of the Heathrow Expansion. He confirmed that
on agreement with the Highways England transport planning group, the
Heathrow Expansion has not been included in the forecast model. DfT

have not provided any information on what the strategy will be, only that

.| 1.0 ) 05/02/2019
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stating it will not result in any additional traffic demands. GS commented
that this is widely seen as an unrealistic expectation.

ACTION: PW to send GS an explanation re the Heathrow Expansion
and the rationale for the decision. The response to NE comments on
the HRA to include position on Heathrow Expansion.

A discussion was had in relation to IROPI and the unprecedented nature
of the project in this respect. GS confirned that the HRA explains
adequately why IROPI has been needed and therefore Highways England
should not be concerned. PW confirmed that feedback from Highways
England does not change the case for IROPI.

5. Water Framework Directive Assessment - Bolder Mere mitigation
proposals.

MH outlined what the project is proposing for Bolder Mere in terms of

mitigation and what the project if proposing from a water environment

perspective for mitigation in the replacement and enhancement areas.

MH stated that he had sent GS an outline of proposed mitigation for
Bolder Mere based on the Goldsmith Ecology report re good management
practice and confirmed that the preliminary design does include an
element to re-direct road runoff that is currently discharging to Bolder
Mere via treatment into the ditch downstream. GS confirmed that he was
very pleased with this aspect. MH confirmed that the type of treatment
couldn’t be confirmed at present but would be better understood during
detailed design.

MH referred to NEs earlier request to include some rotational
management of the Alder, Birch and Willow woodland in the south east
shore of Bolder Mere. MH confirmed that this was included in Appendix F
of the WFD report as an area marked as ‘habitat 10'. MH explained that
they had identified the low-lying areas SE of Bolder Mere as areas for
rotational management of these species. GS confirmed this was the area
he was referring to and reiterated that the management should target
reduced shading on the lake shore and encouraging more development of
the marsh and mire habitat whilst not destroying another useful habitat
(boggy alder woodland). He added that it was about reducing the height
of canopy maintaining it on rotation as more of sort of a scrub edge habitat
but doing this light touch with a coppicing regime every 10 years of so.
MH confirmed that he will check the Management Plan to see if this is
included.

MH asked if GS was comfortable with what the project is proposing for
Bolder Mere. GS confirmed that yes he agreed the package of mitigation
was proportionate to the loss and added that the package will enhance the
habitat.

A discussion was had about ephemeral drainage ditches impacted by the
scheme (moved or subsumed within the scheme). MH outlined a primary
mitigation will be to make the ditches (within the replacement and
enhancement areas) as natural as possible when they are relocated
dependent on their location. For Chatley Wood Pond the proposals was
to excavate the pond so that during wetter periods of the year it will be an
open water habitat. GS noted that there seems to be a historical decline in
the open water resource on the site of this pond and in the wider area and
therefore recreating this wetland interesting and redistributing across the

.| 1.0} 051022019
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site is a positive contribution. MH confirmed that this would be looked at
in greater detail during detailed design.

ACTION: MH to share text with GS on proposals for drainage ditch
mitigation (including sketches).

The item in the SoCG regarding the WFD was discussed (Appendix F
outline of proposed mitigation on water environment). GS confirmed that
this could be marked as ‘agreed’. A discussion was had in relation to the
on-going management of land and the need to reduce public access to
the lake shore (item on SoCG). It was agreed lo add an item on the land
management plan technical note to the SoCG for NE to review.

ACTION: Item on SoCG to include reference to technical note for
land management. PMN completed.

6. Statement of Common Ground (SoCG)

The SoCG was reviewed. Reference was made to historic items in the
SoCG that could be deleted now given that NE had given their agreement
on the HRA. GS stated that it was a useful way of tracking the discussion
and demonstrating how much interaction there had been.

PW referred to the report of consultation that has been produced as
evidence of engagement undertaken for PINS.

Points raised: HRA

« Screening (visitor usage patterns). Response agreed. GS
referred to RSPB. PW confirmed that this had been discussed
with the RSPB and they were satisfied that the project had looked
into changes to access and any impacts and that measures taken
had reduced the potential for this

The question of a SoCG with the RSPB was discussed and it was thought
that this was not required. PW took an action to confirm this with the
project. ACTION: PW to confirm whether a SoCG with RSPB will be
required. PMN: A SoCG will be developed with RSPB.

e Screening (findings) GS suggested more neutral wording. Edit
agreed.

e Assessment and Scope (Heathrow Expansion) - to be agreed
once PW provides response.

Points raised: Protected Species Licences

Discussion was had regarding Great Crested Newt licences. PW
confirmed that this has been ruled out following review. It is considered
that this can be done under a Precautionary Method of Working. If
something is found, it would be possible to stop works and apply for a
licence. GS suggested that some enhancement work could be done
around the pond to encourage the newts to stay. PW confirmed that we
can do that within the enhancement area but not outside of the RLB.

Points raised: Environmental Statement:

e SSSland LNR - PW stated that he will send extracts of the ES
(evaluation and proposed mitigation and residual impacts) to seek
NE agreement on the proposals. These items on the SoCG can
then be completed. ACTION: PW to send extracts of ES
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chapter re SSSi and LNR. PMN: Completed. Response
received on 22.05.19

Points raised: Location of construction compounds (additional
targeted consultation response): PW stated that the Cockrow compound is
for the bridge construction and will be buffered from the heathland to
prevent effects on qualifying species. Line items on SoCG to be
rationalised into one and to reference general issue raised by NE.

Points raised: Ancient woodland loss: Feedback from NE on net gain
to inform position on ancient woodland loss. GS stated that this should be
referenced and that NE and the project have worked hard to reduce the
loss. ACTION: to include reference in the SoCG to efforts to reduce
the loss of Ancient Woodland. PMN: Completed.

7. Next steps/AOB

JW referred to the DCO and uncertainty around whether there will be any
additional requirements imposed as a result of the DCO and the need to
update the SoCG in light of this.

JW referred to land acquisition. JW stated that replacement land and
principal site compounds are being prioritised in this respect and
discussions have commenced.

RH stated that we would be hoping to have a signed copy of the SoCG by
13.05.19.

DCO draft requirements. GS confirmed they will respond in writing on their
comments.

8. Actions:

1. RH to send e-copy of programme to NE: PMN: Completed. Atkins (RH)

2. Natural England (Marc Turner) to advise the project on net NE (MT)
biodiversity gain issue. PMN: Completed.

3. Highways England to share the land management technical note )
with Natural England for their review (subject to internal review), | Highways England

4. PW to email GS regarding SPA compensation land and getting (W)
this on MAGIC. PMN: Completed. Atkins (PW

5. PW to send summary of response to NE comments on the HRA. Atkins (PW)
PMN: Completed. Atkins (PW)

6. PW to send GS an explanation re the Heathrow Expansion and
the rationale for the decision. The response to NE comments on Atkins (MH)
the HRA to include position on Heathrow Expansion. PMN:
Completed.

7. MH to share text with GS on proposals for drainage ditch Atkins (RH/PW)
mitigation (including sketches). Atkins (PW/JW)

8. Alkins to update SoCG and send to NE for review/approval for Atkins (PW)
sign by 13.05.19.PMN: Completed. Sent on 31.05.19

9. PW to confirm whether a SoCG with RSPB will be required. PMN: | Ains (PW/RH)
Completed.

10. PW to send extracts of ES chapter re SSSI and LNR. PMN: NE
Completed.

11. SoCG to include reference in the SoCG to efforts to reduce the
loss of Ancient Woodland. PMN: Completed.

12. GS to provide feedback in writing on the draft DCO requirements.
PMN: Completed.
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A.31 Email (03.05.19)

RE: M25 J10 Draft DCO Requirements

o

O Folowup

Thank you for sending the draft document. | am writing to set out the key points that we discussed at our meeting on 28 April in connection with this document

8(3) - Itis acknowledged by Natural England that it should not be a requirement that the proposed compensatory habitat creation measures will all be in place and complete before development within the SPA boundary may commence. As we have discussed previously, the key
objective of the compensatory habitat creation measures is fo seek to enhance areas of land so that they have an enhanced function in supporting the Annex 1 bird populations associated wilh the Thames Basin Heaths SPA. This means that there should be improved habitat
structure which promotes increased invertebrate: prey availabilty, creates good quality areas for nightjar feeding (such as structured ‘sdge’, glade and ride type habitats) and provides improved habitat connectivity across the landscape. It will be important to be able to say that
substantial progress will have been made to achieve this objective prior to the main body of construction work associated with the scheme:

9 (1) = Natural England acknowledges that the provision of a ‘green bridge’ rs essentially a separate item and additional biodiversity enhancement over and above the required compensation, mitigation and enhancement associated with the scheme.

10 (1) — Natural England is content with the wording of this section relating to Boldermere mitigation and enhancement, and it is acknowledged that the overall package of works is likely to result in an overall improvement in habitat condition in this part of the site

17(1) - Natural England advises that this section should be re-worded. It is likely o be beneficial if assurance can be given that plans have been agreed, in principle at least, for the restoration andiar landscaping of any land used temporarily for construction purposes. This will give
comfort that all opportunities for habital creation which will enhance the value of the site for the features of nature ¢ have been
important element when idenlifying areas of ‘net gain’ for biodiversity

and that measures have been agreed or will be in place for their on-going maintenance. This could become an

As indicated in the document, it will be important to include specific reference 1o loss of registered common land and to set out how the land provided in compensation will be maintained

I hope that this is helpful.

Land Management Advisor
Thames Team

Natural England

21-23 Valpy Street

rneson vt 1+ ([
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A.32 Email (16.05.19)

SG I

RE: NE - HRA Comments A3_M25 HE response

England is satisfied with those propesed amendments and corrections.

We are here to secure a healthy natural environment for peaple to enjoy, where wildlife is protected and England's traditional land for future

Natural England is accredited to the Cabinet Office Customer Service Excellence Standard

www.gov.uk/nats land

o
Sent: 10 May 2015 15:53

b

Ce:

Subject: NE - HRA Comments A3_M25 HE response

Please find attached our responses to your very helpful comments on the HRA

As already discussed with we have amended the HRA to accommodate all of your comments with the exception of the Heathrow Expansion. This has not been included In our assessment, and | have provided some information explaining why. If you require further information please let us know [please
nclud in the email as 1 am now on leave for a week).

s discussed with (e are a1so amending the HR in light of HE comments, but this wil not alter the report content, findings, or contradict your comments. Please note, HE have agreed that the enhancement areas are indeed ion not mitigation (this was raised in a recent meeting with
nd | know this was a potential concern), but we are now calling the ‘Compensation Package” the "Suite of compensatory measures’ to better align with EC terminology. This is simply 8 name change and it will still contain SPA compensation land and SPA enhancement areas in exactly the same way as it
currently does.

Many thanks

[ e
Principal Ecologist, Infrastructure
UK & Europe
Ecclogy
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Mon 20/05/2019 19:43

LS

erchange - Natural England Comments

cc oo " =

@ 1 there are problems with how this message is displayed, dick here to view it in a web browser.

1
believe that ([l <ntioned that we would appreciate some input from
Natural England with regards to a few specific points of the biodiversity

chapter of the M25 J10/A3 Wisley Interchange Environmental Statement (see draft
attached).

Could

you therefore take a look at Table 7.8 of the draft biodiversity chapter and
either confirm that Natural England are happy with the classification of the
residual effects and significance stated, or provide comments where Natural
England disagree or if you have any queries? | have provided the full
working draft if you need it for context but please note that this is still a
working draft. Valuation of features follows the approach previously

agreed with Natural England.

On

another note, further to the email exchange with yourself and ([ M E:bo .t
biodiversity net gain, we have drafted some wording, which we hope to use to
explain the position in a clear way. It is designed to either be used as

just the first paragraph giving a simple summary, or as all three paragraphs gving
the overview and expanding on key examples. We would very much welcome any
comments from Natural England on our draft text:

Due to the scheme’s location, it has not been possible to
completely avoid loss of land from national and international statutory

sites and irrepl ble habitat outside desig sites (ancient
woodland and veteran trees). Therefore, in keeping with published
guidance[1],

overall the scheme cannot achieve ‘biodiversity net gain” and, in line with

good practice, metrics to quantify the scheme’s biodiversity outcomes have not
been used. Rather, the ecological design has been based on the mitigation
hierarchy to avoid and minimise losses as far as practicable, and @
landscape-level approach for the compensation to deliver long-term benefits for
nature conservation.

With regards to ancient woodiand, initial draft designs

would have resulted in direct loss of approximately 1 hectare of ancient
woodland at four separate sites. Through careful collaborative working by the
environmental and engineering design team this has been reduced to losses at
two ancient woodlands, limited to a total loss of 0.2 hectare. Measures

to address this loss include salvaging ancient soil and plant material from the
scheme footprint and translocating these into areas of new woodland planting;
these areas have been located where they will link existing ancient woodland
with other nearby woodland to enhance ecological connectivity. There will also
be enhancement of existing ancient woodland in woods totalling of approximately
4 hectares.

With regard to the SPA, a suite of compensatory measures

have been designed under consultation with key stakeholders (the stakeholders
included Natural England, Surrey Wildlife Trust, Surrey County Council, the
Forestry Commission and the RSPB). This suite of compensatory measures consists
of a mixture of provision of SPA compensation land for the permanent land take,
and enhancement areas at the ratio of 3:1 for the permonent and temporary land
take. This is additional to the restoration of the areas of temporary land

take. To compensate for the negative effects of the scheme, these measures

are to maintain the overall coherence of the Natura 2000 Network and increose
the carrying capacity of the SPA for ail three SPA bird species, thereby

improving the long term resilience of the SPA.

We are continuing to work on the other tasks relating to
the draft statement of cemmon ground and hope to send you a revised draft in
the near future.

Kind regards,

- e
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