
  
 

Brynmawr  Traffic -Free Route  
Ecological Desk Study 



 

Brynmawr Traffic-Free Route Ecological Desk Study 

Sustrans is the charity making it easier for people to walk and cycle. We are engineers and 
educators, experts and advocates. We connect people and places, create liveable 
neighbourhoods, transform the school run and deliver a happier, healthier commute. Sustrans 
works in partnership, bringing people together to find the right solutions. We make the case for 
walking and cycling by using robust evidence and showing what can be done. We are grounded 
in communities and believe that grassroots support combined with political leadership drives real 
change, fast. 
Join us on our journey. www.sustrans.org.uk  
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Executive Summary  
Sustrans has been commissioned to undertake a feasibility st udy for upgrading an existing footpath 
through Beaufort Hill  in Blaenau Gwent, South Wales.  The proposed route is approximately 2.8km in 
length and situated between Garnlydan and Brynmawr (SO 17307 12571and SO 19553 12112). 

The main route primarily follow s an existing un-bound stone track and series of minor residential 
access roads. A small spur is also proposed along a short section of agricultural /earth track to the 
east (SO 19348 12509).  Additional short sections of route are also proposed to improve links with 
existing networks.  T
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A data search was undertaken to determine the presence of any designated nature conservation 
sites and protected or notable species recorded near the route.  Natural Resources Wales  (MAGIC 
website) and SEWBReC were contacted to obtain data relating to the route.  The following 
information was determined;  

�x Designated sites of international importance within a 5km radius of the route;  

�x Other statutory designated sites within a 2 km radius of the route;  

�x Non-statutory designated sites within a 2 km radius of the route;  

�x Records of protected and notable species within 2km of the route*; and, 

�x Priority habitats within 2km of the proposed route  

*These are species which have European and/or UK Legal Protection, Section 6 species 
(Environment (Wales) Act, UK BAP Priority Species, Global Red List, British Red Data Book, 
Nationally Rare & Scarce, RSPB Red and Amber Birds, Welsh Vascular Plant Red Data List, Local 
Biodiversity Action Plan (LBAP) Species, and Locally Important Species as identified by local 
experts. 

As part of initial discussions with local stakeholders, the auth or was informed about an ongoing road 
scheme located immediately to the north of the proposed route: Section 2, Heads of the Valley Road 
(A465). An electronic search for relevant ecological information was conducted , this identified a 
single reference: A465 Gilwern-brynmawr conservation habitats and species regulations 2010 
statement.  

To date (as of January 2018), it has not proven possible to locate the protected species surveys 
which underpin this assessment, however based on information provided as part  of the SEWBReC 
search, records from these surveys appear to have been supplied to the records centre.  

Aerial mapping and photographs of the route have been used to aid assessments of  some of the 
broad habitat types present.  A n accurate habitat evaluation  cannot be made from a desk based 
assessment such as this, but can inform where further survey and assessment will be required.  

Potential impacts on ecological features from the proposed works have been assessed.  Where 
impacts are anticipated, the value of the ecological feature and scale of the impact have been 
assessed.  This has been undertaken in accordance with CIEEM Guidelines for Ecological Impact 
Assessment (CIEEM 2016).  This is considered in light of current ecological legislation and planning 
policy and so considers impacts on designated nature conservation sites, protected and notable 
species and landscape scale impacts such as habitat fragmentation.   

This report therefore makes recommendations regarding what implications ecology has on the 
feasibility of the proposed route creation; what further studies would be required and what measures 
to avoid, mitigate or compensate for ecological impacts are likely to be necessary.  
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Guidelines, CIEEM 2017). In this instance, preparation of a desk study represents a logical first step 
when the relatively small scale and short duration of the works are taken in to consideration.  

The majority of the proposed works focus on the upgrade of an existing un bound stone track, which 
is itself subject to regular legal (dog walkers, bird watchers)  and illegal (motorcycle usage) 
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At its 
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Parc Nant Y Waun LNR  / cSINC  

The proposed route, at its nearest point is located over 850m from the northern boundary of Parc 
Nant Y Wayn. The LNR contains a valuable mosaic of habitats within a generally 
developed/residential landscape. Unimproved grassland is the dominant land cover, with a mixture 
of woodland and wetland habitat making u p the remainder. Locally notable plant and bird species 
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2.2 
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Reference to Ordinance Survey mapping indicates that there are ponds within 250- 50m of the 
proposed route, without a field survey the presence of great crested newts within these ponds 
cannot be ruled out. H owever based on a review of the habitat mitigation  measures implemented as 
part of the recent Heads of the Valleys Duelling project, no mitigation measures relating to 
amphibians were included in association with sections of the scheme which would have impacted 
upon these waterbodies (Oct 16, Job No. 60477, 16.1li -l). 

The lengths of existing stone track to be resurfaced is considered unlikely to provide foraging, or 
overwintering opportunities for great crested newts. Parts of the route to the east, associated with an 
existing bare earth track will be situated through a mosaic of early succes sional habitats including 
grass and scrub which could provide foraging opportunities for these species.  No waterbodies are 
located within 250m of thi s section of the proposed route and so the likelihood of great crested  
newts being present within this area are also considered to be low.  

2.3.3 Birds  
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brown long-eared bat Plecotus auritius, pipistrelle Pipistrellus sp,  Myotid Myotis sp., greater 
horseshoe bat Rhinolophus ferrumequinum  and lesser horseshoe bat. 
 
94% of the records returned were for lesser horseshoe bats, many of which relate to significant 
breeding (maternity) and winter hibernation roosts within 2km of the  preferred route. The nearest bat 
roost is located approximately  250m east. Activity records indicate that the underpass beneath the 
A465 (at SO 1834 1291) is an important flight path for bats and, with the und erpass along the 
proposed route having  the potential to provide crossing points for bats. Based on the construction 
and condition of this  underpass it is considered unlikely to provide roosting opportunities for bats. 
The spatial distribution of bat records indicate that  bats regularly forage around in the wooded areas 
to the south and east of the proposed route.  

No badger Meles meles records were reported by the search. The existing stone track to be re-
developed is unsuitable as sett building habitat for badgers, although adjacent drier/more sheltered 
areas associated with existing and developing woodland and scrub could provide suitable locations.  
The areas of improved grassland located either side of the site would also provide foraging 
opportunities for these species.  

Records of otter Lutra lutra h ave been provided and this species may forage along the River Clydach 
and associated streams through the landscape.   

2.3.6 Reptiles  

Two adder Vipera berus record was provided by SEWBReC
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3 Anticipated Impacts  
3.1 
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Other commoner species of amphibian, could be present within the areas of grassland and dry shrub 
heath either side of the existing  unbound stone track, as well as the early successional habitats 
associated with the proposed new section of track to the east.  

3.2.3 Birds  

The construction phase of the scheme has the potential to cause minor disturbance to ground 
nesting birds (mostly likely skylark and lapwing). The existing unbound stone track and margins 
either side (within 2-3m) are not considered to provide suitable conditions for ground nesting birds, 
and so direct impacts on these species are considered unlikely. The only exception to th is relates to 
the mosaic of successional habitats located along the existing bare earth track to be upgraded to the 
east, where other species may choose to nest in small trees/scrub within this area.  

Indirect impacts on ground nesting birds during construc tion are considered to be minor as birds 
nesting in these areas are likely to be habituated, at least partially to human disturbance due to 
existing users of the track  and surrounding areas (i.e. dog walkers and off- road motoryclists 7).  

The use machinery and concentration of human activity linked to re- surfacing of the path would 
generate a short-term, but noticeable increase in noise, dust and light pollution in the absence of 
mitigation. Potential mitigation measures  either through the use of screening, or timing of works  will 
need to adopted to reduce this impact to an acceptable level.  
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�x Low risk of injuring/killing amphibians and reptiles  during construction , principally in relation 
to the upgrade of an existing earth track to east. A Method Statement detailing reasonable 
avoidance measures to address the identified risk to herpetofauna  should be prepared and 
issued to the appointed contractors.  

�x Disturbance to birds nesting if construction is under taken during the breeding season.  
Breaches in legislation could be readily avoided through timing of works outside of bird 
nesting period (March to September inclusive/Mid -March – July for ground nesting species)  

�x Disturbance badgers and nesting/hibernating hedgehogs if these are present along the route.  
A pre-construction survey by a suitable qualified ecologist should be undertaken at least 6 -8 
weeks before any site enabling, or vegetation clearance works takes place.    

Current planning policy demands th at construction projects not only minimise their ecological 
impact, but provide enhancements wherever possible.  Ecological enhancement measures 
proportional to the scale of the proposal should be built in the scheme. A series of recommendations 
are bulleted below: 

�x Creation of additional amphibian/reptile sheltering and hibernacula in suitable locations 

�x Creation of series of shallow scrapes adjacent to the path within lower value habitats  (i.e. 
improved grassland, shown as white areas on  Figure 2.2 above) to provide additional 
foraging grounds for wetland birds (e.g. lapwing, snipe)  

�x Application of locally sourced acid grassland seed/green hay  mix along edges of path to be 
constructed along earth track to east. Common dog violet Viola riviniana  plug plants co uld 
also be planted along the eastern side of the new track to provide additional food sources for 
small pearl-bordered fritillary larva. 
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