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1.0 Introduction 

1.1. Site Description 

Bodiam Castle is sited on the north side of the valley of the River Rother at TQ785260. 

The Castle has a substantial moat and is largely surrounded by grassland and scattered 
mature trees.  

As well as the immediate castle grounds, the associated National Trust property includes 
Dokes Field (on higher ground to the north-west) and the field to the immediate south of the 
River Rother, known as Freren Mead. 

The property is situated in the wider landscape at the eastern edge of the High Weald. 
Downriver (to the east) the landscape becomes low lying, with the Rother Levels (7 km to the 
east) being 2-5 metres above sea level. 

1.2. Aims of Study 

The ecological assets of the site are seen as an integral part of the cultural heritage and a 
means to increase people’s enjoyment of their visit. Further understanding and enhancement 
of on-site ecology is therefore an important part of the Conservation Management Plan 
(CMP) for the site. 

The Ecology Report aims to provide a technical ecological baseline for the site gained though 
the following sources of information: 

 Consultation with The National Trust and other stakeholders to understand ecology 
priorities to site users and identify existing information to be considered in the desk 
study; 

 A full desk study comprising a review of existing data from local biological records 
centres and existing ecological reports; 

 An ecological walkover of the site, recording details of habitats and species of interest or 
value likely to be associated with different areas of the site. 

This information will be used to: 

 Inform an ecological understanding the place – providing a clear description of the 
ecological assets of the site and describe its setting in the landscape, identifying clearly 
those of value, not only in terms of nature conservation policy and legislation, but also 
those whose presence is supported by stakeholders.  

 Define assets of ecological significance – identifying what ecology is important, at 
Bodiam Castle, why both in terms of its status in policy and legislation, and value to 
stakeholders, and where it is;  

 Identify issues and inform policies - The issues, vulnerabilities, constraints and 
opportunities that have emerged from our analyses will be set out, and used to inform 
proposed policies for the protection and enhancement of nature conservation interest 
on site in the CMP itself. 
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A full inspection and assessment survey of buildings and trees within the site for roosting 
bats was not considered necessary to inform the CMP.  Buildings within Bodiam Castle are 
known to support significant bat roosts. The historic nature of the park and landscape, mean 
that its buildings and trees will offer many opportunities to roosting bats.  The major roosts 
within the buildings on the site are also likely to be known.   

Although it is likely that management or building works to buildings and trees over the 
course of time will require European Protected Species Mitigation (EPSM) licences from 
Natural England to be obtained, such licences must be based on current survey information. 
The CMP will therefore be based upon the assumption that all buildings, structures and 
mature trees have significant potential to support roosting bats unless otherwise identified 
during the site survey. Where roosts are known these will be identified.  This is in accordance 
with The National Trust manual of Building (January 1999) which states that there is a 
presumption of bats or their roosts being present in all built structures owned by the Trust.   
Appropriate targeted survey should be undertaken where necessary to support the 
implementation of the CMP as identified in this report. 
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2.0 Methodology 

2.1. Consultation 

National Trust staff familiar with the site were consulted for additional information and 
management views. The following individuals were contacted for information on current 
management, management priorities and existing ecological information for the site: 

 Project Board member Crispin Scott (Wildlife and Countryside Consultant); 

 George Bailey (General Manager); 

 William Past (Premises Manager); 

 Karen Hammond (Visitor Experience Officer); 

 Helene Marler (Ranger); 

 Louisa Freeman-Owen (Rural Surveyor). 

 Terry Featherstone (Warden). 

2.2. Desk Study 

The desk study requested existing data from the Sussex Biodiversity Records Centre (SxBRC) 
and Kent and Medway Biological Records Centre (KMBRC) within a 1km radius of the site 
boundary with regard to the presence of protected sites, species and habitats of conservation 
concern.  Data was also sought from the Badger Trust Sussex (as their records are not held by 
SxBRC due to their sensitive nature).  

Species records from SxBRC and KMBRC reference national and international methodologies 
of ascertaining the conservation status of species. In particular, the International Union for 
Conservation of Nature (IUCN):  IUCN. (2012). IUCN Red List Categories and Criteria: 
Version 3.1. Second edition. 

Gland, Switzerland and Cambridge, UK: IUCN. iv + 32pp. 

The following reports and studies kept by the National Trust were also consulted: 

 Bodiam Castle Dragonfly Survey. J. Luck, (2005). 

 Water Vole Survey, Dolphin Ecological Surveys. (2002). 

 Castle Field Phase 1 Habitat Survey. H. Marler, (2014a). 

 Dokes Field Phase 1 Habitat Survey. H. Marler, (2014b). 

 Freren Mead Phase 1 Habitat Survey. H.Marler, (2014c) 

 Bodiam Castle: Biodiversity Improvement and Grounds Management 2013-2014. H. 
Marler, (2013). 

 Lichen survey of two sections of external wall. V Giavarni, (2006). 

 Thoughts and Views on the Mowing and Presentation of the Grass areas at Bodiam 
Castle. Featherstone (2013). 
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2.3. Ecology Walkover 

A walkover survey was undertaken on the 6th and 7th November 2014 by Judith Giles 
MEnvSci MCIEEM and Gareth Clay (Qualifying member of CIEEM). Weather conditions on 
6 November 2014 were dry and mild (10oC-12oC) with moderate breeze and increasing cloud 
cover.  Weather conditions on 7 November were also mild (13oC-11oC), with strong-
moderate breeze and intermittent heavy cloud and showers. 

The survey focused on identifying assets of ecological significance in terms of the CMP 
including identification of Priority Habitats (see 2006 NERC Act, Appendix 3), or habitats 
with potential for restoration, as well as observations of any signs of protected or notable 
species recorded during the survey or habitat suitable to support protected or otherwise 
notable species.   Habitats and species present were mapped on paper following standard 
JNCC Phase 1 habitat survey methodology as detailed in the Phase 1 Habitat Survey 
Handbook (JNCC, 2010).   Ecological constraints and opportunities to enhance habitats 
present on the site were also recorded. 

A tablet computer was used to map and record details on trees of with potential to be used by 
roosting bats. The survey was undertaken with consideration of current best practice (Hundt, 
2012), identifying features such as stem cavities/rot holes, branch cavities/rot holes, stem 
splits/cracks, branch splits/cracks, loose bark, woodpecker holes or dense ivy cover which 
may provide opportunities for roosting bats. Any evidence of bat use such as droppings or 
staining from fur was noted if present around any potentially suitable features. Surveyors 
assessed the trees from the ground, aided by close-focussing binoculars and a high powered 
torch as necessary. Each tree was categorised as providing high, medium, low or negligible 
opportunities for roosting bats with consideration of Table 8.4 of the Bat Conservation Trust 
Good Practice Guidelines (Hundt, 2012). 

Ponds on-site were visited and assessed according to their potential to support great crested 
newts Triturus cristatus. Information on the physical features and characteristics of each 
water-body were collected in order to allow a great crested newt Habitat Suitability Index 
(HSI) score to be derived for each (see Oldham et al, 2000). Natural England recommends 
calculation of HSI scores for ponds as a tool to assess habitat quality in a repeatable, objective 
manner (Natural England, 2013). In particular, the HSI allows individual factors that 
influence newt presence to be easily identified. These factors could help explain a very high 
or very low count. A high HSI can justify employing additional survey effort or methods if no 
newts are found initially. Natural England suggests that consultants apply the adapted HSI 
methods used by the National Amphibian and Reptile Recording Scheme (NARRS, Undated). 
The HSI for great crested newts is a measure of habitat suitability. It is not a substitute for 
newt surveys. In general, ponds with high HSI scores are more likely to support great crested 
newts than those with low scores.  

There are no other known ponds within 500 m of the property. 

The suitability index is calculated by allocating scores to features associated with each pond; 
these include characteristics such as size, quality of surrounding habitat and presence of fish. 
These scores are then used to calculate the overall HSI for each water-body as a number 
between 0 and 1, with 0 being the least suitable and 1 being the most suitable. The HSI score 
allows each water-body to be placed in one of five pre-defined categories defining its 
suitability for great crested newts as follows: 
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 <0.5  = poor 

 0.5 – 0.59 = below average 

 0.6 – 0.69 = average 

 0.7 – 0.79 = good 

 >0.8 = excellent 

2.4. Evaluation of Ecological Assets 

There are no specific guidelines for valuation of ecological features with respect to CMPs. 
This assessment therefore follows the principles set out in (CIEEM, 2013) Guidelines for 
Preliminary Ecological Appraisal. As recommended in this guidance, an indication of the 
ecological value of features present was undertaken based on the Guidelines for Ecological 
Impact Assessment (CIEEM 2006). 

The information obtained during the desk and field studies has been used in conjunction to 
inform an evaluation of the ecological features of the site.  This has been conducted in 
accordance with a geographical frame of reference based on that set out by the Chartered 
Institute for Ecology and Environmental Management (CIEEM) in its Guidelines for 
Ecological Impact Assessment in the UK (CIEEM, 2006). For each site, habitat and 
species/assemblage, a grade is determined using the levels of value recommended in the 
guidance. This places the importance of each feature in a geographical context, using the 
following hierarchy: 

a. International 

b. UK 

c. National (England) 

d. County (East Sussex) 

e. District (Rother District) 

f. Local/parish (Bodiam Parish/Ewhurst Parish) 

g. Valued within the site only. 

To aid in the valuation of receptors, the survey results were reviewed in the context of 
criteria for the designation of sites of nature conservation, including consideration as to 
whether any part of the site would meet the criteria for qualification as a Local Wildlife Site 
(LWS) using the Criteria for Site Assessment and Selection (Ratcliffe,1977) as used by Rother 
District Council for the selection of their Sites of Nature Conservation Importance 
(equivalent term for Local Wildlife Site). If any features were present which were considered 
to potentially be of greater than district value, the characteristics present were reviewed 
against the appropriate national or international criteria. 

When assessing habitats, particular consideration was given to whether habitats present met 
the definitions of Priority Habitats. The term Priority Habitats is used within the now 
superseded UK Biodiversity Action Plan and is referred to within National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF). The NPPF defines priority habitats as Habitats of Principal Importance 
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(HPIs). The JNCC UK BAP descriptions were updated in 2011 by Maddock et al. (JNCC, 2011) 
and have been used in respect of their qualification as Priority Habitats. 

Similarly when considering species, particular consideration was given to the potential value 
of the site to Priority Species (as set out within the provisions of Sections 40 and 41 of the 
Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006). 

2.5. Limitations to methods 

Desk study  

Although records secured through the data search provide useful background information 
for initial ecological assessment, they often comprise individual records supplied by 
members of the public or are the result of ad hoc surveys. The data trawl information can 
therefore help to further inform the likelihood of species being present in the area, but 
should not be relied upon to definitively determine presence or absence of individual species. 

Walkover survey 

The Phase 1 habitat survey was undertaken outside of the optimum season (March to 
October); however, this was considered a minor constraint as the species assemblage and 
mild autumn conditions made it possible to identify habitats with reasonable confidence.  

The castle building was not subject to a full survey for evidence of bats.  Neither has BSG 
Ecology surveyed for bats in the active season (April to October). An overview survey of the 
castle building was carried out on the 7th November, with key areas of bat evidence noted. 
No access was made to the interior of the ‘west tower’ at this time. Bat information presented 
in this report has been sourced from SxBRC, KMBRC and Karen Hammond.  
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3.0 Results and interpretation 

In this section, the results of the desk study, field survey and consultation undertaken are 
brought together.  

Desk study results are included in Appendix 2.  

3.1. Geology 

The British Geological Survey   indicates superficial deposits of alluvium adjacent to the 
River Rother over bedrock mudstone. To the immediate north (Bodiam Castle and Dokes 
Field) have a bedrock of sandstones interbedded with siltstone. Tidal alluvium is shown 
approximately 4.5 km to east of the site, showing the influence of coastal inundation in the 
past. 

The geophysical survey (Barker et al 2015) details the soils as silt loam or silty clay loams on 
the valley sides with clayey silts and silty loams on the valley bottom. 

3.2. Designated Sites 

There are no statutory designated sites within 1km of the property, the closest being 
Northiam Site of Special Scientific Interest (designated for geological reasons) approximately 
4.3 km to the east. 

There are no non-statutory designated sites within 1km of the property. 

3.3. Habitats 

The following habitat types were recorded during the survey. The distribution of these 
habitats is shown on Figure 1 with summary descriptions given below. Photographs are 
provided in Appendix 1. Target notes (TNs) referred to in the text below are provided in full 
in Appendix 4 and their locations displayed on Figure 1. 

 Buildings (Castle,  cottages,  service buildings, Castle Inn and garage)  

 Broadleaved semi-natural woodland   

 Broadleaved plantation woodland  

 Dense scrub  

 Scattered scrub  

 Scattered broadleaved trees  

 Marshy grassland/Inundation vegetation  

 Semi-improved neutral grassland  

 Species poor semi-improved grassland  

 Improved grassland  

 Ruderal tall herb  

 Standing  water  
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 Running water  

 Hedgerow (native species rich and native species poor)  

Buildings  

Bodiam Castle (Photograph A) itself is of particular importance as a habitat for protected 
species (see species below) and plants not found elsewhere on site (TN28).  Other buildings 
such as Wharf Cottages, the Castle Inn (Photograph B), tea rooms and service buildings also 
have some potential for bats and nesting birds (see below). 

Current management 

Regular management of the castle itself is according to the Bodiam Castle Management Plan 
(National Trust 1990). This includes maintenance of the fabric of the castle. The amenity 
grassland within the castle courtyard is regularly mown and grazed by ducks. Bat droppings 
are removed from the floor of publically accessible and viewed areas. 

Castle Field  

Castle Field (e.g. Photograph C) is dominated by grassland with scattered trees. The grassland 
is largely transitional between ‘improved’ and ‘species-poor semi-improved’ grassland. 
Occasional areas of more species diversity can be found (TN17, TN11).  

There are a large number of broad-leaved trees within the Castle Field (Photograph F). Some 
of these are mature or veteran oaks with high potential for roosting bats as well as value for 
invertebrates and fungi (see species below).   In addition to the area on the western edges of 
Castle Field, some of the scattered mature trees on site are also introduced species. Most trees 
within Castle Field are not ancient and are generally mature trees of maiden form in good 
condition. No pollarded trees were identified and the trees do not exhibit a distinct browsing 
line, indicating that the landscape has not been grazed intensively in their formative years. 
However a number of trees within Castle Field are very old and do exhibit some 
characteristics typical of ancient trees such as major trunk cavities, decay holes, and fungal 
fruiting bodies (e.g. from heart rotting species). The presence of trees with ancient 
characteristics within Castle Field gives the habitat some similarity to Priority Habitat 
Wood-Pasture and Parkland (JNCC, 2011) but there is no historical evidence of this habitat 
being present. Trees identified as being present pre-1829 are mainly on historical boundary 
lines.  The castle grounds have been grazed by sheep in recent decades but this ceased in the 
early 2000s (George Bailey pers comm.)  

The access track from the main road leading to Castle Cottages is bordered by mature trees. 
The area between the track and the western edge of Dokes Field is of greater width and could 
be classified as either broad-leaved semi-natural woodland or mature hedgerow. However, it 

does contain introduced sycamore Acer pseudoplatanus as well as holly Ilex aquifolium and oak 
Quercus robur. It is not considered to be Priority Habitat as woodland (JNCC, 2011).  

On the western edge of Castle Field is an area of broad-leaved plantation woodland including 

native (e.g. birch Betula pendula) and non-native (e.g. walnut Juglans regia) tree species. See 
also TN9 and Photograph C). This habitat is not considered to meet the descriptions or 
criteria for any of the Priority Habitats set out in Maddock et al. (JNCC, 2011). 

Small areas of bramble and hawthorn dense scrub are present around the mill pond (TN20). 
Scattered scrub dominated by bramble is present along the ditch feature west of the castle 
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moat (TN10). These habitats are not considered to meet the descriptions or criteria for any of 
the Priority Habitats set out in Maddock et al. (JNCC, 2011). 

Current management 

The most significant management of this area is cutting of the grassland.  The main slope to 
the west of the castle is kept relatively short in order to accommodate school groups and 
visitors having picnics in the summer. In recent years, some areas have been left to develop a 
longer sward prior to a July or August cut. 

The Moat and Wetland areas within Castle Field  

The castle moat is an area of eutrophic standing water (high in nutrients). The marginal 

vegetation includes lesser pond sedge Carex acutiformis. 

Ponds on site are detailed in TN13 (Photograph O) and TN20 (Photograph P).  Both are well 

vegetated and dominated by reed sweet grass Glyceria maxima, with areas of surrounding 
bramble Rubus fruticosus scrub. The ‘Little Moat’ to the immediate east of the castle, is more 
open in character whilst Curzon’s Pond to the south, has areas of greater shade as a result of 
emerging willow (Salix sp).  Neither of these ponds is currently confirmed as Priority Habitat 
using JNCC criteria although further survey work might lead to a reassessment (for example 
if species of high conservation importance were found to be present). The results of the HSI 
assessment for great crested newts is given in Section 3.4.   

To the west of the castle moat is an additional small area of marshy grassland (TN11, 
Photographs H and I), probably once standing water in the feature known as the ‘cascade’ 

valley.  This is dominated by purple loosestrife Lythrum salicaria with abundant gypsywort 
Lycopus europaeus. This habitat is in transition towards ruderal vegetation and also has self-
seeded sycamore saplings on the margins. This habitat is not considered to meet the 
descriptions or criteria for any of the Priority Habitats set out in Maddock et al. (JNCC, 2011). 

Grassland/marshy grassland on the margins of the taller vegetation described above (at the 
eastern end of the ‘cascade’ valley, west of the castle moat.  This is a very small transitional 

area but includes species such as greater bird’s-foot trefoil Lotus pedunculatus and marsh 
woundwort Stachys palustris and meets the Phase 1 habitat definition of semi-improved 
neutral grassland (TN11, Photograph I). 

Further west from the marshy grassland within the ‘cascade’ valley, there is a transition 
towards ruderal vegetation (Photograph L) with species such as water-pepper Persicaria 

hydropiper, creeping buttercup Ranunculus repens and common nettle Urtica dioica. Use of this 
area for brash piles adds nutrients to the soil and combined with disturbance, promotes the 
growth of nettles and other ruderal species (See TN10 and Photograph M). This habitat is not 
considered to meet the descriptions or criteria for any of the Priority Habitats set out in 
Maddock et al. (JNCC, 2011). 

There are ditches with running water on the periphery of the site (TN19, TN23). These vary 
in the level of light they receive, depending upon adjacent vegetation and orientation.  
Ditches east of the castle are more shaded, with the exception of the section running east to 
west (TN19).  The main ditch to the east of Freren Mead is outside of National Trust 
ownership but is more open in nature and supports a more diverse flora. 

The Mill Pond (the drained depression to the north-east of the current parking) is an area of 
species-poor semi-improved grassland which floods during wet weather. 
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Current management 

The ponds and marshy grassland areas have not been actively managed for some time.  More 
ruderal vegetation to the western end of the ditch (west of the castle) is used for storing and 
burning cut brash and other materials. 

Some dredging and removal of vegetation from ditches has been carried out periodically (e.g. 

removal of Glyceria, TN19).  

The moat is un-managed although an overflow sluice leads from here towards the ditch on 
the eastern boundary. Members of the public feed the ducks in the moat. 

Himalyan balsam Impatiens glandulifera has been recorded in Castle Field ditches in recent 
years, however recent management appears to have been successful and none was observed 
during the walkover. 

The Mill Pond is regularly used as an overflow car park and event space.   

Dokes Field  

Dokes Field (Photograph K) is dominated by grassland with scattered trees. The grassland is 
largely transitional between ‘improved’ and ‘species-poor semi-improved’ grassland. 
Occasional areas of greater species diversity can be found (TN1, TN2).  

There are a large number of mature broad-leaved trees within Dokes Field parts of the site. A 
few of these are mature or veteran oaks with high potential for roosting bats as well as value 
for invertebrates and fungi (see species below). Trees within Dokes Field are not ancient but 
include mature trees of maiden form in good condition. No pollarded trees were identified 
and the trees do not exhibit a distinct browsing line, indicating that the landscape has not 
been grazed intensively in their formative years. Dokes Field is not considered to meet the 
definition of Priority Habitat Wood-Pasture and Parkland (JNCC, 2011). 

Scattered scrub is present within the northern part of Dokes Field (TN2 and Photograph E). 
This habitat is not considered to meet the descriptions or criteria for any of the Priority 
Habitats set out in Maddock et al. (JNCC, 2011). 

Current management 

Dokes Field is currently subject to a July hay cut.  In past management licences, the addition 
of nutrients was not prohibited and there was effective passive agreement of nutrient 
enrichment.  The fenced area in the north-west of Dokes Field is maintained at a low sward 
height to allow use of the area by the local school. 

Freren Mead (field South of River Rother)  

The meadow to the south of the River Rother (TN24, Photograph J) is an area which is 
periodically inundated. Since coming into National Trust ownership in 2007 it has been 
subject to grazing by sheep and a hay cut.  A report by H. Marler on opportunities for the 
Castle, states that this area formed part of a 500 acre SSSI, but this classification was deleted 
in 1987 as it no longer contained the grazing marshland that it once had (Marler, 2013).  
Given the sub-optimal time of year of the BSG walkover survey, this has been recorded as 
semi-improved neutral grassland. NT records (Marler, pers comm) include common spotted 

orchid Dactylorhiza fuschii and grass vetchling Lathyrus nissolia from the north of the field.  
This field was formerly utilised as a hop garden by Guinness. This field, including the 
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inundated areas above, is considered to form Priority Habitat Floodplain Grazing Marsh 
(JNCC, 2011) although in recent years, the area has not been grazed but subject instead to an 
august hay cut. 

Within the south of this field, there is a mosaic of vegetation surrounding areas of standing 
water/ephemeral standing water (TN25, TN26, Photograph G).  Species present include 

abundant rushes (Juncus effusus, Juncus inflexus) as well as extensive areas of trifid bur-
marigold Bidens tripartite. This habitat shows characteristics of both marshy grassland and 
inundation vegetation. Despite the current absence of grazing management, the field south 
of the River Rother is considered to meet the definition of Priority Habitat Floodplain 

Grazing Marsh. This habitat is defined “periodically inundated pasture, or meadow with ditches 
which maintain the water levels, containing standing brackish or fresh water. The ditches are 
especially rich in plants and invertebrates. Almost all areas are grazed and some are cut for hay or 
silage. Sites may contain seasonal water-filled hollows and permanent ponds with emergent swamp 
communities, but not extensive areas of tall fen species like reeds; although they may abut with fen and 
reed swamp communities.” (JNCC, 2011).  

 Bramble scrub is present as a periphery ‘hedge’ type feature but is not considered to meet the 
descriptions or criteria for any of the Priority Habitats set out in Maddock et al. (JNCC, 2011). 

Current management 

In recent years, the area has not been grazed. An august hay cut is undertaken and the 
cuttings removed.  In 2009, spoil from the car park works north of the river was moved to the 
field for storage for later use on site if needed (William Past, George Bailey pers comm.).  This 
stored material lies adjacent to the eastern boundary ditch. Some large hay bales remain near 
to this feature from an earlier hay cut. 

River Rother 

The River Rother divides the castle from the field to the south (Photograph Q).  The river is 
relatively fast flowing and straight at this point. The southern bank has a small fringe of 
marginal vegetation alongside relatively low but steep banks. Some sections of the northern 
bank are more gently sloping.  There are areas of emergent vegetation in the channel itself. 
On both sides of the river are wider areas of grassland followed by substantial levees. 
Himalayan balsam Impatiens glandulifera was noted on the southern bank.   

Small areas of dense bramble and hawthorn scrub are present at the edge of the River Rother 
adjacent to the road bridge (Photograph D).  This habitat is not considered to meet the 
descriptions or criteria for any of the Priority Habitats set out in Maddock et al. (JNCC, 2011).  

Current management 

The areas immediately adjacent to the river are currently managed by the Environment 
Agency.  Management consists of a late summer cut with the arisings left in situ.  

In addition, there have been measures (undertaken by the National Trust and volunteers) to 
control Himalayan balsam. Recent management efforts on site have resulted in its removal 
from a ditch along the eastern boundary of the site, and of its virtual elimination from the 
northern bank of the River Rother.  It has also been recorded in the former ponds on the West 
side of the castle (see above). It is currently undergoing an eradication program (Marler, 
2013) which involves monitoring and pulling the plants as they are noted during the 
growing season. Flowering heads are cut and burned. 
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Hedgerows 

These include both species-rich and species-poor hedgerows as defined by the Hedgerow 
Survey Handbook, Defra (2007) Hedgerow Survey Handbook. A standard procedure for local 
surveys in the UK. Defra, London.. The western side of Dokes Field (adjacent to Bodiam Road) 
and the eastern boundary of the Castle Field area are species-rich and probably also qualify as 
‘Important’ Hedgerows under the Hedgerow Regulations 1997 as a result of containing over 
five native woody species in association with other features such as hedgerow trees and 
ditches. Elsewhere, hedgerows are largely species-poor (with less than five woody species per 
30 metre section).  Much of the eastern edge of the Dokes Field hedgerow (Photograph R) 
qualifies as species-rich but is probably  recently planted as it appears to be absent on the 
1940 aerial photograph.  Hedgerows on site are all Priority Habitats (JNCC, 2011) although 
the boundary features to Freren Mead are largely bramble and do not constitute a woody 
boundary feature. 

Current management 

Hedgerows are subject to some trimming but have not been received any more recent 
significant management such as hedge-laying. 

3.4. Species  

This section presents any evidence of protected and notable species on site as identified 
during the survey and recorded in National Trust records. It also evaluates the potential for 
the site to support species listed in the data searches from SxBRC and KMBRC.  Notable 
species include those listed as Species of Principal Importance (SPIs) in response to the 
requirements of Section 41 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act, 2006. 

The full results of the desk study are contained within Appendix 2.  

Historical records for land in NT ownership have all been included in the report text below. 
For adjacent land within the 1km search area, bird records dated pre-2000 have been 
identified as such within the table. In addition to this, where a species has been recorded 
multiple times, the most recent and closest record to the site has been included. 

The relevant legislation and policy for each species or species group is also briefly 
summarised below with detailed legislation and policy information presented in Appendix 
3. 

Plants and lichens 

Table 1 shows the notable plants returned from the data search. A full list of plant species 
found either within the site or the 1km search area can be found in Appendix 2.   

 

 

 

 

 

Table 1: Notable plants returned from the data search. 
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Common 

name 

Scientific name Status1 Date 

of last 

record 

Comment 

Coral root Cardamine 
bulbifera 

NS 

LC 

1991 A woodland plant occurring 
just over 1km from the north of 
the site. Mainly found near 
paths in ancient woodland, 
along wooded streams. Presence 
on site possible but unlikely. 

Frogbit Hydrocharis 
morsus-ranae 

VU 1994 An aquatic plant with floating 
rosettes that is decreasing 
nationally.  Recorded from 
River Rother less than 1km 
downstream of NT land. 

Heath Lobelia Lobelia urens VU, SPI 2010 A perennial of rough pastures 
and grassy heaths with 
currently only six sites in the 
British Isles. 8km away from 
site. 

White 
Mullein 

Verbascum lychnitis NS 1970 A perennial of dry, usually 
calcareous soil, in rough 
pastures, recently cleared 
woodland, on railway 
embankments, road verges and 
waste places. 

(Lichen) Ramalina pollinaria NS 1971 Location unspecified but not 
listed as present on external 
castle walls in 2006 survey. 

 

A bryophyte and lichen study of two sections of external wall (one E-facing and one S-facing) 
was undertaken on the castle in 2006 (Giavarini, 2006).  A total of 56 lichen taxa was 
recorded. The lichen flora of the sandstone surfaces includes a mix of species from five 
different kinds of habitat: acid rock, base-rich rock, nutrient-enriched rock, epiphytic 
habitats (trees and shrubs) and maritime rocks.  Normally epiphytic species constitute over 
30% of the total. The lichen flora includes one listed Nationally Scarce species Punctelia 
ulophylla. The report author concludes that this species is now believed to be widespread.  

 

1 NS: Nationally Scarce without an IUCN (International Union for Conservation of Nature) designation. Occurring 

in 16-100 hectads in Great Britain; VU: Vulnerable. Considered to be facing a high risk of extinction in the wild 
IUCN (2012). LC: Least Concern. Evaluated against the criteria and does not qualify for Critically Endangered, 
Endangered, Vulnerable or Near Threatened IUCN (2012). 

SPI: Species of Principal Importance under Section 41 of the 2006 NERC Act. 
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Therefore, none of the lichens present in this survey are of special conservation importance 
and all are classified as of Least Concern (LC).  However, the species combinations present 
give the site a special character that is almost unique as a result of its location on the cusp of 
inland and coastal environmental conditions and the range of growth substrates and 
positions present. Four of the species present are known to be at the eastern limit of their 
British distribution.   

Invertebrates 

Table 2 lists those notable invertebrate species found on-site. A full list of invertebrate 
species recorded on–site and in the 1km search area can be found in Appendix 2 together 
with the results of the 2005 dragonfly survey which did not include any species of high 
concern.  

 NT = IUCN (2012) - Lower risk - near threatened. 

 NS = Nationally Scarce without an IUCN (International Union for Conservation of 
Nature) designation. Occurring in 16-100 hectads in Great Britain.  

 SPI = Species of Principal Importance 

Table 2: notable invertebrate species found on-site. 

Common 

name 

Scientific 

name 

Status  Date 

of last 

record 

Comment 

Dusky Thorn  

(moth) 

Ennomos 
fuscantaria 

SPI 2009 This species is found in 
deciduous woods and their 
margins where the larval 
foodplant, ash Fraxinus excelsior 
occurs. 

Feathered 
Gothic (moth) 

Tholera 
decimalis 

SPI 2009 A species occupying rough 
grassland and downland.  The 
young larvae eat the grass blades, 
and when more mature, descend 
to ground level and eat the stems. 

Rosy Rustic Hydraecia 
micacea  

SPI 2009 Larvae live on a range of low 
plants, but especially dock 
(Rumex spp.), feeding beneath 
the ground on the roots. 

Shaded Broad-
bar (moth) 

Scotopteryx 
chenopodiata
  

SPI 2009 This species inhabits a range of 
open habitats. The larvae feed on 
vetch (Vicia) and clover 
(Trifolium). 

Small Heath 
(butterfly) 

Coenonympha 
pamphilus 

SPI  

NT 

 

1997 The primary larval foodplants of 
the small heath butterfly are 
grasses (Agrostis, Festuca and Poa 
species).  The adults prefer a 
shorter grass sward than closely 
related species. 
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(a beetle) Notaris scirpi
  

NS 1987 Notaris scirpi2 is a large weevil 
associated with lesser pond sedge 
(probably growing around the 
castle moat) and reedmace Typha 
latifolia.   

There are a small number of off-site notable invertebrates returned from the 1km data search, 
these are listed in Table 3. 

 

Table 3: off-site notable invertebrates 

Common 

name 

Scientific 

name 

Status Date 

of last 

record 

Comment 

Variable 
Damselfly 

Coenagrion 
pulchellum
  

NT 1978 Found in association with more 
vegetated ponds and ditches. 

Scarce Emerald 
Damselfly 

Lestes dryas
  

NT 1941 Found in association with more 
vegetated ponds and ditches. The 
scarce emerald was believed 
extinct but rediscovered in 1983. 
Its stronghold is the Thames 
estuary area.   

(a beetle) Riolus cupreus NS 1996 Riolus cupreus is a water beetle 
occurring in flowing water. 

 

Fish 

Brook lamprey Lampetra planeri and bullhead Cottus gobio (Habitats Directive Annex 2 species 
of least concern) are recorded from close to Bodiam Farm upstream of Bodiam castle.  Both 
are 1979 records but it is likely that both species will still be present. Historical records for 
fish species in the castle moat come from Wier (1920), who reported that in draining the 
moat in 1919, the following specimens were caught: ‘Pike, some weighing as much as 14 or 
15 lbs., and eels, of great age, four to five feet in length’. MS report by Wm Weir, 1920, held by 
Society for the Protection of Ancient Buildings (SPAB). 

 

Amphibians 

No records of amphibians were returned from the data searches although the two smaller 
ponds on site provide suitable conditions for common frog, common toad and newt species. 

 

2 Described at the following web page: 
http://www.essexfieldclub.org.uk/portal/p/Species+account/s/Notaris%20scirpi (accessed on 7 January 
2015). 

http://www.essexfieldclub.org.uk/portal/p/Species+account/s/Notaris%20scirpi
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Table 4 details the result so the Habitat Suitability Index (HSI) assessment for the potential of 
the ponds to support great crested newt.  

 

Table 4: Waterbodies and HSI assessment 

Reference Description Date 

assessed 

HSI score and 

potential to 

support great 

crested newts 

‘Little Moat’ to 
immediate east 
of castle moat 
(TN13 and 
Photograph ‘O’)  

A well-vegetated pond surrounded 
by scattered bramble scrub in close 
proximity to the castle moat. Drains 
to the east. 

6.11.14 0.89 (Excellent) 

‘Curzon’s Pond’, 
to south-east of 
castle (TN20 
and Photograph 
‘P’) 

A well vegetated pond  dominated 
by Salix scrub in the south-west 
corner. Mallard appear to use one 
area of pond regularly. 

7.11.14 0.83 (Excellent) 

 

Marler (National Trust, 2014a) reports marsh frog Pelophylax ridibundus, a non-native species, 
from the site (heard over the last 4 years) and also seen around the castle moat (adults 
observed in 2014). 

Reptiles 

Marler (2014a) reports grass snake Natrix natrix and slow-worm Anguis fragilis as present on 
the Castle Field site.   

Grass snake and slow worm are both listed as SPIs under section 41 of the 2006 NERC Act. In 
addition, reptiles are protected under the 1981 Wildlife and Countryside Act (as amended) 
from killing and injury.  

Birds 

Table 5 lists notable bird species drawn from both the desk study (1km search area) and 
recorded during the site visit in November 2014. A full list of bird species found in the 1km 
search area is included in the SxBRC Report in Appendix 2.  No additional species were 
returned from the KMBRC data search. 

Nests whilst in use, and eggs of all species of wild bird are protected under the Wildlife and 
Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) from damage and destruction. Eleven species recorded 
within 1km of the site are also listed on Schedule 1 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 
(1981) as amended. These species are afforded additional protection from disturbance whilst 
nesting. Some of the species recorded are infrequently occurring or one-off rarities (i.e. 

Berwick’s swan Cygnus columbianus subsp. bewickii and little bittern Ixobrychus minutus). In 
addition, several species will be over-wintering birds such as redwing Turdus iliacus and 
fieldfare Turdus pilaris that are foraging in the wider landscape. Of the Schedule 1 species 

recorded only barn owl Tyto alba has the potential to breed on site. Barn owl have historically 
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nested within the Castle but have not nested in recent years despite efforts to retain them on 
site as use of different parts of the castle has altered. They are still seen hunting regularly 
over the fields south of the River Rother (William Past pers comm.). No nesting habitat for 

kingfisher Alcedo atthis is present along the banks of the River Rother where it passes through 
the site.  

The likely use of the site by birds of conservation concern is best interpreted by habitats as 
described below. Information on the conservation status of each species is included in Table 
5. 

Hedgerows and scrub: this habitat will support many nesting and foraging birds such as 

dunnock Prunella modularis, yellowhammer Emberiza citrinella, whitethroat Sylvia communis 
and bullfinch Pyrrhula pyrrhula.  In the winter, redwing and fieldfare will make use of the 
food resource on hedgerows (e.g. hawthorn). 

Buildings and structures: species such as swallow Hirundo rustica, house martin Delichon 
urbicum, starling Sturnus vulgaris, house sparrow Passer domesticus and tree sparrow Passer 

montanus will make use of the variety of structures on site.  Barn owl have historically nested 
within the Castle (see above). Great tit Parus major, wagtail Motacilla sp. and mallard Anas 
platyrhynchos also nest around the walls of the castle (Marler, 2014a).  Swifts Apus apus are 
present in the summer months though they are now known to nest within buildings on site 
(William Past pers comm.). 

Mature trees and woodland: a number of species will make use of holes and crevices in trees 

(usually mature and veteran trees).  Such species include tawny owl Strix aluco, woodpecker 
species and spotted flycatcher Muscicapa striata . Kestrel Falco tinnunculus have previously 
nested in a mature tree on the eastern boundary of the site. However since this tree fell, they 
now nest in a copse off site to the east (William Past pers comm.). Little owl Athene noctua and 
tawny owl have also been observed on site.   

Grassland (south of River Rother): some ground nesting species (lapwing Vanellus vanellus, 
skylark Alauda arvensis, meadow pipit Anthus pratensis) have the potential to nest in these 
areas but further details are not known.  The scrub boundary features may encourage species 
such as fox which would predate ground nesting birds.  The presence of the public footpath 
may also discourage ground nesting birds although the bank adjacent to the footpath 
provides some screening. Over-wintering birds may be significant depending upon water 

levels and include species such as teal Anas crecca, wigeon Anas penelope and snipe Gallinago 
gallinago. 

Grassland across the site will be used for foraging by starling. 

River Rother: species more exclusively dependent on the river include kingfisher, but also 

little egret Egretta garzetta, both of which have been observed along this stretch of the River 
Rother (William Past, pers comm. and Marler 2013). Nesting habitat for these species is not 
present along the banks owned by the Trust.  

No specific records of birds on National Trust property were available in the preparation of 
this report other than those gathered during the walkover survey. 
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Table 5: Notable bird species recorded on or within 1km of the site 

Common Name 

(and date if pre-2000 

record) 

Scientific Name Sch.11 SPI2 BoCC3 

Barn Owl Tyto alba    A 

Barn swallow Hirundo rustica     A 

Bewick's Swan, 
18/02/1976 

Cygnus columbianus subsp. bewickii    A 

Black-headed Gull Chroicocephalus ridibundus     A 

Black-necked Grebe Podiceps nigricollis     A 

Bullfinch* Pyrrhula pyrrhula    A 

Common Tern Sterna hirundo     A 

Cuckoo Cuculus canorus    R 

Dunnock* Prunella modularis    A 

Fieldfare* Turdus pilaris    R 

Gadwall, Anas strepera     A 

Great Snipe, 27/09/1975 Gallinago media     A 

Green Sandpiper Tringa ochropus     A 

Green Woodpecker Picus viridis     A 

Grey Partridge, 
06/05/1990 

Perdix perdix    A 

Grey Wagtail Motacilla cinerea     A 

Hen Harrier, 19/02/1979 Circus cyaneus   A 

Herring Gull Larus argentatus    R 

Hobby Falco subbuteo    A 

House Martin Delichon urbicum     A 

House Sparrow Passer domesticus    R 

Kestrel* Falco tinnunculus     A 

Kingfisher Alcedo atthis    A 

Lapwing Vanellus vanellus    R 

Lesser Spotted Dendrocopos minor    R 
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Common Name 

(and date if pre-2000 

record) 

Scientific Name Sch.11 SPI2 BoCC3 

Woodpecker 

Linnet Linaria cannabina    R 

Little Bittern, 1946 Ixobrychus minutus      

Little Egret Egretta garzetta     A 

Little Gull Hydrocoloeus minutus    A 

Little Tern, 09/09/1992 Sternula albifrons    A 

Mallard* Anas platyrhynchos     A 

Meadow Pipit* Anthus pratensis     A 

Mistle Thrush* Turdus viscivorus     A 

Oystercatcher Haematopus ostralegus     A 

Pintail Anas acuta     A 

Quail, 19/07/1998 Coturnix coturnix    A 

Redshank Tringa totanus     A 

Redwing* Turdus iliacus    R 

Reed Bunting Emberiza schoeniclus    A 

Shoveler Anas clypeata     A 

Skylark* Alauda arvensis    R 

Snipe* Gallinago gallinago     A 

Song thrush* Turdus philomelos    R 

Spotted Flycatcher Muscicapa striata    R 

Starling* Sturnus vulgaris    R 

Stock Dove Columba oenas     A 

Swift Apus apus     A 

Teal Anas crecca     A 

Tree Sparrow Passer montanus    R 

Turtle Dove Streptopelia turtur    R 
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Common Name 

(and date if pre-2000 

record) 

Scientific Name Sch.11 SPI2 BoCC3 

White Stork Ciconia ciconia     A 

Whitethroat Sylvia communis     A 

Wigeon, Anas penelope     A 

Willow Tit, 19/01/1982 Poecile montana    R 

Willow warbler Phylloscopus trochilus     A 

Yellow Wagtail Motacilla flava    R 

Yellowhammer Emberiza citrinella    R 

1 Sch.1 : Schedule 1 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 

2 SPI:  Species of Principal Importance listed in Section 41 of the NERC Act 2006 

3 BoCC: Birds of Conservation Concern, R = ‘red’ status, A = ‘amber’ status. As compiled by 
leading governmental and non-governmental conservation organisations. 

*Birds observed on/over site on Ecology Walkover 6 and 7 November 2014 

 

Bats 

Detailed bat inspections were not carried out during the walkover survey as this was outside 
the scope of the walkover although all publically accessible locations in Bodiam Castle were 
visited (see section 1.2 Aims of study). 

Table 6 summarises bat records on site and in the 1km search area based on the SxBRC data 
search with additional comments based upon assessment of on-site habitat by BSG Ecology 
and information from Karen Hammond, Visitor Experience Officer (June counts carried out 
for the National Bat Monitoring Programme since 2011). No bats were reported from KMBRC 
within 1km of the site, although records of flying Daubenton’s bats (from 2000), and a brown 
long-eared hibernation roost (from 1999) were reported at 1.9km and 1.8km respectively. 

  

Table 6: Bat records on site and in the 1km search area 

Common name Scientific 

name 

Date of record  Use of site/comments 

Daubenton's Bat Myotis 
daubentonii 

1983 – 2014 

Mainly roost exit 
counts by S.Hurry, R 
Jones, G and S 
Knowles, V. Downer, 
T.Hutson. 

Maternity roost (north 
gate towers). 

Hibernation roosts within 
castle (2 individuals “In 
crevices in quiet parts of 
castle” 1985 record). 
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Probable tree roosts on 
site. 

Foraging on site. Moat 
and ponds. 

2011 – 2014 maximum = 
369 individuals on 25 
June 2014 

Natterer's Bat Myotis 
nattereri 

1983 – 2014 

Mainly roost exit 
counts by S.Hurry, R 
Jones, G and S 
Knowles, V. Downer, 
T.Hutson. 

Maternity roost (north 
gate towers),  

Probable hibernation 
roosts within castle. 

Probable tree roosts on 
site. 

Foraging on site. 

 

2011 – 2014 maximum = 
101 individuals on 24 July 
2011 (numbers fluctuate 
significantly month to 
month and year to year) 

Common Pipistrelle 
(45 kHz) 

Pipistrellus 
pipistrellus 

14/06/2013 

19/08/2009 

S. Hurry and R.Jones 

x10 flying (Bodiam Castle) 

Possible use of trees for 
roosting (on-site). 

Soprano pipistrelle Pipistrellus 
pygmaeus 

14/06/2013 

26/06/2011 

S. Hurry and R.Jones, 
V.Sutton 

Maternity roost 

x10 flying (Bodiam 
Castle). Roost of 100 
females recorded 1.2 km 
south-west of NT land. 

Brown Long-eared 
Bat 

 

Plecotus auritus 2012 

1997 

1987 

Recorder unknown. 

Likely to be using site for 
foraging and possibly 
present in NT buildings in 
Bodiam village. Roosts 
recorded at Ewhurst. 

Noctule  Nyctalus 
noctula 

14/06/2013  

29/08/2009 

S. Hurry and R.Jones 

“Flying”. 

Possible use of trees for 
roosting (on site). 

Serotine Eptesicus 
serotinus 

19/08/2009 Detected 
by call. Roger Jones. 

“Flying”.  

 

All species of bat and their roosts are protected by UK and European law, under the Wildlife 
and Countryside Act 1981 (WCA) in the UK and the Habitats Directive in the EU. Noctule, 
soprano pipistrelle and brown long-eared bats are also SPI species. Bats are reasonably likely 
to be present on other National Trust buildings in the Bodiam portfolio. Inspections were not 
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carried out on these buildings as they are not a priority for the Conservation Management 
Plan. 

A partially buried concrete structure (Photograph S), open on its southern aspect is located 
within the southern half of the Dokes Field eastern hedgerow.  This may have some potential 
for hibernating bats as a result of cracks and fissures present within. The footprint of the 
structure is approximately 3m x 3 m. 

A Second World War pill box of brick and concrete construction is situated to the south of 
the castle (Photographs V and W).  This building is open to the public and does not offer 
sufficient shelter for roosting bats. There are some small voids above each gun port that with 
cobwebs present. The constant presence of visitors to the pill box is likely to mean that 
conditions for a hibernation roost are unsuitable due to temperature fluctuations and 
disturbance. 

Most trees within the site offered no opportunities for roosting bats. Of those inspected, 65 
were assessed as having negligible potential to support roosting bats, 9 as low potential, and 
19 as having medium or high potential. No bat roosts in trees are known (Karen Hammond 
and William Past pers comms.). These trees are mapped on Figure 2. 

Badger Meles meles 

Signs of badger were recorded during the walkover survey (see Target Notes 8 and 15). In 
addition, a sett showing signs of current use was noted in the south-east boundary of Dokes 
Field (TN8).  Foraging activity was recorded close to the sett. 

Badgers and their setts are protected under the Protection of Badgers Act 1992 making the 
intentional or reckless destruction, damage or obstruction of a badger sett an offence (see 
Appendix 3). 

Dormouse Muscardinus avellanarius 

No records of this species were returned from the desk study although their range is known 
to include East Sussex.  In addition, there are hedgerows surrounding Dokes Field which will 
offer suitable habitat. However, there is restricted connectivity to larger areas of high quality 
of habitat.  

Individual dormice and their breeding sites or resting places are fully protected under both 
the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 and the Wildlife and Countryside 
Act 1981 (as amended). This makes it an offence for anyone to deliberately disturb, capture, 
injure or kill them. It is also an offence to damage or destroy their breeding or resting places, 
to disturb or obstruct access to any place used by them for shelter.  

Hedgehog Erinaceus europaeus 

No records of this species were returned from the desk study although their range is known 
to include East Sussex. Hedgehogs Erinaceus europaeus are found in virtually all lowland 
habitats but have a preference for grassland in close proximity to woodland, scrub or 
hedgerows (Harris and Yalden, 2008). This species predates upon slugs, snails, insects and 
amphibians. The grassland, hedgerows and woodland found on site are likely to provide 
some foraging and sheltering habitat for this species. 

The hedgehog is classified as an SPI. 
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Water vole Arvicola amphibius 

Ditches on the eastern boundary of the property (Photographs T and U) have suitable habitat 
for water vole however American mink Neovison vison are known to be abundant in the 
area and predate on rabbits (William Past pers comms.). American mink predate on water 
voles and their presence is thought to be the reason for the local extinction of many water 
vole populations across England (Harris and Yalden, 2008). No records of water vole from the 
SxBRC. The River Rother itself may be too fast flowing and spate-prone to provide good 
habitat. Given the known presence of American mink it is highly unlikely that water vole 
are present. 

Otter Lutra lutra 

There is limited terrestrial habitat available for otter holts and resting places within the 
Bodiam area although the River Rother itself will provide hunting habitat and the species is 
likely to be present on an occasional basis. 
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4.0 Evaluation: ecological assets 

The ecological assets identified as being potentially present on the site and their 
geographical value are summarised in Tables 7 and 8. Consideration of the potential 
importance of the site as wildlife corridors, as a stepping stone and as part of a wider 
landscape scale ecological network is also discussed below. 
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Table 7: Evaluation of Ecological Assets (Habitats) 

Area Habitat Applicable 
Legislation 

Value Rationale 

Castle Castle stonework - 
Lichens 

NA County Supports unique lichen assemblage  

Castle Field and 
Dokes Field 

Parkland  NERC Act 2006, 
Section 40 

District/parish Potential Habitat of Principal Importance. Ancient and veteran 
trees supporting invertebrates and fungi (some of which may 
themselves be SPIs) as well as having potential for roosting bats. 

Hedgerows NERC Act 2006, 
Section 40 

Hedgerow 
Regulations 1997 

 

Site/parish Hedgerows are very important at a site level in terms of the 
habitat they provide for nesting and foraging birds. Bats use 
hedgerows for foraging and as important flightlines in their 
movement through the landscape. Hedgerows on site may also 
support dormouse (see below). 

Castle Field Broad-leaved semi-
natural woodland 

NA Parish Woodland is either recent plantation or has grown out of wider 
sections of species poor hedgerow. 

 

Ponds and marshy 
grassland  

 

NA Parish The ponds add to the biodiversity of the site in terms of 
invertebrates and plants. They support species of more limited 
distribution (see Species table).  

The Moat  Eutrophic standing 
water 

NA Parish  

 

This habitat supports limited aquatic species but is significant for 
foraging bats. Carp of probable interest to public. 
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Area Habitat Applicable 
Legislation 

Value Rationale 

Freren Mead 
(field south of 
River Rother) 

Lowland Floodplain 
Grazing Marsh 
(Marshy 
grassland/Inundation 
vegetation/semi-
improved neutral 
grassland) 

NERC Act 2006, 
Section 40. 

Parish/District Habitat of Principal Importance. Likely importance for over-
wintering birds and possibly breeding birds. 

River Rother Running water Water Framework 
Directive 

Site/Parish The River Rother adds significant diversity to the site/parish 
although ecological records of aquatic species are lacking.  

 

Table 8: Evaluation of Ecological Assets (Species) 

Area Species Applicable 
Legislation 

Importance Comment 

Whole site Plants  NA Site The diversity of plant species is due to the variety of habitats and 
will increase under continued and enhanced management.  There 
are no species of conservation significance currently known on 
site. Although the presence of frogbit Hydrocharis morsus-ranae 
in the adjacent River Rother is a possibility. 

Castle Castle stonework - 
Lichens 

NA County The species combinations present give the site a special character 
that is almost unique.  As a whole the lichen flora should 
therefore be regarded as a valuable ecological resource and an 
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integral part of the site’s cultural heritage.  

Castle Field 
ponds and 
marshy 
grassland. 
Mature and 
veteran trees.  
Grassland. 

Invertebrates NERC Act 2006 
Section 41 (Species 
of Principal 
Importance) 

District/parish The presence of veteran trees and aquatic habitats supports a high 
diversity of species although records of some species groups are 
old. Some species may have limited distribution within the 
district e.g. the IUCN (Near Threatened) Notaris scirpi (weevil).  
The ponds are of potential value for the Variable and Scarce 
Emerald damselflies (both IUCN, NT) recorded in the wider area 
(old records).  SPI moths and the small heath butterfly (SPI) are 
largely reliant on grassland.  

River Rother  Fish Habitats Directive 
Annex 2 

Parish Brook lamprey and bullhead are likely to be present in the River 
Rother and the adjacent larger ditches where there is permanent 
running water. 

Ponds and less 
intensively 
managed areas of 
grassland. 

Herpetofauna 
(reptiles and 
amphibians) 

1981 Wildlife & 
Countryside Act 

Parish 
(minimum) 

3 species recorded on site (marsh frog, grass snake and slow-
worm).  Great crested newt have not been recorded on site but the 
ponds provide potential habitat for this species (HSI scores of 
over 0.8)..  

Hedgerows, 
scattered trees, 
Freren Mead 
grassland 

Birds 1981 Wildlife & 
Countryside Act 

Parish/district Detailed records for the site itself are lacking but a number of 
notable species are present in the wider area.  In addition to 
nesting birds in trees, hedges and scrub, Freren Mead has value 
for over-wintering birds and possibly ground-nesting birds also,  

Castle Bat maternity roosts 1981 Wildlife & 
Countryside Act 

Habitats Directive 

County  The Daubenton’s bat maternity roost is 2-3 times the average size 
for this species.  The Natterer’s bat maternity roost is also 
significant within the county. Maternity roosts in the castle have 
added scientific  importance as a result of the historical 
continuity of observations. Records for first young bats nationally 
add to status. 
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Castle Bat hibernation 
roosts and other 
roosts 

1981 Wildlife & 
Countryside Act 

Habitats Directive 

District 
(Provisional) 

More data is needed on the use of the castle by hibernating bats 
and other roost types to confirm its value. 

Dokes Field 
(eastern 
boundary) 

Badger Badger Act 1992 Site/Parish An active sett in the eastern boundary of Dokes Field. Signs of 
presence across whole site. 

Hedgerows Dormouse Habitats Directive District 
(Provisional) 

Hedgerows on site are likely to support dormouse 

Areas north of 
River Rother 

Hedgehog NERC Act 2006 
Section 41 (Species 
of Principal 
Importance) 

Site Will use grassland in close proximity to woodland, scrub or 
hedgerows. Presence of badgers on site may have decreased 
hedgehog numbers. 

River Rother and 
adjacent ditches, 
ponds 

Water Vole 1981 Wildlife & 
Countryside Act 

NERC Act 2006 
Section 41 (Species 
of Principal 
Importance) 

 

- Now considered absent due to the presence of mink on site 
(predation). 

River Rother and 
adjacent ditches, 
ponds 

Otter Habitats Directive District 
(Provisional) 

Presence on site probably limited to occasional foraging. 
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5.0 Constraints and Opportunities 

In this section, the issues, vulnerabilities, constraints and opportunities that have emerged 
from our analyses will be set out, and used to inform proposed policies for the protection and 
enhancement of nature conservation interest on site in the CMP itself. 

The property has significant opportunities for ecological enhancement.  In general this 
creates subsequent benefits for visitor enjoyment of the area although in some cases the 
impact on visitors is neutral.  Ecological constraints and opportunities are considered by 
area.  

An action list is presented in section 5.7, in order to select the priorities for further survey, 
and conservation and enhancement work. 

5.1. Dokes Field  

5.1.1. Constraints  

Badger 

The presence of a badger sett in the eastern boundary hedgerow of this field is a minor 
constraint from the point of view of sett disturbance. Plans to undertake groundworks in this 
area may require a licence application.   

Bats 

An inspection survey by a licenced bat ecologist would be needed prior to any works to alter 
or remove the ‘Spring House’ or undertake arboricultural works on mature and veteran trees 
in Dokes Field. Inspection surveys will sometimes necessitate emergence and re-entry 
surveys if there is a likelihood of bats being present. 

Great crested newt 

The only ponds within 500 m of the field are those within National Trust ownership to the 
east and south of the castle.  However, if it were established that great crested newt were 
present in these ponds, management of the field would need to take account of the fact that 
juvenile and adult newts could be present in grassland and hedgerows during their terrestrial 
phase (July to March).  Consideration would then need to be given to the methods and 
timing of regular management (e.g. hay cuts) or infrequent works (such as hedgerow 
management).   

Dormouse 

Management of hedgerows will potentially impact upon dormouse if present. A method 
statement would be an appropriate way to undertake the low impact work suggested below 
(selective laying and felling) rather than carry out a full presence/absence survey. A method 
statement would ensure that any works are carried out in a manner and at a time of year 
which minimises impacts.  

5.1.2. Opportunities 

Increase botanical diversity and structure 
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It is understood that this area is currently managed with a late July cut (W. Past pers comm.) 
but alternatively with 2 cuts per year (Marler, 2013). By steadily reducing the nutrient inputs 
to this field, the botanical diversity can be increased, with subsequent benefits for 
invertebrates and foraging species such as birds and mammals.  This can be achieved by: 

 taking a late hay cut (end of July or even early August) on the majority of the field and 
ensuring all cuttings are removed.  Avoiding an earlier cut will allow spring flowering 
plants to flower and set seed although it is recognised that amenity use of the field may 
necessitate an additional earlier cut in some areas. 

 introduction of yellow rattle seed Rhinanthus minor to inhibit vigorous grass growth.  

 autumn sowing of wildflower seed of local provenance. 

The structure of the grassland could be diversified by maintaining a 5 metre strip of uncut 
grassland around the field margin to increase hunting opportunities for species such as barn-
owl. This will increase edge habitat with existing scrub and hedgerows.  Maintenance to 
prevent scrub encroachment could be carried out periodically.   

Hedgerow management 

Sections of the eastern hedgerow of Dokes Field may benefit from laying of species such as 
hawthorn and blackthorn to rejuvenate this habitat.  In addition, selective felling of 
introduced Alder species and removal of sycamore would increase light levels to ensure the 
maintenance of hedgerow habitat. Such work to be undertaken outside of the nesting birds 
season and with regard to the known badger sett.   

Continuity of veteran trees 

The planting of very small numbers (up to four) of English oaks of local provenance will help 
to ensure the continuity of mature and veteran trees. 

5.2. Castle building 

5.2.1. Constraints  

Bat species 

Direct impacts to the area where maternity roosts are located should be avoided and access 
points used by bats (though open doors and windows) to this area should be maintained.  

Bats are also likely to roost in other parts of the Castle during their active season (April – 
October).   

It is also highly likely that many other areas of the castle are used by hibernating bats.  Many 
bat species hibernate in low numbers in crevices and cracks in stonework.  Work to maintain 
the castle structure would need to proceed in-line with recognised methodologies to avoid 
impacts on hibernating bats and damage or destruction of roosts.  

If potential impacts cannot be avoided, further survey and licencing would be required.  For 
planned restoration work, Natural England would need to be satisfied that any possible bat 
roosts have been identified, that the work is done at an appropriate time of year and that if 
roosting bats have been found, that provision has been made for continuity of roosting 
opportunities.  
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An ecologist should be consulted to advise on the potential presence of roosting bats in 
advance of any works which could remove features which could be used by bats or block 
potential access points such as: 

 Re-pointing or restoration of stonework or wall finishings 

 Replacement/change in closure patterns of windows/doors 

 Blocking of chimneys 

 Replacement of brick work 

Bryophytes and lichens 

The presence of a wide range of bryophytes and lichens has implications for maintenance 
works.  The 2006 lichen survey recommends that the use of herbicides to remove other 
plants be limited to lower walls of the castle and only carried out on still days in an 
extremely localised manner to avoid drift of spray.  The report also recommends that the use 
of wooden top frames to protect the battlement top-stones be limited. 

5.2.2. Opportunities  

Bat species 

The castle is clearly of high value for bat maternity roosts (Natterer’s bat Myotis nattereri, 
Daubenton’s bat Myotis daubentonii and soprano pipistrelle Pipistrellus pygmaeus).  The 
National Trust is already making excellent use of the presence of bats in terms of enriching 
the visitor experience with talks and a live camera feed.  There is scope to further enhance 
the interpretation boards within the tower maternity roost areas. 

Bryophytes and lichens 

Increasing awareness of the diversity of these species groups could be an opportunity.  A 
leaflet detailing the lichens found on the site and helping identification, is an option. In 
addition, commissioning of high quality close-up photographs for retail use as post cards and 
greetings cards would be an effective way of raising the profile of this aspect of on-site 
ecology.   

5.3. Castle Field 

5.3.1. Constraints  

Mature and veteran trees 

Mature oaks in the Castle Field area are of high ecological value and need to be factored in to 
any plans to open up views of the castle.  Some trees have been identified as having high and 
medium potential to support roosting bats. In some cases, adjacent vegetation may 
contribute to the value of these trees and would need to be considered on an individual basis. 
An inspection survey by a licenced bat ecologist would be needed prior to undertaking 
arboricultural works on mature and veteran trees in the area. Inspection surveys will 
sometimes necessitate emergence and re-entry surveys if there is a likelihood of bats being 
present. 

Castle moat 
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Managing carp removal may need to be done sensitively with regard to public perception.  A 
possible consequence of non-intervention would be the occurrence of algal blooms as a 
result of high fish stocks, a hot summer and feeding of large numbers of water fowl.   The 
occurrence of blue-green algal blooms requires the public to be legally notified for public 
health reasons and may necessitate proactive management.   Given the dense populations of 
fish, the moat is not considered capable of supporting breeding great crested newts and as 
such, this is not a management constraint. 

Great crested newt 

The only ponds within 500 m are those within National Trust ownership to the east and 
south of the castle.  However, if it were established that great crested newt were present in 
these ponds, management of the ponds and the surrounding terrestrial habitat would need to 
take account of the fact that juvenile and adult newts could be present in grassland and 
hedgerows during their terrestrial phase (July to March).  Consideration would then need to 
be given to the methods and timing of regular management (e.g. hay cuts) or infrequent 
works (such as hedgerow management).  

Priority Habitat: Ponds 

The Little Moat and Curzon’s Pond may qualify as Priority Habitat (Ponds) which would have 
implications for their management. A number of criteria are used to establish the status of 
ponds such as the presence of protected species or exceptional assemblages of key biotic 
groups. Further survey would be necessary to establish the status of ponds on site. Ponds are 
widespread throughout the UK, but high-quality examples are now highly localised, 
especially in the lowlands. 

5.3.2. Opportunities 

Increase botanical diversity and structure 

Diversification of the grassland can be achieved by continuing the policy of varying mowing 
regimes and retaining areas where grassland herbs can flower and set seed before a later hay 
cut (cuttings to be removed). Although this would need to be undertaken with regard to the 
issues raised by Featherstone (2013), maintaining a shorter more managed sward can still be 
an opportunity for ecological enhancement. In areas where a short sward is important for 
amenity use (school groups, picnic space etc), seed mixes can be introduced that are tolerant 
of more regular cutting such as: 
https://www.wildflowerlawnsandmeadows.com/shop/flowering-lawn-wild-flower-seed-mix/.  

Similarly, areas referred to as ‘Adventure’ areas by Featherstone, will still provide a 
conservation benefit by allowing plants to flower and set seed prior to a late July cut. Selected 
areas can be harrowed or raked to create gaps in the sward and then oversown with a 
meadow mixture of grasses and wildflowers. 

The combination of habitats will benefit invertebrates such as the small heath butterfly (a 
Species of Principal Importance under Section 41 of the 2006 NERC Act) and in damper areas, 
will create more opportunities for grass snake.   

Grazing of this area could be beneficial but this would need to be explored carefully to make 
sure likely ecological gain balanced the cost of management and use restrictions this could 
introduce. 

https://www.wildflowerlawnsandmeadows.com/shop/flowering-lawn-wild-flower-seed-mix/
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Enhance the ‘Little Moat’ existing ponds 

This pond can be enhanced by removing a proportion of Glyceria and other emergent plants 
as well as some coppicing of Salix scrub.  By maintaining a variety of habitat from open water 
through to denser areas of emergent vegetation and scrub, environmental conditions will be 
maximised for a range of invertebrate species and have greater potential for a range of 
amphibians. This work to take place in the autumn. Any works to the ponds will need to 
consider the potential presence of great crested newts (see above).  The creation of 
hibernacula for reptiles and amphibians would have additional benefits for small mammals. 
Hibernacula could be constructed of stone, logs and turf.  

Re-instating this pond to its historic extent would create additional aquatic habitat. If such 
work were undertaken, its value to wildlife would be maximised by profiling the pond to 
have shallow bank gradients and a range of depth within the open water.  Re-instatement 
works would be best undertaken in autumn but would need to be preceded by further survey 
to establish the presence/absence of great crested newt.  The results of further survey should 
be used to inform the methodology for reinstatement works. 

Restore quality of aquatic environment  

The castle moat is a large area on site that is currently ecologically sub-optimal due to the 
grazing of carp on aquatic vegetation and the nutrient enrichment that is the result of the 
feeding of ducks. This results in low oxygen content and high amounts of algae. By removing 
some or all of the carp, the moat will support more aquatic higher plants.  Consequently, 
algae will be reduced and there will be an increase in freshwater invertebrates and water 
quality.  

Although there are historical records of greater diversity of fish species in the castle moat, 
this is not seen as a priority objective given that high fish populations fish tend to detract 
from the ability of water features to support an abundance and diversity of other species 
groups. Notable species of fish from the data search are those associated with running water 
(brook lamprey and bullhead). 

Re-establish water feature within ‘Cascade’ valley 

The area at the eastern end of the ‘Cascade’ valley  is steadily changing as a result of 
ecological succession, as evidenced by the presence of sycamore saplings. Notwithstanding 
the further investigation into the hydrology and archaeology of the ‘Cascade’ valley, a water 
feature could be re-established by the cutting and removal of tall vegetation (particularly tree 
saplings) followed by careful removal of some sediment.  The semi-improved grassland 
immediately adjacent could be cut on rotation in late summer to encourage plant diversity 
and retain habitat for small mammals, reptiles and amphibians. Nearby brambles can also be 
managed to prevent succession to continuous scrub cover. 

If great crested newt are present in the Castle Field water bodies, it is recommended that the 
creation of new waterbodies in this area is only undertaken in conjunction with licence 
applications for other works (such as the draining of Curzon’s Pond).  

Western ditch (restore marshy grassland/neutral grassland) 

To the west of the dry pond, the wide ditch feature leading towards the western access track 
is currently used for the storage of cut material and site waste suitable for burning.  The 
repeat disturbance and addition of nutrients creates ecological conditions in favour of 
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ruderal vegetation such as nettles.  Whilst acknowledging the need for somewhere on site to 
be used for brash and other material, this feature can be restored to higher quality damp 
neutral grassland by the reduction of nutrients (from fires and brash piles) as well as annual 
cut with cuttings removed.   

Expand area of wet neutral grassland  - draining of Curzon’s Pond 

If Curzon’s Pond were to be drained in accordance with wider landscape policies contained in 
the CMP, there would be an opportunity to create additional areas of damp neutral grassland.  
The removal of scrub and immature trees would be necessary to help the establishment of 
such habitat.  This would be likely to create more botanical diversity in the wider Castle Field 
area but would need to be subject to further survey to establish a) the presence/absence of 
great crested newt and b) the possible status of the pond as Priority Habitat (see Constraints 
above).  

Re-establishment of the Mill Pond 

The re-establishment of the Mill Pond as a water feature within the landscape will create 
additional foraging habitat for bats and some aquatic invertebrates.  It is possible however 
that emergent and marginal vegetation will be suppressed by the presence of wildfowl which 
are often attracted to larger waterbodies.   Continuity of veteran trees 

The planting of very small numbers of English oak of local provenance will help to ensure 
the continuity of veteran trees. 

5.4. River Rother and immediate adjacent grassland  

(subject to compatibility with management of Freren Mead) 

5.4.1. Constraints 

Himalayan balsam 

The presence of Himalayan balsam along the river corridor may require continual 
management.  This has been pulled by volunteers but it would also be sensible to maintain a 
relatively short sward along the Rother to help prevent its establishment. 

5.4.2. Opportunities 

Channel widening 

The channel is currently very uniform in profile but with selective re-profiling, shallower 
areas with gentle banks could be created, resulting in more significant areas of emergent 
plants with subsequent benefits for both invertebrates and other fauna. Consultation with 
the Environment Agency would be necessary in order to undertake such works. The use of 
coir plant matting would assist in achieving suitable emergent vegetation and aesthetic 
appearance in a short time-span. 

Artificial nesting opportunities 

The creation of artificial nesting opportunities for sand martin and kingfisher could be 
relatively easily achieved by the construction of a suitable steep bank above the typical 
extent of flooding. Although sand-martins will nest in artificial structures such as concrete 
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cylinder towers, it is assumed that these would be unsuitable given the considerations of 
historic views of the property. Works to banks in the vicinity of the River Rother would need 
to be undertaken in consultation with the Environment Agency. 

Botanical diversity 

The introduction of greater botanical diversity to the river corridor grassland could be 
achieved by using a combination of seed and plug plants. Although cost is high for plug 
plants, the likelihood of flooding in this area means that a combination of approaches may 
result in more success in the long-term.  Plants typical of damp grassland would include: 
meadowsweet Filipendula ulmaria, meadow vetchling Lathryus pratensis, cuckoo flower 
Cardamine pratensis, ragged robin Silene flos-cuculi, self-heal Prunella vulgaris.  

5.5. Freren Mead   

5.5.1. Constraints  

Botanical information 

The field will require a phase 2 botanical survey to establish areas of high diversity prior to 
management measures suggested below. 

It may be advisable to maintain a shorter sward in the northern half of Freren Mead in order 
to decrease the likelihood of the establishment of Himalayan balsam.    

Badger 

Signs of badger were recorded along the footpath running north-south along the eastern edge 
of Freren Mead. However no setts were recorded and are considered unlikely given the low-
lying and flood-prone nature of the topography. 

Ground nesting birds/over-wintering birds 

Ground nesting birds and over-wintering birds using Freren Mead are likely to be more 
sensitive to disturbance by people and dogs. Currently, the public footpath is separated from 
the main site by a line of stored spoil which has been colonised by vegetation. 

5.5.2. Opportunity 

Restore floodplain ecology 

By breaching or removing the levee separating Freren Mead from the River Rother (and 
possibly re-orientating a levee along the western boundary with the road), the field could be 
altered to create floodplain conditions with benefits to over-wintering and also nesting birds.  
However after further consideration, this is not considered desirable at present for the 
following reasons: 

 wet conditions already prevail that will benefit bird species 

 botanical diversity is starting to return to this field after previous arable use for hops 

 public footpaths will be negatively impacted 
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 such measures would be of greater benefit if in conjunction with a wider floodplain 
management scheme along the river in order to reduce the spate-prone nature or the 
River Rother and allow more natural features to be introduced to the valley in general.  

Enhancement of existing grassland 

The existing habitat could be enhanced by: 

 modifying the grazing regime such that stock are not introduced until after a late hay 
cut to allow flowering plants to set seed and increase the likelihood of ground nesting 
birds (e.g. lapwing). Any hay cut to be removed from Freren Mead (there are currently 
older bales still on the eastern boundary of Freren Mead which will encourage ruderal 
vegetation). 

 fencing a proportion of Freren Mead (e.g. south-eastern corner) to restrict cutting and 
grazing and encourage permanent sedges, tall grasses and rushes. This will increase 
foraging habitat for barn owl on Freren Mead as well as nesting habitat for species such 
as reed-bunting and sedge warbler. 

 creating scrapes in the central/northern area of Freren Mead to enhance habitat for 
over-wintering birds such as teal, wigeon and snipe. 

 managing scrub growth along the eastern and western perimeters of Freren Mead to 
reduce attractiveness of habitat to species such as fox and stoat which would predate 
over-wintering and breeding birds. 

Given that barn owl have previously nested in Bodiam Castle, the erection of a nest box in 
combination with good hunting habitat may well be successful. This could be positioned 
away from disturbance by walkers at the eastern end of the copse immediately north of the 
railway line, facing the grassland. 

Summer and winter bird surveys of this area would help inform the above management 
decisions as well as the details of any changes to public access from Freren Mead to Castle 
Field. 

5.6. Site-wide opportunities for public engagement 

5.6.1. Constraints 

Sensitive and protected habitats and species need to be considered carefully prior to 
implementation of public engagement measures. 

Species have been detailed in previous sections, but include: roosting bats species 
(principally Natterer’s, Daubenton’s and soprano pipistrelle) and badger.  Sensitive species 
that may be on site and need consideration: great crested newt, nesting birds. 

5.6.2. Opportunities 

The following table lists a range of public engagement and education measures for the site: 
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Table 6: Opportunities for public engagement  

Opportunity Comment 

New interpretation boards Information on bats could be expanded and 
enhanced to include diagrams and 
photographs as well as text. 

Wildlife sighting board A board at the cafe area to list birds seen on 
site as well as other notable species. 

Bird hide and feeders A hide in the area of the ‘Little Moat’ (east of 
the castle) to allow visitors to observe birds 
using feeders positioned on branches near 
pond banks/scrub. 

Botanical monitoring Areas identified for greater botanical 
diversity would benefit from annual and 
repeatable monitoring which could be an 
opportunity for local wildlife groups to 
become involved. 

Moth trapping Work with local primary school could 
include an in-class session on moths 
followed by a morning session the next day 
on site looking at the results of a moth trap. 

Bat walks To be run on a sign up basis for interested 
members of the public. 

Lichens New postcards featuring lichens found on 
the Castle walls and specialist information 
leaflet on lichens found at Bodiam Castle. 

 

5.7. Summary: Actions for nature conservation 

The following actions are summarised from the more detailed constraints and opportunities 
identified above and all the ecological information gathered so far in order that National 
Trust staff and volunteers can begin contributing to the short and medium term 
conservation priorities of the Bodiam Castle site.  Actions have been grouped by habitat 
management and enhancement actions, which can be done by volunteer working parties; 
and further surveys which require more specialist volunteer or professional input. Surveys 
should be reported and detailed records kept by the Trust of all survey work undertaken. 
Actions are ordered by priority with “1” being the highest priority. For detail on these actions 
refer to the relevant location in Section 5: Opportunities and Constraints, of this report. In 
addition opportunities for public engagement that could be pursued are detailed in Table 6. 

Further Surveys  

1) Great crested newt surveys: Prior to enhancing or altering ponds on site, it will be 
necessary to establish the presence/absence of this protected species. This information 
will also inform the management of habitat around ponds.  Whilst more detailed 
survey information may be needed to inform any licence applications, an initial 
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understanding of whether or not great crested newts are present will help to inform the 
approach to be taken. Methods would ideally follow the Great Crested Newt Mitigation 
Guidelines (Natural England, 2001) or use eDNA methods. The lead surveyor should 
hold a current great crested newt survey licence from Natural England. 

 

2) Detailed botanical surveys of Freren Mead: To establish areas of high diversity prior to 
implementation of targeted management measures. The surveys should be repeated on 
a regular basis (every 1-3 years) to inform ongoing management.  

3) Breeding bird surveys of Freren Mead (together with winter vantage point surveys): By 
establishing which bird species are breeding and over-wintering, habitat and visitor 
management can be tailored accordingly e.g. creation of scrapes for overwintering 
waders, timing of grazing or summer hay-cuts. Methods would ideally follow the BTOs 
survey methods.  

4) Pond surveys: Surveys of the existing ponds would help to confirm whether they 
qualify as Priority Habitat and to identify any notable or rare species. Ideally surveys 
would follow the National Pond Survey methods (Pond Action, 2008) but any detailed 
surveys of plants and animals (including invertebrates) present would be of value. 

5) Bat surveys: Additional bat survey information for the Castle (for example focusing on 
areas not covered by the National Bat Monitoring Programme) would support a greater 
the understanding of how bats are using the Castle. This information will be useful in 
determining how works to the fabric of the Castle or changes in how elements of the 
Castle are used will impact bats.   

6) Dormouse surveys: Whilst not essential for site management, understanding if they are 
present or not would enable management of scrub and hedgerows to be more carefully 
targeted and presence of this enigmatic species would be positive for public 
engagement. The lead surveyor should hold a licence to survey dormouse from Natural 
England.  

Local interest groups which may be able to assist with these actions include: 

 Sussex Reptile and Amphibian Group (http://www.sussexarg.org.uk/)  

 Sussex Ornithological Society (www.sos.org.uk) 

 Sussex Mammal Group http://www.sussexmammalgroup.org.uk/  

 Sussex Bat Group www.sussexbatgroup.org.uk 

 Sussex Botanical Recording Society http://www.sussexflora.org.uk/  

Local groups are likely to need donations towards equipment and costs, and will also keep 
records obtained during surveys on their databases to contribute to County and National 
distribution and conservation status data. Engagement with local groups is more likely to be 
successful if the Trust is able to demonstrate how their involvement will contribute to the 
aims of the group. No contact has been made with these groups. 

 

 

http://www.sussexarg.org.uk/
http://www.sos.org.uk/
http://www.sussexmammalgroup.org.uk/
http://www.sussexbatgroup.org.uk/
http://www.sussexflora.org.uk/
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Habitat Management and Enhancement 

7) Cutting and hand pulling of Himalayan balsam before seeding: Valuable intervention 
to prevent dominance at the expense of native plants. This is already being carried out 
by staff and volunteers and should continue wherever the plant is found. 

 

8) Management of hedgerows in Dokes Field: Laying of suitable species (such as 
blackthorn and hawthorn) in the eastern hedgerow of Dokes Field. Selective felling of 
introduced alder species and removal of sycamore to increase light levels to benefit 
hedgerow habitat. This should be done in winter, by hand. 

9) Removal of scrub and immature trees around the edges of Curzon’s Pond: In the short – 
medium term this would contribute to CMP objectives to open up the view, but would 
also allow more light to the pond which would provide an interim benefit to 
biodiversity. This should be done in winter, by hand. 

10) Fencing a proportion of Freren Mead (such as the south-east corner): to restrict cutting 
and grazing and encourage permanent sedges, tall grasses and rushes. 

11) Autumn cutting of bramble scrub on field margins of Freren Mead: To reduce the 
amount of cover available to species predating ground nesting birds such as skylark, 
lapwing, curlew. This should be done in winter, by hand. 

12) Introduction of species-rich seed mixes: In areas where a short sward is required high 
diversity mixes could still be introduced in Castle Field. 

13) Introduction of native yellow rattle seed (of local provenance) to grassland areas in 
Castle Field and Dokes Field: Introduction of this species is an effective pre-cursor to 
further diversification by plug planting as when established, it will reduce the vigour of 
fast-growing grass species and allow flowering herbs to compete more easily. Easy to 
spread by hand in later summer / autumn: yellow rattle is an annual species which will 
germinate successfully after winter frosts where it has been sown on barer patches. 
Grassland will need a brief assessment prior to sowing to check that conditions are 
viable for establishment. If necessary, areas of grass thatch can be very lightly scraped 
back with a garden fork to allow space for sowing. 

14) Erection of barn owl nest box in south of Freren Mead: Freren Mead has less visitor 
disturbance than Castle Field and offers habitat for barn owls to hunt over. A suitable 
expert organisation should be contacted to provide guidance on the design and siting of 
the box (such as Major Nigel Lewis at the Hawk Conservancy Trust). The box should be 
located with the entrance unobstructed and clearly visible to owls hunting over Freren 
Mead. 

15) Collection of acorns from mature trees in Castle Field and / or Dokes field. Grow on to 
sapling stage:  An easily established project which would ensure local provenance of 
trees for long-term continuity of mature trees within the site. 

16) Removal of carp from Castle moat: This will require specialist input and will require a 
licence from the Environment Agency if the fish are to be relocated. 

17) Investigate opportunities for enhancing the River Rother where it flows through the 
site: This will require consultation with the Environment Agency.  
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Appendix 1: Photographs 

A: Bodiam Castle (north elevation). B: Castle Inn. 

C: Plantation woodland (west of castle). D: Reed and nettle scrub (view south-east 
from road bridge towards Freren Mead). 

E: Scrub (northern boundary of Dokes Field). F: Scattered broad-leaved trees (example). 
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G: Marshy grassland/inundation vegetation 

(within Freren Mead). 
H: Marshy grassland (‘cascade valley’ west of 

moat). 

I: Marshy grassland and semi-improved 

grassland (west of castle moat). 

J: Semi-improved grassland (Freren Mead) 

K: Improved/semi-improved grassland 

(Dokes Field). 

L: Ruderal vegetation (west of castle).                      
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M: brash piles west of castle. N: Standing water (moat, looking north-east) 

O: Overflow Pond (Little Moat). 

 

P: Curzon’s Pond (Old Dock). 

 

Q: River Rother (looking east from bridge) 

 

R:  Hedgerow (eastern edge of Dokes Field) 
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S: Spring House (Target Note 8).  T: ditch to south of River Rother.  

U: ditch to east of Castle Field area. V: pillbox south of castle. 

W: Interior of pill box south of castle.  
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Appendix 2: Desk Study Results 
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Appendix 3: Summaries of Relevant Policy, Legislation and Other 

Instruments 

European Protected Species (Animals) 

18) The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (as amended) consolidates 
the various amendments that have been made to the original (1994) Regulations which 
transposed the EC Habitats Directive on the Conservation of Natural Habitats and of 
Wild Fauna and Flora (Council Directive 92/43/EEC) into national law. 

19) “European protected species” (EPS) of animal are those which are present on Schedule 2 
of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (as amended). At Bodiam 
EPS known to be present include several species of bats. Other EPS relevant to Bodiam 
Castle and grounds include dormice which may also use habitats within the grounds, 
and otter which is likely to move along the River Rother. EPS are subject to the 
provisions of Regulation 41 of those Regulations. All EPS are also protected under the 
Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended). Taken together, these pieces of 
legislation make it an offence to: 

Intentionally or deliberately capture, injure or kill any wild animal included amongst these 
species 

a) Possess or control any live or dead specimens or any part of, or anything derived 
from a these species 

b) deliberately disturb wild animals of any such species 

c) deliberately take or destroy the eggs of such an animal, or 

d) intentionally, deliberately or recklessly damage or destroy a breeding site or 
resting place of such an animal, or obstruct access to such a place 

 For the purposes of paragraph (c), disturbance of animals includes in particular 
any disturbance which is likely— 

e) to impair their ability— 

 to survive, to breed or reproduce, or to rear or nurture their young, or 

 in the case of animals of a hibernating or migratory species, to hibernate or 
migrate; or 

 to affect significantly the local distribution or abundance of the species to which 
they belong. 

Although the law provides strict protection to these species, it also allows this protection to 
be set aside (derogated) through the issuing of licences. The licences in England are currently 
determined by Natural England (NE). In accordance with the requirements of the 
Regulations (2010), a licence can only be issued where the following requirements are 
satisfied: 

f) The proposal is necessary ‘to preserve public health or public safety or other 
imperative reasons of overriding public interest including those of a social or 
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economic nature and beneficial consequences of primary importance for the 
environment’ 

g) ‘There is no satisfactory alternative’ 

h) The proposals ‘will not be detrimental to the maintenance of the population of the 
species concerned at a favourable conservation status in their natural range.  

Definition of breeding sites and resting places 

20) Guidance for all European Protected Species of animal, including bats and great crested 
newt, regarding the definition of breeding and of breeding and resting places is provided 
by The European Council (EC) which has prepared specific guidance in respect of the 
interpretation of various Articles of the EC Habitats Directive.3 Section II.3.4.b) provides 
definitions and examples of both breeding and resting places at paragraphs 57 and 59 
respectively. This guidance states that ‘The provision in Article 12(1)(d) [of the EC 
Habitats Directive] should therefore be understood as aiming to safeguard the 
ecological functionality of breeding sites and resting places.’ Further the guidance 
states: ‘It thus follows from Article 12(1)(d) that such breeding sites and resting places 
also need to be protected when they are not being used, but where there is a reasonably 
high probability that the species concerned will return to these sites and places. If for 
example a certain cave is used every year by a number of bats for hibernation (because 
the species has the habit of returning to the same winter roost every year), the 
functionality of this cave as a hibernating site should be protected in summer as well so 
that the bats can re-use it in winter. On the other hand, if a certain cave is used only 
occasionally for breeding or resting purposes, it is very likely that the site does not 
qualify as a breeding site or resting place.’ 

Badger 

21) Badger is protected under the Protection of Badgers Act 1992. This makes it an offence to 
wilfully kill, injure, take, possess or cruelly ill-treat a badger, or to attempt to do so; or to 
intentionally or recklessly interfere with a sett. Sett interference includes disturbing 
badgers whilst they are occupying a sett, as well as damaging or destroying a sett or 
obstructing access to it. A badger sett is defined in the legislation as “a structure or place, 
which displays signs indicating current use by a badger”. 

22) ODPM Circular 06/20054 provides further guidance on statutory obligations towards 
badger within the planning system. Of particular note is paragraph 124, which states 
that “The likelihood of disturbing a badger sett, or adversely affecting badgers’ foraging 
territory, or links between them, or significantly increasing the likelihood of road or rail 
casualties amongst badger populations, are capable of being material considerations in 
planning decisions.” 

23) Natural England provides guidance5 on badger protection and licences. They 
recommend mitigation to avoid impacts on badger setts, which includes maintaining or 

 

3 Guidance document on the strict protection of animal species of Community interest under the Habitats Directive 
92/43/EEC. (February 2007), EC. 
4 ODPM Circular 06/2005. Government Circular: Biodiversity and Geological Conservation – Statutory Obligations 
and their Impacts within the Planning System (2005). HMSO Norwich. 
5 https://www.gov.uk/guidance/badgers-protection-surveys-and-licences 
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creating new foraging areas and maintaining or creating access (commuting routes) 
between setts and foraging/watering areas. 

Reptiles 

24) All native reptile species receive legal protection in Great Britain under Schedule 5 of 
the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended). Viviparous lizard, slow-worm, 
grass snake and adder are protected against killing, injuring and unlicensed trade only. 
Sand lizard and smooth snake receive additional protection as “European Protected 
species” under the provisions of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 
2010 (as amended) and are fully protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 
(as amended) but are not likely to  be present at Bodiam. 

25) All six native species of reptile are included as ‘species of principal importance’ for the 
purpose of conserving biodiversity under Sections 41 (England) of the NERC Act 2006. 

26) Current Natural England Guidelines for Developers6 states that ‘where it is predictable 
that reptiles are likely to be killed or injured by activities such as site clearance, this 
could legally constitute intentional killing or injuring.’ Further the guidance states: 
‘Normally prohibited activities may not be illegal if ‘the act was the incidental result of 
a lawful operation and could not reasonably have been avoided’. Natural England 
‘would expect reasonable avoidance to include measures such as altering development 
layouts to avoid key areas, as well as capture and exclusion of reptiles.’ 

27) The Natural England Guidelines for Developers state that ‘planning must incorporate 
two aims where reptiles are present: 

28) To protect reptiles from any harm that might arise during development work; 

29) To ensure that sufficient quality, quantity and connectivity of habitat is provided to 
accommodate the reptile population, either on-site or at an alternative site, with no net 
loss of local reptile conservation status.’ 

Invasive Non-Native Species 

30) An invasive non-native species is any non-native animal or plant that has the ability to 
spread causing damage to the environment. 

31) Under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) it is an offence to release, or 
to allow to escape into the wild, any animal which is not ordinarily resident in and is 
not a regular visitor to Great Britain in a wild state or is listed under Schedule 9 of the 
Act. Strictly speaking, this makes it an offence to return to the wild any animal listed on 
Schedule 9, even if inadvertently captured. 

32) It is an offence to plant or otherwise cause to grow in the wild invasive non-native 
plants listed on Schedule 9 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended). This 
effectively means that it is an offence to cause the spread of such plants as a result of 
development operations. 

  

 

6 English Nature, 2004. Reptiles: guidelines for developers. English Nature, Peterborough. 
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/76006?category=31018 

http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/76006?category=31018
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Appendix 4: Target notes 

The DAFOR scale is used for semi-quantitative sampling, to provide a quick estimate of the 
relative abundance of species (generally plants) in a given area.  

The DAFOR scale comprises following categories:  

Value   Percentage cover  

D - Dominant  > 75%  

A - Abundant  51 - 75%  

F - Frequent  26 - 50%  

O - Occasional ` 11 - 25%  

R - Rare   1 - 10%  

 

Target Note 1 

A separately fenced area of Dokes Field in the north-west corner.  The adjacent hedge 
comprises a species rich strip on the road side but a bramble boundary on the field side. At 
the northern end of this are larger trees: holly, hazel and sycamore.   

  Scientific name        Common name   

  Herbs 

Bellis perennis Common daisy F 

Lathyris pratensis Meadow vetchling R 

Medicago lupilina Black medick O 

Prunella vulgaris Self-heal F 

Rubus fruticosus agg. Bramble O 

Trifolium pratense Red clover F 

Veronica hederifolia Ivy-leaved speedwell O 

Veronica serpyllifolia Thyme-leaved speedwell O 

Vicia sativa Common vetch R 

Trees and shrubs 

Acer pseudoplatanus Sycamore R 

Ilex aquifolium  Holly O 
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Target Note 2 

An area of mature trees (including introduced species), bramble scrub and rough grassland. 
To the north of this scrub, a hedge of hazel and hawthorn abuts the adjacent property. To 
either side, the northern boundary of Dokes Field is uncut adjacent to the fenceline, allowing 
herbs such as yarrow and sorrel to become established in places.    

 Scientific name                 Common name   

 Grasses/Sedges/Rushes  

Agrostis stolonifera Creeping bent O 

Dactylis glomerata Cocksfoot O 

Herbs   

Achillea millefolium Yarrow R 

Hypericum perforatum Perforate St John's wort R 

Rubus fruticosus agg. Bramble A 

Rumex acetosa Sorrel O 

Trees/shrubs   

Acer platanoides Norway maple R 

Corylus avellana Hazel F 

Cratageus monogyna Hawthorn F 

Tilia platyphyllos x cordata  Lime R 

 

Target Note 3 

The eastern boundary of Dokes Field adjacent to the vineyard is a species poor hedge with 
some introduced species.  Historic aerial photography suggests this was planted in the last 40 
years.  Horse chestnut, lime and silver birch were only present as a cluster of trees in the field 
itself, located approximately in line with the northern boundary of the adjacent vineyard. 

 Scientific name                     Common name   

 Trees/shrubs 

Acer pseudoplatanus Sycamore R 
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Aesculus hippocastanum Horse chestnut R 

Alnus sp. Alder species (introd.)  

Betula pendula Silver birch R 

Cratageus monogyna Hawthorn O 

Ilex aquifolium  Holly A 

Quercus robur English oak O 

Sambucus nigra Elder O 

Tilia platyphyllos x cordata  Lime R 

 

Target Note 4 

The property on the western boundary of Dokes Field has a managed hedge of beech Fagus 

sylvatica and holly Ilex aquifolium with some bramble Rubus fruticosus.  

 

Target Note 5 

The bulk of Dokes Field is species-poor semi-improved grassland on a south-facing slope.  
Scattered mature trees are present across the field.  A large area of nettles is present in the 

south (earlier aerial photographs show this to have been trees in the past – likely elm Ulmus 
sp.). 

Scientific name                       Common name   

Grasses/Sedges/Rushes  

  Agrostis canina Velvet bent O 

Holcus lanatus Yorkshire fog F 

Poa pratensis Meadow grass A 

Herbs   

Cerastium fontanum Common mouse-ear A 

Cirsium arvense Creeping thistle O 

Cirsium vulgare Spear thistle R 
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Glechoma hederacea Ground ivy O 

Urtica dioica Common nettle O 

 Trees/shrubs 

  Quercus robur                    English oak        R 

 

Target Note 6 

The southern half of the western boundary of Dokes Field has been classified as semi-natural 
broad-leaved woodland and may have been a wide hedgerow and verge in the past. 

Scientific name                  Common name   

 Herbs 

Glechoma hederacea Ground ivy F 

Iris foetidissima Stinking Iris R 

Rubus fruticosus agg. Bramble O 

Trees/shrubs   

Acer pseudoplatanus Sycamore O 

Fraxinus excelsior Ash O 

Ilex aquifolium  Holly O 

Sambucus nigra Elder O 

 

Target Note 7 

The southern boundary of Dokes Field is a mature line of various tree species; 

Scientific name                  Common name 

Acer pseudoplatanus Sycamore O 

Corylus avellana Hazel O 

Cratageus monogyna Hawthorn O 

Ilex aquifolium  Holly O 
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Quercus robur English oak F 

Sambucus nigra Elder O 

 

Target Note 8 

Within the southern section of the eastern hedgerow of Dokes Field, is an area of conifer 
planting. The hedgerow at this point encompasses what may have been a green lane in the 
past (with parallel banks).  At least 8 badger holes were present in both sides of the bank.  
Signs of badgers foraging were present in the leaf litter on the floor of the lane itself. 

To the immediate north of the sett lies a partially buried concrete structure (the Spring 
House) (Photograph S), open on its southern aspect.  This may have some potential for 
hibernating bats as a result of cracks and fissures present within. The footprint of the 
structure is approximately 3m x 3 m. 

 

Target Note 9   

On the western boundary of the Castle Field is an area of mature broadleaved plantation 
woodland.  The understorey was open at the time of the survey but may well be dominated 
by nettle in the summer. 

Scientific name              Common name 

Herbs 

Urtica dioica Common nettle F 

Trees/shrubs 

Acer campestre Field maple O 

Betula pendula Silver birch O 

Fagus sylvatica Beech O 

Fraxinus excelsior Ash O 

Juglans regia Walnut R 

Tilia platyphyllos x cordata  Lime O 

 

Target Note 10 

A wide ditch feature runs from the north-west corner of Castle Field towards the castle itself. 
This is surrounded by scattered scrub and smaller trees with the exception of a large oak 
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monolith.  The habitat has been mapped as ruderal vegetation.  The use of a large area for 
storing cut material (and possibly burning) creates disturbance and adds nutrients to the soil, 
favouring species such as nettle. 

Scientific name               Common name 

Herbs 

Lycopus europaeus Gypsywort F 

Persicaria hydropiper Water-pepper O 

Ranunculus repens Creeping buttercup A 

Rumex obtusifolius Broad-leaved dock F 

Urtica dioica Common nettle F 

 

Target Note 11 

To the west of the castle moat is an area of marshy grassland on the location of a former 

pond.  This is dominated by purple loosestrife Lythrum salicaria with abundant gypsywort 
Lycopus europaeus. This habitat is in transition towards ruderal vegetation and also has self-
seeded sycamore saplings on the adjacent slopes. The immediate margins of this area include 
some semi-improved neutral grassland and species-poor semi-improved grassland. 

Scientific name               Common name 

Grasses/Sedges/Rushes  

Agrostis capillaris Common bent F 

Agrostis stolonifera Creeping bent O 

Arrhenatherum elatius False Oat-grass O 

Deschampsia caespitosa Tufted hair grass O 

Holcus lanatus Yorkshire fog F 

Juncus acutiflorus Sharp-flowered rush O 

Juncus effuses Soft rush F 

Herbs 

Epilobium sp. willowherb species O 
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Lotus pedunculatus Greater bird's-foot trefoil R 

Lycopus europaeus Gypsywort A 

Lythrum salicaria Purple loosestrife D 

Rubus fruticosus agg. Bramble F 

Rumex acetosella Sheep's sorrel O 

Rumex crispus Curled dock O 

Scrophularia sp. Figwort (species to confirm) A 

Stachys palustris Marsh woundwort O 

Urtica dioica Common nettle F 

Trees/shrubs 

Acer pseudoplatanus Sycamore R 

 

Target Note 12 

The western bank of the castle moat is dominated for much of its length by woody species 
rather than emergents. 

Scientific name                Common name 

Herbs 

Teucrium scorodonia Wood sage F 

Trees/shrubs 

Ilex aquifolium  Holly O 

Quercus robur English oak O 

 

Target Note 13 

This pond (to the east of the castle moat) is dominated by reed sweet-grass Glyceria maxima 
and surrounded by bramble and Salix scrub. See also HSI assessment in section 3; Results. 
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Target Note 14 

The majority of the grassland around the castle grounds is considered to be species-poor 
semi-improved grassland.  There is variation within this, with large areas being closer to 
improved grassland in character. Species recorded from samples on the main sward to the 
east of the castle are shown below. Marler (2014a) records the following additional species 

from a survey undertaken within optimal survey timings; pignut Conopodium majus, yarrow 
Achillea millefolium and silverweed Potentilla anserina.  

 

Scientific name                Common name 

Grasses/Sedges/Rushes  

Agrostis canina Velvet bent A 

Holcus lanatus Yorkshire fog O 

Lolium perenne Perennial rye-grass A 

Herbs 

Ranunculus repens Creeping buttercup A 

Rumex acetosa Sorrel O 

 

Target Note 15 

Badger dung-pit recorded on grass to edge of gravel path. 

 

Target Note 16 

The castle moat banks are largely dominated by pond sedge (Carex acutiformis or riparia) with 
occasional pendulous sedge Carex pendula.  Open water is nutrient-rich and disturbed by 

presence of large Cyprinid fish (carp species). Mallard Anas platyrhynchos present in vicinity 
of the bridge to the castle as well as one mandarin duck Aix galericulata. 

 

Target Note 17 

Selected areas of the castle grasslands have been less intensively managed and support 

species such as cocksfoot Dactylis glomerata, tall fescue Festuca arundinacea as well as common 
bent Agrostis capillaris. 

 

Target Note 18 
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A Second World War pill box of brick and concrete construction, situated to the south of the 
castle.  This building is open to the public and does not offer sufficient shelter for roosting 
bats. There are some small voids above each gun port that with cobwebs present. The 
constant presence of visitors to the pill box is likely to mean that conditions for a 
hibernation roost are unsuitable due to temperature fluctuations and disturbance. 

 

Target Note 19 

A steep sided ditch forming the property boundary in the south-eastern corner of the Castle 
Field area. At the time of survey, the field to the south was being used for arable farming.  The 

ditch showed evidence of management to remove Glyceria and silt. The ditch presents 
suitable habitat for water vole although none have been recorded on site. 

 

Target Note 20 

This pond (referred to as Curzon’s Pond) in the south-east corner of the Castle Field area is 

largely dominated by Glyceria with occasional branched bur-reed Sparganium erectum.  

Bramble Rubus fruticosus scrub is present on the northern, eastern and southern banks. 20 
mallard Anas platyrhynchos were present in the area of the Salix canopy towards the south-
west of the pond. It appeared that the mallards used this south-western area habitually 
judging from the bare margins of the pond at this point. See also HSI assessment in section 3; 
Results. 

Scientific name             Common name 

Grasses/Sedges/Rushes 

Glyceria maxima    reed sweet-grass 

Sparganium erectum    branched bur-reed 

Herbs 

Rubus fruticosus    bramble 

Trees/shrubs 

Salix sp.      Sallow (presumed S.caprea, goat willow) 

 

Target Note 21 

Presumed area of reed bed sewage treatment – not surveyed. 

 

Target Note 22 

Grassland adjacent to southern bank of River Rother. This area appeared species poor.  
Marginal vegetation was limited to occasional sweet grass with Himalyan balsam also 
present occasionally.  To the immediate east of the road bridge was an area dominated by 
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common reed and nettles. More common ruderal species were present between the river and 
the levee to the south. 

Scientific name             Common name 

Grasses/Sedges/Rushes 

Glyceria spp Sweet grass O 

Phragmites australis Common reed O 

Herbs 

Impatiens glandulifera Himalayan balsam O 

Ranunculus repens Creeping buttercup A 

Rumex obtusifolius Broad-leaved dock O 

Sparganium erectum Branched Bur-reed O 

 

Target Note 23 

At the northern end of the ditch draining into the River Rother is a section supporting the 
following species. 

Scientific name             Common name 

Grasses/Sedges/Rushes 

Phalaris arundinacea Reed canary-grass F 

Herbs 

Alisma plantago-aquatica Water plantain R 

Callitriche sp. Water starwort O 

Sparganium erectum Branched Bur-reed O 

Tanacetum vulgare Tansy O 

Veronica beccabunga Brooklime F 

Target Note 24 

Freren Mead has been classified as semi-improved grassland although a full survey in 
summer would be needed to confirm the degree of species diversity.  The grassland is judged 
to be gradually becoming more species rich following conversion from arable land.  Marler 
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(2014c) has recorded spotted orchid Dactylorhiza fuchsii and grass vetchling Lathyrus 
nissolia from the levee area in the north of the field. Species recorded at the time of the 
walkover survey are shown below, with those found on (or closer to) the western boundary 
marked as (w). 

Scientific name             Common name 

Grasses/Sedges/Rushes 

Agrostis canina Velvet bent F 

Agrostis stolonifera Creeping bent A 

Dactylis glomerata Cocksfoot O (w) 

Deschampsia caespitosa Tufted hair grass R 

Elytrigia repens Couch grass F 

Holcus lanatus Yorkshire fog O 

Herbs 

Cardamine pratensis Cuckooflower R 

Cirsium arvense Creeping thistle R 

Cirsium vulgare Spear thistle R 

Equisetum arvense Field horsetail R (w) 

Filipendula ulmaria Meadowsweet R (w) 

Glechoma hederacea Ground ivy R (w) 

Helminthotheca echioides Bristly oxtongue R (w) 

Heracleum sphondylium Hogweed R (w) 

Lathyris pratensis Meadow vetchling R (w) 

Ranunculus repens Creeping buttercup F 

Rubus fruticosus agg. Bramble R (w) 

Rumex acetosa Sorrel R 

Rumex obtusifolius Broad-leaved dock F 

http://www.bsbimaps.org.uk/atlas/map_page.php?spid=608.0
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Taraxacum officinalis Dandelion R (w) 

 

Target Note 25 

Mosaic of marshy grassland and inundation vegetation surrounding areas of standing 
water/ephemeral standing water.  Species present include abundant rushes (Juncus effusus, 
Juncus inflexus) as well as extensive areas of trifid bur-marigold Bidens tripartite. This 
habitat shows characteristics of both marshy grassland and inundation vegetation. 

Scientific name             Common name 

Grasses/Sedges/Rushes 

Alopecurus geniculatus Marsh foxtail A 

Glyceria fluitans Floating Sweet-grass A 

Juncus effusus Soft rush A 

Juncus inflexus Hard rush A 

Herbs   

Bidens tripartita Trifid Bur-marigold A 

Chenopodium polyspermum Many-seeded Goosefoot A 

Epilobium sp. willowherb species R 

Geranium molle Dove's-foot Crane's-bill O 

Myosoton aquaticum Water chickweed O 

Polygonum lapathifolium Pale persicaria A 

Rorippa palustris Marsh Yellow-cress R 

Sonchus arvensis Sow thistle R 

Urtica dioica Common nettle O 

 

Target Note 26 

Further areas of vegetation, standing water similar to TN26 but smaller in extent.  An east-
west remnant ditch feature is dominated by trifid bur-marigold Bidens tripartita. 
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Target Note 27 

A line of stored spoil is present at the eastern edge of Freren Mead dating from 2009. This has 
scattered scrub present in the form of bramble but also occasional hawthorn and buddleia. 
To the immediate east of this vegetated material is a public footpath with badger latrines.  
Old bales of cut grass are occasionally present on the field side. 

Scientific name             Common name 

Grasses/Sedges/Rushes 

Arrhenatherum elatius False Oat-grass O 

Festuca arundinacea Tall fescue O 

Phleum pratense Timothy F 

Herbs 

Buddleja davidii Butterfly-bush R 

Epilobium sp. willowherb species R 

Filipendula ulmaria Meadowsweet R 

Heracleum sphondylium Hogweed O 

Rubus fruticosus agg. Bramble O 

Urtica dioica Common nettle A 

Verbascum thapsus Great mullein R 

Cratageus monogyna Hawthorn R 

 

Target Note 28 

A number of vascular plants were recorded on the castle building itself.  The internal 
courtyard is improved grassland.  

Scientific name             Common name 

Adiantum capillus-veneris Maidenhair fern R 

Asplenium scolopendrium Hart's-tongue fern R 

Cymbalaria muralis Ivy-leaved toadflax F 
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Parietaria judaica Pellitory of the wall F 

Rumex acetosella Sheep's sorrel R 

Erigeron karvinskianus Mexican fleabane F 
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Figures 

 Figure 1 - Phase 1 Habitat Plan 

 Figure 2 - Initial assessment: potential of trees to support roosting bats  
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Please note that trees have been subject to initial assessment
only and that any proposed works to trees should be preceded
by inspection by a suitably qualified bat ecologist.

Tree-roosting bats will often move roosts quite frequently and
trees will occasionally gain additional features (e.g. from storm
damage and flaking bark).
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Please note that trees have been subject to initial assessment
only and that any proposed works to trees should be preceded
by inspection by a suitably qualified bat ecologist.

Tree-roosting bats will often move roosts quite frequently and
trees will occasionally gain additional features (e.g. from storm
damage and flaking bark).
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Please note that trees have been subject to initial assessment
only and that any proposed works to trees should be preceded
by inspection by a suitably qualified bat ecologist.

Tree-roosting bats will often move roosts quite frequently and
trees will occasionally gain additional features (e.g. from storm
damage and flaking bark).
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Tree-roosting bats will often move roosts quite frequently and
trees will occasionally gain additional features (e.g. from storm
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