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Wiltshire Council Planning Consultation Response

ECOLOGY
      	
	Officer name: 
	Patrick Olshansky 
	

	Date:
	02/03/2026 19/05/2026
	

	Application   No.:
	PL/2026/00712
	

	Proposal:
	Partial Discharge of Condition 12 (Construction Management Statement) and Full Discharge of Conditions 5 (Drainage Strategy), 6+7 (Archaeological Works), 8 (LEMP), 9 (ECMP), 10 (Hard & Soft Landscaping), 14+15 (Details of Site Access - Solar Array), 16 (Visibility Splays), 17+18 (Details of Site Access - Grid Compound) relating to application 20/08618/FUL.
	

	Site Address:
	Land west of A429 (Crudwell Road), North of Malmesbury
	

	Case Officer:
	David Millinship
	



	Condition No.
	

Further information required by condition

	Satisfactorily addressed (Document & Date)


	8
	Prior to the commencement of works, including ground works/excavation, site clearance, vegetation clearance and boundary treatment works a Landscape and Ecology Management Plan (LEMP) shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The LEMP will include long term objectives and targets, management responsibilities and maintenance schedules for each ecological feature within the development, together with a mechanism for monitoring success of the management prescriptions, incorporating review and necessary adaptive management in order to attain targets. The LEMP shall also include details of the legal and funding mechanism(s) by which long-term implementation of the plan will be secured. The LEMP shall be implemented in full and for the lifetime of the development in accordance with the approved details. REASON: The matter is required to be agreed with the Local Planning Authority before development commences in order to ensure the long-term management of landscape and ecological features retained and created by the development, for the benefit of visual amenity and biodiversity for the lifetime of the scheme.
	NO - Five Lanes Solar Discharge of Condition 8 (20/08618/FUL):  Landscape and Ecology Management Plan (LEMP) R01 23 January 2026 TIR Collective Landscape Architects

NO - Landscape and Ecological Management Plan (LEMP) (Version: R02, Dated: 20th March 2026)

Landscape Strategy - TC22031 L100 v4 (18 May 2026)

Landscape - Specifications - TC22031 L200 v4 (15 May 2026)

Landscape - Detailed Plan 1 of 5 - TC22031 L101 v4 (18 May 2026)

	9
	Prior to the commencement of works, including ground works/excavation, site clearance, vegetation clearance and boundary treatment works, an Ecological Construction Management Plan (EcCMP) shall be submitted to the local planning authority for approval in writing. The EcCMP shall include a marked up plan showing details of biodiversity protection zones for the main site and the sub-station/DNO site and shall provide details of the avoidance, mitigation and protective measures to be implemented before and during the construction phase, including but not necessarily limited to, the following: a) Identification of ecological protection areas/buffer zones and tree root protection areas and details of physical means of protection, e.g. exclusion fencing. b) Working method statements for protected/priority species, such as nesting birds and reptiles. c) Mitigation strategies already agreed with the local planning authority prior to determination, such as for great crested newts, dormice or bats; this should comprise the preconstruction/construction related elements of strategies only. d) Work schedules for activities with specific timing requirements in order to avoid/reduce potential harm to ecological receptors; including details of when a licensed ecologist and/or ecological clerk of works (ECoW) shall be present on site. e) Key personnel, responsibilities and contact details (including Site Manager and ecologist/ECoW). f) Timeframe for provision of compliance report to the local planning authority; to be completed by the ecologist/ECoW and to include photographic evidence. Development shall be carried out in strict accordance with the approved EcCMP. REASON: The matter is required to be agreed with the Local Planning Authority before development commences in order to ensure adequate protection and mitigation for ecological receptors prior to and during construction, and that works are undertaken in line with current best practice and industry standards and are supervised by a suitably licensed and competent professional ecological consultant where applicable.
	NO – Not provided.

Ecological Construction Management Plan (Author: GE Consulting, Dated: 28th January 2026) - 1098B

	
	
	



Condition 8 (LEMP)

The Decision Notice (23 August 2023) for parent application 20/08618/FUL specifies that the development must be carried out in strict accordance with approved plans, including:

· Ecological Mitigation and Enhancement Plan (GE Consulting, 23 March 2021)
· Tree Constraints Plan (Aspect Arboriculture, March 2023)
· Arboricultural Technical Note (Aspect Arboriculture, March 2023)
· Tree Protection Plan (Aspect Arboriculture, March 2023).

The current LEMP (TIR Collective Landscape Architects, 23 January 2026 20 March 2026) specifies that the development will be carried out in accordance with the plans listed in Appendix 3 of the report, including:

· Landscape Strategy (TIR Collective Landscape Architects, 23 January 2026) 
· Landscape Strategy (TIR Collective Landscape Architects, 18 May 2026) 
· Detailed Plans 1-5 (TIR Collective Landscape Architects, 23 January 2026)
· Detailed Plans 1-5 (TIR Collective Landscape Architects, 18 May 2026) 
· Specifications (TIR Collective Landscape Architects, 15 May 2026)

The Specifications document listed in Appendix 3 of the LEMP is missing and should be submitted for review if relevant. 

Solar Farm

While the Landscape Strategy and Detailed Plans broadly align with the approved Ecological Mitigation and Enhancement Plan layout and ecological enhancements (e.g. bird/bat boxes and habitat piles), several material deviations and practical concerns must be resolved before discharge of condition.

· Areas approved as wildflower/species-rich grassland are now shown as marginal grassland. This conflicts with the approved and must be corrected or formally justified through a variation. The Landscape Strategy (23 January 2026) now matches the approved Ecological Mitigation and Enhancement Plan.
· Ecological buffer widths are not specified on the updated plans. The widths of the marginal habitats are now provided in the key of the Landscape Strategy (23 January 2026) and match the approved Ecological Mitigation and Enhancement Plan. The approved scheme requires minimum 5m buffers to hedgerows (or RPA where greater), with wider buffers for riparian corridors and protected species habitats. These do not appear to be consistently maintained (e.g. L102–L104). Buffers must be clearly annotated and dimensioned to demonstrate compliance. The marginal habitats are not consistent in width, but this is now explained in the key (e.g., minimum of 5m and 10m (so more in areas) and 8-10m; these appear to be realistic passed on the scalebar).
· Grazing is proposed, but site access appears impractical. The northwestern field relies on external access, the southeastern field shows no clear access, and the southwestern fields are constrained by a single narrow access. It is not evident that livestock or maintenance vehicles can operate without compromising ecological areas. Stockproof fencing location plan (TIR Collective Landscape Architects, 18 March 2026) sows that livestock will be excluded from margins and conservation areas.   Practical delivery must be demonstrated or the management approach revised.
· While internal fencing is welcomed, riparian corridors and some marginal grassland areas remain unfenced and vulnerable to grazing. If target habitat conditions are to be achieved, appropriate exclusion measures must be secured. Stockproof fencing location plan (TIR Collective Landscape Architects, 18 March 2026) sows that livestock will be excluded from marginal and conservation areas.   

The landscape officer has also raised concerns over the lack of new hedgerow trees in the plans, the height of the stockproof fencing. New hedgerow trees appear to be included in Landscape Strategy (L100; TIR, 18 May 2026) and height of stockproof fencing has been provided in Stockproof fencing location plan (TIR, 18 March 2026). 

· It appears that access to the northwestern and southwestern fields are shown on plans, however there is still no access to the southeastern fields. I do not see how this is practical and access should be shown on plans as it will affect ecological mitigation (hedgerow and grassland planting).
· The addition of new trees just within the hedgerows may now shade out the proposed hedgerow and woodland grass mix margins. It is recommended that to compensate for this, further hedgerow and woodland grass mix, wildflower grassland or grey partridge mixture is seeded in the stockproof areas of the northwestern fields. 

Substation

The substation compound is shown approximately 40m from the woodland edge, which may meet minimum expectations. However, if there is any flexibility to increase this stand-off distance, it would provide better long-term protection to the woodland. Even a modest adjustment could reduce disturbance effects. Confirmation of whether any additional offset is achievable within the approved red line should be achieved. 

There are two clear plan issues that should be addressed:

· The proposed access track is shown within approximately 15m of the ancient woodland edge. This conflicts with standing advice for ancient woodland protection and with previous ecological consultation responses, which clearly required at least a minimum 15m planted buffer along the woodland edge. A buffer zone is required to protect it. 
· In Detailed Plan L105, the Root Protection Areas shown do not appear realistic, as they do not extend beyond the woodland edge. This is not consistent with best arboricultural practice. RPAs must be correctly plotted and protected. The agent confirmed in their email of 10 March 2026 that the access track for the substation is already approved on the plans in the decision notice. This layout has therefore already been accepted. A new application to move the substation (PL/2025/07956) has since been approved. That permission shows the substation and track set further away from the woodland. I am happy to discharge this application on the basis that the substation will be built in line with PL/2025/07956.

Conclusion

The LEMP cannot be discharged in its current form in relation to the substation area. At minimum, I believe that the access track must be re-aligned to achieve an acceptable buffer from the ancient woodland. This is a realistic amendment and should be explored and secured through revised drawings. These matters must be satisfactorily addressed to ensure compliance with policy protecting ancient woodland and to enable discharge of the LEMP condition.

Condition 9 (ECMP)

No Ecological Construction Management Plan has been uploaded in support of this application. 

Badger: A single badger outlier sett was found within a hedgerow on the eastern boundary of the main site. The sett showed signs of being active at the time of the survey (2021). The submitted CEMP states that an updated badger survey will be conducted 6 weeks before construction commences and that if active badger setts are discovered, a Natural England mitigation licence will be sought. The condition itself is not conditional on this information being obtained. Therefore, this condition should not be discharged until the results of the badger survey are known and/or the CEMP contains measures to avoid impacting an active badger sett that are likely to be in line with any forthcoming mitigation licence.  

Bats: The Ecological Baseline Report (GE Consulting, March 2021) identified trees of poor to moderate roost potential in trees along the boundary hedgerows on the main site. It is an offence to deliberately disturb bats in their roosts. Measures to check if roosts are occupied and/or precautionary methods of working near these trees should be outlined in the CEMP.

Tree and Hedgerow Root Protection: Exclusion fencing proposed on the main site appears to be appropriate but exclusion fencing on the substation site does not appear to be 15m along the entirety of the woodland edge. However, A new application to move the substation (PL/2025/07956) has since been approved. That permission shows the substation and track set further away from the woodland. I am happy to discharge this application on the basis that the substation will be built in line with PL/2025/07956.

Final sign off – all matters addressed: 
	Ecologist: Patrick Olshansky
	Date 
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