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Wiltshire Council Planning Consultation Response

ECOLOGY
      	
	Officer name: 
	Patrick Olshansky 
	

	Date:
	18/05/2026
	

	Application   No.:
	PL/2026/01635
	

	Proposal:
	Discharge of conditions 4 (CEMP) and 5 (LEMP) relating to application PL/2025/00795
	

	Site Address:
	Western POS - Land North West of Fugglestone Red and Bemerton Heath, Salisbury
	

	Case Officer:
	Georgina Wright
	



	Condition No.
	

Further information required by condition

	Satisfactorily addressed (Document & Date)


	4
	No development hereby approved shall commence on site, including demolition, ground works/excavation, site clearance, vegetation clearance and boundary treatment works, until a Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) has been submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority. The CEMP 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 reptiles the pre-construction/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. The development shall be carried out in strict accordance with the approved CEMP. REASON: The application contained insufficient information to enable this matter to be considered prior to granting planning permission and the matter is required to be agreed with the Local Planning Authority before development commences in order that the development is undertaken in an acceptable manner 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.
	

	5
	No development hereby approved shall commence on site, including demolition, ground works/excavation, site clearance, vegetation clearance and boundary treatment works, until a Landscape and Ecology Management Plan (LEMP) has been 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 development will be managed in accordance with the approved details for the lifetime of the development. REASON: The application contained insufficient information to enable this matter to be considered prior to granting planning permission and the matter is required to be agreed with the Local Planning Authority before development commences in order that the development is undertaken in an acceptable manner 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.
	








Approved plans for PL/2025/00795:

· Open Space Proposals. Dwg: PERSC24618 20 Rev B. (sheets 1-11 & Overview) (ACD Environmental) 
· Open Space Proposals Calculations. Dwg: PERSC24618 20 Rev B). (ACD Environmental) 
· Reptile Impact Assessment (Ecosa, Rev 2, July 2025) 
· Mitigation Strategy POS (Ecosa, Rev 2, September 2025) 
· Public Open Space Mitigation and Enhancement Report Rev 2 (Ecosa, July 2025) 
· Reptile Mitigation Strategy POS. Map 3 – Reptile Compensation. (Ecosa, 15/10/2025) 
· Soft Landscape Management and Maintenance Plan Rev C (ACD Environmental, 07/10/2025)  
· Soft Landscape Specification (ACD Environmental, November 2024)

The Western Public Open Space is split into the following parcels:

· Field F (cropland)
· Reptile Translocation Parcels (RTPs) 1 – 5 
· Retained Habitat (scrub/woodland)
· Receptor Sites 1 – 2

RTPs 1 – 3 have been translocated and cleared as confirmed by aerial imagery. Reptiles from these areas were translocated to Receptor Site 1. Based on Impact Assessment, Mitigation Strategy and aerial imagery, translocation of RTP 4 – 5 is ongoing/pending. Reptiles from these areas are being/will be translocated to Receptor Site 1 and newly created Receptor Site 2. According to the Risk Assessment and Mitigation Strategy translocation and clearance of RTP 5 and Field F will only take place when sufficient compensation habitat has been established throughout the rest of the POS. At this point fencing from Receptor Sites will be removed and species will disperse through the POS.

CEMP

Additional issues have been identified and must be addressed through amendment to the CEMP:

· The Risk Assessment states that if the number of individuals translocated to Receptor Site 2 reaches 183 adults and juveniles or more, a further strategy agreement with Wiltshire Council is required. It is unclear if this is referring to the approved September 2025 Mitigation Strategy, and if so, what the outcome of this agreement was in relation to translocation to this area. Confirmation of the status of this is required before approval of the CEMP to ensure consistency.
· Status of progress in relation to timings and methods outlined in the Mitigation Strategy and Risk Assessment should be provided. Any deviations should be addressed in the CEMP to ensure that works are carried out at the correct time of year.   
· Risk Assessment stated that prior to the commencement of any further translocation activities on site a survey of the installed fencing would be undertaken. This should be addressed in the CEMP.
· Condition criteria d requires that work schedule for activities with specific timing requirements should be outlined to avoid/reduce potential harm to ecological receptors. Phasing of all measures, but especially fencing erection/removal between specific parcels, should be outlined (or relevant sections from supporting reports appended) in the CEMP to ensure that the correct sequencing is followed onsite in accordance with the agreed strategies.
· Based on the Reptile Mitigation Strategy POS Map 3 Reptile Compensation, some works (including habitat creation and a path creation) are planned within Receptor Site 1 and the Retained Habitat in the parcel directly to the north. It is unclear if this will require fencing/translocation/clearance or if precautionary working methods will be required. This should be addressed in the CEMP.
· The CEMP does not outline suitable precautionary working methods for reptiles or any other species that may be present onsite as required by criteria b. This should be included (or relevant sections from supporting reports appended) to ensure implementation on the ground). 
· Information on tree and root protection required by criteria a is insufficient (e.g., methods of protection, methods in accordance with British Standards relating to trees). his should be included (or relevant sections from supporting reports appended) to ensure implementation on the ground).
· Criteria e and f (contact details of key personnel including Site Manager and ecologist/ECoW and timeframe for provision of compliance report to the local planning authority) have not been provided. 

LEMP

There is an inconsistency in habitat area calculations across approved plans (including The Reptile Risk Assessment (07/2025) and Open Space Area Calculations (10/2025)). The layout of both plans appear to match and align with all other approved plans for the site. The reason for the difference in calculations is unknown. 

· The LEMP should clarify which calculations are correct and/or provide the accurate area calculations for each habitat type to ensure alignment with The Reptile Risk Assessment (07/2025) and Reptile Mitigation Strategy (12/2024). 

The proposed habitat and management descriptions do not fully align across approved plans (including Soft Landscape and Maintenance Plan (11/2024), Soft Landscape Specification (11/2024) and Public Open Space Ecological Mitigation and Enhancement (07/2025)). However, layout and terminology in the submitted LEMP matches the detailed Landscaping Proposals (PERSC24618 20. Rev B. 07/2025) that has been approved.

Additional issues have been identified and must be addressed through amendment to the LEMP:

· The LEMP is for a duration of 30 years rather than for the lifetime of development as required by condition. This needs amendment in relevant sections to discharge the condition.
· For all grassland included in the calculations above, cutting should be phased, initial cut should be higher than second cut, and all at a suitable height to avoid impacting reptiles during the active season. If amenity is included in the calculations these measures also apply to these habitat parcels.
· Parcel F to the north of POS is not mentioned in Species-specific Mitigation And Management. The timing of translocations/fencing removal and any clearance of this area in relation to habitat creation should be outlined here along with RTP 4 and 5. Minor amendment required.
· Locations of reptile hibernacula are shown in attached maps, and the Mitigation and Enhancement Report is referred to when discussing these features. However, the Mitigation and Enhancement Report does not appear to set out creation of hibernacula in any detail. These features are within the scope of the LEMP and more creation/management timings and management details for these features are required. 
· The LEMP should reference Reptile Mitigation Strategy, Reptile Risk Assessment and Public Open space Mitigation and Enhancement Report from parent application to ensure consistency.

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