CASE OFFICER'S REPORT


Application Reference:   PL/2025/07278

Date of Inspection:	25/10/2025 		 Date site notice posted:  25/09/2025 		 Date of press notice:	25/09/2025  Consultation ends:	08/07/2026
Case Officer:	Adam Madge


	Site address:
	Brickworth Quarry, Whiteparish, Salisbury, SP5 2QE

	Proposal:
	Extension to Brickworth Quarry (Sandland) to allow the extraction, processing and export of sand followed by backfill with imported inert materials and quarry waste; Importation and blending of sand; Retention and continued use of site compound and buildings, plant site and storage areas; Restoration to commercial forestry and agriculture at original ground levels together with long-term biodiversity enhancements.


Recommendation:

Approve, subject to conditions.

Site Description


The Site comprises land to the west of the village of Whiteparish and immediately north of the existing Brickworth Quarry. The city of Salisbury lies to the northwest of the existing quarry. The surrounding area is generally rural in character being located just north of the New Forest National Park, with most of the land being used for a mix of forestry and agricultural uses. The agricultural uses are predominantly arable situated on rolling hills. The main A36 Trunk road lies close to the Northeastern boundary and as a trunk road is busy with traffic at most points during the day.

The nearest residential properties are located to the North of the A36 trunk road and are limited in number. There is a public footpath WhIT12 which runs along the South Western edge of the site.

The application site itself comprises an agricultural field, the current quarry processing plant site and stockyard and an existing soil storage area.

Relevant Planning History

Various previous permissions at the site but most recently and of most relevance -

16/09386/WCM Proposed extension of Brickworth Quarry (Minerals Local Plan Site Allocation Areas A and B) for the extraction of sand, infill with imported inert materials and quarry waste and restoration to commercial forestry and agriculture at original ground levels; retention of plant site and storage areas. Approved 26/4/2027
19/00380/WCM  Variation of conditions 1 & 2 of permission 18/06009/WCM to revise restoration levels within Area A in order to improve surface water management Approved 7/6/2019

Proposal

The proposed development involves a new area of mineral working next to the existing quarry. It is proposed to work it as a quarry extension following the completion of the consented permission at Brickworth Quarry. The extension area will also provide further space to meet the need for management of material generated by the construction industry.It is anticipated that mineral output will be approximately 140,000 tonnes per annum, therefore it would take approximately 18 months to complete mineral extraction in the new area. Inert materials would subsequently be imported for backfill of the void and restoration of the land to a combination of agriculture and nature conservation, this would take a further two years following exhaustion of mineral reserves. Mineral extraction and inert backfill will take place at the same time. The proposal will see the continued use of the existing site infrastructure (internal haul road, processing plant site and soil storage area) Effectively extending the life of those facilities.

Consultations

There have been 2 separate rounds of consultation on the application in response to initial and further submissions by the Applicant. The following summary represents the latest position of consultees following the outcome and conclusion of the consultation exercise and is not intended to be a full detailed description of all comments submitted during each of the consultations undertaken.

Environment Agency: No objection subject to an informative regarding environmental permitting and pollution prevention

Natural England: No objection. Considers that the proposed development will not have significant adverse impacts on designated sites.

National Highways: No objection.

Wiltshire Council (WC) Archaeology: No objection, subject to conditions requiring a programme of archaeological work to be undertaken.
WC Ecology: No objection subject to conditions (for further approval of a CEMP and LEMP and a habitat management monitoring plan)

WC Landscape: agree with the LVIA conclusions that the landscape and visual harm that will arise as a result of the mineral extraction is in proximity to the site, of short duration and effectively temporary in nature as the site will be returned to its ‘predevelopment condition or restored in accordance with the extant mineral permission

WC Drainage/Lead Local Flood Authority: Support subject to conditions requiring a surface water drainage strategy

WC Highways: The submitted details state that all traffic movements from the site will use the A36T (NH network) and not the A27 (WC Network) opposite. On this basis, there appears to be minimal impact to this Highway Authority’s network and as such, I recommend that no Highway objection is raised.

WC Rights of Way: Public footpath WHIT12 follows the Western boundary of the site. The applicant will need to make sure that this boundary is well secured in the interests of Public safety.
WC Public Protection: No objection subject to conditions regarding dust, decibel levels and plant.
Whiteparish Parish Council: resolved to raise no objection to the application subject to the following measures:
• Effective noise abatement procedures. Dust suppression measures on the roads and along the fence line of the site as well as regular wheel washing.
• A traffic management plan.
•The operating/opening hours remain the same.

Esso Pipeline: No objection subject to adhering to the Special Requirements
for Safe Working’ booklet and the covenants contained in the Deed of Grant are adhered to.
Representations

The application was publicised by Newspaper notice, Site notice, Neighbour notification, publication to the Council’s website and Weekly lists of applications, and notification to the Parish Council in the locality.

There has been no third party (members of public) representations, 


Relevant Policies

The following Development Plan documents and policies have been considered for this planning application:
Wiltshire and Swindon Minerals Core Strategy 2009

Policy MCS1: Meeting the Need for Primary Aggregate Minerals
Policy MCS1 (A): Strategic Approach to Identifying Future Supplies of Aggregate Minerals Policy MCS1 (B): Generic Criteria for Guiding the Location of Minerals Development
Policies MCS 7–10 general considerations to be considered at the planning application stage.
Wiltshire and Swindon Aggregate Minerals Site Allocations Local Plan 2013

Policy MSA1
Inset Map 7: Extensions to Brickworth Quarry
Table 4.1: Extensions to Brickworth Quarry
Wiltshire and Swindon Minerals Development Control Policies Development Plan Document (DPD) 2009

MDC1: Key criteria for sustainable minerals development MDC2: Managing the impacts of minerals development
MDC3: Managing the impact on surface water and groundwater resources
MDC5: Protection and enhancement of Wiltshire and Swindon's landscape character MDC6: Biodiversity and geological interest
MDC7: The historic environment
MDC8: Sustainable transport and minerals development
MDC9: Restoration, aftercare and after-use management of minerals development 
Wiltshire Core Strategy. January 2015

Core Policy 50 - Biodiversity and geodiversity Core Policy 51 - Landscape
Core Policy 58 - Ensuring the conservation of the historic environment Core Policy 62 - Development impacts on the transport network
National Planning Policy context

The following documents are also material to the consideration of the planning application:

· The National Planning Policy Framework (as revised August 2026)
· Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) - Minerals
Planning Issues
Section 70(2) of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 and section 38(6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 require that the determination of planning applications must be made in accordance with the Development Plan, unless material considerations indicate otherwise.

The EIA Regulations require that before determining any EIA application, the local planning authority must take into consideration the information contained in the Environmental Statement (ES) (including any further information), any comments made by the consultation bodies, and any representations from members of the public about environmental issues.

Principle of development

Mineral extraction

The objective of chapter 11 of the NPPF makes it clear that it is essential that there is a sufficient supply of minerals to provide the infrastructure, buildings, energy and goods that the country needs. Policy M3 states in assessing proposals for minerals development, substantial weight should be given to the benefits of mineral extraction and processing, including to the economy.
Policy MCS1 of the Minerals Core Strategy (MCS) says the Council will make sufficient provision to meet demand for aggregate minerals in accordance with national policy, through the identification, appraisal, and delivery of sites within defined Mineral Resource Zones (MRZ). The application site is located within the ‘South East of Salisbury’ zone and therefore accords with the policy in this regard.
This policy’s primary role is to set a requirement for the Council to prepare a plan that provides and safeguards a framework of sites suitable to meet the assessment of future demand for aggregate minerals from Wiltshire and Swindon up to 2026. The sites are provided in the Aggregate Minerals Site Allocations Local Plan (AMSALP). A site at Brickworth Quarry, is one of seven allocated sites to meet the need for and supply of aggregate minerals over the plan period. Though an extension to an existing allocated site, the application site does not form part of the original Brickworth Quarry allocation, but it is in proximity to the urban market areas of Salisbury, Southampton and Bournemouth and Poole and is accessed directly from the designated HGV route network. The location of the proposed extension therefore accords with these generic criteria for guiding the location of minerals development set out in Policy MCS 1 (B) of the MCS.

It follows that as a matter of principle the proposal complies with the Minerals Core Strategy. Meeting the Need for and Supply of Minerals
Policy MCS1 states that to ensure continuity of supply, the Councils will endeavour to maintain landbanks for aggregate minerals in accordance with National and Sub-National Guidelines. Policy M1 of the NPPF states the development plan should provide for a sufficient and timely supply of minerals of national and local importance. Policy M1 (b) states Local authorities should allocate sites and/or identify preferred areas to maintain this provision, including landbanks of at least seven years for sand and gravel and at least ten years for crushed rock. As of end 2023 (the latest assessment period), the landbank for soft sand and sharp sand and gravel combined is significantly below the minimum level of 7 years at only 3.45 years. Planning Practice Guidance advises that where a landbank is below the minimum level this may be seen as a strong indicator of urgent need.
Brickworth Quarry is an established site for meeting the demand for and supply of aggregates in the Wiltshire and Swindon area. The proposed extension would contribute a further 0.2mt to the Wiltshire sand and gravel landbank and allow sand extraction and related activities to continue at present rates, meeting an urgent need to maintain a steady and adequate supply of aggregates. and This site extension application can therefore be considered as making a positive contribution to meeting the need for primary aggregate minerals within suitable locations of the identified Minerals Resource Zone in line with the requirements of policies MCS1, MCS1(A), MCS1(B) and MCS1(C) of the Minerals Core Strategy.


Site specific considerations

The AMSALP identifies the site at Brickworth Quarry site for sand and gravel extraction. Although the extensions identified are not what is proposed here. Notwithstanding that given the proximity of the proposed extensions in the AMSALP are so close similar issues exist. For each site identified in the AMSALP there is a site profile table, in this case Table 4.1, highlighting particular issues to be addressed at the planning application stage. The key issues for Brickworth Quarry are:

· Protection of the water environment
· Assessment of potential effects on areas of biodiversity interest, including riparian species and habitat
· Air Quality and the production of a dust management plan and an air quality assessment
· Noise and vibration and the need for a scheme of noise and vibration assessment
· A landscape and visual assessment given the proximity to the New Forest National Park
· A Late medieval settlement within the proximity of the Quarry and the need to work with the County Archaeologist to mitigate that.
· Access should continue to utilize the existing A36 route used by the quarry.
· The gas and oil pipeline located to the East of the site will require detailed consideration.
· The potential for cumulative impacts on the surrounding area.

Each of the issues, together with those identified as part of the EIA and publicity and consultation processes, are considered in detail below. Criteria, against which all proposals for minerals development are to be assessed, is set out in the Minerals Development Control Policies DPD (MDC). Policies MCS 7–10 of the Minerals Core Strategy (MCS) seek to address the issues associated with managing the impacts of minerals development.
Water environment

Policy MDC3 states that proposals for minerals development will only be permitted where it can be demonstrated that appropriate controls will be made available to protect and, where appropriate, enhance the water environment. Policy MCS7 says development proposals must avoid or mitigate any aspect of the development that could potentially lead to an increase in a likelihood of flooding.

As part of Chapter 5 of the Environmental statement a Hydrological and Hydrogeological Impact Assessment (H&HIA) with Flood Risk Assessment (FRA) of the Proposed Development was carried out for the proposed development. The findings of the hydrological and hydrogeological Baseline Study and Impact Assessment have been applied to assess the likely primary impacts of the Development upon the water environment.

The assessment notes that the proposed site development, involving mineral excavation and restoration using imported inert fill, has the potential to impact upon the groundwater and surface water regimes, as well as to exacerbate flood risk. The Environment Agency (EA) has raised no objection to the development subject to the imposition of planning informatives regarding  permitting on any planning permission granted.
On the effects on groundwater. The base of the quarry workings will extend down to 75 maOD. Therefore Based upon data collected in April-May 2025, groundwater levels in the Chalk Aquifer decline from 55.6 maOD at the southwest corner of Phase 9 down to 55.0 maOD at the northern and eastern corners of the site. The proposed floor depth is 16 m above peak groundwater levels. The applicants ES therefore concludes that there will be no risk of intercepting the water table during the operational life of the quarry extensions.
The proposed drainage system adopts a sustainable, infiltration-led approach in line with Wiltshire Council’s drainage hierarchy, featuring perimeter swales, detention basins, and two primary attenuation areas (totaling ~568 m³) to manage surface runoff and control 1-in-100-year storm events plus 45% climate change, with infiltration-based discharge validated by BRE Digest 365 soakaway tests (rates: 0.007–0.012 m/hr), emergency overflow routing to Ashdod Pond to mitigate exceedance risks, and operational pollution controls (silt traps, bunds, Fluids Handling Procedure), all forming part of a long-term restoration strategy that preserves natural infiltration and greenfield runoff behaviour. As such Wiltshire councils drainage engineers have raised no objections to the proposal although they do still want a surface water drainage strategy to be submitted.

In relation to flood risk, the site lies within Flood Zone 1 and is therefore at the lowest risk for being liable to flooding. Flood risk reduction, mitigation and management measures are incorporated into the excavation and restoration design. A sustainable drainage strategy, is proposed for managing the discharge of surface water runoff from the proposed development.(controlled by condition). The proposed restoration landform will return the site to at, or below, the pre-development ground elevations and therefore no net loss of floodplain storage will be experienced.
It is considered that the submitted information demonstrates there would be no flooding risks and no significant detrimental impact on groundwater or surface water levels, flows or quality as a result of the development. The development is therefore considered to accord with Policies MCS7 and MDC3. The EA’s concerns relating to biodiversity impacts are considered below.

Biodiversity
Chapter 7 of the Environmental statement contains a preliminary ecological appraisal and ecological impact assessment which contains survey information and an assessment of impacts on protected/notable sites, habitats and species, and predicted impacts are addressed with proposals for mitigation/compensation as well as enhancement. The Council’s Ecologist advises that the level of survey is sufficient and identifies the sensitive ecological receptors for the site. Information to support a Habitats Regulations Assessment has been provided within the EcIA concluding no likely significant effect, this reflecting the conclusion of the HRA undertaken for those sites included in the AMSALP. Natural England considers that the proposed development will not have significant adverse impacts on designated sites and has no objection.
There are a number of potential protected species within the vicinity of this development not least of which is great crested Newts the councils ecologist has stated that “A pond lies approximately 60m south east which was recorded to support a small population of GCN. The grassland and field margins within this development proposal provide some terrestrial habitat suitable to support GCN and although the pond won’t be directly impacted by the scheme, impacts to GCN cannot be ruled out.
A Rapid Risk Assessment has now been carried out which states that the proposals are highly likely to lead to an offence. The Ecology report states an enquiry has been submitted to NE to register the site under DLL, however no additional information was submitted in support of this application. If the scheme is accepted under the District Level Licensing Scheme for Great Crested Newts, the Impact Assessment and Conservation Payment Certificate (IACPC), which must be signed by the applicant and countersigned by Natural England must be submitted to the LPA prior to determination.” (this has now been submitted and the councils ecologist is satisfied with that).
Similarly Dormice are afforded stringent protection under the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended) and as such are a material consideration within the planning process. Dormice are known to be present within the wider quarry site. Suitable habitat in the form of woodland, hedgerow, bracken and scrub habitat lies within the proposed red line boundary, there is therefore potential for dormice and their habitats to be impacted by the proposal. 
The applicant has submitted a CEMP to address the ecology officers concerns with regard to Dormice along with a LEMP which provides sufficient confidence that existing dormouse habitat can be retained and protected throughout the construction and operational phases of the development. Further conditions as detailed at the end of this report will be required.
Mottisfont Bat SAC site lies 800m to the west of the 7.5km buffer zone for the Mottisfont Bat Consultation zone Special Area of Conservation. Due to the distance from the outer edge of the bat consultation zone and nature of the works which are proposing to retain boundary features, the councils ecologist considered there will be no likely significant impact upon the SAC.
The site lies within the New Forest Protected Sites 13.8km Zone of Influence. A test of likely significance has been carried out by the relevant Competent Authority (Wiltshire Council) as required by Regulation 63 of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended). This concluded that given the scale and nature of the development there is no mechanism for adverse effect The HRA has concluded that the application is not likely to have significant impacts on the SAC and subsequently the application is screened out of Appropriate Assessment.
The site lies within the River Test Catchment and the underlying chalk at the site is a major regional aquifer supporting public water supplies. Surveys have revealed that groundwater flow is in a north-easterly direction towards the River Test, which passes 10km to the east of the site. It has been concluded that that there will be no risk of intercepting the water table during the operational life of the quarry and therefore there are likely to be no significant impacts upon the protected site. It is noted that local groundwater levels will continue to be monitored via the installed boreholes on site.
A test of likely significance has been carried out by the relevant Competent Authority (Wiltshire Council) as required by Regulation 63 of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended). This concluded that given the scale and nature of the development there is no mechanism for adverse effect The HRA has concluded that the application is not likely to have significant impacts on the SAC and subsequently the application is screened out of Appropriate Assessment .
The local planning authority Under Schedule 7A of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as inserted by Schedule 14 of the Environment Act 2021) is required to consider the delivery of 10% Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG). The Biodiversity Gain Plan condition will automatically apply if approval is forthcoming. A biodiversity metric has been submitted to the local authority and is considered acceptable by the councils ecologists. BnG of 10% it is considered can be achieved on the site but is a post decision requirement. A suitable condition/informative can be applied to any planning permission forthcoming.

An updated LEMP will define the methods needed to maintain, restore, create and/or manage the various existing or new habitats. The LEMP will also integrate ecological monitoring as part of long-term management to ensure the aims/objectives of habitat creation, restoration and management, as an integrated part of site use, are being met. This can be secured by planning condition 

Landscape and Visual Impact

As part of Chapter 4 of the Environmental Sttaement the applicant has submitted a Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA), which the Council’s Landscape Officer considers has been prepared in accordance with current best practice and is proportionate to the scale of the development proposed.

The councils landscape officer has assessed the proposal and has commented as follows

“The application is for sand extraction at ‘Sandlands’, an extension (phase 9) to the north of the existing Brickworth Quarry. The site also includes the quarry yard, minerals processing plant and the soil storage area known as the ‘Finger Field’. The development has been screened in for EIA Regs Schedule 2 development – a quarry exceeding 30,000 tonnes of mineral per year. During the subsequent scoping exercise, it was considered that visual effects are likely to arise as a result of the operations in particular receptors on local PROWs and the A36 trunk road. The site is washed over by the SDLP Policy C6 Special Landscape Area and the NFNP lies to the south of the site.

The Environmental Statement includes landscape and visual matters at Chapter 4. The Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) has been prepared by an experienced landscape practitioner in accordance with best practice (GLVIA 3rd Edition) and published technical guidance. It includes a review of national and local policies and the suite of Landscape Character Assessments that covers the study area.

The LVIA describes the local landscape as rural in character with ‘The local landform is rolling in nature, with gently domed hilltops and dry valleys interspersed with rural lanes and farm tracks. There is a pattern of large-scale open arable fields, with mature hedgerows, areas of scrub and expanses of woodland.’ The nature of the topography and the various woodlands and copses creates a sense of enclosure although the traffic on the A36 undermines local tranquillity. I agree with the LVIA that the ‘New Forest National Park (NFNP) is located adjacent to the southern extent of the Study Area, approximately 0.7km to the south of the Site. Due to distance from the Site, intervening topography, woodland and other vegetative screening, the NFNP is not considered to be a landscape or visual receptor.’

The LVIA has used the criteria defined in the Landscape Institute: Technical Guidance Note | 02/21; Assessing landscape value outside national designations for judging landscape value. Overall, I agree with the conclusions that the site is not a valued landscape but ‘the surrounding countryside has positive attributes indicative of this definition.’

In terms of the predicted landscape effects these are major adverse on the character of the site, the topography and fabric of the arable field extraction area. No trees or hedges are removed during the operation of the quarry. The local Landscape Character Areas will experience a minor moderate adverse significance of effect while other landscape receptors are judged to be minor. Five years following the extraction and restoration the arable field and local topography will be reminiscent of the baseline character with negligible effects.

Visual receptors using WHIT12 PROW will obtain glimpsed views into the north of the site although the mitigation screen bund will hide the operations and would represent a moderate adverse effect. Other visual receptors will experience a minor or no effect on their visual amenity due to intervening mature vegetation and hedgerows. Following the extraction and restoration the LVIA concludes ‘there should be no long-term adverse effect on visual amenity resultant from the scheme.’

Overall, I agree with the LVIA conclusions that the landscape and visual harm that will arise as a result of the mineral extraction is in proximity to the site, of short duration and effectively temporary in nature as the site will be returned to its ‘predevelopment condition or restored in accordance with the extant mineral permission’.”

It is clear that whilst there will be some views of the proposed development from certain public view points these will be glimpsed views and will be limited as such it is not considered that the proposal in landscape terms would have such a detrimental effect as to warrant refusal of planning permission as such it is considered that the proposal would be appropriate.


Cultural Heritage

Policy MDC7 of the Minerals Development Control Policies DPD states that proposals for minerals development will only be permitted where it can be demonstrated through a process of assessment that historic assets of archaeological or cultural heritage importance and their settings can be appropriately protected, enhanced and/or preserved.

A Heritage statement (HS) has been submitted as part of the ES at Chapter 9 providing an overview of the archaeological resource located within the proposal site.

The Heritage Statement usefully summaries the archaeological potential of the proposed quarry extension, including noting the archaeological monuments and finds that have been recorded within the existing quarry during previous operations. These include:

• a concentration of Roman pottery
• an Early Bronze Age (1,800 – 1,400 BC) pit containing distinctive Beaker pottery
• three small, Middle Bronze Age (1,400 – 1,000 BC) cremation cemeteries
• Iron Age (800 – 100 BC) settlement remains, including pits and the possible remains of a roundhouse
• a later prehistoric burnt mound (1,000 – 100 BC)
• a ditch containing 18th-century pottery
• other isolated features and quantities of unstratified, prehistoric, worked flint

“The area of the proposed quarry extension therefore has the potential to contain buried archaeological remains of significance that will be harmed by the proposed development. A geophysical survey of the accessible part of the proposed extension was undertaken and this has revealed anomalies that almost certainly represent the presence of buried archaeological remains. The anomalies appear to comprise a sub-rectangular enclosure and other linear features.

An appropriate project design has therefore been drawn up by the applicant’s archaeological consultant to test these geophysical anomalies through exploratory archaeological investigation (field evaluation). This will take the form of several trial trenches excavated across the geophysical anomalies.

This planning application should therefore not be determined until this field evaluation has been undertaken and the results made available so that the presence, character and significance of the buried features revealed by geophysical survey are understood. This will establish if they form any constraint to the proposed development and the mitigation measures that might be required to remove or reduce the harm to any buried archaeological remains.

I understand from the applicant’s archaeological consultant that the field evaluation is due to commence during week starting Monday 20th October and so the results should be available in a few weeks’ time. Once a report on the results of the field evaluation has been submitted, the Archaeology Service should be reconsulted so that we can update our advice accordingly.”

Following this an archaeological evaluation was carried out and this allowed the councils archaeologist to conclude that the proposal could go ahead subject to conditions –

“The field evaluation targeted anomalies recorded by geophysical survey and most of these anomalies have been shown to correspond to buried archaeological remains. The main feature identified was a 35m diameter, ditched enclosure of Late Iron Age (100 BC – AD 100) date. Investigation of the interior of the enclosure was limited due to overhead electricity cables, but some pits and postholes were revealed, while further pits and a hollow were recorded external to the enclosure. There was a significant assemblage of finds from these features, including nearly 1,000 sherds of pottery from only small areas of investigation, and a single piece of human bone.

Later Romano-British activity (AD 200 - 400) was also recorded and represented by hollows, ditches, pits and postholes. The Romano-British features were collectively hard to interpret but the presence of structural features, alongside finds of pottery, animal bone, coins, iron objects, ceramic tile and worked stone rubbers indicate domestic settlement.

The results are notable, not least for identifying a later Iron Age settlement that is not on the chalk downland, with some interesting features and a large assemblage of pottery. While it is always preferable to preserve archaeological remains in situ, I do not feel that these deposits are of such significance that they represent an overriding constraint to the proposed quarry extension. However, they will require detailed investigation prior to the commencement of quarry operations if the application is approved, unless the applicant seeks, and is able, to exclude the area from the proposed quarry. The applicant should not underestimate the time and resources required to achieve an appropriate programme of archaeological work, including excavation, assessment, analysis, reporting, publication and archiving.

The remaining areas of the proposed quarry extension will also need to be subject to appropriate controlled archaeological monitoring and excavation. This should involve the carefully stripping of the overburden by machine under archaeological supervision. All archaeological features would then require mapping, investigation and recording to the appropriate level.”

With regard to built heritage the nearest built heritage of any significance is Brickworth Farmhouse and the Barns at the Granary which are both grade 2 buildings but it is not considered that either of these will be significantly impacted by this development.
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Listed buildings within the vicinity of the site.

In respect of archaeology and heritage impacts, the proposals are therefore considered to accord with the objectives of the NPPF and Policy MDC7.

Noise

The ES includes a Noise Assessment at chapter 6 which reports the findings of baseline noise surveys conducted at the closest dwellings to the proposed development site and suggests noise limits for mineral extraction and processing on the site. Site noise limits at the nearest residential properties have been suggested based on the existing background noise levels and in line with the provisions of the ‘Minerals’ and ‘Noise’ elements of PPG (i.e. average background noise level plus 10 dB(A) and not to exceed 55 dB LAeq, 1-hour, free field at dwellings).

The noise assessment concludes that levels of noise at the two closest residential receptors will comfortably comply with the daytime requirements of the PPG Minerals and the existing noise related planning conditions for the site as such, the works associated with the proposed extension will comply with the above noise conditions and no further noise conditions are necessary.
It is considered the application demonstrates that the site can be worked within acceptable noise limits advised in PPG and therefor accords with Policy MDC2.

Air Quality and Dust
Policy M4 (b) of the NPPF states that local authorities should ensure any unavoidable noise, dust and particle emissions and any vibrations from blasting will be controlled, mitigated or removed at source, and that appropriate noise limits are established for extraction in proximity to noise sensitive properties. As advised by PPG and required by Policy MDC2 of the MDCP and Table 4.1 of the AMSALP (albeit for alternative extensions to brickworth), the applicant has provided a Dust and Air Quality Assessment (DAQA) in chapter 10 of the Environmental statement.

The DAQA considers the potential impacts on the Air Quality Objectives and ‘nuisance’ or ‘disamenity’ dust arising from the proposed development. The assessment shows that the proposed workings can be operated in a manner unlikely to cause significantly adverse air quality or dust impacts in their vicinity. The report concludes that provided that this site is operated in accordance with the suggested dust mitigation measures, the assessment shows there would be Negligible Effects at all on receptors.

The councils public protection officer having considered the proposal has stated that the air quality/dust assessment concludes that a dust management condition is necessary in order to avoid adverse impacts. He has then recommended a condition which is included at the end of this report.

It is therefore considered that providing a suitable condition is included at the end of this report which achieves the  dust management  criteria the proposal is acceptable.
Highways and Traffic

It is proposed that the quarry be served bythe existing access onto the A36 Trunk road in the same way that the existing quarry is served. The application is accompanied by a transport statement which assess the effect of the new extension upon the surrounding road network.

National Highways who have responsibility for the trunk road network and the A36 have assessed the proposal and stated the following –

“The existing Brickworth Quarry produces an output of approximately 140,000 tonnes of sand pa, with approximately 18 months of reserves remaining. Current permissions, including restoration, will therefore expire in summer 2028.
The Quarry extension (known as Sandland) will serve as an extension to the existing Brickworth Quarry following the exhaustion of reserves within the currently consented phases. Output is expected to be 140,000 tonnes extracted over an 18 month period, followed by backfill and restoration. To cover both extraction, infill and restoration phases, an extension of permission is sought until autumn 2030.
Given that the Sandlands site will not come into operation until the exhaustion of consented reserves, and that extraction and infill/restoration will take place consecutively, National Highways accepts the conclusion of the Transport Statement prepared by Paul Basham Associates, dated August 2025, that the proposed development will not result in an increase in development traffic above existing consented levels, but will extend the period over which these movements will occur from summer 2028 to autumn 2030.National Highways therefore considers that the proposed quarry extension is unlikely to result in an unacceptable or severe impact on the A36, in safety or capacity terms, in accordance with DfT Circular 01/2022 and the NPPF.”

Of equal importance was the need to consult the councils own highway engineers. They have stated that -

“I note the proposed quarry extension, which will only be brought in to use once the existing phase resources have been expended. I understand from the submitted details that the overall daily number of traffic movements will not alter from existing, however, the operations will be extended over a further 18 month period. It should be noted that the site is directly accessed from the A36T and I am aware that National Highways (NH) have already provided comment. The submitted details state that all traffic movements from the site will use the A36T (NH network) and not the A27 (WC Network) opposite. On this basis, there appears to be minimal impact to this Highway Authority’s network and as such, I recommend that no Highway objection is raised.”

It is clear from the applicants highways statement, from the assessment of the proposal by National Highways and by the councils own highways engineers assessment that the impact on traffic will not be substantial from this proposal largely replacing existing traffic from the site and as such there are no grounds for objection to the proposal as it would comply with relevant policies within the NPPF and the MDCP.


Cumulative effects

The ES takes account of other local known development in terms of the potential for cumulative effects with the proposed development. Each technical assessment comprises a review of the baseline environment, which accounts for existing local development and therefore potential cumulative effects. Due to the nature of the development for mineral extraction; that it is temporary; that potential impacts can be adequately mitigated; and due to the distance between the site and other nearby development, it is not considered that there will be any significant cumulative effects

Other matters

Rights of Way

Footpath WHIT12 currently passes along the edge of the site and this will need to be protected during development. (see below). The councils public rights of way officer has commented how the width of this path may currently be under recorded. Provided that this is properly secured it is considered that the proposal would be acceptable in rights of way terms.
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“Public footpath WHIT12 follows the Western boundary of the site the footpath has a recorded width of 1.2m although this may be under recorded given that the footpath is recorded on the County Series map as Sandland Drove and looks to vary in width with some places 19m wide. The applicant will need to make sure that this boundary is well secured in the interests of Public safety.”


Climate Change

The application documents set out how the proposed development assists in minimising the impacts of climate change by not increasing flood risk off-site, The location of the site and proximity to the market it will serve allows for reduced distances for mineral transportation and thereby reduced emissions. The proposed

development will make use of low energy plant and machinery where possible The biodiversity features proposed within the restoration scheme will provide further enhancement and resilience to future climate change effects.

Agricultural Land and Soils

The NPPF aims to protect agricultural land and Policy MDC9 requires that proposals for minerals development demonstrate an appropriate and high-quality restoration scheme, including that that soil quality is adequately protected and maintained throughout the life of the development. An Agricultural Land Quality and Soil Assessment has been submitted with the ES as part of chapter 8. The assessment and survey was carried out on 8 hectares of land of which approximately 3 hectares was in agricultural use as arable farmland


The applicants assessed that the Proposed Scheme would temporarily adversely affect approximately 3.0ha (low magnitude) of Subgrade 3a (high sensitivity) in the mineral extraction area. Approximately 1.9ha of land in the mineral extraction area would be restored
to its former Subgrade 3a quality and could be used for arable production; the remainder of
the extraction Area would be converted to neutral grassland and swale areas.
Therefore, the Proposed Scheme would result in the net loss of approximately 1.1ha of Subgrade 3a,land which would be restored to neutral grassland and swale area. The significance of the residual, temporary, adverse effect of the Proposed Scheme on
approximately 1.1ha of Subgrade 3a agricultural land has been assessed by the applicant as slight, and not significant regarding the national resource of agricultural land.
It is officers opinion that this loss is to be weighed against the additional landscape and ecological benefits provided by additional habitat creation. Natural England raises no objection and advises the site working and reclamation proposals meet the requirements for sustainable minerals development in terms of soils protection and retention, land quality and reclamation. The proposals are therefore considered to accord with Policy MDC9.
Conclusion

The application site is located close to an site allocated for mineral extraction in the Development Plan. The sites identified in the Aggregate Minerals Site Allocations Local Plan are required to meet the demand for aggregate mineral working and are considered by the councils as being suitable for future minerals extraction. The aggregate landbank (permitted reserves of sand and gravel) in Wiltshire and Swindon is just 3.45 years, significantly below the minimum NPPF level of 7 years. Planning Practice Guidance advises that where a landbank is below the minimum level this may be seen as a strong indicator of urgent need. The proposed site at Brickworth Quarry will make a positive contribution to meeting the need for primary aggregate minerals close to suitable locations of the identified Minerals Resource Zone of the plan area - in line with the requirements of policies MCS1, MCS1(A), MCS1(B) and MCS1(C) of the Minerals Core Strategy.

The application and accompanying Environmental Statement are considered to demonstrate that the proposed quarry development can, with appropriate mitigation, be carried out with no unacceptable adverse impacts on the environment, or the amenities of local residents in accordance with the adopted policies of the Minerals Core Strategy and Minerals Development Control Polices DPDs. No flooding risks or significant detrimental impact on groundwater or surface water levels, flows or quality are expected because of the development. Unavoidable dust emissions can be suitably managed and appropriate noise limits met when working in proximity to noise sensitive properties. The modest loss of BMV agricultural land is outweighed by the benefits of mineral extraction and the biodiversity gain that the development will deliver. The final restoration scheme is considered to appropriately balance the requirements for the site to be restored to high-quality agricultural land; minimise potential risk to aircraft from birdstrike; maintain and enhance flood capacity and water quality; and to provide biodiversity enhancement.

It is considered the development as proposed is in accordance with the Development Plan and that there are no material considerations to indicate that permission should be refused.

DECISION (Delegated) –

Having taken into account the environmental information, Approve subject to the following  conditions –


 1)The development hereby permitted shall be limited to a period of five years from the date of notification of commencement of the development, such a date as to have been notified to the local authority prior to commencement of this permission. Prior to the expiration of five years, extraction/tipping operations shall have ceased and the site shall have been restored in accordance with the restoration drawings and details listed in condition 2 below.

REASON:  To ensure development is carried out in accordance with submitted application and approved details.

2) The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with  
the following approved plans: 

· Site location plan 3404-5-2. August 2025. David Jarvis Associates 
• Environmental Statement. September 2025. Raymond Brown 
• Restoration Scheme 3404-5-2. September 2025. David Jarvis  Associates 
· Working scheme  3404-5-2 August 2025
• Environmental Statement Chapter 7: Ecology. September 2025. Raymond Brown  
• Arboricultural Impact Assessment and Method Statement. Wessex Woodland 
Management  
• Statutory Biodiversity Metric. August 2025. Georgie Starkie 
• Existing Site Plan 3404-5-2. August 2025. David Jarvis Associates 
• Preliminary Ecological Appraisal and Ecologixcal Impact Assessment. February 2026. 
Stark Ecology 
• Environmental Statement Addendum. March 2026. Raymond Brown 
• Sections A-A & B-B 3404-5-2. September 2025. David Jarvis Associates 
• Construction Environment Management Plan. Stark Ecology. May 2026 
• Preliminary Ecological Appraisal and Ecological Impact Assessment. May 2026. Stark  
• Landscape Ecological Masterplan. May 2026. Stark Ecology
· Landscape Ecological Management Plan, May 2026, Stark ecology
· Archaeological trial trench evaluation, January 2026, AC archaeology
· Environmental statement chapters 1-11 and appendices, Raymond Brown Quarry products, Chapters September 2025
· IACPC. May 2026. Natural England 
· DLL-ENQ-WILT-00143 Annex 3 Map. April 2026. Natural England

REASON: For the avoidance of doubt and in the interests of proper planning.

Ecology

3) Prior to the commencement of works, including demolition, ground works/excavation, site 
clearance, vegetation clearance and boundary treatment works, an updated Construction 
Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) shall be submitted to the local planning authority 
for approval in writing. The Plan 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:  
• Identification of ecological protection areas/buffer zones and tree root protection areas 
and details of physical means of protection, e.g. exclusion fencing with the inclusion of 
access. 
• Working method statements for protected/priority species, such as nesting birds and 
reptiles, including toolbox talks. 
• 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 pre-construction/construction related elements of strategies 
only.  
• 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.  
• Key personnel, responsibilities and contact details (including Site Manager and 
ecologist/ECoW).  
Development shall be carried out in strict accordance with the approved CEMP.  

REASON: 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.

4) Prior to the start of construction, a Landscape and Ecology Management Plan (LEMP) 
shall be submitted o 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 to attain targets.  
The LEMP shall be implemented in full and for the lifetime of the development in accordance 
with the approved details.  

REASON:    
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.  

5) No development shall commence on site until a Habitat Management and Monitoring Plan 
(the HMMP), prepared in accordance with the statutory Biodiversity Gain Plan and 
including:  
• a non-technical summary;  
• the roles and responsibilities of the people or organisation(s) delivering the HMMP;  
• the planned habitat creation and enhancement works to create or improve habitat to 
achieve the biodiversity net gain in accordance with the statutory Biodiversity Gain Plan 
and schedule for implementation;  
• the management measures to maintain habitat in accordance with the statutory 
Biodiversity Gain Plan for a period of 30 years from the completion of development; and  
• the monitoring methodology and specification of a Monitoring Pack (to include but not 
exclusively up to date Management Actions Logs, Habitat Condition Assessment Reports, 
metric calculation; and corresponding post intervention Habitat Map) which shall be 
submitted to the Local Planning Authority in years 2 (two) 5 (five) 10 (ten) 15 (fifteen) 20 
(twenty) and 30 (thirty) of the Maintenance Period,  
has been submitted to, and approved in writing by, the local planning authority.  
The created and/or enhanced habitat shall be managed and maintained in accordance with the 
statutory HMMP at all times thereafter.   

REASON: To ensure the development delivers a biodiversity net gain on site in accordance 
with Schedule 7A of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990.


6) No development shall commence within the red line boundary shown on David Jarvis Associates’ Location Plan, Drawing No. DR-0001, dated 7 August 2025, until the applicant has secured a programme of archaeological work in accordance with a written scheme of investigation, which has been submitted by the applicant and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The programme of archaeological work will provide for:

i) A programme of site investigation and recording within areas of archaeological interest. Quarrying will not commence within these areas until the archaeological investigation has been satisfactorily completed.

ii) A programme of post investigation assessment, analysis, publication, dissemination and archiving. This part of the condition shall not be discharged until these elements of the programme have been fulfilled in accordance with the programme set out in the written scheme of investigation or unless otherwise agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority.’

REASON: 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 enable the recording of any matters of archaeological  
interest.

Highways
7) All vehicles shall enter and leave the site via the existing junction onto the A36 Brickworth Corner and no other point.
REASON:	In the interests of highway safety and to protect the amenities of the local area.

Drainage
8) No development shall take place until a surface water drainage strategy, complying with Wiltshire Council requirements, NPPF, PPG and the National Standards for SuDS has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. In order to discharge the above drainage condition, the following additional information must be provided: 
• A comprehensive drainage layout drawing showing all SuDS components, including swales, detention basins, infiltration trenches, bunds, silt fences and soakaways. How those flows will be conveyed between the development site and the proposed infiltration basin and soakaway should also be detailed. The drainage plan should include those overland exceedance routes, specifically including from those proposed constructed bunds, ensuring there is no change to the existing flow regime that would create an enhanced flood risk elsewhere.
Reason: In the interests of ensuring adequate drainage of the site.

 

Informative

Noise
9) During the permitted working hours the freefield equivalent continuous noise level (LAeq, 1 hour) for the period due to mineral extraction and waste importation and depositing operations shall not exceed 55 dB as recorded at the boundary of the nearest inhabited property.
Reason: In the interests of amenity of neighbouring residents.

10) All vehicles, plant and machinery operated within the site shall be maintained in accordance with the manufacturer’s specification at all times and shall be fitted with, and use, effective silencers. No reversing bleepers or other means of warning of reversing vehicles shall be fixed to, or used on, any mobile site plant other than white noise alarms or bleepers whoe [SIC] noise levels adjust automatically to surrounding noise levels.
Reason: In the interests of amenity

11)Prior to the commencement of development, a Dust Management Plan (DMP) shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The DMP shall detail the measures to be implemented to control and mitigate dust emissions during all phases of the development, including mineral extraction, restoration, and associated activities. The DMP shall include, but not be limited to, the following:

Soil and Overburden Handling

Avoidance of soil and overburden movement during dry, windy conditions.
Minimisation of drop heights during loading and tipping.
Control of vehicle speeds, particularly near site boundaries.
Use of water suppression (e.g. bowsers or sprays) where necessary.
Seeding of soil bunds to stabilise surfaces.

Mineral Extraction and Processing

Wetting down of extraction faces during dry, windy conditions.
Restriction of processing activities to designated plant areas away from sensitive receptors.
Maintenance of dust suppression systems on processing equipment.

On-site and Off-site Vehicle Movements

Use of vehicles with upward or sideways exhausts.
Maintenance of haul routes and unmade roads, with water suppression as required.
Sheeting of all HGVs prior to leaving the site.
Inspection and cleaning of vehicles to prevent debris on public highways.

Wind Scouring and Stockpile Management

Wetting down of exposed surfaces and stockpiles during dry, windy weather.
Formation of stockpiles with smooth profiles to reduce dust lift-off.
High standards of housekeeping across the site.

The development shall be carried out in accordance with the approved DMP at all times. Any amendments to the DMP shall be submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority prior to implementation.

Reason: Core policy 57, Ensuring high design and place shaping such that appropriate levels of amenity are achievable

12) No operations authorised by this permission shall take place outside of the following times:

Soil stripping and overburden removal:	Monday - Friday 07.30 - 17.00

Mineral extraction and infilling:		Monday - Friday 07.30 - 17.00 and
Saturday 07.30 - 12.00

Plant processing operation:                                Monday - Friday 07:00 - 19:00 and Saturday 07:00 - 13:00

There shall be no working on Sundays or Bank or Public Holidays.
Reason: To protect local amenity
13)  Except for sand, no mineral, topsoil or subsoil shall be exported from the site.
REASON: 	To ensure the preservation of such materials for use in restoration and landscaping.

14) No materials shall be stockpiled or stored at a height greater than 5 metres when measured from adjacent ground level. 
REASON:	In the interest of landscape character.

15) All restored areas of the Site shall undergo aftercare management for a 5 year period. The aftercare period for each part of the site will begin once the restoration condition for the relevant part of the site has been met, the date of which shall be notified in writing to the Mineral Planning Authority within 21 days.
REASON:	To ensure that the site is restored to an acceptable standard.

16) An aftercare scheme, requiring that such steps as may be necessary to bring each phase of the land reclaimed under condition 2 to the required standard for use for forestry and agriculture shall be submitted for the approval of the Mineral Planning Authority not later than 6 months prior to the start of aftercare on all or part of the site and thereafter be implemented as approved.
REASON:	To ensure satisfactory aftercare suitable for the intended afteruse.

17) In the event of a cessation of winning and working of minerals prior to the achievement of the completion of the approved scheme as defined in this permission, and which in the opinion of the Local Planning Authority constitutes a permanent cessation within the terms of paragraph 3 of Schedule 9 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990, a revised scheme, to include details of reclamation and aftercare, shall be submitted in writing for approval to the Local Planning Authority, within 6 months of the cessation of winning and working.  The site shall be restored and landscaped in accordance with that approved revised scheme and within the timescale set out therein.
REASON:	To enable the Local Planning Authority to adequately control the development and to ensure that the land is restored to a condition capable of beneficial afteruse.

INFORMATIVES
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INFORMATIVE

Public footpath WHIT12 follows the Western boundary of the site the footpath has a recorded width of 1.2m although this may be under recorded given that the footpath is recorded on the County Series map as Sandland Drove and may vary in width. The applicant should ensure that this boundary is well secured in the interests of Public safety.

INFORMATIVE

Any soakaways should be designed and constructed in accordance with CIRIA C574 and the Wiltshire Guidance. 
• Wiltshire Council is the land drainage authority under the Land Drainage Act 1991. Land drainage consent is required if a development proposes to discharge flow into an ordinary watercourse or carry out work within 8m of an ordinary watercourse. 
An ordinary watercourse is a watercourse that does not form part of a main river. The term watercourse includes all rivers and streams and all ditches, drains, cuts, culverts, dikes, sluices, sewers (other than public sewers within the meaning of the Water Industry Act 1991) and passages, through which water flows. 
Wiltshire Council’s land drainage bylaws can be downloaded from the councils website. The land drainage consent application form and guidance notes can also be found on our website.

INFORMATIVE

The mineral extraction, landfill and restoration associated with this development will 
require variation of an environmental permit under the Environmental Permitting 
(England & Wales) Regulations 2016, from the Environment Agency, unless an 
exemption applies.  

The Applicant must ensure that the operations at the site are in accordance with the 
Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2016. The applicant is 
advised to contact the Environment Agency on 03708 506 506 (Monday to Friday 8am 
to 6pm) or by emailing enquiries@environment-agency.gov.uk for further advice and to 
discuss the issues likely to be raised. You should be aware that there is no guarantee 
that a permit variation will be granted.  
Additional ‘Environmental Permitting Guidance’ can be found at: Environmental permits - GOV.UK and Check if you need an environmental permit - GOV.UK. 
Under the Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2016, the 
operator of a waste site will require an environmental permit for the importation, storage, 
and treatment of waste.  

The Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2016 state that 
permitted sites should not harm human health or pollute the environment. The operator 
is therefore required to have measures in place which will: 
• prevent pollution 
• ensure that there is no harm to human health, the quality of the environment, or 
the surrounding amenity 
• ensure that there is no offence to a human sense or damage to material property 
We would likely reject any permit application or variation which did not include this 
information.

INFORMATIVE

Safeguards should be implemented prior and during the operations to minimise the risks 
of pollution from the development. Such safeguards should cover:  
• the use of plant and machinery  
• silt management  
• discharges to surface waters and dewatering 
• wheel washing and vehicle wash-down and disposal of resultant dirty water  
• oils/chemicals and materials  
• the use and routing of heavy plant and vehicles  
• the location and form of work and storage areas and compounds  
• the control and removal of spoil and waste.

INFORMATIVE



Adam Madge
Principal Planning officer
25th August 2026
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There is a residual risk that great crested newts / reptiles could occur on the application site.    These species are legally protected and planning permission does not provide a defence  against    prosecution. In order to minimise the risk of these species occurring on the site, the  developer is  advised   to clear vegetation during the winter, remove all waste arising from  such clearance and maintain vegetation as short as possible. If these species are found  during the works, the    applicant is advised to stop work and follow advice from an independent ecologist or the  Council Landscape and Design Team (ecologyconsultations@wiltshire.gov.uk)     Protected Species    The applicant should note that under the terms of the Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981)  and    the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended) it is an offence to    disturb or harm any protected species including for example, breeding birds and reptiles.  The    protection offered to some species such as bats, extends beyond the individual animals to  the    places they use for shelter or resting. Please note that this consent does not override the    statutory protection afforded to any such species.  In the event that your proposals could    potentially affect a protected species you should seek the advice of a suitably qualified and    experienced ecologist and consider the need for a licence from Natural England prior    to commencing works. Please see Natural England’s website for further information on  protected species.      Nesting Birds     All British birds, their nests and eggs are protected under Section 1 of the Wildlife and    Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) and the Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000 while  birds    are nesting, building nests and sitting on eggs. The applicant is advised to check any  structure or vegetation capable of supporting breeding birds and delay removing or altering  such features    until after young birds have fledged. Damage to extensive areas that could contain  nests/breeding birds should be undertaken outside the breeding season. This season is  usually taken to be the period between 1st March and 31st August but some species are  k nown to breed outside these limits.  


