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This report and the site assessments carried out by Fenswood Ecology on behalf of the client in
accordance with the agreed terms of contract and/or written agreement form the agreed services. The
services were performed by Fenswood Ecology with the skill and care ordinarily exercised by a reasonable
Environmental Consultant at the time the services were performed. Furthermore, the services were
performed by Fenswood Ecology considering the limits of scope of works required by the client, the time
scale involved and the resources, including financial and manpower resources, agreed between
Fenswood Ecology and the client.

Other than what is expressly contained in the paragraph above, Fenswood Ecology provides no other
representation or warranty whether express or implied, in relation to the services.

This report is produced exclusively for the purposes of the client. Fenswood Ecology is not aware of any
interest of/or reliance by any party other than the client in or on the services. Unless expressly provided
in writing, Fenswood Ecology does not authorise, consent or condone any party other than the client
relying upon the services provided. Any reliance on the services or any part of the services by any party
other than the client is made wholly at that party’s own and sole risk and Fenswood Ecology disclaims
any liability to such parties.

This report is based on site conditions, regulatory or other legal provisions, technology or economic
conditions at the time of the service provision. These conditions can change with time and reliance on the
findings of the services under changing conditions should be reviewed.

Fenswood Ecology accepts no responsibility for the accuracy of third party data used in this report.
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Summary

Fenswood Ecology was commissioned by Ms Jacqui Browne, to undertake a
Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (PEA) at Romsey Oak Farm, Wingfield
(centred around Ordnance Survey Grid Reference: ST 81811 55608). An
assessment of the site was undertaken by Fenswood Ecology in August 2026.

The ecological value of the site was assessed, along with the likely presence of
protected or notable species, and any potential ecological constraints to the
proposed development.

Recorded site habitats were building, hardstanding, ruderal/ ephemeral, native
hedge and immature trees. Site habitats were considered to be of low
importance to nature conservation.

No evidence of badgers was observed during the walkover and given the extent
of suitable habitat for badgers in the wider landscape it is considered that the
site is not important for badgers. However, it is possible that badgers use the
site from time to time for foraging. Therefore, taking a best practice approach,
access to the site should be maintained to allowing foraging in this habitat.

The hedge line has potential for nesting birds and therefore it is recommended
that maintenance of the hedge is completed as much as possible outside of the
nesting bird season (March — August inclusive) to minimise disturbance to
nesting birds. If this cannot be done, then a nesting bird check by a suitably
qualified ecologist will be required to identify if any birds are nesting within site.

Immature ash trees along the northern boundary do have signs of ash die back.
These trees should be monitored for their health annually and removed and
replaced with alternative native trees should they die or become dangerous.

The following recommendation have been made to improve biodiversity on site:

e The addition of three bird nesting boxes in suitable locations within the
landownership.

e The addition of a minimum of two native trees within the landownership.

e Additional hedgerow planting (approximately 3m) to connect the hedge
and the ash trees

e Pollinator friendly landscape planting.
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Introduction

Fenswood Ecology was commissioned by Ms Jacqui Browne, to undertake a
Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (PEA) at Romsey Oak Farm, Wingfield
(centred around Ordnance Survey Grid Reference: ST 81811 55608). An
assessment of the site was undertaken by Fenswood Ecology in August 2026.

The purpose of survey work at the site was to carry out an ecological
assessment and to review the potential for the site to contain, or be used by,
species protected or considered to be of primary importance under UK
legislation, namely the Wildlife & Countryside Act 1981 (as amended), the
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 and the Natural
Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006.

This report details the findings of the survey work and subsequent assessment.
Methodologies employed are described including site surveys and evaluation
and the need for any further survey work and/or mitigation measures are
included, where appropriate.

Methodology

Data Consultation

A full search of biological records was not considered appropriate due to the
small size of the site, and the lack of semi natural habitats with the potential for
notable species.

The Multi-Agency Geographical Information for the Countryside (MAGIC)
website (http://magic.defra.gov.uk) was consulted in August 2026 for
information on statutory designated sites of nature conservation interest within
1km of the application area.

Information obtained from MAGIC and any other relevant sources are included
within the report where appropriate.

Ecological Site Assessment

The site was surveyed by Fenswood Ecology on 28" August 2026 following an
extended Phase 1 habitat survey methodology (JNCC, 2010). This survey
method aims to characterise habitats and communities present but is not
intended to provide a complete list of all plants occurring across the site.

The habitats and vegetation types present were recorded on to a field map and
any evidence of protected species encountered during the survey was
recorded. This included observations of field signs and an assessment of the
suitability of the habitats present to support protected species.

Habitats and species of principal importance that are listed under Section 41 of
the Natural Environment and Rural Communities (NERC) Act 2006 and the
Local Biodiversity Action Plans (LBAP) were noted where necessary.
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Site photographs are provided in Appendix 1. Information on habitat distribution
is presented in Appendix 2, and identify features of interest, where appropriate.

The value and sensitivity of ecological features present on site was determined
based on the guidance given in ‘Guidelines on Ecological Impact Assessment’
(IEEM, 2016). Individual ecological receptors (habitats and species that could
be affected by the development) for the scheme were assigned levels of
importance for nature conservation. The highest level is international, then
decreasing in order of importance through national, county, district, local to
lastly, zone of immediate influence only.

European Protected Species

Based on the habitats present on site and within the immediate area survey for
the following species/species groups was undertaken during the Phase 1
habitat survey.

Amphibians

A desk-based search was undertaken prior to the site visit using a 1:2500 scale
Ordnance Survey (OS) map to identify any water bodies within 500m of the
application area that are not separated from the site by a major barrier (i.e.
rivers, motorways, A roads) to amphibian dispersal.

There are no waterbodies/watercourses on site but there are four waterbodies
within 500m, two of which are not separated from the site by a major barrier.

Bats

All trees and buildings on site were inspected to assess their potential to support
roosting bats, in accordance with current best practice guidelines (Collins,
2023).

An individual tree or building may have several features of potential interest to
roosting bats. It is not always possible to confirm usage of a feature by bats as
often the animals may be present on one day and no evidence of occupation
may be found on the next. Consequently, it is normal practice when
undertaking such surveys to assign each feature to a defined category of
roosting potential as follows:

Negligible: This category is usually used where a feature appears initially to
have significant bat roost potential but is considered on closer inspection to
have no or very limited potential to support roosting bats. It is usually used
during surveys to confirm that inspection of a feature has been carried out and
has found that the feature is not considered to comprise suitable habitat for
roosting bats.

Low: This category is used to describe a feature that may have some
superficial interest to roosting bats but is considered suboptimal to the extent
that bats are not considered likely to use the feature for shelter. A cavity that is
open at the top allowing access to wind and rain may be considered to be of
low bat roost potential.
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Moderate: This category is used to describe a feature that has some potential
to support roosting bats but is considered to be less than ideal in some way.
For example, the feature may be occupied by other animals, such as birds or
squirrel; it may be subject to disturbance or have sub-optimal connectivity with
navigational features.

High: This category is used to describe an optimal feature considered to be
ideally suitable for use by roosting bats where no evidence of occupation by
bats has been found. Features considered to be of high bat roost potential may
include upwards-leading cavities of appropriate dimensions and height from the
ground, with no obstructions below the cavity entrance. The tree may be
particularly prominent within the landscape and is likely to have good
connectivity with navigational features and sufficient suitable foraging habitat in
the vicinity.

Confirmed: This category is used where positive evidence of bats usage has
been recorded from a feature. For example, bats or bat droppings may be
present, or existing bat records may be associated with the feature. A licence
from Natural England is likely to be required if the bat roost is to be disturbed
by the development.

The habitats on site were also assessed for their potential to be used by
foraging and commuting bats.

Birds

A formal bird survey was not undertaken as part of this assessment, however
whilst on site the opportunity was taken to record all species of birds
encountered.

Hazel dormouse

The habitats present on site were assessed for their suitability to support hazel
dormice and for connectivity with other suitable habitat within the surrounding
area.

Reptiles

The habitats present on site were assessed for their suitability to support
basking, foraging and hibernating reptiles and for connectivity with other
suitable habitat within the surrounding area.

Riparian Mammals and White-clawed Crayfish

A desk-based search was undertaken using an OS map to identify any
watercourses within 30m of the application area.

There are no watercourses within 30m of the proposed site, therefore otters
(Lutra lutra), European water voles (Arvicola amphibious), European beaver
(Castor fiber) and white clawed crayfish (Austropotamobius pallipes) are not
considered receptors and subsequently not mentioned again in this report.
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Other Protected and Notable Species

The opportunity was taken whilst on site to assess habitats for the potential to
support nationally or locally scarce or notable species, or any species protected
under domestic legislation.

Badger

Signs of badger (Meles meles) activity were searched for within the application
area, and within 30m of the site where accessible, as part of the extended
Phase 1 survey. Survey followed standard methodology detailed in Surveying
Badgers (Harris et al., 1989). This included survey for badger setts, along with
survey of linear features and boundaries for signs of badger activity including
dung pits, foraging marks, feeding signs and pathways.

Invasive Species

During the initial protected species walkover survey, the opportunity was also
taken to record the presence of any invasive plant or animal species listed on
Schedule 9 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended), if present.

Limitations to Survey

Access to the full application site was provided.

The application is for a retrospective planning application but the survey is
based on current site conditions.

The survey was undertaken within the optimal botanical survey season and is
considered that a robust evaluation of habitat types, potential species
constraints and the overall site character has been made.

Where it was not possible to make a robust evaluation, recommendations for
further assessment and surveys have been included.
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Findings and Evaluation
Site Description

The site is situated at Romsey Oak Farm, which is within a rural farming area
1.7km south of Wingfield and 4km southwest of central Trowbridge. The site is
surrounded by open countryside comprising mainly of arable and pasture-land
divided by a matrix of treelines and hedgerows. There is a large area of
woodland to the north and west, which is approximately 260m away at its
closest point.

Designated Sites
There are no statutory designated sites within 1km of the site.

See appendix for closest designated site locations.

Habitats
The habitats below are listed in order of dominance across the site.
Hard Standing

The site is accessed from the main road by an unsealed stone hardstanding
track; the static caravan is also sat on a hard standing (crushed stone) area
which extends beyond the van to the west as a parking area.

This habitat is species poor and man-made and therefore is considered to be
of importance to nature conservation within the zone of immediate influence
only.

Ruderal/ Ephemeral

The area to the south and west of the hardstanding is made up of ruderal/
ephemeral plants, dominated by; cocksfoot grass (Dactylis glomerata),
creeping bent (Agrostis stolonifera), bramble (Rubus fruticosus), thistle
(Cirsium vulgare), willowherb (Epilobium spp.), dock (Rumex spp.), hedge
bindweed (Calystegia sepium), knapweed (Centaurea nigra), nettle (Urtica
dioica), hogweed (Heracleum sphondylium) and horseradish (Armoracia
rusticana)

This habitat is sparsely populated and species poor and therefore is considered
to be of importance to nature conservation within the zone of immediate
influence only and will not be mentioned again in this report.

Building

There is one static caravan on site, which is of a typical design and build, with
aluminium roof and walls.

This habitat is species poor and man-made and therefore is considered to be
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of importance to nature conservation within the zone of immediate influence
only.

Native Hedge

Native hedge runs along the southern and western boundary of the site.
Species that dominate the hedge are: hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna),
blackthorn (Prunus spinosa), bramble and dog rose (Rosa canina).

The habitat is small in extent and widely abundant in the surrounding
landscape, therefore is considered to be of importance to nature conservation
within the zone of immediate influence only.

Immature Trees

On the western side of the northern boundary are nine immature ash (Fraxinus
excelsior), which are showing signs of ash die back (stage 2). This habitat is
immature and therefore is considered to be of importance to nature
conservation within the zone of immediate influence only.

Species
Amphibians

There are no waterbodies on site but there are four within 500m. Two of the
waterbodies are separated by the busy B3109, which is considered a barrier to
site. The two other waterbodies are approximately 450m from the site across
arable land. With an abundance of more suitable habitat in proximity to these
waterbodies, it is considered unlikely amphibians will use the site. The habitats
on site lack suitability for amphibians and as such it is considered that the site
is not of importance to amphibians within the immediate zone of influence and
will not be discussed further in this report.

Badgers

No badger setts or evidence of badgers using the site were identified during the
survey. The habitats surrounding the site offers good foraging habitat, and it is
possible badgers may visit site from time to time to forage. The site is
considered to be of low importance to badgers within the immediate zone of
influence.

Bats

The static caravan is a sealed weatherproof unit in good condition and offers
no openings, or voids suitable for roosting bats Therefore, the building is
considered to have negligible potential for roosting bats.

The adjacent hedge line, trees and arable land offer good foraging and

commuting routes for bats. It is therefore important that additional light spill from
the development is limited as to not impact on foraging and commuting bats.

10



Romsey Oak Farm, Wingfield Preliminary Ecological Appraisal

Birds

In 2009, a re-assessment of Birds of Conservation Concern (BoCC) was
published by Eaton et al. (2009), which defined rare and threatened bird species
on two lists (Red and Amber) describing the level of threat to each species of
concern.

“‘Red” is the highest conservation priority, with species needing urgent action
due to either a historical decline in breeding population, severe (>50%) decline
in breeding or non-breeding population, or severe decline in breeding range
over 50 years or more. “Amber” is the next most critical group, with species
qualifying for this status as a result of either recovery from red list criterion,
being classed as rare breeders in the UK, moderate (>25%) decline in breeding
or non-breeding population or moderate decline in breeding range over 25
years or more. These categories are followed by Green, indicating that the
species are relatively unthreatened.

No formal bird survey was undertaken during the site visit in August 2026 but
the site was assessed for its suitability for nesting birds. No nests were found
on site, but the hedge line does provide suitable nesting habitat. There is an
abundance of potential nesting sites for common birds in the surrounding
environment, as such it is considered that the site is of low importance to birds
within the immediate zone of influence.

Hazel Dormouse

The hedge around the site is part of a small island of habitat and therefore has
no connectivity of suitable habitats on site to support dormice and it is
considered unlikely they will be present. Therefore, it is considered that the site
is not important to hazel dormice and the species is not discussed further in this
report.

Reptiles

Due to the lack of natural habitat on site and high levels of disturbance it is
considered that reptiles would not be present. Given the extent of suitable
habitat in the wider landscape, it is considered that the site would be of low
importance to reptiles within the immediate zone of influence.

Other Key and Protected Species
Invertebrates

Habitats typically considered of high value to invertebrates include deadwood,
wetland and significant expanses of brownfield. The proposed site comprises
manmade structures and is very small in size. As such, the proposed site is
considered to support a range of common invertebrate species only and is not
considered to be of importance to invertebrates within the immediate zone of
influence and are not discussed further in this report.
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Invasive Species

No invasive species were noted during the site survey and as such invasive
species are not discussed further in this report.

Ecological Assessment and Mitigation

The Scheme

The application is for retrospective planning for the existing static caravan that
is on site.

Designated Sites

With designated sites being more than 1km away, a minor project such as this
is unlikely to have any effect. As such no further mitigation or assessment is
envisaged for designated sites.

Habitats

Immature Trees

The immature ash trees along the northern boundary do have signs of ash die
back (stage 2). These trees should be monitored for their health annually and
removed and replaced with alternative native trees should they die or become
dangerous.

Native Hedgerow

The hedgerow on site will be retained in full. There is a small gap between the
hedgerow and line of immature trees which could be filled as an enhancement
to the site.

Species
Badger

Badgers and their setts are protected under the Protection of Badgers Act 1992.
It is an offence under the act to Kkill, injure or take a badger. It is also an offence
to destroy damage or obstruct a currently active badger sett, or to disturb
animals within the sett.

No evidence of badgers was observed during the walkover and given the extent
of suitable habitat for badgers in the wider landscape it is considered that the
site is not important for badgers. However, it is possible that badgers use the
site from time to time for foraging. Therefore, taking a best practice approach,
access to the site should be maintained to allowing foraging in this habitat.

12
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Bats

All species of bat occurring within the UK are included in Schedule 2 of the
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (as amended). Under
Regulation 41 bats are protected from deliberate capture, injury or killing, from
deliberate disturbance and from deliberate damage or destruction of a breeding
site or resting place (roost).

All UK bats are also included on Schedule 5 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act
1981 (as amended). However, their protection is limited to certain offences.
Under the 1981 Act (as amended) it is an offence to intentionally or recklessly
disturb bats while they are occupying a structure or place used for shelter or
protection, or to obstruct access to any such place.

Barbastelle (Barbastella barbastellus), Bechstein’s (Myotis bechsteinii), brown
long-eared  (Plecotus  auritus), greater horseshoe (Rhinolophus
ferrumequinum), lesser horseshoe (R.hipposideros), noctule (Nyctalus noctula)
and soprano pipistrelle (Pipistrellus pygmaeus) bats are included as priority
species within Section 41 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities
(NERC) Act 2006.

The building lacks suitable roosting features for bats, such as cracks and voids
and therefore considered to have negligible potential for roosting bats.

It is possible that the site is used by commuting and foraging bats, therefore, it
is recommended that outside lighting is minimised and follows a sensitive
lighting scheme to avoid light spill onto the surrounding landscape (See
Appendix 3).

Birds

All nesting birds are protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as
amended) against destruction of the nest during the bird nesting season, which
falls between March and August, inclusive.

The hedge line has potential for nesting birds and therefore it is recommended
that maintenance of the hedge is completed as much as possible outside of the
nesting bird season (March — August inclusive) to minimise disturbance to
nesting birds. If this cannot be done, then a nesting bird check by a suitably
qualified ecologist will be required to identify if any birds are nesting within site.
If nesting birds are confirmed to be using the hedge, then the nest will be
monitored by the ecologist until the nest has been abandoned, or the chicks
have hatched and fledged.
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Enhancements/Biodiversity Net Gain Considerations

The permanent habitat loss within this site boundary is considered minimal and
of low value habitats, however, to ensure wildlife can continue using the site
and possibly enhance habitats, the project is recommended to incorporate the
following biodiversity enhancements:

e The addition of three bird nesting boxes in suitable locations within the
landownership.

e The addition of a minimum of two native trees within the landownership.

e Additional hedgerow planting (approximately 3m) to connect the hedge
and the ash trees

e Pollinator friendly landscape planting.

*kkkk
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Appendix 1: Site photographs

Photo 1. Static caravan (building) with area of hardstanding

Photo 2. Hardstanding track and native hedge, looking south to main road
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Photo 4. Immature ash, hedge and hardstanding, looking south.
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Photo 6. Ruderal/ ephemeral with native hedge behind, looking south from
caravan
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Appendix 2: Site Maps

Figure 1 — Phase 1 Habitat Map
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Figure 2. Designated Site Map (2km buffer)
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Appendix 3. Sensitive Lighting for Bats Guidance

Bats and lighting

Artificial lighting is known to have significant impacts for slower-flying, rarer
species, and even for fast-flying species, potentially affecting reproductive,
foraging and roosting opportunities. On a population and ecosystem level,
impacts may affect the overall genetic pool of bat species and their prey species
(BCT, 2018).

Studies have shown that continuous lighting in the landscape, such as along
roads or waterways, creates barriers which many bat species cannot cross,
especially the slower-flying species (Fure, A. 2012), even at very low light
levels. Lesser horseshoe bats have been shown to move their flight paths which
link their roosts and foraging grounds to avoid artificial light installed on their
usual commuting route. Significant impacts have been recorded from as low as
3.6 lux (Stone et al 2012). Furthermore, the average light level on hedgerows
most regularly used by this species has been recorded at 0.45 lux (Stone et al
2009).

Another group of studies have shown that noctule, Leisler’s bat, serotine and
pipistrelle bats can congregate around white mercury streetlights (Rydell J et al
1993, Blake et al 1994) and white metal halide lamps (Stone et al 2015b)
feeding on the insects attracted to the light, but this behaviour is not true for all
bat species. The slower flying broad winged species such as long-eared bats,
Myotis species (which include Brandt's bat, whiskered, Daubenton’s bat,
Natterer's bat and Bechstein’s bat), barbastelle, and greater and lesser
horseshoe bats generally avoid all street lights (Stone et a/ 2009, 2012, 2015a).
Consequently, bat species less tolerant of light are put at a competitive
disadvantage and are less able to forage successfully and efficiently. This can
have

a significant impact upon fithess and breeding success (BCT, 2018)

Mitigation and lighting design
Bat friendly lighting plans should firstly look to avoid lighting where possible and
minimise lighting impacts by adopting the following measures:

e Lighting curfews or use of PIR sensors. Lighting curfews can
be an effective way of avoiding impacts on bats. These curfews may
involve either turning off lighting or dimming light units at specific times
of the night, dimming units at key times of the year, providing the
luminaire allows for this option via a control unit. Lighting to be triggered
by PIR sensors can be expected to be illuminated only when required
and for a low proportion of the overall time.

e Consider no lighting solutions where possible. Options such
as white lining, good signage and LED cats eyes, should be considered
as preferable, especially within Zones 1 and 2. Reflective fittings may
help make use of headlights to provide any necessary illumination in
some areas.
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e Use only high pressure sodium or warm white LED lamps
where possible. High pressure sodium and warm white LED lamps emit
lower proportions of insect attracting UV light than mercury, metal halide
lamps and white LED lighting. Generally lamps should have a lower
proportion of white or blue wavelengths, with a colour temperature <4200
kelvin recommended (BCT, 2014).

e Minimise the spread of light. Light spread should be kept at or
near horizontal in order to ensure that only the task area is lit. Flat cut-
off lanterns or accessories should be used to shield or direct light to
where it is required. Baffles, hoods, louvres and shields should be used
where necessary to reduce light spill.

e Consider the height of lighting column. Whilst downward
facing bollard lighting is often preferable, it should be noted that a lower
mounting height does not automatically reduce impacts to bats as bollard
lighting can often be designed to provide uplighting. ~ Where bollard
lighting is considered to be the most appropriate system, bollard spacing,
or unit density should be kept to a minimum and units should be fitted
with the appropriate hoods/deflectors to reduce uplighting. Column
height should be carefully considered to balance task and mitigation
measures.

e Avoid reflective surfaces below lights. The polarisation of light
by shiny surfaces attracts insects increasing bat activity (BCT, 2012).
Consequently, surface materials around lighting require consideration.
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