Ecology response for F/22/93970 THORNEYDOWN FARM, MOORHILL ROAD, WEST END, SOUTHAMPTON, SO30 3AY
Change of use of land for the siting of touring caravans, motorhomes and tents including a small amenity block and the terracing of the site to accommodate roads, parking and pitches (where appropriate)
Summer Sharpe
9/11/22
Ecology
I have reviewed the Preliminary Ecological Appraisal report by Phlorum (Rev 3, September 2022). On site habitats were assessed as having the potential to support bats, breeding birds, badgers, hedgehogs, dormice, reptiles, and stag beetles. The recommendations for mitigation in section 5 of the report and can be conditioned if permission is to be granted for these proposals. However, biodiversity enhancement recommendations and significant green infrastructure around the site must be strengthened and agreed upon to provide net gain in accord with local and national guidelines. A biodiversity management and enhancement plan which includes specific information on landscaping for the benefit of wildlife will be required.
The report notes that reptiles were recorded as present in the Phlorum 2021 ecological assessment report but that their habitat has been removed between April 2021 and the February 2022 survey. There is still suitable reptile habitat along the northern boundary of the site in areas near scrub and ruderal vegetation. Trees with potential for roosting bats have also been removed. 
The northern area of scrub and ruderal vegetation has been identified as a valuable wildlife habitat corridor and must be retained and enhanced. In his landscape comments, Tim Griffin notes that significant external lighting will be needed for the safe use of the caravan park. This will have a negative impact on wildlife in the area. An external lighting plan will not give an accurate picture of the light levels that would be introduced into this currently dark area, as campers also provide their own external lighting on their campsites. 
The invasive plants buddleia and cherry laurel have been identified on site. Horsetail, which is also invasive, is shown in photo 5 of the PEA. A full botanical survey and invasive species survey were not carried out at the latest site visit in February 2022, and many plants would not be visible during the winter. If there are invasive plants present on site, the movement of touring caravans can spread them to other areas. Touring caravans can also transport invasive species onto the site from other areas. 
Invasive weed control by a suitably licenced contractor must be included in the management plan. The area must be checked for invasive plants weekly during the growing season so that they can be controlled before they have the opportunity to spread. 
The area of marshy grassland shown in photo 4 of the PEA report may be a priority habitat and must not be developed or drained. 
A touring caravan site in this location would put more recreational pressure on Telegraph Woods SINC to the north of the site and Wildern Local Nature Reserve to the east. There is a play area marked on the plan, but the site as proposed does not provide any other communal open space the occupants of the touring caravans. This will put more pressure on the surrounding areas of open space nearby. 
SuDS
I have reviewed the Drainage Statement by NOLA Design (September 2022) and note the statement that the underlying clays will not support infiltration. As the site is 1.5 ha, at least three forms of above ground naturalised filtration are required for all surface water drainage in line with Local Plan policy DM 6. The current proposal is for porous gravel blankets to each touring pitch, filter drains at the base of each terraced slope leading to a main carrier drain on each access road, cellular attenuation crates under three camp sites and then into a 225 mm diameter pipe discharging the water off site. None of these are above ground forms of naturalised filtration. This site will have pollutants from vehicle traffic and possibly other pollutants that must be filtered out of the surface water drainage before it leaves the site. I agree with the LLFA consultation response that water quality information must be provided (using the Ciria SuDS simple index approach), exceedance flow routes must be shown on a plan and SuDS maintenance information are required for the proposed surface water drainage strategy.
What is the proposed path of this drainage after it leaves the site? An existing watercourse is shown along the north-eastern boundary of the site in drawing 2000.0016. If this is not correct, as implied in the drainage statement, then a correct plan must be submitted with the current conditions. 
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