Amended F/22/93160 Land adjoining 4 Brookfield, Providence Hill, Bursledon, Southampton, SO31 8AU
Mixed use development comprising veterinary surgery and 16no. dwellings with vehicular access off Providence Hill and associated car parking, cycle storage, sustainable drainage system, sub-station, hard and soft landscaping, acoustic fencing and pedestrian/ cycle links to Providence Hill. Changes from previous application F/22/93160 in May 2022. 
Clare Martin
14/11/22
I have reviewed the following documents, and these are my most immediate concerns. There may be other issues after these are addressed. 
Landscape proposals by Terra Firma (rev P05, September 2022) 
[bookmark: _Hlk119336856][bookmark: _Hlk119336062]Landscape proposals (1 and 2 of 2) by Terra Firma (rev P 01, October 2022)
Landscape Specifications by Terra Firma (rev P 01, October 2022)
Supplementary DAS by Boyle and Summers (October 2022)
Indicative Sections Drainage Basin by Terra Firma (rev P 01, October 2022)
Ecological Impact Assessment by ACD (rev A, September 2022)
Biodiversity metric 3.1 Habitat condition assessment
Arboricultural Impact Assessment and Arboricultural Method Statement by ACD (May 2022)
Tree protection plan by ACD (May 2022)
EBC Landscape comments by Tim Griffin (10/11/22)
Ecological Impact Assessment
The recommendations in the Ecological Impact Assessment by ACD (rev A, September 2022) are sound and can be conditioned in a CEMP and a LEMP, BMEP or similar document. These include but are not limited to:
An update badger survey to be done in the winter pre-commencement and suitable precautionary method statements for badgers and hedgehogs. If any evidence of badgers is found at that time, mitigation and compensation will need to be provided. It is not likely that badgers are using this site, however there was a large area of impenetrable scrub that could not be assessed. No signs of badgers were noted around this area, so the likelihood of badgers being present is low, however cannot be totally ruled out
Invasive plant removal with regular monitoring by walkover survey to ensure that on site plants do not spread and that the Japanese knotweed recorded along Providence Road does not enter the site. Further efforts must be taken to find the owner of this area and ensure that appropriate treatment by a specialised contractor is started as soon as possible
Soft-felling for the horse chestnut tree with low bat roost suitability
A wildlife-sensitive lighting scheme
A landscape management and monitoring plan which includes reference to any retained trees with potential bat roost features being inspected by endoscope by a suitably licenced ecologist prior to works and long-term management of the reptile receptor area, to include maintaining areas for basking
Mitigation for noise and disturbance to nesting birds during construction in any retained vegetation 
The buildings and all areas of vegetation that needs to be cleared will be undertaken outside the bird nesting season (generally taken to be March to August inclusive). If vegetation removal or demolition must be undertaken during the bird nesting season, the area must be checked in advance, by an ecologist, for the presence of nesting birds. If there is no evidence of nesting birds, the clearance work must be completed within 48 hours of inspection. If any active nests are identified, vegetation clearance/ demolition must cease and an appropriate buffer zone (as determined by the ecologist, usually approximately 5m) must remain until it has been confirmed that the young have fledged and the nest is no longer in use.
Householder packs to contain information on cat predation of wildlife
In addition, the report states that changes to land management have made the western half of the site less suitable for reptiles due to the encroachment of dense scrub where there had been semi-improved grassland previously. As reptiles are an important feature of this site, suitable habitat management must be maintained on site, preferably in the reptile receptor areas, during the pre-construction period so that the population reptiles on site is not affected due to degradation of available habitat. 
The landscaping plan includes Prunus laurocerasus which is cherry laurel, the same invasive plant that is to be removed from the woodland area. This must not be planted anywhere on site as it’s berries are attractive to birds and it can spread back into the areas where it is proposed to be removed. 
The landscape specifications must state that after they have established, any pruning of native shrubs and hedges must be done on a three year rotation to maintain a year round supply of flowers, fruit and seeds available to wildlife.
SuDS
I agree with Tim Griffin in his landscape response that the proposed levels of the SuDS feature would make this a very steep drop with very steeply sloping sides, which would be dangerous. This is in a housing development and is not acceptable. 
In my previous response (19/7/22) I mentioned that the proposed double swale is just one form of filtration as only half of the water would flow through each part. Three forms of above ground naturalised filtration are required for all of the surface water from the development. I don’t see any updated documents submitted to address this concern. 
The Supplementary DAS mentions the possibility of swapping the position of the SuDS basin with plots 1 and 2, however levels appear to be more of a problem due to the elevation of this area. 
Lisa Malter
Ecologist





