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1. Introduction 


The interest in sustainability and better environmental management has grown significantly over the years (Glasson et al., 2012). Environmental Impact Assessments (EIA) are an important instrument in the development process for gauging potential environmental impacts and encouraging sustainable development through analysis and assessment (Bilgin, 2015). Simply put, it seeks to find the more environmentally acceptable option as early as possible, so that projects can be structured to eliminate or minimise environmental effects (EA, 2002). Established in the United Kingdom in 1988 by the European Commission, this document is compulsory for projects expected to have an environmental impact due to their nature, magnitude, or location (Orford and Henderson, 2017). Impacts on population, human health, biodiversity, flora, fauna, water, air, climate, soils, geology, landscape, cultural heritage, and material assets are among the aspects studied, as are the consequences of interactions between any of these components or others involved (Gonzalez and Enrquez-De-Salamanca, 2018). EIAs are mandatory by the EU Directive (85/337/EEC) for certain projects listed in Annex I yet not for projects listed in Annex II; this is transposed by Schedules 1 and 2 of the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Wales) Regulations 2017 (EA, 2002). The T&CP regulations in Wales implement the EU directive and specify the requirements for EIAs. The regulations provide the determining factors for whether an EIA is required. Schedule 1 lists developments for which an EIA is required due to potential environmental consequences. Schedule 2, on the other hand, is scale-dependent, and the local authority determines if an EIA is required owing to probable environmental implications (Gov, 2019).  The EIA process, illustrated in Figure 1, considers all potential consequences throughout the process while always keeping environmental harm as its top concern and striving to keep it safe. Environmental management requires substantial planning and preparation; this report seeks to evaluate the EIA submitted, presenting critiques and analysis of the successes and failings through a case study of a proposed poultry unit. Except as otherwise noted, all the information in this study is taken straight from Roger and Parry's EIA reports. 
2.0 The EIA Process
The EIA process is described as a five-stage process in UK government legislation. However, some may argue that the descriptions of each step are overly broad. Glasson et al. (2012) further deconstruct this process, as indicated in Figure 1, and define each stage as follows:
· Screening – narrows the application of EIA to those that may have significant environmental impacts.
· Scoping – identifies the crucial and significant issues that must be addressed and considers alternatives.
· Project description – the project purpose, location, and characteristics.
· Baseline description – establishes the present and future state of the environment in the absence of the project.
· Identifying key impacts – ensure that all impacts are considered (adverse and beneficial).
· Prediction of impacts - identifies the magnitude of environmental change with/without the project.
· Evaluation and assessment of significance of impact – examines the environmental consequences in terms of significance.
· Mitigation – introduces measures to avoid, reduce or compensate for any adverse measures.
· Public consultation – ensure the public can voice concerns and their views are considered.  
· Review – evaluation of the overall process to help the decision-making.
· Decision-making – the local authority considers all aspects of the proposal and makes an informed decision. 
· Monitoring – records the outcomes of the development's impacts.
· Auditing – compares the predicted outcomes with actual outcomes to assess the quality of mitigation. 
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Figure 1 - EIA Process (Glasson et al, 2012)
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3.1 Background

With pressures facing farmers nationwide, the need to diversify is even greater.  Post-Brexit, the agriculture sector is suffering heavily, with some farms unable to survive without subsidies (The Guardian, 2022). Farmers have been driven to diversify their income sources in every way possible, whether through leisure activities, solar energy, or biomass crops (Helm, 2022). The proposal for a new free-range, egg production poultry unit as an addition to an already established beef and sheep farm is a way to ensure the progression and sustainability of the business whilst also providing for future generations. Furthermore, the local economy will immediately profit from veterinary treatment, feed and bedding contracts, etc.
3.2 Site location
The property is located in a rural area about 3.5 kilometres from Llandeilo, surrounded by isolated dwellings and agricultural fields. The location has direct access to the A40 via a council highway. The land is currently used for grazing sheep and cows. Within 5km are seven Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs) and one Special Area of Conservation (SAC), outlined below.
· Dinefwr Estate SSSI – approximately 1.5km southeast. It is particularly interesting for its lichen, invertebrates, woodland, and floodplain plants. 
· Birdshill Quarry- approximately 0.8km south. Geological interest.
· Crûg Farm Quarry SSSI – Approximately 2.9km southeast. Geological interest.
· Ffiar Fach Railway – of interest due to geology and fossils.
· Caeau Bryn Ifor SSSI – approximately 2.1km north. Of particular interest for marshy grassland vegetation. 
· Coedydd Tregyb SSSI – approximately 4.5km southeast. Interest due to woodland
· Allt y wern SSSI – approximately 2.8km southwest. Of interest due to woodland. 
· Afon Tywi SAC – approximately 1.7km at its closest point. It is of interest due to fish, otters, and vegetation.
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Figure 2 is the primary site map, taken from the project description chapter, which is underwhelming. It is expected to display a detailed map with a red line boundary of the site, an outline of the building, different habitats present, roads, rivers, and so on, using software such as QGIS. While this is not required, it is a good practice and provides a comprehensive overview of what the proposal wants to achieve.  
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Description automatically generated]Taken from Appendix 4 Location Plan, figure 3 includes a boundary and features such as a river and road; however, it is still bland.  An improvement would resemble figure 4, taken from another EIA, with annotations, labels, and a clear depiction of the development.Figure 4 Example of Improved Site Map
Source: JHG Planning, (2024)
Figure 3 Site Map 2

3.4 Project Screening and Description

Screening for this project was straightforward. The proposed free-range egg production unit development falls into Schedule 2 of the Regulations 2017 since it exceeds the 500-metre floor space limit and is located near seven SSSIs, necessitating an EIA. The total area covered by the development would be 1,441.75 metres, 73 meters long by 19.70 metres wide, with a roof pitch of 15°, which would comfortably house 16,000 birds. The site will not require a licence under the Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2010 because it is within the 40,000-bird limit. 
Natural Resources Wales (NRW) and WSP Group Inc. voiced concerns in an ecological evaluation to inform the scope/screening of the EIA. In summary, the primary topics of concern were:
· Pollution of Afon Tywi SAC 
· Pollution of Dinefwr Estate SSSI
· Pollution of the surrounding ancient woodland.
· Impact on protected species
Importantly, both parties acknowledge that the submitted management plans were insufficient and, without updating, could result in ‘catastrophic damage’ to sensitive receptors. 
3.5 Project Scoping

Scoping within the EIA is used early in the process to understand the development's environmental implications and determine what topics should be included in the EIA (Cave, 2017). A developer can seek expert advice to provide a full analysis of all topics required in the EIA (Cave, 2017). This practice is valuable to a developer since it identifies opportunities and restrictions early on (EA, 2002). As this EIA was previously submitted to the Local Planning Authority (LPA), no statutory or non-statutory consultees were consulted to inform its scope. LPAs have been required to submit a formal 'scoping opinion' on material to be included in the ES since 1999 (Glasson, 2012). Table 1 below outlines the probable effects identified throughout the development's building, operation, and [image: A white sheet with black text
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At this stage, it is expected to see reference to the potential impacts on the surrounding sensitive areas. However, it is not mentioned. This site previously submitted planning permission for a poultry unit to house 32,000 birds in 2016. It was declined based on concern over ammonia emissions causing damage to the nearby SSSI Dinefwr estate, with NRW stating that ‘it is the second most important site in England and Wales for its parkland and lichen assemblage’ (Wales Online, 2018). The scoping would be expected to detail this aspect more effectively in a similar project. The EIA breaches the Environment (Wales) ACT 2016, Section 7 Species Assemblage of Principal Importance for Conservation of Biological Diversity by failing to recognise this.
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Table 2 Building Design

Throughout the EIA, there is no mention of the energy consumption of the development and no incorporation of renewable energy sources such as solar. There is no mention of the amount of water consumption, or the heat released, calling into question how sustainable the building is. 
3.6 Alternatives

Paragraph II of Schedule 4 Town and Country Planning Regulations stipulates the necessity to consider alternatives, although it is not a mandate. The phrase 'an outline of the principal alternatives considered by the applicant' implies that merely an 'outline' of possibilities is required rather than a complete structure. 
Other farm possibilities were examined but ruled out due to lack of road access, being too close to other residential dwellings, and not fitting in with the scenery. As a result, the 'do nothing' strategy was employed. 
3.7 Public Consultation
Public consultation is an important part of the EIA process. LPAs are legally obliged to consult the public after submitting a planning permission application (Development Management Manual, 2017). This allows the public and statutory consultees to provide expert information, suggest alternatives, and propose mitigation actions, improving the EIA quality (Glasson et al., 2012). Public participation can promote development in a positive light by dealing with areas of controversy at an early stage and keeping the public informed (Glasson et al., 2012). On larger scale projects like Project Erebus Wind Farm off the coast of Pembrokeshire, positive marketing techniques can be seen on the website, providing updates and sharing the project's benefits using light-hearted video animations and interactive online exhibitions (Blue Gem Wind, 2023). Despite positive trends towards improved public communication, few developers attempt to obtain adequate public opinion because a conclusive decision cannot be met if interested parties have conflicting opinions; this can increase design costs and disrupt relationships with the LPA (Glasson et al., 2012). The development initially submitted public consultation on July 24, 2020; however, due to challenges set by COVID-19, this was deemed invalid and resubmitted on October 20, 2020, to all residential dwellings within 400m as well as all statutory consultees with a 28-day turnaround as per Article 2E (Town and Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) (Wales) Order, 2012). A total of 55 responses were received, summarised in figure 5 below. It is worth mentioning that the three statutory respondents that approved were from CCC's Highways and Trunk Roads department and stressed that their decision is contingent on an improved junction at the A40's entry. Forty non-statutory submissions were filed in opposition to the development, with recurring themes being noise, odour, traffic/road safety, visual impacts, and effects on sensitive receptors, most notably the Dinefwr SSSI. Finally, five statutory responders expressed concerns about the EIA and requested further information on management methods to make an informed judgement. 
Figure 5 Summary of Consultation Response. Source: Pre-Consultation Report, Roger Parry and Partners (2020)




3.8 Summary of Environmental Impact Assessment Findings
3.8.1 Assessment Criteria

The impact assessment considers the importance of any consequences of the proposed free-range unit on baseline circumstances. The significance of the impact is defined by the receptor's sensitivity and the magnitude of the potential impact. The magnitude, sensitivity, and significance criteria for the site's characteristics and conditions were defined. Appendices contain this information.
3.8.2 Air Quality
Air quality must be considered in planning, as mandated by the Environment Act (1995) and executed by the National Air Quality Strategy (1997) (Beattie, 2001). The Welsh Government has established a Clean Air Plan (2020) to reduce air pollution as part of a 10-year plan to attain cleaner air (Carmarthenshire County Council, 2021). Environmental Assessment Levels (EALs) are criteria set by the Environment Agency for air quality emissions. In accordance with these criteria, AS Modelling and Data Ltd was commissioned to investigate potential implications using computer modelling. The Critical Level benchmark was compared to the expected ammonia from the site to examine the proposal's impact on the neighbouring sensitive sites. The critical level is defined as pollutant concentrations in the atmosphere above which receptors are adversely affected (UNECE, 1996). The annual mean critical level for ecosystems is 3.0 g-NH3/m3, while the critical level for locations with sensitive lichens is 1.0 g-NH3/m3.
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Figure 6 Critical Levels at SSSIs 
Source: AS Modelling and Data Ltd (2020)

The results showed that ammonia levels are unlikely to surpass the annual or hourly mean, implying that the development will have no substantial impact on air quality, human health, or the surrounding ecosystem. As a result, no mitigation actions were necessary. This report, however, can be criticised. The report employs an emission factor of 0.08 (kg-NH3/place/y) based on the Environment Agency's H1 Risk Assessment, which was withdrawn in 2016. The most recent emission factor from the National Atmospheric Emissions Inventory (NAEI) 2018 is 0.16 (kg-NH3/place/y), calling the assessment's veracity into question. Furthermore, as part of the pre-application consultation, NRW identified the current ammonia levels in the atmosphere damage nearby SSSIs. The results of a recent survey show from NRW that ammonia levels were 1.91 g/m3 (2017-2019 data year), exceeding the critical level and causing damage to the SSSI. Finally, the ammonia report refers to the 'Intensive farming risk assessment for your permit' paper from Gov.uk. However, this document only applies in England. NRW Guidance Note advises Wales for assessing ammonia and nitrogen impacts, concluding that the report's inaccuracies discredit the conclusion. The increased ammonia emissions would breach Planning Policy Wales (Paragraph 6.4.26), which states, ‘woodland should be afforded protection from development which would result in their loss or deterioration unless there are significant and clearly defined public benefits.’
3.8.3 Landscape and Visual Impacts
The visual impact of the development was expected to be low overall. The building will not disrupt the skyline due to hedgerows, tree cover, and its location in a natural dip in the land. The nearby public road, which leads to two private houses, is a dead-end. Once the hedgerows and planting mitigation were in place, the effects were expected to be minimal. During the public consultation, one of the most prominent objections to the site was its visual impact on the landscape; however, there is no image of the proposed design in the EIA. The public would better understand the implications if information was included.  

3.8.4 Traffic
The transport assessment found a 2% increase in traffic generation. The existing junctions will be improved as part of the development to manoeuvre HGV vehicles. Therefore, no significant impacts will occur because of the development.
3.8.5 Amenity Issues
Odour - The potential amenity issues regulated by Part III of the Environmental Protection Act (EPA) 1990, described as a nuisance, include odour, dust, flies, and vermin. Using guidance from the EA, a risk assessment was undertaken using Best Available Techniques (BAT). At the baseline, the site grazes livestock, with manure spreading annually, which is a source of flies and odour. The assessment used the standard EA benchmark for moderately offensive odours and found that the proposed development would fall below this. Wood chippings would be used as bedding to absorb moisture and smell effectively. 
Dust – Similar to odour, few sensitive receptors were seen to be close enough to be affected. The primary sources of such would be during the construction and decommissioning phase, as any generated during operation will be managed at the source through careful building design, e.g. dust baffles on ventilation fans. 
Flies and vermin- According to the evaluation, the chickens will consume flies that hatch in the bedding, and no dung will be spread on the field, considerably reducing the problem. The issue is with feed storage; utilising appropriate quality feed storage containers and conducting frequent inspections would help to alleviate this problem. This also reduces the possibility of rodents on the property. 
In May 2019, the Court of Appeal overturned Shropshire Council's planning approval for an intensive chicken farm because it failed to address the consequences of odour and dust, with a judge declaring the EIA assessment inadequate and unlawful (Town Legal, 2019). This instance is significant to this EIA as the effects of spreading manure have not been fully assessed. 
3.8.6 Ecology
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Table 3 Impacts on Protected Species


In summary, the development was determined to have negligible ecological impact and no impact on the nearby high-value woods and the Afon Myddfi River. Removing 30 metres of non-native garden hedgerows would be required for access improvements; however, enacting a hedgerow management plan would ensure that the habitat is recovered and provide a habitat for wildlife while lowering the visual impact of the construction.  It advocated adding bird and bat boxes to increase biodiversity and encourage local groups to monitor wildlife activity.
	In their pre-scoping opinion, NRW and WSP stressed the importance of surveying otters, bats, door mice, and badgers for the EIA, as the previous one was outdated; no such surveys were conducted. Without an evaluation, it is unclear what the overall environmental impact of the development will be.
3.8.7 Noise and Vibrations
Under Statutory Nuisance legislation, noise nuisance is regulated by the Environmental Protection Act (1990). However, no legal noise level standards are applied. Local traffic and other agricultural activity typical of a rural location are the predominant noise sources. Given that the contractor oversees the building and decommissioning phases, it is impossible to calculate the noise precisely. Furthermore, the assessment did not include noise from delivery, cleaning, or forklift use; it only included the operational phase. As a result, actual noise levels are merely estimates. The Noise Impact Assessment (NIA) estimated that noise would be of minor consequence because it would occur irregularly and would be equivalent to existing noise levels from the neighbouring main road. Considering this, the noise and vibration evaluation (BS4142) try to detect potential nuisances above normal operating levels. Technical Advice Note 11 (TAN11) guides noise reduction solutions such as engineering, site planning, and administration. This recommendation was included into the building's design, which included ventilation fans, double-glazed windows, and noise baffles around the fans. Scattered isolated dwellings and operational farms surround the proposed development. Predicted noise levels were compared to current levels from the main road and standard agricultural activities and were found to be of minimal significance. In summary, the noise levels were deemed to be acceptable, and TAN 11 was met. Given that it was published in 1997, one could claim that TAN 11 is outdated. On the other hand, a draft document submitted for public comment in October 2022 provides a more extensive and comprehensive explanation of noise mitigation, including revised design and mitigation measures and modern technologies such as air source heat pumps. Comparing the NIA with the ammonia report, some discrepancies are shown. The NIA is based on the worst-case scenario of ‘partial use’ of the ventilation system, yet the ammonia report states this will be ‘continuously active,’ both cannot be true. Either the environment will suffer due to increased ammonia or there will be an increase in noise, compromising the reliability of the EIA. 
3.8.8 Soils
The potential impact on soils was evaluated by identifying the risk of contamination and determining the receptor's sensitivity and the effect's magnitude during the construction, operational and decommissioning phases. The risks were calculated using a magnitude, sensitivity, and significance matrix. Overall, the assessment reveals a low likelihood of any risks resulting from the proposal with proper mitigation, summed up in Table 4. However, as previously mentioned, the lack of consideration for manure application from free-range activity is cause for concern. There is no mention of the phosphorus and nitrogen levels that would increase due to this. Because the site is close to the Afon Myddyfi, which connects to the Afon Tywi SAC, the environment will probably be polluted. The High Court in Cardiff heard in October 2023 that the EA had failed to protect the River Wye from a chicken farm. Manure spread increased phosphate levels in the soil, resulting in algae blooms in the river (BBC, 2O23). NRW stated that spreading manure from intensive poultry operations causes contamination that is 'outside of regulatory control' (The Guardian, 2023), calling into question the requirement for an EIA if the management, mitigation and monitoring of these developments are not [image: A screenshot of a computer
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3.8.9 Water Resources
The proposed development poses a serious threat of pollution to the nearby rivers. The site is extremely close to a tributary that feeds the Afon Myddyi, as shown in Table 5.  According to the EIA, there is the potential for a detrimental impact on the environment, however following mitigating measures, the residual impact is reduced to a minimal level or lower. 
A desk study found three potentially important hydrological and hydrogeological impacts: altered surface and/or groundwater flow, nutrient pollution from manure, and chemical pollution from the site. TAN15 Development and Flooding (2021) establishes a sequential test that solely addresses risks from tidal and fluvial sources and hence does not address all flooding sources. Furthermore, it does not guide the evaluation of the impact of mitigation and residual risk connected with the development. As a result, the EIA used a standardised assessment technique. The impact size, including mitigation, can be summarised in the table below using the magnitude, sensitivity, and significance matrix. Impacts from the construction, operation and decommissioning phases are all considered low, requiring no further mitigation. This can be argued as inaccurate.
As part of the design, dirty water must be drained into soakaways and stored in a tank for removal by a licensed operator. However, there are no plans in case of emergency, bad weather conditions, tank leaks, or tank overfill. This is a failure to meet EIA standards as per Schedule 4 ‘A description of the likely significant effects of the development on the environment resulting from…the risks to human health, cultural heritage or the environment (for example, due to accidents or disasters.)’
Furthermore, the EIA asserts that 'no manure would be applied to farms, and all manure will be exported off-farm', overlooking dung distributed as part of free-range grazing activities, combined with contaminated surface water conveying the manure to the waterway. The failure to assess a clear pathway to a sensitive receptor will impact the assessment's reliability and make it erroneous. The Welsh Government's Chief Planner underlined the need to properly assess the effects of intense agricultural development when determining planning applications in a letter to all LPAs, emphasising the risks to sensitive receptors (The Guardian, 2023). This puts into question the efficiency of EIAs and raises the question of whether EIAs should be more stringent and need monitoring by a local agency.  Is an EIA sufficient to assure environmental conservation? Should the entire procedure be updated? What efforts should be made to ensure that all future developments are truly environmentally friendly and sustainable?
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Table 5 Mitigated Construction and Decommissioning Impacts


4. Conclusion
Sustainable development is critical in Wales; as part of the Environment (Wales) Act (2016), public bodies must maintain and improve the environment, as well as increase ecosystem resilience (Sustainable Drainage (SuDS) Statutory Guide, 2019). EIAs have been a crucial milestone in global development, but efforts to increase efficacy must be continued if they are to contribute meaningfully to long-term development (Sadler, 1996). Planning applications would still consider other UK planning policy requirements, such as flood risk, climate change, and biodiversity, in the absence of EIAs. The true benefit of EIAs is a consistent strategy that considers effects on the physical, social, and human environments and how they interact (IEMA, 2023). Screening, scoping, evaluation of alternatives, monitoring, public participation, and EIA quality control were identified as areas for improvement by the European Union (2009) with IEMA concurring in a separate report highlighting shortcomings in 2011 (Morgan, 2012). 
Similarly, the EIA examined in this report was severely flawed and needed improving. There were inconsistencies, contradicting information, and inadequate details on, most crucially, manure management throughout the EIA. The EIA makes statements about reducing pollution, but it cannot be prevented sufficiently not to affect the environment. This EIA could not adequately establish that the development would not damage the environmental baseline because it used obsolete guidelines and inadequate mitigation methods and ignored the risk to surrounding sensitive receptors. It overlooks the impact of manure spread by the free-range area; this oversight invalidates all conclusions on air quality, water resources, soils, and human impacts such as increased odours. As proved in the recent example of the River Wye, poultry farms can harm rivers and inflict catastrophic damage, as the NRW warned in the pre-scoping report.
The EIA process sets out what is required and is easy to understand; the failure of this case study is the level of detail provided. Each chapter is lengthy, but the content is not focused, making it harder (and longer) to find what the author is trying to articulate. Additionally, all chapters conclude that the environmental impacts will be ‘low’ yet use incorrect assessment criteria and outdated surveys, and the failure to provide correct information diminishes confidence in the EIA. 
EIAs will need to prioritise scoping, monitoring, and auditing in the future. As stated previously, the primary challenge here is a lack of resources. LPAs lack expert in-house knowledge, putting LPA and other regulatory organisations, such as NRW, under strain (Stantec, 2017). This project lacks post-development monitoring and fails to examine the primary concerns raised in the scoping, indicating a blatant failure to preserve the environment. 
The Environmental Outcome Reports (EORs) will substitute the current EIA system under the Levelling Up and Reaeration Bill (2023). It seeks to avoid addressing environmental harm in order to achieve 'specified environmental outcomes' (IEMA, 2023). At a glance, this bill's priority is to streamline the development process to allow 'faster and greener delivery of infrastructure and development' (Gov.uk, 2023). However, hasty development decisions may weaken environmental protection requirements (Morgan, 2012). It is too early to know if this movement will succeed or fail; only time will tell.
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6.0 Appendices
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The combination of magnitude and sensitivity logically provides a matrix categorisation of significance. This was used to determine the severity of the potential environmental impacts.


Consulation Response

Yes	Statutory	Non - statutory	3	0	No	Statutory	Non - statutory	7	40	Require more information	Statutory	Non - statutory	5	0	
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Building Design

Ventilation

Bespoke ventilation is thermostatically controlled, minimising dust and
noise pollution and reducing noise transmission. Pop holes on the side to
allow birds to roam.

‘Waste removal

‘A manure belt will remove waste twice weekly and be carried away in
sheeted trailers. Wood shavings are used as a bed to reduce ammonia in
the air and enhance the environment. Mortalities will be stored in sealed,
frozen containers and removed by a licenced operator until full to reduce
vehicle movements.

Water ‘Supplied via nipple drinkers, minimising spillage, and improving odour and
hygiene. Dirty water will be directed to manholes and into tanks 5 metres
away from waterways.

Lighting During working hours, the building will be it with low-wattage, low-

intensity lighting; there will not be 24/7 external lighting but motion-
activated for security and safety. External lights will be downwards facing
to reduce light pollution.

Surface water and

Surface water will be captured via soakaways and collected in tanks along

dreinage with dirty water.

Feed Supplied by a local merchant using raw materials and stored in bulk feed
bins

Physical design The walls will be metal sheeting with an external colour of dark green, the

roof and walls will be insulated, and the floor will be concrete.
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pacts on Protected Species

Receptor Impact and mitigation

Badgers There are no historical records of badgers within
1km of the site. One minor excavation hole in a
field nearby can be associated with badgers.

Bats No bat species have been recorded within Tkm
of the site. However, the mature hedgerows and
oak trees willlikely be used by bats. To enhance
the habitat, further hedgerows are required to
provide encourage foraging. Outdoor lighting is
kept to a minimum so as not to disturb them
further, Bat boxes can also be installed in the
surrounding woodland.

Dormice The hedgerows offer a potential habitat for
dormice, but no records or evidence were found.

Otters No evidence of otters was recorded.

Breeding birds The site is a good bird habitat; species recorded
included wren and chaffinch. Hedgerow
management is required to provide a food and
nesting source. Nesting boxes should be
installed.
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Table 45: Mitiﬁted Operational Phase Impacts
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