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1.Executive Summary

This report has been compiled to support the proposals comprising the erection of a
polytunnel and wooden storage shed for horticultural purposes and associated
landscaped open space on land to the rear of no. 1 Pye Corner, Box, SN13 8ED (The
grid reference for the proposal is ST 82556830, totaling 0.1259 ha). It can be
confirmed that if planning permission is granted, the proposed development would
be subject to the Biodiversity Net Gain Condition.

This Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment, and Preliminary Ecological Appraisal' (the
latter is outlined in a separate report, produced by BN Ecology, which should be
read in conjunction with the Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment) shows how both the
Biodiversity Gain Hierarchy and the Mitigation Hierarchy have been followed. This
report also illustrates how the development proposals will secure 10% biodiversity net
gain in accordance with the Schedule 7A of the Town and Country Planning Act
1990 (inserted by the Environment Act 2021).

As indicated above, this assessment should be read in conjunction with the
Preliminary Ecological Appraisal, as well as Statutory Metric and completed Habitat
Condition Sheets, which have been prepared by BN Ecology.

This report demonstrates that the development will achieve a minimum of 10%
Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG) through on-site measures, it is proposed this will be
through the following intervention proposals:

Retention proposals:
- TN3, h3h — Heathland and Shrub — Mixed Scrub (‘poor’ condition), 0.0063ha
Creation proposals:
- 32 - Individual Trees — Rural Trees targeting ‘poor’ condition, 17 in total
(created one year in advance, see ‘additional notes’ section).
- g3c - Grassland — Other Neutral Grassland targeting ‘good’ condition,
0.036%ha
Enhancement proposals:
- g3c - Grassland — Other Neutral Grassland enhance from ‘moderate’ to
‘good’ condition, 0.04392ha

- h3h - Heathland and Shrub — Mixed Scrub enhance from ‘poor’ to ‘good’
condition, 0.0Tha

Therefore, it is deemed that enough information has been provided to the Local
Planning Authority to establish with sufficient certainty that, if planning permission
was granted, the applicant is capable of discharging the biodiversity gain condition
and thus achieving their biodiversity gain objective.

"Mansfield, J (12/12/2025). Land to the rear of no. 1 Pye Corner, Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (PEA).
BN Ecology, Bristol.
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Land to the rear of no. 1 Pye Corner, Box, SN13 8ED

Grid reference: ST 82556830
Please refer to Standalone Plans for Scale

Wiltshire Council
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Site Summary - Redline Boundary Baseline Habitat Plan (UKHab) Pre-Degradation
Activities (Figure 1)
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Site Summary - Redline Boundary Baseline Habitat Plan (UKHab) Post-Degradation
Activities (Figure 2)
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Site Summary - Redline Boundary Post-Intervention Habitat Plan (UKHab) (Figure 3)

Post-development Proposed
Habitat Plan
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2. Methodology

During the survey, UK Habitat Classification survey techniques (UKHab
Ltd, 2023) were utilised by the surveyor when mapping all habitat
types within the Site. A condition assessment of the habitats was
undertaken by the surveyor where appropriate. The condition
assessment was undertaken and supported by the Statutory
Biodiversity Metric Condition Assessment sheet (DEFRA, July 2025) for
each respective habitat type(s) that were present within the Site
boundary.

The latest version of the DEFRA Statutory Biodiversity Metric (DEFRA,
July 2025) has been used to calculate the pre-development
biodiversity unit baseline of the Site and the post-development value.
The baseline habitat values are assessed in accordance with the
above classification system. The report then assessed the baseline
score value for the Site against that of the post-development score,
the result of which shows (when compared) the overall change in
biodiversity units for the development (displayed as a net positive,
neutral, or negative figure).

The Statutory Biodiversity Metric displays and assesses the pre-
development and post-development types based on three separate
types of habitat, calculated as separate ‘modules’ in the
calculations. The inclusion of these habitats is only recorded within the
Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment report, where they exist within the
pre-development baseline or are proposed as part of the Biodiversity
Net Gain strategy to achieve 10% net gain post-development.

The three separate modules are as follows:

e Area Habitat Units — these are measured in hectares (ha),
some examples of which include grassland, woodland,
ponds, and scrub.

Linear Hedgerow Units — These are measured in kilometres
(km), some examples of which include treelines, hedgerows,
and hedgerows with associated ditches.

Linear Watercourse Units — these are measured in kilometres
(km), some examples of which include rivers, streams, and
ditches.
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Please note: Statutory Biodiversity Metric

Table F of the Statutory Biodiversity Metric summarises common issues
and any actions required to resolve these.

One of the most commonly occurring issues is the metric assigns a unit
value to the closest two decimal places, which canresultin a 0.01 unit
discrepancy, as the ‘true’ unit values are used to calculate the end
values and then rounded to the two decimal places.

It should also be noted that whilst biodiversity measures that provide
species specific enhancements are not measurable in unit value in
the metric calculations, the proposals also incorporate bird and bat
boxes within the adjacent blueline land; the incorporation of log piles
for the benefit of reptiles and amphibians; and ensuring that any new
fencing incorporates accessible hedgehog holes.

Please note: Redline Boundary Priority Habitat Status

The site is listed on MAGIC as priority habitat, namely Deciduous
Woodland and Traditional Orchard. However, the land parcel
concerning the redline boundary which the proposals are subject to
comprises predominately of a clearing present in the northeastern
portion of the clients land ownership which defines the redline
boundary, which can be seen on satellite imagery as far back as 2002
(See Appendix E for evidence). Although some Damsoms fruit trees
were noted within the south-west portion of the site outside of the
redline boundary, there is a general lack of regularly spaced fruit trees
to support the historical land use of Traditional Orchard. The proposals
are to be sited within the clearing areaq; therefore no priority habitat is
expected to be affected. Full details are provided in the Preliminary
Ecological Appraisal? which was also undertaken by BN Ecology and
should be read in conjunction with this document.

Please note: Habitat Condition Assessments

With the exception of TN3 (mixed scrub which has not been
degraded), all habitats have been assessed in accordance with Al
Ecology's UKHab Habitat Condition Assessments which were
previously completed for the site in April 2022, in support of a former
refused planning application for a single dwelling (REF:
PL/2021/06688), which form the basis of the Site's Habitat Baseline
Value due to habitat degradation activities which have since
occurred past this date.

2 Mansfield. J (December, 2025). Land to the rear of 1 Pye Corner, Box, SN13 8ED. Preliminary Ecological

Appraisal (PEA). Bristol.
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Please note: Creation of Other Neutral Grassland (TN10)

The assessor will note, in accordance with Schedule 7A, Part 1, Point
6, TN1 in the baseline is referred to as ‘Other Neutral Grassland’ in
moderate condition, in accordance with All Ecology’'s Habitat
Condition Assessment undertaken on the same Site in 2022 which
forms part of their Biodiversity Net Gain Preliminary Design Stage
Report which supported a former application for the Site which was
refused (REF:PL/2021/06688). In reality, retrospective works have
resulted in 0.0447ha of this habitat being lost, which is now Artificial
Unvegetated Unsealed Surface (an access track). Therefore, it should
not be confused that TN10 is ‘enhancing’ TN1, as it will be in fact
reverting 0.025ha of the current access track to Other Neutral
Grassland, targeting ‘good’ condition.

Please note: Enhancing Mixed Scrub (TN4)

It should be noted that whilst this habitat has been largely cleared to
incorporate recent hedgerow whips, areas of the former scrub
regrowth are still present, and therefore habitat enhancement of TN4
rather than creation has been selected as the appropriate action for
re-establishing this habitat.

Please note: Habitats created in advance (TN5)

For the purposes of Biodiversity net gain, the client has planted 17 no.

individual rural tree’s (fruiting tree’s). These trees has been recorded
in the creation ‘in advance’ function by one year (see Appendix E for
evidence), which is reflective of this scenario and thus accords with
‘Rule 4’ pertaining to the Statutory Metric Guidance User Guide. The
criterion as set out in the User Guide has been followed:

Page 61 ‘Only use ‘creation in advance’ where trees are
planted in advance of the development (for example, as
screening or as structural landscaping).’” — Trees have been
planted in advance as a landscaping feature

Page 61 ‘Do not factor in the age of nursery stock when
assessing 'creation in advance’. — This has not been factored
into the calculations.

‘the number of years inputted into the ‘habitats created in
advance function’ should not exceed the time it takes to
reach a poor condition’ — The number of years it takes for
individual rural free's to achieve ‘poor’ condition in
accordance with the Statutory Biodiversity Metric Calculator is
nine years, and the years in advance being recorded is only
one year.

Please note: Defining part of the Other Neutral Grassland (TN2)

Section 3.7 of All Ecology's 2022 Biodiversity Net Gain Preliminary
Design Stage Report defines a portion of TN2 as ‘Sparsely vegetated
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lond — Ruderal/ephemeral’. This portion of the Site has since
developed and has a higher value habitat compared to the former
2022 value, therefore, it has been redefined as Other Neutral
Grassland in ‘moderate’ condition

Please note: extended redline boundary

In this assessment, two small areas (see Appendix E for details) were
not covered in the previous 2022 PEA’s redline boundary and thus
subject to a habitat condition assessment. However. Aerial imagery
provided in All Ecology’s 2022 Biodiversity Net Gain Preliminary Design
Stage Report clearly shows these two areas as grassland. Therefore,
based on this in combination with the updated field survey,
professional judgement has been applied and these areas (which
have been recently cleared to facilitate the retrospective access
track) have been determined to be a continuation of TN2 (Other
Neutral Grassland in ‘moderate’ condition).
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3. Key Information Checklist Requirements

Yes, the development proposal should be subject to
Biodiversity Net Gain.

Statutory Biodiversity Metric (July 2025).

Yes, an alternative date is being used due to habitat
degradation. The date being used is April 2022 when the
previous Biodiversity Net Gain Preliminary Design Stage Report?
was undertaken. Please note; this report notes an area of
Sparsely Vegetated — Ruderal/Ephemeral in the centre of the
site, this has been classified as Other Neutral Grassland in
‘moderate’ condition to mirror its current condition.

Please note: the redline of the 2022 BNG extended further north
and as such these habitats are not included within this report.
Habitats 3.5, 3.6 and 3.7 roughly reflect the areas within this
reportsredline, however, the extent of scrub has increased since
2022 which is reflected within our mapped areas. A limitation to
note is All Ecology did not produce corresponding habitat
maps, meaning exact locations and extents could not be
determined, however, mapping in this assessment has been
accurately reflected and best judgement in relation to historic
locations of habitat which has since been degraded have been
determined as accurately as possible.

Yes, habitat degradation has occurred since 30" of January
2020.

Part of the site has been degraded from Other Neutral
Grassland in ‘moderate’ condition to Urban - Artificial
Unvegetated Unsealed Surface due to being topsoil stripped
and having type 1 surfacing deposited to create a formal
access track from the western portion of the site to the south-
east corner. Another area of formally Other Neutral Grassland
has also been topsoil stripped and re-sown with a meadow
mixture.

Additionally, an area of Mixed Scrub (TN4) has recently been
partially cleared, and hedgerow whips have been planted in
their place, however due to their immature nature it is not
appropriate to class this as a functional linear feature. The
previous baseline of Mixed Scrub has been chosen due to its
higher value over the recently planted hedgerow whips, which
as stated, do not currently warrant a definition as a linear
hedgerow feature. Although the whips will be retained as part

3 All Ecology, Land at Devizes Road, Box, SN 13 8EF, April 2022, Biodiversity Net Gain Preliminary Design Stage Report,

All Ecology, Gloucestershire
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of the proposal, these have not been included in the post-
interventions as the priority is to reinstate the scrub (partially)
within that area.

No, no Irreplaceable habitat was recorded on-site.

The habitats recorded within the Site are described in detail below with the appropriate condition
assessment results justifying their condition classifications. A DAFOR (Dominant, abundant, frequent,
occasional and rare) scale has been applied to the species recorded in each habitat type.

Only habitats which fall under the ‘Area Unit’ categories are present within the Site. No habitats which
fall under the ‘Linear Hedgerow Units' or ‘Watercourse Units’ categories are present, and subsequently,
an assessment of these features was not required.

The habitats areas within the Site comprise of the following habitat types;

o Grassland — Other Neutral Grassland (g3cé 16)
o Heathland and Shrub — Mixed Scrub (847)

g3c - Grassland - Other Neutral Grassland, 0.0447ha (TN1), Moderate Condition, Medium Distinctiveness
| An area previously identified within the 2021 PEA as ‘short poor semi-improved grassland with low
diversity’ (in UKHab terms previously defined by All Ecology as Other Neutral Grassland in ‘moderate’
condition) has been topsoil stripped and type 1 surfacing deposited to create a formal access tfrack
from the western portion of the site to the south-east corner where the area proposed for the new shed
has been reprofiled.

Please note: this area is now Arfificial Unvegetated; Unsealed Surface but has been classified as
degradation and the previous habitat is being accounted for.

g3c - Grassland - Other Neutral Grassland, 0.0530ha (TN2), Moderate Condition, Medium Distinctiveness
| The central portion of the site, identified within the 2021 PEA as ‘short poor semi-improved grassland
with low diversity’ (in UKHab terms Other Neutral Grassland in ‘moderate’ condition), has been recently
topsoil stripped and re-sown with a meadow mixture. At the time of the walkover the grassland was
dominated by white clover with approximately 30% grass cover including cock’s foot, sheep’s fescue,
red fescue and perennial rye grass. Other forbs frequently noted included common comfrey, crimson
clover, cleavers, yarrow. Occasional species included cow parsley, common sorrel, creeping buttercup.

Please note: As this has been recently sown, and given the time of year, it is not possible to undertake a
condition assessment. It is considered most appropriate to consider this habitat as “degraded” relative
to the 2022 baseline of g3c — Other Neutral Grassland in Moderate Condition and therefore is proposed
to be enhanced ‘good’ condition.

h3h - Heathland and Shrub - Mixed Shrub, 0.0063ha (TN3) Poor Condition | The mixed scrub identified
previously within the Preliminary Ecological Appraisal remains but is now under regular sensitive
management, which was evident at the time of the survey, with the overall condition unchanged (i.e.
‘poor’ condition as previously recorded). Areas were prominent along the southern boundary of the
remaining grassland and comprised young hawthorn, dogwood, blackthorn, hazel, goat willow with
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scattered holly and bramble. The understorey comprises dominant common ivy with scattered stinking

iris, false broom and wood melic.

h3h - Heathland and Shrub - Mixed Shrub, 0.0219ha (TN4) Poor Condition | Along the northern boundary
of the grassland the scrub has been partially cleared and, in its place, mixed native hedge whips have

been planted.

Please note: this area has been classified as degraded and the previous habitat is being accounted for.

0.921 Area Units

Habitat onsite comprises;

TN1, g3c - Grassland — Other Neutral Grassland (‘moderate’
condition), 0.0447ha, 0.36 units

TN2, g3c - Grassland — Other Neutfral Grassland (‘moderate’
condition), 0.053ha, 0.42 units

TN3, h3h — Heathland and Shrub — Mixed Scrub (‘poor’ condition),
0.0063ha, 0.03 units

TN4, h3h — Heathland and Shrub — Mixed Scrub (‘poor’ condition),
0.0219ha, 0.1 units

1.12 Area Units

Retention proposals:

TN3, h3h — Heathland and Shrub — Mixed Scrub (‘poor’ condition),
0.0063ha, 0.03 units

Creation proposals:

TNT ulc Artificial Unvegetated; Unsealed Surface | 0.0197 ha
comprising the access track, 0.0 units

TN7 u1b5 (buildings) — Developed land; sealed surface | 0.0071 ha
comprising the poly tunnel, 0.0 units.

TN8 ulbb (buildings) — Developed land; sealed surface | 0.00198
ha comprising the shed, 0.0 units

TNS, 32 - Individual Trees — Rural Trees targeting ‘poor’ condition,
0.0692ha, 0.20 units (created one year in advance, see ‘additional
notes’ section). 17 no. young, newly planted frees have been
planted comprising a mixture of pear, apple and plum cultivars.
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e TN? & TN10 g3c - Grassland — Other Neutral Grassland targeting
‘good’ condition| 0.0369ha 0.31 units

Enhancement proposals:
e TN2, g3c - Grassland — Other Neutral Grassland enhance from
‘moderate’ to ‘good’ condition, 0.04392ha, 0.47 units
e TN4, h3h — Heathland and Shrub - Mixed Scrub enhance from
‘poor’ to ‘good’ condition, 0.0Tha, 0.11 units

Habitat losses as a result of the proposals:

0.0197ha of TN1 — Other Neutral Grassland in ‘moderate’ condition
(historically, as in reality this has already become ulc- Arfificial
Unvegetated; Unsealed Surface, hence why TN1 as a target note
reference remains the same for the Post-Intervention Baseline Proposals)
lost to facilitate the access track; 0.00198 of TN1 — Other Neutral
Grassland in ‘moderate’ condition lost to facilitate TN8; 0.0071 of TN2 —
Other Neutral Grassland in ‘moderate’ condition lost to facilitate TN7;
and 0.0119ha of TN4 — Mixed Scrub in ‘poor’ condition lost to facilitate
the creation of TN9 — Other Neutral Grassland targeting ‘good’ condition.

The remaining habitats are either being retained or enhanced as part of
the landscaped open space proposals.

N/A

N/A

+23.42 % (+0.21 Area Units).
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4. BNG Strategy

Planning policy makes it clear that any proposed development
duly considers and applies the below Mitigation Hierarchy when
considering impacts to ecological species and habitats:

e Avoidance: every attempt should be made to avoid
creating impacts on features from the outset;

Minimisation: where avoidance cannot be wholly
achieved, measures by design, suitably designed
methods of working or other actions to minimise impacts
(otherwise known as mitigation) should be employed;

Compensation/restoration: if avoidance and
minimisation cannot be wholly achieved, significant
impacts on features should be compensated in such a
way to restore an area to its original ecosystem or any
other ecological functions/services that existed prior to
impacts relating to the development.

The hierarchy requires that avoidance is applied where
possible. When it is not feasible to avoid such impacts, rationale
for minimisation/compensation/restoration should be
sufficiently detailed, showing the measures are feasible to
implement.

The ecological constraints associated with the development
have been assessed in accordance with the Mitigation
Hierarchy, with due consideration to apply, as much as possible,
actions to avoid impacts on ecological features.

In addition to the above, Section 40 of the Natural Environment
and Rural Communities Act 2006 states that ‘Every public
authority must, in exercising its functions, have regard, so far as
is consistent with the proper exercise of those functions, to the
purpose of conserving biodiversity’ as well as ‘Conserving
biodiversity includes, in relation to a living organism or type of
habitat, restoring or enhancing a population or habitat’.

All  potential ecological constraints in relation to the
developments proposals have been thoroughly considered in
the separate Preliminary Ecological Appraisal, undertaken by
BN Ecology. Opportunities to deliver ecological enhancement
in accordance with local and national planning policy have
also been considered and are outlined in the Preliminary
Ecological Appraisal.
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Steps proposed to minimise adverse impacts and to deliver net
gain include:

e Allocating over 77 % of the Sites redline boundary for on-
site habitat enhancement & creation (see above for
details).

Recommending incorporating hedgerows that are
species rich native hedgerow (h2a5) and comprise of
the following: hazel, blackthorn, hawthorn, field maple
and elder.

Recommending that any new shrubs be high nectar
producing to encourage invertebrates to the Site, as well
as providing continued foraging for bats. The Royal
Horticultural Society guide, “RHS Perfect for Pollinators,
ww.rhs.org.uk/perfectforpollinators” provides a well-
suited plants list of both native and non-native species. In
addition, it's been recommended that and more trees
planted on site should be from local, native stock, such
as fruiting pear, apple and plum.

Ensuring that habitats proposed to be lost are mainly
limited to ‘Medium’ distinctiveness habitats that are poor
examples of a ‘medium’ distinctiveness habitat, as they
are currently in ‘poor’ condition (though, the historic
condition (moderate) in relation to grassland for the
purposes of habitat degradation has been considered
for the purposes of this report, as outlined above),
meaning the loss can be easily compensated for, as
demonstrated in this report.

It should be noted that the landowner, since taking ownership
of the site earlier this year, has installed both bat and bird boxes
onto suitable trees within the adjacent off-site woodland, and
created deadwood piles to benefit local fauna populations
and enhance the woodlands condition. These offsite
enhancement measures have not been considered in this
assessment.

It should also be noted that the Preliminary Ecological Appraisal
also delineated considerations for the following protected
species or notable features:

e Above ground nesting birds

e Bafts (as well as sensitive lighting  design
recommendations if necessary)

e Terrestrial badger activity

e Terrestrial habitat potential for hedgehog

e Root Protection Zones for retained habitats

It should be highlighted that biodiversity measures that provide
species specific enhancements are not a measure that can be
considered in the metric calculations.
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The BNG Strategy does not require the purchase of offsite units
or statutory credits. To offset, compensate and achieve
mandatory 10% Biodiversity Net Gain in accordance with
Schedule 7A of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as
inserted by Schedule 14 of the Environment Act 2021), on-site
creation and enhancement of habitat within the redline
boundary is proposed.

A Landscape Ecological & Environmental Management Plan or
Habitat Management & Monitoring Plan (HMMP) will be
prepared, which shall delineate a suitable approach to
manage, maintain and monitor the habitats created on-site.

4.| On-site Proposals

Please refer to section ‘BASELINE BIODIVERSITY VALUE (ON-SITE)' for the existing on-
site Area Habitats that will accommodate the proposed created habitats and
‘POST-INTERVENTION BASELINE BIODIVERSITY VALUE (ON-SITE)' for the areas
pertaining to habitat creation, enhancement and retention.

The proposals comprise (habitat enhancement & creation proposals only):

The enhancement of;
e Qg3c - Grassland — Other Neutral Grassland enhance from ‘moderate’ to
‘good’ condition
e h3h - Heathland and Shrub — Mixed Scrub enhance from ‘poor’ to ‘good’
condition

The creation of;
e g3c - Grassland — Other Neutral Grassland targeting ‘good’ condition
e 32-Individual Trees — Rural Trees targeting ‘poor’ condition (planted one year
in advance)

Please note: BN Ecology has noted that The Wiltshire Local Plan Review includes a
requirement for 20% Biodiversity Net Gain for all impacted developments, which
exceeds the national minimum of 10%. In simple terms, this means that development
proposals in Wiltshire would be required to demonstrate a 20% improvement in
biodiversity value compared to the pre-development state. The plan emphasises
delivering BNG through a hierarchy of onsite, offsite, and as a last resort, through the
purchase of national biodiversity units/credits. At the time of writing (December
2025), the Wiltshire Local Plan Review was in the Independent Examination stage.
The plan was submitted to the Secretary of State for Housing, communities and Local
Government on the 28th of November 2024 for this examination. It is anficipated that
the new Local Plan will be adopted in late 2025 or early 2026. Therefore, the
requirement of the national mandatory 10% net gain is the targeted gain objective,
however, the proposals result in a 23.42% net gain.
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Please note: The following have been taken into consideration and prescriptions
proposed (full prescriptions can be found in Appendix).

Enhancing and creation of Other Neutral Grassland targeting ‘good’ condition.

Soilscape 9:

Lime-rich loamy and clayey soils with
impeded drainage

Texture:

Soilscape (LandlS) indicates that the Site sits within an
area of Lime-rich loamy and clayey soils with
impeded drainage and high fertility. Therefore, the
following grassland on-site seed mixes have been
considered:

Clayey, some loamy

Coverage: ¢ EM5 Meadow Mixture for Loamy Soils. This seed
England: 5.3% Wales: 0.0% England & mix comprises of species that are adapted to growing
Wales:4.5% . . . .

on soils which have clayey and lime content with a
significant chalk or limestone composition. The

Drainage: R . o
supplier of this mix is Emorsgate Seeds.

Slightly impeded drainage

ﬁl@' Taking the above into consideration, a locally

T sourced seed mix such as EMS (all supplied by

Emorsgate Seeds) are examples of possible seed

High mixtures that could be incorporated. These seed

mixes are suited to soils compositions as indicated by

;5SS Soilscape, making them favourable choices for the
on-site proposals for landscaped open space.

Fertility:

Some human intervention (especially in the first few years) may be required to over-
seed the areas where bare ground is increasing, with locally sourced, species rich
seed mix to assist and aid the growth and species diversity.

Enhancing of 17 no. tree’s targeting ‘poor’ condition

Examples of species being considered which are tolerant of the indicated soil
conditions (see below) include field maple, oak, hornbeam, wild cherry and small-
leaved lime, as well as fruiting trees (which the landowner has planted) including
pear, plum and apple.

Some human intervention (especially in the first few years) may be required to prune
and water the tree, especially in periods of excessively dry weather.

Enhancing Mixed Scrub targeting ‘good’ condition

This can be completed by the planting of suitable species in relation to the soil
composition and by ensuring that a suitable habitat management regime is put in
place for at least 30 years. The key objective will be to create mixed
scrub comprising bramble, hazel, goat willow and hawthorn. All of these species are
already known to grow within the site and hazel is a species that is well adapted to
tolerate the soil conditions onsite.

The above methods represent an example of how confributing to achieve
Biodiversity Net can be achieved, in part, on-site. The Landscape Ecological
Management Plan or Habitat Maintenance and Monitoring Plan (HMMP) will provide
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the particular details required in relation to the necessary management activities
relating to duration, inspection practices, timings of activities and whom will be the
competent responsible personnel. It is anficipated this will be secured by way of a
planning obligation, such as a Condition or Section 106 agreement.

Table 5. Discussion points on how Biodiversity Net Gain Good Practice Principles
have been applied to enable the project’s biodiversity incorporation and lifespan.

BNG
Principle

Indicators

Project comments

Apply the
Mitigation
Hierarchy

Principle 1.

Measures to avoid and
minimise biodiversity loss
and fo rehabilitate/restore
biodiversity affected by
the project are:

1) Specified and recorded,

2) Implemented and
monitored,

3) Managed for the
longevity of the project
and to mitigate impacts of
losses impacts.

Where losses of ‘medium’
distinctiveness habitats are
being lost, these are limited as
far as possible concerning g3c -
Other Neutral Grassland which is
in ‘poor’ condition and a poor
example of a ‘medium’
distinctiveness habitat (though,
the historic condition
(moderate) in relation to
grassland for the purposes of
habitat degradation has been
considered for the purposes of
this report, as outlined above).
This is similar in relation to mixed
scrub, though, the condition is
still ‘poor’, which is the same as
its historical condition recorded
by All Ecology.

Due to the size of the scheme,
an option consideration report is
not considered appropriate.

A separate Preliminary
Ecological Appraisal has been
undertaken by BN Ecology.
Mitigation and compensatory
measures are recommended to
be incorporated into the
proposed Site Plan in
accordance with the survey
findings. However, these are not
expected to change the on-site
proposals pertaining to
achieving & fulfilling the
Biodiversity Gain Objective.

On-site species-specific
enhancements, in accordance
with the National Planning
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Policy Framework (Section
193d), have been incorporated.

Principle 2.
Avoid losing
biodiversity
that cannot
be offset by
gains
elsewhere

This part discusses impacts
on irreplaceable habitats
and other vulnerable
biodiversity resources.
These are habitats where
their losses cannot be
replaced within a
reasonable fimescale and
therefore require bespoke
compensatory measures.

There are no habitat losses on-
site that cannot be readily offset
and compensated on-site,
which shall be achieved
through the proposals
pertaining to habitat
enhancement and creation.

Principle 3.
Be inclusive
and
equitable

This principle discusses how
stakeholders should be
engaged with early in the
project, and if feasible
involve them in designing,
implementing, monitoring
and evaluating the
approach to Biodiversity
Net Gain. Achieving this in
partnership with
stakeholders is advised to
be done where possible.

Wiltshire Council will be
consulted, and engagement
with the Local Planning
Authority in relation to advice
and guidance shall be sought.
Additionally, The Preliminary
Ecological Appraisal and
Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment
has also considered Wiltshire
Councils Local Biodiversity
Action Plan and Policy 50 & 69
of Wiltshire Core Strategy (2015).

Principle 4.
Address risks

Here it should be
considered how
Biodiversity Net Gain is
being achieved
concerning the project. If
there is any uncertainty in
the implementation or
design these should be
documented. If there are
any risks associated with
the project within the 30-
year timeframe,
particularly in relation to
management, these
should be highlighted and
contingencies put in
place.

This report outlines how BNG wiill
be achieved on-site.

A Landscape Ecological &
Environmental Management
Plan or Habitat Management &
Monitoring Plan (HMMP) will
outline risks and associated
timescales, which will, in turn,
inform any contingency
measures that may need to be
in place.

Principle 5.
Make a
measurable
net gain

It is described that a
suitable metric calculator
is used so that all habitat
impacts are quantified in
relation to the pre-
development baseline

It is recommended that the
Statutory Metric and supporting
Condition Assessment Sheets
are read conjunction with this
report.
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and post-development
baseline. Any gains
associated with the post-
development baseline are
also quantified in relation
to the anticipated
condition compared to
what the condition of such
habitats would otherwise
be without any creation,
enhancement or
management activities.

Principle 6.
Achieve the
best
outcomes
for
biodiversity

This discusses ways in
which evidence should be
presented on how
Biodiversity Net Gain
commitments contribute
(both now as well as in the
future) to regional or
national conservation
goals. Evidence should be
provided where it is
possible to contribute to
priority species
populations.

The project will result in the loss
of low quality and poorly
managed habitats that are
commonly found in similar
settings across England with little
ecological interest.

Species specific enhancements
are incorporated on-site and
below considers the Biodiversity
Gain Hierarchy Order.

Principle 7.
Be
addifional

Evidence is provided that
conservation gains were a
causation by the project
specifically and would
otherwise not have
resulted in the same
outcomes without such
interventions.

Under the proposed scheme for
on-site habitat enhancement
and creation, the interventions,
that will be fully delineated in a
Landscape Ecological &
Environmental Management
Plan or Habitat Management &
Monitoring Plan (HMMP), will
demonstrate how objectives
and targets will be achieved as
a result of the proposals.

Principle 8.
Create a
Net Gain
legacy

The provision of evidence
should be shown that
those who are responsible
for implementing the
project have the
necessary and required
technical knowledge and
capacity to undertake the
specific roles.

The Landscape Ecological &
Environmental Management
Plan or Habitat Management &
Monitoring Plan (HMMP) will
expand on the roles and
responsibilities for the project. It
is anticipated that the client will
employ a suitably qualified
person to undertake these
activities (though, creation and
enhancement proposals are of
‘low’ difficulty to create and
enhance, and it is reasonable to

Document reference: 25001 12WTBNG




assume that the client can
manage them), therefore there
is no reason to believe that the
client will not have the technical
resource and capacity to
perform the necessary activities.

Principle 9.
Optimise
sustainability

Evidence provided that
the project takes BNG
targets and priority
objectives into
consideration. It also aims
to seeks opportunities for
gains for the wider
environment, the
community and the
economy.

Given the scale of the project, it
is not proportionate to focus
these proposals on how the
project will achieve gains for the
wider environment. However,
evidence is demonstrated in the
Biodiversity Net Gain report that
the Biodiversity Net Gain Good
Practice Principles, the
Mitigation Hierarchy and the
Biodiversity Gain Hierarchy have
been thoroughly considered, as
well as the targets & objectives
within those respective
frameworks.

Principle 10.
Be
fransparent

The developer has made
their commitments to
Biodiversity Net Gain clear
in a publicly available
document. Results of
project audits are publicly
available where claims of
BNG are made af relevant
project stages, including
project closure and any
deviations from original
design specifications are
clearly stated. Evidence
that the best

available scientific
knowledge and methods
have been used in BNG
design and
implementation, and
knowledge is transferred
back to the scientific
community.

A suitably worded Landscape
Ecological & Environmental
Management Plan or Habitat
Management & Monitoring Plan
(HMMP) will be available to the
Local Planning Authority. This
report shows how Biodiversity
Net Gain can be achieved and
can be upheld to support the
tfransparency required to fulfil
Principle 10.

It should also be noted that whilst biodiversity measures that provide species specific
enhancements are not measurable in unit value in the metric calculations, the
proposals also recommend more general wildlife rich landscape planting including
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species rich hedgerow and native free planting and off-site management
prescriptions to enhance adjacent Priority Habitat deciduous woodland.

+23.42% (+ 0.21 Area Units).

Strategic Significance considerations and how this has been applied and
embedded within the proposals:

e The habitats to be lost as a result of the proposals are largely medium
distinctiveness habitats (g3c — Other neutral grassland & h3h — Mixed Scrub).
Whilst these habitats have been assigned their historic condition to address
habitat degradation which has taken place since January 30" 2020, in reality
they are in ‘poor’ condition, poorly managed and of little biodiversity value
as existing, and therefore the habitats to be lost are low value and easily
compensated.

At the time of writing, Wiltshire Council had not published their Local Nature
Recovery Strategy, meaning Strategic Significance is being assessed in accordance
with Table 4, and thoroughly considers local policies and action plans in relation to
biodiversity end ecological networks. Therefore, as the Site is located within Wiltshire
Council's Local Planning Authority Area, The Wiltshire's Local Biodiversity Action Plan
(2008) has beenreferenced and is highlighted as arelevant Local Biodiversity Action
Plan.

The Wiltshire Local Biodiversity Action Plan 2008 prioritises the following listed habitat
types and networks:

e Woodland: This includes ancient woodland and wood-pasture/parkland
Arable Farmland:This focuses on specific needs of arable fields for
biodiversity
Wet Habitats: Broadly, this comprises of reedbeds, fen and marsh, and wet
grassland
Hedgerows: Hedgerows of varying types are included, with action plans
specifically addressing the conservation and management of these
Scrub: Action plans to protect and manage scrub habitats
Acid and Calcareous Grassland: This addresses these particular grassland
types
Open Water: Broadly, includes lakes, reservoirs, and other water bodies
Field Margins, Churchyards, Gardens: Often overlooked, the plan focuses on
these
Lowland Heathland: Action plans are delineated for this specific type of
habitat
Other Semi-Natural Habitats: The Plan Recognises the importance of various
semi-natural habitats for biodiversity

Mixed scrub sits within the redline boundary. Therefore, in accordance with the
Statutory Metric User Guide, this habitat has been defined as ‘High' strategic
significance in the calculations. All other habitats on-site are not listed within the
local strategy; therefore, these have not been considered as strategically significant.
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Habitats categorised as ‘ulb/ulbb - Urban developed land; sealed surface’ and
‘ulc - Artificial unvegetated — unsealed surface’ are considered to be ‘very low’
distinctiveness and do not require a condition assessment due to their perceived
low value as a biodiversity proxy.

Wiltshire Council does not delineate a local definition of ‘significant’ on-site
habitat gains. Therefore, for the purposes of this assessment, the government
definition of on-site significant habitat gains has been used, which is defined as
follows:

‘Significant enhancements are areas of habitat enhancement which contribute
significantly to the proposed development’s BNG, relative to the biodiversity value
before development.

Retention of existing habitat does not count as an on-site enhancement. What
counts as a significant enhancement will vary depending on the scale of
development and existing habitat, but these would normally be:

habitats of medium or higher distinctiveness in the biodiversity metric
habitats of low distinctiveness which create a large number of biodiversity
units relative to the biodiversity value of the site before development
habitat creation or enhancement where distinctiveness is increased
relative to the distinctiveness of the habitat before development

areas of habitat creation or enhancement which are significant in area
relative to the size of the development

enhancements to habitat condition, for example from poor or moderate to
‘good’

As can be seen above, government definitions align with the proposals,
concerning on-site proposals in relation to habitat creation and enhancement on-
site of ‘'medium’ distinctiveness habitats, and should be defined as ‘significant’ on-
site gains.

Government guidance states that such gains concerning ‘the maintenance of
these significant enhancements must be secured with a legal agreement
(planning obligation or conservation covenant) or planning condition for 30 years
in the same way as off-site gains. LPAs will consider the most appropriate
mechanism and this will need to be agreed at the planning permission stage.’

Therefore, the Local Planning Authority will determine the best securing
mechanism.

Please refer to BN Ecology'’s justification presented above in response to the
listed principles.

All of the area units delivered on-site will be delivered as a result of;

Retention proposals:

e h3h-Heathland and Shrub — Mixed Scrub (‘poor’ condition), 0.0063ha
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Creation proposals:

e 32 - Individual Trees — Rural Trees targeting ‘poor’ condition, 0.0692ha
(created one year in advance, see ‘additional notes’ section).

e 9g3c - Grassland - Other Neutral Grassland targeting ‘good’ condition,
0.036%2ha

Enhancement proposals:

e g3c - Grassland — Other Neutral Grassland enhance from ‘moderate’ to
‘good’ condition, 0.04392ha
h3h — Heathland and Shrub — Mixed Scrub enhance from ‘poor’ to ‘good’
condition, 0.0Tha

Over 77% of land within the redline boundary is being allocated as landscaped
open space, and over 42% of the ‘medium’ distinctiveness habitats on-site are
being enhanced as part of the proposals.

The Biodiversity Gain (Town and Counfry Planning) (Modifications and
Amendments) (England) Regulations 2025 has brought in the concept of the
Biodiversity Gain Hierarchy. This is complimentary and supplements the wider
mitigation hierarchy and applies specifically to the application of Biodiversity Net
Gain. The below table provides justification for the on-site approach:

Table 7: Discussion points on how Biodiversity Gain Hierarchy Order has been
applied to enable the project’s biodiversity incorporation and lifespan.

Biodiversity Gain Hierarchy Comment
Order
1) AVOID adverse effects Due to the scale of the proposals and extent
to onsite habitat of the redline boundary, avoidance of
adverse effects to on-site habitat is not fully
possible. However, adverse effects are limited
as far as possible. Where ‘medium’
distinctiveness habitats are being lost, these
are limited in reality to habitats that are poorly
managed.

Retention, enhancement and creation
proposals amount to over 77% of the site being
allocated as landscaped open space.

2) MITIGATE any adverse This primarily relates to mitigating impacts on
effects to habitat which | habitat losses where their distinctiveness score
cannot be avoided is four or higher. This report demonstrates how

this can be achieved through retention,
creation and enhancement of mixed scrub,
other neutral grassiland and individual rural
tree’s, the latter of which has been planted in
the last year which reduces the risk of targeted
condition (poor) not being achieved.
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ENHANCE OR CREATE
on-site habitat where
any on-site habitat is
adversely affected by
the development

As delineated in detail above, all on-site losses
have been offset as far as possible, with over
77% of the total redline boundary allocated as
landscaped open space which comprises
broadly speaking of habitat enhancement
and creation proposals. Over 42% of the
retained ‘medium’ distinctiveness habitats are
being enhanced.

ENHANCE OR CREATE
off-site habitat where
on-site habitat gains are
either in part or not at all
possible.

Not applicable

5)

SECURE REGISTERED OFF-

SITE GAINs

Not applicable.

6)

PURCHASE STATUTORY
CREDITS

Not applicable.

4.2 Off-site Proposals
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+ 0.21 Area Unit

+23.42 %

Yes.

Statutory Credit Proposals

N/A

N/A

Phased Development Approach

N/A
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Irreplaceable Habitats Approach

N/A

N/A

Habitat Regulations Assessment
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3. Conclusion

As can be seenin this report, the biodiversity value associated with the development
has been extensively considered, along with on-site measures in accordance with the
Biodiversity Net Gain Good Practice Principles, The Mitigation Hierarchy and the
Biodiversity Net Gain Hierarchy. The applicant shall achieve Biodiversity Net Gain
through on-site measures, briefly comprising of:

Retention proposals:

e TN3, h3h - Heathland and Shrub — Mixed Scrub (‘poor’ condition), 0.0063ha

Creation proposals:

e 32 - Individual Trees — Rural Trees targeting ‘poor’ condition, 17 no. in total
(created one year in advance, see ‘additional notes’ section).

e g3c - Grassland — Other Neutral Grassland targeting ‘good’ condition,
0.036%9ha

Enhancement proposals:

g3c - Grassland — Other Neutral Grassland enhance from ‘moderate’ to ‘good’
condition, 0.04392ha

h3h — Heathland and Shrub — Mixed Scrub enhance from ‘poor’ to ‘good’
condition, 0.0Tha

Therefore, it is deemed that enough information has been provided to the Local
Planning Authority to establish with sufficient certainty that, if planning permission was
granted, the applicant is capable of discharging the biodiversity gain condition and
thus achieving their biodiversity gain objective.

4

P

BNG
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Appendix A: Figures

Alt + <

Site Photos

Figure A: Photo
showing TN1

Figure B: Photo
showing TN2 and
newly planted frees

Figure C: Photo
showing TN3



Figure D: Photo
showing TN4 and
newly planted
hedgerow whips

Figure E: Photo
showing TN5 newly
planted fruit trees

Figure F (Blueline

boundary): Photo
showing TNé

Figure G (Blueline

boundary): Photo
showing TNé. A newly

installed bat and bird
boxes in adjacent
woodland




Appendix B: Metric rules, assessment and strategic significance

As detailed in the Statutory Biodiversity Metric User Guide (DEFRA,
July 2025), the following rules must be followed:

Table 1: Statutory Biodiversity Metric Rules (The Statutory Biodiversity
Metric User Guide, July 2025)

Rule Rule detail

The trading rules of this biodiversity metric must be followed.

Biodiversity unit outputs, for each type of unit, must not be summed,
traded, or converted between types. The requirement to deliver at least
a 10% net gain applies to each type of unit.

To accurately apply the biodiversity metric formula, you must use the
statutory biodiversity metric calculation tool or small sites biodiversity
metric tool (SSM) for small sites.

The tools remove the need for a user to manually calculate the change
in biodiversity value.

The tool will summarise the results of the calculation and inform a user
whether the biodiversity net gain objective has been met.

In exceptional ecological circumstances, deviation from this biodiversity
metric methodology may be permitted by the relevant planning authority.

See more about applying rule 4

‘Individual trees’ is defined as a broad habitat type in the metric, if
present. For a habitat to meet this classification criterion, the tree (or
group of individual trees) must have a diameter at breast height (DBH,
measured in cm) greater than 7.5cm. The Statutory Biodiversity Metric
User Guide provides clear guidelines on this, which are delineated
below in Table 2:

Table 2: Tree classes and the equivalent area (ha) that they represent
(The Statutory Biodiversity Metric User Guide, July 2025)

Size class  Diameter at breast height (cm) Biodiversity metric
area equivalent (ha)

greater than 7.5cm and less than or equal | 0.0041
to 30cm
greater than 30cm and less than or equal
to 60cm

Large greater than 60cm and less than or equal | 0.0366
to 90cm

Very large | greater than 90cm 0.0765
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Strategic Significance The Statutory Biodiversity Metric puts consideration into the §El'ggfegic

habitat's local significance in relation to its location and relationship
with other local habitat features and/or species. The Statutory
Biodiversity Metric allows the assessor to apply a Sfro’regix\
Significance ‘multiplier’ on pre-development and post-developmen 1
habitat baselines in accordance with criterion that must be met. This

%

is delineated in Table 3. _ N

% k1

Table 3: Statutory Biodiversity Metric Strategic Significance
Categories, with appropriate descriptions and criteria where a L“QCCIl .
Natural Recovery Strategy has been published (DEFRA, July 2025)

Category Score Description . %,

The assessment has utilised data sources and resources to inform the
Strategic Significance of the Site and its habitats within. The following
resources have been utilised:

e Multi-Agency  Geographic  Information  for  the "

e Relevant published Local Nature Recovery Strategy
(LNRS), where available

Environmental Local Record Centre data sources, if
appropriate to obtain such data

of the statutory designated sites
Ordnance Survey maps and aerial images, including
google maps

Significance of on-site habitat(s). Strategic Significance relates to a :

High . This category can only be applied to post %
(Formally identified development interventions when: v'""‘-'i '\\ %
in local strategy) » the location of the habitat parcel has been " . “.“Q
mapped in the Local Habitat Map* as an area - '\*
where a potential measure has been proposed ’x\'
to help deliver the priorities of that LNRS; and
the proposed intervention is consistent® with
the mapped potential measure in the LNRS for " .
the habitat parcel Y h‘h
You should record that you have applied the N
published LNRS in your gain plan. .
Medium n This category cannot be applied.
(Location e -
ecologically
desirable but not in
local strategy) g
e
Low Where the definitions for high strategic significance i
(Area / are not met. -i',
compensation not in Even if your project is in an area mapped with a . o
local strategy) potential measure, if the proposed intervention is not - —— "
consistent with a potential measure proposed by the
LNRS for that location, you should record strategic
significance as low.
1
|

Countryside (MAGIC)

The Natural Englaondll and Joint Nafure Conservancy . q
Council2d websites were visited to obtain citation details !

(.


https://ukc-word-edit.officeapps.live.com/we/wordeditorframe.aspx?ui=en-GB&rs=en-US&wopisrc=https%3A%2F%2Fnetorgft9885580.sharepoint.com%2Fsites%2FBNEcology%2F_vti_bin%2Fwopi.ashx%2Ffiles%2Ff0058db3af26432baa9b361810ff76dc&wdenableroaming=1&mscc=1&hid=EFA6CFA1-F047-A000-0013-579F3124024C.0&uih=sharepointcom&wdlcid=en-GB&jsapi=1&jsapiver=v2&corrid=ad009c54-f862-8201-0252-808308d0cb00&usid=ad009c54-f862-8201-0252-808308d0cb00&newsession=1&sftc=1&uihit=docaspx&muv=1&ats=PairwiseBroker&cac=1&sams=1&mtf=1&sfp=1&sdp=1&hch=1&hwfh=1&dchat=1&sc=%7B%22pmo%22%3A%22https%3A%2F%2Fnetorgft9885580.sharepoint.com%22%2C%22pmshare%22%3Atrue%7D&ctp=LeastProtected&rct=Normal&wdorigin=ItemsView&wdhostclicktime=1760538272309&afdflight=33&csiro=1&instantedit=1&wopicomplete=1&wdredirectionreason=Unified_SingleFlush#_ftn1
https://ukc-word-edit.officeapps.live.com/we/wordeditorframe.aspx?ui=en-GB&rs=en-US&wopisrc=https%3A%2F%2Fnetorgft9885580.sharepoint.com%2Fsites%2FBNEcology%2F_vti_bin%2Fwopi.ashx%2Ffiles%2Ff0058db3af26432baa9b361810ff76dc&wdenableroaming=1&mscc=1&hid=EFA6CFA1-F047-A000-0013-579F3124024C.0&uih=sharepointcom&wdlcid=en-GB&jsapi=1&jsapiver=v2&corrid=ad009c54-f862-8201-0252-808308d0cb00&usid=ad009c54-f862-8201-0252-808308d0cb00&newsession=1&sftc=1&uihit=docaspx&muv=1&ats=PairwiseBroker&cac=1&sams=1&mtf=1&sfp=1&sdp=1&hch=1&hwfh=1&dchat=1&sc=%7B%22pmo%22%3A%22https%3A%2F%2Fnetorgft9885580.sharepoint.com%22%2C%22pmshare%22%3Atrue%7D&ctp=LeastProtected&rct=Normal&wdorigin=ItemsView&wdhostclicktime=1760538272309&afdflight=33&csiro=1&instantedit=1&wopicomplete=1&wdredirectionreason=Unified_SingleFlush#_ftn2

Table 4: Statutory Biodiversity Metric Strategic Significance
Categories, with appropriate descriptions and criteria where a Local
Natural Recovery Strategy has not been published (DEFRA, July 2025):

Category Score Description

High |1.15 | The habitat type is mapped and described as locally
(Formally ecologically important within a specific location, within
identified in local | documents specified by the relevant planning

strategy) ‘ authority.

If your project delivers the mapped habitat creation or

| enhancement actions set out within specified

| alternative documents, or enhances an existing habitat
entified within specified alternative documents as
cally ecologically important, strategic significance can
be recorded as high in the post-intervention sheets.

|

% If the specified alternative{documents identify existing
‘ abitat as locally ecologically important within a

| specified location, strategic significance may be

‘ recorded as high in the baseline.

[
| You should record the name of the plan the relevant

§ planning authority has specified in the user comments
| and record that you have used the specified document
your gain plan.

Medium 3 his category can be applied when the LPA has not
(Location entified a suitable document for assessing strategic
ecologically ignificance. Users should:

desirable but not

in local strategy) explain how the habitat type is ecologically

‘ important within a specific location

| » demonstrate the importance of that habitat in

| providing ecological linkage to other strategically
‘ significant locations

|* use professional judgement

| When the above criteria are met, strategic significance
| may be recorded as medium in the baseline and post-
‘ intervention sheets.

Low | Where the definitions for high or medium strategic
(Area/ ignificance are not met.

compensation not
in local strategy)




Appendix C: Project Implementation Prescriptions \

It is proposed that a realistic expectation to achieve the Torg ed
condition can be fulfiled by targeting the foIIowwﬁcrl’rerlon \

o The tree is a native species (or at leos\’i’o% erk?\he block are
native species). \ -
e The tree canopy is predomlnonﬂy con’rln‘ﬁous wit
canopy cover making up <10% of total area and no in
gap being >5 m wide (individual ’rr'égs ou’romohcouy pass: this

gaps in

criterion). J
e There is little or no evidence of an adverse impact on tree
health by human activities (such as vandalism, herbicide or

detrimental agricultural activity).. And there is no current
regular pruning regime, so the ’rree?retom >75% of expected
canopy for their age range and helgh’r\h relaxed infrequent
regime pertaining fo pruning should be follow Wiallelg! N
not infringe on canopy spread.

e Regular maintenance concernlngh'Weedlng Weli=lflgle ond
monitoring for common free pests will be Md Chqckmg
and, if necessary, replocmg free guards should also be
undertaken. - ~

e  When frees establish (usually after year 10), tfree guﬂf should

be removed. "ﬁ-g;‘_ ——

g,

¢ While not essential, sensitive pruning is important to encourage
upward growth to create a diverse canopy structure.

e Coppicing newly planted frees at the base will encourage

encouraging a flowering understorey. e

+ [f necessary, stock fencing to provide an exclusion area should
be established to prevent access which may compromise this
conditfion criterion being met in the 30-year time period.

an be realistically achieved by increasing the species diversity
he existing sward and allowing the areas that have been
by the horse grazing practices time to recover. The
il be to create a more diverse species-rich grassland.

etric Habitat guidance states that other neutral grassland

sses, wildflowers, sedges) per square metre on average.
implement and achieve this may include: '

owing a species-rich, native grassland seed mix with
wildflowers, such as the EM5, EM4F or EMé mix as delineated

e Replacing failed stock as necessary. T 1

new growth. It will also allow more light to reach the floor, thus |

e able to demonstrate a minimum of 10 native plant =

\

\

3
%"'2‘

[



above. Alternatively, spreading appropriately selec’rebgeeds, "'\
provided by a local donor site, could be considered;

e Ensuring there is less than 5% scrub and less ’rhon 20% broxen
cover; \

e Ensuring there is less than 30% of grassland covered
perennial ryegrass and white clover combined;

* Managing the habitat in such a way to ensure that wildflowers
(and if appropriate sedge apeaes) grow’ Qver at least 20% of
the habitat areq; ,

e Protecting the habitat to ensuré*bore grouno\%nd other signs \\
of damage (e.g. excessive Il’r’rerlng\Q‘oochlng C) covers less
than 5% of the total area; %\

¢ No invasive non-native plant species os'ﬁﬁ.@d on Schedule 9 of
the Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981) present;

e Ensuring cover of species indicative of suboptimal condition ¥
and physical damage (e.g. excessive poaching, damage &
from machinery use or storage, dor?foglng levels ogf\icess or
any other damaging management ochV’mes) accounts for less

than 5% and; *
e Ensuring that sward helgTﬁ' has a wider vonoWeos’m‘-

of the sward less than 7cm and at Ie,q\QO% more n 7¢rn).

The parcel of land proposed to create other neu‘h‘ assland should'

be stock fenced, if necessary, to prevent grazing from cattle (such as
horses). Such preventative measures will allow young seedlings to
germinate, flower, produce seeds and repeat the process year on

year, thus increasing the concentration, abundance and- rsity of

the habitat. Some human intervention (espeuollylr—mﬁ.s’r fewveans) " . %
may be required to over-seed the area of modified grassland with the \
locally sourced, species rich seed mix to assist and aid the growth and
species diversity. -

The Defra Metric Habitat guide provides a series of criteria which this
habitat has fo meet in order to be identified as targeted condition.

In this instance, criterion that has to be met in no less than 30 years
includes: ‘*

L

%":‘

o There are af least three native woody species; No single
species comprises more than 75% of the cover (except hazel,
common juniper Juniperus communis, sea F
uckthorn hippophae rhamnoides (only in its restricted native ;
ge), or box Buxus sempervirens, which can be up to 100% ‘
er). The proposals include native species (goat Sy
. hazel, hawthorn and bramble), all species of which
Iready proven to grow onsite. b
is an absence of invasive, non-native plant species (as “,4"{'
in Schedule 9 of WCA) and species indicative of -
ptimal condition make up less than 5% of ground cover.
gular checks in accordance with an agreed frequency ' 2
hich shall be set out in the Habitat, Maintenance and AVYF
Monitoring Plan) will be committed to, to ensure this



criterion is met. An invasive species control and remov‘ "'\
strategy shall also form part of the approved Landscape

Ecological & Environmental Management Plan or Hobi’rc\
Management & Monitoring Plan (HMMP). =

Seedlings, saplings, young shrubs and mature (or ancient or

veteran) shrubs are all present. Clearings wi’rhir&o\@s parcel will

be allocated to ensure seedlings, sapli gs and young shrubs

can be accommodated within the timescale. Moreover,

planted scrub shall reach mo’rqu’ry within the 30-

year timeframe. \}ﬁ '
This habitat required little in the way-of management \
and should be allowed to flourish to a height of up'g%m. Y |
Two of the proposed species are already known to

onsite. Therefore, some of the creation could be undertaken

through the encouragement of natural regen ’rion through ¥
the action of seed collecting. \ &
Planting should take place between November orh«\eorch

and nursery-grown stock is the easiest m%‘l:hod and due to

the small-scale of this site will be relatively inexpensive. \

Plants should be purchased from Plant Healthy certified

nurseries to ensure they are freé"?ro ests and diseases.

Planting should not be performed in rows, due to the small-

scale risks of ‘wind tunnels’ being created a G%eéul’r. .

Fertilising soil is not recommended, due to this encroaching

nutrient rich ‘hardy’ species which may result in the detriment

of the scrub quality and underlying grassland/forlbb-networks.

Soil testing may be required fo check habitat will be-

conducive with some of the proposed spec.'fg&.. . A
Exclusion fencing should be erected to prevent access from | \
residents or visitors.

Ground preparation is core to the success of this habitat, as it

will allow better soil contact with planted shrubs and

collected seedlings, thus increasing germination success.

Areas of bare ground will also need to be

considered to create microhabitats for the deposits of deod

wood (which will become more prevalent during the latter “
stages of the habitat creation during the 30 year plan).

il

Management of grassland should be undertaken as part of a ":
standard meadow regime, including a summer hay cut
(July/August). Once cut, seedlings should be given time to 7
hed over a period no shorter than seven days. Once this time :
s passed cuttings should be removed from the site. A ‘
er cutf should be undertaken in autumn and potentially Sy
in the early spring to enhance the species ".‘ ‘

rass’ chance of not being out competed by early '
th grasses such as ryegrass Lolium perenne. P !
ying management in accordance with the Mitigation -

rchy should also be followed. Therefore, works should be - |
o o o & 1
ed to avoid the impact during )1
e breeding bird season (March - September). Reptiles ' Sid
should also be considered during these regimes e.g.
L
i |
F,



, N
‘1 ?"
\ N\
in January, reptiles can be found basking in sunny ore&@Q ""\
in a sheltered spot, and so avoidance ,

of cutting actions near potential hibernation sites should éi
considered. ‘
Some of the cuttings should be piled as deadwood to
enhance microhabitat networks, particularly Whgn
considering small mammals and com on invertebrates

which likely utilise the site. M \
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Appendix D: Pre-development Baseline Imagery N\ A

Google Earth Imagery, taken in April 2025 showing recent tree . \
planting (note, the northern section of the access track had not been
created. .
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Image taken from All Ecology’s Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment of L

the Site in 2022 in support of refused planning application REF:
PL/2021/06688, which forms the basis of the pre-degradation habltat\
baseline for this assessment. The two areninjlue were not -

covered/assessed in the former Biodiversity Net Gahr.gsessmeni. .
ey, 8
.

4w
ndary still as a clearing, and not priority habitat deciduous

or traditional orchard. L)
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Appendix E: Latin names
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