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Report Summary

Losses and Gains

Purpose The Ecology Co-operation was commissioned by Mick Cave to undertake a
Biodiversity Impact Calculation of a proposal to create artificial acoustic bunds
to aid in noise cancellation of the adjacent A23 on Little Reeds, using the
Statutory Biodiversity Metric, to quantify net change in biodiversity.

Summary of | The proposed development scheme at this site will result in the loss of:

On-site
¢ 0.018ha of modified grassland (g4)
e 0.022ha of buildings (u1b5)
e 0.283ha of built-up areas (u1)
e 0.326ha of developed land sealed surface (u1b).

The proposed development scheme at this site will retain:

On-site
e 2.265ha of modified grassland (g4)
o 0.664ha of other neutral grassland (g3c)
e 0.053ha of buildings (u1b5)
¢ 0.197ha of developed land sealed surface (u1b)
e 0.213ha of sparsely vegetated land (s)
e 0.26ha of individual trees
e 0.848km of line of trees (w1g6)
e 0.351km of native hedgerow (h2a).

Post intervention the following habitat will be created:

On-site
e 0.079ha of other neutral grassland (g3c)
e 0.57ha of woodland (w)
e 0.316km of native hedgerow (h2a).

Final

Results

Metric

The Biodiversity Impact Calculation has demonstrated that the proposed
scheme will result in a likely net gain of 2.26 habitat units (+14.36%). The
linear feature calculation for the proposed scheme indicates a likely net gain
of 1.22 hedgerow units (+17.06%)

The current scheme does satisfy the trading rules of the Statutory Biodiversity
Metric.

The current scheme does meet the 10% mandatory net gain value set out
within the Environment Act 2021 and achieves the no net loss through
development goals detailed by Mid Sussex District Council.
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Purpose of the Report

There is a movement in planning policy and legislation towards a requirement for all new developments to
demonstrate ‘net gains’ in biodiversity following the release of an updated National Planning Policy Framework'
by the Department of Housing, Communities and Local Government. A mandatory value of 10% net gain for all
developments has now also been outlined within the Environment Act 20212

This document includes a baseline ‘Biodiversity Impact Calculation’ (BIC) for the proposed development at Little
Reeds. The calculation utilises the Statutory Biodiversity Metric and assigns ‘biodiversity units’ to the pre-existing
habitats contained within a proposed development site and those that are predicted to be lost, restored and/or
created once the development has been constructed. This allows an objective comparison to be made between
the existing biodiversity value of a given site and the predicted biodiversity value post development, with the net
change in biodiversity value subsequently quantified.

The purpose of this document is to present the findings of the BIC based on the most up-to date existing habitat
survey information and the most current outline plans for the proposed development of the site. Biodiversity
Impact Calculations provide an evidence base for discussions between the ecological consultant, developer and
the local planning authority regarding on-site avoidance, on-site mitigation and off-site compensation
requirements.

This report will be used in relation to a proposal for the installation of two acoustic bunds along the western
boundary of the site. Given the likelihood of proposed changes in the design scheme, some of the
recommendations will potentially be subject to change. The results of the BIC are deemed accurate for the most
recent layout plan.

This report was commissioned and produced at the request of Mick Cave.

1.2 Background

The site measures approximately 4.3ha in area, and comprises two fields containing areas of modified
grassland, as well as other neutral grassland. Towards the western boundary along the roadside verge is a
hedgerow. There is a residential dwelling with an associated parking area and gardens towards the centre of
the site. An office and other yard buildings are present towards the northern section of the site. Beyond the
northern boundary of the site is a watercourse, Holmbush Gill. The eastern boundary is marked by a line of
mature trees.

The site was subject to a Preliminary Ecological Appraisal undertaken by The Ecology Co-op on 7" December

' HM Government (2023). National Planning Policy Framework. Department for Communities and Local Government.

Available online at:
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/65819679fc07f3000d8d4495/NPPF December 2023.pdf
2 HM Government (2021). Environment Act 2021. Available online at:

https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2021/30/contents/enacted
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2021, further ecological surveys were undertaken between April and October 2022, and an Ecological Impact
Assessment was issued in January 2023.

Habitats (UKHAB) within the site and along the site boundaries are shown in (Figure 1), these comprise:

e other neutral grassland — g3c

¢ modified grassland — g4

e  built up areas — u1

e developed land sealed surface — u1b
e buildings — u1b5

e sparsely vegetated land — s

e line of trees —w1g6

e hedgerow — h2a.

Legend

Existing Linear habitats

h2a - native hedgerow

w1g6 - Line of Trees
Existing Polygon habitats

g3c - other neutral grassland

g4 - modified grassland

u1 - built-up areas T 4
u1b - developed land. sealed surface ||
u1b5 - buildings

s - sparsely vegetated land

Client: P4697

Project Title: Existing Site BNG

A Date : 12/03/2025
0 25 50m ~3
_— ) The Ecology Co-op

............. CONSULTANTS

Figure 1. UKHAB map showing existing habitats within the site. Produced using QGIS software, version 4.06.3 — Hannover.
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Figure 2. Proposed scheme layout for the installation of acoustic bunds at Little Reeds, reproduced from Fluid Planning,
November 2021.
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Figure 3. Finalised Landscape Plan. Figure reproduced from Weller Designs Limited. Dated 10 March 2025.
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Legend

Trees proposed °

Proposed Linear Habitats
w1g6 - line of trees —
h2a - hedgerow (priority habitat) —

Proposed Polygon Habitats

g3c - other neutral grassland

g4 - modified grassland [ |
w - woodland | ]
u1b - developed land. sealed surface I il |
u1b5 - buildings BRE
s - sparsely vegetated land [ ]

Client: P4697

Project Title: Proposed Site BNG
Date : 12/03/2025

The% co-op

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS
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Figure 4. UKHAB map showing proposed habitats within the site. Produced using QGIS software, version 4.06.3 — Hannover.

1.3 Policy and Legislation

NPPF (2024)

The NPPF sets out the Government's view on how planners should balance nature conservation with
development and helps ensure that Government meets its biodiversity commitments with regards to the
operation of the planning system.

Paragraph 180d, states that planning policies and decisions should contribute to and enhance the local
environment by:
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e “minimising impacts on and providing net gains for biodiversity, including by establishing coherent
ecological networks that are more resilient to current and future pressures.”

Paragraph 185b, states that to protect and enhance biodiversity and geodiversity, plans should;
e “promote the conservation, restoration and enhancement of priority habitats, ecological networks
and the protection and recovery of priority species; and identify and pursue opportunities for
securing measurable net gains for biodiversity.”

Paragraph 186d, states that when determining planning applications, authorities should apply the following
principle:

o ‘“development whose primary objective is to conserve or enhance biodiversity should be
supported; while opportunities to improve biodiversity in and around developments should be
integrated as part of their design, especially where this can secure measurable net gains for
biodiversity or enhance public access to nature where this is appropriate®
4

Environment Act (2021)

The Environment Act sets a target of halting the decline in species through the inclusion of a legally binding
2030 species abundance target. Aiming to restore natural habitats and enhance biodiversity, the Act requires
new developments to improve or create habitats for nature (through mechanisms such as mandatory Biodiversity
Net Gain), and tackle deforestation. Going forwards, UK businesses will need to look closely at their supply
chains as amongst other measures they will be prohibited from using commodities associated with wide-scale
deforestation. Woodland protection measures are also strengthened through the Act.

Local Policy

Mid Sussex District Council District Plan Policy DP38: Biodiversity refers to ‘ensuring development contributes
and takes opportunities to improve, enhance, manage and restore biodiversity and green infrastructure, so that
there is a net gain in biodiversity.’

2 METHODOLOGY

This Biodiversity Impact Calculation uses the Statutory Biodiversity Metric calculation tool published by Natural
England®. This is used to calculate ‘habitat units’ and ‘hedgerow units’ by multiplying the area (ha) or lengths
(km), ‘distinctiveness’ (habitat type), ‘condition’ (quality), and strategic significance (location in relation to the
authority’s local strategy) of each habitat parcel.

The calculation provides a negative value to the biodiversity units where habitat is being directly lost to
development. Where habitats are enhanced or created on-site, or off-site, the calculation gives a positive value
but adds risk factors that account for uncertainty - difficulty in creating new habitats and time delays while they
establish; habitats that are more difficult to restore or that will take a long time to reach a set target condition will
score lower and therefore make a smaller positive contribution.

Where on-site gains are equal to or larger than the losses, the project is deemed to have neutral biodiversity

5 Natural England (2023) The Statutory Biodiversity Metric — Calculation Tool. Available online at:
https.//www.qgov.uk/qovernment/publications/statutory-biodiversity-metric-tools-and-quides
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impact or biodiversity ‘net gain’ respectively.

Where on-site gains do not outweigh on-site losses and a biodiversity ‘net loss’ is calculated, this becomes an
‘offset requirement’. Offsets can be provided by further habitat creation or enhancement in-situ or elsewhere
and are assessed using the same metric to balance the predicted gains against the losses to ensure no net loss
will be achieved. It follows that a biodiversity net gain can still be achieved by providing higher biodiversity gains
through the offset than the net loss resulting from the development.

Note that the metric does not allow for ‘trading down’; one of the key principles in measuring biodiversity net
losses or gains is that habitats of high ecological importance cannot be offset by the creation of larger areas of
habitats with lower value. The Statutory Biodiversity Metric calculation tool includes a ‘trading down correction’
that deducts the number of biodiversity units that are not accounted for through the creation of equivalent high
distinctive habitats than that lost. For example, the loss of a small area of lowland meadow priority habitat (high
distinctiveness) will not be offset by a larger area of modified grassland (medium distinctiveness) and will only
be offset by an equivalent area of habitat of the same distinctiveness or higher.

3.1 Data Sources

This calculation uses the most up to date survey information, using botanical data gathered during the site visit
on 16" May 2024 and specific condition assessments which were undertaken during this survey. The areas of
each habitat category were measured using GIS mapping tools (QGIS). Condition assessments were made in
accordance with the Statutory Biodiversity Metric condition assessments document® and the Statutory
Biodiversity Metric: draft user guide’. Applying the precautionary principle, a presumption for the higher condition
was used where there was any uncertainty in the condition of existing habitats.

Habitat/hedgerow units supported after by the site after completion of the development of the proposed scheme
layout is shown in Figure 2. This allowed direct losses of habitats to be measured, with gardens and amenity
areas treated separately. The habitats that are ‘created’ after development are assumed to achieve the highest
level of condition as appropriate; a separate landscape and enhancement plan should be produced to ensure
this condition is achieved.

The Statutory Biodiversity Metric calculation tool uses a separate calculator spreadsheet for linear features. This
works under the same principles as above but replaces areas of habitat with linear length of a feature. It should
be noted that because linear features often have higher ecological importance, linear habitats are assigned
higher distinctiveness and must be offset with other linear features. The hedgerow units generated for linear
features are not equivalent or interchangeable with biodiversity calculations for areas of habitat.

6 Natural England (2023) Statutory Biodiversity Metric Condition Assessments Available online at:
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/statutory-biodiversity-metric-tools-and-guides
7 Natural England (2023). Statutory Biodiversity Metric draft user guide. Available online at:
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/statutory-biodiversity-metric-tools-and-guides
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3 RESULTS

3.1 Existing Habitats Assessment

A summary of habitats and condition assessments is provided in Table 1. Full results of condition assessments
for habitats which require it (using the Statutory Biodiversity Metric condition assessment document) are
provided in Appendix 1.

Table 1. Existing habitat conditions for Little Reeds Farm.

Habitats Condition Assessments

UK Habitat (UKHAB) | Location/Reference (habitat parcels | Condition
Classification split if multiple areas with different
System condition assessments)
Individual trees — semi | Southern tip of the site Moderate condition
mature oak trees
w1g6 — line of trees Eastern boundary and proportion of Moderate condition

north-western boundary
h2a — native hedgerow | Proportion of south-western boundary Good condition
g3c — other neutral Towards the centre of the site, south of Moderate condition
grassland the buildings
g4 — modified Southern and northern ends of the site Moderate condition
grassland
u1 — built-up areas and | Towards the centre of the site, N/A
gardens surrounding the residential house
u1b — developed land Towards the centre of the site from the N/A
sealed surface entrance, nearby office
u1b5 — buildings Centre of the site, residential house, N/A

office, and associated outbuildings
s — sparsely vegetated | North-eastern corner of the site Good condition
land

3.2 Habitat Losses and Gains

The proposed development scheme at this site will result in the loss of:

On-site
¢ 0.018ha of modified grassland (g4) of moderate condition
e 0.022ha of buildings (u1b5) N/A condition
e 0.283ha of built-up areas (u1) N/A condition
e 0.326ha of developed land sealed surface (u1b) N/A condition.

The proposed development scheme at this site will retain:

On-site
e 2.265ha of modified grassland (g4) of moderate condition
e 0.664ha of other neutral grassland (g3c) of moderate condition

12
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e 0.053ha of buildings (u1b5) N/A condition

e 0.197ha of developed land surface (u1b) N/A condition

e 0.213ha of sparsely vegetated land (s) of good condition
e 0.26ha of individual trees of moderate condition

e 0.848km of line of trees (w1g6) of moderate condition

e 0.351km of native hedgerow (h2a) of moderate condition.

The proposed development scheme at this site will enhance:

Post intervention the following habitats will be created:

On-site
e 0.079ha of other neutral grassland (g3c)
e 0.57ha of woodland (w)
e 0.316km of native hedgerow (h2a).

The overall results of the calculations are presented in Table 2. Please refer to the Statutory Biodiversity Metric
calculation tool supplied with this document (submitted separately) for full details of the calculation.

Table 2. Headline results of the Biodiversity Impact Calculation for the proposed development at Little Reeds.

Habitat units 15.72
On-site baseline Hedgerow units 7.13

Watercourse units 0.00

. i ) Habitat units 17.98

On-site post-intervention Hedgerow units e

(Including habitat retention, creation & enhancement) I —— 0.00
) Habitat units 2.26 14.36%
On-site net Cha‘nge Hedgerow units 1.22 17.06%
e Watercourse units 0.00 0.00%
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Table 3. Trading summary results for Medium Distinctiveness habitats of the Biodiversity Impact Calculation for the proposed
development at Little Reeds.

Medium Distinctiveness
On-site | Off-site . . . _
- - E Project wide Cumulative broad habitat
Habitat group Group unit unit =
unit change change
change | change
Cropland - Arable field margins cultivated annually Cropland 0 0.00
Cropland - Arable field margins game bird mix Cropland .01 ) 0.00 0.0
C 0 0.00
0.00
) 0.00
0.53 0.00 053 0.53 v
) 0.00
) 0.00
X ) 0.00
X ) 0.00
X ) 0.00 0.0
X ) 0.00
X 0 0.00
Y 0 0.00
0 0.00
(
0 0.00
B ) 0.00 0.0
) 0.00
(
) 0.00
0 0.00
(
) 0.00
0 0.00
Woodland and forest - Other woodland: broadleaved 0 0.00 1.80 v
Woodland and forest - Other wocdland; mixed 1.80 0.00 1.80
Intertidal L “oarse sediment ) 0.00
I ral sand 0.00 ‘
ntertidal hard an inte { grey infrastructure (IGGI) ).00 0 0.00
233 0.00 233

Table 4. Trading summary results for Low Distinctiveness habitats of the Biodiversity Impact Calculation for the proposed
development at Little Reeds.

Low Distinctiveness
On-site | Off-site
unit unit Project wide unit change
change | change
0.07 0.00 0.07 A
-0.07 0.00 0.07

14
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4 CONCLUSIONS

The Statutory Biodiversity Metric calculation has demonstrated that the proposed scheme will results in a likely
net gain of +2.26 habitat units (+14.36%). The linear feature calculation for the proposed scheme indicates a
likely net gain of +1.22 hedgerow units (+17.06%).

The linear feature calculation for the proposed scheme results no net change of hedgerow units.

The current scheme satisfied the trading rules within the Statutory Biodiversity Metric.

Should you need any further advice on the information provided above, please do not hesitate to contact
The Ecology Co-op.

15
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APPENDIX 1 — Habitat Condition Assessment Sheets

The parcel represents a good example of s habiat type, with a coasisendly high proportion of
characteristc mdicator species present relevant 1o the specific habmat type (and relative %o Foomose 3
saboptimal species which may be listed in the UKHab description).'

Note - this criterion is essential for achieving Moderate or Good condition for non-ackd
grassiand types only.

Sward beight & varied (at keast 20% of the sward & kess tan 7 cm and at keast 20% i more tan 7 cm)
B |creatmg microc lmates which provide opportanities for msects, birds and small mamema ks ©o bive and
breed.

C [Cover of bare ground is between 1% and %, inchoding Jocalised areas, for example, rabbit warrens'.

v

Cover of bracken Pleridum aquilinum is kess than 200 and cover of scrub (e hading bramble Rubus
fruficosus agg. ) is kess than $%.

v
Combimed cover of species indicative of ssboptimal condition’ and physical dimage (sach as excessive
poaching, damage from machimery wse or siorage, damagimg Jevels of access, or any other damaging
E 2 activities) ace for Jess than $% of walarca.

If any imvasive moa-native plant species’ (as listed oa Schedule 9 of WCA”) are present, this criserion i
awoematically fasked.

dditio v 4 on-acid grasstand

There are 10 or more vasculir plant species per m’ present, inchoding forbs hat are characeeristic of
dhe habaat type (species referenced m Foomote 3 and £ canmot comtribute sowards dhis count).

Note - this criterion is essential for achieving Good condition for non-ackd grassiand types
onty.

Essential criterion for Good condition achieved (for non-ackd grassiand) )|

Acid grassiand types (Result out of 5 criteria)

Passes § creria Good (3)
Passes 3 or 4 crmeria Moderase (2)
Passes 2 or fewer crieria Poor (1)

[Non-acia grassiand types (Resut out of 6 critena)

Passes § or 6 criteria, i hoding essential

crimerion A and addriosal crmeroa F. 5

Passes 3 - § criteria, i hoding essential

>
crierion A Moderase (2)

Passes 2 or fewer crieria;

OR

Passes 3 or 4 crmeria exclodng crieroa
Aand F.

Poor (1)

16
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Condition Sheet: GRASSLAND Habitat Type (low distinctiveness)

Condition Assessment Criterla Criterion passed (Yes or

No)

There are 6-8 vascular plant species per m’ present, including at least 2 forbs (these may include those listed in
Footnote 1). Note - this criterion Is essentlial for achieving Moderate or Good condition.

Where the vascular plant species present are characteristic of medium, high or very high distinctiveness grassland,
or there are 9 or more of these characteristic species per m’ {excluding those listed in Footnote 1), please review
the full UKHab description to assess whether the grassland should instead be classified as a higher disti
grassland. Where a grassland is classed as medium, high, or very high distinctiveness, please use the relevant
condition sheet.

Sward height is varied (at least 20% of the sward is less than 7 cm and at least 20% is more than 7 cm) creating
microclimates which provide opp ities for b and i b to live and breed.

Any scrub present accounts for less than 20% of the total grassland area. (Some scattered scrub such as bramble
Rubus fruticosus agg. may be present).

Note - patches of scrub with continuous (more than 90%) cover should be classified as the relevant scrub habitat
type.

Physical damage is evident in less than 5% of total grassland area. E les of physical damage include
D |excessive poaching, damage from machinery use or storage, erosion caused by high levels of access, or any other

Cover of bare ground is between 1% and 10%, including localised areas (for le, a ion of rabbit
warrens)’.

F |Cover of bracken Pteridium aquiinum is less than 20%.

G |There is an absence of invasive non-native plant speci‘s3 (as listed on Schedule 9 of WCAY).

Essential criterion achieved (Yes or No)
Number of criteria passed

Condition Assessment Result (out
of 7 criteria)

Condition Assessment Score Score Achieved x/v

Passes 6 or 7 criteria including passing

essential criterion A ®

) " ” X
Ps.fus- 4 01-5 “:mma including passing M )
essential criterion A

Passes 3 or fewer criteria;

OR

Passes 4 - 6 criteria (excluding criterion
A)

Poor (1)

17



P4697 Little Reeds Farm - BIODIVERSITY IMPACT CALCULATION

Condition sheet: HEDGEROW Habitat Types

Criteria - the minimum requirements for
g“‘"""’“a’c’o"" ‘favourable condition’

Al.  |Height >1.5 maverage along length

Criteria description

The average height of woody growth estimated from base of stem to the top of |
the shoots, excluding any bank beneath the hedgerow, any gaps or isolated
trees.

Newly laid or iced hedg are indicative of good and
pass this criterion forup toa i f four years (if undertak di
to good practice).

Anewly planted hedgerow does not pass this criterion (unless itis >1 5 m
height).

A2, [Width >1.5 maverage along length

The average width of woody growth estimated at the widest point of the
canopy, excluding gaps and isolated trees.

Outgrowths (such as blackthom Prunus spinosa suckers) are only included
in the width estimate when they are >0.5 m in height.

Laid, coppiced, cut and newly planted hedgerows are indicative of good
management and pass this criterion for up to a maximum of four years (if

dertak ding to good

Gap between ground and base of canopy <05 m

BI. |Gap - hedge bas
Gep-hedgebase | S0%of length

This is the vertical " of the woody comp ofthe hedg. and
its distance from the ground to the lowest leafy growth.

Certain exceptions to this criterion are acceptable (see page 65 of the
Hedgerow Survey Handbook).

B2, |Gep-hedgecanopy |Geps mekeup <10%of total length; and
" |continuity No canopy gaps >5m

This is the horizontal ‘gappiness’ of the woody component of the hedgerow.
Gaps are complete breaks in the woody canopy (no matter how small).

Access points and gates contribute to the overall ‘gappiness’ but are not
subject to the >5 m criterion (as this is the typical size of a gate).

>1 m width of undisturbed ground with perennial

This is the level of di luding wildlife di at the base of |
the hedgerow.

Undisturbed ground is present for at least 90% of the hedgerow length,

- ::u;:‘:r:dgmnnd herbaceous vegetation for >90%of length: ::d:ﬂﬂ;vm 1 m in width and must be present along at least one side of the
: pe - Measured from outer edge of hedgerow; and geron-
R * Is present on one side of the hedgerow (at least).

P 8 This criterion recognises the value of the hedgerow base as a boundary
habitat with the capacity to support a wide range of species. Cultivation,
heavily trodden footpaths, poached ground etc. can limit available habitat
niches.

Natriantanrichiad Plant species indi of nutrient enrich of | The indi species used are nettles Urtica spp., cleavers Galium apanne
2. "‘? e A so0ils dominate <20% cover of the area of’ and docks Rumex spp. Their presence, either singly or together, does not
perennial vegetation ;
undisturbed ground. exceed the 20% cover threshold.
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Condition sheet: HEDGEROW Habitat Types

Invasive and

DI. i
neophyte species

>90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground
is free of invasive non-native plant species
(including those listed on Schedule 9 of WCAY)
and recently introduced species.

Recently introduced species refer to plants that have naturalised in the UK
since AD 1500 (ncophytes). Archacophytes count as natives. For
information on archacophytes and neophytes see the INCC website®, as
well as the BSBI website’ where the *Online Atlas of the British and Irish
Flora'® contains an up-to-date list of the status of species. For information
on invasive non-native species see the GB Non-Native Secretariat website”.

D2. [Current damage

Additional group -

El. |[Tree class

>90% of the hedgerow or undisturbed ground
is free of damage caused by human activities.

to hedgerows with trees only

There is more than one age-class (or
morphology) of tree present (for example:
young, mature, veteran and or ancient®), and
there is on average at least one mature, ancient
or veteran tree present per 20 - 50m of
hedgerow.

This criterion addresses damaging activities that may have led to or lead to
deterioration in other attributes.

This could include evidence of pollution, piles of manure or rubble, or
inappropriate management practices (for example, excessive hedgerow
cutting).

This criterion addresses if there are a range of age-classes or morphologies
which allow for replacement of trees and provide opportunities for
different species.

E2. [Tree health

At least 95% of hedgerow trees are in a healthy
condition (excluding veteran features valuable
for wildlife). There is little or no evidence of an

This criterion identifies if the trees are subject to damage which

adverse impact on tree health by d from
livestock or wild animals, pests or discases, or
human activity.

compromises the survival and health of the individual specimens.

The hedgerow condition assessment generates a weighting (score) ranging fro

Category Requirements

m 1 - 3, which is used within the Statutory Biodiversity Metric. The scores for each are set out in

Category Metric Score
No more than 2 failures in total;

Good AND 3
No more than 1 failure in any functional group.
No more than 4 failures in total;
AND

Moderate Does not fail both attributes in more than one |2
functional group (for example, fails attributes
Al, A2, Bl and C2 = Moderate condition).
Fails a total of more than 4 attributes;
OR

Poor Eails both attributes in more than one functional| 1
group (for example, fails attributes A1, A2, Bl
and B2 = Poor condition).

Score achieved: |6

Category Category Requirements Metric score
No more than 2 failures in total;

Good AND 3
No more than | failure in any functional group.
No more than 5 failures in total;
AND

Moderate Does not fail both attributes in more than one |2
functional group (for example, fails attributes
Al, A2, B1, C2 and El = Moderate condition).
Fails a total of more than $ attributes;
OR

Poor Fails both attributes in more than one functional |
group (for example, fails attributes A1, A2, Bl
and B2 = Poor condition).

Score achieved: |6
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Condition Sheet: LINE OF TREES Habitat Type
Habitat Types

Line of trees

Line of trees —~ assoclated with bank or ditch

Ecologically valuable line of trees

Ecologically valuable line of trees — assoclated with bank or ditch

Please see the separate Individual trees condition sheet for linear blocks and groups of trees In an urban setting. You should only use this Line
of trees condition assessment and record this habitat type In rural locations.
Habitat Description

See the Statutory Biodiversity Metric User Guide.
This assessment is based on the Hedgerow Survey Handbook'. For further clarifications please refer to the Handbook.
‘Where ancient and veteran trees are present within the line of trees, see Footnote 2 for standing advice.

On-site or off-site, site name and Survey date and
location Surveyor name
Survey reference (it
Limitations (if applicable) relating to a wider
survey)
Grid reference Habitat parcel reference

Criterion passed (Yes or
No)
Y

Condition Assessment Criteria Notes (such as justification)

>

At least 70% of trees are native species.

Tree canopy is predominantly continuous with gaps in canopy cover making up <10% of total
area and no individual gap being >5 m wide.

One or more trees has veteran features and or natural ecological niches for b and
i b such as p of ding and attached deadwood, cavities, ivy or loose bark.

(o]

Y
There is an undisturbed naturally-vegetated strip of at least 6 m on both sides to protect the line
of trees from farming and other human activities (excluding grazing). Where veteran trees are
present, root protection areas should follow standing advice’.

o

At least 95% of the trees are in a healthy condition (deadwood or veteran features valuable for
E |wildlife are excluded from this). There is little or no evidence of an adverse impact on tree
health by damage from livestock or wild animals, pests or diseases, or human activity.

Passes S criteria Good (3)
Passes 3 or 4 criteria Moderate (2) X
Passes 2 or fewer criteria Poor (1)
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Condition Sheet: SPARSELY VEGETATED LAND Habitat Type
UK Habitat Classification (UKHab) Habitat Types
Sparsely vegetated land - Inland rock outcrop and scree habitats

Sparsely vegetated land - Other Inland rock and scree
Habitat Description

ukhab — UK Habitat Classification

i 6 024
On-site or off-site, site name and Little Reeds Survey date and 16th May 202
location Surveyor name
Survey reference (if
Limitations (if applicable) relating to a wider
survey)
Grid reference Habitat parcel reference
Condition Assessment Criteria ‘:;;. I CRET Notes (such as justification)
Y
The parcel rep a good ple of its specific sparsely d habitat type - the
A |app and composition of the veg closely hes its UKHab description, with
h istic indicator species i ly pnsml.'
Y
B | The cover of bracken Pternidium aquitnum, scrub and trees is less than 25%.
2 2 o 2 .2 . 3 Y
There is an absence of invasive non-native plant species” (as listed on Schedule 9 of WCA™)
C |and species indicative of suboptimal condition® make up less than 5% of vegetated ground
cover.
Y
D |Vegetation cover of lar and lar plants is b 5 and 50%.
Passes 4 criteria Good (3) X
Passes 3 criteria Moderate (2)
Passes 2 or fewer criteria Poor (1)
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