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Summary 

This report is an Ecological Appraisal and Biodiversity Baseline Assessment for the proposed residential 
development of Land off Central St, Holmewood (the ‘Site’). It identifies ecological constraints for the 
development and provides recommendations for mitigation. A baseline biodiversity value for the Site has been 
calculated and a post-development estimate of biodiversity net gain (BNG), taking account of the submitted 
soft landscape scheme, has been provided. Targeted species surveys in relation to amphibians, bats and 
reptiles were further undertaken in order to determine their status within the Site.  

The Site is comprised of areas of periodically grazed rank neutral grassland, more permanent grass pasture, 
and scrub with a hedgerow and line of trees along the boundary. Areas of hard standing (for vehicle parking 
and turning), a small storage shed are also present at the entrance of the Site. With the exception of the native 
hedgerow along the southern boundary, all habitats within the Site are not Priority Habitats and are relatively 
common and widespread, with value to nature conservation at a less than local level. The hedgerow is planned 
to be retained under current development plans and no direct negative impacts to this habitat are anticipated.   

There are no European-designated sites present within 5 km. Williamthorpe Local Nature Reserve (LNR) has 
been identified within 2 km of the Site, along with four other Local Wildlife Sites (LWS). All sites are located a 
significant distance from the Site with no direct ecological or hydrological connectivity. Therefore, no direct or 
indirect impacts to any designated sites are anticipated from the proposed development.     

The following ecological receptors have been identified that have the potential to be affected by the proposed 
development: 

Amphibians: A single pond with below average potential to support great crested newt has been identified 
within 250m of the Site. eDNA sampling of this waterbody yielded inconclusive results. Due to the low HSI 
score of the pond in combination with lack of connectivity to other ponds, great crested newts are considered 
unlikely to be present on site but cannot be ruled out. As the site lies within an Amber Risk Zone as 
precautionary measure, a mitigation licence will be applied for via the Derbyshire District Level Licensing 
Scheme for great crested newts. 

Bats: Low numbers of common and uncommon, widespread bat species use the site for both foraging and 
commuting. It is recommended that a bat-sensitive lighting plan is implemented within both the construction 
and post-development phases to prevent unnecessary bat disturbance through increased site illumination. 

Birds: Suitable habitat for nesting birds has been identified within the Site and active nests may be present 
during the nesting season (1st March – 31st August, inclusive). It is therefore recommended that all vegetation 
should be cleared outside of this period. If this is not possible, a nesting bird inspection should be undertaken 
a minimum of 48 hours prior to clearance. It is not considered possible to undertake adequate inspections 
within the areas of dense bramble scrub (as nests cannot be detected without causing significant disturbance) 
and therefore, all bramble scrub clearance should be undertaken outside of the nesting bird season. 

 
 
 
 

  

Invasive Non-native Species (INNS) - Japanese knotweed has been identified within the Site. It is 
recommended that a suitable management plan to ensure the appropriate removal of this species is designed 
and implemented during site clearance.  

The overall baseline biodiversity value of the site was calculated as 6.36 Habitat Units (HU), and 0.64 Hedgerow 
Units (HeU). The post-development biodiversity value of the site was calculated as 3.83 HU, and 3.15 HeU. 
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This represents a biodiversity net change of: 

• -2.53 HU (-39.82%) 

• +2.51 HeU (+392.82%) 

To achieve a 10% biodiversity net gain for area-based habitats and watercourses, an additional 3.17 HU is 
required. Due to habitat trading rules within the Statutory Biodiversity Metric, which stipulate there must be 
no net loss in any broad habitat type, this must be secured by either on or off-site mitigation of the following 
unit types: 

• 2.81 HU of medium distinctiveness grassland; 

• 0.06 HU of medium distinctiveness scrub; 

• 0.30 HU of any habitat type. 

Based on the current site layout, there is considered to be limited scope for the inclusion of additional 
grassland and scrub units, therefore off-site mitigation and/or compensation will be required for these unit 
types. The additional deficit of 0.30 HU may be established on-site through additional tree planting, if possible.  

No other ecological receptors were identified. Assessment methodologies, results and subsequent 
recommendations and/or mitigation measures are provided within this report, including any opportunities for 
ecological enhancements, where appropriate.   
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1. Introduction 

1.1.1 Envance UK was commissioned by Homes by Honey & Together Housing/Synergy Housing Ltd to 
undertake a Preliminary Ecological Appraisal and Biodiversity Baseline Assessment of land off Central 
St, Holmewood (central British National Grid Reference (SK 43172 65581); hereafter referred to as the 
‘Site’). These works were requested in relation to the proposed development (hereafter referred to 
as the ‘Development’) of the Site which is anticipated to include the construction up to 64 no. 
residential houses with associated access, soft landscaping, and open areas largely in the southern 
and northern parts of the site. The Site boundary is highlighted in Figure 1.  

1.1.2 This report documents survey findings and evaluates the likely Important Ecological Features (IEF) of 
the Site in line with standard guidelines (CIEEM, 2017; 2018). Methodologies employed are described 
and an evaluation of the Site is given, with recommendations for any further survey work and/or 
mitigation measures included, where appropriate. 

1.1.3 In addition to this, an indicative Biodiversity Net Gain assessment has been undertaken based on the 
current landscaping plan using the Statutory Biodiversity Metric (DEFRA 2024). This demonstrates 
proposals for minimising biodiversity losses on-site and the requirements for off-site 
mitigation/compensation required to achieve the mandatory biodiversity gain target for the 
Development.  
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2. Methodology 

2.1 Desk Study and Data Consultation 

2.1.1 A desk study was undertaken to inform the requirements for survey and obtain additional ecological 
information outside the scope of field survey. The following sources were consulted to obtain relevant 
ecological information from within 2 km of the study area (5 km for designated sites of international 
importance): Derbyshire Biological Records Centre (DBRC) and the Multi Agency Geographic 
Information Centre (MAGIC) website (www.magic.gov.uk). Records were received from DBRC in 
March 2023. Only recent records (i.e., from 2012 to 2023) are considered in this report. 

2.1.2 The following information was sought and considered: 

• records of notable protected and Priority Species; 

• records of Priority Habitats; 

• details of any statutory sites of ecological interest; 

• details of any non-statutory sites of ecological interest; and 

• presence of any ponds or other waterbodies within 250 m. 

2.1.3 Only ecological features considered to have the potential to be affected by the Development 
(receptors) are presented within this report.    

2.2 Phase 1 Field Survey 

2.2.1 A Phase 1 habitat survey was undertaken by suitably qualified and experienced ecologists (see Section 
2.7: Table 1) on 27th June 2023. The survey followed the UK Habitat Classification (UKHab) survey 
methodology (Butcher et al., 2020), where the habitats and vegetation types present were recorded, 
together with an indication of their relative abundance using the DAFOR scale (D = dominant, A = 
abundant, F = frequent, O = occasional, R = rare), with species names given following Stace (2019). 
This survey method aims to characterise habitats and communities present and is not intended to 
provide a complete list of all species occurring across the Site.  

2.2.2 Site habitats were also assessed for their suitability to support protected or notable species. Any signs 
of the presence of such species were recorded, including observations of tracks, feeding remains, 
nests and burrows.  Structures and trees within the Site were assessed for their potential to support 
roosting bats according to the methodology of Collins (2016), where possible.  

2.2.3 Invasive non-native plant or animal species (INNS) listed on Schedule 9 of the Wildlife and Countryside 
Act (1981) (as amended) were recorded as seen.   

2.3  Phase 2 Protected Species Surveys 

  Great Crested Newts 

2.3.1 Surveys for the presence/ likely absence of great crested newts Triturus cristatus were additionally 
undertaken in a single pond located within 250 m of the Site. This involved taking water samples for 
environmental DNA (eDNA) analysis (Biggs et al. 2014), as well as carrying out a Habitat Suitability 
Index (HSI) assessment of the waterbody (Oldham et al 2000). The surveys were undertaken during 
the Phase 1 habitat survey on the 27th of June 2023. Full details of the survey and assessment 
methodology are given in Appendix 4. 
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 Bat Activity 

2.3.2 The Site was considered by the Phase 1 survey to contain habitat of low suitability for supporting 
commuting and foraging bats. Phase 2 nocturnal bat activity surveys were therefore undertaken 
during summer and autumn 2023. These surveys involved surveyors walking a transect around the 
Site looking for, and recording, bat activity, as well as the deployment of a static bat detector left in 
situ to record passing bats for periods of five consecutive nights each season. Full details of 
methodology are given in Appendix 5. 

 Reptiles 

2.3.3 The Site was considered by the Phase 1 survey to contain habitat for supporting common species of 
reptile (barred grass snake Natrix helvetica, common lizard Lacerta fragilis, and slow worm Anguis 
fragilis). Phase 2 presence/ likely absence surveys for common reptiles were carried out on seven 
occasions during September and October 2023. Artificial refugia were laid out across the Site and then 
checked for the presence of individuals. Other areas of habitat suitable for supporting reptiles were 
also checked. Full details of methodology are given in Appendix 7. 

2.4 Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment 

2.4.1 Biodiversity accounting metrics were employed to assess the baseline biodiversity value of the Site 
and identify any features of significant value. An estimate of post-development biodiversity value has 
been predicted from the current landscaping plan: Landscape Masterplan - Draft, DRWG No: 1613-
004. 

2.4.2 The original assessment used the Defra Biodiversity Metric 4.0 (BM4.0) calculation tool (Natural 
England, 2023), which has been translated to the Statutory Biodiversity Metric (SBM; DEFRA, 2024) to 
align with current Biodiversity Gain planning legislation (see Appendix 1). Habitat measurements were 
made using digital mapping software (QGIS Geographic Information System version 3.22). Habitat 
condition was assessed according to the criteria outlined within the metric. The baseline survey and 
condition assessment were undertaken during the Phase 1 habitat survey. Full details of the survey 
and assessment methodology are given in Appendix 8. 

2.5 Policy and Legislation 

2.5.1 The principal conservation legislation relevant to this report includes the Wildlife and Countryside Act 
1981 (as amended), the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended), the 
Natural Environment and Rural Communities (NERC) Act 2006, the Protection of Badgers Act 1992 and 
the Hedgerow Regulations 1997.  

2.5.2 The relevant primary legislation for the statutory framework for biodiversity net gain is principally set 
out under Schedule 7A (Biodiversity Gain in England) of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990. This 
legislation was inserted into the 1990 Act by Schedule 14 of the Environment Act 2021 and was 
amended by the Levelling Up and Regeneration Act 2023. The Biodiversity Gain (Town and Country 
Planning) (Consequential Amendments) Regulations 2024 made consequential amendments to other 
parts of the 1990 Act. 

2.5.3 The biodiversity net gain regulations most directly relevant to planning are: 

• The Environment Act 2021 (Commencement No. 8 and Transitional Provisions) Regulations 2024 
which commence biodiversity net gain for most types of new planning applications and provides 
transitional arrangements for section 73 permissions. 

• The Biodiversity Gain Requirements (Exemptions) Regulations 2024 which prescribe exemptions 
for categories of development to which biodiversity net gain does not apply. 
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2.8 Limitations 

2.8.1 This report serves to indicate the value of the Site in nature conservation terms based upon the survey 
data gathered.  As with any survey of this kind, the information collected defines the habitat types 
present within the Site and their condition and is not intended to be a record of every species present.  

Phase 1 Survey 

2.8.2 The northern section of the Site was in use as a horse paddock during the survey visits. To avoid any 
potential issues with interacting with the livestock present, survey and assessment of this area was 
undertaken by use of close-focussing binoculars. Given the heavily modified nature of the habitat 
present and the good field of view available for visual assessment, it is considered that a robust 
assessment of the habitats has been made.    

Phase 2 Survey 

Great Crested Newts 

2.8.3 The GCN surveys were undertaken in late June which is within the optimum period for the detection 
of newts using eDNA analysis. The eDNA sampling, however, yielded inconclusive results and, 
therefore, the potential presence of this species within the Site cannot be ruled out.  To avoid further 
delays to the development, a mitigation licence has been applied for via the Derbyshire District Level 
Licensing Scheme for great crested newts. 

Bat Activity  

2.8.4 Due to the timings of the Phase 1 survey, it was not possible to undertake bat activity surveys during 
the spring period (April – May, inclusive). However, it is considered that sufficient data was collected 
over the following survey periods (summer and autumn) to provide a robust assessment of the use of 
the Site by bats. 

Reptiles 

2.8.5 Due to the timings of the Phase 1 survey and periods of inclement weather during September, reptile 
survey visits 4 – 7 could not be undertaken within the optimum survey months for such surveys (April, 
May, and September). The survey visits were, however, undertaken in early October during optimal 
weather conditions (12 -20﮿C, full/partial sun, dry) and as such, it is considered that a robust 
assessment of the presence/ likely absence of reptiles has been made.  

2.8.6 The only exception to this is visit 5, for which temperatures exceeded 20﮿ C during the survey. 
Temperatures were not extreme, however (maximum of 21﮿C recorded) and as the survey was 
undertaken after a period of overcast weather, any reptiles present will have still been likely to have 
utilised artificial refugia for basking. As such, it is unlikely to have had a significant impact on the results 
of the survey.  

Baseline Biodiversity Assessment 

2.8.7 The last site visit as part of this assessment was undertaken in October 2023, which is prior to the 
implementation of mandatory Biodiversity Net Gain which came into force in February 2024. 
Degradation activities had occurred within the Site since the original survey visit pony grazing of the 
southern area) and as such, the baseline assessment of the Site has been calculated from the 
conditions present during the original Phase 1 survey, prior to these activities taking place. From 
review of aerial imagery, Site conditions remain the same following the final survey visit and therefore 
an updated validation survey is not considered to be required as conditions are unlikely to have 
improved prior to the degradation activities.  

2.8.8 The baseline survey methodology was undertaken using BM4.0 methodology, which has now been 
superseded by the Statutory Biodiversity Metric. However, it is considered that sufficient information 
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was collected during the baseline survey to assess the baseline value of the Site using the SBM 
methodology and these results can be translated to the new metric calculation tool without any 
significant limitations on the results. 
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Foraging and Commuting Bats 

3.7.7 Bat activity surveys showed that the Site is used regularly for commuting and foraging by low numbers 
of common pipistrelles, with more infrequent use by soprano pipistrelle Pipistrellus pygmaeus; 
noctule Nyctalus noctule; brown long-eared bat and Myotis species. Bat activity was strongly focused 
on woodland edges, tree lines and hedgerows present along the eastern and southern boundary. The 
timings and abundance of bats observed and recorded indicate that a significant summer roost is not 
present in the immediate wider area, however, it is possible that small roosts of common pipistrelle, 
brown long-eared bat, and Myotis species may be present within the woodland and residential areas 
that surround the Site.  Full details of these survey results are given in Appendix 5.  

3.7.8 With only regular use of Site habitats by relatively low numbers of common and widespread bat 
species for foraging and commuting, no suitable roosting habitat present within the site itself, and the 
presence of more valuable foraging habitat in the immediate surrounding area, the Site is unlikely to 
represent a highly valuable local resource. However, bats have been observed to be present within 
the Site, including more uncommon, but widespread species (such as noctule and Myotis species) and 
in addition, there is potential for smaller roosts to be present in the immediate wider area. As such, 
the Site has been assessed to be of local value for foraging and commuting bats and there is potential 
for disturbance to occur both during the construction and post-development phases. Therefore, 
foraging and commuting bats are considered to be a potential receptor for the Development.  

 Birds 

3.7.9 DBRC returned 13 recent records for specially protected or otherwise notable species of bird from 
within 2 km of the Site. This includes two species specially protected under Schedule 1 of the Wildlife 
and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) and two birds listed as of ‘red’ conservation concern 
(Stanbury et al., 2021). The full list is provided in Appendix 6.  

3.7.10 No rare or specially protected birds were observed during the Site surveys. The Site is located on the 
urban fringe of Holmewood and it is relatively disturbed by human activities, such as dog-walking and 
horse grazing. As such, it is considered unlikely to represent a significant resource for bird populations 
in the local area and rare and/or specially protected bird species are unlikely to be present in 
significant numbers. 

3.7.11 The scrub, trees, hedgerow and surrounding woodland edge, will however, provide suitable nesting 
resource for a range of common and widespread species such as great tit Parus major, wren 
Troglodytes troglodytes, song thrush Turdus philomelos, and blackbird Turdus merula, all of which 
were observed during the site visit. In addition to this, it is possible that ground-nesting birds may be 
present within the unmanaged grassland in the south of the Site.  

3.7.12 Nesting birds will therefore have the potential to be negatively impacted by the development of the 
Site and should be considered as a receptor for the Development.   

 Protected and Notable Plant Species 

3.7.13 DBRC returned records of a single notable plant species from within 2 km of the Site: spiny restharrow 
Ononis spinosa.  This species is listed as near threatened on the Vascular Plant Red List for England. 
Although suitable habitat for this species is present (i.e. rough unmanaged grassland), no evidence of 
the presence of this species was observed during any of the Site visits, or of any other protected and/or 
notable plant species.  Therefore, they are not considered a receptor for the Development and are 
not discussed further in this report. 

 Terrestrial Invertebrates 

3.7.14 DBRC returned records of three notable invertebrate species listed as priority species under S41 of 
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the NERC Act 2006. This included: dingy skipper Erynnis tages, wall brown Lasiommata megera and 
wood white Leptidea sinapsis.  

3.7.15 No evidence of these species was observed during the Site visit, and the Site does not support 
structural/spatial diversity to support significant communities of notable terrestrial invertebrates. For 
example, areas of standing or fallen dead wood, brownfield habitat mosaics and quality standing and 
running freshwater environments are absent.  Although, suitable larval food plants for wood white 
were identified within the unmanaged grassland sward in the south of the Site, including tufted vetch 
Vicia cracca and meadow vetchling Lathyrus pratensis, during the original survey visit, degradation in 
these activities (pony grazing) had acted to remove these species and as a result, significant 
populations of this species are unlikely to be present.  

3.7.16 Therefore, notable invertebrate species are not considered as a receptor for the Development and are 
not discussed further in this report.  

 Reptiles   

3.7.17 DBRC returned 13 recent records for reptiles from within 2 km of the Site. All records pertained to 
barred grass snake Natrix helvetica.   

3.7.18 No evidence of the use of the Site by reptiles was observed during the Site visit or during any of the 
presence/ likely absence surveys. Therefore, reptiles are considered highly unlikely to be present 
within the Site and are not considered as a receptor for the Development. Full survey results are 
provided in Appendix 7.  

 Otter and Water Voles 

3.7.19 No recent records of European water vole Arvicola amphibius; and Eurasian otter Lutra lutra; from 
within 2 km of the Site.  

3.7.20 No major watercourses are present within 50 m of the Site. A minor drainage ditch is present along 
the southern boundary of the Site, but it is unlikely to hold permanent water and is not connected to 
any major watercourse in the wider area. As such, it is considered unlikely to support riparian 
mammals.  

3.7.21 Therefore, riparian mammals are not considered to be a receptor for the Development and are not 
discussed further in this report.  

 Terrestrial Mammals 

3.7.22 DBRC returned recent records of a single notable and protected terrestrial mammal species from 
within 2 km of the Site. These records pertained to  

3.7.23  
 
 
 

  

 

 Invasive Non-Native Species 

3.7.25 DBRC returned records of eight invasive non-native plant species from within 2 km of the Site. All 
species recorded are listed as invasive non-native species within Schedule 9 of the Wildlife and 
Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) and are listed in Table 3.  
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4. Potential Impacts, Recommendations and Mitigation 

4.1.1 Potential impacts of the Development on identified receptors are described in this section. 
Recommendations for avoidance and minimisation of impacts are provided, as well as suggestions for 
appropriate mitigation.  

4.2 The Proposed Development 

4.2.1 The proposed Development includes the erection of up to 64 no. residential dwellings. Plans outlined 
in the current site layout (Drawing no: 2412.01_D; ‘Central Street Holmewood: Planning Layout’) 
indicate that the land take of the Development will equate to approximately 1.87 ha and is expected 
to include the complete or partial removal of the following existing habitats: other neutral grassland, 
modified grassland, bramble and mixed scrub, and urban habitats. South of the developed area, 
extending along the eastern boundary to the north of the Site, open areas will be retained for 
ecological and biodiversity purposes, with the creation of an additional drainage basin feature to help 
manage surface run-off. All boundary hedgerows and tree lines will be retained and enhanced where 
feasible.  

4.3 Priority Habitat 

4.3.1 A Priority Habitat native hedgerow is present along the southern boundary of the Site. Under current 
development plans, this hedgerow is due to be retained as part of open areas that are planned for the 
development. No direct or indirect impacts are anticipated.  

4.4 Amphibians 

4.4.1 GCN are protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended), and the Conservation 
of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 and are a European Protected Species (EPS).  

4.4.2 Suitable habitat for amphibians is present within the Site and the results of eDNA sampling of nearby 
suitable waterbodies returned inconclusive. Therefore, there is a potential risk of individual 
amphibians, including GCN, being present within the Site that may be negatively impacted during the 
construction phase.  

4.4.3 A licence enquiry has been applied for via the Natural England District Level Licencing (DLL) Scheme 
for Derbyshire and the compensatory payment has been agreed. The Impact Assessment and 
Conservation Payment Certificate is provided alongside this report. No further delays should occur in 
relation to GCN through this process. However, suitable reasonable avoidance measures (RAMs) 
pertaining to amphibians are likely to be required to be implemented during Site clearance as part of 
the licence agreement. These should be included within a Construction Environment Management 
Plan (CEMP) for the Site and will ensure no direct impacts to any individual amphibians if present.   

4.5 Bats 

4.5.1 All species of bat occurring within the UK are included in Schedule 2 of the Conservation of Habitats 
and Species regulations 2017 (as amended). Under Regulation 41, bats are protected from deliberate 
capture, injury or killing, from deliberate disturbance, and from deliberate damage/destruction of a 
breeding site or resting place.     

4.5.2 All UK bats are also included in Schedule 5 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended). 
However, their protection is limited to certain offences. Under the Act it is an offence to intentionally, 
or recklessly, disturb bats while they are occupying a structure or place used for shelter or protection, 
or to obstruct access to any such place.  
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4.5.3 Barbastelle Barbastella barbastellus, noctule, and soprano pipistrelle are also included as Species of 
Principal Importance listed under Section 41 of the NERC Act 2006. 

Foraging/Commuting Bats 

4.5.4 Although the Site has been assessed as supporting local value for foraging and commuting bats, the 
proposed Development will only result in a very minor loss of suitable foraging and commuting habitat 
(i.e. bramble and mixed scrub) within the Site, within the majority of higher value habitat due to be 
retained, including the tree lines along the eastern boundary, the native hedgerow along the southern 
boundary. In addition to this, a buffer of semi-natural habitats is due to be retained around the 
woodland edge along the southern and southwestern boundary, separating the development from 
suitable foraging habitats. As such, the predicted impact of the Development on local bat populations 
is only likely to be important at a less-than-local level.   

4.5.5 There is, however, a risk of potential adverse impacts to commuting and foraging bats through 
disturbance as a result of increased illumination levels (causing the disruption of the life cycle of 
nocturnal insects, which may indirectly cause a decline in their availability as prey for bats) during both 
the construction and post-development phase. Depending on the scale of illumination levels, impacts 
may cause significant disturbance to bat populations present within the Site.  

4.5.6 To avoid adverse impacts on bats, a sensitive lighting plan should be produced for both the 
construction and post-development phases. This should include the following: 

• Avoidance of night-time illumination of Westleigh Brook and adjacent habitat as far as possible. 

• During the bat activity period (April – October, inclusive), night-time (sunset – sunrise) illumination 
of the Site and surrounding suitable habitats should be avoided as far as possible during the 
construction. If lighting is required during this period, it should be directed using a narrow beam, 
illuminating the minimum required areas and avoiding unnecessary light spill. 

• Post-development lighting should use LED luminaires where possible, with a warm white spectrum 
of light (<2700 Kelvin) and peak wavelengths higher than 550nm. 

4.5.7 Following this guidance will act to minimise light levels within the Site and reduce unnecessary 
disturbance to foraging/commuting bats and their prey. Further guidance for bat-sensitive lighting 
plans is provided within the ‘Bats and Artificial Lighting in the UK’ guidance notes provided by the Bat 
Conservation Trust (BCT, 2018). Guidance note 01/21 ‘The Reduction of Obtrusive Light’ produced by 
the Institution of Lighting Professionals (ILP) provides further advice on the installation of lighting to 
reduce light spill.  

Nesting Birds 

4.5.8 All nesting birds are protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) against the 
intentional damage or destruction of their active nest. Birds listed under Schedule 1 of the act are 
afforded further protection including disturbance of both adult birds and their young during the 
nesting bird season (1st March – 31st August).  

4.5.9 Suitable nesting habitat has been identified within the trees, scrub and unmanaged grassland present 
within the Site. It is recommended that all vegetation clearance is undertaken outside of the bird 
nesting season (1st March – 31st August, inclusive). If any clearance of is required during the bird 
nesting season, inspections will be required to look for active nests.  

4.5.10 It is not considered possible to undertake adequate inspections within the areas of dense bramble 
scrub (because nest cannot be detected without causing significant disturbance) and therefore, all 
bramble scrub clearance should be undertaken outside of the nesting bird season.  
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4.6 Terrestrial Mammals 

Badgers 

4.6.1 Under the Wild Mammals (Protection) Act 1996, it is an offence for any person to intentionally inflict 
unnecessary suffering on any wild mammal. It is also an offence under the Protection of Badgers Act 
1992 to kill or injure badgers, to disturb them while they are occupying a sett, or to damage, destroy 
or obstruct access to an active sett. 

4.6.2 

 
   

4.6.3 To avoid any adverse impacts, it is recommended that the Site CEMP also includes RAMs pertaining to 
this species and any other terrestrial mammals that may be present.  

4.7 Biodiversity Net Gain 

4.7.1 For biodiversity calculations, it has been presumed that the current watercourse footprint will be 
retained. Post-Development habitats are visualised in Figure A8.1. Details of their management are 
provided in Appendix 8. 

4.7.2 Post-development, the following biodiversity values are predicted for the Site: 

• area-based habitats generated 3.83 Habitat Units (HU); 

• hedgerow-based habitats generated 3.15 Hedgerow Units (HeU); 

4.7.3 This represents a -2.53 HU (-39.82%) loss for area-based habitats, and +2.51 HeU (+392.82%) in 
hedgerow-based habitats. 

4.7.4 To achieve a 10% biodiversity net gain, the following biodiversity units would be required: 

• 3.17 HU  

➢ To satisfy trading rules, 2.81 HU of medium distinctiveness grassland habitat or a higher 
distinctiveness habitat and 0.06 HU of medium distinctiveness scrub or a higher 
distinctiveness habitat type will be required to offset the loss of these habitat types during 
the Development. See ‘Achieving Biodiversity Net Gain’ in Appendix 8 for more details. 

4.7.5 Based on the current Development plan, it is not considered possible to achieve biodiversity net gain 
for HU on-site without a significant loss in the development area and off-site mitigation and/or 
compensation will be required. 
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6. Figures 

Figure 1 - Site Overview 
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Figure 2 - Designated Sites
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Figure 3 - Priority Habitats, Ancient Woodland & Major Waterbodies 
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Appendix 1. Policy and Legislation 

Legislation 

Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) 

The Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) allows for the designation of National Nature Reserves 
(NNRs) and Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs), to protect areas containing habitats and species of 
national or international importance.  

The 1981 Act also provides for the protection of certain species. These include nesting birds, with additional 
special protection for birds listed within Schedule 1, as well as a range of other protected animals listed in 
Schedule 5 (including reptiles, water vole and certain species of invertebrates). A number of protected plant 
species are also listed within Schedule 8.   

The Conservation of Species and Habitats 2017 (as amended) 

The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended) provide domestic implementation 
of the EU Habitats Directive 1992. Under the Regulations, species listed in Annex II of the Directive are given 
strict protection in the UK as European protected species and it is an offence intentionally or recklessly to 
disturb or to harm a European protected species.  

Projects which are likely to affect European protected species are subject to assessment criteria.  Under Part 
5 of the Regulations a licence may be granted for a project affecting a European protected species for specific 
purposes.  

Natural England is the licensing authority for derogation licenses.  A derogation licence may only be granted, 
provided: 

• that there is no satisfactory alternative; and  

• the action authorised will not be detrimental to the maintenance of the population of a European 
protected species at a favourable conservation status in its natural range. 

All public authorities are required to have regard to the provisions of the Habitats Directive in the exercise of 
their functions under Regulation 9 of the Habitats Regulations. Guidance on the application of the Habitats 
Regulations is set out in the Joint ODPM and Department for the Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA) 
circular 06/2005 & 01/2005.   

Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006   

The Natural Environment and Rural Communities (NERC) Act came into force on 1st October 2006. Section 41 
(S41) of the Act requires the Secretary of State to publish a list of habitats and species which are of principal 
importance for the conservation of biodiversity in England.  

The S41 list is used to guide decision-makers such as public bodies, including local and regional authorities, in 
implementing their duty under Section 40 of the NERC Act 2006, to have regard to the conservation of 
biodiversity in England, when carrying out their normal functions. 

Protection of Badgers Act 1992 

Under the Protection of Badgers Act 1992 all badgers and their setts are protected from disturbance. The Act 
also includes provisions to allow Natural England to grant licences permitting interference with a badger sett 
in the course of development. Such a licence will normally incorporate conditions to ensure that undue 
disturbance and suffering to badgers is avoided during the development works. 

Hedgerow Regulations 1997 
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Under the Hedgerow Regulations 1997, provision is made for the notification of “important” hedgerows. To 
qualify for notification, hedgerows must fulfil a range of criteria relating to their historical, landscape or wildlife 
character. In accordance with the Regulations, the intention to remove any hedgerow should be notified to 
the Local Planning Authority (LPA) via a hedgerow removal notice. The LPA may issue a Hedgerow Retention 
Notice to prevent the loss of an “important” hedgerow. Where permission is granted to remove an 
“important” hedgerow, the LPA may impose conditions to mitigate the loss. 

Town and Country Planning Act 1990 – Biodiversity Net Gain 

Under Schedule 7A of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (inserted by Schedule 14 of the Environment 
Act 2021), grants of planning permission are to be subject to a condition to secure that the biodiversity net 
gain objective is met. Specifically: 

• The biodiversity gain objective is met in relation to development for which planning permission is 
granted if the biodiversity value attributable to the development exceeds the pre-development 
biodiversity value of the onsite habitat by at least the relevant percentage. 

• The biodiversity value attributable to the development is the total of— 

o the post-development biodiversity value of the onsite habitat, 

o the biodiversity value, in relation to the development, of any registered offsite biodiversity 
gain allocated to the development, and 

o the biodiversity value of any biodiversity credits purchased for the development. 

• The relevant percentage is 10%. 

• The Secretary of State may by regulations amend this paragraph so as to change the relevant 
percentage. 

The Schedule goes on to emphasise the use of the most recent version of the Statutory Biodiversity Metric, 
detail from when the baseline biodiversity of a relevant Site should be calculated, how post-development 
biodiversity values should be calculated, and how off-site biodiversity gains should be registered and 
calculated. 

Policy 

National Planning Policy Framework  

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF, 2021) sets out the Government’s planning policies for England 
and how these are expected to be applied. The NPPF creates a presumption in favour of granting planning 
permission for sustainable developments, unless any adverse impacts of doing so would significantly and 
demonstrably outweigh the benefits, when assessed against the policies within the framework as a whole or 
if specifically restricted within the NPPF.  

Section 15 of the NPPF deals with Conserving and enhancing the natural environment. 

Paragraph 174 states that “Planning policies and decisions should contribute to and enhance the natural and 
local environment by: 

• protecting and enhancing valued landscapes, geological conservation interests and soils; 

• recognising the intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside, and the wider benefits from natural 
capital and ecosystem services; 

• maintaining the character of the undeveloped coast, while improving public access to it where 
appropriate; 
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• minimising impacts on and providing net gains for biodiversity, including by establishing coherent 
ecological networks that are more resilient to current and future pressures; 

• preventing new and existing development from contributing to, being put at unacceptable risk from, 
or being adversely affected by, unacceptable levels of soil, air, water or noise pollution or land 
instability; 

• remediating and mitigating despoiled, degraded, derelict, contaminated and unstable land, where 
appropriate.” 

Paragraph 180 states that “When determining planning applications, local planning authorities should apply 
the following principles: 

• if significant harm to biodiversity resulting from a development cannot be avoided (through locating 
on an alternative site with less harmful impacts), adequately mitigated, or, as a last resort, 
compensated for, then planning permission should be refused; 

• development on land within or outside a Site of Special Scientific Interest, and which is likely to have 
an adverse effect on it (either individually or in combination with other developments), should not 
normally be permitted.  

• development resulting in the loss or deterioration of irreplaceable habitats (such as ancient woodland 
and ancient or veteran trees) should be refused, unless there are wholly exceptional reasons63 and a 
suitable compensation strategy exists; and 

• 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. 

North East Derbyshire Local Plan 2014 – 2034 

North East Derbyshire Local Plan was adopted in November 2021 and represents the strategic local plan for 
the borough. The key policy in relation to biodiversity and ecology is Strategic Policy 24 (SP24) - Biodiversity 
and Geodiversity.  

Policy SDC4: Biodiversity and Geodiversity 
 
The Council will protect and enhance the District’s natural environment and seek to increase the quantity and 
quality of biodiversity and geodiversity by: 

• Protecting designated national and local sites of nature conservation importance and geodiversity 
value including SSSI’s, LNR’s, LWS’s, and RIGS’s as shown on the Policies Map. Development proposals 
affecting designated sites will not be permitted unless it can be demonstrated that significant harm 
can be avoided, mitigated, or as a last resort, compensated for by the development. Any proposed 
development that would be likely to adversely affect designated SSSI’s will not be permitted. 

• Promoting the qualitative enhancement of all sites of biodiversity and geodiversity value (including 
designated SSSI’s, LNR’s, LWS’s and RIGS’s, and other sites with protected and priority species) by 
supporting measures that improve wildlife habitat connectivity and create new wildlife habitats. Such 
measures could include maintaining trees, native vegetation and improving green infrastructure for 
the benefit of wildlife. 

• Not permitting development which would adversely affect the integrity of designated sites of 
international importance for nature conservation (SPA’s and SAC’s) located outside of the Plan area; 
except for imperative reasons of overriding public interest, and only where adequate compensatory 
measures are provided. 
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Lowland Derbyshire Biodiversity Action Plan (LBAP) 2011-2020 

Lowland Derbyshire Biodiversity Action Plan identifies local priorities for biodiversity conservation so that 
national targets can be delivered at a local level. It identifies several different priority habitats and their 
distribution within Derbyshire and sets out targets for the preservation and creation of these habitats. It also 
identifies the presence of protected species in Derbyshire and sets out targets for their protection and increase 
in number.  

The following habitats and species included within the plan with relevance to the Site are: 

• Native hedgerows; 

• amphibians;  

• reptiles; and 

• terrestrial mammals. 
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Appendix 2. Photographs 
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Photo 7.  Native hedgerow, 

southern boundary
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entrance

Photo 9. Storage shed, site 

entrance

Photo 10. Line of trees, eastern 

boundary of Site.
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eDNA Results from SureScreen Scientifics



Forensic Scientists and Consultant Engineers
SureScreen Scientifics Ltd, Morley Retreat, Church Lane, Morley, Derbyshire, DE7 6DE

UK Tel: +44 (0)1332 292003 Email: scientifics@surescreen.com
Company Registration No. 08950940

Page 1 of 2

Folio No: E18614
Report No: 1
Purchase Order: 1074
Client: Envance UK
Contact: Paul Wolstenholme

TECHNICAL REPORT
ANALYSIS OF ENVIRONMENTAL DNA IN POND WATER FOR THE DETECTION OF GREAT

CRESTED NEWTS (TRITURUS CRISTATUS)

SUMMARY

When great crested newts (GCN), Triturus cristatus, inhabit a pond, they continuously release small
amounts of their DNA into the environment. By collecting and analysing water samples, we can detect
these small traces of environmental DNA (eDNA) to confirm GCN habitation or establish GCN absence.

RESULTS

Date sample received at Laboratory: 03/07/2023
Date Reported: 13/07/2023
Matters Affecting Results: Inhibited

Lab Sample
No.

Site Name O/S
Reference

SIC DC IC Result Positive
Replicates

4020 Holmewood -
Pond 1  

SK 43291
65325 

Pass Pass Fail Inconclusive 0

If you have any questions regarding results, please contact us: ForensicEcology@surescreen.com

Reported by: Gabriela Danickova Approved by: Jennifer Higginbottom
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Appendix 5. Bat Surveys 

Methodology 

Preliminary Roost Assessment 

A ground-based preliminary roost assessment of all trees and structures within the Site was undertaken in 
accordance with best practice guidance (Collins, 2016). This was done during the Phase 1 habitat survey. 

All structures were visually examined for the presence of potential roost features such as cavities and/or 
crevices created by damaged/lifted roofing materials, missing brickwork and mortar, amongst other features 
that may provide access to suitable roosting space. Similarly, all trees were examined for potential roost 
features that may form as a result of either disease, decay and/or damage (i.e. animal holes, knot holes, callus 
rolls, wounds and other similar features).  Close-focusing binoculars were used where necessary and any 
evidence of roosting bats, including live or dead bats, droppings, and staining due to fur oils, was noted.  

An individual structure or tree may support features of potential interest to roosting bats.  It is not always 
possible to confirm the usage of a feature as bats are transient in nature and may be present on one day, with 
no evidence of occupation present on the next.  As such, any structure and/or tree has been assigned a defined 
category of roosting potential, based on the potential roosting features present, their associated 
characteristics (size, shelter, protections, conditions) and the surrounding habitat. Categories of roosting 
potential are defined as follows:  

• Negligible: a structure or tree with no suitable features present that are likely to support 
roosting bats.  

• Low: a structure or tree with suitable features present that could potentially support low 
numbers of opportunistically roosting bats but are unlikely to be occupied on a regular basis 
and/or by a significant number of individual bats. 

• Moderate: a structure or tree with suitable features with the characteristics to provide regular 
shelter for low numbers of individual bats but are unlikely to support a roost of high 
conservation status. 

• High: a structure or tree with suitable features with the characteristics to support large numbers 
of bats on a regular basis, for potentially longer periods of time.  

Bat Activity Surveys 

Bat activity surveys were undertaken by Envance ecologists between August – September 2023. The objective 
of the surveys was to collate current data on the use of the Site by local bat populations, in order to produce 
an accurate assessment of the potential ecological impact of the Development. The following data can be 
derived from the surveys undertaken: 

• the assemblage of bat species using the Site; 

• the relative frequency with which the Site is used by different species; and 

• the nature of activity for different bat species, for example foraging and commuting. 

Two dusk-walked transects were undertaken in August and September. Survey conditions are summarised in 
Table A5.1. 

The transect route from each survey is outlined in Figure A5.1 and was designed to cover all foraging areas of 
the Site. All surveys were led and assisted by competent surveyors with suitable ecological experience. Ten 
‘listening points’ were designated at regular intervals along the route.  As per good practice guidelines (Collins, 
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Results 

Preliminary Bat Roost Assessment 

Trees 

All trees present within the site were assessed to support negligible features for bat roosting. With more 
significant woodland areas in the surrounding environment and the absence of suitable roosting features, it is 
considered unlikely that tree roosting bats would be roosting within the trees present within the Site. 

Buildings 

Only a single structure was identified within the Site. This pertained to a storage shed present in the north 
east of the Site (Figure 4). The shed appeared to be uninsulated and subject to regular disturbance due to its 
use as car storage. No signs of any bat roosting were observed during the survey and although bats may be 
able to access the internal structure of the shed, no suitable sheltered space is likely to be present that could 
support roosting bats without significant disturbance. Therefore, the shed is considered to have negligible 
potential for roosting bats.  

Bat Activity Surveys: Transect 

Four species were recorded over both transect survey visits. Common pipistrelle and Myotis species (thought 
to be one of the ‘WAB’ Myotis species: whiskered bat M. mystacinus; alcathoe bat M. alcathoe; or Brandt’s 
bat M. brandtiI) were recorded during both surveys, with soprano pipistrelle and noctule recorded during the 
summer visit only. Common pipistrelle was the most frequently recorded species, with only occasional passes 
of other species observed during the walked transect. The total number of bat passes recorded during each 
survey for each of the four species are shown in Figure A5.1. 

Heat map analysis of activity over all three surveys was strongly focused along the line of trees on the eastern 
boundary and native hedgerow along the southern boundary, with lesser activity observed within the site 
itself. As expected, the majority of the activity distribution pertained to common pipistrelle, with noctule and 
soprano pipistrelle only recorded commuting through/over the Site at listening points 2 and 4, and 4 and 5, 
respectively.  

More frequent activity from Myotis species was observed along the southern and eastern boundary of the 
Site. Myotis bats are strongly associated with woodland habitats, such as the woodland areas that surround 
the Site, but will opportunistically use connected ‘woody’ habitats in open areas for foraging and commuting, 
as appeared to be observed during surveys. Very limited activity from Myotis species was, however, recorded 
within the Site itself. Activity appeared to be greater during the summer period, with higher numbers of passes 
recorded for all species.  

A greater ‘spread’ of activity was also observed during the summer, whereas during the autumn survey activity 
appeared to be more focussed at certain locations within the Site. This may indicate that a greater number of 
bats were present during the summer survey, whereas comparatively the activity recorded during the autumn 
visit may have pertained to only a few individual bats. Activity ‘hotspots’ are highlighted in Figure A5.2. & A5.3. 
Full results are provided in Table A5.3.  

Bat Activity Surveys: Static Monitoring 

A total of 5513 bat passes were recorded during static monitoring surveys. These were from common 
pipistrelle, soprano pipistrelle, noctule, brown long-eared bat and Myotis species (In contrast to transect 
surveys, all recordings most closely matched the echolocation patterns of Daubenton’s bat M. daubentonii).  
Peak daily counts for each season were 1658 and 2098 for summer and autumn respectively. Figure A5.4 
illustrates the peak daily bat pass frequency of each species over each monitoring period. Full detailed results 
are provided in Table A5.4.  
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The data gathered during static monitoring surveys appears to demonstrate relatively high levels of bat activity 
within the Site. However, from observations made during the transect surveys, only relatively low numbers of 
individual bats were observed foraging in the area surrounding the static location, suggesting that the high bat 
pass frequencies recorded by the static recording device were heavily skewed by foraging activity of a few 
individuals, rather than a significant abundance of bats. In addition to this, the majority of passes recorded 
pertained to the days of greatest activity, accounting for 61% and 75% of the recordings during the summer 
and autumn survey periods respectively.  Therefore, static recordings in this case can only be used to infer the 
assemblage of bats present within the site, along with the frequency and timing of their occurrence during 
each season. 

The assemblage was overwhelmingly dominated by common pipistrelle during the monitoring periods (96% 
of recordings), with all other species recorded relatively infrequently in comparison (soprano pipistrelle, 
noctule, brown long-eared bat and Myotis species represented 0.58%, 1.14%, 0.65% & 1.34% of recordings 
respectively). Peak activity levels within the Site were relatively consistent across both survey periods. All 
species were recorded during both survey periods, with the exception of soprano pipistrelle which was 
recorded during the summer period only.  

Figure A5.5 highlights the peak activity levels over the night-time period during each season for each species. 
Common pipistrelle showed consistent activity over the night-time period for both summer and autumn, 
however, defined peaks in activity for the summer season did not occur until around an hour after sunset. This 
may indicate that more significant summer roosts are not present in close vicinity of the Site (as pipistrelle 
bats typically emerge up-to 30 minutes after sunset), with only smaller summer and transitional roosts likely 
to be present in the immediate surrounding area for this species.  

Soprano pipistrelle was only recorded in small numbers during the summer survey, appearing 1 – 2 hours after 
sunset and disappearing at least an hour before sunrise. This would indicate that this species is likely to have 
travelled some distance from their roost before arriving at the Site.  

Noctule are also an early emerging species, typically emerging around sunset. Timings of their presence within 
the Site therefore also indicated that they may have travelled some distance from roosts before arriving on-
site, arriving no earlier than approximately 20 – 30 minutes after sunset during both survey periods. More 
sustained activity from this species during the summer period suggests some foraging activity in the nearby 
area, however, not in any significant numbers. Autumn survey results for this species are consistent with 
transect survey observations, appearing to be commuting over the site on route to and from more valuable 
foraging areas.  

Brown long-eared bat and Myotis species are both later emergers, typically emerging around an hour after 
sunset. This is consistent with the timing of these species during both survey periods, with both first recorded 
within an hour of sunset indicating roosting in the immediate surrounding area. Low levels of activity were, 
however, observed during both survey periods, with very few recordings made during the autumn survey 
period.   

Conclusion 

The survey results indicate that the Site is likely to support bat activity over all seasons within the activity 
period, with similar levels of activity observed during both survey periods. However, from the results of the 
transect surveys, it is considered that only relatively low numbers of individual bats are likely to have been 
present, utilising the woodland edge and tree lines present along the eastern, western, and southern 
boundaries of the Site for both foraging and commuting. In addition, the assemblage is almost completely 
dominated by common pipistrelle, the most common UK bat species. This species currently has an increasing 
population trend, thought to be due to its ability to adapt to urban environments. Therefore, it is considered 
the habitats present within and adjacent to the Site are unlikely to represent a significant foraging resource of 
high conservation concern.  
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Figure A5.1 - Bat Pass Frequency Per Transect Survey 
Frequency of bat passes recorded for each species over each transect survey visit.
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Figure A5.2 - Bat Transect: Overview 
Transect heatmaps for each transect survey: (a) Overview; (b) Summer; (c) Autumn
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Figure A5.3 - Bat Transect: Species Distribution 
Transect heatmaps for each species recorded: (a) Common Pipistrelle; (b) Soprano Pipistrelle; (c) Noctule; (d) Myotis Species
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Figure A5.4 - Peak Daily Bat Pass Frequency Per Season 
Peak daily frequency of bat passes recorded for each species from static monitoring for each season.
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Figure A5.5 - Peak Daily Bat Activity Timings Per Season 
Peak frequency of bat passes recorded for each species over each hour during each season: (a) Summer; (b) Autumn
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Figure A7. 1 - Artificial Reptile Refugia Locations
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Appendix 8. Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment 

Methodology 

Baseline 

The biodiversity baseline assessment used the Statutory Biodiversity Metric (SBM) calculation tool (DEFRA 
2024). Habitat measurements were made using digital mapping software (QGIS Geographic Information 
System version 3.28). Habitat condition was assessed according to the criteria outlined within the SBM 
methodology. The baseline survey and condition assessment were undertaken in combination with the UKHab 
classification survey, by Envance ecologist Paul Wolstenholme (ACIEEM) and Natasha Rajpurohit on the 27th 
of June 2023.  

Information derived from the desk study was used to inform the biodiversity calculation in relation to the 
strategic significance of the Site. Habitats are defined as strategically significant if they are considered to be 
‘locally important to conservation’ and achieve one of the following criteria: 

• are part of a statutory or non-statutory designated site; 

• are listed in the Priority Habitat Inventory; 

• are included within river basin management/catchment plans and/or; 

• are part of a locally designated wildlife corridor or any other local strategic area. 

Habitats failing all these criteria are typically classified as of ‘low strategic significance’. However, if they are 
judged to provide significant ecological connectivity and or value to the local area, they may be assigned an 
intermediate strategic significance status and be classified as ‘ecologically desirable’. 

Using SBM, habitat values are calculated based on whether habitats occur commonly or whether they are rare 
(habitat distinctiveness), their area (ha) (or length (km) for linear habitats such as hedgerows, rivers and 
streams), condition, and strategic significance. This gives a pre-development value in Habitat Units (HU), 
Hedgerow Units (HeU) and/or Watercourse Units (WU). 

Baseline Survey Results 

Habitat Classification 

Baseline habitats identified within the survey area are listed below in SBM format, followed by the 
corresponding UKHab codes.  

• Other neutral grassland (g3c5 10 14; g3c7 10; g3c8 12 501)  

• Modified grassland (g4 103) 

• Bramble scrub (h3d) 

• Mixed Scrub (h3h) 

• Willow scrub (h3) 

• Native Hedgerow (h2a) 

• Developed land; sealed surface (u1b; u1b6) 

• Line of Trees (w1g6) 

• Rural trees (w1g6) 
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The habitats proposed within the landscaping plan represent significant enhancements due to the creation of 
medium distinctiveness habitats. Therefore, a Habitat Management & Monitoring Plan will be required as part 
of the final biodiversity gain plan to be to be submitted following the granting of planning permission for the 
development. This plan will detail the management methods, schedules and monitoring plan for each habitat 
proposed.  

Trading Rules 

The SBM includes a feature known as trading rules, which stipulate that there must be no net loss in any one 
habitat type, in addition to achieving the mandated 10% biodiversity net gain. Table A8. 11 details the 
estimated biodiversity loss of each habitat type and recommendations for satisfying these trading rules. 

Achieving Biodiversity Net Gain 

Area-based habitats 

An additional 3.17 HU is required to achieve a 10% biodiversity net gain. However, to satisfy habitat trading 
rules within the SBM which stipulate there must be no net loss in any broad habitat type, 2.81 HU of medium 
distinctiveness grassland or a higher distinctiveness habitat and 0.06 HU of medium distinctiveness scrub or a 
higher distinctiveness habitat is so that there is no net loss in grassland and scrub biodiversity. Once trading 
rules are satisfied for the site (either through on or off-site mitigation/compensation) an additional 0.30 HU 
will be required to meet the mandatory 10% net gain target.  

Based on the current site layout, it is considered unlikely that addition grassland and scrub units can be 
generated on site without significant loss of development area. Therefore, off-site mitigation and/or 
compensation will be required. This will be secured as part of the final biodiversity gain plan to be submitted 
following the granting of planning permission for the development. 

The remaining deficit could be achieved on-site through the planting of an additional 24 trees. However, as 
trees planted within vegetated gardens do not count towards this target (as per SBM methodology), space is 
currently limited to accommodate the additional planting and it is foreseen that some of this deficit will have 
to be secured via off-site mitigation/compensation. 

Hedgerow-based habitats 

Based on the current landscaping plan, a 10% net gain for hedgerow units has easily been achieved and all 
trading rules have been satisfied. 
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Figure A8.1 – Post-Development Habitat Map 






