Condition Sheet: GRASSLAND Habitat Type (low distinctiveness)
UK Habitat Classification (UKHab) Habitat Type

Grassland - Modified grassland
Nailstone substation, Leicestershire 16.10.2025
On-site or off-site, site name and Survey date and Surveyor |yicki Baldwin BSc MSc ACIEEM
location name
n/a
PN . . Survey reference (if
Limitations (if applicable) AT (e S )
Main site field
Grid reference SK 43259 08914 Habitat parcel reference
Habitat Description
ukhab — UK Habitat Classification
Condition Assessment Criteria ﬁ:;erlon R COES Notes (such as justification)
No Only an average of 4-5 species per m2
. 2 . . . present.
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 essential for achieving Moderate or Good condition.
A 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 distinctiveness grassland. Where a grassland is classed as medium, high, or very high
distinctiveness, please use the relevant condition sheet.
No Sward height was fairly uniform due to
grazing.
B 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 opportunities for vertebrates and invertebrates to live and breed.
Yes Little to no scrub present.
Any scrub present accounts for less than 20% of the total grassland area. (Some scattered scrub such as : uop
bramble Rubus fruticosus agg. may be present).
C
Note - patches of scrub with continuous (more than 90%) cover should be classified as the relevant scrub
habitat type.
Yes Little to no physical damage.
Physical damage is evident in less than 5% of total grassland area. Examples of physical damage include
D |excessive poaching, damage from machinery use or storage, erosion caused by high levels of access, or
any other damaging management activities.
Yes Little to no bare ground
E Cover of bare ground is between 1% and 10%, including localised areas (for example, a concentration of
rabbit warrens)>.
Yes No presence of Bracken
F |Cover of bracken Pteridium aquilinum is less than 20%.
Yes No invasives present
G |There is an absence of invasive non-native plant species® (as listed on Schedule 9 of WCA?).

Essential criterion achieved (Yes or No) No

Number of criteria passed 5

Condition Assessment Result (out of

e Condition Assessment Score Score Achieved x/v/
7 criteria)

Passes 6 or 7 criteria including passing

essential criterion A Good (3)

Passes 4 or 5 criteria including passing

essential criterion A Moderate (2)

Passes 3 or fewer criteria; Yes

OR P 1
Passes 4 - 6 criteria (excluding criterion oor (1)

A)




Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score

Footnote 1 — Creeping thistle Cirsium arvense, spear thistle Cirsium vulgare, curled dock Rumex crispus , broad-leaved dock Rumex obtusifolius , common nettle Urtica dioica,
creeping buttercup Ranunculus repens, greater plantain Plantago major, white clover Trifolium repens and cow parsley Anthriscus sylvestris .

Footnote 2 — For example, this could include small, scattered areas of bare ground allowing establishment of new species, or localised patches where not exceeding 10% cover.

Footnote 3 — Assess this for each distinct habitat parcel. If the distribution of invasive non-native species varies across the habitat, split into parcels accordingly, applying a buffer
zone around the invasive non-native species with a size relative to its risk of spread into adjacent habitat, using professional judgement.

Footnote 4 — Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended).




EDGEROW Habitat Types

Native hedgerow

Native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch

Native hedgerow with trees

Native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch
Species-rich native hedgerow

Species-rich native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch
Species-rich native hedgerow with trees

Species-rich native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch

Habitat Description

Horse grazed modfied grassland field surorunded by native species hedgerows with trees.

ukhab — UK Habitat Classification

16.10.2025
Survey date and Vicki Baldwin BSc MSc ACIEEM

Surveyor name

On-site or off-site,
site name and Nailstone substation, Leicestershire
location

Survey reference (if

L|m|§at|ons (if N/A relating to a wider
applicable)
survey)

Condition Assessment Details

A series of ten attributes, representing key physical characteristics are used for this assessment. Each attribute is assigned to one of five functional groups (A — E) and the condition of a
hedgerow is assessed according to the number of attributes from these functional groups which pass or fail the ‘favourable condition’ criteria.

This assessment is based on the Hedgerow Survey Handbook' and Favourable Conservation Status document?. For further clarification please refer to the Hedgerow Survey Handbook.

Best practice would be to record the species, age, spacing and other key information about all trees present along a hedgerow within the 'Habitat Description' box, as well as other key features
of the hedgerow.

Hedgerow favourable condition attributes

Habitat parcel reference

1 2 3
:::‘2:2:‘9; ang Criteria - the minimum | | | | | |
roupings (A, B, C requirements for ‘favourable |Criteria description Grid reference
gD an: E)g > =7 ™ |condition’

Notes (such as
justification)

Core groups - applicable to all hedgerow types Criterion passed (Yes or No)

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 coppiced hedgerows are
A1, Height >1.5 m average along length indicative of good mar and pass Y Y Y
this criterion for up to a maximum of four
years (if undertaken according to good
practice).

A newly planted hedgerow does not pass
this criterion (unless it is >1.5 m height).

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

Outgrowths (such as blackthorn Prunus

spinosa suckers) are only included in the
A2. Width >1.5 m average along length width estimate when they are >0.5 m in Y Y Y
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 undertaken
according to good practice).

This is the vertical ‘gappiness’ of the
woody component of the hedgerow, and

Gap between ground and base of its distance from the ground to the lowest

B1. bG:S"e' hedge | anopy <0.5 m for >30% of leafy growth. N N N
length Certain exceptions to this criterion are
acceptable (see page 65 of the Hedgerow
Survey Handbook).
This is the horizontal ‘gappiness’ of the
woody component of the hedgerow. Gaps
are complete breaks in the woody canopy
Gap - hedge  [Gaps make up <10% of total (no matter how small).
B2. canopy length; and N N N
continuity No canopy gaps >5 m 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).




This is the level of disturbance (excluding
wildlife disturbance) at the base of the
hedgerow.
>1 m width of undisturbed ground |Undisturbed ground is present for at least
0 with perennial herbaceous 90% of the hedgerow length, greater than
Undisturbed n % X gy
d and vegetation for >90% of length: 1min W|dtl_1 and must be present along at
C1. gre?'::nial - Measured from outer edge of  |least one side of the hedgerow. Y N N
Segetation g onitend . R .
- Is present on one side of the This criterion recognises the value of the
hedgerow (at least). 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.
. L The indicator species used are nettles
Nut_rlent- P'a’?‘ species MEEERTD 9f Urtica spp., cleavers Galium aparine and
enriched nutrient enrichment of soils 5 .
C2. s ) docks Rumex spp. Their presence, either |Y Y Y
perennial dominate <20% cover of the area | _.
R e e e singly or together, does not exceed the
20% cover threshold.
Recently introduced species refer to
plants that have naturalised in the UK
since AD 1500 (neophytes).
>90% of the hedgerow and Archaeophytes count as natives. For
. undisturbed ground is free of information on archaeophytes and
Invasive and |\ 2cive non-native plant species [neophytes see the JNCC website*, as well
D1 Qezsi?:e (including those listed on as the BSBI website® where the ‘Online Y Y
P Schedule 9 of WCA®) and Atlas of the British and Irish Flora™®
recently introduced species. 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”.
This criterion addresses damaging
activities that may have led to or lead to
>90% of the hedgerow or deterioration in other attributes.
D2 Current undisturbed ground is free of N N
) damage damage caused by human This could include evidence of pollution,
activities. piles of manure or rubble, or inappropriate
management practices (for example,
excessive hedgerow cutting).
Additional group - applicable to hedgerows with trees only
There is more than one age-class
(or morphology) of tree present
(for example: young, mature, This criterion addresses if there are a
E1. Tree class vetera_n and or ancienta), and ran_ge of age-classes or morphologies N N
there is on average at least one [which allow for replacement of trees and
mature, ancient or veteran tree  |provide opportunities for different species.
present per 20 - 50m of
hedgerow.
At least 95% of hedgerow trees
are in a healthy condition
(ealliyg "e‘.e'?” features. This criterion identifies if the trees are
valuable for wildlife). There is ! p p
E2. Tree health little or no evidence of an SUDJ.EM (DCIERTAEL compromises i Y Y Y
X survival and health of the individual
adverse impact on tree health by N
8 y specimens.
damage from livestock or wild
animals, pests or diseases, or
human activity.

Con

Category

ion categories for hedgerows wi

hout trees

Category Requirements

The hedgerow condition assessment generates a weighting (score) ranging from 1 - 3, which i

s used within the Statutory Biodiversity Metric. The scores for each are set out in the tables below.

Metric Score

Good

No more than 2 failures in total;
AND

No more than 1 failure in any functional group.

Moderate

No more than 4 failures in total;
AND

Does not fail both attributes in more than one functional group (for
example, fails attributes A1, A2, B1 and C2 = Moderate condition).

Poor

Fails a total of more than 4 attributes;

OR

Fails both attributes in more than one functional group (for example,
fails attributes A1, A2, B1 and B2 = Poor condition).

Con

ion categories for
Category

Score achieved:

gerows with trees
Category Requirements

Metric score

Good

No more than 2 failures in total;
AND
No more than 1 failure in any functional group.

Moderate

No more than 5 failures in total;

AND

Does not fail both attributes in more than one functional group
(for example, fails attributes A1, A2, B1, C2 and E1 = Moderate
condition).




Poor

Fails a total of more than 5 attributes;
OR

Fails both attributes in more than one functional group (for example,

fails attributes A1, A2, B1 and B2 = Poor condition).

Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score

Score achieved:




Condition Sheet: INDIVIDUAL TREES Habitat Type
Habitat Types

Individual trees — Urban trees
Individual trees — Rural trees
Complete a condition sheet for each tree or block of trees.

Please see the separate Line of trees condition sheet for a line of rural trees. You should only use the Line of trees condition assessment and record that habitat type in
rural locations.

Habitat Description

Individual trees (description applied to the urban or rural environment):
Young trees over 7.5 cm in diameter at breast height whose canopies are not touching.

Urban Perimeter / Linear Blocks and Groups (description applied to the urban environment only):

Groups or stands of trees (size requirement as defined above) within and around the perimeter of urban land. This includes those along urban streets, highways, railways and canals, and
also former field boundary trees incorporated into developments. Canopies should predominantly overlap continuously. Groups of urban trees that don’t match the descriptions for
woodland may be assessed within this category.

. . . Nailstone substation, Leicestershire 16.10.2025
On-site or off-site, site name and Survey date and Surveyor Vicki Baldwin BSc MSc ACIEEM

location name

n/a Survey reference (if relating to

Limitations (if applicable) e

SK 43259 08914 Main site
Grid reference Habitat parcel reference

Condition Assessment Criteria Criterion passed (Yes or No)  Notes (such as justification)

A [The tree is a native species (or at least 70% within the block are native species).

No
The tree canopy is predominantly continuous, with gaps in canopy cover making up <10%

B [of total area and no individual gap being >5 m wide (individual trees automatically pass this
criterion).

No

C |The tree is mature (or more than 50% within the block are mature)1.

There is little or no evidence of an adverse impact on tree health by human activities (such Yes
as vandalism, herbicide or detrimental agricultural activity). And there is no current regular

D pruning regime, so the trees retain >75% of expected canopy for their age range and
height.
No
E Natural ecological niches for vertebrates and invertebrates are present, such as presence
of deadwood, cavities, ivy or loose bark.
No

F |More than 20% of the tree canopy area is oversailing vegetation beneath.

Number of criteria passed

Condition Assessment Result (out of 6
criteria)

Condition Assessment Score Score Achieved x/v

Passes 5 or 6 criteria Good (3)
Passes 3 or 4 criteria Moderate (2)
Passes 2 or fewer criteria Poor (1) Yes

Note that ‘Fairly Good and Fairly Poor’ condition categories are not available for this broad habitat type.

Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score?




