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Introduction

Background and Proposals

Aspect Ecology is advising Manor Oak Homes in respect of ecological issues relating to land
east of Leicester Road, Earl Shilton, Leicestershire, centred at grid reference SP 469 984
(hereafter referred to as ‘the site’), which is proposed for new residential development (See
Appendix 6771/BNG1).

To inform the planning application, Aspect Ecology has undertaken a Biodiversity Net Gain
(BNG) assessment to determine the level of biodiversity net gain that could be achieved
under the scheme. This work is based on the Statutory Metric tool issued by Defra and
informed by associated biodiversity net gain guidance issued by Defra in line with recently
implemented legislative requirements relating to planning applications, in combination
with guidance developed by CIRIA, CIEEM and IEMA.

Biodiversity Net Gain

Environment Act 2021

The Environment Act 2021 establishes a comprehensive legal framework for environmental
improvement within the UK, forming one of the key measures to deliver the vision set out
under the 25 Year Environment Plan.

The Environment Act 2021 is intended to establish the structure for long-term
environmental governance and accountability and includes key measures to drive
improvements for nature. In particular, it lays the foundation for a Nature Recovery
Network, and introduces a mandatory requirement for biodiversity net gain in the planning
system, to ensure that new developments enhance biodiversity and create new green
spaces for local communities to enjoy.

Following the Environment Act 2021 and implementation of the relevant associated
secondary legislation, Schedule 7A of the Town and Country Planning Acti 1990 (as
amended), identifies (Part 2) that planning permissions granted for development in England
(with certain exceptions) are deemed to have been granted subject to a condition requiring
the submission of a Biodiversity Gain Plan, (including details in regard to Biodiversity Net
Gain, demonstrating how the development will achieve a gain in calculated biodiversity
value of at least 10%), prior to any commencement of development.

Specific consideration in regard to the requirements for information to be submitted with
planning applications are set out within The Town and Country Planning (Development
Management Procedure)(England) Order 2015 (as amended), including in relation to
Biodiversity Net Gain (section 7(1A)). In particular, this sets out that planning applications
should be accompanied by:

a. A statement as to whether the applicant believes that planning permission, if
granted, would be subject to the biodiversity condition;
b. Where the applicant believes that planning permission, if granted, would not be
subject to the biodiversity gain condition, the reasons for that belief;
c. In cases where the applicant believes that planning permission, if granted, would
be subject to the biodiversity gain condition-
i The completed biodiversity metric calculation tool or tools (as the case may
be) showing the calculation of the biodiversity value of the onsite habitat,
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for the purpose of the biodiversity gain plan required to be submitted under
paragraph 13 of Schedule 7A to the 1990 Act if permission is granted....

ii. The biodiversity value or values (as the case may be) referred to in
paragraph (i)

jii. the publication date of the biodiversity metric calculation tool or tools (as
the case may be) used to calculate the values referred to in paragraph (i)

iv. if an earlier date is proposed by the applicant under paragraph (i)(bb), the
reasons why that earlier date is proposed;

V. if any activities of the type mentioned in paragraph 6 or 6A of Schedule 7A
to the 1990 Act have been carried out on the land— (aa) a statement that
such activities have been carried out, (bb) confirmation of the date
immediately before those activities were so carried out, and (cc) any
available supporting evidence for the date referred to in subparagraph (bb)
and for the value referred to in paragraph (i)(cc).

vi. a description of any irreplaceable habitat, corresponding to the descriptions
in Table 1 or in column 1 of Table 2 of the Schedule to the Biodiversity Gain
Requirements (Irreplaceable Habitat) Regulations 2024, that— (aa) is on
the land to which the application relates, and (bb) exists on the date
referred to in paragraph (i)(aa) or (bb) (as applicable);

Vil a plan showing the location, on the date referred to in paragraph (i)(aa) or
(bb) (as applicable), of —
(aa) the onsite habitat included in the calculations referred to in
paragraph (i), and
(bb) any irreplaceable habitat.”

Local Policy

1.2.5  Planning policy at the local level is set out within Hinckley and Bosworth Local Plan 2006 to
2026 (formerly Local Development Framework). No specific reference to Biodiversity Net
Gain appears to be present within the adopted policy, albeit emerging planning policy
within the Hinckley and Bosworth Local Plan 2020-2039 (Regulation 19 Consultation, dated
February 2022) includes reference to Biodviersity Net Gain requirements, including under
Policy NATO8, requiring that all developments provide a measurable 10% net gain, including
the use of suitable metric calculation tools.

Good Practice Principles for Development

1.2.6  CIRIA, CIEEM and IEMA have developed a set of principles on good practice to achieve
Biodiversity Net Gain®, accompanied by a practical guide®. These principles provide a
framework that helps improve the UK’s biodiversity by contributing towards strategic
priorities to conserve and enhance nature while progressing with sustainable development.
They also provide a way for industry to show that projects follow good practice. Ten key
principles are identified:

1) Apply the Mitigation Hierarchy. Do everything possible to first avoid and then
minimise impacts on biodiversity. Only as a last resort, and in agreement with external
decision-makers where possible, compensate for losses that cannot be avoided. If
compensating for losses within the development footprint is not possible or does not

1 CIEEM, CIRIA, IEMA (2016) Biodiversity Net Gain: Good practice principles for development.
2 CIEEM, CIRIA, IEMA (2019) Biodiversity Net Gain: Good practice principles for development. A practical guide.
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2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

generate the most benefits for nature conservation, then offset biodiversity losses by
gains elsewhere.

Avoid losing biodiversity that cannot be offset by gains elsewhere. Avoid impacts on
irreplaceable biodiversity - these impacts cannot be offset to achieve No Net Loss or
Net Gain.

Be inclusive and equitable. Engage stakeholders early, and involve them in designing,
implementing, monitoring and evaluating the approach to Net Gain. Achieve Net Gain
in partnership with stakeholders where possible, and share the benefits fairly among
stakeholders.

Address risks. Mitigate difficulty, uncertainty and other risks to achieving Net Gain.
Apply well-accepted ways to add contingency when calculating biodiversity losses and
gains in order to account for any remaining risks, as well as to compensate for the time
between the losses occurring and the gains being fully realised.

Make a measurable Net Gain contribution. Achieve a measurable, overall gain for
biodiversity and the services ecosystems provide while directly contributing towards
nature conservation priorities.

Achieve the best outcomes for biodiversity. Achieve the best outcomes for
biodiversity by using robust, credible evidence and local knowledge to make clearly-
justified choices when:

e Delivering compensation that is ecologically equivalent in type, amount and
condition, and that accounts for the location and timing of biodiversity losses

e Compensating for losses of one type of biodiversity by providing a different type
that delivers greater benefits for nature conservation

e Achieving Net Gain locally to the development while also contributing towards
nature conservation priorities at local, regional and national levels

e Enhancing existing or creating new habitat

e Enhancing ecological connectivity by creating more, bigger, better and joined
areas for biodiversity

Be additional. Achieve nature conservation outcomes that demonstrably exceed
existing obligations (i.e. do not deliver something that would occur anyway).

Create a Net Gain legacy. Ensure Net Gain generates long-term benefits by:

e Engaging stakeholders and jointly agreeing practical solutions that secure Net
Gain in perpetuity

e Planning for adaptive management and securing dedicated funding for long-term
management

e Designing Net Gain for biodiversity to be resilient to external factors, especially
climate change

e Mitigating risks from other land uses

e Avoiding displacing harmful activities from one location to another

e Supporting local-level management of Net Gain activities

Optimise sustainability. Prioritise Biodiversity Net Gain and, where possible, optimise
the wider environmental benefits for a sustainable society and economy.
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10) Be transparent. Communicate all Net Gain activities in a transparent and timely
manner, sharing the learning with all stakeholders.

1.3  Statement as to whether the biodiversity gain condition would apply
in relation to the proposals and purpose of this report

1.3.1  On the basis of the site proposals and habitats present, along with the relevant legislative
requirements, it is considered that a planning permission, if granted in respect of the
proposals, would necessarily be subject to the Biodiversity Gain planning condition under
the legislation.

1.3.2  Accordingly, this report provides a biodiversity net gain assessment, including details of the
existing (baseline) calculated biodiversity value(s) and associated information, accompanied
by a completed biodiversity metric calculation tool in line with the legislative requirements
associated with new planning applications.
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2

2.1

2.2

221

222

2.3

Methodology

Habitat Survey

The site was surveyed in February 2024 in order to ascertain the general ecological value of
the land contained within the boundaries of the site and to identify the main habitats and
ecological features present.

The site was surveyed based on the methodology set out in the UK Habitats user manual®
and condition assessed in accordance with in the associated information accompanying the
Statutory Biodiversity Metric. Regard was also had to standard Phase 1 Habitat Survey
methodology?, whereby the habitat types present are identified and mapped, together with
an assessment of the species composition of each habitat. The site was classified into areas
of similar botanical community types, with a representative species list compiled for each
habitat identified. The nomenclature used for plant species is based on the Botanical Society
for the British Isles (BSBI) Checklist.

The results of the habitat and general faunal survey work undertaken are set out separately
within the accompanying Ecological Appraisal report (Aspect Ecology, ref: 6771 EcoAp dv1,
dated April 2024).

During the Habitat Survey, the condition of each habitat type was also assessed in
accordance with the Statutory Metric guidance (as detailed below).

Survey Constraints and Limitations

All of the species that occur in each habitat would not necessarily be detectable during
survey work carried out at any given time of the year, since different species are apparent
during different seasons. The Phase 1 habitat survey and condition assessment survey was
undertaken outside the optimal season for grassland survey in particular (May to August)
albeit in respect of the other habitats present, a robust assessment of the intrinsic ecological
interest and associated habitat condition could be made.

Accordingly, the assessment set out in regard to grassland habitats at the site is considered
to provide an initial indication, based on the position during the survey work, with further
specific grassland condition assessment survey programmed to take place during the
appropriate season in 2024, following which the BNG assessment will be updated.

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment

To quantify the level of biodiversity net gain that can be delivered under the proposed
development, the change in biodiversity value resulting from the scheme has been
calculated using the Statutory Metric calculation tool, as informed by the associated user
guide®. This takes account of the size, distinctiveness and ecological condition of existing
and proposed habitat areas to provide a proxy measure of the present and forecast
biodiversity value of a site, and therefore determine the overall change in biodiversity value.
These calculations are provided at Appendix 6771/BNG2, with a copy of the relevant
completed excel spreadsheet tool available to accompany this document.

3 The UK Habitat classification User Manual. Version 2.01. July 2023

4 Joint Nature Conservation Committee (2010, as amended) ‘Handbook for Phase 1 habitat survey: A technique for
environmental audit.’

5> Defra (February 2024) The Statutory Biodiversity Metric User Guide.
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231

2.3.2

To establish the habitat baseline, broad habitat areas have been identified based on the
survey work undertaken at the site, with habitat condition assigned based on the guidance
associated with the statutory metric and professional judgement.

The post-development habitat creation is based on the drawing ‘Proposed Landscape
Strategy Plan; Aspect Landscape Planning Drawing No. 8196/ASP4/LSP’ (April 2024). A
number of assumptions have been made in terms of the detailed landscaping and
management proposals, based on comparative developments and what is realistic and
feasible under the proposed land uses and landscape space types. Further details of
assumptions made in populating the Metric are provided in Chapter 4 below.

May 2024
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3 Habitats and Ecological Features

3.1  Existing Habitats

A summary of the classification and condtion rationale for the existing (pre-development)
habitats is set out at Table 3.1., below, with pre-development Hedgerows set out at Table
3.2., below (for further detail refer to the Summary Condition Assessment at Appendix
6771/BNG2 and habitat descriptions within the accompanying Preliminary Ecological
Appraisal report). Pre-development habitats and hedgerows are shown at Plan 6771/BNG1.

During the survey work undertaken in February 2024, no evidence was recorded to suggest
that any activities of the type mentioned in paragraph 6 or 6A of Schedule 7A to the Town
and Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended), and accordingly the baseline habitat value is
considered to be as recorded during the surveys, which remains up to date at the current
time in line with standard guidance®.

Table 3.1. Pre-development Habitats

Grassland

Habitat Recorded Condition Rationale
Condition
Grassland — Modified | Poor G2, G3, G4 Heavily grazed improved grassland. Frequent

Perennial Rye with closely-grazed (consistently <2cm)
sward and high levels of poaching with considerably
greater than 10% bare ground.

Grassland — Other
Neutral Grassland

Moderate (NB To be
confirmed following
in-season grassland

surveys)

G1 Likely Other Neutral Grassland (assumed on a
precautionary basis due to seasonal period), with
unform matted sward consistently greater than 7cm,
with frequent Nettle patches (over 5% coverage) and
lacking bare ground <1%.

Garden

Urban — Developed | N/A Existing buildings and hard surfacing. A condition

Land, sealed surface assessment is not applicable for this habitat type.

Woodland - Other | Poor Single line of conifers, measuring over 5m width, which

coniferous woodland cannot therefore be counted as a hedgerow/line of
trees. Non-native, single species lacking in other
woodland flora or variation (see condition sheet).

Woodland - Other | Poor Small group of trees at north western corner. Frequent

woodland, Lombardy Poplar, poor condition (see condition sheet).

broadleaved

Urban — Bare Ground | Poor Small area of bare ground associated with chicken coup
in residential garden associated with offsite property.
Devoid of all vegetation and A condition assessment is
not applicable for this habitat type.

Urban — Vegetated | N/A Small area of residential garden associated with offsite

property. A condition assessment is not applicable for
this habitat type.

5 CIEEM (April 2019) On the lifespan of ecological reports and surveys
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Table 3.2. Pre-development Hedgerows

Habitat Recorded Condition Rationale
Condition

Native  Species-rich | Good Recorded to pass all of the relevant condition criteria, with the

Hedgerow (H1) exception of C2 (Plant species indicative of nutrient
enrichment of soils dominante <20% cover of the area of
undisturbed ground).

Native Hedgerow | Good Recorded to pass all of the relevant condition criteria, with the

(H2, H3, H5) exception of C1, in the case of H2 and H4 (Undisturbed ground
—due grazed grassland and gardens immediately adjacent) and
C2 for C2, C3 and C4 (Plant species indicative of nutrient
enrichment of soils dominante <20% cover of the area of
undisturbed ground).

Native  Species-rich | Moderate Recorded to pass all of the relevant condition criteria, with the

Hedgerow (H7)

exception of of C1, (Undisturbed ground — due grazed
grassland/grazing pressure and buildings to the north and road
adjacent to the south), C2 (Plant species indicative of nutrient
enrichment of soils dominante <20% cover of the area of
undisturbed ground) and D2 (due to damage from road usage
including wheel ruts, excessive rubbish).

May 2024
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3.2 Post-development Habitats

Assumptions

3.21  When inputting the post-development habitat areas and condition to the Statutory Metric,
the following assumptions have been made:

e The proposed habitats are based on the latest Landscape Strategy Plan (Aspect
Landscape Plannint Drawing No. 8196/ASP4/LSP, dated April 2024 — see Appendix

6771/BNG1)

e New and enhanced habitats under the proposals will be managed appropriately to
reach the assigned target condition (anticipated to be defined by a future management

plan);

e Further specific assumptions in regard to individual habitat areas are identified as
appropriate within the “User Comments” column within the completed Biodiversity
Metric spreadsheet.

Habitat Type and Condition

3.2.2  Asummary of post-development habitat creation is set out in Table 3.3. with proposed new
hedgerow creation set out in Table 3.4., below. Post-development habitats are shown at

Plan 6771/BNG2.

Table 3.3. Post-development Habitat Creation

Habitat

Target Condition

Condition Rationale

Urban -
Land; Sealed Surface

Developed

N/A

This includes all roads, parking and buildings within the
site. A condition assessment is not applicable for this
habitat type.

Grassland -
Neutral Grassland

Other

Good

Proposed wildflower grassland provided using an
appropriate species-rich wildflower mixture and
managed appropriately to maximise ecological value.
Given appropriate creation and suitable long-term
management it is anticipated that all of the relevant
condition criteria could be met for good condition.

Grassland -
Neutral Grassland

Other

Moderate

Proposed attenuation basin — created and managed as
wildflower grassland using an appropriate species-rich
wildflower mixture. Assigned moderate condition on a
precautionary basis in view of requirement for drainage
management, albeit it is anticipated that all of the
relevant condition criteria could be met for good
condition.

Grassland

Grassland — Modified

Poor

Amenity grassland including mown paths.

May 2024
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Heathland and Shrub —
Mixed Scrub

Good

Small amounts of scrub, associated with the site
boundaries to be provided , which will include a
minimum of three woody species. No invasive or
undesirable species to be included. A well-developed
edge and good age range can be developed over time
and planting will be in patches within wildflower
grassland. The scrub is therefore expected to achieve
good condition.

Urban — Vegetated
garden

N/A

This includes the gardens of the proposed properties.
No assessment for the condition of this habitat is
required.

Individual Trees — Rural
Tree

Moderate

Proposed individual native trees within wildflower
grassland/open space areas. (Good condition unlikely to
be achievable within the relevant timescales due to the
requirement for mature trees and varied habitat niches
such as standing deadwood, lifted bark or cavities)

Individual Trees -
UrbanTree

Moderate

Proposed individual native trees within residential areas
(outside of private gardens). (Good condition unlikely to
be achievable within the relevant timescales due to the
requirement for mature trees and varied habitat niches
such as standing deadwood, lifted bark or cavities)

Table 3.4. Post-development Linear Feature (Hedgerow) Creation

Habitat

Target Condition

Condition Rationale

Species-rich  Native
Hedgerow

Moderate

A mix of native species will be planted at a density of five
or more woody species per 30m and managed in the long
term to maximise biodiversity value. Assigned moderate
condition on a precautionary basis, albeit good condition
likely to be achievable based on relevant criteria.

3.3  Strategic Significance

3.3.1  Strategic significance in the metric is assigned to give extra value to habitats that are located
in optimal locations, or are of a type that meet local objectives for biodiversity. No available
Local Nature Recovery Strategy has been published to date for Leicestershire. Accordingly,
no strategic significance has been applied to the habitats pre or post-development of the
site, particularly given the nature of the existing habitats, which do not provide any

specifically raised ecological value .
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4 Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment Results

4.1 Metric calculation

411  The data from the baseline habitat survey work and the proposed habitat enhancement and
creation works have been coded into the Metric, based on the assumptions and
considerations set out. The results are summarised in Table 4.1 below below, whilst copies
of the relevant sections of the completed Metric tool are provided at Appendix 6771/BNG3
(a copy of the completed Metric calculator tool in MS excel format can be provided to
accompany this report).

Table 4.1 Summary of Statutory Metric calculation results

) Existing baseline Post-intervention Identified net Identified net
Unit type . . . " .
value value unit change % change
Habitat units 9.66 units 6.71 units -2.95 units -30.58%
Hedgerow units 3.02 units 3.48 units +0.46 units +15.30%

4.1.2 In summary, the Metric indicates that based on the indicative landscape strategy, the
proposed development will result in a calculated loss of 2.95 habitat units (representing a
loss of 30.58%), whilst an indicative gain of 0.46 Hedgerow Units (representing a gain of
15.30%) is identified. Any final BNG result would necessarily be dependent on the final
detailed scheme, which would clearly not be available at the current outline stage, albeit on
the basis of the current information it is likely that the proposed development would result
in a small loss of habitat units amounting to approximately 3 units.

4.2  Offset Availability and Provision

42.1  Any detailed layout design would look to minimise the calculated loss of biodiversity
wherever possible as part of an updated, detailed BNG assessment. As set out above, with
the exception of a single break in the northern boundary hedgerow to provide access (which
clearly cannot be avoided in order to achieve a viable access to the site), the proposals
would not result in adverse effects on any priority habitats, whilst no habitat of greater than
medium distinctiveness will be affected.  Accordingly, on the basis of the current
information it is unlikely that a calculated loss of biodiversity units could be avoided, or the
required 10% BNG provided within the site boundary whilst maintaining the proposed
contribution to local housing need.

4.2.2  As such, in order to compensate for the calculated loss of habitat units and provide an
overall net gain in line with standard requirements, it is proposed that offsetting be
provided through offsite habitat provision (or as a last resort, purchase of statutory credits),
final details of which would be anticiptated to be confirmed at the reserved matters stage,
once the detailed layout and associated deficit figure can be confirmed (and therefore, the
precise number of offsite units required would need to be confirmed at the detailed stage).
In line with statutory requirements, details of the amount and type of the proposed offsite
gains would be set out within the Biodiversity Gain Plan submitted following the granting of
planning permission (prior to commencement of any development) in line with the
Statutory Biodiversity Gain Condition.

4.2.3  Atthis stage, in line with government advice, it is anticipated that offsite BNG delivery would
be provided through offsets purchased on the market. Given the recent nature of the
legislative requirement and developing market, a range of available offsets and offset
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4.3

4.3.1

providers are anticipated to emerge, whilst noting the relatively small number of habitat
units required (approximately 4 habitat units allowing for 10% net gain), these would be
anticipated to be readily available on the market prior to the commencement of any
development at the site. Nonetheless, as a last resort (and only should it be possible to
demonstrate that insufficient off-site options are available in England in line with guidance
available at www.gov.uk, following approaches to at least 3 local or national suppliers)
purchase of statutory credits remains an available option, such that it is clear that offsite
units could be provided in respect of the development.

Additional faunal benefits not captured by the Metric

Further biodiversity benefits will be provided by faunal enhancements, for example through
the provision of new bat and bird boxes (which can be secured via suitably worded planning
conditions). Such faunal enhancements are not quantified under the Metric as this deals
with habitats alone and does not address faunal benefits.
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5

Summary and Conclusions

Aspect Ecology is advising Manor Oak Homes in respect of ecological matters relating to
land east of Leicester Road, Earl Shilton, Leicestershire, which is proposed for residential
development.

To inform the proposals and associated forthcoming planning application, Aspect Ecology
has undertaken a BNG assessment to determine the level of biodiversity net gain that could
be achieved under the proposed scheme, based on the Statutory Metric calculation tool.

On the basis of the calculations set out and associated assumptions, the metric identifies
that the proposals would result in a calculated biodiversity loss of approximately 2.95
habitat units, albeit a net gain in hedgerow units (greater than 10%) is calculated on the
basis of the assumptions set out. BNG guidance is very clear that Habitat Units and
Hedgerows units are calculated within separate ‘modules’ within the metric and cannot be
summed, traded or converted, with net gains required separately in respect of each relevant
unit type.

Accordingly, in order to reflect the calculated loss in Habitat Units, further provision of BNG
Habitat Units will be required, and (particularly given the nature of the site and associated
constraints) it is proposed to address this through offsite provision of compensatory
habitats (offsetting) in line with standard guidance requirements, the precise level of which
would be determined at the detailed stage (albeit given the relatively low number of units
anticipated, such provision would be anticipated to be readily available from local or
national offsetting providers).
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Appendix 6771/BNG1:

Proposed Landscape Strategy Plan




NOTES:

Indicative Ornamental Hedge Indicative Native Shrub Attenuation Basin Planting & Wetland Indicative Open Space & 1. Existing boundary vegetation mostly Flssed ol 4 Ciing Sy i Wil pilston T CuoRer B Mty Sisonssy

Planting & Hedge Planting S?pc:cﬁacr-:’sv;:gggf:‘r\gL\u West Court, Hardwick Business Park, Noral Way, Banbury OX16 2AF
Carpinus betulus (Hornbeam)  Acer campestre

Meadow Native Boundary Trees retained and reinforced to provide a further fu s ey dan s 513 Sooge
Dogwood (Cornus sanguinea), Coppiced Acer campestre . degree of containment to the built form Copyrghirasenied

Ligustrum ovalifolium (P__rivet) Cornus sanguinea Willow (Salix spp), Alder (Alnus glutinosa),  Betula pendula om 15m 30m
Osmanthus x burkwoodii Corylus avellana Downy Birch (Betula pubescens). Carpinus betulus @

Skimmia spp Crataegus monogyna : Corylus avellana 2. Minimum 5-metre landscape buffer H:ﬁ
Prunus spp llex aquifolium 1 Crateagus monogyna § incorporated along the western site Key:

Escallonia spp Ligustrum vulgare || Malus sylvestris

boundary with boundary enhancements
and acoustic fencing to soften noise levels

Mixed native species hedges  Prunus spinosa
to site boundaries Rhamnus cathartica

Application Site Boundary

Rosa canina from Leicester Road. o ) )
Sambucus nigra Existing / Retained Vegetation
Yiburnun lantana 3. New mixed native hedgerow to provide

Viburnum opulus ) Public Rights of Way

R a continuous boundary treatment along
the southern Site boundary, with a
maintenance strip of a minimum 3 metres _
provided.

E
Mixed Native Hedge?ows
10% Cornus sanguinea
10% Corylus avellana \
40% Crataegus monogyna

Proposed Open Space Tree
Planting

Indicative Grass Seed 5% Ligustrum vulgare : ilroptc_)sed Street Tree

Mixes 25% Prunus spinosa 4. Native shrub and native tree plantingto - aniing

. 5% Rosa caniig integrate the built form and protect and - Proposed Rear Garden Tree
e B S 2% Vioumum enhance existing residential amenity from Planting

Hedgerow Mix or similar
by hedgerows & in shaded
areas

Emorsgate - EM2
Standard general purpose
meadow mix or similar for

central areas ¢ T

adjacent properties. - Proposed Native Hedgerow
Planting

¥ 5. Street tree planting to provide vertical Proposed Ornamental

, interest and break up the massing of the Hedgerow Planting

built form. - Proposed Native Shrub
- Planting

Emorsgate - EM8 Meadow 5
= 6. Ornamental shrub planting and clipped, -

Mix for wetlands or similar

Proposed Ornamental Shrub
for SUDS ‘ " "= low-growing hedgerow to provide a Plar?ting
"N . o - . .
Amenity Grass: P == high-quality landscape setting within the
Hurrells P8 Flowering ‘ " development, offering year-round interest. Proposed Attenuation Basin
Lawn Wildflower & Grass 'H B

seed mixture or similar ',“ Proposed Wet Meadow

7. Public open space to mainly comprise .
Planting

w Species-rich wildflower grassland to
&= enhance biodiversity levels and retain a
degree of openness on-site.

Mown Grass Paths:

Hurrells HM3 Hard

wearing lawn grass seed

mix or similar :

Proposed Marginal Planting

Proposed Species Rich

ﬁ - . ; ! 4 | gy ‘ : ! ¥l . 8. Housing to front onto the proposed Wildflower Mix
¥ Glaéman Developme S p / N © 7 ;e £ > openspace o eStaP“Sh a posiiite Proposed Mown Grass
/Approved TG “appli catn - ; develppment edge and provide natural Footpaths
f "" ~ of 140 dwellings surveillance. o i
» ropose; | ower
ref 21/00135_/OU ) 9. Mown grass paths to provide - Hedgerow Mix

e » connectivity through the open space and

7, =] - , : » , ! ; ‘ ,f"’ link onto the adjacent bridleway (PRoW - Proposed Seating
Approved application for - , ‘ ‘ s o B

Indicative Ornamental Shrubs , dpp l“plf) t III}I'L \ o : : : - e = u25).

Cistus corbariensis, Cornus sanguinea, eve Omen atHi Op ’ e

Euonymus fortunei ‘Silver Queen’, Fats
japonica, Hebe ‘Nicola's Blush’, Hebe

rakaiensis, Viburnum davidii

Proposed LAP Play Space
J (Minimum 126m2)

10. New pedestrian and cycle link between
the Site and Leicester Road. - Praposed AcoliSEnzing

-
2l CCO41 LAP play space to provide play space
~F opportunities on-site.

12. Integrated SuDS feature to enhance
= on-site biodiversity levels and form a focal

R’ E point within the open space.
: 1" A REV DATE NOTE DRAWN| CHK'C
! 13. Seating opportunities to enhance REVISIONS

views of the countryside to the north as

G
- | well as views of the grade II* listed Church aspect landscape planning
of St Simon and St Jude to the south-east.

TITLE

Earl Shilton, Leicestershire
Landscape Strategy Plan
CLIENT

Manor Oak Homes DRAFT

Indicative Native Understorey
Planting to include:

Blackthorn (Prunus spinosa)
Dogwood (Cornus sanguinea)
Hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna)

Hazel (Corylus avellana) T-:;;Eo s :»;T; pons EéRIj\WN lc(;mn
Holly (llex aquifolium) e
Privet (Ligustrum vulgare) Z:A;:;N/G :;me? Lsp REVISION
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Appendix 6771/BNG2:

Habitat Condition Sheets




Condiion sheet: HEDGEROW Habitat Types

Natve hedgerow
Rt hdgeow asociod wh bank o dich

Native hedgerow with ir

Naive he dgemww\lhlms  assacate ot bank or g
Species-rich native hedger

Speciesich il hadgerow  asociated wkh bank o ich
Species-rich native hedgerow with trees

Species-rich native hedgerow with rees - associated with bank or ditch
| Febiat Descrtion

prttes 10 g oo minioum

oroupnos .8, [[luremenstor
C.Dand E) [oemnieceadto

Core groups - applicable to all hedger

The average neight of woody gronts
estmted from bsseof iem o the o
of e oo, excing any bk
eneat re hecgeron,any gaps or

st o coppied redgerows are

41, [Heght (15 maverage dong engih [ ndicatv of oo management an
s

B

newy plarted e
o s creron e k5515
[

khab - UK Habitat Gassification
on-site or off- 1610212024 GL
site, ste name | Leicester Road, Ear Shton e
(andilocation Surveyor name.
Limitations (1 [ oo
appicable) relating 0 a
wider survey)
| Condition Assessment Deiails
A series often atiutes, N
nditionof- s il he citoria,
¢ For

Handbook

age, . as wellas other
ey features of the hedgerov.

Fabiat parcel reference

0 |Nz |N:(

03 |w

d (ves o No)

Notes (such as
justfcation)

The average wioh of woody growt
athe videstpontof e
canopy, exchcing ga0s a0 solted

(Outgrowhs (such asickhor
Prunus spinosa suckers) v nly
52 |wian 1.5 m average along ergih [ Incldd i he weth osimate when

Lok, coppiced,cut ac vy plated

s 1
hdrian o 0 goo o).

his s o vorica gappiness of e
ooy component of e hedguron,
and s dsianca from the ground 0 e

or e, or
minvmvn e aregrriates
(tor oxampl, excossive hedgerom

i

Ther s more tran

clss or morphology) of 1€ | 1 ceron adtesses i here re

Tee class o

g mletoe e (1700
it or veeran e present
e 20-50m of ecigerow.

1. G20t |k camory <05 m o L2 VA M O %
oo oonon Contnxcaptos s crmon e
o oo pag 601 b
Medioron Sy o,
e s oo
ooy comporenil e
Sove e ol e
-
M P L2 VA P VO
oty
e e s o
et st o e s
e o s of gt
{ochcing il dtssanc) e
st groun s esers o
> m width of undisturbed least 90% of the hedgerow kength,
Undisiurbed o
e |So0% ot e
f perennial Measured from outer edge of | "% v " v " "
ogoutan | bdgerow s cron cognss v o
oo of pac. o,
s - can bk s
e,
e nctor species s e s
e
2 (e ol I I Y Y
e
eoeenon
o
ooy g once o
i ot e e
e AD 1500 reophe).
st o
o1 [reophe I I
oece on Schedule 9 of WCA?) and Omne Atias of the British and Irish
e o s o oo
[ —
i s oty
s iy Tt
Semoraonin o e
000 o e
curen | indeeond g e o i comme o
%2 | gamage aminecauseuhymn v v v v "

[N 7S 7S (V7R (Y

st 9574 of nedgeron
sees e mareaiy cordion
(excuing veteran feare = crterion e f e vees.

oo o o | Lo s

e hestn

dverse impacton vee heaih | ZoEinC

i animal, pestsor
iseases, o human sy,

[N 7S VAR (VAR [V

o more than 2 alkres In total
Good AND.
o more than 1 ai functonal group.

o more than 4 alkres In ol
AnD.

Moderate Docs oL ail both atiudes in mor than one functional group.
(o e, s iintes AL, 2,1 o 2 e
condition).

2

Fals a otal o more than 4 atriotes;

s both s i more han ne frtona g (o
oxample, fas atrbutes AL A2, B1 and & condition).

Score achieved:

‘Condition categories for hedgerovs with trees.

o funciional group

o v ran e n

Moderate [ frcoret g
(or exampe,fais atinbutes AL A2, 81, C2
condi

Fals a ot of more than 5 atviowes,

Ealls both aurbutes in more than one funciionalgroup (or
cxamle, fas atinbtes AL A2, 81 and 82 = Poor condion),

Score achieved

i Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score
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Condition Sheet: GRASSLAND Habitat Type (low distinctiveness)
UK Habitat Classification (UKHab) Habitat Type

Grassland - Modified grassland
Habitat Description

ukhab — UK Habitat Classification [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [

Leicester Road, Earl Shilton 16/02/2024 CL
Survey date and

Surveyor name

On-site or off-site, site name and
location Survey reference
(if relating to a
wider survey)

Habitat parcel reference
G2 G3 G4

Limitations (if applicable)

Grid reference

Condition Assessment Criteria

Notes (such
Criterion passed (Yes or No) EY
justification)

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.

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 ified as a higher distinctiveness Where
agrassland 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 opportunities for vertebrates and invertebrates
to live and breed.

w

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. Examples of physical
D |damage include excessive poaching, damage from machinery use or storage, erosion caused
by high levels of access, or any other damaging management activities.

Cover of bare ground is between 1% and 10%, including localised areas (for example, a
concentration of rabbit warrens)z.

m

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

G | There is an absence of invasive non-native plant species3 (as listed on Schedule 9 of WCA").

Essential criterion achieved (Yes or No)

Number of criteria passed

Condition Assessment Result (out
of 7 criteria)

Passes 6 or 7 criteria including
passing essential criterion A

Condition Assessment Score Score Achieved x/v'

Good (3)

Passes 4 or 5 criteria including

passing essential criterion A Moderate (2)

Passes 3 or fewer criteria; 3 3 2

or
Passes 4 - 6 criteria (excluding Poor (1)

criterion A)

Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score

Footnotes
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).
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Condition Sheet: GRASSLAND Habitat Type (medium, high and very high distinctiveness)

UK Habitat Classification (UKHab) Habitat Types

- Lowland
Grassland - Lowland dry acid grassland
Grassland - Lowland meadows
Grassland - Other lowland acid grassland
Grassland - Other neutral grassland

- Tall herb ities (H6430) [Not to be confused with the Tall forbs secondary code — see UKHab guidance for details.]
Grassland - Upland acid grassland

land

-V

Grassland - Upland hay meadows
Sparsely vegetated land - Calaminarian grassland

Habitat Description

ukhab — UK Habitat Classification ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘

Leicester Road, Earl Shilton Survey date and 16/02/2024 CL

Surveyor name

On-site or off-site, site name and
location Survey reference
(if relating to a
wider survey)
Habitat parcel reference
G1

Limitations (if applicable)

Grid reference

Condition Assessment Criteria

Notes (such as
justification)

Criterion passed (Yes or No)

The parcel represents a good example of its habitat type, with a consistently | (assume
high proportion of characteristic indicator species present relevant to the specific |d on
habitat type (and relative to Footnote 3 suboptimal species which may be listed | precauti
A [in the UKHab description)." onary
basis)
Note - this criterion is essential for achieving Moderate or Good
condition for non-acid grassland types only.
N
Sward height is varied (at least 20% of the sward is less than 7 cm and at least
B [20% is more than 7 cm) creating microclimates which provide opportunities for
insects, birds and small mammals to live and breed.
N
Cover of bare ground is between 1% and 5%, including localised areas, for
example, rabbit warrens?.
Y
Cover of bracken Pteridium aquilinum is less than 20% and cover of scrub
(including bramble Rubus fruticosus agg.) is less than 5%.
N
Combined cover of species indicative of suboptimal condition” and physical
damage (such as excessive poaching, damage from machinery use or storage,
damaging levels of access, or any other damaging management activities)
E |accounts for less than 5% of total area.
If any invasive non-native plant species (as listed on Schedule 9 of WCA®) are
present, this criterion is automatically failed.
Additional Criterion - must be assessed for all non-acid grassland types
Y
5 ) (assume
There are 10 or more vascular plant species per m? present, including forbs that |q on
are characteristic of the habitat type (species referenced in Footnote 3and 5 |precauti
= |cannot contribute towards this count). onary
basis)
Note - this criterion is essential for achieving Good condition for non-
acid grassland types only.

Essential criterion for Good condition achieved (for non-acid grassland)
(Yes or No) [GERTL

Number of criteria passed [

Condition Assessment Result Condition Assessment Score Score Achieved x/v'
Acid grassland types (Result out of 5 criteria)

Good (3)

Passes 5 criteria

Passes 3 or 4 criteria Moderate (2) 3

Passes 2 or fewer criteria Poor (1)

Non-acid grassland types (Result out of 6 criteria)
Passes 5 or 6 criteria, including
essential criterion A and additional Good (3)
criterion F.

Passes 3 - 5 criteria, including

essential criterion A. Moderate (2)
Passes 2 or fewer criteria;
o Poor (1)

Passes 3 or 4 criteria excluding
criterion A and F.

Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score

Footnote 1 - Professional judgement should be used alongside the UKHab description.

Footnote 2 — For example, this could include small, scattered areas of bare ground allowing for plant colonisation, or localised patches not exceeding 5% cover.

Footnote 3 - Species indicative of suboptimal condition for this habitat type include: 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 . There may be additional

relevant species local to the region and or site.

Footnote 4 — 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, by applying professional judgement.

Footnote 5 — Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended).
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Icnnﬂmnn Treet URBAN Habrtat Type I

Sparsely vegetated land - Ruderal/Ephemeral
Sparsely vegetated land - Tall forbs

Urban - Allotments

Urban - Biodiverse green roof

Urban - Bioswale

Urban - Cemeteries and churchyards

Urban - Facade-bound green wall

Urban - Ground based green wall

Urban - Intensive green roof

Urban - Open mosaic habitats on previously developed land
Urban - Rain garden

Urban - Sustainable drainage system (SuDS)
Urban - Vacant or derelict land

Urban - Bare ground

Habitat Description

See the Statutory Biodiversity Metric User Guide for green roofs, and UK Habitat Classification (UKHab) for other habitats: | ukhab — UK Habitat Classification

Leicester Road, Earl Shilton R 16/02/2024 CL
Surveyor name

on-site or off-site, site name and location ETeyrterencall
relating to a wider
survey)

Habitat parcel reference

BGL

Limitations (if applicable)

Grid reference

Core Criteria - must be assessed for all urban habitat types:

Vegetation structure is varied, providing opportunities for vertebrates and

A |invertebrates to live, eat and breed. A single structural habitat component or
vegetation type does not account for more than 80% of the total habitat area.
The habitat parcel contains different plant species that are beneficial for wildife, for
& |example flowering species providing nectar sources for a range of invertebrates at

different times of year

Invasive non-native plant species (listed on Schedule 9 of WCA') and others which
are to the detriment of native wildiife (using professional judgement)? cover less than
[ |5% of the total vegetated area’

Note - to achieve Good condition, this criterion must be satisfied by a
complete absence of invasive non-native species (rather than <5% cover).

[Additional Criterion - must be assessed for Open mosaic habitat on previously developed land only:
‘The parcel shows spatial variation and forms a mosaic of bare substrate PLUS: A

- At least four early successional communities (a) to ();

Communites: (a) annuals; (b) mossesfiverworts; (c) lichens; (d) ruderals; (€)
inundation species; (f) open grassland; (g) flower-rich grassland; (h) heathland, (i)
pools,

riteria - must be assessed for Bioswale and SUDS habitat types only.

Plant species are mostly native. If non-native species are present, they should not
be detrimental to the habitat or native wildiife’

[

N/A

E2 | The vegetation is comprised of plant species suited to wetland or riparian situations.

fiterion - must be assessed for Intensive green roofs only:

N/A

The roof has a minimum of 50% native and non-native wildfiowers.
70% of the roof area is soil and vegetation (including water features).

&

riterion - must b for Biodiverse green roofs only:

The roof has a varied depth of 80 — 150 mm; at least 50% is at 150 mm and is A
planted and seeded with wildflowers and sedums or is pre-prepared vith sedums
and wildfowers.

Note - to achieve Good condition, some additional habitat, such as sand
piles, stones, logs etc. are present.

Essential criteria relevant for habitat type achieved (Yes or Noj

)

Number of criteria passed

Condition Assessment Result Condition Assessment Score Score Achieved x

[Results for habitats requiring assessment of 3 core criteria only (all listed urban habitats except Open mosaic habi
Green roofs)

tat on previously developed land, Bioswale, SubS and

- Passes all 3 core crieria;
[AND

- Meets the requirements for Good condition |24 (3)
within criterion

- Passes 2 of 3 core criteria;
orR

- Passes 3 of 3 core ciiteria but does not Moderate (2)
[meet the requirements for Good condition
within criterion C.

« Passes 0 or 1 of 3 core criteria Poor (1)

[Results for Green roofs and Open mosaic habitat on previously developed land
(requiring assessment of 4 criteria only - core criteria plus additional crterion specified for

 Passes all 3 core criteria;
AND

+ Meets the requirements for Good condition
within criterion C; Good (3)
[AND

- Passes additional criterion relevant to
specific habitat type (D, F or G).

- Passes 2 or 3 of 4 criteria;
o

R
- Passes 4 of 4 criteria but does not meet the | Moderate (2)
requirements for Good condition within
criterion C.

« Passes 0 or 1 of 4 ciiteria Poor (1)

[Results for Bioswale or SuDS (requiring assessment of 5 criteria - core criteria plus additional criteria specified for habitat type):

- Passes all 3 core criteria;

AND

- Meets the requirements for Good condition
within criterion C; Good (3)
- Passes all additional crteria relevant to
specific habitat type (Group E)

- Passes 3 or 4 of 5 criteria;

or

- Passes 5 of 5 criteria but does not meet the | Moderate (2)
requirements for Good condition within
criterion C.

- Passes 2 or fewer of 5 criteria Poor (1)

Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score
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Condition Sheet: WOODLAND Habitat Type
UK Habitat Classification (UKHab) Habitat Types

Woodland and forest - Lowland beech and yew woodland
Woodland and forest - Lowland mixed deciduous woodland
Woodland and forest - Native pine woodlands
Woodland and forest - Other coniferous woodland
Woodland and forest - Other Scot's pine woodland
Woodland and forest - Other woodland; broadleaved
Woodland and forest - Other woodland; mixed
Woodland and forest - Upland birchwoods
Woodland and forest - Upland mixed ashwoods
Woodland and forest - Upland oakwood
Woodland and forest - Wet woodland
Habitat Description
|khab — UK Habitat Classification [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [
This condition sheet is based on the England Woodiand Biodiversity Group (EWBG) Woodland Condition Survey Method, available here:
W oodland Wildlife Toolkit (Sylva.org.uk) [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [
IMPORTANT: This biodiversity metric woodland condition assessment must be used to assess woodland being input into the biodiversity metric. The outputs of this condition assessment are not
equivalent to, nor are they comparable with the scores from the EWBG condition because the EWBG has been adapted for the biodiversity metric, including the
removal of EWBG Indicator 7 (Proportion of favourable land cover around woodland) and Indicator 14 (Size of woodland), and minor changes to other indicators.
g::sr:l:"?er :::‘;sne, ;‘::::;Ef Road, Earl Survey date and 16/02/2024 CL Hah.llal parcel reference
Surveyor name Conife (W1
location t line
Grid reference
Limitations (if SRy FEEE D ]
' relating to a wider
applicable)
survey)
) ) Notes (such as
ore N tor
Indicator Good (3 points) Moderate (2 points) |Poor (1 point) Score per indicatof e
1 1
Age Three age-classes’ | Two age-classes’ | One age-class
A |distribution of ‘:‘3 5‘9‘ Wl
pl present. present. present.
" 3 3
Wid, domest Evidence of Evidence of
" o ‘;’“ES ¢ |No significant significant browsing  |significant browsing
B :“ b er browsing damage pressure is present | pressure is present
uz:“ ""’: evident in woodland?.  [in less than 40% of  |in 40% or more of
29 whole woodland?. | whole woodland?.
Rhododendron ERE
Rhododendron
ponticum or cherry Riecacerclo
Invasive plant |Noinvash ies® |laurel Prunus diziy 20
c DINEEIOE 28 present, or other
species present in woodland. | laurocerasus not s
present, and other | INVasive species
invasive species® |2 10% cover.
<10% cover.
1 1
Five or more native | 112 100U NAINE |15 o jocs native
Number of o eoeerust | o€ O Shiub ey
D [native e [(fe & SO SPECIES | pecies found e s
species woodland parcel. EEEED T woodland parcel.
parcel.
Cover of native |780% 0l canopy trees (50 - 80% of canopy  |<50% of canopy 1R
& oo ot |and >80% of trees and 50 - 80% | trees and <50% of
tree and shrub 3 derstory shrubs are. |of understory shrubs —[understory shrubs.
species o s s
native’. are native’. are native”.
10 - 20% of woodland <10% or >40% of |3 3
has areas of woodland has areas
temporary n of tempor: en
openspace (SN = -cectl [
: : joodland e
F |within Unless woodlandis |Gttt ifwoodland
woodland <10ha, in which case 8 <10ha has <10%
0-20% temporary | SPA€ temporary open
open space is space, please see
permitted”. Good category’.
1 2
Al three classes
present in woodland®;
iz =@ One or two classes | NO classes of
& |Woodiand Diameter at Breast | oy present in coppice regrowth
regeneration |Height (DBH), e present in
saplings and : woodland®.
seediings or advanced
coppice regrowth.
3 |2
Tree mortality 109 or | 1170 1025% tree e than 25%
less, 1o pests or moraliyand of | |y;eq mortalty and or
H [Tree health oo crown dieback or low- | %8 Mortalty
diseases and no ° any high-risk pest or
dieback’ risk pest o dlsease | cease present’
S . present’. P .
” 1 1
Recognisable NVC.
plant community!® at | Recognisable No recognisable
| Vegetation and |ground layer presen, [woodiand NVC plant {woodiand NVC plant
ground flora |strongly i ity*® ity™® at
by ancient woodland | ground layer present. |ground layer present.
flora specialists.
Three or more storeys o
Woodland across all survey Two storeys across | 0N O less storey
5 |vertica 1955 |across all survey
ructre plots, or a complex | all survey plots'™. lots™.
woodland. s
1
T = 12 22
« |Veteran trees |10 Or more veteran | One veteran tree'® | No veteran trees’
trees' per hectare. | per hectare. present in woodland.
T s
Between 25% and | Less than 25% of all
S0% ot all suvey ] ool survey  |suivey,plots within
plots within the -
plots within the the woodland parcel
woodland parcel have
woodland parcel | have deadwood,
deadwood, such as >
h have deadwood,  [such as standing
standing and fallen >
Amountof  [3e e dead |5ch @ standing and |and falen
L | deadwood hlees fallen deadwood, | deadwood, large
branches and or
large dead branches ~|dead branches and
stems, branch stubs
il tumpe, o an _|and or stems, stubs or stems, stubs and
BDU"US"CE(’J’S"!S" and stumps, or an stumps, or an
oy of small | abundance of small
[FEIES cavities™. cavities™.
1 1
Less than L hectare. |, pciave o more of
No nutrient in total of nutrient e enrichment,
. enrichment across N
Woodland enrichment or and or 20% or more
/ woodland area, and
disturbance |damaged ground of woodland area
S orless than 205 of | KRS
ettt woodland area has wh
damaged ground®,  [9"°UN9"
Total Score (out of a possible 39)[21 |24
Condition Assessment Result Condition Assessment Score Result Achieved
Total score >32 (33 (o 39) Good (3)
Total score 26 to 32 Moderate (2)
Total score <26 (13 to 25) Poor (1) 21 24
Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score



https://ukhab.org/
https://ukhab.org/
https://woodlandwildlifetoolkit.sylva.org.uk/assess
https://woodlandwildlifetoolkit.sylva.org.uk/assess
https://ukhab.org/
https://woodlandwildlifetoolkit.sylva.org.uk/assess

aSpé’C"t ecology

Appendix 6771/BNG3:

Extracts from the completed Statutory Biodiversity Metric tool




The Statutory Biodiversity Metric
Start page

Project details

Planning authority:

Hinckley & Bosworth DC

Project name:

Land off Leicester Road, Earl Shilton

Applicant: Manor Oak Homes
Application type:
Planning application reference: TBC
Completed by: Aspect Ecology (CL)
Date of metric completion: 23 April 2024
Reviewer:
Calculation iteration: dvl
Planning authority reviewer:
Date of planning authority review:
Target % net gain: 10%
Irreplaceable habitat present at baseline: No v
Pelt b arga - TelTeI TRl ol 1.59 Irreplaceable habitat site area (hectares): 0.00
habitat area (hectares):
Total off-site area - including irreplaceable Irreplaceable habitat area off-site
habitat area (hectares): N/A (hectares): N/A
Cell style conventions
A Attention required

Input error/rules and principles not met

Use of this cell is not appropriate

Enter data

Automatic lookup

Result

Main menu

Results

View all

A

T

On-site baseline map

On-site post intervention map

|On-site baseline map reference number

| |On-site post-intervention map reference number

Off-site baseline map

Off-site post intervention map

Off-site baseline map reference number

Off-site post-intervention reference number




Land off Leicester Road, Earl Shilton

Total net % change

(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement)

Hedgerow units

15.30%

Watercourse units

0.00%

Trading rules satisfied?

No - Check Trading Summaries A

Unit Type Target Baseline Units Units Required Unit Deficit
Habitat units 10.00% 9.66 10.63 3.92
Hedgerow units 10.00% 3.02 3.32 0.00
Watercourse units 10.00% 0.00 0.00 0.00

Input errors/rule breaks present in metric A

Return to
Headline Results results menu
Scroll down for final results A
Habitat units 9.66
On-site baseline Hedgerow units 3.02
Watercourse units 0.00
) ) ) Habitat units 6.71
On-site post-intervention Hedgerow mits 3.48
(Including habitat retention, creation & enhancement) Watercourse units 0.00
) Habitat units -2.95 -30.58% On-site net gain is less than target set A
On-site net Chaﬂge Hedgerow units 0.46 15.30%
(units & percentage) Watercourse units 0.00 0.00%
Habitat units 0.00
Off-site baseline Hedgerow units 0.00
Watercourse units 0.00
_ ) ) Habitat units 0.00
Off-site post-intervention Hedgerow mits 0.00
(Including habitat retention, creation & enhancement) Watercourse units 0.00
) Habitat units 0.00 0.00%
Off—sfte net Change Hedgerow units 0.00 0.00%
(units & percentage) Watercourse units 0.00 0.00%
) ) Habitat units -2.95
Combined net unit change Hedgerow mits 0.46
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement) Watercourse units 0.00
Habitat units 0.00
Spatial risk multiplier (SRM) deductions Hedgerow units 0.00
Watercourse units 0.00
. Habitat units -2.95
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement) Watercourse units 0.00

Habitat units -30.58% Total net gain achieved is less than target set A

No additional hedgerow units required to meet target v
No additional watercourse units required to meet target v



Area Habitats Area Habitats

Area Habitats

Hedgerows and Lines of Trees Hedgerows and Lines of Trees

Hedgerows and Lines of Trees

Watercourses

Watercourses

Watercourses

Land off Leicester Road, Earl Shilton
Return to results

Detailed Results et
summary Figures
: : : : : Habitat units -2.95
Net project biodiversity units Fedaerow wiis 516
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention / creation) Watercourse units 0.00
. . . . Habitat units -30.58%
0
Total project biodiversity % change Hedgerow uits 15 30%
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat creation + retained habitats) Watercourse units 0.00%
Combined habitat retention and enhancement
Habitats Hedgerows Watercourses
Total on-site and off-site baseline area / length 1.59 0.35 0.00
Total on-site and off-site baseline units 9.66 3.02 0.00
Total on-site and off-site baseline area / length retained 0.01 0.35 0.00
Total on-site and off-site baseline units retained 0.04 2.98 0.00
Total on-site and off-site area / length proposed for enhancement 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total on-site and off-site baseline units proposed for enhancement 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total on-site and off-site baseline area / length lost 1.88 0.01 0.00
Total on-site and off-site baseline units lost 9.62 0.04 0.00
Area habitats
On-site change by broad habitat type Combined area lost from baseline(s) by % Area lost by distinctiveness category : : . : On-site and off-site habitatretention categor
arsc 2t On-site and off-site habitat retention by category sitenabl _ gory
Baseline Post-development on-site On-site change distinctiveness band i} area (hectares) (biodiversity units)
' = V.High 12.00
Habitat ar On-site On-site existing On-site On-site q On-site area| On-site unit 1.80 158 10.00 9.62
abiat group existing area value proposed area prop lose change change Category Area lost (hectares) Area lost (%) Low 1.60 '
value 30% High 1.40
Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 190 8.00
Crassland 1.52 9.54 0.44 3.21 -1.08 -6.33 Vi 100
High 0 . : 6.00
Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.18 1.49 0.18 1.49 Medium 0.80
Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 High 0 0'60 4.00
Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ' '
Urban 0.06 0.06 0.97 1.08 0.92 1.02 N— 1 s - Low 0.40 o0
Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ' Medium 0:20 0.01 0.00 008
Woodland and forest 0.02 0.06 001 0.04 -0.01 -0.02 Lo 0 47 20 69% 0.00 _ o _ _ . o 0.00 ' 000
Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ' V.Low Total ::;lt/elz:dtﬁfrf;.:?nzgsa.ne le;c;? orr:)—sg:eadn:) Sfefn;'; i(reer:e/nt Total °”:r': jrl‘jn‘)ftf};j'::tbase"”e Total on-site and off-site Total on-site and off-site Total on-site and off-site
Coastal saltmarsh 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 V Low 0.025 5 8 prop & baseline units retained baseline units proposed for baseline units lost
Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ' ' enhancement
Coastal lagoons 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal hard structures 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Watercourse footprint 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Individual trees 0.00 0.00 0.29 0.88 0.29 0.88
Biodiversity unitchange by habitatgroup Area change by habitatgroup (hectares)
Off-site change by broad habitat type
Baseline Post-development off-site Off-site change 2.00
12.00
. Offsite | Off-site existing Off-site Osie ot site area|  Off-site unit
Habitat group . proposed
existing area value proposed area change change
value 10.00
Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 150
Crassland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.00
Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00
Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.00
Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 400
Coastal saltmarsh 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ' 0.50
Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Coastal lagoons 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 00
Intertidal hard structures 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ' I
Watercourse footprint 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 I _
Individual trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 I . I Cropland Grassland Heathland and Lakes Sparsely Urban Wetland Woodland and Intertidal Coastal Rocky shore  Coastal lagoons Intertidal hard ~ Watercourse Individual trees
o Cropland Grasslang@l Heathland and Lakes Sparsely Urban Wetland Woodland and Intertidal Coastal Rocky shore Coastal Intertidal hard Watercourse  Individual shrub vegetated land forest sediment saltmarsh structures footprint
Combined on-site and off-site Change bY broad habitat type shrub vegetated land forest sediment saltmarsh lagoons structures footprint trees
. On-site and off-site post- .
Baseline Combined change 2.00
development -0.50
: . : Combined : . :
. Combined Combined Combined Combined | Combined unit
Habitat group _ o proposed
existing area existing value proposed area value area change change -4.00
Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 oo
Crassland 1.52 9.54 0.44 3.21 -1.08 -6.33 '
Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.18 1.49 0.18 1.49 6.0
Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban 0.06 0.06 0.97 1.08 0.92 1.02 8.0 -1.50
Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest 0.02 0.06 0.01 0.04 -0.01 -0.02
Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Coastal saltmarsh 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 On-site existing value B On-site proposed value Off-site existing value m Off-site proposed value Combined unit change On-site existing area B On-site proposed area Off-site existing area W Off-site proposed area Combined area change
Coastal lagoons 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal hard structures 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Watercourse footprint 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Individual trees 0.00 0.00 0.29 0.88 0.29 0.88
Hedgerows and lines of trees
On-site change by hedgerow type . . o e , , ,
Combined length lost from baseline(s) by % Length lost by distinctiveness category , , , On-site and off-site hedge retention category
. . . . On-site and off-site hedge retention by category biodi . .
Baseline Post-development on-site On-site change distinctiveness band 8% length (km) (biodiversity units)
3.50
_si _Si S 0.40
Hed ¢ Or.l ilte On-site existing On-site On-site d (l)n site On-site unit = V.High High 0.35 3.00 2.98
edgetow type i}éljgmmg value proposed length prsg liie c}elralggle change Category Length lost (km) Length lost (%) 0-35
2.50
Species-rich native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 030
Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 V High 0 0.25 2.00
Species-rich native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 = Medium = Low 0.20
Native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 —_— 0 1.50
Species rich native hedgerow 0.22 2.24 0.29 2.70 0.07 0.46 < 015 oo
Native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Medium 0.005 100 0.10 '
Native hedgerow with trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ' 0.05 0.50
Ecologically valuable line of trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Low 0 V.Low 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.04
Ecologically valuable line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ' oo and offcite Total omsite and offsite ares Total omsite and off-cite 0.00 _ . . _ | | _ _ _
Native hedgerow 0.13 0.78 0.13 0.78 0.00 0.00 baseline area / length retained / length proposed for baseline area / length lost Total on—S|te_and off—5|te baseline Tot_al on-site and off-site baseline Total on-site ar?d off-site baseline
Line of frees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 V.Low 0 100% o ancement units retained units proposed for enhancement units lost
Line of frees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Non-native and ornamental hedgerow 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hedgerow biodiversity unitchange Hedgerow length change (km)
Off-site change by hedgerow type 3.00 0.35
Off-site baseline Post-development off-site Off-site change
OfFsite | o site existing Off-site Offsite OFsite | of site unit
Hedgerow type existing value roposed length proposed length chanae
length Prop value change g 0.30
Species-rich native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 220
Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Species-rich native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Native hedgerow with trees - assoclated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 025
Speciles-rich native hedgerow 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 '
Native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.0
Native hedgerow with trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Ecologically valuable line of trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Ecologically valuable line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.20
Native hedgerow 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Line of trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.50
Line of frees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Non-native and ornamental hedgerow 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.15
1.00
Combined on-site and off-site change by hedgerow type 010
Baseline Post-development Change
Combined Combined Combineq | Comomed [ Combmed | ooyineq uni
HECERHET F9C existing existing value roposed length proposed gt change %0
length g Prep value change g 0.05
Species-rich native hedgerow with trees - assoclated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Species-rich native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Native hedgerow with trees - assoclated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Species-rich native hedgerow 0.22 224 0.29 270 0.07 0.46 species—rich S.pecies—rich S.pecies—rich Nati\./e hedgerow S.pecies—rich Native .hedgen.)wNativ‘e hedgerow Ecologic.ally Ecologic.ally Native hedgerow Line of trees  Line Qf trees. - Non-native and Species-rich na.1tive Species-rich nz?\tive Species-rich native Nati\(e hedgerow Species-rich native Native .hedger(.)w - Nativg hedgerow Ecologic.ally Ecologic.ally Native hedgerow Line of trees Line 9f trees - Non-native and
Native hedaerow - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 natl\{e hedgerow natlvg hedgerow native 'hedgerf)w Wlth trees - native hedgerow - assouateq with  with trees valuable line of valuable line of assouated.w ith  ornamental hedgerow with  hedgerow with hedgerow - with trees - hedgerow associated with with trees valuable line of  valuable line of associated with ornamental
€l < - - ' ' ' ' ' ' with trees - with trees - associated with associated with bank or ditch trees trees - bank or ditch hedgerow trees - associated trees associated with  associated with bank or ditch trees trees - associated bankor ditch hedgerow
Native hedgerow with trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 associated.with bankorditch  bankorditch associated.with with bank or ditch bank or ditch bank or ditch with bank or ditch
Ecologically valuable line of trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 bank or ditch bank or ditch
Ecologically valuable line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 o _ _ - .
Native hedgerow 0.13 0.78 0.13 0.78 0.00 0.00 On-site existing value B On-site proposed value Off-site proposed value B Off-site existing value Combined unit change On-site existing length W On-site proposed length Off-site proposed length W Off-site existing length Combined length change
Line of trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Line of frees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Non-native and ornamental hedgerow 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
I r _ .
Watercourses % Length lost by Watercourselength retained, proposed forenhancementor Watercourseretention category
e watercourse biodiversity units
distinctiveness category lost (length km) ( Y )
. 0%
On-site change by watercourse type : : i 100 1.00
ge oy yb Combined length lost from baseline(s) by = V.High 090 0.90
* bl : 0.80
Baseline Post-development on site On-site Change distinctiveness band 0.70 8'?8
o — — High 0.60 0.60
Watercourse type gc?stsjlliz On-site existing On-site p%?)s:id (l)er;;f On-site unit o0 0.0
0 0.40
T value proposed length value dmineE change Category Length lost (km) Length lost (%) | o g::g
Priority habitat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 Medium 0.20 0.20
Other rivers and streams 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 : 0.10
V High 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.10
Ditches 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 ° 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Canals 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 T 5 Low Total on-site and off—sit.e baseline Total on-site and off-site area/ Total on-site and off-site baseline Total on-site and off-site Total on-site and off-site Total on-site and off-site
Culvert 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 g area / length retained length proposed for enhancement area / length lost baseline units retained baseline units proposed for baseline units lost
Med: 0 enhancement
edium
Low 0
Watercoursebiodiversity unit change Watercourselength change (km)
1.0
Off-site change by watercourse type 1.0
Baseline Post development off-site Off-site Change 0.9
S Off-site existing Off-site S SHESI Off-site unit 0.9
Watercourse type existing value roposed length proposed length change 08
length prop value change g '
Priority habitat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.8
Other rivers and streams 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7
Ditches 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Canals 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7
Culvert 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6
0.6
0.5
0.5
0.4
0.4
0.3
03
0.2
Combined on-site and off-site change by watercourse type 0.2
Baseline Post-development on-site On-site change
; : ; 0.1
Corr.1b.med Combined Combined SemlemEe, || (Cema e Combined unit 0.1
Watercourse type existing existing value roposed length proposed length chance
length g Prep value change g 0.0
Pl’iOl’iTy' habitat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 Priority habitat Other rivers and streams Ditches Canals Culvert
Other rivers and streams 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 Priority habitat Other rivers and streams Ditches Canals Culvert
Ditches 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Canals 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Culvert 0.0 00 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 On-site existing value MW On-site proposed value Off-site existing value W Off-site proposed value Combined unit change On-site existing length MW On-site proposed length Off-site existing length W Off-site proposed length Combined length change




Project Name: Land off Leicester Road, Earl Shilton Map Reference:.

A-1 On-Site Habitat Baseline

Condense / Show Columns | Condense / Show Rows |

e

Area habitat summary

Total Net Unit Change

-2.95

Total Net % Change

Trading Rules Satisfied

-30.58%

No - check trading summearies A

Existing area habitats

Distinctiveness

Condition

Strategic significance

Ref Broad Habitat Habitat Type

Irreplaceable habitat

Area
(hectares)

Distinctiveness

Score

Condition

Score

Strategic significance

Strategic
significance

Strategic
significance
multiplier

Required Action to Meet
Trading Rules

Ecological
baseline

Total habitat
units

Area
retained

Area
enhanced

Baseline
units
retained

Baseline
units
enhanced

Area habitat
lost

Units lost

Bespoke compensation
agreed for losses of VHDH
or irreplaceable habitat

Comments

User comments

Planning authority comments

Habitat reference

number

| Crassland Other neutral grassland

No

1.085

Medium

Moderate

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no
local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

Same broad habitat or a higher
distinctiveness habitat required

=)

8.68

0.00

0.00

1.09

8.68

OCIII=ITIPIOVEU JldssldIlU IICIU = HI=SEdS0IL SULVEY

required, albeit assumed moderate condition based

on iniital survey, (G1) - condition may vary, which
would influence the final habitat 'score'

1 i G k|

2 Crassland Modified grassland

No

0.21

Low

Poor

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no
local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

Same distinctiveness or better
habitat required =

0.42

0.00

0.00

0.21

0.42

Improved grassland - G2

3 Crassland Modified grassland

No

0.205

Low

Poor

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no
local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

Same distinctiveness or better
habitat required 2

0.41

0.00

0.00

0.21

0.41

Improved grassland - G3

4 Grassland Modified grassland

No

0.015

Low

Poor

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no
local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

Same distinctiveness or better
habitat required =

0.03

0.00

0.00

0.02

0.03

Improved grassland - rough/ruderal area behind Bl

5 Urban Developed land; sealed surface

No

0.015

V.Low

N/A - Other

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no
local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

Compensation Not Required

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.02

0.00

Buildings

6 Urban Developed land; sealed surface

No

0.01

V.Low

N/A - Other

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no
local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

Compensation Not Required

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.01

0.00

Hardstanding

7 Woodland and forest Other coniferous woodland

No

0.01

Low

Poor

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no
local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

Same distinctiveness or better
habitat required =

0.02

0.00

0.00

0.01

0.02

Conifer Line (>5m wide)

8 Woodland and forest Other woodland; broadleaved

No

0.01

Medium

Poor

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no
local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

Same broad habitat or a higher
distinctiveness habitat required

&)

0.04

0.01

0.04

0.00

0.00

0.00

Small area of trees at NW site boundary.

9 Urban Bare ground

No

0.01

Low

Poor

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no
local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

Same distinctiveness or better
habitat required =

0.02

0.00

0.00

0.01

0.02

Bare ground - lacking in any vegetation

10 Urban Vegetated garden

No

0.02

Low

Condition
Assessment N/A

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no
local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

Same distinctiveness or better
habitat required 2

0.04

0.00

0.00

0.02

0.04

Vegetated garden area associated with offsite
property to SW

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

21

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

51

52

53

54

55

56

57

58

59

60

61

62

63

64

65

66

67

68

69

70

71

12

73

14

15

16

17

18

19

80

81

82

83

84

85

86

81

88

89

90

91

92

93

94

95

96

97

98

99

100

101

102

103

104

105

106

107

108

109

110

111

112

113

114

115

116

117

118

119

120

121

122

123

124

125

126

127

128

129

130

131

132

133

134

135

136

137

138

139

140

141

142

143

144

145

146

147

148

149

150

151

152

153

154

155

156

157

158

159

160

161

162

163

164

165

166

167

168

169

170

171

172

173

174

175

176

177

178

179

180

181

182

183

184

185

186

187

188

189

190

191

192

193

194

195

196

197

198

199

200

201

202

203

204

205

206

207

208

209

210

2ll

2l2

213

214

215

216

211

218

219

220

221

2272

223

224

225

226

221

228

229

230

231

232

233

234

235

236

237

238

239

240

241

242

243

244

245

246

241

248

Total habitat area

1.59

Site Area (Excluding area of individual trees, green walls, intertidal hard structures)

1.59

M? to hectares conversion tool:

veclecCl d

o

Hectares

MZ

9.66

0.01

0.00

0.04

0.00

1.58

9.62

structures)

Total area lost (excluding area of individual
trees, green walls and intertidal hard

1.58




Project Name: Land off Leicester Road, Earl Shilton

Map Reference:

A-2 On-Site Habitat Creation

Condense / Show Columns

Condense / Show Rows

Main Menu

Area habitat summary

Total Net Unit Change

-2.95

Total Net % Change

Trading Rules Satisfied

Area Check

-30.58%

No - check trading summaries A

Area Acceptable v

Post intervention habitats

Ref

Broad Habitat

Proposed habitat

Area
(hectares)

Distinctiveness Condition

Strategic significance

Temporal multiplier

Difficulty multipliers

Distinctiveness Score Condition Score

Strategic significance

Strategic
significance

Strategic
significance
multiplier

Standard time to
target condition
(years)

Habitat created
in advance

(years)

Delay in starting
habitat creation
(years)

Standard or adjusted time to target condition

Final time to
target condition
(years)

Final time to
target
multiplier

Standard
difficulty of
creation

Applied difficulty multiplier

Final difficulty
of creation

Difficulty
multiplier
applied

Habitat
units
delivered

Comments

User comments

Planning authority comments

Habitat
reference
number

Grassland

Other neutral grassland

0.3275

Medium 4 Good 3

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no
local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

10

Standard time to target condition applied

10

0.700

Low

Standard difficulty applied

Low

2.15

Wildflower grassland - managed for wildlife

benefit. Individual condition criteria should

be readily achievable.(based on Proposed

Landscape Strategy Plan - Aspect Landscape

Planning drawing ref: 8196/ASP4/LSP, dated
April 2024)

Grassland

Other neutral grassland

0.0525

Medium 4 Moderate 2

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no
local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

Standard time to target condition applied

0.837

Low

Standard difficulty applied

Low

0.35

Attenuation basin, managed for wildlife
grassland, albeit assume moderate
condition in view of flood drainage

management requirements on a
precautionary basis. (based on Proposed
Landscape Strategy Plan - Aspect Landscape
Planning drawing ref: 8196/ASP4/LSP, dated

April 2024)

Grassland

Modified grassland

0.085

Low 2 Poor 1

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no
local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

Standard time to target condition applied

0.965

Low

Standard difficulty applied

Low

0.11

Amenity grassland including mown paths
(based on Proposed Landscape Strategy
Plan - Aspect Landscape Planning drawing
ref: 8196/ASP4/LSP, dated April 2024).

Heathland and shrub

Mixed scrub

0.1775

Medium 4 Good 3

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no
local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

10

Standard time to target condition applied

10

0.700

Low

Standard difficulty applied

Low

1.49

Mixed native scrub within open space
managed for wildlife benefit. (based on
Proposed Landscape Strategy Plan - Aspect
Landscape Planning drawing ref:
8196/ASP4/LSP, dated April 2024)

Urban

Vegetated garden

0.56

Condition
Assessment 1
N/A

Low 2

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no
local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

Standard time to target condition applied

0.965

Low

Standard difficulty applied

Low

1.08

Individual Private Residential
Gardens(based on Proposed Landscape
Strategy Plan - Aspect Landscape Planning
drawing ref: 8196/ASP4/LSP, dated April
2024)

Urban

Artificial unvegetated, unsealed surface

0.0125

V.Low 0 N/A - Other 0

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no
local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

Standard time to target condition applied

1.000

Low

Standard difficulty applied

Low

0.00

LAP (based on Proposed Landscape
Strategy Plan - Aspect Landscape Planning
drawing ref: 8196/ASP4/LSP, dated April
2024)

Urban

Developed land; sealed surface

0.19

V.Low 0 N/A - Other 0

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no
local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

Standard time to target condition applied

1.000

Low

Standard difficulty applied

Low

0.00

Hard surfacing - access roads, driveways

etc (based on Proposed Landscape Strategy

Plan - Aspect Landscape Planning drawing
ref: 8196/ASP4/LSP, dated April 2024)

Urban

Developed land; sealed surface

0.2075

V.Low 0 N/A - Other 0

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no
local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

Standard time to target condition applied

1.000

Low

Standard difficulty applied

Low

0.00

Proposed buildings (based on Proposed

Landscape Strategy Plan - Aspect Landscape

Planning drawing ref: 8196/ASP4/LSP, dated
April 2024)

10

Individual trees

Urban tree

0.1221

Medium 4 Moderate 2

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no
local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

21

Standard time to target condition applied

27

0.382

Low

Standard difficulty applied

Low

0.37

Indicative new street tree (based on
Proposed Landscape Strategy Plan - Aspect
Landscape Planning drawing ref:
8196/ASP4/LSP, dated April 2024) - 30 no.
small trees

11

Individual trees

Rural tree

0.1669

Medium 4 Moderate 2

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no
local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

21

Standard time to target condition applied

21

0.382

Low

Standard difficulty applied

Low

0.51

Indivcative new rural tree witn open space
(based on Proposed Landscape Strategy
Plan - Aspect Landscape Planning drawing
ref: 8196/ASP4/LSP, dated April 2024) - 41
no small trees

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

51

52

33

54

55

56

57

58

359

60

61

62

63

64

65

66

67

68

69

70

71

12

73

74

15

16

17

18

79

80

81

82

83

84

85

86

87

88

89

90

91

92

93

94

95

96

91

98

99

100

101

102

103

104

105

106

107

108

109

110

111

112

113

114

118

116

117

118

119

120

121

122

123

124

125

126

127

128

129

130

131

132

133

134

135

136

137

138

139

140

141

142

143

144

145

146

147

148

149

150

151

152

153

154

158

156

157

158

159

160

161

162

163

164

165

166

167

168

169

170

171

172

173

174

175

176

177

178

179

180

181

182

183

184

185

186

187

188

189

190

191

192

193

194

195

196

197

198

199

200

201

202

203

204

205

206

207

208

209

210

211

212

213

214

215

216

217

218

219

220

221

222

223

224

225

226

221

228

229

230

231

232

233

234

235

236

237

238

239

240

241

242

243

244

245

246

Total habitat area

1.87

Site Area (Excluding area of individual trees, green walls, intertidal

hard structures)

1.58

M?2 to hectares conversion tool:

Select a unit

Hectares M2

Total Units

6.67




Project Name: Land off Leicester Road, Earl Shilton

Map Reference:

B-1 On-Site Hedge Baseline

Condense / Show Columns Condense / Show Rows

Hedgerow summary

Total Net Unit Change

0.46

Total Net % Change

15.30%

Trading Rules Satisfied

Yes v

Existing hedgerow habitats

Distinctiveness

Condition

Strategic significance

Ref

Hedge
number

Habitat type

Length
(km)

Distinctiveness Score

Condition

Score

Strategic significance

Strategic
significance

Strategic
significance
multiplier

Required Action to
Meet Trading Rules

Ecological
baseline

Comments

Total
hedgerow
units

Length
retained

Length
enhanced

Units
retained

Units
enhanced

Length
lost

Units
lost

User comments

Planning authority comments

Habitat
reference
number

Hl

Species-rich native hedgerow

0.12

Medium

Good

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

1

Same distinctiveness
band or better

1.44

0.12

1.44

0.00

0.00

0.00

Species-rich native hedgerow along eastern boundary

H?

Native hedgerow

0.02

Low

Good

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

1

Same distinctiveness
band or better

0.12

0.02

0.12

0.00

0.00

0.00

Beech garden hedge (possibly offsite, beyond stock
fence forming residnetial curtilage)

H3

Native hedgerow

0.02

Low

Good

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

Same distinctiveness
band or better

0.12

0.02

0.12

0.00

0.00

0.00

Native garden hedge (likely offsite, beyond stock fence
forming residnetial curtilage)

HS

Native hedgerow

0.09

Low

Good

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

Same distinctiveness
band or better

0.54

0.09

0.54

0.00

0.00

0.00

Eastern boundary hedgerow.

Ht

Species-rich native hedgerow

0.1

Medium

Moderate

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

Same distinctiveness
band or better

0.80

0.095

0.76

0.00

0.01

0.04

Southern boundary hedgerow.

— | | —
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13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

21

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

51

52

53

54

55

56

57

58

59

60

61

62

63

64

65

66

67

68

69

70

71

12

73

14

15

16

11

18

79

80

81

82

83

84

85

86

87

88

89

90

91

92

93

94

95

96

97

98

99

100

101

102

103

104

105

106

107

108

109

110

111

112

113

114

115

116

117

118

119

120

121

122

123

124

125

126

127

128

129

130

131

132

133

134

135

136

137

138

139

140

141

142

143

144

145

146

147

148

149

150

151

152

153

154

155

156

157

158

159

160

161

162

163

164

165

166

167

168

169

170

171

172

173

174

175

176

171

178

179

180

181

182

183

184

185

186

187

188

189

190

191

192

193

194

195

196

197

198

199

200

201

202

203

204

205

206

207

208

209

210

211

212

213

214

215

216

217

218

219

220

221

222

223

224

225

226

221

228

229

230

231

232

233

234

235

236

231

238

239

240

241

242

243

244

245

246

241

248

0.35

3.02

0.35

0.00

2.98

0.00

0.01

0.04




Project Name: Land off Leicester Road, Earl Shilton

Map Reference:

B-2 On-Site Hedge Creation

Condense / Show Columns Condense / Show Rows

Hedgerow summary

Total Net Unit Change 0.46
Total Net % Change 15.30%
Trading Rules Satisfied Yes v

Proposed habitats

Distinctiveness

Condition

Strategic significance

Temporal multiplier

Difficulty risk multipliers

New
Ref hedge
number

Habitat type

Length
(km)

Distinctiveness

Score

Condition

Score

Strategic significance

Strategic
significance

Strategic
significance
multiplier

Standard Time to
target condition
(years)

Habitat created in
advance (years)

Delay in starting
habitat creation
(yvears)

Standard or adjusted time to
target condition

Final time to
target condition
(years)

Final time to
target
multiplier

Standard
difficulty of
creation

Applied
difficulty
multiplier

Final
difficulty of
creation

Difficulty
multiplier
applied

Hedge
units
delivered

Comments

User comments

Planning authority comments

Habitat
reference
number

| Species-rich native hedgerow

0.075

Medium

Moderate

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no
local strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

Standard time to target condition
applied

0.837

Low

Standard difficulty
applied

Low

0.50

Minimum provision of 75m new specles-rich
hedgerow - assumed moderate condition on a
precautionary basis, albeit good condition
should be achievable.
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100

101

102

103

104

105

106

107

108

109

110

111

112

113

114

115

116

117

118

119

120

121

122

123

124

125

126

127

128

129

130

131

132

133

134

135

136

137

138

139

140

141

142

143

144

145

146

147

148

149

150

151

152

153

154

155

156

157

158

159

160

161

162

163

164

165

166

167

168

169

170

171

172

173

174

175

176

177

178

179

180

181

182

183

184

185

186

187

188

189

190

191

192

193

194

195

196

197

198

199

200

201

202

203

204

205

206

207

208

209

210

211

212

213

214

215

216

217

218

219

220

221

222

223

224

225

226

221

228

229

230

231

232

233

234

235

236

2317

238

239

240

241

242

243

244

245

246

2471

248

0.08

0.50
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