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1. INTRODUCTION. 

 

1.1. A planning application (2024/0676) has been submitted to Barnsley MBC for the 

construction of a new community hall on the previous site at 6 Beacon Close, Silkstone 

Common. Barnsley MBC have requested that a Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment be 

prepared in support of that application.  

 

1.2. Whitcher Wildlife Ltd was therefore commissioned to undertake a Preliminary 

Ecological Appraisal of the site and to prepare this Biodiversity Net Gain assessment 

of the site to satisfy this request. This has been undertaken using the Statutory Sites 

Metric. 

 

1.3. A site visit was carried out on 21st August 2024 to gather all relevant baseline 

information.  

 

******************** 
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2. SURVEY METHODOLOGY. 

 

2.1. All surveys were carried out in line with the Chartered Institute of Ecological and 

Environmental Management (CIEEM) survey standards and advice. 

 

2.2. A baseline survey was carried out of the site to establish the baseline biodiversity 

value of the area. Prior to visiting the site, the survey area was cross referenced to 

maps and aerial photographs to give a general idea of the habitats and potential issues 

within the area and to identify potential access and walking routes. 

 

2.3. The survey area was walked where access was agreed. All habitats within and 

immediately around the survey area were documented and the dominant species 

within that habitat listed in line with the UK Habitat Classification methodology to 

identify the primary habitat types throughout the survey area. All primary habitats are 

accompanied by secondary codes which are used to add further specific details where 

necessary. Each primary habitat and unique set off secondary codes will be shown 

individually in the appended annotated map.   

 

2.4. The baseline survey was carried out by Derek Whitcher who has over thirty 

years’ experience of surveying for wildlife and has run his own wildlife consultancy 

since 1998. He has extensive experience of a wide variety of survey techniques for a 

variety of species of protected wildlife supplemented by attendance on a wide range 

of training courses through CIEEM, FSC and BCT. As a member of CIEEM he is 

committed to continuous professional development, a continual process of learning 

and career development, a condition of CIEEM membership. He holds current Natural 

England survey licences for bats and great crested newts.  

 

Natural England Bat Survey Licence Number    2015-13205-CLS-CLS. 

Natural England Great Crested Newt Licence Number 2015-06792-CLS-CLS. 

 

******************** 
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3. SITE DESCRIPTION. 

 

3.1. The Survey Area. 

 

3.1.1. The proposed development is located in an urban location in the village of 

Silkstone Common. The site has residential areas on all sides with a railway line passing 

to the north. The location is indicated by the white arrow on the aerial map below.   

 

 

 

3.1.2. The aerial map below outlines the survey area, shaded in yellow below. The site 

is a vacant plot that according to Google Earth historic mapping was occupied by the 

previous community hall until around 2017. Since that time the plot has remained 

unused. 
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3.2. Description of Habitats. 

 

3.2.1. Appendix I of this report contains an annotated map marked up with the varying 

baseline habitats of the site. These habitats are: - 

 

• g4 – Modified grassland 

• h3 – Mixed scrub 

• Secondary code 200 - Tree 

3.2.2. g4 – Modified grassland. 

 

3.2.2.1. The site appears to have originally been an area of lawn that has been allowed 

to run wild since the demise of the previous Community Hall. It has now become very 

overgrown. Species present include Yorkshire fog (Holcus lanatus), False oat grass 

(Arrhenatherum elatius), Perennial ryegrass (Lolium perenne), nettle (Urtica dioica), 

bramble (Rubus fruticosus), creeping buttercup (Ranunculus repens), wood avens 

(Geum urbanum), scattered ash (Fraxinus excelsior) saplings, scattered alder (Alnus 

glutinosa) saplings, scattered goat willow (Salix caprea) saplings, broom (Cytisus 

scoparius), great willowherb (Epilobium hirsutum), thistle (Cirsium sp(p)), dock 

(Rumex sp.), hogweed (Heracleum sphondylium) and cleavers (Galium aparine).  
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3.2.2.2. The condition assessment for this habitat is shown on the accompanying 

document entitled Statutory Biodiversity Metric Condition Assessments. The condition 

assessment for this habitat is poor with only five criteria satisfied and the essential 

criteria failed. 

 

3.2.3. h3 – Mixed scrub. 

 

3.2.3.1. Across the northern end of the site there is a strip of mixed scrub. Species 

present include holly (Ilex aquifolium), variegated holly (Ilex aquifolium 'Argenteo 

marginata'), bramble (Rubus fruticosus), ash (Fraxinus excelsior) saplings, a large 

sycamore (Acer pseudoplatanus)  and ivy (Hedera helix). 

 

3.2.3.2. The condition assessment for this habitat is shown on the accompanying 

document entitled Statutory Biodiversity Metric Condition Assessments. The condition 

assessment for this habitat is moderate with only three criteria satisfied. 

 

3.2.4. Secondary code: 200 – individual trees.  

  

3.2.4.1. There are a number of trees present on the site. 

 

3.2.4.2. At the southern end of the site there are two mature sycamore (Acer 

pseudoplatanus) trees.  

 

  

 

3.4.2.3. There is another mature sycamore (Acer pseudoplatanus) at the northern end 

of the site. 
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3.4.2.4. The condition assessment for this habitat is shown on the accompanying 

document entitled Statutory Biodiversity Metric Condition Assessments. The 

condition assessment for the three sycamores is good with six of the criteria satisfied. 

 

  

 

3.4.2.5. There are also two large conifers on the site, one is a Leyland cypress 

(Cupressus leylandii) and the other a Norway Spruce (Picea abies), shown below. 

 

 

 

3.4.2.6. The condition assessment for this habitat is shown on the accompanying 

document entitled Statutory Biodiversity Metric Condition Assessments. The 

condition assessment for the two conifers is moderate with four of the criteria 

satisfied. 

 

******************** 
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4. BIODIVERSITY NET GAIN ASSESSMENT. 

 

4.1. Baseline Biodiversity Value. 

 

The below tables demonstrate the baseline units of the red line development area using 

the Statutory Sites Metric.  

 

Area habitats:  

Habitat Type Area in Ha Distinctiveness Condition Biodiversity 

units 

Modified 

grassland 
0.056 Low Poor 0.11 

Mixed scrub 0.016 Medium Moderate 0.13 

3 x Individual 

trees 
0.1099 Medium Good 1.32 

2 x Individual 

trees 
0.0326 Medium Moderate 0.26 

Total 0.1762   1.82 

 

4.2. Post Development Habitat Creation. 

 

4.2.1. All habitat will be retained except the footprint of the new hall. 

 

4.2.2. The modified grassland with a poor condition will be enhanced by additional 

wildflower planting to neutral grassland with a moderate condition. 

 

4.2.3. One new tree will be planted on the site. 

 

4.2.4. The below tables demonstrate the post development units of the red line 

development area using the Statutory Metric. 

 

Area habitats:  

Area Habitat Area in Ha Distinctiveness Condition Biodiversity 

units 

Developed land; 

sealed surface 
0.015 V.Low N/A - Other 0.00 

Enhanced to 

Neutral grassland 
0.042 Medium Moderate 0.26 
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Mixed scrub 

retained 
0.016 Medium Moderate 0.13 

3 x Individual 

trees retained 
0.1099 Medium Good 1.32 

2 x Individual 

trees retained 
0.0326 Medium Moderate 0.26 

1 individual tree 0.0163 Medium Moderate 0.05 

Total 0.1782   2.02 

 

 

4.3. Biodiversity Net Gain Outcome. 

 

4.3.1. Based on the above, the overall development will result in a biodiversity net gain 

from 1.82Bu to 2.02Bu. This represents an increase of 0.20Bu, an increase of 10.90%.  

 

4.3.2. Therefore, this document demonstrates that a Biodiversity Net Gain in excess of 

10% can be achieved. 

 

******************** 

 

Prepared by: 

Derek Whitcher. BSc, MCIEEM, MCMI Date: 30th September 2024 

 

Checked by: 

Alexandrea White BSc (Hons) MSc 

ACIEEM MIEnvSc CEnv. 

Date: 1st October 2024 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 11 

5. REFERENCES. 

 

CIEEM (2017) Guidelines for Preliminary Ecological Appraisal, 2nd edition. Chartered Institute of 

Ecology and Environmental Management, Winchester. 

CIEEM (2017) Guidelines on Ecological Report Writing. Chartered Institute of Ecology and 

Environmental Management, Winchester.  

Natural England (2014) Protected species and development: advice for local planning authorities. 

(updated 2021) Available at: https://www.gov.uk/guidance/protected-species-how-to-review-planning-

applications (Accessed: 05/03/2024). 

The Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended). Available at http://www.legislation.gov.uk 

/ukpga/1981/69 (Accessed: 15/05/2024). 

Bat Tree Habitat Key (2018) Bat Roosts in Trees: a guide for identification and assessment for tree-care 

and ecology professionals. Pelagic Publishing, Exeter 

Collins J. (ed.) 2023. Bat Surveys for Professional Ecologist: Good Practice Guidelines (4th Edition). 

The Bat Conservation Trust, London. 

Mitchell-Jones, A.J. (2004) Bat Mitigation Guidelines. English Nature, Peterborough. 

Reason, P.F. and Wray, S. (2023). UK Bat Mitigation Guidelines: a guide to impact assessment, 

mitigation and compensation for developments affecting bats. Chartered Institute of Ecology and 

Environmental Management, Ampfield. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  

 

Appendix I. ANNOTATED MAP OF THE SURVEY AREA PRE DEVELOPMENT. 
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Appendix II. ANNOTATED MAP OF THE SURVEY AREA POST DEVELOPMENT. 


