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Disclaimer 

This report is issued to the client for the sole use and for the intended purpose as stated in the agreement between the 
client and Middleton Bell Ecology (MBE) under which this work was completed, or else as set out within the report.  This 
report may not be relied upon by any other party without the express written agreement of MBE.  The use of this report by 
unauthorised third parties is at their own risk and MBE accepts no duty of care to any such party. 

MBE has exercised due care in preparing this report, it has not, unless specifically stated, independently verified information 
provided by others. No other warranty, express or implied, is made in relation to the content of this report and MBE assumes 
no liability for any loss resulting from errors, omissions or misrepresentation made by others. 

Any recommendations, opinion or finding stated in this report is based on circumstances and facts as they existed at the 
time that MBE performed the work.  Nothing in this report constitutes legal opinion.  If legal opinion is required, the advice 
of a legal professional should be secured. 
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located c. 300 m south of Snape Hill Road is the River Dove and the connected River 
Dearne floodplain including the Broomhill Flash and Wombwell Ings wetlands.  The 
site had good connectivity to undeveloped land to the west, however housing was 
located on the opposite side of South View to the north, with housing to the south and 
Snape Hill Road, with additional housing to the east.  

3.1.3 The site falls within National Character Area 38:  The Nottinghamshire, Derbyshire and 
Yorkshire Coalfield. This National Character Area comprises a generally low-lying 
area, with hills and escarpments above wide valleys, the landscape embraces major 
industrial towns and cities as well as villages and countryside. Over half of the NCA is 
currently designated as greenbelt land; this maintains some distinction between 
settlements and represents areas that are often under pressure for development and 
changes in land use. The landscape is dotted with many pockets and patches of habitat 
where species find refuge. This is often on land that was once worked for minerals or 
occupied by major industry. 

3.1.4 The naturally occurring soils in the area comprise freely draining slightly acid loamy 
soils. 

Figure 1. The site location, as indicated by red line 

  
  











 
 

11 
MBE/ECO/2023/17/02 

5.2.7 The grassland in Field 1 was considered to be in poor condition (Defra, 2023). This 
area of grassland was not considered to comprise a good representation of the habitat 
type due to excess of herb species indicative of suboptimal condition. In addition the 
cover of bare ground exceeded 5 % (see Figure 2), cover of species indicative of sub-
optimal condition exceeded 5 % (nettles actually comprised c.20 % cover) and there 
was less than 10 species/m2. The sward height was however varied and bracken cover 
was less than 20 % (Appendix 6). 

Field 2 

5.2.8 Field 2 comprised  a steep embankment to the north of the central compound. The 
species composition in this area was very similar to that in Field 1. This area had a 
higher proportion of sheep sorrel than Field 1 in 2020, although this species was rarely 
occurring in May 2025. Additional species recorded from this area comprising spear 
thistle Cirsium vulgare and red dead nettle Lamium purpureum. The recorded species 
richness in this area averaged 6 species/m2. 

5.2.9 The grassland in Field 2 was considered to be in poor condition (Defra, 2023). This 
area of grassland was not considered to comprise a good representation of the habitat 
type due to excess of herb species indicative of suboptimal condition. In addition cover 
of species indicative of sub-optimal condition exceeded 5 %, there was less than 10 
species/m2 and bare ground exceeded 5 % cover (see Figure 2). The sward height 
was however varied and bracken cover was less than 20 %. 

Field 3 

5.2.10 Field 3 was a small field in the northeast corner of the site which comprised fairly level 
ground. This area was not included in the 2020 survey. Grass species recorded from 
this area comprised frequent Yorkshire fog, creeping bent and wall barely, together 
with occasional perennial rye grass and soft brome Bromus hordeaceus. Herb species 
present included abundant nettle and frequent white clover, together with occasional 
broad-leaved plantain Plantago major, autumn hawkbit and creeping thistle. The 
recorded species richness recorded across three quadrats in May 2025 averaged 5.3 
species/m2.  

5.2.11 The grassland in Field 3 was considered to be in poor condition (Defra, 2023). This 
area of grassland was not considered to comprise a good representation of the habitat 
type due to excess of herb species indicative of suboptimal condition. In addition, bare 
ground comprised more than 5 % cover (see Figure 2), cover of species indicative of 
sub-optimal condition exceeded 5 % and there was less than 10 species/m2. The 
sward height was however varied and bracken cover was less than 20 %. 

Verge to south of Field 1 and central compound 

5.2.12 A narrow banked verge to the driveway of a dwelling outside the site in its southwest 
corner supported a similar species composition to Field 1 (Figure 2). This grassland 
was also considered to be in poor condition (Defra, 2023). This area of grassland was 
not considered to comprise a good representation of the habitat type due to excess of 
herb species indicative of suboptimal condition. In addition, the cover of bare ground 
exceeded 5 %, cover of species indicative of sub-optimal condition exceeded 5 % 
(nettles actually comprised c.20 % cover) and there was less than 10 species/m2. The 
sward height was however varied and bracken cover was less than 20 %. 



 

Plate 1. Looking west across Field 1 in May 2025 

  

Plate 2. Looking east across Field 1 in August 2023 

 

Plate 3. Area of nutrient enrichment in Field 1, evidenced by nettle abundance in 
August 2023 
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Plate 4. Field 2 in May 2025 

  

Plate 5. Looking east across Field 3 in August 2023 
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species included ragwort and dandelion, with occasional species including ribwort 
plantain, broad leaved dock, yarrow and white clover. The recorded species richness 
in this area averaged 4 species/m2. 

5.2.18 The modified grassland was considered to be in poor condition (Defra, 2023). This 
area of grassland comprised less than 6 species per m2, with evidence of physical 
damage across more than 5 % of the area and bare ground more than 10 % of the 
area. This area of grassland did however have a varied sward height, less than 20 % 
scrub cover, less than 20 % bracken cover and an absence of non-native plant species.  

Plate 7.  Drone view of central compound taken in May 2025, with H2 on left of 
image and the line of trees on right of image 

 

Plate 8. Section of modified grass in central compound with line of trees at rear 
of image, taken in May 2025 
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Lighting 

6.4.8 The design of outside lighting should be carefully considered in line with guidance from 
the Institute of Lighting Professionals and the Bat Conservation Trust Guidance (ILP, 
2023). Where external lighting is required, it must be downwards facing and have a 
horizontal cut off, i.e. with no upwards component. The lighting should be relatively low 
level and a warm colour tone (i.e. not cold white or blue). Lighting on the rear of the 
properties should be activated only by PIR sensors. 

6.5 Conclusion and Residual Effects 

6.5.1 In order to further reduce scheme impacts and to ensure the scheme maximises 
potential benefits to nature conservation, it is recommended that mitigation and 
enhancement measures detailed in Section 6.4 are adopted.  

6.5.2 The proposals are expected to result in a net loss of 2.76 Habitat Units (a 56.54 % net 
loss) with a projected gain of 0.23 Hedgerow Units (a 34.19 % net gain). As a result, it 
is proposed to purchase Habitat Units appropriate to deliver a 10 % net gain from either 
the local planning authority (if possible) or from a third party landbank. 

6.5.3 The results of this survey are considered to be valid for a period of 24 months. After 
this time Middleton Bell Ecology should be contacted to determine the need for update 
survey. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



https://www.barnsley.gov.uk/media/uqcn3wiv/biodiversity-and-geodiversity-spd-2024.pdf
https://www.barnsley.gov.uk/media/uqcn3wiv/biodiversity-and-geodiversity-spd-2024.pdf
http://www.britishbirds.co.uk/content/status-our-bird-populations
https://www.ukhab.org/
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Appendix 1. Landscape Masterplan 
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Appendix 3. Designated Sites Map 
 

 



 

Appendix 4. UK Habitat Classification Plan 
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Appendix 5. Plant Species Recorded on Site 

Common Name Latin Name 

g3c6 - Lolium-
Cynosurus neutral 
grassland 

g4 - modified 
grassland 

h2a - other native 
hedgerow 

32 - 
scattered 
trees 

33 - line of 
trees 

Perennial Rye-grass Lolium perenne A O       
Common Nettle Urtica dioica F A       
Creeping Bent Agrostis stolonifera F F       

Autumn Hawkbit Scorzoneroides autumnalis F         
Creeping Thistle Cirsium arvense F         
Yorkshire-fog Holcus lanatus F         
Common Ragwort Jacobaea vulgaris O F       
Wall Barley Hordeum murinum O F       
Broad-leaved Dock Rumex obtusifolius O O       
Cock's-foot Dactylis glomerata O O       
White Clover Trifolium repens O O       
Soft Brome Bromus hordeaceus O     
Yarrow Achillea millefolium O O       
Bracken Pteridium aquilinum O         
Cat's-ear Hypochaeris radicata O         

Common Chickweed Stellaria media O         
Cow Parsley Anthriscus sylvestris O         

False Oat-grass Arrhenatherum elatius O         
Meadow Buttercup Ranunculus acris O         

Rough Meadow-grass Poa trivialis O         
Wormwood Artemisia absinthium O         
Common Mallow Malva sylvestris R         
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Common Name Latin Name 

g3c6 - Lolium-
Cynosurus neutral 
grassland 

g4 - modified 
grassland 

h2a - other native 
hedgerow 

32 - 
scattered 
trees 

33 - line of 
trees 

Red Dead-nettle Lamium purpureum R         
Sheep's Sorrel Rumex acetosella R         
Soft-brome Bromus hordeaceus R         
Spear Thistle Cirsium vulgare R         
Wild Teasel Dipsacus fullonum R         
Red Clover Trifolium pratense R         
Dandelion Taraxacum   F       
Ribwort Plantain Plantago lanceolata   O       
Hawthorn Crataegus monogyna     F F   
Cherry Plum Prunus cerasifera     F     
Elder Sambucus nigra     O O   
Blackthorn Prunus spinosa     O     
Bramble Rubusfruticosus     O     
Field Maple Acer campestre     O     
Fig Ficus carica     O     

Horse-chestnut Aesculus hippocastanum     O     
Lilac Syringa vulgaris     O     
Willow Salix     O     
Garden Privet Ligustrum ovalifolium    O  
Apple Malus       O   
Goat Willow Salix caprea       O   
Pear Pyrus communis       O   
Pedunculate Oak Quercus robur       O   
Silver Birch Betula pendula       O   
Austrian Pine Pinus nigra         F 
Cherry Prunus         F 

                               



 

Appendix 6. Habitat Condition Assessment Sheets (Other Than 
Trees) 
 
 

 

 

 

 



Field 1 Field 2 Field 3 Verge

S E 4 1 1 6 0 4 3 0

Notes (such as 
justification)

A

No No No No Due to proportion 
of grassland 
covered by 
suboptimal species

B

Yes Yes Yes Yes

C

No No No No More than 5 % 
bare ground

D

Yes Yes Yes Yes Bracken was 
present but cover 
was less than 20 %

E

No No No No Cover of 
suboptimal species 
>5 %, notably 
including nettles

F

No No No No Between 5.3-7 
species per m2 
depending on field

South View, Darfield

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

Grassland - Lowland calcareous grassland
Grassland - Lowland dry acid grassland
Grassland - Lowland meadows
Grassland - Other lowland acid grassland 
Grassland - Other neutral grassland
Grassland - Tall herb communities (H6430) ���>�1�R�W���W�R���E�H���F�R�Q�I�X�V�H�G���Z�L�W�K���W�K�H���7�D�O�O���I�R�U�E�V���V�H�F�R�Q�G�D�U�\���F�R�G�H���±���V�H�H���8�.�+�D�E���J�X�L�G�D�Q�F�H���I�R�U���G�H�W�D�L�O�V���@
Grassland - Upland acid grassland
Grassland - Upland calcareous grassland
Grassland - Upland hay meadows
Sparsely vegetated land - Calaminarian grassland

Habitat Description

On-site or off-site, site name and 
location

�X�N�K�D�E���±���8�.���+�D�E�L�W�D�W���&�O�D�V�V�L�I�L�F�D�W�L�R�Q

UK Habitat Classification (UKHab) Habitat Types

Habitat parcel reference

Grid reference

Limitations (if applicable)

Condition Assessment Criteria

Cover of bracken Pteridium aquilinum  is less than 20% and cover of scrub 
(including bramble Rubus fruticosus  agg.) is less than 5%.

Combined cover of species indicative of suboptimal condition3 and physical 
damage (such as excessive poaching, damage from machinery use or storage, 
damaging levels of access, or any other damaging management activities) 
accounts for less than 5% of total area.

If any invasive non-native plant species4 (as listed on Schedule 9 of WCA5) are 
present, this criterion is automatically failed.

The parcel represents a good example of its habitat type, with a consistently 
high proportion of characteristic indicator species present relevant to the 
specific habitat type (and relative to Footnote 3 suboptimal species which may 

be listed in the UKHab description).1

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

19/05/2025 - Robert Bell

Criterion passed (Yes or No)

Additional Criterion - must be assessed for all non-acid grassland types

There are 10 or more vascular plant species per m2 present, including forbs 
that are characteristic of the habitat type (species referenced in Footnote 3 and 
5 cannot contribute towards this count). 

Note - this criterion is essential for achieving Good condition for non-acid 
grassland types only.

Survey date and 
Surveyor name

Survey reference 
(if relating to a 
wider survey)

Cover of bare ground is between 1% and 5%, including localised areas, for 

example, rabbit warrens2.

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 
insects, birds and small mammals to live and breed. 

https://ukhab.org/
https://ukhab.org/


No No No No

2 2 2 2 Poor condition for 
all such grassland

Condition Assessment Score

Passes 5 criteria Good (3)

Passes 3 or 4 criteria Moderate (2)

Poor (1)

Good (3)

Moderate (2)

Poor (1)

Non-acid grassland types (Result out of 6 criteria)

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

Footnote 2 ���±���)�R�U���H�[�D�P�S�O�H�����W�K�L�V���F�R�X�O�G���L�Q�F�O�X�G�H���V�P�D�O�O�����V�F�D�W�W�H�U�H�G���D�U�H�D�V���R�I���E�D�U�H���J�U�R�X�Q�G���D�O�O�R�Z�L�Q�J���I�R�U���S�O�D�Q�W���F�R�O�R�Q�L�V�D�W�L�R�Q�����R�U���O�R�F�D�O�L�V�H�G���S�D�W�F�K�H�V���Q�R�W���H�[�F�H�H�G�L�Q�J���������F�R�Y�H�U��

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 �±���$�V�V�H�V�V���W�K�L�V���I�R�U���H�D�F�K���G�L�V�W�L�Q�F�W���K�D�E�L�W�D�W���S�D�U�F�H�O�����,�I���W�K�H���G�L�V�W�U�L�E�X�W�L�R�Q���R�I���L�Q�Y�D�V�L�Y�H���Q�R�Q���Q�D�W�L�Y�H���V�S�H�F�L�H�V���Y�D�U�L�H�V���D�F�U�R�V�V���W�K�H���K�D�E�L�W�D�W�����V�S�O�L�W���L�Q�W�R���S�D�U�F�H�O�V���D�F�F�R�U�G�L�Q�J�O�\�����D�S�S�O�\�L�Q�J���D���E�X�I�I�H�U���]�R�Q�H���D�U�R�X�Q�G���W�K�H���L�Q�Y�D�V�L�Y�H���Q�R�Q��
native species with a size relative to its risk of spread into adjacent habitat, by applying professional judgement. 
  
Footnote 5 �±���:�L�O�G�O�L�I�H���D�Q�G���&�R�X�Q�W�U�\�V�L�G�H���$�F�W���������������D�V���D�P�H�Q�G�H�G����

Condition Assessment Result

Passes 2 or fewer criteria

Passes 5 or 6 criteria, including 
essential criterion A and additional 
criterion F.

Passes 3 - 5 criteria, including 
essential criterion A.

Score Achieved ×/ �6

Acid grassland types (Result out of 5 criteria)

Notes

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

Number of criteria passed

Passes 2 or fewer criteria; 
OR 
Passes 3 or 4 criteria excluding 
criterion A and F.

Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score



UK Habitat Classification (UKHab) Habitat Type

Notes (such 
as 
justification)

A

No 4 species per 
m2

B

Yes

C

Yes

D

No Yes, extensive 
tipped waste, 
extensive over 
grazing

E 

No Bare ground 
exceeded 10 
%

F

Yes

G

Yes

No

3

Condition Assessment Score

Good (3)

Moderate (2)

Poor (1)

Condition Sheet: GRASSLAND Habitat Type (low distinctiveness)

Grassland - Modified grassland
Habitat Description

�X�N�K�D�E���±���8�.���+�D�E�L�W�D�W���&�O�D�V�V�L�I�L�F�D�W�L�R�Q

Survey date and 
Surveyor name

19/05/2025 - Robert Bell

Survey reference 
(if relating to a 
wider survey)

On-site or off-site, site name and 
location

South View, Darfield

Habitat parcel reference

Grid reference

Passes 3 or fewer criteria; 
OR 
Passes 4 - 6 criteria (excluding 
criterion A)

Criterion passed (Yes or No)

Score Achieved ×/ �6

There are 6-8 vascular plant species per m2 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 m2 

(excluding those listed in Footnote 1), please review the full UKHab description to assess 
whether the grassland should instead be classified as a higher distinctiveness grassland. 
Where a grassland is classed as medium, high, or very high distinctiveness, please use the 
relevant condition sheet. 

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. 

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.

N/A

Limitations (if applicable)

Condition Assessment Criteria

Condition Assessment Result (out 
of 7 criteria)

Passes 6 or 7 criteria including 
passing essential criterion A

Passes 4 or 5 criteria including 
passing essential criterion A

Physical damage is evident in less than 5% of total grassland area. Examples of physical 
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)2.

Cover of bracken Pteridium aquilinum  is less than 20%.

There is an absence of invasive non-native plant species3 (as listed on Schedule 9 of WCA4).

Essential criterion achieved (Yes or No)

Number of criteria passed

https://ukhab.org/
https://ukhab.org/


Footnotes
Footnote 1 ���±���&�U�H�H�S�L�Q�J���W�K�L�V�W�O�H��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 ���±���)�R�U���H�[�D�P�S�O�H�����W�K�L�V���F�R�X�O�G���L�Q�F�O�X�G�H���V�P�D�O�O�����V�F�D�W�W�H�U�H�G���D�U�H�D�V���R�I���E�D�U�H���J�U�R�X�Q�G���D�O�O�R�Z�L�Q�J���H�V�W�D�E�O�L�V�K�P�H�Q�W���R�I���Q�H�Z���V�S�H�F�L�H�V�����R�U���O�R�F�D�O�L�V�H�G���S�D�W�F�K�H�V���Z�K�H�U�H���Q�R�W���H�[�F�H�H�G�L�Q�J�����������F�R�Y�H�U����

Footnote 3 ���±���$�V�V�H�V�V���W�K�L�V���I�R�U���H�D�F�K���G�L�V�W�L�Q�F�W���K�D�E�L�W�D�W���S�D�U�F�H�O�����,�I���W�K�H���G�L�V�W�U�L�E�X�W�L�R�Q���R�I���L�Q�Y�D�V�L�Y�H���Q�R�Q���Q�D�W�L�Y�H���V�S�H�F�L�H�V���Y�D�U�L�H�V���D�F�U�R�V�V���W�K�H���K�D�E�L�W�D�W�����V�S�O�L�W���L�Q�W�R���S�D�U�F�H�O�V���D�F�F�R�U�G�L�Q�J�O�\�����D�S�S�O�\�L�Q�J���D���E�X�I�I�H�U���]�R�Q�H���D�U�R�X�Q�G���W�K�H���L�Q�Y�D�V�L�Y�H���Q�R�Q��
native species with a size relative to its risk of spread into adjacent habitat, using professional judgement.

Footnote 4 ���±���:�L�O�G�O�L�I�H���D�Q�G���&�R�X�Q�W�U�\�V�L�G�H���$�F�W���������������D�V���D�P�H�Q�G�H�G����

Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score



Survey date and 
Surveyor name

Survey reference 
(if relating to a 
wider survey)

H1 H2

Notes (such as 
justification)

A1. Height >1.5 m average along length Yes Yes

A2. Width >1.5 m average along length Yes Yes

B1.
Gap - hedge 
base

Gap between ground and base 
of canopy <0.5 m for >90% of 
length

Yes Yes

Condition Assessment Details

�$���V�H�U�L�H�V���R�I���W�H�Q���D�W�W�U�L�E�X�W�H�V�����U�H�S�U�H�V�H�Q�W�L�Q�J���N�H�\���S�K�\�V�L�F�D�O���F�K�D�U�D�F�W�H�U�L�V�W�L�F�V���D�U�H���X�V�H�G���I�R�U���W�K�L�V���D�V�V�H�V�V�P�H�Q�W�����(�D�F�K���D�W�W�U�L�E�X�W�H���L�V���D�V�V�L�J�Q�H�G���W�R���R�Q�H���R�I���I�L�Y�H���I�X�Q�F�W�L�R�Q�D�O���J�U�R�X�S�V�����$���±���(�����D�Q�G���W�K�H��
�F�R�Q�G�L�W�L�R�Q���R�I���D���K�H�G�J�H�U�R�Z���L�V���D�V�V�H�V�V�H�G���D�F�F�R�U�G�L�Q�J���W�R���W�K�H���Q�X�P�E�H�U���R�I���D�W�W�U�L�E�X�W�H�V���I�U�R�P���W�K�H�V�H���I�X�Q�F�W�L�R�Q�D�O���J�U�R�X�S�V���Z�K�L�F�K���S�D�V�V���R�U���I�D�L�O���W�K�H���µ�I�D�Y�R�X�U�D�E�O�H���F�R�Q�G�L�W�L�R�Q�¶���F�U�L�W�H�U�L�D����

This assessment is based on the Hedgerow Survey Handbook1 and Favourable Conservation Status document2. For further clarification please refer to the Hedgerow Survey 
Handbook. 

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

Limitations (if 
applicable)

N/A

Condition sheet: HEDGEROW Habitat Types

Habitat Type

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

On-site or off-site, 
site name and 
location

South View, Darfield

19/05/2025 - Robert Bell

Habitat Description 

See the Statutory Biodiversity Metric Technical Annex 2 and UK Habitat Classification: �X�N�K�D�E���±���8�.���+�D�E�L�W�D�W���&�O�D�V�V�L�I�L�F�D�W�L�R�Q

Hedgerow favourable condition attributes

Core groups - applicable to all hedgerow types

Criteria - the minimum 
requirements for 
�µ�I�D�Y�R�X�U�D�E�O�H���F�R�Q�G�L�W�L�R�Q�¶��

Criteria description

Habitat parcel reference

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

Newly laid or coppiced hedgerows are 
indicative of good management and 
pass this criterion for up to a maximum 
of four years (if undertaken according to 
good practice).

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

�7�K�L�V���L�V���W�K�H���Y�H�U�W�L�F�D�O���µ�J�D�S�S�L�Q�H�V�V�¶���R�I���W�K�H��
woody component of the hedgerow, 
and its distance from the ground to the 
lowest leafy growth.

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

Grid reference

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

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

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

Criterion passed (Yes or No)

Attributes and 
functional 
groupings (A, B, 
C, D and E) 

https://ukhab.org/
https://ukhab.org/
https://ukhab.org/
https://ukhab.org/
https://ukhab.org/


B2.
Gap - hedge 
canopy 
continuity

Gaps make up <10% of total 
length; and 
No canopy gaps >5 m

Yes Yes

C1.

Undisturbed 
ground and 
perennial 
vegetation

>1 m width of undisturbed 
ground with perennial 
herbaceous vegetation for 
>90% of length:
· Measured from outer edge of 
hedgerow; and
· Is present on one side of the 
hedgerow (at least).

Yes Yes

C2.

Nutrient-
enriched 
perennial 
vegetation

Plant species indicative of 
nutrient enrichment of soils 
dominate <20% cover of the 
area of undisturbed ground.

No No

Nettle growth 
across more than 
20 % of undisturbed 
ground

D1.
Invasive and 
neophyte 
species

>90% of the hedgerow and 
undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native plant 
species (including those listed 

on Schedule 9 of WCA3) and 
recently introduced species.

Yes Yes

D2.
Current 
damage

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

No No

More than 10 % of 
hedgerow base 
impacted by 
damage (typically 
tipped washe or 
corrugated metal 
sheeting)

E1. Tree class

There is more than one age-
class (or morphology) of tree 
present (for example: young, 
mature, veteran and or 

ancient8), and there is on 
average at least one mature, 
ancient or veteran tree present 
per 20 - 50m of hedgerow.

N/A N/A

E2. Tree health

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

N/A N/A

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

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

Additional group - applicable to hedgerows with trees only

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

This criterion identifies if the trees are 
subject to damage which compromises 
the survival and health of the individual 
specimens.

Good

Category

The hedgerow condition assessment generates a weighting (score) ranging from 1 - 3, which is used within the Statutory Biodiversity Metric. The scores for each are set out in the 
tables below.

�7�K�L�V���L�V���W�K�H���K�R�U�L�]�R�Q�W�D�O���µ�J�D�S�S�L�Q�H�V�V�¶���R�I���W�K�H��
woody component of the hedgerow. 
Gaps are complete breaks in the woody 
canopy (no matter how small). 

Access points and gates contribute to 
�W�K�H���R�Y�H�U�D�O�O���µ�J�D�S�S�L�Q�H�V�V�¶���E�X�W���D�U�H���Q�R�W��
subject to the >5 m criterion (as this is 
the typical size of a gate).

This is the level of disturbance 
(excluding wildlife disturbance) at the 
base of the hedgerow.

Undisturbed ground is present for at 
least 90% of the hedgerow length, 
greater than 1 m in width and must be 
present along at least one side of the 
hedgerow. 

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

The indicator species used are nettles 
Urtica spp., cleavers Galium aparine 
and docks Rumex  spp. Their presence, 
either singly or together, does not 
exceed the 20% cover threshold.

Recently introduced species refer to 
plants that have naturalised in the UK 
since AD 1500 (neophytes).  
Archaeophytes count as natives. For 
information on archaeophytes and 

neophytes see the JNCC website4, as 

well as the BSBI website5 where the 
�µ�2�Q�O�L�Q�H���$�W�O�D�V���R�I���W�K�H���%�U�L�W�L�V�K���D�Q�G���,�U�L�V�K��

�)�O�R�U�D�¶6 contains an up-to-date list of the 
status of species. For information on 
invasive non-native species see the GB 

Non-Native Secretariat website7.

Condition categories for hedgerows without trees

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

Category Requirements Metric Score

3



Moderate

Category

Good

Poor

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

No more than 5 failures in total; 
AND 
Does not fail both attributes in more than one functional group
(for example, fails attributes A1, A2, B1, C2 and E1 = Moderate 
condition).

Category Requirements

Moderate

Poor

Score achieved:

3

Score achieved:

1

Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score

2

1

Condition categories for hedgerows with trees

No more than 4 failures in total; 
AND
Does not fail both attributes in more than one functional group (for 
example, fails attributes A1, A2, B1 and C2 = Moderate 
condition).

Fails a total of more than 4 attributes; 
OR
Fails both attributes in more than one functional group (for 
example, fails attributes A1, A2, B1 and B2 = Poor condition).

Fails a total of more than 5 attributes; 
OR 
Fails both attributes in more than one functional group (for 
example, fails attributes A1, A2, B1 and B2 = Poor condition).

Metric score

2



Notes (such 
as 
justification)

A

No

B

No

C

Yes

D

Yes

E

No

2 Poor 
condition 

Condition Assessment Score

Good (3)

Moderate (2)

Poor (1)

Condition Sheet: LINE OF TREES Habitat Type

Habitat Types

Line of trees
�/�L�Q�H���R�I���W�U�H�H�V���±���D�V�V�R�F�L�D�W�H�G���Z�L�W�K���E�D�Q�N���R�U���G�L�W�F�K
Ecologically valuable line of trees
�(�F�R�O�R�J�L�F�D�O�O�\���Y�D�O�X�D�E�O�H���O�L�Q�H���R�I���W�U�H�H�V���±���D�V�V�R�F�L�D�W�H�G���Z�L�W�K���E�D�Q�N���R�U���G�L�W�F�K

On-site or off-site, site name and 
location Survey 

reference (if 
relating to a 
wider survey)

19/05/2025 - Robert Bell

Habitat Description

See the Statutory Biodiversity Metric User Guide.

This assessment is based on the Hedgerow Survey Handbook1. For further clarifications please refer to the Handbook.  
Where ancient and veteran trees are present within the line of trees, see Footnote 2 for standing advice.

South View, Darfield

Condition Assessment Criteria

Survey date 
and Surveyor 
name

One or more trees has veteran features and or natural ecological 
niches for vertebrates and invertebrates, such as presence of 
standing and attached deadwood, cavities, ivy or loose bark.

At least 70% of trees are native species.

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

Criterion passed (Yes or No)

Habitat parcel reference

Grid reference

Number of criteria passed

Score Achieved ×/ �6

Limitations (if applicable)

There is an undisturbed naturally-vegetated strip of at least 6 m on 
both sides to protect the line of trees from farming and other 
human activities (excluding grazing). Where veteran trees are 

present, root protection areas should follow standing advice2.

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

Condition Assessment Result 
(out of 5 criteria)

Passes 5 criteria

Passes 3 or 4 criteria

Passes 2 or fewer criteria

Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score



 

Appendix 7. Individual Tree Condition Assessment Table 
 

Tree number 
(Arboricultural 
Report) T1 T2 G3 T4 T5 G6 T8 

G14 
(Part 
1) 

G14 
(Part 2) 

Number of 
component trees 1 1 1 1 1 5 1 3 1 

Size Small 
Mediu
m Small Small Small Small Small 

Smal
l Small 

A - Tree is a native 
species Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes 
B - Tree canopy is 
predominantly 
continuous Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes 
C - The tree is 
mature No Yes No No No No No No No 
D - There is little or 
no evidence of an 
adverse impact on 
tree health by 
human activities No No No No No No No No Yes 
E - Natural 
ecological niches 
for vertebrates and 
invertebrates are 
present Yes No No No No No Yes No No 
F - More than 20 % 
of the tree canopy 
is oversailing 
vegetation 
beneath Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Condition 
Moder
ate 

Moder
ate 

Modera
te 

Moder
ate 

Moder
ate 

Moder
ate 

Moder
ate Poor 

Modera
te 

Notes 

Pruning 
wounds 
and 
compa
ction 
damag
e 

Bark 
dama
ge 

Compa
ction 

Bark 
dama
ge 
and 
expos
ed 
roots 

Bark 
dama
ge 
and 
expos
ed 
roots 

Soil 
erosio
n and 
expos
ed 
roots 

Pruning 
wounds
, soil 
erosion
, bark 
damag
e and 
compa
ction 

Two 
apple 
and 
one 
pear. 
Dam
age 
from 
grazi
ng 

One 
pedunc
ulate 
oak 



 

Appendix 8. Tree Constraints Plan 
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Appendix 9. Biodiversity Metric Headline Results 



 

Appendix 10. Proposed Habitat Plan For Metric 
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33 Wilthorpe Road, Barnsley, South Yorkshire, S75 1JA
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Middleton Bell Ecology

Site boundary (11,378.2m2)

UK Habitat Survey (Primary Habitats)

g3c - Other neutral grassland (731.7m2)

g4 - Modified grassland (186.9m2)

h3h - Mixed scrub (722.2m2)

u1b - Developed land; sealed surface (6,987.7m2)

828 - Vegetated garden (2,749.7m2)

h2a - Other native hedgerow, retained (55.9m)

VVVVVVVVV h2a5 - Species-rich native hedgerow (66.8m)

! 32 - Scattered tree, small newly planted (22)



 

Appendix 11. Bat Box, Bird Box and Hedgehog Hole Plan 



 

Appendix 12. Bats and Roofing Membranes 
 

Standard roof membranes can cause the death of significant numbers of bats. Traditional 
bitumen coated roofing felt is recommended where roosting bats are expected to be present.   

The problem 

Standard non-bitumen coated membranes (including almost all breathable membranes) used 
below roof slates and tiles present a significant problem for bats. Over time, strands are pulled 
away from the surface of these materials as bats crawl over them. These fuzzy strands are 
very strong and can tangle and trap bats, sometimes causing the death of bats over multiple 
years1. 

One example we have encountered comprised a pipistrelle roost which formed in a building 
extension constructed in 2009. Over the course of just 13 years the roofing felt degraded to 
the extent that it trapped and killed more than 10 bats. Fortunately, the problem in this roost 
was identified and remedial work was undertaken to replace the roofing membrane in 2022.   

Plate A12.1. Four dead pipistrelles tangled in breathable roofing membrane  

 
Although a new roof might be considered to lack potential bat access points, that is often not 
the case. Roofs covered with stone slates almost always have gaps large enough to be 
accessed by bats, this is often also the case where imitation stone slates are used. On older 
buildings the uneven roof timbers and/or building design also often results in gaps on wall tops 
and between slates. Even on new builds it is often possible for bats to access potential roosts 
via features such as dry verge capping. Some bats can access a space no wider than a biro 
pen, therefore it is not surprising that they can find their way into most buildings.   

Safe roofing membranes (and membranes behind cladding) 

From a bat perspective, the best membrane option for areas where roosts are expected 
comprises traditional hessian-backed Type 1F bituminous felt. This product has been widely 
and safely used as a secondary weather barrier since approximately the 1950s/1960s. 
Wooden sarking has also been used for many decades and if appropriately treated, is safe for 
use in bat roosts. Wooden sarking also has the benefit of providing adding additional insulation 

 
1 Wearing S. Essah E., Gunnel K. & Bonser R. (2013) Double jeopardy: the potential for problems when bats 
interact with breathable roofing membranes in the United Kingdom. Architecture and Environment 



https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/bats-apply-for-a-mitigation-licence#full-publication-update-history:~:text=Use%20of%20safe%20roofing%20membranes
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/bats-apply-for-a-mitigation-licence#full-publication-update-history:~:text=Use%20of%20safe%20roofing%20membranes
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