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1. INTRODUCTION.

1.1. Planning Consent, reference 2020/1417 has been granted for the construction of a
group of pods and a lake at the eastern side of the Burntwood Hotel site.

1.2. Planning Condition 3 states the following:

“Notwithstanding the approved plans, on commencement of development, a revised
version of the Landscape Management and Maintenance Plan, cross referencing its
habitat management with the Biodiversity Net Gain Condition Assessment for
Grassland in the Defra Metric 2.0 Technical Supplement shall be submitted to and
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The development and long-term
management (to 30 years) shall be carried out in accordance with the approved
details.”

1.3. This document has been prepared to satisfy that planning condition. Not by the
revision of the Landscape Management and Maintenance Plan (LMMP), produced by
Bond Bryan, dated 11" May 2021, but by documenting how the LMMP ensures that
the grassland reaches the condition assessment of fairly good in line with the Metric
2.0 technical supplement.
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2. PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT PLAN.
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2.1. The above shows the layout of the site, including the location of the lodges, pond,
shrub planting and wildflower meadow creation, which is the area in which this
document relates to.

2.2. The full landscaping plan is available as a separate document and is easier to read
than the above.
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3. GRASSLAND CONDITION ASSESSMENT.

3.1. The Preliminary Ecological Appraisal which supported the planning application,
was accompanied by a Metric 2.0 calculation, specifying that condition of the
enhanced grassland would reach fairly good.

3.2. Bond Bryan have produced an LMMP documenting the maintenance and
management of this habitat. Shown below are reasons why, providing the LMMP is
strictly followed, each of the criterion will be achieved.

3.2.1. Criterion 1: The area is clearly and easily recognisable as a good example of
this type of habitat and there is little difference between what is described in the
relevant habitat classifications and what is visible on site.

3.2.1.1. The grassland should be recognisable as a good example of a wildflower
meadow due to the precise management schedule documented in the LMMP along
with the species mix being typical of a high-quality grassland, including nine
indicator species of lowland meadows. The management regime specified on page 9
of the LMMP documents how the habitat will be established.

Wild Flower Meadow Grass Seed Mix 01- for main Site
-To be used for arsas defined as Widflower Meadow Grassland’
“Source : (basad on) Emorsgate Seeds EM4 Meadow Muture for Clay Solls
“Sowing rate - dg/m2
Spacles % per Mix me
_A:‘J‘.'l.l.lee miflefolivm MYamow/ emsmeeemes 0.5% 27
3.5% 1891
0% S5
2.5% 137
0.4% 22
0.5% 27
0.5% 27
0. 2% 11
1.0% S5
1.0% S
0% S5
Z2.0% 108
2. 0% 108
1.4% i
0.4% 22
2.0% 108
Tnfolum pratense Wikd Red Cloven 0.1% c]
20%
Grasses
| Agrostis capilans /Comman Bent/ 10.0% 547
[AlpecuLs pratansis [ — Z.0% 108
Anthoxanthum odo 2Z.0% 108
res e (Guasng o s
| Cynosuis e . 36.0% 1969
|Festuca mbe Sler o 24.0% 1313
Fhieum berfolond ISmaller Cat's-taill 4.0% 218
[Hordeum secalinum IMeadow Badeyl 1.0% 55
0%
Totals 100% 5470

3.2.2. Criterion 2: The appearance and composition of the vegetation on site should
very closely match the characteristics for the specific Priority Habitat [i.e as described
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by either the Phase 1 Habitat Classification or the UK Habitat Classification], with
species typical of the habitat representing a significant majority of the vegetation.

3.2.2.1. The above reasoning also applies to this criterion.

3.2.3. Criterion 3: Wildflowers, sedges and indicator species for the specific Priority
grassland habitat are very clearly and easily visible throughout the sward and occur at
high densities in high frequency. See relevant Habitat Classification for details of
indicator species for specific habitat.

3.2.3.1. The species table shown above, extracted from the LMMP specifies the exact
species mix which is to be used and confirms that 20% of the sward will be made up
of a wildflower meadows, meaning they will be easible visible throughout. It is
unclear what constitutes ‘high densities in high frequency’ but assuming this means
that localised patches will have a great abundance than the 20%, then this should be
achievable through the natural colonisation of the grassland. Species such as bird’s
foot trefoil will often form clumps, likely in high frequency.

3.2.4. Criterion 4: Undesirable species and physical damage is below 5% cover.

3.2.4.1. As above, the species mix is shown and contains no undesirable species. The
management regime on page 9 of the LMMP details how any such undesirable
species will be spot treated to ensure they do not establish.

3.2.5. Criterion 5: Cover of bare ground greater than 10% (including localised areas,
for example, rabbit warrens).

3.2.5.1. This should be achievable, but is typically the hardest to guarantee as the
grassland will be accessible to lodge users and dogs etc, which can result in section
becoming worn down. However, this is very unlikely to reach greater than 10%. On
going monitoring checks are planned for the next thirty years, and should it reach a
stage where it appears to be reaching 10% bare ground, then signage or fencing will
be erected to prevent access until the grassland has recovered to its original condition.

3.2.6. Criterion 6: Cover of bracken less than 20% and cover of scrub and bramble
less than 5%.



3.2.6.1. Easily achieved, no bracken is currently present and none will be. Should for
any reason it appear, which is extremely unlikely, it will be instantly removed.

3.3. As can be seen from the above, all criterion can be achieved comfortably by
following the plan set out in the LMMP which should result in a score of good.
However, on the Metric 2.0 supplement, which includes the condition assessment, the
wording for good condition grassland states that “Wildflower and sedges above 30%
excluding white clover Trifolium repens, creeping buttercup Ranunculus repens and
injurious weeds”. The grassland will fall short of that, with a 20% cover, so the score
has been downgraded to fairly good.
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