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1 Introduction

1.1  Site Description

1.1.1  The site is a former coke works, located on Lund Hill Lane (B6428), to the east of
Royston at ordnance survey grid reference SE 374121 (Figure 1 located in Section 7).

1.2 Description of Project and Background to Commission

1.2.1  This ecological report has been prepared by Skyline Ecology on behalf of the client. It
is understood that the report is to form a planning application for the development of
the site for residential housing.

1.3  Aims of Study
1.3.1  The objectives of the study are as follows:
®  Present current biodiversity base line conditions of the site;

®  Present proposed on-site habitat creation, enhancement and accelerated
succession;

®  Present proposed off-site habitat creation, enhancement and accelerated
succession; and

®  Provide results through the Biodiversity Metric 2.0 calculation tool.

1.3.2  The updated National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) published in February 2019
states that:

“Planning Policies and decisions should contribute to and enhance the natural and
local environment by... minimising impacts on and providing net gains for
biodiversity, including by establishing coherent ecological networks that are more
resilient to current and future pressures.”

1.3.3  The updated Planning Policy Guidance (PPG) for the Natural Environment, updated in
July 2019 states that:

“Net gain in planning describes an approach to development that leaves the natural
environment in a measurably better state than it was beforehand.”

1.3.4  The updated PPG provides examples of how biodiversity net gain can be achieved.
Measures suggested include creating new habitats and enhancing existing habitats.

1.3.5  This report uses the DEFRA Biodiversity Metric 2.0 Calculation Tool Beta Test
(published July 2019) to produce a quantifiable amount of biodiversity units produced
post-construction, and compare them to the baseline biodiversity unit’s pre-
construction, to determine if the development would result in a net gain or net loss in
biodiversity.



2 Methods

2.1.1  This report has been produced in accordance with the methodology set out in the
Biodiversity Metric 2.0 — User Guide and The Biodiversity Metric 2.0 —Technical
Supplement

2.2 Data Sources

2.2.1  The Extended Phase 1 Habitat surveys undertaken in 2019 and further protected
species survey visits in 2020 have been used to determine the size and condition of
each baseline habitat type.

2.3 Limitations and Assumptions

2.3.1  The list of habitats provided in the DEFRA calculator are not all directly comparable
with the habitats within the development both pre-and post-construction. As a result,
professional judgement has been used to best match pre-and post-construction habitat
types to those available within the DEFRA calculator.

2.3.2 It should be noted that all habitat creation calculations have been calculated using the
indicative masterplan and therefore some of the figures for habitat creation may
change slightly. These calculations should be reviewed when the detailed masterplan
has been completed. It is likely that additional habitats will be included within the
masterplan which should also be considered. In addition, biodiversity units for areas
such as gardens and green landscaping, can only be accurately assessed within the
detailed Landscape Masterplan (LMP), and have therefore been estimated in this
report. These estimates are conservative therefore, the final LMP may produce a
higher percentage of net gain.



3 Results

3.1.1  This section sets out the baseline conditions identified within the Phase 1 habitat
survey (Figure 2 located in Section 7). Drawings have been made of each habitat type
with individual reference points for the location and size of each habitat type (Figures
3 to 8 located in Section 7).

3.2 Baseline Habitat Types
Woodland

3.2.1  The woodland blocks have been categorised into specific distinct woodland areas. The
woodland to the north of the site (1) is an area of lowland mixed deciduous woodland
and is the most ecologically interesting. Other woodland blocks are either young
plantation or young secondary woodland currently succeeding from scrub.

Grassland

3.2.2  The majority of grassland is located in small patches and consists of amenity grassland
which is succeeding into tall ruderals, marshy grassland, and an area of seeded
modified grassland.

Scrub
3.23  Mixed native scrub habitat located around the boundaries of the study site.
Open water

3.24  Consisting of two artificial lagoons of limited ecological interest and a small
naturalised seasonal pond.

Tall ruderals
3.2.5  Small stands of tall ruderals located within discrete parts of the site.
Bare Ground

3.2.6  There are two distinct types of bare ground within the development boundary,
although the category of “vacant/derelictland/bareground” fits with some of the site,
the majority of the site consists of demolished buildings with areas of hardstanding,
which are the former footings or concrete pads. These areas therefore have been
categorised as “Developed Land - sealed surface”.

3.3 Baseline, Pre-construction Biodiversity Units

3.3.1 A summary of the baseline results from the DEFRA biodiversity metric are shown in
Table 1. Note that the summary for hedgerow baseline data is not displayed as there
are no hedgerows on the site.



Table 1: Baseline Habitat Biodiversity Units

Ref | Habitat Type Distinctiveness Condition Connectivity Strategic Significance Biodiversity Units

1 Woodland and forest - Lowland 1.56 High 6 Moderate 2
mixed deciduous woodland

2 Woodland and forest - Other 0.28 Medium 4 Fairly Poor 1.5
woodland; broadleaved

3 Woodland and forest - Other 04 Medium 4 Poor 1
woodland; broadleaved

4 Woodland and forest - Other 0.76 Medium 4 Fairly Poor 1.5
woodland; broadleaved

5 Woodland and forest - Other 0.08 Medium 4 Poor 1
woodland; broadleaved

6 Woodland and forest - Other 0.32 Medium 4 Poor 1
woodland; Young Trees planted

7 Woodland and forest - Other 0.58 Medium 4 Fairly Poor 1.5
woodland; broadleaved

8 Grassland - Other neutral 0.03 Medium 4 Moderate 2
grassland

9 Urban - Amenity grassland 0.06 Low 2 Poor 1

10 | Urban - Amenity grassland 0.01 Low 2 Poor 1

11 | Urban - Amenity grassland 0.01 Low 2 Fairly Poor 1.5

12 | Grassland - Other neutral 0.07 Medium 4 Fairly Poor 1.5
grassland

13 | Grassland - Modified grassland 0.51 Low 2 Fairly Poor 1.5

14 | Heathland and shrub - Mixed 0.19 Medium 4 Fairly Poor 1.5
scrub

15 | Heathland and shrub - Mixed 0.06 Medium 4 Fairly Poor 1.5
scrub

16 | Heathland and shrub - Mixed 0.25 Medium 4 Moderate 2
scrub

17 | Heathland and shrub - Mixed 0.36 Medium 4 Moderate 2
scrub

18 | Sparsely vegetated land - 0.1 Low 2 Fairly Poor 1.5
Ruderal/Ephemeral

19 | Sparsely vegetated land - 0.37 Low 2 Moderate 2

Ruderal/Ephemeral




Ref | Habitat Type Distinctiveness Condition Connectivity Strategic Significance Biodiversity Units
20 | Sparsely vegetated land - 0.07 Low 2 Fairly Poor 1.5
Ruderal/Ephemeral
21 | Urban - Artificial lake or pond 0.12 Medium 4 Moderate 2
22 | Urban - Artificial lake or pond 0.03 Medium 4 Poor 1
23 Lakes - Ponds (Non- Priority 0.01 High 6 Poor 1
Habitat)
24 | Urban - Vacant/derelict land/ 1 Low 2 Poor 1
bareground
25 | Urban - Developed land; sealed 9.5 V.Low 0 N/A - Other 0
surface
Total 54.96
3.4 Post Construction Biodiversity Unit
3.4.1 A summary of the results of the DEFRA Biodiversity Metric for post-construction enhancement is shown in Table 2, 3, 4 and 5. 2.

Table 2: Post Construction Habitat Enhancement

Ref | Habitat Area Area Area Distinct- | Condition Strategic Time to target Difficulty of Biodiversity
Type retained | enhanced | succession | iveness | Change significance condition/years | enhancement | units
Change category delivered
1 Woodland 1.56 High - Moderate - Within area 20 High 25.76
and forest - High Fairly Good formally identified
Lowland in local strategy
mixed
deciduous
woodland
2 Woodland 0.28 Medium - | Fairly Poor - Area/compensation | 15 Medium 2.09
and forest - Medium | Moderate not in local
Other strategy/ no local
woodland; strategy
mixed




Ref | Habitat Area Area Area Distinct- | Condition Strategic Time to target Difficulty of Biodiversity
Type retained | enhanced | succession | iveness | Change significance condition/years | enhancement | units
Change category delivered
6 Woodland 0.14 Medium - | Poor - Area/compensation | 15 Medium 0.86
and forest - Medium | Moderate not in local
Other strategy/ no local
woodland; strategy
broadleaved
7 Woodland 0.15 Medium - | Fairly Poor - Area/compensation | 20 Medium 1.26
and forest - Medium | Fairly Good not in local
Other strategy/ no local
woodland; strategy
broadleaved
12 | Grassland - 0.07 Medium - | Fairly Poor - Area/compensation | 15 Low 0.64
Other Medium | Fairly Good not in local
neutral strategy/ no local
grassland strategy
14 | Heathland 0.19 Medium - | Fairly Poor - Area/compensation | 5 Low 1.95
and shrub - Medium | Fairly Good not in local
Mixed scrub strategy/ no local
strategy
16 | Heathland 0.25 Medium - | Moderate - Area/compensation | 2 Low 2.71
and shrub - Medium | Fairly Good not in local
Mixed scrub strategy/ no local
strategy
Total 35.27
3.42  All of the terrestrial habitats will be improved through the creation of a LEMP. It should be noted that the majority of the habitats to be

retained are currently poor or fairly poor quality and are limited to the boundaries of the site.




Table 3: Post Construction Habitat Succession

Ref | Habitat Area Proposed Habitat | Distinct- | Condition Strategic significance | Time to target Difficulty of Habitat

Type Succession iveness Change condition/years | enhancement | units

Change category delivered

1 Woodland 0.36 Woodland and Medium - | Moderate - Area/compensation not | 25 Medium 4.14

and forest - forest - Other Medium Moderate in local strategy/ no

Lowland woodland; mixed local strategy

mixed

deciduous

woodland
Total 4.14

Table 4: Post Construction Habitat Creation
Habitat Type Area | Distinctiveness | Condition | Connectivity Strategic Time to target Difficulty of Habitat
significance condition/years | enhancement | units
category delivered
Lakes - Ponds (Priority 0.1 High Fairly Good | Highly connected | High strategic 7 Medium 1.04
Habitat) habitat significance
Grassland - Other neutral | 0.65 | Medium Moderate Moderately Low Strategic 10 Low 4.01
grassland connected habitat | Significance
Urban - Developed land; | 6 V.Low N/A - Other | Unconnected Low Strategic 0 Low 0.00
sealed surface habitat Significance
Grassland - Upland hay 0.08 | V.High Moderate Moderately Medium 15 High 0.30
meadows connected habitat | strategic
significance

Urban - Vegetated 4 Low Poor Moderately Low Strategic 1 Low 8.49
garden connected habitat | Significance
Urban - Sustainable 0.47 | Low Fairly Good | Moderately Low Strategic 4 Medium 1.50
urban drainage feature connected habitat | Significance
Heathland and shrub - 0.36 | Medium Moderate Highly connected | Low Strategic 3 Low 2.98
Mixed scrub habitat Significance
Total 18.32




Table 5: Post Construction Hedgerow Creation

Habitat Type Length | Distinctiveness | Condition | Connectivity Strategic Time to target Difficulty of Habitat

significance condition/years | enhancement | units
category delivered

Native Species Rich 0.25 Medium Moderate Medium Low strategic 5 Medium 1.23

Hedgerow significance

Native Species Rich 0.25 Medium Moderate High Low Strategic 5 Medium 1.29

Hedgerow Significance

Native Species Rich 0.28 Medium Moderate High Low Strategic 5 Medium 1.44

Hedgerow Significance

Total

3.96




4.1.1

Conclusion and Recommendations

The net gain calculation within this document presents a rough guide as to the likely
net gain outcomes. The net gain calculations are based on an indicative landscape
masterplan and therefore these calculations should be recalculated when a detailed
masterplan has been created. It is likely that more biodiversity benefits can be
achieved during this stage and therefore it is recommended that these calculations are
revisited after this document has been produced.

From the information within this report a net gain is predicted as a result of the
development using the DEFRA Biodiversity Metric Beta Test 2.0. Table 6 shows the
total net gain based on habitat and hedgerows. It should be noted that a percentage
figure has not been given for biodiversity net gain for hedgerows. The current
calculator relies on existing hedgerow length within the baseline data. As no
hedgerows have been recorded any increase in hedgerows will result in an infinite
percentage increase, causing an error in the metric results, therefore only the hedgerow
biodiversity units have been included within the output.

Table 6: Summary of Biodiversity Changes Pre and Post Construction.

Habitat Biodiversity Units Hedgerow Biodiversity
Units
Pre-construction baseline 54.96 0
Post-construction 60.56 5.53
Total unit change 5.60 5.53
Net % change 10.19% N/A

The retention of habitats on site and creation of new habitats have achieved a 10.19%
net habitat biodiversity gain across the site. This figure does not include the increase
of 5.53 hedgerow units which cannot be calculated as a percentage increase as there
are currently no hedgerows on site. However, by taking all habitat units together there
is an overall increase of 12.03% biodiversity net gain.

Whilst there will be a loss of biodiversity units associated with sparsely vegetated
parts of the site such as bare ground, there are overall increases in grassland, shrub,
open water, urban environments, woodland and hedgerows. In addition, there will be
an overall improvement with the condition of retained habitats within the site through
the implementation of a LEMP.



Department for Environment Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA) (December 2019). The
Biodiversity Metric 2.0 auditing and accounting for biodiversity user guide Beta
version. Available at
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/5850908674228224

Department for Environment Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA) (July 2019). The
Biodiversity Metric 2.0 Technical Supplement Beta Test. Available at Department for
Environment Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA) (December 2019).

JNCC (2010) Handbook for Phase 1 habitat survey: A technique for environmental
audit.

UK Habitat Classification Working Group (2018). UK Habitat Classification —Habitat
Definitions V1.0 at http://ecountability.co.uk/ukhabworkinggroup-ukhab
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6.1  Figure 1: Red Line Boundary
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Figure 2: Phase 1 Habitat Survey Plan
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6.3 Figure 3: Baseline Woodland Habitats
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6.4

Figure 4: Baseline Grassland Habitats
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6.5

Figure 5: Baseline Scrub and Shrub Habitats
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Figure 6: Baseline Ruderal Habitats
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6.7

Figure 7: Baseline Open Water Habitats
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6.8

Figure 8: Baseline Hardstanding habitats
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Appendix A

Detailed Calculations
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Retention category biodiversity value
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Propesed habitats ‘Habitat condition Ecotogical connectivity Strategic significance Difficulty of
distinctiveness R
Saaline | MW " tongh | Ecological Connectivity Strategic s""x Timototarget | Timototaget | multiplier
ref hadge twe o connectivity v ‘multiplier Sextuk; significance ol condition/years ‘multiplier
number multiplier
1 Native Species Rich Hedgerow .25 Medium Moderate 2 Medium Moderately connected 1 Area/compensation not in local strategy/nc local | Low Strategic 1 5 0837 067
habitat strategy o
2 Native Spocins Rich Hodgeraw 025 | Medium edorata 2 Wigh  [Highlyconnectadnabitar | a5 | ew/eompensstionnotinlocalstrateny/nolocal | Lowstratesic 1 5 0837 s
srategy Significance
Arssfcompensation not in local strategy/no local | Low Strategic
3 Native Species Rich Hedgerow 0.28 Medium Moderate 2 High Highly connected habitat 115 s P 1 s 0,837 0.67
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On-site baseline

On-site post-intervention

(Including habitat retention, creation, enhancement & succession)

Off-site baseline

Off-site post-intervention

(Including habitat retention, creation, enhancement & succession)

Total net unit change

(including all on-site & off-site habitat retention/creation)

Total net % change

(including all on-site & off-site habitat creation + retained habitats)

Habitat units
Hedgerow units
River units

Habitat units
Hedgerow units
River units

Habitat units
Hedgerow units
River units

Habitat units
Hedgerow units
River units

Habitat units
Hedgerow units
River units

Habitat units
Hedgerow units
River units

Hedge units
dalivered



Return to results

Detailed Results

menu

Summary Figures
Net proiect biodi z it Habitat units 2.00
project biodiversity units Helgeewins 553
{including all on-site & off-site habitat retention/creation) River units 0.00
» A - > Habitat units 10.19%
Total project biodiversity % change HedGerowdntts T
(Including all On-site & Off-site Habitat Creation + Retained Habitats) River units 0.00%
On-site habitat retention and enhancement 1 lost by distinctiveness b

Habitats Hedgerows Rivers
Total sitearea / length 16.74

Total site units 54.96 0.00 0.00
Area /length retained 0.51 0.78 0.00
Units Retained 176 156 0.00 [ 0% —
Medium 2,09 56 6%
Area /length enhanced 2.64 0.00 0.00
Baseline units enhanced 3236 0.00 0.00

Distinctiveness category

0% _—0% _o%

= V.High

wHigh

Low 163 44
aV.low
0.36
Area /length succession Viow o
Units succession 3.31
Area/length lost 13.23 0.00 0.00
Unitslost 17.53 0.00 0.00
Combined Biodiversity Unit change
300
250
200
150
100
i I i
o5 | il i . [ ] ||
Cropland Grasland Heathkend and $hrub Rivers and lakes xaa!;&eﬁ'gd fand Urban Wetand Woodendand forest Intertdal sediment Coastal saltmarsh Hocky shore Coastal lagoons
5.0 hoi 4
100
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On site area change by habitat group

Cropland Gmsland Heathandand  Riveraand lakes Spamely u Interteal Coastalsatmarsh  Rocky shore
shrub vegetated land for sediment

widtiogares  mPropowdams  mAre charge

Unit change by habitat group

Cropland Graslind Nnmhnllnd Riversand lses 5 Watlard Whoshnd ard Intertidd  Coastaiseltmanh  Rodkyshore  Coastallageons
-pnu forest sodimant

BEMsTAgvAke  EPmpomdvalue  BUntchange

On-site habitat retention category

On-site habitat retention by category blodiversity units

area (hectares)
wices [ Engh retained
= Units Retained
wAcen [ kogh enhanced » Baseline units enhanced
* Units succession

.
e ko h sucesssion Units fost

v/ kogh lost




On-site

Habitat group

Cropland
Grassland
Heathland and shrub
Rivers and lakes
Sparsely vegetated land
Urban
Wetland
Woodiand and forest
Intertidal sediment
Coastal saltmarsh
Rocky shore
Coastal lagoons

Off-site

Habitat group

Cropland
Grassland
Heathland and shrub
Rivers and lakes
Sparsely vegetated land
Urban
Wetland
Woodland and forest
Intertidal sediment
Coastal saltmarsh
Rocky shore
Coastal lagoons

Combined

Habitat group

Cropland
Grassland
Heathland and shrub
Rivers and lakes
Sparsely vegetated land
Urban
Wetland
Woodland and forest
Intertidal sediment
Coastal saltmarsh
Rocky shore
Coastal lagoons

Baseline Post development on site

Existingarea  Existing value Proposedarea Proposed value

-4.9 12.9
0.0 0.0
0.0 .0
0.0 .0
0.0 0

Baseline Post development Off-site

- Off-site Offsite
BASUNgarea o vahie TTOPOSRAATIR ke change

Baseline Combined Post development Combined change

. tomn Proposed  Proposed
E E h P d d val
xisting area  Existing value Proposedarea Proposed value o N




On Site

Unit
Change

Units Project Percentage

dellvered  wide Unit

off-site

Change

change
above loss

losses not yet
accounted for

Cropland - orchards Cropland 0.00 0.00 A 0.00 0.00

Grassland - Floodplain Wetland Mosaic (CFGM) Grassland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

-Lowland assland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Grassland - Tall herb communities Grassland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Grassland - Upland calcareous grassland Grassland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Heathland and shrub - Lowland Heathland Grassland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Heathland and shrub - Sea buckthorn scrub (Annex 1) Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Heathland and shrub - Upland Heathland Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Lakes - High alkalinity lakes Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Lakes - Low alkalinity |akes Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Lakes - Marl Lakes Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Lakes alkalinity lakes Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Lakes - Peat Lakes Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Lakes - Ponds (Priority Habitat) Lakes 0.00 104 1.04 0.00 1.04

Lakes - Temporary lakes, ponds and pools Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Sparsely vegetated land - Coastal sand dunes Sparsely land 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Sparsely vegotated land - Coastal veg shingle Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Sparsely vegetated land - Inland rock outcrop and scree habitats Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Sparsely land - 1iff and slopes Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Urban - Open Mosaic Habitats on Previously Developed Land Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Wetland - Reedbeds Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Woodland and forest - Lowland beech and yew woodland Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

and forest -1 d d Woodland and forest 0.00 25.76 25.76 0.00 25.76

Woodland and forest - Native pine woodlands Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Woodland and forest - Upland birchwoods Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Wood|and and forest - Upland mixed ashwoods Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Woodland and forest - Upland oakwoad Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

dland and forest - Wet Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

and forest - Wood-p d parkiand Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Coastal lagoons - Coastal lagoons Coastal lagoons 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Rocky shore - High energy littoral rock Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Rocky shore - Moderate energy littoral rock Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Rocky shore - Low energy littoral rock Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Rocky shore - Features of littoral rock Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Intertidal sediment - Littoral coarse sediment Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Intertidal sediment - Littoral sand and muddy sand Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Intertidal sediment - Littoral mud Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Intertidal sediment - Littoral mixed sediments Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Coastal Saltmarsh -saltmarshes and saline reedbeds Coastal Saltmarsh 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Intertidal sediment - Littoral sediments dominated by aquatic anglosperms Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Intertidal sediment - Littoral biogenic reefs Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Intertidal sediment - Features of littoral sediment Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
26.79 0.00 26.79 0.00

26.79
positive the positive values in order for
them to be utilised to offset any deficit in lower distinctiveness
bands
High Trading Acceptable
Trading Down Liability High Distinctiveness/Units 0.00
Not Like For Like/Units 0.00




Medium

Habitat Group

On-Site
units Jost

Units
delivered
on-site

On site Units Project  Percentage

unit delivered wide unit
change off-site change

change

losses not yet

accounted for

above lass

Medium cumulative offset plus high surplus, thisnumber
i ffsi is factored

in

4493

Cropland - Arable field margins cultivated ann ually Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Cropland - Arable field margins game bird mix Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00]
Cropland - Aradle field margins pollen & nectar Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00!
Cropland - Arable field margins tussocky Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00
| Cropland - Cereal crops winter stubble Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00
|Grassland - Bracken 0.00 0.00 0.00]
| Grassland - Other lowland acid grassland 0.00 0.00 0.00]
Grassland - Other neutral grassland 0.26 465 438
Grassland - Upland acid grassland 0.00 0.00 0.00]
Heathland and shrub - Blackthorn scrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Bramble scrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Gorse scrub lﬂenhlanu and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
| d shrub serub | and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Imnmhndnnushmb-nud scrub Iﬂmhlmu andshrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
1 and shrub - Mixed scrub and shrub 0.40 7.64 725
Heathland and shrub - Sea buckthorn sceub (other) 0.00 0.00 0.00,
Lakes - Ditches 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - Reservoirs 0.00 0.00 0.00/
Sparsely ed land - Calaminarian grasslands 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land - Other inland rock and scree 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Allotments 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Artificial lake or pond 124 0.00] 124 124
Urban - Brown roaf 0.00 0.00 0.00) 0.00| 0.00
Urban - Cemeteries and churchyards 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00] 0.00
Urban - Extensive| roof
Urban - Orchard
Urban - Woodland
'Woodland and forest - Felled Woodland and forest
(Woodland and forest - Other Scot’s Pine woodland \Woodland and forest
|Woodland and forest - broadieaved Woodland and forest 824
1 and forest - Other woodland; mixed \Woodland and forest
[Woodland and forest - Other woodland; Young Trees planted |Woodland and forest

Error - Compensation nat Like For Like ar Batter - acceptable if ssme broad habitat typs

Trading Down Liability Medium Distinctiveness/Units
Not Like For Like or Better/Units

Cumulative Trading Error

0.00
948

0.00



Units On site
delivered unit
on-site  change

On-site
units fost

Units

Project  Percentage

delivered wide unit change

off-site

change above loss

losses not yet
accounted for

Low cumulative offset plus high and medium surplus,
thisnumber must bea positive when offsite

Cropland - Cereal crops Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00{ 0.00
Cropland - Cereal crops other Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00f 0.00
Cropland - Horticulture Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00| 0.00
Cropland - Intensive orchards Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00| 0.00
Cropland - Non-cereal crops Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00] 0.00
Cropland - Temperary grass and clover leys Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00| 0.00
- Modified grassland land 0.00 1.76 1.76 0.00] 1.76
Heathiand and shrub - Rhododendron scrub 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00] 0.00
tand - Ruderal, |Heathland and shrub 222 0.00 -2.22 0.00] -2.22 222
Urban -Bioswale Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00| 0.00
Urban -Fagade-bound green wall Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00f 0.00
Urban -Ground based green wall Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00{ 0.00
Urban - Ground level planters Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00| 0.00
Urban - Intensive green roof Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00{ 0.00
Urban -Introduced shrub Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00| 0.00
Urban - Amenity grassland Urban 017 0.00 ©.17 0.00] ©.17 017
Urban -Rain garden Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00] 0.00
Urban -Sand pit quarry or open cast mine Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban -Street Tree Urban 0.00! 0.00 0.00! 0.00f 0.00
Urban - Suburban/ mosaic of developed/ natural surface Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00] 0.00
Urban -Sustainable urban drainage feature Urban 0.00 1.50 1.50 0.00f 150
Urban -Vacant/derelict land/ bareground [Urban 2.00) 0.00 -2.00] 0.00f -2.00 -2.00
Urban - Vegetated garden Urban 0.00 8.49 8.43 0.00] 849
Woodland and forest - Other coniferous woodland Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00] o0.00
Woodland and forest - Other coniferous woodland Woodland and forest 0.00! 0.00 0.00. 0.00{ 0.00
Rocky shore- Artificial high energy littoral rock Rocky shore 0.00. 0.00 0.00 0.00] 0.00
Rocky shore - Artificial moderd:enng littoral rock Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00| 0.00
Rocky snore - Artificial low energy littoral rock Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00| 0.00
Rocky shore - Artificial features of littoral rock Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00|{ 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Artificial littoral coarse sediment |!ntertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00| 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Artificial littoral sand and muddy sand Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00| 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Artificial littoral mud Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00] 0.00
Ilntmldai sediment - Artificial littoral mixed sediments Intertidal sediment 0.00! 0.00 0.00' 0.00| 0.00
{ i i Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00| 0.00
- littoral biogenic reefs Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00| 0.00
||n(erlldal sediment - Artificial features of littoral sediment Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00| 0.00
7.36 7.36 -4.39

compensation isfactored in 56.69
Low Trading Acceptable
Trading Down Liability High Distinctiveness/Units 0.00
Cumulative Trading Error 0.00

Check Proposad Habitat Trading
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