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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

Contents Summary 

Site Location The site is located at Sandleford Park in Newbury, West Berkshire and is 
centred at Ordnance Survey National Grid Reference SU 46847 64550. 

Proposals Outline planning permission for up to 1,000 new homes; 80 extra care 
housing units as part of the affordable housing provision; a new two-form 
entry primary school (D1); expansion land for Park House Academy School; 
a local centre to comprise flexible commercial floorspace (A1-A5 up to 
2,150sq m, B1a up to 200sq m) and D1 use; the formation of new means of 
access onto Monks Lane; new open space including the laying out of a new 
country park; drainage infrastructure; walking and cycling infrastructure and 
other associated infrastructure works. 

Existing Site 
Information 

An updated Ecological Appraisal of the site was completed in 2018. Further 
updated phase 2 surveys for bats, dormice, reptiles, GCN badger and 
breeding birds were also completed in 2018. 

Scope of this 
Survey(s) 

Assess the project biodiversity losses / gains as a result of the proposal site 
layout and landscaping. 

Results There is anticipated to be a net gain of 146.16 biodiversity units which is an 
increase of 48.93% for area-based habitats.  

In addition, there is anticipated to be a net gain of 1.97 linear units which is 
an increase of 8.49% in linear habitats. 

There is no anticipated loss or gain projected for the river units within the 
site.  
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GLOSSARY 

CEnv Chartered Environmentalist 

CIEEM Chartered Institute of Ecology & Environmental Management 

DEFRA Department for the Environment, Food and Rural Affairs 

MCIEEM Member of Chartered Institute of Ecology & Environmental Management 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 BACKGROUND 

Tetra Tech was commissioned by Bloor Homes and The Sandleford Farm Partnership 2021 to update 

the Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment for Sandleford Park, Newbury (the site) using The Biodiversity 

Metric 2.0 (Natural England, 2019a). The site was original assessed using the Biodiversity Impact 

Assessment Calculator in use by Warwickshire County Council (Martland, 2014). 

The purpose of this assessment is to quantify the biodiversity value of the site prior to development, 

and the predicted value post development. This is measured in biodiversity units calculated according 

to the habitats present and their size, distinctiveness and condition. Risk factors are taken into account 

when quantifying habitats post-development. This enables the quantitative calculation of the predicted 

change in biodiversity value as a result of the proposed development, with the objective of achieving a 

net gain in biodiversity. 

This report has been prepared by Project Ecologist Ben Cooke. 

1.2 SITE LOCATION  

The site is located at Sandleford Park in Newbury, West Berkshire and is centred at Ordnance Survey 

National Grid Reference SU 46847 64550. The survey area, hereafter referred to as the ‘site’, is 

shown on Figure 1 and comprised of agricultural fields with areas of grassland and several copses of 

ancient woodland dispersed throughout. A central valley runs from the north-western corner of the site 

towards the River Enborne at the site’s southern boundary. 

1.3 DEVELOPMENT PROPOSALS 

Outline planning permission for up to 1,000 new homes; 80 extra care housing units as part of the 

affordable housing provision; a new two-form entry primary school (D1); expansion land for Park 

House Academy School; a local centre to comprise flexible commercial floorspace (A1-A5 up to 

2,150sq m, B1a up to 200sq m) and D1 use; the formation of new means of access onto Monks Lane; 

new open space including the laying out of a new country park; drainage infrastructure; walking and 

cycling infrastructure and other associated infrastructure works. Matters to be considered: Access. 

The scheme has evolved through ecological survey and input to design; as such, wildlife corridors are 

retained in and around the site. All of the woodland blocks are retained, together with the stream 

corridors (albeit with valley crossings), and the majority of the hedgerows and mature trees. 

1.4 PURPOSE OF THE REPORT 

The purpose of this report is to: 

• Assess the distinctiveness and condition of the vegetation types and other habitats; and 

• Present biodiversity off-setting calculations based on the submission landscape strategy 

(Sandleford Park, Newbury - Combined Strategic Landscape and Green Infrastructure Plan 

Figure 4.3, SLR 2021) 
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2.0 METHODOLOGY 

2.1 BIODIVERSITY OFFSETTING GUIDANCE  

The assessment has been made using The Biodiversity Metric 2.0 (Natural England, 2019a), in 

conjunction with the user guide (Natural England, 2019b). 

2.2 HABITAT ASSESSMENT  

Habitats on site pre-development and to be retained, created or enhanced post-development are 

identified in accordance with the categories specified for UKHab (UK Habitat Classification Working 

Group, undated). 

2.3 AREA AND LENGTH  

The area of identified habitats is calculated in hectares (ha), ignoring linear features such as 

hedgerows or ditches (the area should be measured to the centre line of such features). The length of 

linear features is measured separately in km. 

2.4 DISTINCTIVENESS  

Each habitat is assigned a score for distinctiveness. Distinctiveness includes parameters such as 

species richness, diversity, rarity (at local, regional, national and international scales) and the degree 

to which a habitat supports species rarely found in other habitats (Treweek et al., 2010). The 

categories for distinctiveness within the metric are shown within the Natural England, The Biodiversity 

Metric 2.0: Auditing and accounting for biodiversity value: technical supplement (Natural England, 

2019c). 

Table 1: Categories and score for distinctiveness 

Categories  Score 

Very High (Section 41 Priority Habitats that are threatened, internationally scarce and 
require conservation action) 

8 

High (Section 41 Priority Habitats) 6 

Medium (Semi-natural habitats not classified as Priority Habitat) 4 

Low (Habitat of low biodiversity value) 2 

Very Low (Little or no biodiversity value) 0 

2.5 CONDITION  

2.5.1 Habitat and Hedge  

The condition of each habitat is assessed using the methods set out in the Biodiversity Metric 2.0: 
Auditing and accounting for biodiversity value: technical supplement (Natural England, 2019c). 

This approach determines how many of the condition criteria descriptions for each habitat type are 
met or are not met. For each habitat type, thresholds then apply for the numbers of condition criteria 
that must be met. For instance, if two or more of the 10 condition criteria for Ditches are not met, then 
the condition should be assigned as Moderate.    
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This is used as a guide but may be superseded where appropriate by other evidence and best 
ecological judgement. Where this is the case, additional information is provided in the tables used to 
the condition assessment. 

Conditions and associated scores in the DEFRA 2.0 Metric are as follows: 

• Good:   3 

• Fairly Good:  2.5 

• Moderate:   2 

• Fairly Poor:  1.5 

• Poor:    1 

• N/A Agriculture: 1 

• N/A:   0 

A number of lower distinctiveness habitats including cropland and urban habitats are assigned default 
values and do not require a detailed condition assessment. 

2.5.2 River  

The condition of rivers is assessed using the methods set out in A Guide to Assessing River Condition 
– Part of the Rivers and Streams Component of the Biodiversity Net Gain Metric (Gurnell et al, 2020). 

The condition assessment for rivers is split into two sections; Desk Study and Field Survey. Each 

section uses a series of criteria to generate two outcomes an Indicative River Type (in the case of the 

Desk Study) and a Provisional Condition Score (in the case of the Field Survey).  

Desk Study  

Eight river type indicators are combined to determine Indicative River Type. Five indicators are 

assessed by desk study (A1 -A5) while three are automatically estimated from the field survey data 

(A6 -A8). These eight indicators are summarised in Table 2.  

Table 2: Indictors used to assess river type and function 

Source Code Name 

Desk Study  A1 Braiding Index 

Desk Study A2 Sinuosity Index 

Desk Study A3 Anabranching Index 

Desk Study A4 Level of Confinement 

Desk Study A5 Valley Gradient 

Field Survey  A6 Bedrock Reaches 

Field Survey  A7 Coarsest Bed Material Size Class 

Field Survey A8 Average Alluvial Bed Material Size Class 

 

There are a total of 15 river types; canals and navigable rivers, large rivers (approx. wider than 20 m) 

and 13 river planform-bed material types (A to M). The 13-river planform-bed material types are 

summarised in Table 3.   
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Table 3: Indicative Platform-bed River Types  

River 
Type 

Geological 
Category 

Geological Sub-
category  

Physical Morphology 

A Bedrock or 
Coarse Alluvial  

Bedrock Straight-sinuous 

B Boulder  Straight-sinuous 

C Cobble Straight-sinuous 

D Gravel (Sand) Straight-sinuous 

E Other Alluvial  Gravel 

 

Island braided-wandering 

F Straight-sinuous 

G Meandering 

H Sand 

 

Straight-sinuous 

I Meandering 

J Anabranching / Anastomosing 

K Silt / Clay 

 

Straight-sinuous 

L Meandering 

M Anabranching / Anastomosing 

 

Field Survey  

A MoRPh survey is used to collect information in the field for subreach(es) of a river. The aim of the 

MoRPh survey is to survey at least 20 % of the total river length within the site. The surveys 
assessment information on short lengths (or modules) of a river that are approximately twice the river 

width. A subreach survey is comprised of five contiguous MoRPh module surveys to gather 
information for subreaches 50, 100, 150 and 200 m in length (250 m for canals, navigable and large 

rivers) according to the width of the river. MoRPh surveys included the river and all habitat within a 

radius of 10 m.  

 A Provisional Condition Score is assessed using 32 condition indicators, split between four 

morphological features (Bank Top, Bank Face, Channel- Water Margin and Channel Bed). Each river 
condition indicator is assigned a score of 0 to +4 (positive indicators) or 0 to -4 (negative indicators). 

These 32 condition indicators are listed in Table 4 with all negative indicators listed in italics.  

Table 4: Indictors used to assess 

Location Code Condition Description  

Bank Top B1 Vegetation Structure  

B2 Tree Feature  

B3 Water Related Features  

B4 NNPS Cover 

B5 Managed Ground Cover  

Bank Face C1 Riparian Vegetation Structure  

C2 Tree Feature  

C3 Natural Bank Profile Extent 
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C4 Natural Bank Profile Richness 

C5 Natural Bank Material Richness  

C6 Bare Sediment Extent 

C7 Artificial Bank Profile Extent  

C8 Reinforcement Extent  

C9 Reinforcement Material Severity 

C10 NNPS Cover 

Channel – Water Margin D1 Aquatic Vegetation Extent  

D2 Aquatic Morphotype 

D3 Physical Feature Extent  

D4 Physical Feature Richness  

D5 Artificial Features  

Channel Bed E1 Aquatic Morphotype Richness  

E2 Tree Features Richness  

E3 Hydraulic Features Richness 

E4 Natural Features Extent  

E5 Natural Features Richness  

E6 Material Richness  

E7 Siltation  

E8 Reinforcement Extent  

E9 Reinforcement Severity  

E10 Artificial Features Severity  

E11 NNPS Extent  

E12 Filamentous Algae Extent  

 

The Preliminary Condition Score for each MoRPh5 subreach is calculated as the sum of the average 
positive condition indicator scores and the average of the negative condition indicator scores.  

A Final Condition Score is then assigned in accordance with the river type under assessment.  

Final Condition scores in the River Condition Section of the DEFRA 2.0 Metric are as follows: 

• Good:   5 

• Fairly Good:  4 

• Moderate:   3 

• Fairly Poor:  2 

• Poor:    1 

2.6 CONNECTIVITY  

As the Biodiversity Metric 2.0 is a beta version, the assessment the connectivity score applied to 
habitats is restricted. As stated in Section 2.17 of the technical supplement (Natural England, 2019c):  
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“…all High and Very High distinctiveness habitats is to be assigned a Medium connectivity multiplier; 
other habitats a low connectivity multiplier’. 

2.7 RISK FACTORS  

As part of any proposed habitat creation and restoration, risk factors must be considered to correct for 
disparity, delay or risk, these are: 

• Time to target condition; and, 

• Difficulty of restoration / creation. 

To take this into account, creation of a habitat which will take many years to get to target condition or 
is difficult to recreate would have a reduced biodiversity value compared to the same habitat already in 
situ. Therefore, to compensate for loss of that original habitat a larger area would be required as an 
offset. 

Default values are provided for a range of habitats as part of the DEFRA 2.0 metric. These may be 
altered if informed by knowledge of the site and proposed management prescriptions. 
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3.0 RESULTS  

The data used to inform the condition assessments for the habitats pre- and post-development and 

calculations from the DEFRA 2.0 Metric are provided in Appendix C to Appendix H.  

The pre-development habitats, linear features and rivers have been mapped in accordance with the 

JNCC Phase 1 as shown in Figure 2. These were converted into UKHab using the DEFRA 2.0 Metric 

conversion tool and with reference to the relevant UKHab habitat descriptions.  

The post-development habitats, linear features and rivers shown in Figure 3 and the target conditions 

they are realistically likely to achieve would be:  

• Woodland and Forest – Lowland mixed deciduous woodland. Target condition moderate. 

• Woodland and Forest – Wet woodland. Target condition good. 

• Woodland and Forest – Other woodland; broadleaved. Target condition good.  

• Wetland – Purple moor grass and rush pastures. Target condition moderate. 

• Grassland – Other neutral grassland (JNCC – marshy grassland). Target condition good. 

• Grassland – Other neutral grassland (JNCC – semi-improved neutral grassland). Target 

condition moderate. 

• Lakes – Ponds (Priority Habitat). Target condition poor. 

• Urban – Developed land; sealed surface. Target condition n/a – other 

• Urban – Vegetated gardens. Target condition poor.  

• Line of trees – Target condition moderate 

• Native hedgerow – Target condition moderate 

• Native hedgerow with trees – Target condition moderate; and  

• Rivers and Streams (Other) – Target condition moderate.  

Areas of lowland mixed deciduous woodland and wet woodland which are classified as ancient 

woodland (irreplaceable habitat) are identified on Figures 2 and 3. These are shown on both the pre-

and post-development UKHab plans but are excluded from the net gain calculation. 

It is not possible to accurately determine the ratio of Urban – Developed land; sealed surface to Urban 

– Vegetated gardens within the development proposals as the application is only Outline. A 

precautionary estimate of 30 % Urban – Vegetated gardens has therefore been used. The figure is 

considered to be much higher than this (40 %+), but to avoid potentially over-estimating the units that 

can be gained, 30 % has been used.     

The headline results are provided in Table 2. This shows that with the implementation of the Strategic 

Landscape and Green Infrastructure Strategy, achievement of the condition of the proposed habitats 

in the landscape strategy (Appendix B) the development proposals will achieve an increase in habitat 

units of 146.16 (48.93%) and an increase of 1.97 linear units (8.49%). Further assessment will be 

required at the detailed design stage once detailed layouts and landscape proposals are available. 

However it is clear from this assessment that the scheme is capable of delivering a significant gain for 

biodiversity. 

There is no new river habitat proposed for creation nor is there any proposed loss of river habitat as a 

result of the development proposals. Proposed crossings do not result in any change in the river 

condition (the valley crossing is not wide enough to result in significant shading and the addition of a 
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culvert to the Crooks Copse link is not significant as the watercourse is already culverted for much of 

its length). In addition, the implementation of enhancements to the river habitat are not considered to 

increase the habitat’s condition beyond its current level (moderate). The development proposals will 

therefore result in no change to the number of river units within the site.  

Table 5: Headline results 

Categories  Habitat Type Units 

On site baseline Habitat units 298.72 

Hedgerow units 23.24 

River units 15.46 

On site post-intervention (Including habitat retention, creation, 
enhancement & succession) 

Habitat units 444.88 

Hedgerow units 25.21 

River units 15.46 

Off-site baseline Habitat units 0.00 

Hedgerow units 0.00 

River units 0.00 

Off-site post-intervention (Including habitat retention, creation, 
enhancement & succession) 

Habitat units 0.00 

Hedgerow units 0.00 

River units 0.00 

Total net unit change (Including all on site & off-site habitat 
retention / creation) 

Habitat units 146.16 

Hedgerow units 1.97 

River units 0.00 

Total net % change (Including all on site & off-site habitat 
creation and retained habitats) 

Habitat units 48.93 % 

Hedgerow units 8.49% 

River units 0.00 % 
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FIGURES 

 

Figure 1 – Site Location Plan 

Figure 2 – Pre-development UKHAB Plan 

Figure 3 – Post-development UKHAB Plan 
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APPENDIX A – REPORT CONDITIONS 

 

This Report has been prepared using reasonable skill and care for the sole benefit of [Bloor Homes 

and Sandleford Farm Partnership] (“the Client”) for the proposed uses stated in the report by [Tetra 

Tech Environment Planning Transport Limited] (“Tetra Tech”). Tetra Tech exclude all liability for any 

other uses and to any other party. The report must not be relied on or reproduced in whole or in part 

by any other party without the copyright holder’s permission. 

No liability is accepted, or warranty given for; unconfirmed data, third party documents and information 

supplied to Tetra Tech or for the performance, reliability, standing etc of any products, services, 

organisations or companies referred to in this report. Tetra Tech does not purport to provide specialist 

legal, tax or accounting advice. 

The report refers, within the limitations stated, to the environment of the site in the context of the 

surrounding area at the time of the inspections'. Environmental conditions can vary, and no warranty is 

given as to the possibility of changes in the environment of the site and surrounding area at differing 

times. No investigative method can eliminate the possibility of obtaining partially imprecise, incomplete 

or not fully representative information. Any monitoring or survey work undertaken as part of the 

commission will have been subject to limitations, including for example timescale, seasonal and 

weather-related conditions. Actual environmental conditions are typically more complex and variable 

than the investigative, predictive and modelling approaches indicate in practice, and the output of such 

approaches cannot be relied upon as a comprehensive or accurate indicator of future conditions. The 

“shelf life” of the Report will be determined by a number of factors including; its original purpose, the 

Client’s instructions, passage of time, advances in technology and techniques, changes in legislation 

etc. and therefore may require future re-assessment.   

The whole of the report must be read as other sections of the report may contain information which 

puts into context the findings in any executive summary. 

The performance of environmental protection measures and of buildings and other structures in 

relation to acoustics, vibration, noise mitigation and other environmental issues is influenced to a large 

extent by the degree to which the relevant environmental considerations are incorporated into the final 

design and specifications and the quality of workmanship and compliance with the specifications on 

site during construction. Tetra Tech accept no liability for issues with performance arising from such 

factors. 
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APPENDIX B – SLGI PLAN  
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APPENDIX C: A-1 SITE HABITAT BASELINE 

Table 6: Woodland and forest – Lowland mixed deciduous woodland  

Habitat Condition:  

Moderate – Clearly fails at least two of the assessment criteria and does not match the description 
given for a poor condition woodland.  

Distinctiveness:  

Medium: Default score  

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

1 This should be an area of trees with complete canopy cover  X  

2 Native species are dominant. Non-active and invasive species 
account for less than 10 % of the vegetation cover. 

X  

3 A diverse age and height structure of the trees X  

4 Free from damage [bark stripping; browse line; damaged shoot 
tips] (in the last five years) from stock or wild mammals with less 
than 20% of vegetation being browsed.  

 X 

5 There should be evidence of successful (i.e. not browsed off 
before it gets well established) tree regeneration such as 
seedlings, saplings and young trees.  

 X 

6 Standing and fallen dead wood of over 20 cm diameter are 
present including fallen large dead branches/stems and stumps 

X  

7 Wetland habitat if they exist within the wood has little sign of 
drainage or channel straightening 

 X 

8 The area is protected from damage by agricultural and other 
adjacent operations 

 X 

9 There should be no evidence of inappropriate management (e.g. 
deep ruts, animal poaching or compaction) 

 X 

10 Invasive non-native plants are below 5 % X  

11 No signs of significant nutrient enrichment present. X  

12 More than 3 different native trees and 3 shrub species in an 
average 10 m radius 

 X 

Total  6 6 

 Table 7: Woodland and forest – Wet woodland  

Habitat Condition:  

Moderate – Invasive non-native species (Himalayan Balsam) represent 5 – 20 % of the ground cover  

Distinctiveness:  

Medium: Default score  

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 
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Habitat Condition:  

Yes No 

1 This should be an area of trees with complete canopy cover  X  

2 Native species are dominant. Non-active and invasive species 
account for less than 10 % of the vegetation cover. 

X  

3 A diverse age and height structure of the trees X  

4 Free from damage [bark stripping; browse line; damaged shoot 
tips] (in the last five years) from stock or wild mammals with less 
than 20% of vegetation being browsed.  

X  

5 There should be evidence of successful (i.e. not browsed off 
before it gets well established) tree regeneration such as 
seedlings, saplings and young trees.  

X  

6 Standing and fallen dead wood of over 20 cm diameter are 
present including fallen large dead branches/stems and stumps 

X  

7 Wetland habitat if they exist within the wood has little sign of 
drainage or channel straightening 

X  

8 The area is protected from damage by agricultural and other 
adjacent operations 

X  

9 There should be no evidence of inappropriate management (e.g. 
deep ruts, animal poaching or compaction) 

X  

10 Invasive non-native plants are below 5 %  X 

11 No signs of significant nutrient enrichment present. X  

12 More than 3 different native trees and 3 shrub species in an 
average 10 m radius 

X  

Total  10 1 

 Table 8: Heathland & shrub – Mixed scrub  

Habitat Condition:  

Poor – dense scrub, the single wooded species cover is greater than 75%, the habitat has major 
differences between what is described in the relevant habitat classifications and what is visible on 
site. 

Distinctiveness:  

Medium: Default score  

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

1 Condition assessment criteria for scrub habitats  X  

2 There are at least three woody species, with no one species 
comprising more that 75% of the cover (except common juniper, 
sea buckthorn or box, which can be 100% cover) 

 X 

3 There is a good age range – a mixture of seedlings, saplings, 
young shrubs and mature shrubs.  

 X 

4 Pernicious weeds and invasive species makeup less than 5 % of 
the ground cover 

X  
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Habitat Condition:  

5 The scrub has well-developed edge with un-grazed tall herbs.   X 

6 There are many clearing and glades within scrub.   X 

Total  2 4 

Table 9: Wetland – Purple moor grass and rush pastures  

Habitat Condition:  

Moderate – Clearly fails at least one of the criteria  

Distinctiveness:  

Medium: Default score  

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

1 There is no artificial drainage, which would include ditches that 
are now revegetated and streams that have been depend and 
widened.  

X  

2 The water level and its management should result in surface 
water throughout the year.  

X  

3 Cover of undesirable species (common nettle, docks, 
creeping/spear thistles, common ragwort and Indian (Himalayan) 
balsam) should be less than 10%.  

X  

4 Cover of scrub should be less than 10%.  X  

5 Cover of bare ground should be less than 10%.  X  

6 No more than 25% of the fen area should have a continuous 
cover of litter (i.e. dead vegetation).  

X  

7 On bogs sphagnum moss cover should be between 40% - 
100%. Heathers and cottongrasses should be at least frequent. 
Cover of dwarf shrubs between 20% and 75% (except when 
bogmosses (Sphagnum) or other wetland indicators are 
dominant), with at least two dwarf shrub species frequent.  

 X 

8 Flowering cottongrass plants frequent in spring (where present), 
or flowering heather plants at least frequent in autumn (where 
present).  

 X 

9 Reedbed vegetation should include at least 60% common reeds.   X 

Total  6 3 

 Table 10: Grassland – Other neutral grassland   

Habitat Condition:  

Poor – The grassland fails most of the associated habitat criteria. 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 
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Habitat Condition:  

Yes No 

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. 

 X 

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 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. 

 X 

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. 

 X 

4 Undesirable species and physical damage is below 5% cover. X  

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

 X 

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

X  

Total  2 4 

 Table 11: Grassland – Modified grassland   

Habitat Condition:  

Poor – The grassland fails most of the associated habitat criteria. 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

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. 

 X 

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 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. 

 X 

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. 

 X 
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Habitat Condition:  

4 Undesirable species and physical damage is below 5% cover. X  

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

 X 

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

X  

Total  2 4 

 Table 12: Sparsely vegetated land - Ruderal   

Habitat Condition:  

Poor – Tall ruderal, ruderal habitat with low biodiversity 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

Limestone Pavement  

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. 

n/a n/a 

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 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. 

n/a n/a 

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. 

n/a n/a 

4 Undesirable species and physical damage is below 5% cover. n/a n/a 

Rock Outcrops and Scree 

5 Cover of bracken, scrub and trees less than 25%. n/a n/a 

6 Cover of weed (for example, creeping and spear thistles, docks, 
brambles, common ragwort and common nettle) or non-native 
species less than 1%. 

n/a n/a 

7 Less than 50% of live leaves (broad-leaved plants), fronds 
(ferns) or shoots (dwarf shrubs) show signs of grazing or 
browsing. 

n/a n/a 

Total  n/a n/a 

Table 13: Lakes – Ponds (Priority) 
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Habitat Condition:  

Poor – Fails the majority of the assessment criteria.   

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

1 Are of good water quality, with clear water (substrate can be 
seen) and no obvious sign of pollution in the water body. 

 X 

2 The water body should have semi natural riparian land for at 
least 10 m from the pond edge. 

 X 

3 Non-woodland ponds should be dominated by plants, be they 
submerged or floating (note dominance of duckweed is a sign of 
eutrophication). 

n/a n/a 

4 Non-woodland ponds [i.e. that have always been open] should 
not be shaded more than 50 %. 

n/a n/a 

5 Many ponds will be fishless, those which naturally contain fish 
should not be stocked and should contain a native fish 
assemblage. 

 X 

6 Ponds should not be artificially connected to other water bodies, 
e.g. ditches. 

 X 

7 Pond water levels should be able to fluctuate naturally 
throughout the year. 

X  

8 Non-native species should be absent. X  

9 Less than 10 % of the pond should be covered with duckweed or 
filamentous algae. 

X  

Total  3 4 

 Table 14: Cropland – Cereal crops 

Habitat Condition:  

N/A - Other 

Distinctiveness:  

Very Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

No condition assessment required.  

Total  N/A 

Table 15: Urban – Developed land; sealed surface 

Habitat Condition:  

N/A - Other 
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Habitat Condition:  

Distinctiveness:  

Very Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

No condition assessment required.  

Total  N/A 

 Table 16: Urban – Vacant / derelict land / bare ground 

Habitat Condition:  

Poor – The majority of the condition criteria are being failed.     

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

1 Known history of disturbance at the site or evidence that soil has 
been removed or severely modified by previous use(s) of the 
site. Extraneous materials/substrates such as industrial spoil 
may have been added which in turn has led to a low nutrient 
environment 

 X 

2 The site contains some vegetation. This will comprise of early 
successional communities consisting mainly of stress-tolerant 
species (e.g. indicative of low nutrient status or drought). Early 
successional communities are composed of (a) annuals, or (b) 
mosses/liverworts, or (c) lichens, or (d) ruderals, or (e) 
inundation species, or (f) open grassland, or (g) flower-rich 
grassland, or (h) heathland. 

 X 

3 The site contains unvegetated, loose bare substrate and pools 
may be present and desirable. 

 X 

4 The site shows spatial variation, forming a mosaic of one or 
more of the early successional communities (a)–(h) above plus 
bare substrate or pools. 

 X 

Total  0 4 

Table 17: Urban – Sustainable urban design feature 

Habitat Condition:  

Good – Vegetation provides multiple opportunities for a high number of species to live and breed, 
plant species are flowering extensively and so providing ready nectar sources for insects and insects 
and butterflies are common and using the site extensively.  

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 
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Habitat Condition:  

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

1 Known history of disturbance at the site or evidence that soil has 
been removed or severely modified by previous use(s) of the 
site. Extraneous materials/substrates such as industrial spoil 
may have been added which in turn has led to a low nutrient 
environment 

 X 

2 The site contains some vegetation. This will comprise of early 
successional communities consisting mainly of stress-tolerant 
species (e.g. indicative of low nutrient status or drought). Early 
successional communities are composed of (a) annuals, or (b) 
mosses/liverworts, or (c) lichens, or (d) ruderals, or (e) 
inundation species, or (f) open grassland, or (g) flower-rich 
grassland, or (h) heathland. 

X  

3 The site contains unvegetated, loose bare substrate and pools 
may be present and desirable. 

X  

4 The site shows spatial variation, forming a mosaic of one or 
more of the early successional communities (a)–(h) above plus 
bare substrate or pools. 

X  

Total  3 1 

 

 



A-1 Site Habitat Baseline

Ecological 

baseline

Ref Broad Habitat  Habitat type
Area 

(hectares)
Distinctiveness Score Condition Score

Ecological 

connectivity
Connectivity Connectivity multiplier Strategic significance

Strategic 

significance

Strategic position 

multiplier

Total habitat 

units

Area 

retained

Area 

enhanced

Area 

succession

Baseline 

units 

retained

Baseline 

units 

enhanced

Baseline 

units 

succession

Area lost Units lost

1 Woodland and forest
Woodland and forest - Lowland mixed deciduous woodland

5.11 High 6 Moderate 2 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Within area formally identified in 

local strategy

High strategic 

significance 
1.15 Same habitat required 70.52 5.11 0.00 70.52 0.00 0.00 0.00

2 Woodland and forest
Woodland and forest - Wet woodland

1.01 High 6 Moderate 2 Medium
Moderately connected 

habitat
1.1

Within area formally identified in 

local strategy

High strategic 

significance 
1.15 Same habitat required 15.33 1.01 0.00 15.33 0.00 0.00 0.00

3 Heathland and shrub

Heathland and shrub - Mixed scrub

1.02 Medium 4 Poor 1 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local 

strategy/ no local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1

Same broad habitat or a higher 

distinctiveness habitat required
4.08 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.02 4.08

4 Wetland
Wetland - Purple moor grass and rush pastures

0.43 V.High 8 Moderate 2 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Within area formally identified in 

local strategy

High strategic 

significance 
1.15

Bespoke compensation likely to 

be required
7.91 0.43 7.91 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

5 Grassland

Grassland - Other neutral grassland

13.11 Medium 4 Poor 1 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local 

strategy/ no local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1

Same broad habitat or a higher 

distinctiveness habitat required
52.44 11.83 0.00 47.32 0.00 1.28 5.12

6 Grassland
Grassland - Modified grassland

22.9 Low 2 Poor 1 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local 

strategy/ no local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1

Same distinctiveness or better 

habitat required
45.80 12.82 0.00 25.64 0.00 10.08 20.16

7 Sparsely vegetated land
Sparsely vegetated land - Ruderal/Ephemeral

2.41 Low 2 Poor 1 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local 

strategy/ no local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1

Same distinctiveness or better 

habitat required
4.82 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.41 4.82

8 Lakes
 Lakes - Ponds (Priority Habitat)

0.3 High 6 Poor 1 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Location ecologically desirable but 

not in local strategy

Medium strategic 

significance 
1.1 Same habitat required 1.98 0.3 1.98 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

9 Cropland

Cropland - Cereal crops

47.04 Low 2
N/A -

Agricultural
1 N/A Assessment not appropriate 1

Area/compensation not in local 

strategy/ no local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1

Same distinctiveness or better 

habitat required
94.08 0.00 0.00 0.00 47.04 94.08

10 Urban
Urban - Developed land; sealed surface

0.01 V.Low 0 N/A - Other 0 N/A Assessment not appropriate 1
Area/compensation not in local 

strategy/ no local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1 Compensation Not Required 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00

11 Urban
Urban - Sustainable urban drainage feature

0.05 Low 2 Poor 1 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local 

strategy/ no local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1

Same distinctiveness or better 

habitat required
0.10 0.05 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

12 Urban
Urban - Vacant/derelict land/ bareground

0.83 Low 2 Poor 1 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local 

strategy/ no local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1

Same distinctiveness or better 

habitat required
1.66 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.83 1.66

13

14

15

Total site area ha 94.22 Total Site baseline 298.72 0.78 30.77 0.00 9.99 158.81 0.00 62.67 129.92

Habitats and areas

Sandleford Park, Newbury

Habitat distinctiveness Habitat condition Ecological connectivity Strategic significance Retention category biodiversity value

Suggested action to address 

habitat losses

Condense / Show Rows

Main Menu Instructions

Condense / Show Columns
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APPENDIX D: A-2 SITE HABITAT CREATION 

Table 18: Woodland and forest – Other woodland; broadleaved  

Habitat Condition:  

Good – Meets at least ten of the condition criteria with only minor variation.  

Distinctiveness:  

Medium: Default score  

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

1 This should be an area of trees with complete canopy cover  X  

2 Native species are dominant. Non-active and invasive species 
account for less than 10 % of the vegetation cover. 

X  

3 A diverse age and height structure of the trees X  

4 Free from damage [bark stripping; browse line; damaged shoot 
tips] (in the last five years) from stock or wild mammals with less 
than 20% of vegetation being browsed.  

X  

5 There should be evidence of successful (i.e. not browsed off 
before it gets well established) tree regeneration such as 
seedlings, saplings and young trees.  

X  

6 Standing and fallen dead wood of over 20 cm diameter are 
present including fallen large dead branches/stems and stumps 

X  

7 Wetland habitat if they exist within the wood has little sign of 
drainage or channel straightening 

 X 

8 The area is protected from damage by agricultural and other 
adjacent operations 

X  

9 There should be no evidence of inappropriate management (e.g. 
deep ruts, animal poaching or compaction) 

X  

10 Invasive non-native plants are below 5 % X  

11 No signs of significant nutrient enrichment present. X  

12 More than 3 different native trees and 3 shrub species in an 
average 10 m radius 

X  

Total  11 1 

Table 19: Grassland – Other neutral grassland (JNCC – Marshy grassland) 

Habitat Condition:  

Good – Meets all of the condition criteria with only minor variation.  

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 



 

tetratecheurope.com  

Habitat Condition:  

Yes No 

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. 

X  

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 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. 

X  

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. 

X  

4 Undesirable species and physical damage is below 5% cover. X  

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

X  

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

X  

Total  6 0 

Table 20: Grassland – Other neutral grassland (JNCC – Semi-improved neutral grassland) 

Habitat Condition:  

Moderate – Semi-improved grassland occurs on a wide range of derived from higher quality Priority 
Habitat grassland habitats in poor condition. The habitat clearly fails at least one of the condition 
criteria.  

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

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. 

 X 

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 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. 

X  

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 

X  
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Habitat Condition:  

relevant Habitat Classification for details of indicator species for 
specific habitat. 

4 Undesirable species and physical damage is below 5% cover. X  

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

X  

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

X  

Total  5 1 

Table 21: Urban – Sustainable urban design feature 

Habitat Condition:  

Good – Vegetation provides multiple opportunities for a high number of species to live and breed, 
plant species are flowering extensively and so providing ready nectar sources for insects and insects 
and butterflies are common and using the site extensively.  

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

1 Known history of disturbance at the site or evidence that soil has 
been removed or severely modified by previous use(s) of the 
site. Extraneous materials/substrates such as industrial spoil 
may have been added which in turn has led to a low nutrient 
environment 

 X 

2 The site contains some vegetation. This will comprise of early 
successional communities consisting mainly of stress-tolerant 
species (e.g. indicative of low nutrient status or drought). Early 
successional communities are composed of (a) annuals, or (b) 
mosses/liverworts, or (c) lichens, or (d) ruderals, or (e) 
inundation species, or (f) open grassland, or (g) flower-rich 
grassland, or (h) heathland. 

X  

3 The site contains unvegetated, loose bare substrate and pools 
may be present and desirable. 

 X 

4 The site shows spatial variation, forming a mosaic of one or 
more of the early successional communities (a)–(h) above plus 
bare substrate or pools. 

X  

Total  2 2 

Table 22: Urban – Amenity grassland 

Habitat Condition:  

Poor -  Amenity grassland with a similar species description for agricultural grassland (Dominated by 
few fats-growing grasses on fertile, neutral soils. It is frequently characterised by an abundance of 
rye-grass Lolium spp (above 25 % cover) and white clover Trifolium repens).  

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 
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Habitat Condition:  

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

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. 

 X 

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 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. 

 X 

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. 

 X 

4 Undesirable species and physical damage is below 5% cover. X  

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

X  

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

X  

Total  3 3 

Table 23: Urban – Vegetated garden 

Habitat Condition:  

N/A - Other 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

No condition assessment required.  

Total  N/A 

Table 24: Urban – Developed land; sealed surface 

Habitat Condition:  

N/A - Other 

Distinctiveness:  

Very Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 
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Habitat Condition:  

Yes No 

No condition assessment required.  

Total  N/A 

4 The site shows spatial variation, forming a mosaic of one or 
more of the early successional communities (a)–(h) above plus 
bare substrate or pools. 

X  

Total  3 1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Ecological 

connectivity
Connectivity 

Connectivity 

multiplier
Strategic significance

Strategic 

significance

Strategic 

position 

multiplier

Time to target 

condition/years

Time to target 

multiplier

Difficulty of 

creation 

category

Difficulty of 

creation 

multiplier

Woodland and forest - Other woodland; broadleaved
3.12 Medium 4 Good 3 Medium

Moderately connected 

habitat
1.1

Area/compensation not in local 

strategy/ no local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1 32+ 0.320 Medium 0.67 8.82

Grassland - Other neutral grassland
1.4 Medium 4 Good 3 Medium

Moderately connected 

habitat
1.1

Area/compensation not in local 

strategy/ no local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1 15 0.586 Low 1 10.83

Grassland - Other neutral grassland
21.8 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Low Unconnected habitat 1

Area/compensation not in local 

strategy/ no local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1 10 0.700 Low 1 122.13

Urban - Developed land; sealed surface
17.6 V.Low 0 N/A - Other 0 N/A

Assessment not 

appropriate
1

Area/compensation not in local 

strategy/ no local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1 0 1.000 Low 1 0.00

Urban - Vegetated garden
7.55 Low 2 Poor 1 Low Unconnected habitat 1

Area/compensation not in local 

strategy/ no local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1 1 0.965 Low 1 14.57

Urban - Sustainable urban drainage feature

1.12 Low 2 Good 3 Medium
Moderately connected 

habitat
1.1

Location ecologically desirable but not in 

local strategy

Medium strategic 

significance 
1.1 5 0.837 Medium 0.67 4.56

Urban - Amenity grassland
10.08 Low 2 Poor 1 Low Unconnected habitat 1

Area/compensation not in local 

strategy/ no local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1 1 0.965 Low 1 19.45

Totals 62.67 Total Units 180.37

Area 

(hectares)

A-2 Site Habitat Creation

Habitat units 

delivered

Temporal multiplier

Sandleford Park, Newbury

Proposed habitat

Post development/ post intervention habitats 

Ecological connectivity Strategic significance Difficulty multipliers

ScoreCondition ScoreDistinctiveness

Condense / Show Rows

Main Menu Instructions

Condense / Show Columns
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APPENDIX E: A-3 SITE HABITAT ENHANCEMENT 

Table 25: Woodland and forest – Lowland mixed deciduous woodland  

Current Habitat Condition:  

Moderate – Clearly fails at least two of the assessment criteria and does not match the description 
given for a poor condition woodland. 

Proposed Habitat Condition: 

Good – Meets at least ten of the condition criteria with only minor variation. 

Distinctiveness:  

Medium: Default score  

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

1 This should be an area of trees with complete canopy cover  X  

2 Native species are dominant. Non-active and invasive species 
account for less than 10 % of the vegetation cover. 

X  

3 A diverse age and height structure of the trees X  

4 Free from damage [bark stripping; browse line; damaged shoot 
tips] (in the last five years) from stock or wild mammals with less 
than 20% of vegetation being browsed.  

X  

5 There should be evidence of successful (i.e. not browsed off 
before it gets well established) tree regeneration such as 
seedlings, saplings and young trees.  

X  

6 Standing and fallen dead wood of over 20 cm diameter are 
present including fallen large dead branches/stems and stumps 

X  

7 Wetland habitat if they exist within the wood has little sign of 
drainage or channel straightening 

 X 

8 The area is protected from damage by agricultural and other 
adjacent operations 

X  

9 There should be no evidence of inappropriate management (e.g. 
deep ruts, animal poaching or compaction) 

X  

10 Invasive non-native plants are below 5 % X  

11 No signs of significant nutrient enrichment present. X  

12 More than 3 different native trees and 3 shrub species in an 
average 10 m radius 

X  

Total  11 1 

Table 26: Woodland and forest – Wet woodland  

Current Habitat Condition:  

Moderate – Invasive non-native species (Himalayan Balsam) represent 5 – 20 % of the ground cover  
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Current Habitat Condition:  

Proposed Habitat Condition: 

Good – Meets at least ten of the condition criteria with only minor variation. 

Distinctiveness:  

Medium: Default score  

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

1 This should be an area of trees with complete canopy cover  X  

2 Native species are dominant. Non-active and invasive species 
account for less than 10 % of the vegetation cover. 

X  

3 A diverse age and height structure of the trees  X 

4 Free from damage [bark stripping; browse line; damaged shoot 
tips] (in the last five years) from stock or wild mammals with less 
than 20% of vegetation being browsed.  

X  

5 There should be evidence of successful (i.e. not browsed off 
before it gets well established) tree regeneration such as 
seedlings, saplings and young trees.  

X  

6 Standing and fallen dead wood of over 20 cm diameter are 
present including fallen large dead branches/stems and stumps 

X  

7 Wetland habitat if they exist within the wood has little sign of 
drainage or channel straightening 

X  

8 The area is protected from damage by agricultural and other 
adjacent operations 

X  

9 There should be no evidence of inappropriate management (e.g. 
deep ruts, animal poaching or compaction) 

X  

10 Invasive non-native plants are below 5 % X  

11 No signs of significant nutrient enrichment present. X  

12 More than 3 different native trees and 3 shrub species in an 
average 10 m radius 

X  

Total  11 1 

Table 27: Grassland – Other neutral grassland  (JNCC – Marshy grassland) 

Current Habitat Condition:  

Poor – The grassland fails most of the associated habitat criteria. 

Proposed Habitat Condition: 

Good – Meets all of the condition criteria with only minor variation. 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 
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Current Habitat Condition:  

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. 

X  

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 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. 

X  

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. 

X  

4 Undesirable species and physical damage is below 5% cover. X  

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

X  

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

X  

Total  6 0 

Table 28: Grassland – Other neutral grassland (JNCC – Semi-improved neutral grassland) 

Current Habitat Condition:  

Poor – The grassland fails most of the associated habitat criteria. 

Proposed Habitat Condition: 

Moderate – Semi-improved grassland occurs on a wide range of derived from higher quality Priority 
Habitat grassland habitats in poor condition. The habitat clearly fails at least one of the condition 
criteria. 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

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. 

 X 

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 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. 

X  

3 Wildflowers, sedges and indicator species for the specific Priority 
grassland habitat are very clearly and easily visible throughout 

X  
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Current Habitat Condition:  

the sward and occur at high densities in high frequency. See 
relevant Habitat Classification for details of indicator species for 
specific habitat. 

4 Undesirable species and physical damage is below 5% cover. X  

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

X  

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

X  

Total  5 1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Baseline 

ref
Baseline habitat

Proposed habitat                                                                                                                 

(Pre-populated but can be overridden)
 Distinctiveness change Condition change

Ecological 

connectivity 

score

Strategic significance
Time to target 

condition/years

Difficulty of 

enhancement 

category

1 Woodland and forest - Lowland mixed deciduous woodland Woodland and forest - Lowland mixed deciduous woodland High - High Moderate - Good 5.11 High Good Medium
Area/compensation not in local 

strategy/ no local strategy
20 High 72.91

2 Woodland and forest - Wet woodland Woodland and forest - Wet woodland High - High Moderate - Good 1.01 High Good Medium
Area/compensation not in local 

strategy/ no local strategy
15 Medium 15.95

5 Grassland - Other neutral grassland Grassland - Other neutral grassland Medium - Medium Poor - Good 11.83 Medium Good Low
Area/compensation not in local 

strategy/ no local strategy
25 Low 86.16

6 Grassland - Modified grassland Grassland - Other neutral grassland Low - Medium Lower Distinctiveness Habitat - Moderate 12.82 Medium Moderate Low
Area/compensation not in local 

strategy/ no local strategy
10 Low 79.51

Total site area 30.77
Enhancement 

total
254.52

Temporal multiplier
Difficulty 

multipliers
Baseline habitats

Post development/ post intervention habitats 

Strategic significance
Ecological 

connectivityChange in distinctiveness and condition
Area 

(hectares) 

Habitat units 

delivered
Condition Distinctiveness

Instructions
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APPENDIX F: B-1 SITE HEDGE BASELINE 

Table 29: Line of trees (Hedgerow A) 

Habitat Condition:  

Good – Mature trees with continuous canopy (Mature tree is at least a third of expected fully mature 
height & gaps make up less than 10 % of total length and /or there are no canopy gaps greater than 5 
m). 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length.  X 

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

n/a n/a 

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m. X  

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

 X 

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

 X 

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

 X 

Total  3 4 

Table 30: Line of trees (Hedgerow B) 

Habitat Condition:  

Poor – Broken canopy (Gaps make up more than 10 % and / or gaps are more than 5 m in length). 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length. X  

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

n/a n/a 

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m.  X 
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Habitat Condition:  

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

X  

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

 X 

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

 X 

Total  4 3 

Table 31: Line of trees (Hedgerow C) 

Habitat Condition:  

Good – Mature trees with continuous canopy (Mature tree is at least a third of expected fully mature 
height & gaps make up less than 10 % of total length and /or there are no canopy gaps greater than 5 
m). 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length. X  

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

n/a n/a 

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m. X  

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

 X 

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

 X 

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

 X 

Total  4 3 

Table 32: Native hedgerow (Hedgerow D) 

Habitat Condition:  

Poor – Fails more than four attributes and both attributes in more than one functional group.  

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 
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Habitat Condition:  

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length.  X 

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length.  X 

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

X  

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m.  X 

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

 X 

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

 X 

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

 X 

Total  2 6 

Table 33: Native hedgerow with trees (Hedgerow E) 

Habitat Condition:  

Moderate – No more than four attributes have been failed.  

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length.  X 

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

X  

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m. X  

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

X  

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

 X 

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

 X 

Total  5 3 
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Table 34: Native hedgerow with trees (Hedgerow F) 

Habitat Condition:  

Moderate – No more than four attributes have been failed and fails both attributes in a maximum of 
one functional group.  

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length. X  

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

X  

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m. X  

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

 X 

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

 X 

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

 X 

Total  5 3 

Table 35: Native hedgerow (Hedgerow G) 

Habitat Condition:  

Moderate – No more than four attributes have been failed and fails both attributes in a maximum of 
one functional group. 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length.  X 

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

X  

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m. X  

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

 X 
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Habitat Condition:  

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

 X 

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

 X 

Total  4 4 

Table 36: Line of trees (Hedgerow H) 

Habitat Condition:  

Poor – Broken canopy (Gaps make up more than 10 % and / or gaps are more than 5 m in length). 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length.  X 

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

n/a n/a 

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m.  X 

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

 X 

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

 X 

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

X  

Total  3 4 

Table 37: Line of trees (Hedgerow I) 

Habitat Condition:  

Good – Mature trees with continuous canopy (Mature tree is at least a third of expected fully mature 
height & gaps make up less than 10 % of total length and /or there are no canopy gaps greater than 5 
m). 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 
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Habitat Condition:  

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length. X  

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

n/a n/a 

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m. X  

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

 X 

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

 X 

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

X  

Total  5 2 

Table 38: Line of trees (Hedgerow J) 

Habitat Condition:  

Good – Mature trees with continuous canopy (Mature tree is at least a third of expected fully mature 
height & gaps make up less than 10 % of total length and /or there are no canopy gaps greater than 5 
m). 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length. X  

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

n/a n/a 

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m. X  

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

X  

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

 X 

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

X  

Total    
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Table 39: Line of trees (Hedgerow K) 

Habitat Condition:  

Good – Mature trees with continuous canopy (Mature tree is at least a third of expected fully mature 
height & gaps make up less than 10 % of total length and /or there are no canopy gaps greater than 5 
m). 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length.  X 

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

n/a n/a 

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m. X  

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

 X 

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

X  

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

X  

Total  5 2 

Table 40: Line of trees (Hedgerow L) 

Habitat Condition:  

Poor – Broken canopy (Gaps make up more than 10 % and / or gaps are more than 5 m in length). 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length.  X 

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

n/a n/a 

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m.  X 

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

 X 
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Habitat Condition:  

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

 X 

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

X  

Total  3 4 

Table 41: Line of trees (Hedgerow M) 

Habitat Condition:  

Good – Mature trees with continuous canopy (Mature tree is at least a third of expected fully mature 
height & gaps make up less than 10 % of total length and /or there are no canopy gaps greater than 5 
m). 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length.  X 

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

n/a n/a 

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m. X  

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

 X 

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

X  

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

X  

Total  5 2 

Table 42: Native hedgerow (Hedgerow N) 

Habitat Condition:  

Moderate – No more than four attributes have been failed and fails both attributes in a maximum of 
one functional group. 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 
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Habitat Condition:  

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length.  X 

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

X  

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m. X  

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

 X 

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

X  

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

X  

Total  5 2 

Table 43: Native hedgerow with trees (Hedgerow P) 

Habitat Condition:  

Moderate – No more than four attributes have been failed and fails both attributes in a maximum of 
one functional group. 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length.  X 

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

X  

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m. X  

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

 X 

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

 X 

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

X  
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Habitat Condition:  

Total  5 3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Ecological 

baseline

Baseline 

ref

Hedge 

number
Hedgerow type

length 

KM
Distinctiveness Score Condition Score

Ecological 

connectivity 
Connectivity 

Connectivity 

multiplier
Strategic significance Strategic significance

Strategic 

position 

multiplier

Suggested action to 

address habitat losses

Total 

hedgerow 

units

Length 

retained

Length 

enhanced

Units 

retained

Units 

enhanced

Length 

lost
Units lost

1 A Line of Trees 0.629 Low 2 Good 3 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local 

strategy
Low Strategic Significance 1

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
3.774 0.629 3.774 0 0 0

2 B Line of Trees 0.109 Low 2 Poor 1 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local 

strategy
Low Strategic Significance 1

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
0.218 0.109 0 0.218 0 0

3 C Line of Trees 0.463 Low 2 Good 3 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local 

strategy
Low Strategic Significance 1

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
2.778 0.444 2.664 0 0.019 0.114

4 D Native Hedgerow 0.126 Low 2 Poor 1 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local 

strategy
Low Strategic Significance 1

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
0.252 0.126 0 0.252 0 0

5 E Native Hedgerow with trees 0.212 Low 2 Moderate 2 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local 

strategy
Low Strategic Significance 1

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
0.848 0.185 0 0.74 0.027 0.108

6 F Native Hedgerow with trees 0.94 Low 2 Moderate 2 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local 

strategy
Low Strategic Significance 1

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
3.76 0.787 0 3.148 0.153 0.612

7 G Native Hedgerow 0.697 Low 2 Moderate 2 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local 

strategy
Low Strategic Significance 1

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
2.788 0.523 0 2.092 0.174 0.696

8 H Line of Trees 0.335 Low 2 Poor 1 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local 

strategy
Low Strategic Significance 1

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
0.67 0.106 0 0.212 0.229 0.458

9 I Line of Trees 0.611 Low 2 Good 3 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local 

strategy
Low Strategic Significance 1

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
3.666 0.611 3.666 0 0 0

10 J Line of Trees 0.147 Low 2 Good 3 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local 

strategy
Low Strategic Significance 1

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
0.882 0.114 0.684 0 0.033 0.198

11 K Line of Trees 0.252 Low 2 Good 3 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local 

strategy
Low Strategic Significance 1

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
1.512 0.252 1.512 0 0 0

12 L Line of Trees 0.309 Low 2 Poor 1 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local 

strategy
Low Strategic Significance 1

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
0.618 0.3 0 0.6 0.009 0.018

13 M Line of Trees 0.1 Low 2 Good 3 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local 

strategy
Low Strategic Significance 1

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
0.6 0.1 0.6 0 0 0

14 N Native Hedgerow 0.11 Low 2 Moderate 2 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local 

strategy
Low Strategic Significance 1

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
0.44 0.11 0 0.44 0 0

15 O Native Hedgerow with trees 0.108 Low 2 Moderate 2 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local 

strategy
Low Strategic Significance 1

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
0.432 0.058 0 0.232 0.05 0.2

16

17

18

19

20

Total Site length/KM 5.15 Total Site baseline 23.24 2.15 2.30 12.90 7.93 0.69 2.40

UK Habitats - existing habitats Habitat distinctiveness Habitat condition Ecological connectivity Strategic significance Retention category biodiversity value
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APPENDIX G: B-2 HEDGE CREATION 

Table 44: Line of trees (Hedgerow O) 

Habitat Condition:  

Good – Mature trees with continuous canopy (Mature tree is at least a third of expected fully mature 
height & gaps make up less than 10 % of total length and there are no canopy gaps greater than 5 
m). 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length. X  

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

n/a n/a 

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m.  X 

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

X  

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

X  

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

X  

Total  6 1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Habitat 

distinctiveness

Baseline 

ref

New 

hedge 

number

Habitat type Length km Distinctiveness Score Condition Score
Ecological 

connectivity 
Connectivity

Connectivity 

multiplier
Strategic significance

Strategic 

significance

Strategic 

position 

multiplier

Time to target 

condition/years

Time to target 

multiplier

1 Native Hedgerow 0.143 Low 2 Good 3 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no 

local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1 10 0.700 1 0.60

2

3

4

5

6

7

Creation Length/KM 0.14 0.60

Multipliers

Sandleford Park, Newbury

B-2 Site Hedge Creation

Proposed habitats

Hedge units 

delivered

Habitat condition Ecological connectivity Strategic significance Difficulty of 

creation 

multiplier

Temporal multiplier
Spatial quality

Condense / Show Rows

Main Menu Instructions

Condense / Show Columns
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APPENDIX G: B-3 SITE HEDGE ENHANCEMENT 

Table 45: Line of trees (Hedgerow B) 

Current Habitat Condition:  

Poor – Broken canopy (Gaps make up more than 10 % and / or gaps are more than 5 m in length). 

Proposed Habitat Condition:  

Good – Mature trees with continuous canopy (Mature tree is at least a third of expected fully mature 
height & gaps make up less than 10 % of total length and /or there are no canopy gaps greater than 5 
m). 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length. X  

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

n/a n/a 

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m. X  

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

X  

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

X  

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

X  

Total  7 0 

Table 46: Native hedgerow (Hedgerow D) 

Current Habitat Condition:  

Poor – Fails more than four attributes and both attributes in more than one functional group. 

Proposed Habitat Condition:  

Good – No more than two failures in total and no more than one in any functional group. 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 
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Current Habitat Condition:  

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length. X  

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

X  

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m. X  

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

X  

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

X  

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

X  

Total  8 0 

Table 47: Native hedgerow with trees (Hedgerow E) 

Current Habitat Condition:  

Moderate – No more than four attributes have been failed. 

Proposed Habitat Condition:  

Good – No more than two failures in total and no more than one in any functional group. 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length. X  

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

X  

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m. X  

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

X  

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

 X 

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  
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Current Habitat Condition:  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

X  

Total  7 1 

Table 48: Native hedgerow with trees (Hedgerow F) 

Current Habitat Condition:  

Moderate – No more than four attributes have been failed and fails both attributes in a maximum of 
one functional group. 

Proposed Habitat Condition:  

Good – No more than two failures in total and no more than one in any functional group. 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length. X  

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

X  

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m. X  

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

X  

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

 X 

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

X  

Total  7 1 

Table 49: Native hedgerow (Hedgerow G) 

Current Habitat Condition:  

Moderate – No more than four attributes have been failed and fails both attributes in a maximum of 
one functional group. 

Proposed Habitat Condition:  

Good – No more than two failures in total and no more than one in any functional group. 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 
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Current Habitat Condition:  

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length. X  

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

X  

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m. X  

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

X  

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

 X 

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

X  

Total  7 1 

Table 50: Line of trees (Hedgerow H) 

Current Habitat Condition:  

Poor – Broken canopy (Gaps make up more than 10 % and / or gaps are more than 5 m in length). 

Proposed Habitat Condition:  

Good – Mature trees with continuous canopy (Mature tree is at least a third of expected fully mature 
height & gaps make up less than 10 % of total length and /or there are no canopy gaps greater than 5 
m). 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length. X  

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

n/a n/a 

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m. X  

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

X  

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

 X 
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Current Habitat Condition:  

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

X  

Total  6 1 

Table 51: Line of trees (Hedgerow L) 

Current Habitat Condition:  

Poor – Broken canopy (Gaps make up more than 10 % and / or gaps are more than 5 m in length). 

Proposed Habitat Condition:  

Good – Mature trees with continuous canopy (Mature tree is at least a third of expected fully mature 
height & gaps make up less than 10 % of total length and /or there are no canopy gaps greater than 5 
m). 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length. X  

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

n/a n/a 

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m. X  

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

X  

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

 X 

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

X  

Total  6 1 

Table 52: Native (Hedgerow N) 

Current Habitat Condition:  

Moderate – No more than four attributes have been failed and fails both attributes in a maximum of 
one functional group. 

Proposed Habitat Condition:  

Good – No more than two failures in total and no more than one in any functional group. 

Distinctiveness:  
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Current Habitat Condition:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length. X  

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

X  

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m. X  

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

X  

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

X  

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

X  

Total  7 0 

Table 53: Native hedgerow with trees (Hedgerow P) 

Current Habitat Condition:  

Moderate – No more than four attributes have been failed and fails both attributes in a maximum of 
one functional group. 

Proposed Habitat Condition:  

Good – No more than two failures in total and no more than one in any functional group. 

Distinctiveness:  

Low: Default score 

No. Condition Description  Pre-
development 
Condition Met 

Yes No 

A1 Average height above 1.5 m along length. X  

A2 Average width above 1.5 m along length. X  

B1 Gap between ground and base of canopy below 0.5 m for 90% of 
length. 

n/a n/a 

B2 Gaps make up less than 10% of length and none greater than 5 m. X  

C1 Over 1 m width of undisturbed perennial vegetation for over 90% of 
length on at least one side. 

X  

C2 Plant species indicative of nutrient enrichment dominate less than 
20% cover of perennial vegetation. 

 X 
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Current Habitat Condition:  

D1 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
invasive non-native or neophyte species.  

X  

D2 Over 90% of the hedgerow and undisturbed ground is free of 
damage caused by human activities. 

X  

Total  7 0 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Baseline 

ref
Baseline habitat

Length 

KM

Baseline 

distinctiveness 

band

Baseline 

distinctiveness 

score

Baseline condition 

category

Baseline condition 

score
Baseline connectivity Baseline connectivity

Baseline 

connectivity 

score

Baseline strategic 

significance category

Baseline strategic 

significance score
Baseline habitat units Suggested action  Distinctiveness movement Condition movement Strategic significance

Strategic 

significance

Strategic 

position 

multiplier

Time to target 

condition/years

Time to target 

multiplier

Difficulty of 

enhancement 

Category

Difficulty of 

Enhancement 

Multiplier

2 Line of Trees 0.109 Low 2 Poor 1 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Low Strategic 

Significance
1 0.218

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
Line of Trees Low - Low Poor - Good 0.109 Low 2 Good 3 Low Unconnected habitat 1

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ 

no local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1 30 0.343 Low 1 0.37

4 Native Hedgerow 0.126 Low 2 Poor 1 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Low Strategic 

Significance
1 0.252

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
Native Hedgerow Low - Low Poor - Good 0.126 Low 2 Good 3 Low Unconnected habitat 1

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ 

no local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1 10 0.700 Low 1 0.60

5 Native Hedgerow with trees 0.212 Low 2 Moderate 2 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Low Strategic 

Significance
1 0.848

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
Native Hedgerow with trees Low - Low Moderate - Good 0.185 Low 2 Good 3 Low Unconnected habitat 1

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ 

no local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1 20 0.490 Low 1 0.92

6 Native Hedgerow with trees 0.94 Low 2 Moderate 2 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Low Strategic 

Significance
1 3.76

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
Native Hedgerow with trees Low - Low Moderate - Good 0.787 Low 2 Good 3 Low Unconnected habitat 1

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ 

no local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1 20 0.490 Low 1 3.92

7 Native Hedgerow 0.697 Low 2 Moderate 2 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Low Strategic 

Significance
1 2.788

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
Native Hedgerow Low - Low Moderate - Good 0.523 Low 2 Good 3 Low Unconnected habitat 1

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ 

no local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1 10 0.700 Low 1 2.82

8 Line of Trees 0.335 Low 2 Poor 1 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Low Strategic 

Significance
1 0.67

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
Line of Trees Low - Low Poor - Good 0.106 Low 2 Good 3 Low Unconnected habitat 1

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ 

no local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1 30 0.343 Low 1 0.36

12 Line of Trees 0.309 Low 2 Poor 1 Low Unconnected habitat 1
Low Strategic 

Significance
1 0.618

Same distinctiveness 

band or better
Line of Trees Low - Low Poor - Good 0.3 Low 2 Good 3 Low Unconnected habitat 1

Area/compensation not in local strategy/ 

no local strategy

Low Strategic 

Significance
1 30 0.343 Low 1 1.01

Total site length 2.30 #VALUE!

Baseline Habitats

Score

Strategic significance Difficulty Multipliers

Post development/ post intervention habitats 

Change in distincitiveness and condition
Temporal multiplier

Hedge units 

delivered
Distinctiveness Condition 

Length 

KM
Proposed Score Ecological connectivity 

Main Menu Instructions
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APPENDIX H: C-1 SITE RIVER BASELINE 

Table 54: River and Streams – Other, Enborne Sandleford North-East 

Habitat Condition:  

Moderate  

River Type:  

Other Alluvial / Straight-sinuous 

Indictors  Condition Description  Score 

Bank Top 

B1 Vegetation Structure  1 

B2 Tree Feature  0 

B3 Water Related Features  4 

B4 NNPS Cover 0 

B5 Managed Ground Cover  0 

Bank Face 

C1 Riparian Vegetation Structure  2 

C2 Tree Feature  1 

C3 Natural Bank Profile Extent 3 

C4 Natural Bank Profile Richness 2 

C5 Natural Bank Material Richness  1 

C6 Bare Sediment Extent 1 

C7 Artificial Bank Profile Extent  0 

C8 Reinforcement Extent  0 

C9 Reinforcement Material Severity 0 

C10 NNPS Cover 0 

Channel – Water Margin 

D1 Aquatic Vegetation Extent  3 

D2 Aquatic Morphotype 1 

D3 Physical Feature Extent  1 

D4 Physical Feature Richness  1 

D5 Artificial Features  0 

Channel Bed 

E1 Aquatic Morphotype Richness  2 

E2 Tree Features Richness  1 

E3 Hydraulic Features Richness 1 

E4 Natural Features Extent  1 
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Habitat Condition:  

E5 Natural Features Richness  1 

E6 Material Richness  2 

E7 Siltation  -1 

E8 Reinforcement Extent  0 

E9 Reinforcement Severity  0 

E10 Artificial Features Severity  -4 

E11 NNPS Extent  0 

E12 Filamentous Algae Extent  0 

Table 55: River and Streams – Other, Sandleford North-West 

Habitat Condition:  

Moderate  

River Type:  

Other Alluvial / Straight-sinuous 

Indictors  Condition Description  Score 

Bank Top 

B1 Vegetation Structure  1 

B2 Tree Feature  0 

B3 Water Related Features  4 

B4 NNPS Cover 0 

B5 Managed Ground Cover  0 

Bank Face 

C1 Riparian Vegetation Structure  1 

C2 Tree Feature  1 

C3 Natural Bank Profile Extent 2 

C4 Natural Bank Profile Richness 1 

C5 Natural Bank Material Richness  1 

C6 Bare Sediment Extent 0 

C7 Artificial Bank Profile Extent  0 

C8 Reinforcement Extent  0 

C9 Reinforcement Material Severity 0 

C10 NNPS Cover 0 

Channel – Water Margin 

D1 Aquatic Vegetation Extent  3 

D2 Aquatic Morphotype 1 

D3 Physical Feature Extent  0 
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Habitat Condition:  

D4 Physical Feature Richness  0 

D5 Artificial Features  0 

Channel Bed 

E1 Aquatic Morphotype Richness  3 

E2 Tree Features Richness  1 

E3 Hydraulic Features Richness 3 

E4 Natural Features Extent  2 

E5 Natural Features Richness  1 

E6 Material Richness  3 

E7 Siltation  -3 

E8 Reinforcement Extent  0 

E9 Reinforcement Severity  0 

E10 Artificial Features Severity  0 

E11 NNPS Extent  0 

E12 Filamentous Algae Extent  0 

Table 56: River and Streams – Other, Sandleford Central 

Habitat Condition:  

Moderate  

River Type:  

Other Alluvial / Straight-sinuous 

Indictors  Condition Description  Score 

Bank Top 

B1 Vegetation Structure  2 

B2 Tree Feature  1 

B3 Water Related Features  4 

B4 NNPS Cover 0 

B5 Managed Ground Cover  -2 

Bank Face 

C1 Riparian Vegetation Structure  3 

C2 Tree Feature  2 

C3 Natural Bank Profile Extent 3 

C4 Natural Bank Profile Richness 4 

C5 Natural Bank Material Richness  1 

C6 Bare Sediment Extent 3 

C7 Artificial Bank Profile Extent  0 
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Habitat Condition:  

C8 Reinforcement Extent  0 

C9 Reinforcement Material Severity 0 

C10 NNPS Cover 0 

Channel – Water Margin 

D1 Aquatic Vegetation Extent  2 

D2 Aquatic Morphotype 2 

D3 Physical Feature Extent  0 

D4 Physical Feature Richness  0 

D5 Artificial Features  0 

Channel Bed 

E1 Aquatic Morphotype Richness  1 

E2 Tree Features Richness  2 

E3 Hydraulic Features Richness 2 

E4 Natural Features Extent  1 

E5 Natural Features Richness  1 

E6 Material Richness  2 

E7 Siltation  0 

E8 Reinforcement Extent  0 

E9 Reinforcement Severity  0 

E10 Artificial Features Severity  -4 

E11 NNPS Extent  0 

E12 Filamentous Algae Extent  0 

 

 



Ecological 

baseline

Baseline ref River type
length 

KM
Distinctiveness Score Condition Score Strategic significance

Strategic 

significance

Strategic 

position 

multiplier

Total river 

units

Length 

retained

Length 

enhanced

Units 

retained

Units 

enhanced

Length 

impacted

Units 

Lost
Assessor Comments Reviewer comments

1
Rivers & Streams (Other) 

0.375 Medium 4 Moderate 3 Within River Basin Management Plan
High strategic 

significance 
1.15 Avoid 5.175 0.375 5.175 0 0 0

2
Rivers & Streams (Other) 

0.145 Medium 4 Moderate 3 Within River Basin Management Plan
High strategic 

significance 
1.15 Avoid 2.001 0.145 2.001 0 0 0

3
Rivers & Streams (Other) 

0.6 Medium 4 Moderate 3 Within River Basin Management Plan
High strategic 

significance 
1.15 Avoid 8.28 0.6 8.28 0 0 0

4

5

Total site length KM 1.12 Total Site 15.46 1.12 0.00 15.46 0.00 0.00 0.00

Sandleford Park, Newbury

Comments

C-1 Site River Baseline

Existing river type Habitat distinctiveness Habitat condition Strategic significance Retention category biodiversity value

Sugested action

Condense / Show Rows

Main Menu Instructions

Condense / Show Columns


