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Terms of Use

This report has been compiled by Pennine Ecological with all reasonable skill, care and diligence
within the terms of the instruction and permissions granted by the client. The results, conclusions
and recommendations of this report are proportionate and in line with the British Standard
42020:2013.

This is a technical report and does not represent legal advice/opinion.

The report is for the sole use of the commissioning client in connection with the development project
described in the report, and must not be used for any other purpose, copied, re-produced or sent to
any other party other than the Local Planning Authority without the permission of Pennine Ecological.

This report remains the property of Pennine Ecological and cannot be relied upon until full payment
has been made. Pennine Ecological reserve the right to retract any survey reports submitted to
planning where payments are outstanding.

Pennine Ecological will retain the right to re-publish data obtained, and to forward data collected
during all its ecology surveys to the local wildlife records centre.



Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment
Evesons Barn, Simonstone Lane, Simonstone, Burnley, BB12 7NP

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1  BACKGROUND

Pennine Ecological have been commissioned to undertake a Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG)
assessment for a proposed access track at Simonstone Lane, Simonstone, Ribble Valley,
Lancashire, England, BB12 7NP.

To address the anticipated loss of low distinctiveness habitats as a result of the proposed
development a biodiversity net gain (BNG) assessment has been undertaken to determine whether
a 10% gain can be achieved. This is in line with both National and Local Planning Policy ((Schedule
7A of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as inserted by Schedule 14 of the Environment Act
2021)).

Baseline conditions were assessed by Robert Leatham on 02/04/2025.

The assessment has been undertaken to support the LPA in making an informed decision on
whether the proposal will be able to achieve the required 10% net gain.

This document should be read in conjunction with the following documents:

1. Pennine Ecological (2025). Evesons Barn -
The_Statutory_Biodiversity Metric_Calculation_Tool_-_Macro_enabled

Pennine Ecological (2025). Evesons Barn - Preliminary Ecological Appraisal

Evesons Barn Proposed GA
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Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment
Evesons Barn, Simonstone Lane, Simonstone, Burnley, BB12 7NP

2. BIODIVERSITY NET GAIN RESULTS

2.1 BIODIVERSITY NET GAIN RESULTS

The biodiversity calculation concluded that the current proposal would result in a net loss of biodiversity on the site. The habitat trading rules have also
not been satisfied.

2.1.1 Habitat Net Gain Results

A summary of the habitat calculations is provided in Tables 2.1 and 2.2 below. An area of modified grassland will be lost to make way for an access
track comprising sealed asphalt (developed land, sealed surface). In addition, a small section of the native species-rich hedgerow will be removed at
the entrance of the site.

Refer to Appendix B, Figure 1 for baseline habitats plan. Refer to Appendix B, Figure 2 and 3 for site proposals.

Table 2.1: On site habitat baseline calculations

Habitat Habitat Habitat Habitat/Hedegr | Area Retained | Area Enhanced | Habitat  Units
Areal/Length Condition ow Unit Value (ha) (ha) Lost
Developed land, sealed surface | 0.004ha N/A 0 0.004ha 0 0
Modified grassland 0.06ha Poor 0.12 0.005ha 0 0.11
Native species-rich hedgerow 0.0036km Moderate 0.03 0.002km 0 0.01
0.12 Hab units, 0.11 Hab units,
TOTAL 0.064ha, 0.03 Hedge | 0 0 0.01 Hedge
units units
PENNINE

ecological
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Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment
Evesons Barn, Simonstone Lane, Simonstone, Burnley, BB12 7NP

Table 2.2: Proposed on site habitats

Developed land,; Condition .
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Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment
Evesons Barn, Simonstone Lane, Simonstone, Burnley, BB12 7NP

3. CONCLUSION

3.1 CONCLUSION

A summary of the BNG assessment can be found in Table 3.1 and the headline results extracted in
Table 3.2 below.

The proposed site plan would result in a loss of 0.11 habitat units and 0.01 hedgerow units. Trading
rules have not been satisfied.

Table 3.1: Summary of BNG Assessment

Net Habitat Biodiversity Units / Biodiversity %
Onsite - 0.11 habitat unit loss /- 90.45%

- 0.01 hedgerow unit loss / 40.59%

Trading Rules

Satisfied No

ENNINE _
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Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment
Evesons Barn, Simonstone Lane, Simonstone, Burnley, BB12 7NP

Table 3.2: BNG Headline Results extract

Habitat units 0.12
On-site baseline Hedgerow units 0.03
Watercourse units 0.00
i ) ) Habitat units 0.01
On-site post-intervention Hodgerow units 0.02
AR S e . Watercourse units 0.00
) Habitat units -0.11
On-site net change Hedgerow units -0.01
s Watercourse units 0.00
Habitat units 0.00
Off-site baseline Hedgerow units 0.00
Watercourse units 0.00
) i ) Habitat units 0.00
Off-site post-intervention Fedgerow wits 0.00
AR S e . Watercourse units 0.00
) Habitat units 0.00
Off-site net change R 0.00
e ) Watercourse units 0.00
§ ) Habitat units -0.11
_ Combde n_et umt ch_ange Fecdgerow uits 001
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat creation & enh ) Watercourse units 0.00
Habitat units 0.00
Spatial isk multiplier (SRM) deductions Hedgerow units 0.00
Watercourse units 0.00
FINAL RESULTS
. Habitat units -0.11
Total net unit change Hedgerow units 0,01
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat creation & enh ) Watercourse units 0.00
Habitat units -90.45%
Total net % change Hedgerow units -40.59%
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat i ion & enh )
Watercourse units 0.00%
Trading rules satisfied?
Unit Type Target Baseline Units Units Required
Habitat units 10.00% 0.12 0.14
Hedgerow units 10.00% 0.03 0.03
Watercourse units 10.00% 0.00 0.00
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Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment
Evesons Barn, Simonstone Lane, Simonstone, Burnley, BB12 7NP

4, BNG PROPOSALS

The current proposals will result in a 90.45% net loss, therefore, failing the required 10% biodiversity
net gain to satisfy National and Local Planning Policy.

An additional 0.12 habitat units and 0.01 hedgerow units are required to achieve a 10% net gain.

= PENNINE .
me== ecological April 2025 5
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Appendix A: Condition Assessments

Grassland condition assessment

No

There are 6-8 vascular plant species per m? present, including at least 2 forbs (these may include
those listed in Footnote 1). Note - this criterion is essential for achieving Moderate or Good
condition.

A |Where the vascular plant species present are characteristic of medium, high or very high
distinctiveness grassland, or there are 9 or more of these characteristic species per m? (excluding
those listed in Footnote 1), please review the full UKHab description to assess whether the
grassland should instead be classified as a higher distinctiveness grassland. Where a grassland is
classed as medium, high, or very high distinctiveness, please use the relevant condition sheet.

No

Sward height is varied (at least 20% of the sward is less than 7 cm and at least 20% is more than 7

B |cm) creating microclimates which provide opportunities for vertebrates and invertebrates to live and
breed.

Yes
Any scrub present accounts for less than 20% of the total grassland area. (Some scattered scrub

such as bramble Rubus fruticosus agg. may be present).

Note - patches of scrub with continuous (more than 90%) cover should be classified as the relevant
scrub habitat type.

Yes Based on pre-development
photographic and Google Earth

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

D |include excessive poaching, damage from machinery use or storage, erosion caused by high levels
of access, or any other damaging management activities.

Yes

Cover of bare ground is between 1% and 10%, including localised areas (for example, a
concentration of rabbit warrens)?.

Yes

F |Cover of bracken Pteridium aquilinum is less than 20%.

Yes

G [There is an absence of invasive non-native plant species’ (as listed on Schedule 9 of WCA®).

Essential criterion achieved (Yes or No) I\

Number of criteria passed 5

Condition Assessment Result (out o .
of 7 criteria) Condition Assessment Score Score Achieved x/V

Passes 6 or 7 criteria including

passing essential criterion A Good (3)

Passes 4 or 5 criteria including

passing essential criterion A Moderate (2)

Passes 3 or fewer criteria; Yes
OR

Passes 4 - 6 criteria (excluding
criterion A)

Poor (1)
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Hedgerow condition assessment

_ eoenn |
(Yes or No) Justincation)

| The average height of woody growth estimated from base of stem to I
e top of the shoots, exciuding any bank beneath the hedgerow, any

[gaps or Isolated trees.
[Newly 1aid or coppiced hedgerows are Indicative of good
AL [Hegnt [>1.5m average along lengh management and pass this criterion for up % a maximum of four

|years (If undertaken according to good practice).

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

[ The average width of at the widest point of
e canopy, exciuding gaps and Isolated Fees.

(such as Prunus spinosa suckers) are only
A2, (Wian >1.5 m average along length included In the width estimate when they are >0.5 m In height.

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

Yes
| This Is the vertical ‘gappiness’ of the woody companent of the
and Its distance from the ground to the lowest leafy

51 |cap- base |G3P between ground and base of canopy  (grow.

<0.5 m for >90% of length
Certain exceptions to fis criterion are acceptable (see page 65 of
e Hedgerow Survey Handbook).

Yes

[ This I the horizontal ‘gappiness' of the woody component of e
[hedgerow. Gaps are compiete breaks In the woody canopy (no
Gap - hedge (Gaps make up <10% of fotal length; and matier how smal).

52 |canopy continuty |No canopy gaps >5m
|Access points and gates contribute fo the overall ‘gappiness’ but are
not subject to the >S5 m criterion (as this Is the typical size of a gate).
[ This Is the level of atthe
base of the hedgerow.
>1m width of undisturbed ground with
for >90% ground Is present for at least 90% of the hedgerow One side comprises.
and jof length: length, greater than 1 m In width and must be present along at least roadside verge which
cy.  [ground E from outer edge of lone side of the hedgerow. No is cut for sattey swathe.
== ana [The Inside feld side is
= . ks present on one sige of the hedgerow (at |This criterion recognises the value of the hedgerow base 3s 3 cattie poached.
lleast). boundary habitat with the capacity to support a wide range of
[species. Cultnation, heavily trodden %ofpatns, poached ground efc.
[can limit avaitable habitat niches.
[Nutrient-enriched  |Plant species Indicative of nuirient | The Indicator species used are netties Urtica spp., Cleavers Galum
c2. of solls dominate <20% cover of (aparine and docks Rumex spp. Their presence, elther singly or No
vegetation [the area of undisturbed ground. [fogether, does not exceed the 20% cover threshold.

Yes

Introduced species refer to plants that have naturalised In

Recenty
MUKHMAD |5)u(neopnms; Archasophytes count 3s natives.
>90% of the heagerow and see the JNCC

mashe and jground is free of Invashve non-native piant m‘amamwum&’mn “Oniine Atias of the
Ineophyte species [species (Including those listed on Schedule
e ¢ ng British and Irish Flora® contains an up-to-ate list of the status of

9 of WCA?) and recently Infroduced pecies. | ociec. For information on Invasive non-naive species see the GB
[Non-Native Secretariat website”.

This criterion addresses damaging activities that may have led to or [Ne
. 90% of the he o lead to deterioration In other atir butes.

undisturbed
D2.  Cument damage MI“"““WMWW This cousd Include evtdence of poiiution, piles of manure or rubbie, of
practices (for exampie,

cutiing).

m bie to hedgerows with trees only

|There s more than one age-ctass (or

qy) of ree g (o — msmmmnmnawumw

lyoung. mature, veteran and or anclent), and|

E1. |Treeclass = which of rees and provide
on average atleast one mare, | i b pecies.

[ancient or veteran tree present per 20 - SOm

lof hedgerow.

|At least 35% of hedgerow trees are In a

condition (excluding veteran features
|valuable for wildife). There Is littie or no
E2. |Tree heath [evidence of an adverse Impact on tree.
(heaith by damage from livestock or wild
animals, pests or diseases, or human
actvity.

| The hedgerow condition aweighting ranging from 1 - 3, which Is used within the Statutory Blodiversity Metric. The scores for each are set out In e tables

| This criterion Identifies If the trees are subject to damage which
the sunvival of the

Mstric Scors

[No more than 2 fallures In total;

|AND

[No more than 1 fallure in any functional
group.

[No more than 4 fallures In total;

|AND

Moderate 1205 not 131 boih JHripytas in more than
lone functional group (for example, falls
atiributes A1, A2, B1 and C2 = Moderate
condition).

)

Falls a total of more than 4 attributes;
IOR

Poor Falls both atiributes In more than one 1
[functional group (for example, falls attributes
|A1, A2, B1 and B2 = Poor condition).

Score achleved:|2
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Appendix B: Figures

Figure 1: UKHabs Baseline Map

[ site boundary

[ g4 - Modified grassland

=== h2a5 - Native species-rich hedgerow
I B ulb - Developed land, sealed-surface




Figure 2: UKHabs Proposed Site Layout

- [ site boundary

" | h2a5 - Native species-rich hedgerow
I B ulb - Developed land, sealed-surface
[ g4 - Modified grassland




Figure 2: Evesons Barn Proposed GA
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