


























 

 

 
Figure 3: The Survey Site – UK Habitat Classification Plan  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 

Distinctiveness of the Habitat and Trading Rules 
 
5.1.20 Under the Biodiversity Calculator principals each habitat is categorised into a distinctiveness band.   

 
5.1.21 The distinctiveness of the habitat is based upon 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) 
 

§ Modified grassland including the tall forb habitat is considered to have LOW distinctiveness. 
§ Urban trees are considered to have MODERATE distinctiveness.  

 

Trading Rules  
 

5.1.22 Habitats of moderate distinctiveness, if lost, must be compensated for with the same broad habitat 
type or a higher distinctiveness habitat.  
 

5.1.23 The urban trees must therefore be replaced with individual trees or a habitat of higher distinctiveness. 

 
Habitat Condition Assessment  

 
5.1.24 The condition the habitat on site can be categorised as low, moderate or good and is based upon the 

Habitat Condition Assessment Sheets within the Statutory Biodiversity Metric.  See excel condition 
assessment.  
 
Modified Grassland (tall forb) 
 

5.1.25 The Modified Grassland, tall forb habitat is considered to be of poor condition because the species 
richness is poor.  This is true for all stands.  The majority of the site (TN1) does support a varied 
structure, but the tall forb habitat (TN2) and along wisewell Brook (TN3) is relatively uniform in height.   
 
Urban trees g 200 
 

5.1.26 The small willow, alder and oak planted on site are considered to be of moderate condition. They lack 
the features of more mature trees.  The non-native cherry laurel area considered of poor condition as 
they are non-native.  
 
Wisewell Brook 
 

5.1.27 To determine the condition of the watercourse a MoRPh survey was undertaken on 15th July 2024. 
 

5.1.28 At this time, it was possible to view all the necessary physical features including the riverbed, banks and 
bankside vegetation.   

 
5.1.29 The river type is determined as ‘K’ – straight, sinuous.    

 

 











 

 

 
Figure 4:  Proposed Habitat Creation and Enhancement  
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

       



 

 

5.4 Percentage Change in Biodiversity Units 
 
Baseline Habitat Units: 1.52 

             Baseline Watercourse Units: 0.97 

 
Habitat Units Change: -0.24 
 
Watercourse Units Change: 0.06 
 
Total percentage change in Habitat Units: -16.05% 
 
Total percentage Change in Watercourse Units: 6.57% 
 

5.4.1 The proposals will include enhancement of 0.078ha of other modified grassland along the watercourse 
to other neutral grassland, and planting of 20 small native trees.  This enhancement will result in the 
improvement of the riparian encroachment of the watercourse. 
 

5.4.2 An appropriate Habitat Management and Monitoring Programme will be required to ensure the 
habitats created reach their appropriate condition over the 30 year period.  
 

5.4.3 There will be an 6.57% increase in Watercourse Units.  However, due to the development there will be 
a loss of -16.05% of Habitat Units.   Including the spatial risk multiplier this will result in a unit shortfall 
of 0.79 Habitat Units and 0.07 Watercourse Units.   These units will be purchased from a Habitat Bank.  

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 






