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1.1.1.

1.1.2.

1.1.3.

1.2.

1.2.1.

INTRODUCTION

SCOPE&PURPOSE

Fieldology Works Ltd wascommissioned by MrM Garforth to prepare a Biodiversity Net Gain
(BNG) Assessment for CCG Depot, Ainsworth Street, Rochdale, OL16 5QX.

The author of thisreport is Julie Wickington BSc (Hons), MA (Hons) at Fieldology Works Ltd. Julie
is highly experienced at managing schemes and has produced many ecological reportsto inform
planning managementplans.

This report hasbeen written broadly following the Biodiversity Net Gain Report and Audit
Templates (CIEEM, 2021).

LOCATION

Pleaserefer to Figure 1.1 for the site location.
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1.3. OBJECTIVES

1.3.1. Thereport hasbeen produced to document the methods, results and conclusions of a BNG
Assessment undertaken based on the proposed development for the site to fulfil the following:

o Ensure thatthe mitigation hierarchy hasbeenapplied,;

o Identify the baseline habitats present and provide a condition assessment;

o Identify the post development habitats onsite, assess the possible target condition
and provide anindication ofthe likely importance of those habitats;

o Calculatetheoverall changein biodiversity score from pre- post development;

o Providedesign recommendations to maximise potential net gainachievable;and,

o Providean indication oflikely outcomes and indicative cost asrequired.

1.4, PLANNING CONTEXT

1.4.1. Paragraph174(d) ofthe revised National Planning Policy Framework (2021) statesthat
“Planning policies, and decisions should contribute to and enhance the naturaland local
environment by... minimising impactsonand providing net gainsfor biodiversity...”

1.4.2. The Government 25-year Environment Plan statesthatthe government will “embed
environmental net gain principlefordevelopment.”

2. METHODS

2.1 EXISTING HABITAT (BASELINE)

2.1.1. Asite walkoverand condition assessment of the site was undertaken by Julie, at Fieldology
Works Ltd on 30t September 2025. The On-site Baseline Plan (Ref: MG001) illustrates the
habitatsto be incorporatedintothe proposal.

2.1.2. The methods were based on the standard methodology as detailed by UK HAB Methodology to
assess the habitats present.

2.2. PLANNING LAYOUT (POST-DEVELOPMENT)

2.2.1. The On-SiteCreationand Enhancement Plan (Ref: MG002 illustrates the habitatsto be
incorporated withinthe site.

2.3. THE STATUTORY BIODIVERSITYMETRIC

2.3.1. TheBNGcalculationwasundertaken utilising The Statutory Biodiversity Metric Calculation Tool

(2024) (full calculationavailablein Appendix). The calculation was performed by a technically
competent and experienced ecologist as detailed in British Standard BS8683 - Suitably qualified
person —-definitionin BS8683:2020.
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2.3.2.

2.3.3.

2.4

2.4.1.

2.4.2.

2.4.3.

2.4.4.

2.4.5.

The Biodiversity Metric uses habitat features as a proxy measure for capturing thevalue and
importanceof nature. The metric takes into account the size, ecological condition, locationand
proximity to nearby ‘connecting’ features. The metric enables assessments to be made of the
present and forecast future biodiversity value of a site.

To minimise the impacts of this proposed development andto produce a 10% net gain, the
mandatory mitigation hierarchy hasbeen adopted. This sequenceis as follows:

o On-Siteunits - Delivered through habitat creation/enhancementvia landscaping/green
infrastructure.

o Off-site units- Delivered off-site through habitat creation/enhancement, includingvia
habitat banks, with public and private landowners.

o StatutoryCredits- Deliveredthrough large-scale habitat projects delivering high-value
habitats which can also provide long-term nature-based solutions.

This development can provide the biodiversity net gain On-Site.
HABITAT SCORING

The Biodiversity Statutory Metric supplies reference documents and user guides in whichto
accurately evaluateand assess the different habitats onsite. The methodology for the baseline

and post development calculationsaredemonstrated in the following sections.

Baseline Units- To assess the quality of a habitat and therefore calculatethe units scored the
Biodiversity Statutory Metric utilises three scoring factors as detailed below.

Condition - The condition of a habitatis assessed utilising the Condition Sheets provided for
each habitattype. These list positive indicators for each habitatandindicate how many of these
indicators need to be present to meet certain thresholds of condition. These condition sheets
canbe found inthe Biodiversity Metric 4.0 habitat condition assessment sheets with instructions
tool Technical (NaturalEngland Joint Publication, 2021).

Distinctiveness - The distinctiveness of each habitat (area and linear) isautomatically assigned
by the tool, based upon national records of the occurrence andrarity of each habitat
(Biodiversity Statutory Metric).

Strategic Significance- Theidea of strategicsignificanceworksatalandscapescale. It gives
additional unitvalueto habitatsthatare in preferred locationsfor biodiversity and other
environmental objectives. Strategic significance utilises published local plansand objectives to
identify local priorities for targeting biodiversity and natureimprovement, such Nature Recovery
Areas, local biodiversity plans, National Character Area objectives and green infrastructure
strategies. Upon review of the statutory and non-statutory designations using (Magic Maps)
(Accessed 30.09.25), the site hasbeen considered as “ Area/compensation not in local strategy/
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no local strategy ” see Appendix for Magic Maps 500m Buffer Zone). Notethat withinthe 500m
search zone the Rochdaleanal Special Area of Conservationis present.

2.4.6. PostDevelopment Units - Additional factorsare implemented when assessing post
development habitats.

o Difficulty of Creation/Enhancement;
Temporal Risk “Time to target condition”; and,

o SpatialRisk (when offsite mitigationis necessary) - Off-site mitigation is proposed
and atthisstage itis assumed that ‘Compensation inside LPA boundary or NCA of
impactsite’and, thatno spatial penalty will apply.

2.5. LIMITATIONS OF ASSESSMENT

2.5.1.  Whilstevery effort hasbeen made to provide a comprehensive description of the site, no
investigation could ensure the complete characterisation and prediction of the natural
environment. The conclusionsand recommendations detailed in this report are based upon the
site redline and blueline boundaries (asappropriate) and the development proposalsas
outlined by the clientat the time of writing. Should there be any changes to the site redline
boundary or development proposals ata laterstage, thisassessment should be reviewed to
determine whether any amendments or additional survey workis required.

2.5.2.  Habitatareas(predevelopment) have been measured using online mapping, and therefore will
not be completely accurate.

2.5.3.  TheSite LayoutPlanused for post development areasis indicativein natureand does not
constitute a detailed landscape plan.

3. BASELINECONDITIONS

3.1. CONDITION ASSESSMENT

3.1.1.  Thefollowingsection summarises the condition assessment based on the condition sheets
present withinthe Statutory Biodiversity Metric.

MODIFIED GRASSLAND

3.1.2.  Approximately 0.0868 ha of g4 modified grassland, g4, 10, 518 modified grassland, scattered
scrub and neglected. Thishabitat covers the southern zone of the proposed development Site
and supports species poor vegetation, dominated by few fast-growing grasses. Speciesinclude
abundant Common couch (Elymus repens) and Creeping bent (Agrostis stolonifera), with
occasional Red fescue (Festuca rubra) and rare Dandelion (Taraxacumofficinaleagg.).
Scattered scrub (10) including Bramble (Rubus fruticosusagg.) and Snowberry
(Symphoricarposalbus) is colonised throughout the habitat, particularlyat peripheral zones.
The habitatis neglected (518) and hasnot been actively managed: This promotes no variation
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in sward height. Atthe time of survey, adjacent (individual tree) habitats had been subject to
partial clearance, thusthe (g4) Modified grassland sward currently demonstrates signs of
disturbanceand bare ground (degradation -and for the metric all of thisgrassland has been
appraised) . Anthropogenic disturbance isalso evident via scattered litter throughout.

The modified grassland was assessed as scoring a ‘Poor’ condition based on passing 4 criteria.
INDIVIDUALTREES -RURALTREES

Approximately 0.0204 Ha, 6 No. individual trees (201, young trees planted) are located within the
site upon the time of the survey.

At the time of survey, a number of individual trees had been subject to clearance (degradation)
(0.0488 ha, 11 No.). Forthese specimens, assessment makes reference to Google Earth (2020 /
historic) aerialimagery and remaining evidenceon Site (i.e. tree stumps). Some individual trees
(rooted within proximity to each other) are comparablein species composition and character,
thus havebeen assessed asone habitat parcel. Individualtree Habitat Parcels1- 10 are as
follows:

1. HabitatParcel 1: u200 - 1 no. Medium sized Small-leaved lime (Tilia cordata): Insitu at the
time of survey and proposed for retention during development. Good Condition

2. HabitatParcel 2: u200 - 1 no. Small Rowan (Sorbusaucuparia): Insitu at thetime of
survey and proposed for retention during development.

3. HabitatParcel 3: u200 - 1 no. Small Sycamore (Acer pseudoplatanus): Insitu at the time of
survey and proposed for retention during development.

4. HabitatParcel4:u200 - 1 no. Small Sycamore (Acer pseudoplatanus): Insitu at the time of
survey and proposed for retention during development.

5. Habitat Parcel 5: u200 - 1 no. Small Rowan (Sorbusaucuparia): Insitu at the time of
survey and proposed for retention during development.

6. HabitatParcel 6: u200 - 1 no. Small Hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna): Insitu atthe time
of survey and proposed for retention during development.

7. HabitatParcel 7: u200 - 4 no. Small Cherry sp. (Prunussp.): Most specimens cleared pre-
survey and proposed for removal during development.

8. HabitatParcel 8:u200 - 1 no. Small Birch sp. (Betula sp.): Cleared pre-survey and
proposed for removal during development.

9. HabitatParcel9: u200 - 3 no. Small Cherry sp. (Prunussp.): Most specimens cleared pre-
survey and proposed for removal during development.

10. HabitatParcel 10: u200 - 3 no. Small Sycamore (Acer pseudoplatanus): Insitu at the time
of survey and proposed for removal during development.

Trees 2 - 10 are assessed as ‘Poor’ Condition.
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URBAN LAND

3.1.3 Thesite hasapprox. 0.1279 Ha of urban land, comprising buildings, car parkand the site
occupied by the steel containers, which were present on the site pre 2020.

SUMMARY

3.1.3.  Table3.1 summarises the baseline habitats, condition assessment and area size.

Table3.1 Habitat Typeand Condition Assessment (pre-development)

Individual Trees - Urban Moderate/Poor
Modified Grassland Poor 0.0868
Urban N/A 0.1279

3.2 RETAINEDAND ENHANCED HABITATS

3.2.1.  Atotalareaof 0.0204 ha of Individual Urban Trees are proposed to be retained.
3.2.2.  0.1137 ha of urbanland will be retained.

3.3. LOST HABITATS

3.3.1.  0.0695 ha of modified grassland, 0.0448 ha of individual trees and 0.0046ha of developed land
will be lost to this project proposal.

3.4. PRE- DEVELOPMENT HABITAT BASELINE

3.4.1.  Pleaserefer to Table3.4 summarising the Habitat Baseline forthe calculation,demonstrating
habitatsto be retained, enhanced and/or lost.

Table3.2 Habitat Baseline

On site baseline Retained Enhanced Lost
[ Habitat (Area) Units 0.48 0.11 0.03 0.33
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4. HABITAT CREATION

4.1. INTRODUCTION

Pleaserefer to the On-Site Habitat Creation and Enhancement Plan (MG002) for full details of the
proposed development and habitats.

The following sections detail the condition assessments that the habitats will be required to
meet to achievetheir target condition. Thiscan be achieved through the production of a Habitat
Managementand Monitoring Plan with a commitment to maintainthe BNGfor at least 30 years.
The proposed on-siteenhancements arenot classed as ‘significant on-siteenhancements’ and it
is deemed thata legal agreement isnot required for this proposal. However, the LPS may have
require a legal agreement for wider planning policy reasons.

4.2. MODIFIED GRASSLAND

1.1.1.  Atotalof0.0174 Ha of modified grasslands are to be enhanced within the scheme. They will
targeta “Moderate” habitat condition by seeking to meet the following condition criteria:

o The parcelrepresents a good example of its habitat type, dominated by a few fast
growing grasses ((Rye-grasses (Lolium Spp), Timothy ( Phleum pratense), Cock’s-
foot (Dactylisglomerata), rested Dog’s Tail (Cynosurus cristatus) and Yorkshire
Fog (Holcuslanatus)) and, typically 9 or more vascular plant species present per m
sg. The nine species will typically exclude: Creeping thistle ( Cirsium arvense), Spear
Thistle (Cirsiumvulgare), Curled Dock (Rumex crispus), Broad-leaved dock ( Rumex
obtusifolius), Creeping Buttercup ( Ranunculus repens), Greater plantain ( Plantago
major) white clover ( 7rifolium repens) and Cow Parsley (Anthriscus sylvestris).

o Swardheightis varied (atleast20% of the swardis less than 7cm and at least 20%
is more than7 cm) creating microclimates that provide opportunities for insects,
birds and small mammalsto liveand breed.

o  Grass over greaterthan 75%, cover of bare groundis between 1% and 5%,
including localised areas, forexample, rabbit warrens.

o Coverof bracken (Pteridium aquilinum) and scrubis less than 20% and cover of
scrub (including bramble (Rubus fruticosus agg.) is less than 5%.

o Thereisanabsence of invasive non-native plantspecies.

URBAN TREES (201)

Atotal of 17 new Urban Trees are proposed to be planted withinthe scheme. These could
comprise Small-leaved Lime (Tilia cordata), Rowan (Sorbus aucuparia), Silver Birch (Betula
Pendula) and Cherry (Prunussp). They will target a “Moderate” habitat condition by seeking to
meet the following condition criteria:

o Thetree ismature (or more than 50% withinthe blockare mature).

10
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o Thereis littleor no evidence of an adverse impact on tree health by humanactivities (such
asvandalism, herbicide or detrimental agricultural activity). And thereis no current regular
pruning regime, so the trees retain >75% of expected canopy for their agerangeand height.

o Naturalecologicalnichesforvertebrates andinvertebrates are present, such as presence of
deadwood, cavities, ivy orloose bark.

o Morethan20% of the tree canopy area isoversailing vegetation beneath.

MIXED SCRUB (h3h)

It isproposed that0.010 Ha of Mixed Scrub are created to meet ‘good’ conditionwitha
combination of the following criteria.

o

The parcel represents a good example of its habitat type - the appearanceand
composition of the vegetation closely matches its UKHab description (whereinits
naturalrange)

- Atleast80% of scrub is native,

- There are atleast three native woody species2,

- Nosingle species comprises more than 75% of the cover (except hazel Corylus
avellana, common juniper Juniperus communis, sea buckthorn Hippophae
rhamnoides (onlyinits restricted nativerange), or box Buxus sempervirens,
which canbe up to 100% cover).

Seedlings, saplings, young shrubs and mature (or ancient orveteran3) shrubs are all
present.

There is anabsence of invasive non-native plant species4 (aslisted on Schedule 9 of
WCADS) and species indicative of suboptimal condition make up less than 5% of ground
cover.

The scrub hasa well-developed edge with scattered scrub and tall grassland and or
forbs present between the scrub and adjacent habitat.

There are clearings, glades orrides present within the scrub, providing sheltered edges.

GROUNDBASED GREEN WALL

Approx. 0.0180 ha of Ground-based Green Wall are proposed. Whilst there is no criterion
specified for a ‘moderate’ condition within the Biodiversity Net Gain Habitat Assessment or
UKHab, these guidelines are proposed:

o Asinglestructural habitat component orvegetation type does not account for more

than 80% of the total habitat area.
The habitat parcel contains different plant species that are beneficial for wildlife for

exampleflowering species providing nectarsources for a range of invertebrates at
different times of the year.

11
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o Invasivenon-native plantspecies (listed on Schedule 9 of the Wildlifeand Countryside
Act 1981 (asamended) and others which are to the detriment of native wildlife cover
less than 5% of the total vegetated area.

o Plantspecies aremostly native. If non-native species are present, they should not be
detrimental to the habitat or native wildlife.

4.3 URBAN

Industrial development and car parking proposed approx. (0.0438 ha) are proposed.

5.  SUMMARY

5.1. Metric

This report and the DEFRA Statutory Biodiversity Metric submitted have demonstrated thatthe
proposed habitat creation createa net gain of biodiversity within the site of +11.62% in habitat
units and an increasein Hedgerow Units of 0%. The trading rules have been satisfied.

Figure 5.1 Onsite net % changed

FINAL RESULTS

. Ares habitat units 0.06

Total net unit change Hedgerow miss 0.00

(Imeluding all on-site & off-zite habitat retention, creation & enhancement) W e umis 0.00
Ares habitaf units 11.62%

Total net % change Hedgerow unis 0.00%

(Imeluding all on-site & off-zite habitat retention, creation & enhancement)
Watercourse unis 0.00%
Trading rules satisfied? Yes v/
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5.2 NEXTSTEPS

To achievethe BNGwithin the proposed development. It is recommended that the following
steps areundertaken to maintainthe enhancement and creation of these habitats.

521 HABITAT MANAGEMENT PLAN

An adequatemanagement plan isto be written andinitiated to benefit the Site, comprising the
following methods:

GRASSLAND

1. A‘conservationstyle’ cut of the grassland oncea yearatduring September. Removal of
cuttingsiskey, as the current Site. Old cuttings add nutrients back to into soil, enabling
coarse grasses to become dominant atthe expense of nutrient poor loving speciesindicative
of other lowland acidic grassland swards. Therefore, the removal of cuttings aftera cut is to
be a management priority and a core part of achieving ‘moderate’ condition.

2. Aregularonce yearly cutshould also reduce scrub build-up. By cutting in September, it
reduces the opportunity for invasive species to flourish as much due to the reduced
temperatures and sunlight levels. This, incombination with step 3 below, creates the
opportunity for native flower species to colonize more easily the following year.

3. Removeinvasivescrubover winter. Whilst the grasslandis currently in poor condition, it
could quite easily be enhanced/created by removing the invasivescrub patches that may
encroach from the surrounding areas. The scrub removal, targeting species such asbramble,
aswell astree saplings, should be undertaken using manual or brush cutters in November.
The scrub should be removed to asclose to ground level as is possible.

4. Timingsof the cuts arealso important. Cutting isto occur lateenough inthe season to
enable all forbs to flower and set seed. Earlier cuts within April, May or June are not to occur,
asthese may hinder flowering and subsequent seed set of forbs present on Site. It should be
noted that if subsequent management differs from the suggested actionsabove, then the
grasslandsiteis unlikely to obtain the improved habitat conditionscore of ’'moderate’ and
subsequently the Siteis unlikely to achievethe necessary 10% BNG required.
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APPENDICES

File references for attachments
Statutory_Biodiversity_Metric_Condition_Assessments-_Feb24 MG
Statutory_Biodiversity_Metric_Condition_Assessments-_Feb24 MG
The_Statutory_Biodiversity_Metric_Calculation_Tool_-_Macro_disabled_tool_MG.xlsx
On Site Baseline Ref MG001

On Site Creation & Enhancement Ref MG02

Magic Maps 500m Buffer Zone.
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