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1.0

1.1

1.1.1

1.1.2

1.1.3

1.1.4

INTRODUCTION

Overview

This Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG) Report has been prepared to accompany
the application for development consent for the East Park Energy project (the

‘Scheme’).

This BNG Report has been prepared with reference to Environmental
Statement (ES) Chapter 7: Ecology and Biodiversity [EN010141/DR/6.1]
and based on the lllustrative Landscape Proposals at Appendix A of the
outline Landscape and Ecological Management Plan (oLEMP)
[EN010141/DR7.7]. The final LEMP will ensure that the detailed design of the
scheme will be in substantial accordance with the illustrative landscape
proposals set out in Appendix A of the oLEMP, as secured by a Requirement
of the draft DCO [EN010141/DR/3.1].

The Scheme is described in full in ES Chapter 2: The Scheme
[EN010141/DR/6.1], however briefly comprises a new ground-mounted solar
photovoltaic energy generating station and an associated on-site battery
energy storage system (BESS) and 400 kV substation on land to the north-
west of St Neots. The Scheme would allow for the generation and export of
400 MW of electricity to the National Grid from the solar photovoltaic energy
generating station, and would be capable of exporting and importing up to 100
MW via the BESS. The design life of the Scheme is 40 years, with

decommissioning to commence 40 years after final commissioning.

This report shows how the Defra Statutory Biodiversity Metric has been
utilised in order to calculate the number of biodiversity units that the Site
represents at baseline, and how this is predicted to based on the lllustrative
Landscape Proposals at Appendix A of the oLEMP [EN010141/DR/7.7].
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1.2

1.2.1

1.2.2

1.2.3

1.2.4

1.2.5

1.2.6

Site Overview

The Site comprises four distinct areas (East Park Sites A to D) joined with
cable and grid connection corridors, as described below and shown on ES
Vol 3 Figure 1-2: Site References [EN010141/DR/6.3].

East Park Site A

East Park Site A, west of B660 Kimbolton road and B660 Pertenhall Road,
predominantly consists of large arable fields planted with cereal crops at the
time of survey. Fields are typically bounded by species-poor hedgerows
dominated by hawthorn and blackthorn, but also variously including field

maple, ash, oak, dog rose, sycamore, hazel.

Within the north of East Park Site A lies the Pertenhall Brook, while more
natural at the western extent, the watercourse becomes more open and
heavily modified towards the east of East Park Site A, including the
straightening and deepening of the channel. At the western extent and along
the southern bank in particular are mature tree lines of ash and willow, with

unmanaged grassland in more open areas towards the east of the Site.

Habitats immediately beyond the East Park Site A boundary include further
arable fields, blocks of plantation broadleaved woodland, as well as the

existing Manor Farm solar array.
East Park Site B

East Park Site B, east of B660 Pertenhall Road, similarly comprises
agricultural habitats consisting of cereal crops and non-cereal (legume) crops.
Fields typically have modified grassland margins consisting of common

species typical of agricultural landscapes.

Fields are bounded by hedgerows, typically species-poor and dominated by
hawthorn and blackthorn but variously also containing oak, ash, willow, elder
and sycamore. Ditches are also present, as well as some small streams that
are tributaries of the Pertenhall Brook.
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1.2.7 A few small areas of broadleaved woodland are located within Site B.

1.2.8 Habitats immediately beyond the East Park Site B boundary include further
arable fields, with the village of Little Staughton to the South.

East Park Site C

1.2.9 East Park Site C surrounding New Wood consists predominantly of arable
fields bounded by ditches and with modified grassland margins.

1.2.10 New Wood is located centrally in the parcel, which is an oak dominated
woodland with evidence of use for gamebird rearing.

1.2.11 The River Kym is present to the north of Site C; the river is approximately 5m
wide and with banks modified by reprofiling. The river is lined with trees
including ash and willow and grassland bank tops.

1.2.12 Habitats immediately beyond the East Park Site C boundary include further
arable fields, with the village of Staughton Highway to the north.

East Park Site D

1.2.13 East Park Site D comprises predominantly arable fields with small blocks of
woodland and scrub on the western boundary, as well as recent hedgerow
planting. Field boundaries are less well established in this Site.

1.2.14 Habitats immediately beyond the East Park Site D boundary include further
arable fields. High wood, a small woodland block, and a solar farm is present
to the south of East Park Site D.

Cable Corridor B - C — East Park Site B to Site C

1.2.15 The cable corridor connects East Park Site B and C across an unnamed road
and arable fields.

Cable Corridor C - D — East Park Site C to Site D

1.2.16 The cable corridor connects East Park Site C and D across Moor Road and
an arable field.
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1.2.17

1.2.18

1.3

1.3.1

1.3.2

1.3.3

1.3.4

Grid Connection — East Park Site D to Eaton Socon Substation

The Grid Connection connects East Park Site D to the Eaton Socon
Substation and crosses open arable fields, Duloe Brook, Duole Road and

Bushmead Road.

Habitats adjacent to the Grid Connection predominantly consist of arable land
but also includes Huntington Wood (ancient woodland and County Wildlife
Site).

BNG Statement

The Scheme is not subject to statutory BNG requirements. The Government’s
target date for the application of mandatory BNG for Nationally Significant
Infrastructure Projects (NSIPs) is May 20267, at which point development
consent order (DCO) applications would be required to demonstrate a
quantifiable BNG of at least 10% under the Environment Act 2021.

A BNG assessment has been undertaken utilising Defra’s Statutory
Biodiversity Metric Calculator?, to provide evidence of achievable on-site
increase in habitat, hedgerow and watercourse units associated with the

Scheme.

This document (and accompanying the accompanying Biodiversity Metric
Spreadsheet in Appendix A) outlines the pre-development and project post-

development biodiversity value.

There has been no known degradation of the Site, and as such baseline
habitats are taken to be those recorded during baseline habitat surveys as

described in Section 2.

1 https://consult.defra.qov.uk/biodiversity-net-qain/biodiversity-net-gain-for-nationally-significant-i/ [Last Accessed:

12/08/2025].
2 https.//www.gov.uk/qovernment/publications/statutory-biodiversity-metric-tools-and-quides [Last Accessed:

20/03/2025].
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1.3.5

1.4

1.4.1

1.4.2

1.4.3

A total of eighteen veteran trees and five trees exhibiting veteran features
were identified through the Arboricultural assessment. Huntingdonshire Wood
area of ancient woodland is located immediately adjacent to the grid

connection corridor.
BNG Context

Achieving BNG requires developers to include habitat creation and
enhancement in plans for new building and infrastructure projects. In order to
demonstrate BNG, developments must be designed to increase the level of
biodiversity compared to what existed pre-development; in most cases by
creating and enhancing natural features within the boundary of the specific
development, or else by contributing to the creation and management of
biodiversity areas locally or nationally. The application must show how
habitats can be created or enhanced so that there will be an overall increase
in the unit value compared to the value calculated from the ecological baseline

surveys (pre-development).

In order to demonstrate a measurable increase in both habitat and hedgerow
units, Defra’s Statutory Biodiversity Metric (‘the Metric’) has been used to
calculate numerical values (units) for defined habitat, hedgerow and
watercourse features. The metric utilises a range of factors to calculate these
values; the area measured in hectares, the distinctiveness of the habitat
(intrinsic value and rarity), the condition (quality), and strategic significance

(ecological value based on location).3

In order to claim a BNG, as detailed within The Statutory Biodiversity Metric
User Guide (Defra, 2024)*, a new development must adhere to certain rules

which relate to the use of the Metric, as detailed within Table 1. The trading

3 DEFRA (2025). Calculate biodiversity value using the biodiversity metric. Available at:
https://www.qgov.uk/quidance/biodiversity-metric-calculate-the-biodiversity-net-gain-of-a-project-or-development [Last

Accessed: 20/03/2025].
4 DEFRA (2024). The Statutory Biodiversity Metric User Guide. Available at:
https://assets.publishing.service.qov.uk/media/669e45fba3c2a28abb50d426/The Statutory Biodiversity Metric -

User Guide 23.07.24 .pdf [Last Accessed: 20/03/2025].
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rules in the Metric set out requirements for the type of new habitat which is
acceptable as compensation for the loss of another habitat; broadly, habitats

must be replaced like-for-like or better.

Table 1: Biodiversity Metric Rules

Rule Detail
Rule 1 The trading rules of this biodiversity metric must be followed.
Rule 2 Biodiversity unit outputs, for each type of unit, must not be

summed, traded, or converted between types. The
requirement to deliver at least a 10% net gain applies to each
type of unit.

Rule 3 To accurately apply the biodiversity metric formula, you must
use the statutory biodiversity metric calculation tool or small
sites biodiversity metric tool (SSM) for small sites.

Rule 4 In exceptional ecological circumstances, deviation from this
biodiversity metric methodology may be permitted by the

relevant planning authority.
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2.0

2.1

2.1.1

21.2

213

214

METHODOLOGY

Habitat Survey and Condition Assessment

Habitat data collected from the extended habitat survey (gathered using the
UK Habitat Classification (UKHab)® (see ES Vol 2 Appendix 7-1: Ecological
Baseline Report [EN010141/DR/6.2] for further details) was used to assign
a habitat type to each habitat parcel within the Metric. Where no direct habitat
translation between UKHab and the Metric exists, professional judgement

was used.

An assessment of habitat condition was undertaken alongside the extended
habitat surveys. Habitats were assessed in accordance with the relevant
habitat condition criteria for the specific habitat type contained within condition

assessment criteria® published alongside the Metric.

Proposed landscaping shown and described within the outline Landscape
and Ecological Management Plan (oLEMP) [EN010141/DR7.7] has been
directly assigned a UKHab category, with reference to the UKHab resources
and using professional judgement. The target condition of these habitats was
assigned based on the likely achievable condition of the proposed habitat
type, taking into account local conditions (e.g., soil nutrient levels) and
proposed management. The oLEMP [EN010141/DR/7.7] sets out how the
habitats within the Site would be created, managed and monitored to deliver

the target conditions.
Limitations

Following guidance within the Metric User Guide, a precautionary approach

was taken to assessing baseline conditions, whereby any condition criteria

5 www.ukhab.org

6 DEFRA (2024). Statutory Biodiversity Metric Condition Assessments. Available at:
https://www.qgov.uk/qovernment/publications/statutory-biodiversity-metric-tools-and-

quides?fbclid=IwAR3t S8diN97HZzsb8HI9ISdfVqDiUZIcSR7pp4Kz5zHRFK5KWolLjPBImRcw [Last Accessed 21/03/2025].
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2.2

2.2.1

222

223

224

2.2.5

that could not be measured (e.g., due to the time of year or recent mowing)

were assumed to have been passed.
River Condition Assessment

River Condition Assessment was undertaken following the Modular River

Physical (MoRPh) survey methodology.

The MoRPh survey’ is a hydro-morphological assessment method that
includes many of the Environment Agency’s River Habitat Survey®
components and so provides compatible information. However, it provides a
number of modifications and additions that allow it to deliver a more detailed

local picture of a river and its margins than the River Habitat Survey method.

The MoRPh survey was undertaken on 14t - 16" July 2025 by a consultant
certified to undertake Modular River Survey River Condition Assessments
and to interpret River Corridor Assessment Indicators and Scores for baseline

and post-intervention River Metric scenarios.

During a MoRPh survey, information is gathered from three river units of
different sizes (module, sub-reach, reach) based upon both primary field
survey and secondary sources, e.g., map data. Module (MoRPh) and sub-
reach (MultiMoRPh) surveys are conducted in the field using the MoRPh
survey method, focusing on a single river channel and its immediate margins.
The length of the MoRPh module is approximately double the width of the
river channel up to a maximum 40 m length. The survey module extends 10m
back from the bank tops on both sides of the river to characterise the riparian

Zone.

For the purpose of surveying the Site, the MultiMoRPh5 methodology was
chosen, this methodology allows entire reaches to be surveyed using sub-
reaches covering a minimum of 20% of the reach’s total length, effectively
balancing local sub-reach MoRPh detail with overall reach coverage. The

7 https://modularriversurvey.org/wp-content/uploads/MoRPh-Manual-ver-14 Oct22.pdf [Last Accessed 21/03/2025].

8 http://www.riverhabitatsurvey.org/ [Accessed 20/03/2025].
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MultiMoRPh5 survey locations are shown in Figure 1: Modular River
Physical Survey Location Plan. Watercourses assessed as being culverts
or ditches are not subject to MoRPh survey. Watercourses within the Scheme
subject to MoRPh survey were determined on the basis of being a river or

canal, as per the guidance on watercourse type within the Metric User Guide.

226 On completion of the survey, all information was entered into the
Cartographer online platform, which determined the river type, and provided
indicators of the condition of the sub-reach and an overall condition score for
the MoRPh5 sub-reach surveyed. Where the river shape score indicated
rivers may be over deep (river shape score of <4), professional judgement
was applied and if an adverse effect on floodplain connectivity was observed

the condition score was reduced by one class (e.g., moderate to fairly poor).

2.2.7 In order to appropriately assess the post-works impacts of the Scheme
(positive or negative) upon riverine habitats where impacts would occur to the
watercourse (e.g. areas requiring new or updated vehicular crossing points
and areas of proposed river corridor habitat enhancements), these changes
were modelled as a scenario within the Cartographer platform and the

condition forecasted input to the Metric.

Limitations
2.2.8 There were no limitations when undertaking the MoRPh Surveys.
2.3 Biodiversity Metric

2.3.1 A BNG Assessment has been undertaken using the Defra Statutory
Biodiversity Metric?. The Metric provides a way of measuring and accounting
for changes in the biodiversity value of a site by using habitats as a proxy for

biodiversity.

2.3.2 The BNG assessment has been undertaken by a suitably experienced

ecologist with experience utilising biodiversity metrics.
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2.3.3 The Metric takes into account a range of factors when calculating the value of
a habitat (measured as biodiversity units), including the habitats area/length
(measured in hectares/km), its distinctiveness (its intrinsic value and rarity),
condition (the quality of the habitat being assessed), and strategic
significance (how ecologically valuable is the location). The distinctiveness of

a habitat is pre-set within the Metric and cannot be changed.

2.3.4 For created habitats additional risk multipliers are assigned to account for the
difficulty of creating a particular habitat type, time required to achieve the

target condition, and where habitat creation is off site, spatial risk.

2.3.5 Units for area habitats (e.g., fields), hedgerows and ditches are accounted for
separately in the Metric. Units are not directly interchangeable between

habitat types.
2.3.6 Habitat areas were calculated using GIS software.

2.3.7 Where the value of habitats following works is greater than those at the
baseline, a net gain will be predicted, or a net loss predicted where the post-
works habitat value is lower than the baseline. In addition, the Metric promotes
a ‘no down-trading’ policy within the Metric, whereby habitat loss must be
compensated by habitat of the same value or higher; loss of high
distinctiveness habitats such as lowland meadow and broad-leaved woodland

must be compensated for on a like-for-like basis.
Strategic significance

2.3.8 No Local Nature Recovery Strategy (LNRS) for Bedfordshire® or
Cambridgeshire? is available at the time of publication, with both strategies

due to be published from December 2025.

2.3.9 As such, strategic significance was assigned following Table 8 of the Metric

user guide. Neither Bedford Borough Council nor Huntingdonshire County

9 https.//bedslocalnaturerecoverystrateqy.commonplace.is/en-GB/timeline [accessed 16/09/2025]
10 https.//cambridgeshirepeterborough-ca.gov.uk/what-we-deliver/environment/inrs/ [accessed 16/09/2025]
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2.3.10

2.3.11

2.3.12

2.3.13

Council have published specific guidance outlining alternative plans or
strategies to be used in applying strategic significance. As such strategic
significance has been assigned as ‘low’, unless professional judgement has
concluded a habitat is of particular value within the local landscape. In the
event professional judgement concludes a habitat is of value, the rationale is

explained within the Metric spreadsheet.
Limitations

It should be noted that the Metric uses habitats as a proxy for biodiversity and
calculates only the relative biodiversity value of a site, and therefore cannot
quantify impacts absolutely. The Metric accounts only for direct impacts to
habitats, and as such cannot fully quantify all negative or positive impacts

resulting from a development.

Due to the large number of habitat parcels, habitat types and conditions have

been aggregated within the metric spreadsheet.

Due to differences in mapping techniques woodland mapped as part of the
ecological baseline does not match exactly with that mapped for ES Vol 2
Appendix 2-2: Arboricultural Impact Assessment [EN010141/DR/6.2],
and as such lies outside of areas of retained habitat mapped on the lllustrative
Landscape Proposals. Given all trees are known to be retained, all areas of
woodland have been input as retained with any residual areas taken from the

‘species diverse grassland’.

The statutory 10% requirement that applies to most Town and Country
Planning Act developments (with some exceptions) and for which the Metric
was principally designed does not yet apply to DCO developments. As such,
a target less than 10% has been set in line with project commitments This
results in an error message appearing within the Metric spreadsheet, however
the Metric spreadsheet meets all rules and requirements expected of a DCO

development.
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3.0

3.1

3.1.1

3.1.2

3.1.3

3.1.4

3.1.5

BASELINE

Baseline BNG Assessment

Full results of the BNG Assessment can be seen in the Metric spreadsheet
for the application, submitted as a separate document. Baseline habitats are
shown on ES Vol 3 Figure 7-3 [EN010141/DR/6.3].

Summary of BNG Baseline

Baseline habitats within the Site generate 1,835.93 habitat units, 314.61

hedgerow units and 54.97 watercourse units.

The Site is dominated by arable habitats and associated modified grassland,
with low distinctiveness habitats comprising over 90% of the Site area and
generating over 80% of the baseline habitat units. A summary of baseline

habitat units present within the Site is shown in Table 2.

Hedgerows within the Site total 43.44km and generate 314.61 units.
Hedgerows are typically assessed as species poor (i.e., have fewer than five
species per 30m length) with these making up 36.25km (83%) over the total
length. Hedgerows are found in association with ditches and also with trees.

To a lesser extent, lines of trees are also present.

Watercourses within the Site total 11.4km, of which 3.17km are rivers and
streams (the Duloe Brook, Pertenhall Brook, tributary of Pertenhall Brook and
tributary of river Kym) and the remainder are typical agricultural field ditches.
The aforementioned rivers and streams generate 21.96 biodiversity units with

field ditches generating the remaining 33.01 units.
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Table 2: Baseline habitats by distinctiveness
Area Units
% of Units % of
Distinctiveness | Habitat Type Hectares | total total
Lowland mixed 0.5542 0.07% 5.4606 0.30%
deciduous woodland
High Ponds (priority habitat) | 0.0092 | 0.00% | 00552 | 0.00%
High Total 0.5634 0.07% 5.5158 0.30%
Arable field margins 0.2624 0.03% 1.0496 0.06%
cultivated annually
Arable field margins 3.2194 0.42% 12.8776 0.70%
game bird mix
Arable field margins 4.2771 0.55% 17.1084 0.93%
Medium pollen and nectar
Mixed scrub 5.5914 0.72% 63.744 3.47%
Other neutral grassland 24.9838 3.23% 201.1264 10.96%
Other woodland; 4.4074 0.57% 37.8408 2.06%
broadleaved
Medium Total 42.7415 5.53% 333.7468 18.18%
Cereal crops 540.8788 69.97% | 1081.7576 | 58.92%
Modified grassland 48.1649 6.23% 186.473 10.16%
Low Non-cereal crops 112.6415 14.57% 225.283 12.27%
Winter stubble 1.575 0.20% 3.15 0.17%
Low Total 703.2602 90.97% | 1496.6636 | 81.52%
Artificial unvegetated, 0.5114 0.07% 0 0.00%
unsealed surface
Built linear features 23.5432 3.05% 0 0.00%
Very Low Developed land; sealed | 24129 | 0.31% 0 0.00%
surface
Very Low Total 26.4675 3.42% 0 0.00%
Grand Total 773.0326 | 100.00% | 1835.9262 | 100.00%
14
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40 POST-DEVELOPMENT

4.1 Post-Development BNG Assessment

4.1.1  Full results of the BNG Assessment can be seen in the Metric spreadsheet at

Appendix A.
Summary of Post-Development BNG

4.1.2 A breakdown of the habitats proposed to be created and enhanced, including

their target condition is summarised in Table 3.

4.1.3 To satisfy trading rules, an area of species diverse grassland measuring
7.5ha has been input as arable field margins — tussocky. It is acknowledged
that this habitat type is not an exact match however the habitats are
considered functionally equivalent. These areas are located at the edge of
fields, are within a largely arable landscape and will support a similar species
assemblage including invertebrates, birds and small mammals. Further,
arable field margins have a lower biodiversity unit value than species diverse

grassland.

Table 3: Summary of Biodiversity Net Gain Objectives

Time to
Landscape BNG Habitat i Target Targeted | Target
Habitat Type |Type CERE I HeE Condition | Criteria Condition
(Years)
El;(?[i?/%sggecies Other N/A — poor
woodland; Woodland Poor condition |5
Woodiand or broadleaved targeted
Woodland Belt 9
Arable Field
Propqsed Margins; N/A N/A N/A 1
Species- Tussocky
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September 2025
Version P01



.); | EAST PARK
ENERGY
Time to
Landscape BNG Habitat i Target Targeted | Target
Habitat Type Type SR SIeE Condition | Criteria Condition
(Years)
Diverse
Grassland
Grassland
Other neutral | (Medium, hlgh Moderate |A.B,C.D |5
grassland and very high
distinctiveness)
Proposed
Grazing
Pasture or o
Neutral Modified Qra_sslz_and (Low Moderate |C,E,F,G |4
grassland distinctiveness)
Grassland
(within solar
fence line)
Proposed Native g] gg
native species | hedgerow Hedgerow Moderate C2’ D1’ 5
hedgerow (species rich) D2, ’
I':ilrg dsirtljrface Developed
uding land; sealed | N/A N/A N/A N/A
buildings and
surface
access tracks
Individual tree | Rural tree Individual Tree Poor N/A 10
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5.0

5.1

5.1.1

51.2

51.3

51.4

5.1.5

DISCUSSION

Evaluation

Based on the lllustrative Landscape Proposals, the Scheme has the potential
to result in an overall net gain of +1459.81 (79.51%) habitat units, 116.13
(36.91%) hedgerow units and +3.27 (5.95%) watercourse units.

The Scheme meets all trading rules within the Metric.

Measures relating to the creation, management and monitoring of habitats
created and enhanced, as well as other biodiversity enhancement measures,
are set out within the oLEMP [EN010141/DR/7.7]. The final LEMP will be
prepared in substantial accordance with the oLEMP and will be subject to

approval by the relevant LPA.

While a 10% gain is not achieved in relation to watercourses, the habitat
creation measures as shown on the lllustrative Landscape Proposals and to
be secured through the oLEMP [EN010141/DR/7.7] will enhance the bank
top habitat of ditches and watercourses throughout the Site. However, as a
result of failures of baseline ditch condition assessment criteria related
principally to low water levels and frequent drying (which is outside the control
of the Scheme), the bankside habitat enhancement is not taken as enhancing
the condition of watercourses within the Metric. Therefore, whilst the Scheme
achieves no net loss of watercourse units, the quantitative gain in the Metric
does not achieve 10%. The Scheme proposals nonetheless represent a

qualitative gain of value to local biodiversity.

Overall, it is concluded that the Scheme will deliver a net gain for biodiversity,
and that change in units generated as part of the Scheme are proportionate
to the levels of impact, with the Scheme providing other qualitative measures
to enhance biodiversity, as outlined in ES Vol 1 Chapter 7: Ecology and
Nature Conservation [EN010141/DR/6.1].
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5.2

5.2.1

5.2.2

Conclusion

At the detailed design stage the Applicant will seek to maximise BNG as far
as practicable (as per Design Principle 4.1 secured by the Design
Parameters and Principles Statement [EN010141/DR/7.1]), and it may be
possible to achieve a greater BNG for all habitat types compared to the
current assessment of the illustrative design. Nonetheless, as the assessment
has been based on an illustrative design, out of caution and to avoid any
future compliance issue, the Applicant is electing to claim and commit to a
future BNG of:

e 70% net gain in area-based habitat units;
e 30% net gain in hedgerow units; and

e 5% in watercourse units.

This is less than assessed for the illustrative design, but allows future flexibility
if required at the detailed design. The Applicant will endeavour at that stage
to meet or even exceed the higher BNG totals as assessed in the BNG
Report [EN010141/DR/7.17], particularly with regard to watercourse units.

Biodiversity Net Gain Report 18
September 2025

Version P01



|

EAST PARK
ENERGY

Figures

Biodiversity Net Gain Report
September 2025
Version P01

19



75 Park |

-

£

X :
'\\QD.._ ¢,
\

2

R0l

&l

© Crown copyright and database rights 2025, Ordnance Survey AC0000808122

700

1,400

2,100

2,800

3,500 m

Rev I Date I Comment

P01 | 30/09/2025 DCO Application

|:I Order Limits

Duloe Brook

= Pertenhall Brook

mmmmm Tributary of Pertenhall Brook

s Tributary of River Kym

°
0344 8700 007 |
axis.co.uk A G X I S
Client
BSSL Cambsbed 1 Ltd
Project
East Park Energy

Drawing Title

Modular River Physical Survey
Location Plan

Scale Status
1:35000@A3 DCO Application
APFP Reference Status

Regulation 5(2)(q) | EN010141/DR/7.17

Dwg no Rev

Figure 1 PO1



|

EAST PARK
ENERGY

Appendix A: Statutory Biodiversity Metric

Biodiversity Net Gain Report
September 2025
Version P01

20



The Statutory Biodiversity Metric

Auditing and accounting for biodiversity

Calculation Tool

Version 1.0.4

Open Tool




Start

The Statutory Biodiversity Metric
Start page

Project details

Planning authority: PINS (Cross boundary Bedford/ Huntingdonshire)

Project name: Eat Park Energy Project DCO

Applicant: BSSL Cabsbed 1 Ltd
Application type: DCO
Planning application reference: ENO010141 Main menu
Completed by: JS
Date of metric completion: 10 September 2025

Reviewer: JwW

Calculation iteration: 1

Planning authority reviewer:

Date of planning authority review:

Target % net gain: Target set below 10% A

Irreplaceable habitat present at baseline:

Total site area - including irreplaceable

. I laceable habi i :
habitat area (hectares): rreplaceable itat site area (hectares)

Total off-site area - including irreplaceable Irreplaceable habitat area off-site
habitat area (hectares): (hectares):

Cell style conventions
Attention required
Input error/rules and principles not met View all
Use of this cell is not appropriate
Enter data

Automatic lookup .
Result Reset view

On-site baseline map ' On-site post intervention map

On-site baseline map referencenumber | | On-site post-intervention map referencenumber | |
Off-site baseline map Off-site post intervention map

Off-site baseline map reference number _ Off-site post-intervention reference number _
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[ Key

I Start here!

On-site
baseline

é A

A-1 On-site
Area Habitat
Basglme

X

B-1
On-site Hedge
Baseline

C-1
On-site
Watercourse
Baseline

On-site post development \

A-2 On-site Area
Habitat Creation

A-3 On-site Area

Habitat
Enhanpement

% %

B-2 On-site
Hedge Creation

B-3 On-site Hedge

Enhancement

C-2 On-site
Watercourse
Creation

AN

C-3 On-site
Watercourse
Enhancement

N
AN

9

/Off—site baseline\

D-1
Off-site
Area Habitat Baseline

E-1
Off-site Hedge
Baseline

F-1
Off-site Watercourse
Baseline

?

L

D-2 Off-site Area
Habitat Creation

3

E-2 Off-site Hedge
Creation

F-2 Off-site
Watercourse Creation

Off-site post development

D-3 Off-site Area Habitat
Enhancement

E-3 Off-site Hedge
Enhancement

F-3 Off-site Watercourse
Enhancement

: : : : Tree helper
2 The Statutory Biodiversity Metric
‘ ”é Tree size Number of trees and area (ha) for each condition state
Hedgerows and Ma]'n menu Poor Area Moderate Area Good Area
| linesoftrees / Small 375 1.5268 0.0000 0.0000
Ne—
P “ Medium 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
“ Watercourses i Large 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
\ V) Technical data ‘ Results Very large 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
\ / N~ Total 375 1.5268 0 0.0000 0 0.0000
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Eat Park Energy Project DCO
Headline Results

Scroll down for final results A\

Return to
results menu

Input errors/rule breaks present in metric A

Area habitat units 1835.93
On-site baseline Hedgerow units 314.61
Watercourse units 54 .97
) i ) Area habitat units 3295.74
On-site post-intervention Hedgerow urits 230.74
(Including habitat retention, creation & enhancement) Watercourse units 5825
. Area habitat units 1459.81 19.51%
On_SHe net Chaﬂge Hedgerow units 116.13 36.91%
(units & percentage) Watercourse units 3.27 5.95%
Area habitat units 0.00
Off-site baseline Hedgerow units 0.00
Watercourse units 0.00
) ) i Area habitat units 0.00
Oft-site post-intervention Hedgerow urmis 0.00
(Including habitat retention, creation & enhancement) Watercourse units 0.00
) Area habitat units 0.00 0.00%
Off—Slte net Chaﬂge Hedgerow units 0.00 0.00%
(units & percentage) Watercourse units 0.00 0.00%
) ) Area habitat units 1459.81
Combined net unit change Hedgerow uaits 11613
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement) Watercourse units 397
Area habitat units 0.00
Spatial risk multiplier (SRM) deductions Hedgerow units 0.00
Watercourse units 0.00
) Area habitat units 1459.81
Total net unit change Hedgerow uits 116.13
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement) Watercourse units 397
Area habitat units 19.51%
0
TOta]- net A) ChaIlge Hedgerow units 36.91%
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement)
Watercourse units 5.95%
Trading rules satisfied? Yes v
Unit Type Target Baseline Units Units Required Unit Deficit
Area habitat units 5.00% 1835.93 1927.72 0.00 No additional area habitat units required to meet target v/
Hedgerow units 5.00% 314.61 330.34 0.00 No additional hedgerow units required to meet target v/
Watercourse units 5.00% 54,97 51.72 0.00 No additional watercourse units required to meet target v/



Eat Park Energy Project DCO
Return to results

Detailed Results ent
Summary Figures
. 5 . c . Area habitat units 1459.81
Net project biodiversity units Fedaeron uts e
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention / creation) Watercourse units 3.27
. . . . Area habitat units 719.51%
0
Total project biodiversity % change Hedgerow uits ~
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat creation + retained habitats) Watercourse units 5.95%
Combined habitat retention and enhancement
Area Habitats Hedgerows Watercourses
Total on-site and off-site baseline area / length 17491 43.44 11.40
Total on-site and off-site baseline units 1835.93 314.61 54,97
Total on-site and off-site baseline area / length retained 15.27 43.37 6.95
Total on-site and off-site baseline units retained 266.31 313.92 39.87
Total on-site and off-site area / length proposed for enhancement 0.00 0.00 4.45
Total on-site and off-site baseline units proposed for enhancement 0.00 0.00 15.11
Total on-site and off-site baseline area / length lost 699.65 0.07 0.00
Total on-site and off-site baseline units lost 1569.61 0.70 0.00
Area habitats
On:site change by broad habitat type Combined area lost from baseline(s) by distinctiveness % Area lost by distinctiveness category . - : - On-site and off-site habitat retention categor
" y On-site and off-site habitat retention by category o : _ gory
8 Baseline Post-development on-site On-site change band V-ZL;W Miff;um area (hectares) (biodiversity units)
@ : v - = V.High 1800.00
8 Habitat arou On-site On-site existing On-site S;n_zlst: : On-site On-site unit 800.00 co0.65 1600.00 156961
< group existing area value proposed area P vzlue area change change Category Area lost (hectares) Area lost (%) - 700.00 ' 1400.00
18
Cropland 662.85 1341.23 49.07 113.23 -613.79 -1228.00 600.00 1200.00
Crassland 73.15 387.60 653.09 3009.24 579.94 2621.64 V High 0 500.00 1000.00
Heathland and shrub 5.59 63.74 5.59 63.74 0.00 0.00 e Medium 400,00 200.00
Lakes 0.01 0.06 0.01 0.06 0.00 0.00 Hich 0 £00.00
Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 g 300.00 '
L ) 400.00 _
Urban 26.47 0.00 41.82 0.00 15.36 0.00 Medium 26.7803 4 ow 200.00 266.31
Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 100,00 75.27 200.00 -
) 0.00
Woodland and forest 4.96 43.30 23.45 105.20 18.49 61.90 o 655.4834 94 VL 0.0 I o 0.00
Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Low ) ) ) . ) . Total on-site and off-site Total on-site and off-site Total on-site and off-site
Total on-site and off-site  Total on-site and off-site area/  Total on-site and off-site baseli i ined baseli i af baseli its|
Coastal saltmarsh 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 V.Low 17.3852 2 Low baseline area / length retained length proposed for baseline area / length lost aseline units retaine aseline L;mts proposedtor aseline units lost
Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 94% enhancement enhancement
Coastal lagoons 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal hard structures 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Watercourse footprint 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Individual trees 1.88 0.00 341 4.28 1.53 4.28
Biodiversity unit change by habitat group Area change by habitat group (hectares)
Off-site change by broad habitat type
Baseline Post-development off-site Off-site change 800.00
3500.00
o . Oftsite | Off-site existing Oft-site Offsite Oft-site | Off-site unit
= Habitat group " proposed
= existing area value proposed area area change change
g value 3000.00 600.00
3—5 Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
é) Crassland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5500.00
Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 400.00
Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 000,00
Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 200.00
Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1500.00
Coastal saltmarsh 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Coastal lagoons 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1000.00 0.00 I - i u —
Intertidal hard structures 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ’ Cropland Grassland Heathland and Lakes Sparsely Urban Wetland Woodland and Intertidal Coastal Rocky shore  Coastal lagoons Intertidal hard ~Watercourse Individual trees
Wat Pp—— OIOO OIOO OIOO OIOO 0.00 OIOO shrub vegetated land forest sediment saltmarsh structures footprint
atercourse footprin : : : : . :
Individual trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 500,00
’ -200.00
Combined on-site and off-site change by broad habitat type
Baseline On—sﬂg ancll off—snet post- Combined change 000 M = [
Swtiofimi=l Cropland Grassland  Heathland and Lakes Sparsely Urban Wetland  Woodland and Intertidal Coastal Rocky shore Coastal Intertidal hard Watercourse  Individual
. . . Combined . . . shrub vegetated land forest sediment saltmarsh lagoons structures footprint trees -400.00
. Combined Combined Combined Combined | Combined unit
Habitat group L " proposed
existing area existing value proposed area value area change change -500.00
Cropland 662.85 1341.23 49.07 113.23 -613.79 -1228.00
Crassland 73.15 387.60 653.09 3009.24 579.94 2621.64 -600.00
Heathland and shrub 5,59 63.74 5,59 63.74 0.00 0.00 -1000.00
% Lakes 0.01 0.06 0.01 0.06 0.00 0.00
:(!'; Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
:-Fu Urban 26.47 0.00 41.82 0.00 15.36 0.00 -1500.00 -800.00
é’ Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest 4.96 43.30 23.45 105.20 18.49 61.90
Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Coastal saltmarsh 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 On-site existing value M On-site proposed value Off-site existing value M Off-site proposed value Combined unit change On-site existing area M On-site proposed area Off-site existingarea W Off-site proposed area Combined area change
Coastal lagoons 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal hard structures 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Watercourse footprint 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Individual trees 1.88 0.00 3.41 4.28 1.53 4.28
Hedgerows and lines of trees
On-site change by hedgerow type . . e . . )
@ ge by ey P Combined length lost from baseline(s) by % Length lost by distinctiveness category . , , On-site and off-site hedge retention category
3 .. ] On-site and off-site hedge retention by category (biodiversity units)
5 Baseline Post-development on-site On-site change distinctiveness band o 0% length (km) Y
o 350.00
o — — — — 0.00 313.92
é’ Eledlepnen e g{?sfiz On-site existing pg;;zlstg q pS)I;l)zlst: 4 Cl)errll;tf On-site unit = V.High High 45.00 43.37 300.00
IF h 1 km L ! % '
—% el value el value Srerge change Category ength lost (k) ength lost (%) 40,00 r0.00
g Species-rich native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.30 4.80 0.30 4.80 0.00 0.00 35.00
Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 T o 30.00 200.00




Species-rich native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 0.73 13.14 0.73 13.14 0.00 0.00 e i Medium = Low 25.00 150.00
Native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.72 7.08 0.72 7.08 0.00 0.00 High 0 20.00
Species-rich native hedgerow 0.10 1.09 17.85 117.87 17.44 116.77 g 15.00 100.00
Native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 18.41 178.88 18.35 178.26 -0.06 -0.62 .
- - Medium 0.066 92 10.00 50.00
Native hedgerow with trees 1.59 8.72 1.59 8.72 0.00 0.00 5 00 0.00 0.70
Ecologically valuable line of trees 0.75 5.88 0.75 5.88 0.00 0.00 Low 0.006 8 V.Low ' 0.00 0.07 0.00 ' '
Bgologeally velualole Live ol iees - ekseclaied wilh panl o lich ugs 054 ugs R 0 0100 . o Total on-site and off-site  Total on-site and off-site area  Total on-site and off-site o (?n—site.and off—site Tota] on_Si-te and offste fora on_»Site ar.1d offsite
Native hedgerow 1553 74.34 1552 7432 20.01 20.02 Low . - baseline area / length / length proposed for baseline area / length lost baseline units retained basel|neenL:]r;lrt15C§rrnOepn(15ed for baseline units lost
Line of trees 1.42 4.16 1.42 4,16 0.00 0.00 % retained enhancement
Line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 3.06 9.88 3.06 9.88 0.00 0.00
Non-native and ornamental hedgerow 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hedgerow biodiversity unit change Hedgerow length change (km)
w Off-site change by hedgerow type 200.00 20.00
3 Off-site baseline Post-development off-site Off-site change
5 Off-site N Off-site Offsite | Offsite o
0 . Off-site existing Off-site unit 180.00
@ Hedgerow type existing value proposed proposed length change
E length length value change J
g Species-rich native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 160.00
i Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 15.00
% Species-rich native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
’g Native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 140.00
E Species-rich native hedgerow 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
z Native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Native hedgerow with trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 12000
Ecologically valuable line of trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 10.00
Ecologically valuable line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 100.00
Native hedgerow 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Line of trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 80.00
Non-native and ornamental hedgerow 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
5.00
60.00
Combined on-site and off-site change by hedgerow type 40.00
Baseline Post-development Change I I
3 Combined . Combined Combined | Combined . . 0.00 - i i — 1 I
é) Hedgerow type existing qomblned pl’oposed pl’oposed leng’[h Combined unit 20.00 Species-rich nétiveSpecies-rich naltive Species-rich native Nati\{e hedgerow Species-rich native Native hedgergw - NativFe hedgerow Ecologic'ally Ecologic.ally Native hedgerow Line of trees Line 9f trees‘ - Non-native and
“ leng‘th existing value leng‘th e change change I hedgerow \{\/lthd hedgerow with he(:{gerzw? ) wnh tredest ) hedgerow a;socliatej'w:h with trees valuable line of  valuable Ilnle ofd a;socllatej‘wﬁh o}:n;mental
trees - associate trees associated wit associated witl ank or ditc trees trees - associate ank or ditc eagerow
é Species-rich native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.30 4.80 0.30 4.80 0.00 0.00 0.00 [ | I _ I [ i | I with bank or ditch bankorditch  bankorditch with bank or ditch
| Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Species-rich Species-rich Species-rich  Native hedgerow Species-rich  Native hedgerow Native hedgerow  Ecologically Ecologically Native hedgerow Line of trees  Line of trees - Non-native and
el Species-rich native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 0.73 13.14 0.73 13.14 0.00 0.00 native hedgerow native hedgerow native hedgerow  with trees-  native hedgerow - associated with  with trees valuable line of valuable line of associated with  ornamental
% 12 - - °) - - - - - - - - - with trees - with trees - associated with associated with bank or ditch trees trees - bank or ditch hedgerow
2 Native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.72 7.08 0.72 7.08 0.00 0.00 -20.00  associated with bank or ditch  bank or ditch associated with -5.00
g Species-rich native hedgerow 0.10 1.09 17.55 117.87 17.44 116.77 bank or ditch bank or ditch
= Native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 18.41 178.88 18.35 178.26 -0.06 -0.62
e Native hedgerow with trees 158 8.72 1,59 8.12 0.00 0.00
Ecologically valuable line of trees 0.75 5.88 0.75 5.88 0.00 0.00
Ecologically valuable line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.83 6.64 0.83 6.64 0.00 0.00 o ) ) o )
Native hedgerow 15.53 7434 1552 74 30 2001 0.02 On-site existing value m On-site proposed value Off-site proposed value B Off-site existing value u Combined unit change On-site existing length B On-site proposed length Off-site proposed length B Off-site existing length B Combined length change
Line of trees 1.42 4.16 1.42 4.16 0.00 0.00
Line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 3.06 9.88 3.06 9.88 0.00 0.00
Non-native and ornamental hedgerow 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Watercourses . -
terco e % Length lost by Watercourse length retained, proposed for enhancement or Watercourse retention category
distinctiveness category lost (length km) (watercourse biodiversity units)
On-site change by watercourse type . . o = V.High 800 500 39.87
Combined length lost from baseline(s) by 700 40.00
Baseline Post-development on site On-site Change distinctiveness band 6.00 35.00
| ! | : High 5.00 4.45 30.00
On-site . - On-site On-site On-site . . 25.00
Watercourse type existing O S Ersitg proposed proposed length il e 20.00
L 1 km L h 1 % :
el value e value e change Category ength lost (kim) ength lost (%) 3.00 1500 15.11
Priority habitat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 Medium 200 10.00
i 1.00
Other rlve?s and streams 3.2 22.0 3.2 22.1 0.0 0.8 V High 0 0.00 5.00 —
Ditches 8.2 33.0 8.2 8515 0.0 2.5 0.00 0.00 :
Canals 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 High 0 Low Total ::;lt/el'::dtsf:t;stz;te)zse||ne |e;o$| orrgSIcE:eadngo?Z:P:zen:;:‘e/nt Total on:rl;z jr;:noftfr;slgjtbaselme Total on-site and off-site Total on-site and off-site Total on-site and off-site
Culvert 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 & gth prop & baseline units retained baseline units proposed for baseline units lost
e . enhancement
edium
n
Gé Low 0
3
(o]
<4
o
©
=
Watercourse biodiversity unit change Watercourse length change (km)
9.0
Off-site change by watercourse type 40.0
Baseline Post development off-site Off-site Change 8.0
Of.f—s'lte OF sfie g Off-site Off-site Off-site Off-site unit
Watercourse type existing value proposed proposed length change 35.0
length length value change g 7.0
Priority habitat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other rivers and streams 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 300
Ditches 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 ' 6.0
Canals 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Culvert 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25.0 5o
n
2
5 20.0 4.0
]
8
@
=
15.0 3.0
10.0 20
Combined on-site and off-site change by watercourse type
Baseline Post-development on-site On-site change 10
Combined . Combined Combined | Combined . . 50
. Combined Combined unit
Watercourse type existing existing value proposed proposed length change
length g length value change g . 00
Priority habitat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 - Priority habitat Other rivers and streams Ditches Canals Culvert
Other rivers and streams 32 22.0 32 22.7 0.0 0.8 Priority habitat Other rivers and streams Ditches Canals Culvert
Ditches 8.2 33.0 8.2 8515 0.0 2.5
Canals 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Culvert 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 On-site existing value B On-site proposed value Off-site existing value W Off-site proposed value m Combined unit change On-site existing length M On-site proposed length Off-site existing length W Off-site proposed length ® Combined length change

Watercourses




Return to Trading Summary

results
menu Distinctiveness Group Trading Rule Trading Satisfied?
Very High Same habitat required — bespoke compensation option A Yes v
TredFie High Same habitat required = Yes v
summary Medium Same broad habitat or a higher distinctiveness habitat required (=) Yes v
hedgerows Low Same distinctiveness or better habitat required = Yes v
SE::?T: r;?y Very High Distinctiveness Very High Distinctiveness Summary
watercourses
On-site Off-site . : . : L : :
. . . Project-wide unit . Very High Distinctiveness Units available to
Habitat group Croup unit unit Unit losses T . 0.00
change offset lower distinctiveness deficit
change | change
Crassland - Lowland dry acid grassland Crassland 0.00 0.00 0.00 Remaining losses; Like for like not satisfied 0.00
Crassland - Lowland meadows Crassland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Crassland - Upland hay meadows Crassland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Mountain heaths and willow scrub Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - Aquifer fed naturally fluctuating water bodies Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land - Calaminarian grasslands Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land - Limestone pavement Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00
Wetland - Blanket bog Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Wetland - Depressions on peat substrates (H7150) Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Wetland - Fens (upland and lowland) Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Wetland - Lowland raised bog Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Wetland - Oceanic valley mire[1] (D2.1) Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Wetland - Purple moor grass and rush pastures Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Wetland - Transition mires and quaking bogs (H7140) Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest - Wood-pasture and parkland Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore - High energy littoral rock - on peat, clay or chalk Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore - Moderate energy littoral rock - on peat, clay or chalk Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore - Low energy littoral rock - on peat, clay or chalk Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore - Features of littoral rock - on peat, clay or chalk Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Littoral seagrass on peat, clay or chalk Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
High Distinctiveness High Distinctiveness Summary
. Cm e || DR s e High Distinctiveness Units available to offset
Habitat group Croup unit unit Losses not yet accounted for L - 0.00
change lower distinctiveness deficit
change | change
Crassland - Traditional orchards Crassland 0.00 0.00 0.00 Remaining losses; Like for like not satisfied 0.00
Crassland - Floodplain wetland mosaic and CFGM Crassland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Crassland - Lowland calcareous grassland Crassland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Crassland - Tall herb communities (H6430) Crassland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Crassland - Upland calcareous grassland Crassland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Lowland Heathland Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Dunes with sea buckthorn (H2160) Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Upland heathland Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - High alkalinity lakes Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - Low alkalinity lakes Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - Marl lakes Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - Moderate alkalinity lakes Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - Peat lakes Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - Ponds (priority habitat) Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - Temporary lakes ponds and pools (H3170) Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land - Coastal sand dunes Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land - Coastal vegetated shingle Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land - Inland rock outcrop and scree habitats Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land - Maritime cliff and slopes Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Open mosaic habitats on previously developed land Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00
Wetland - Reedbeds Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest - Felled/Replacement for felled woodland Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest - Lowland beech and yew woodland Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest - Lowland mixed deciduous woodland Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest - Native pine woodlands Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest - Upland birchwoods Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest - Upland mixed ashwoods Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest - Upland oakwood Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest - Wet woodland Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Coastal lagoons - Coastal lagoons Coastal lagoons 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore - High energy littoral rock Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore - Moderate energy littoral rock Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore - Low energy littoral rock Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore - Features of littoral rock Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Littoral mud Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Littoral mixed sediments Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Coastal saltmarsh - Saltmarshes and saline reedbeds Coastal saltmarsh 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Littoral biogenic reefs - Mussels Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Littoral biogenic reefs - Sabellaria Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Features of littoral sediment Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Littoral muddy sand Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Littoral seagrass Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Medium Distinctiveness Medium Distinctiveness Summary
On-site | Off-site Proi 4 . : L : :
Habitat group Croup unit unit roject wide umit Cumulative broad habitat change Medium DIStlnCtlyeness Units avaﬂable 0 1380.85 v
change offset lower distinctiveness deficit
change | change




Cropland - Arable field margins cultivated annually Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00 Viedium Distinctiveness broad habitat 0.00
losses to be offset by trading up
Cropland - Arable field margins game bird mix Cropland 12,72 0.00 12,72 0.26 v Viedium Distinctiveness Unit deficit 0.00
(required to meet trading rules)
Cropland - Arable field margins pollen and nectar Cropland -15.97 0.00 -15.97
Cropland - Arable field margins tussocky Cropland 28.95 0.00 28.95
Crassland - Other lowland acid grassland Crassland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Crassland - Other neutral grassland Grassland 1314.42 0.00 1314.42 1314.42 v
Crassland - Upland acid grassland Crassland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Blackthorn scrub Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Bramble scrub Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Gorse scrub Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Hawthorn scrub Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Willow scrub Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Hazel scrub Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Mixed scrub Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - Ponds (non-priority habitat) Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - Reservoirs Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land - Other inland rock and scree Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Cemeteries and churchyards Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Biodiverse green roof Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00 '
Individual trees - Urban tree Individual trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 408 Y
Individual trees - Rural tree Individual trees 4.28 0.00 4.28
Woodland and forest - Other Scot's pine woodland Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest - Other woodland; broadleaved Woodland and forest 61.90 0.00 61.90 61.90 v
Woodland and forest - Other woodland; mixed Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Littoral coarse sediment Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Littoral sand Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal hard structures - Artificial hard structures with integrated greening of grey infrastructure (IGCI) Intertidal hard structures 0.00 0.00 0.00
1380.85 0.00 1380.85
S Low Distinctiveness Summary
LOW DlSthtlveneSS Units available to offset Low Distinctiveness
. 1380.85 v
deficit
On-site Off-site
Habitat group Group unit unit Project wide unit change Low Distinctiveness net change in units 78.96 v
change | change
Cropland - Cereal crops Cropland -1004.32 0.00 -1004.32 A Cumulative surplus of units 1459.81 v
Cropland - Horticulture Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Cropland - Intensive orchards Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Cropland - Non-cereal crops Cropland -223.87 0.00 -223.81
Cropland - Temporary grass and clover leys Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Cropland - Winter stubble Cropland -0.08 0.00 -0.08 A
Crassland - Modified grassland Crassland 1307.22 0.00 1307.22 v
Crassland - Bracken Crassland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Rhododendron scrub Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - Ormamental lake or pond Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land - Ruderal/ephemeral Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land - Tall forbs Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Bioswale Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Bare ground Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Allotments Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Facade-bound green wall Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Ground based green wall Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Ground level planters Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Other green roof Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Intensive green roof Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Introduced shrub Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Rain garden Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Actively worked sand pit quarry or open cast mine Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Sustainable drainage system Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Vacant or derelict land Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Vegetated garden Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest - Other coniferous woodland Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Coastal saltmarsh - Artificial saltmarshes and saline reedbeds Coastal saltmarsh 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Artificial littoral coarse sediment Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Artificial littoral mud Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Artificial littoral sand Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Artificial littoral muddy sand Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Artificial littoral mixed sediments Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Artificial littoral seagrass Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Artificial littoral biogenic reefs Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal hard structures - Artificial hard structures Intertidal hard structures 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal hard structures - Artificial features of hard structures Intertidal hard structures 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Other sea buckthorn scrub Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
18.96 0.00 78.96




Trading Summary Hedgerows

Return to Trading Summary
results =
menu Distinctiveness Group Trading Rule Trading Satisfied?
Very High Same habitat required =
Trading High
sun;]m; ry area Medium Same distinctiveness or better habitat required
abitats
R Low Same distinctiveness or better habitat required
Very Low Same distinctiveness or better habitat required
Trading
summary
watercourses
Very High Distinctiveness Very High Distinctiveness Summary
Off-site unit Very High Distinctiveness Units
Habitat group On-site unit change Project-wide unit change available to offset lower 0.00
change o .
distinctiveness deficit
Species-rich native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 Remamli;fii‘;z;ﬁzﬁe for like 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00
High Distinctiveness High Distinctiveness Summary
Off-site unit High Distinctiveness Units
Habitat group On-site unit change st e Project wide unit change available to offset lower 0.00

distinctiveness deficit

High Distinctiveness losses to

be offset by trading up 0.00

Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 0.00 0.00 0.00

Higher Distinctiveness surplus
Species-rich native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 units minus any high 0.00
distinctiveness deficit

Native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00
Medium Distinctiveness Medium Distinctiveness Summary
. . . Off-site unit . . . Units available from higher
Habitat group On-site unit change R Project wide unit change distinctiveness habitats 0.00
Medium Distinctiveness net
change in units
Cumulative availability of units
Native hedgerow with trees 0.00 0.00 0.00
Ecologically valuable line of trees 0.00 0.00 0.00
Ecologically valuable line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00
116.15 0.00 116.15
Low Distinctiveness Low Distinctiveness Summary
Habitat group On-site unit change Off-site unit Project wide unit change Low D1stmct1y eness net
change change in units
Cumulative availability of units
Line of trees 0.00 0.00 0.00
Line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00
-0.02 0.00 -0.02
Very Low Distinctiveness Very Low Distinctiveness Summary
Habitat group On-site unit change Off-site unit Project wide unit change Very Low Dlsm.ch?ness net 0.00
change change in units
Non-native and ornamental hedgerow 0.00 0.00 0.00 Curmulative availability of units
0.00 0.00 0.00
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Return to

results
menu

Trading
summary area
habitats

Trading
summary
hedgerows

Trading Summary WaterC's

Trading Summary
Distinctiveness Group Trading Rule Trading Satisfied?
Very High
High Same habitat required =
Medium Same habitat required =
Low
: C e Very High Distinctiveness
Very High Distinctiveness J
Summary
Oftsiie VIeJrYt Higl;j]li)aif)’;mi:tivznetss
Habitat group On-site unit change unit Project-wide unit change TS avatiabie [0 0Hse 0.00
lower distinctiveness
change deficit
. : Remaining losses; Like for
Priority habitat 0.00 0.00 0.00 like not satisfied 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00
High Distinctiveness High Distinctiveness Summary
Off-site High Distinctiveness Units
Habitat group On-site unit change unit Project-wide unit change available to offset lower
change distinctiveness deficit
Remaining losses; Like for 000
like not satisfied '
0.78 0.00 0.78
Medium Distinctiveness Medium Distinctiveness Summary
i
Habitat group On-site unit change unit Project wide unit change TS avanabie fo ofse
Lower Distinctiveness
change Deficit
Remaining losses; Like for 0.00
like not satisfied '
Canals 0.00 0.00 0.00
2.50 0.00 2.50
Low Distinctiveness Low Distinctiveness Summary
Off-site Low Distincti :
Habitat group On-site unit change unit Project wide unit change OV ISHICHVENess e 0.00
change in units
change
Culvert 0.00 0.00 0.00 Cumulative ayaﬂabﬂlty of
units
0.00 0.00 0.00
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Summary of sites providing area habitat unit gains Summary of sites providing hedgerow unit gains Summary of sites providing watercourse unit gains

. . . . . . . . Off-site unit Off-site unit . . . . . . . . Off-site unit Off-site unit . . . . . . . . Off-site unit Off-site unit
L Off-site units Off-site units Off-site units Off-site units . . L Off-site units Off-site units Off-site units Off-site units . . L Off-site units Off-site units Off-site units Off-site units . .
Gain site reference . . change per gain | change per gain Gain site reference . . change per gain | change per gain Gain site reference . . change per gain | change per gain

baseline retained enhanced created . . baseline retained enhanced created . . baseline retained enhanced created . .
site (pre-SRM) | site (post-SRM) site (pre-SRM) | site (post-SRM) site (pre-SRM) | site (post-SRM)
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Irreplaceable area habitats on-site

@ For further information please refer to the irreplaceable habitats section of the metric user guide. This sheet is autopopulated from the Al on-site habitat baseline tab, with the exception of irreplaceable habitat name.

Bespoke
Area retained Area enhanced Arealost compensation agreed User comments
for losses?

Irreplaceable habitat Total area at
name baseline

Planning authority

Habitat reference number
comments

Habitat reference Metric habitat type

Ancient and veteran trees wtihin the Order Limits,
36 Individual trees - Rural tree Veteran trees 1.88 1.88 0.00 0.00 assumed to achieve 'good' condition on a
precautionary basis. Includes 18 veteran trees

Irreplaceable habitat area including individual trees,

green walls and intertidal hard structures: 1.88

Total irreplaceable habitat area excluding individual 0.00
trees, green walls and intertidal hard structures:

Irreplaceable area habitats off-site

@ For further information please refer to the irreplaceable habitats section of the metric user guide. This sheet is autopopulated from the D1 off-site habitat baseline tab, with the exception of irreplaceable habitat name.

Bespoke
Area retained Area enhanced Arealost compensation agreed User comments
for losses?

Irreplaceable habitat Total area at
name baseline

Planning authority

Habitat reference number
comments

Habitat reference Metric Habitat type




Irreplaceable habitat area including individual trees,
green walls and intertidal hard structures:

0.00

Total irreplaceable habitat area excluding individual
trees, Green walls and intertidal hard structures:

0.00




Project Name: Eat Park Energy Project DCO  Map Reference; Area habitat summary
. . . Total Net Unit Change 1459.81
A._ ]. Ol'l—Slte Ha.b].tat Base].lne Total Net % Change 79.51%
\ Trading Rules Satisfied Yes v
Condense / Show Columns | ‘ Condense / Show Rows I
e ]
Existing area habitats Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance Ecological baseline Comments
. . . B k i f
. Required Action to Meet Trading espoke c‘oqupensat.lon agreed for
Area Strategic Strategic Rules Area Baseline units | Baseline units | Area habitat losses of H or irreplaceable Habitat reference
Ref Broad Habitat Habitat Type Irreplaceable habitat Distinctiveness | Score Condition Score Strategic significance - significance Total habitat units . Area enhanced . Units lost habitat User comments Planning authority comments
(hectares) significance mT el retained retained enhanced lost number
) ) . iti i in local i .
1 Cropland Arable field margins pollen and nectar No 42771 Medium 4 Condition 1 Area/compensation not in local strategy/no | Low Strategic 1 17.11 0.2843 1.14 0.00 3.99 15.97 cla6-Arable margins pollen and nectar
Assessment N/A local strategy Significance
2 Cropland Arable field margins game bird mix No 3.2194 Medium 4 Condition 1 Area/compensation not in local strategy/no | Low Strategic 1 12.88 0.0406 0.16 0.00 3.18 12.72 cla8-Arable field margins wild bird mix
Assessment N/A local strategy Significance
! . . . iti i in local i ! .
3 Cropland Arable field margins cultivated annually No 0.2624 Medium 4 Condition 1 Area/compensation not in local strategy/no | - Low Strategic 1 1.0 0.2624 1.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 cla-Arable field Margins
Assessment N/A local strategy Significance
— - T local - — .
4 Cropland Cereal crops No 84.641 Tow 2 Condition 1 Area/compensation not in local strategy/no | Low Strategic 1 Same distinctiveness or better 169.28 25.3313 50.66 0.00 59.31 118.62 cl-Arable and horticulture
Assessment N/A local strategy Significance habitat required =
5 Cropland Winter stubble No 1575 Low 2 Condition 1 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no Loyv Strateglc 1 Same dlstl‘ncnvene‘ss or better 315 15373 307 0.00 0.04 0.08 c1eB-Winter stubble
Assessment N/A local strategy Significance habitat required =
— - o local - —
6 Cropland Cereal crops No 191.8394 Low 2 Condition 1 Area/compensation not in local strategy/no | Low Strategic 1 Same distinctiveness or better 383.68 12,1369 24.27 0.00 179.70 359.41 cleT-Other cereal crops
Assessment N/A local strategy Significance habitat required =
7 Cropland Cereal crops No 2643984 Low 5 Condition 1 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no Loyv Strateglc 1 Same dlstl‘ncnvene‘ss or better 528.80 0.8244 1.65 0.00 263,57 52715 clo-Cereal crops
Assessment N/A local strategy Significance habitat required =
— - o local - —
8 Cropland Non-cereal crops No 20.1053 Low 2 Condition 1 Area/compensation not in local strategy/no | Low Strategic 1 Same distinctiveness or better 40.21 0 0.00 0.00 20.11 40.21 ¢1d8-Other non-cereal crops
Assessment N/A local strategy Significance habitat required =
< Cropland Non-cereal crops No 92.5362 Low 2 Condition 1 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no LO.W Strateglc 1 Same dlstl‘ncnvene‘ss or better 185.07 0.7055 1.41 0.00 91.83 183.66 cld-Non-cereal crops
Assessment N/A local strategy Significance habitat required =
. Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no Low Strategic
10 Grassland Other neutral grassland No 0.5358 Medium 4 Moderate 2 . 1 4.29 0.5358 4.29 0.00 0.00 0.00 g3c5-Arrhenatherum neutral grassland Moderate
local strategy Significance
. Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no Low Strategic
11 Crassland Other neutral grassland No 0.0565 Medium 4 Poor 1 A 1 0.23 0.0565 0.23 0.00 0.00 0.00 g3c5-Arrhenatherum neutral grassland Poor
local strategy Significance
12 Grassland Other neutral grassland No 0.117 Medium 4 Good 3 Area/compensation not in local strategy/no | Low Strategic 1 1.40 0 0.00 0.00 0.12 1.40 g3c-Other neutral grassland
local strategy Significance
. Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no Low Strategic
13 Grassland Other neutral grassland No 5.1877 Medium 4 Good 3 . 1 62.25 0.459 8.5l 0.00 413 56.74 g3c-Other neutral grassland Good
local strategy Significance
. Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no Low Strategic
14 Grassland Other neutral grassland No 14,1344 Medium 4 Moderate 2 . 1 113.08 2.1332 21.87 0.00 11.40 91.21 g3c-Other neutral grassland Moderate
local strategy Significance
. Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no Low Strategic
15 Crassland Other neutral grassland No 4.9342 Medium 4 Poor 1 - 1 19.74 1.5724 6.29 0.00 3.36 13.45 g3c-Other neutral grassland Poor
local strategy Significance
. Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no Low Strategic
16 Grassland Other neutral grassland No 0.0182 Medium 4 Moderate 2 . 1 0.15 0.0182 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.00 g3-Neutral grassland Moderate
local strategy Significance
- i in local i istincti "
17 Grassland Modified grassland No 4.9768 Low 2 Good 3 Area/compensation not in local strategy/no | Low Strategic 1 Same distinctiveness or better 29.86 4.9499 29.70 0.00 0.03 0.16 g4-Modified grassland
local strategy Significance habitat required =
- Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no Low Strategic Same distinctiveness or better .
18 Grassland Modified grassland No 11.4425 Low 2 Good 3 . 1 . . 68.66 0.5316 3.19 0.00 10.91 65.47 g4-Modified grassland Good
local strategy Significance habitat required =
. Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no Low Strategic Same distinctiveness or better .
19 Grassland Modified grassland No 12.233 Low 2 Moderate 2 . 1 . . 48.93 0.5321 2.13 0.00 11.70 46.80 g4-Modified grassland Moderate
local strategy Significance habitat required =
- Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no Low Strategic Same distinctiveness or better e
20 Grassland Modified grassland No 19.5126 Low 2 Poor 1 . 1 . . 39.03 1.2278 2.46 0.00 18.28 36.57 g4-Modified grassland Poor
local strategy Significance habitat required =
21 | Heathland and shrub Mixed scrub No 5.033 Medium 4 Good 3 Area/compensation not In local strategy/no | - Low Strategic 1 60.40 5,083 60.40 0.00 0.00 0.00 h3-Dense scrub
local strategy Significance
22 | Heathland and shrub Mixed scrub No 0.2061 Medium 4 Poor 1 Area/compensation not In local strategy/no | - Low Strategic 1 0.82 0.2061 0.82 0.00 0.00 0.00 h3-Dense scrub Poor
local strategy Significance
. . Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no Low Strategic .
23 Heathland and shrub Mixed scrub No 0.2786 Medium 4 Moderate 2 . 1 2.23 0.2786 2.23 0.00 0.00 0.00 h3h-Mixed scrub Moderate
local strategy Significance
24 | Heathland and shrub Mixed scrub No 0.0737 Medium 4 Poor 1 Area/compensation not In local strategy/no | - Low Strategic 1 0.29 0.0737 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.00 h3h-Mixed scrub Poor
local strategy Significance
. . . Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no Low Strategic . . e
25 Lakes Ponds (priority habitat) No 0.0092 High 6 Poor 1 . 1 Same habitat required = 0.06 0.0092 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.00 Pond within Site A
local strategy Significance
26 Urban Developed land; sealed surface No 2.4129 V.Low 0 N/A - Other 0 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no LO.W Strateglc 1 Compensation Not Required 0.00 2.3499 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.00 ulbb5-Buildings
local strategy Significance
o i in local i . . .
27 Urban Artificial unvegetated, unsealed surface No 0.5114 V.Low 0 N/A - Other 0 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no LO.W S_trategm 1 Compensation Not Required 0.00 0.1436 0.00 0.00 0.37 0.00 ulc-Artificial unvegetated, unsealed surface
local strategy Significance
28 Urban Built linear features No 23.5432 V.Low 0 N/A - Other 0 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no LO.W Strateglc 1 Compensation Not Required 0.00 6.5888 0.00 0.00 16.95 0.00 ule-Built linear features
local strategy Significance
. . . i in local i . . 1f7-Other Lowl i i
29 | Woodland and forest Lowland mixed deciduous woodland No 0.1365 High 6 Moderate 2 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no Low Strategic 1 Same habitat required = 1.64 0.1365 1.64 0.00 0.00 0.00 wlff-Other Lowland mixed deciduous woodland
local strategy Significance Moderate
30 Woodland and forest Lowland mixed deciduous woodland No 0.1983 High 6 Poor 1 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no LO.W Strateglc 1 Same habitat required = 1.19 0.1983 1.19 0.00 0.00 0.00 w1f7-Other Lowland mixed deciduous woodland Poor
local strategy Significance
. . . i in local i . . . .
31 Woodland and forest Lowland mixed deciduous woodland No 0.2194 High 6 Moderate 2 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no LO.W S_trategm 1 Same habitat required = 2.63 0.2194 2.63 0.00 0.00 0.00 wlf-Lowland mixed deciduous woodland Moderate
local strategy Significance
. Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no Low Strategic
32 ‘Woodland and forest Other woodland; broadleaved No 0.445 Medium 4 Good 3 .. 1 5.34 0.445 5.34 0.00 0.00 0.00 wlg-Other broadleaved woodland
local strategy Significance
. Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no Low Strategic
33 ‘Woodland and forest Other woodland; broadleaved No 0.2289 Medium 4 Good 3 . 1 2.15 0.2289 2.715 0.00 0.00 0.00 w1lg-Other broadleaved woodland Good
local strategy Significance
34 ‘Woodland and forest Other woodland; broadleaved No 3.705 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no LO.W Strateglc 1 29.64 3.705 29.64 0.00 0.00 0.00 wlg-Other broadleaved woodland Moderate
local strategy Significance
. Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no Low Strategic
35 ‘Woodland and forest Other woodland; broadleaved No 0.0285 Medium 4 Poor 1 .. 1 0.11 0.0285 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.00 w1lg-Other broadleaved woodland Poor
local strategy Significance
Ancient and veteran trees wtihin the Order Limits,
Irreplaceable assumed to achieve 'good' condition on a precautionary
36 Individual trees Rural tree Yes 1882 Medium 4 Good 3 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no LOW S_trategm 1 0.00 1882 habltgt -1no 0.00 0.00 0.00 basis. Includes 18 yeteran trees and 5 tree; with veteran
local strategy Significance units features. See arboriculutral report for details. All veteran
generated A trees to be retained and protected with suitable
measures in place
37
38
39
40
41
Total habitat area 774.91 1835.93 75.27 0.00 266.31 0.00 699.65 1569.61
Site Area (Excluding area of individual trees, green walls, intertidal hard structures) 773.03
Total area lost (excluding area of individual trees, green 699.65
walls and intertidal hard structures) '
Select a unit Hectares M?

Mz to hectares conversion tool:




A-2 On-Site Habitat Creation

Project Name: Eat Park Energy Project DCO  Map Reference: Area habitat summary
A-2 On-Site Habitat Creation Total Net Unit Change 145981
Total Net % Change
Condens Trading Rules Satisfied
Area Check
Post intervention habitats
Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance Temporal multiplier Difficulty multipliers Comments
] ] Strategic Standard time to . . Delay in starting A - Standard . . Difficulty Habitat units .
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Area (hectares L " N ... .. " . . . . . . . . . . - . .
Ref L ( ) Distinctiveness Score Condition Score Strategic significance Strategic significance significance target condition el e P habitat creation Standard or adjusted time to target condition Final t].n.le to target Final hme. to_ difficulty of Applied difficulty multiplier Final deﬁc_:ulty multiplier delivered User comments Planning authority comments LA )
- advance (years) condition (years) |target multiplier . of creation . number
multiplier (years) (years) creation applied
1 Urban Developed land; sealed surface 8.3256 Vlow 0 N/A - Other 0 Area/compensation I;frta’felc‘r’;al strategy/ no local Lgﬁgj;i?: 1 0 Standard time to target condition applied 0 1.000 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 0.00 Access track
2 Utban Developed land; sealed surface 2.0439 VLow 0 N/A - Other 0 Area/compensation I;‘t"rtal:;;’;al strategy/ no local L;’fgiﬁiiif 1 0 Standard time to target condition applied 0 1.000 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 0.00 Other hard surface
3 Urban Developed land; sealed surface 0.1745 Vlow 0 N/A - Other 0 Area/compensation I;frta’felc‘r’;al strategy/ no local Lgﬁgj;i?: 1 0 Standard time to target condition applied 0 1.000 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 0.00 Operations and maintenance building
4 Grassland Modified grassland 419.815925 Low 2 Moderate 2 Area/compensation I;fal:;?;al strategy/no local Lg&igs;ig: 1 4 Standard time to target condition applied 4 0.867 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 1456.22 proposed grazing pasture grassland
5 Woodland and forest Other woodland; broadleaved 18.491 Medium 4 Poor 1 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ nolocal | - Low Strategic 1 5 Standard time to target condition applied 5 0.837 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 61.90 Proposed native species woodland or
strategy Significance woodland belt
Condition Rothamstead area to be used for research.
6 Cropland Cereal crops 0.4438 Low 2 Assessment 1 Area/compensation not inlocal strategy/nolocal | Low Strategic 1 1 Standard time to target condition applied 1 0.965 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 0.86 Exact usage unknown and likely to be
N/A strategy Significance variable over the lifetime fo the development
so input as agricultural.
7 Grassland Other neutral grassland 0 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Area/compensation not in local strategy/nolocal | - Low Strategic 1 5 Standard time to target condition applied 5 0.837 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 0.00 scheduled monument area, managed as
strategy Significance species-diverse grassland
8 Urban Developed land; sealed surface 0.1028 VLow 0 N/A - Other 0 Area/compensation I;frta’felc‘r’;al strategy/ no local Lgﬁgj;i?: 1 0 Standard time to target condition applied 0 1.000 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 0.00 Substation control building
Species diverse grassland creation. Excludes
c. 4.1005ha of woodland and ¢.0.2797 ha of
scrub habtiats that overlaps this area. It is
Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local Low Strategic known this will be retained, with any
9 Crassland Other neutral grassland 220.6578 Medium 4 Moderate 2 P strate =i Siomi ﬁcan?:}e 1 5 Standard time to target condition applied 5 0.837 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 147722 calculated losses due to differences in spatial
5y gt mapping and/ or canopy oversail. See
arboricultural assessment for confirmation
that there will be no vegetation clearance
other than localised hedgerow removal
- - - -
10 Urban Developed land; sealed surface 22.095575 V.ow 0 N/A - Other 0 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ nolocal | - Low Strategic 1 0 Standard time to target condition applied 0 1.000 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 0.00 Solar Infrastructure (assumed at 5% of total
strateqy Significance solar fields area)
11 Individual trees Rural tree 15268 Medium 4 Poor 1 Area/compensation I;f:al;g’;al strategy/no local Lgﬁﬁfiif 1 10 Standard time to target condition applied 10 0.700 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 428 375 no indidual trees planted
Areas of neutral grassland input as tussocky
grassland to satisfy trading rules. It is
Condition considered that the neutral grassland within a
12 Crassland Arable field margins tussocky 75 Medium 4 Assessment 1 Area/compensation not in local strategy/nolocal | - Low Strategic 1 1 Standard time to target condition applied 1 0.965 L Standard difficulty applied L 1 2895 | largely arable landscape will be functionally
N/A strategy Significance the same as this habtiat and scores lower than
'Other Neutral Grassland'. As such, this is
considered appropraite and reflective of the
value of this habtiat.
13
14
15
16
17
Total habitat area 701.18 Total Units 3029.42
Site Area (Excluding area of individual trees, green walls, intertidal hard structures) 699.65
Select a unit Hectares Mz

M? to hectares conversion tool:
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A-3 On-Site Habitat Enhancement

Project Name: Eat Park Energy Project DCO ~ Map Reference:
A-3 On-Site Habitat Enhancement

Area habitat summary
Total Net Unit Change T450.81

Total Net % Change
ading Rules Satisfied

Post intervention habitats
Btrategic significance

Baseline habitats Proposed Habitat (Broad habitat pre-populated but can be overridden) Change in distinctiveness and condition

Temporal risk multiplier Difficulty risk multipliers

Area e Habitat units

. Total habitat Baseline Baseline . o . o Baseline sirategic . . . . N . . Distinctiveness Score Condition Score _ Strategic Standard time to . . . - - . . - Final time to Standard - Difficulty delivered Habitat
B“;L;“*" Baseline habitat area jstincti istincti B““"]z;g":“"m“ B“‘e]m;o"xdm“ significance Baseline strategic B“"L‘nu‘:ifbm‘ Eeunued A"“‘;” ul’:sMw Leading Proposed Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Distinctiveness change Condition change Ceciiss) Strategic significance :’.‘m" igni target conditi H“::‘“‘ : s)“ Dﬂ = m’::f( h‘“”g‘ e T ‘glu‘f.;‘;%nme it Tﬂaﬁ:" m‘;‘ target difficulty of Applied difficulty multiplier H::lhd’ﬁ"‘m:m"f multiplier caverd User comments Planning authority comments reference
(hectares) band score Ty tegory I multiplier (years) vance (year ‘ancement (year: (s multiplier enhancement ancem! applied

Total habitat area
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D-1 Off-Site Habitat Baseline

Project Name: Eat Park Energy Project DCO  Map Reference: Area habitat summary
- XY . 3 Total Net Unit Change 1459.81
D-1 Off-Site Habitat Baseline Total Net % Change
Trading Rules Satisfied

Existing area habitats Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance Spatial risk multiplier ECOIOQ}CEI Comments
. . ) baseline Bespoke compensation agreed for
X Required Action to Meet Trading N f
Stratedic Strategic Rules Area Area Baseline units Baseline losses of VHDH or irreplaceable ——
Ref Broad habitat Habitat type Irreplaceable habitat Area (hectares) Distinctiveness Score Condition Score Strategic significance Strategl significance Spatial risk category Total habitat units ) ) units Area lost Units lost habitat User comments Planning authority comments Off-site reference
significance - retained enhanced retained reference
multiplier enhanced
1
2
3
4
5

Total habitat area

Total area lost (excluding area of individual trees, green

Site Area (Excluding area of individual trees, green walls, intertidal hard structures) walls and intertidal hard structures)

Select a unit Hectares M2

M to hectares conversion tool:
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D-2 Off-Site Habitat Creation

Project Name: Eat Park Energy Project DCO  Map Reference: Area habitat summary

Total Net Unit Change
Total Net % Change

Trading Rules Satisfied

1459.81

D-2 Off-Site Habitat Creation

Area Check

Post intervention habitats

Strategic significance Temporal risk multiplier Difficulty risk multipliers Spatial risk multiplier

0 . AT " . . " " . Habitat units
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Area (hectares) Distinctiveness Score Condition Score L L 'Str‘ategc Standard Ume to Habitat created in Dela'ymsta.rtmg Sl o edpmied e TSl i (o ey Final time to gta.udard ) ) o Final difficulty D].fﬁf:qty o STl . ) Habitat Oft.site )
Ref Strategic significance Strategic significance | significance target condition habitat creation L " . difficulty of Applied difficulty multiplier . multiplier Spatial risk category User comments Planning authority comments Baseline Ref
multilier (vears) advance (years) (years) target condition condition (years) target multiplier e of creation applied reference reference

1| oo [Do |

Total habitat area

Site Area (Excluding area of individual trees, green walls, intertidal hard
structures)

M? to hectares conversion tool: Select a unit
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D-3 Off-Site Habitat Enhancment

Project Name: Eat Park Energy Project DCO  Map Reference: Area habitat summary

D-3 Oft-Site Habitat Enhancment T,}':L N;;q;i: Ci}:;x;g: 145081

Trading Rules Satisfied

Pogt interyention habitals
Baseline habitats Proposed Habitat (Broad habitat p but can be overri Change in distinctiveness and condition Strategic significance Temporal multiplier Difficulty multipliers Spatial risk multiplier Comments
g Bageline Bageline o e o e . q a " q 9 (hectares) | Distinctiveness Score Condition | Score g Strategic | Standard time to R A Delay in starting . g Final time to 9 Difficulty of Difficulty e R
Baseline ref Baseline habitat habitat distinctiveness distinctiveness e e || e e Bualma Czgs Buahna SUAlegic | pooeiine habitat units pea Am DL Proposed Broad Habitat Proposed Habitat Distinctiveness change Condition change ) Strategic significance Stru it significance | target condition fabitat enhanced in habitat enhancement it e qd;ultﬁi O target condition il e enhancement | Applied difficulty multiplier Difficulty multiplier Spatial risk category ‘User comments Planning authority comments B Off-site reference
area category score it v score Trading Rules significance L advance (years) target condition target multiplier 5 reference
Ie ) band score multiplier (years) (years) (years) category applied

Total habitat area|
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Project Name: Eat Park Energy Project DCO  Map Reference:

Hedgerow summary

. 2 Total Net Unit Change 116.13
B-1 On-Site Hedge Baseline Total Net % Change S5
Trading Rules Satisfied Yes v
Condense / Show Columns Condense / Show Rows
Existing hedgerow habitats Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance Egzlsoeg]j-ﬁzl Comments
Strategic Required Action to Total Habitat
Hed . L L .. L .. N Meet Trading Rules L L Unit Unit L h . : .
Ref eage Habitat type ength Distinctiveness Score Condition Score Strategic significance Strategic significance significance g hedgerow engrh ength oS i engt Units lost User comments Planning authority comments reference
number (km) o . retained enhanced | retained | enhanced lost
multiplier units number
1 Species-rich native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch | 0.3 V.High 8 Moderate 2 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy Lg;’;igii?ec 1 Like for like 4.80 0.3 4.80 0.00 0.00 0.00
. . . . . . . . . Low Strategic
2 Species-rich native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 0.73 High 6 Good 3 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy SeriEras 1 13.14 0.73 13.14 0.00 0.00 0.00
3 Species-rich native hedgerow 0.071 Medium 4 Good 3 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy Low Strategic 1 Same distinctiveness 0.85 0.071 0.85 0.00 0.00 0.00
Significance band or better
4 Species-rich native hedgerow 0.03 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy LOW Strateglc 1 Same distinctiveness 0.24 0.024 0.19 0.00 0.01 0.08
Significance band or better
5 Native hedgerow 7.75 Low 2 Good 3 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy Low Strategic 1 Same distinctiveness 46.50 7.75 46.50 0.00 0.00 0.00
Significance band or better
6 Native hedgerow 6.14 Low 2 Moderate 2 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy LOW Strateglc 1 Same distinctiveness 24.56 6.134 24.54 0.00 0.01 0.02
Significance band or better
7 Native hedgerow 1.64 Low 2 Poor 1 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy Low Strategic 1 Same distinctiveness 3.28 1.64 3.28 0.00 0.00 0.00
Significance band or better
8 Native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 9.67 Medium 4 Good 3 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy LOW Strateglc 1 Same distinctiveness 116.04 9.634 115.61 0.00 0.04 0.43
Significance band or better
9 Native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 6.97 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy Low Strategic 1 Same distinctiveness 55.76 6.946 55.57 0.00 0.02 0.19
Significance band or better
10 Native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 1.77 Medium 4 Poor 1 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy LOW Strateglc 1 Same distinctiveness 7.08 1.77 7.08 0.00 0.00 0.00
Significance band or better
11 Native hedgerow with trees 0.22 Medium 4 Good 3 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy Low Strategic 1 Same distinctiveness 2.64 0.22 2.64 0.00 0.00 0.00
Significance band or better
12 Native hedgerow with trees 0.15 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy LOW Strateglc 1 Same distinctiveness 1.20 0.15 1.20 0.00 0.00 0.00
Significance band or better
13 Native hedgerow with trees 1.22 Medium 4 Poor 1 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy Low Strategic 1 Same distinctiveness 4.88 1.22 4.88 0.00 0.00 0.00
Significance band or better
14 Native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.46 High 6 Moderate 2 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy Lg;gigj;i?ec 1 5.852 0.46 5.52 0.00 0.00 0.00
. . . . . . . . Low Strategic
15 Native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.26 High 6 Poor 1 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy . 1 1.56 0.26 1.56 0.00 0.00 0.00
16 Line of trees 0.66 Low 2 Moderate 2 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy LOW Strateglc 1 Same distinctiveness 2.64 0.66 2.64 0.00 0.00 0.00
Significance band or better
17 Line of trees 0.76 Low 2 Poor 1 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy Low Strategic 1 Same distinctiveness 1.52 0.76 1.52 0.00 0.00 0.00
Significance band or better
18 Ecologically valuable line of trees 0.64 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy LOW Strateglc 1 Same distinctiveness 8.12 0.64 5.12 0.00 0.00 0.00
Significance band or better
19 Ecologically valuable line of trees 0.07 Medium 4 Poor 1 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy Low Strategic 1 Same distinctiveness 0.28 0.07 0.28 0.00 0.00 0.00
Significance band or better
20 Ecologically valuable line of trees 0.04 Medium 4 Good 3 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy LOW Strateglc 1 Same distinctiveness 0.48 0.04 0.48 0.00 0.00 0.00
Significance band or better
21 Line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 1.88 Low 2 Moderate 2 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy Low Strategic 1 Same distinctiveness 7.52 1.88 7.52 0.00 0.00 0.00
Significance band or better
22 Line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 1.18 Low 2 Poor 1 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy LOW Strateglc 1 Same distinctiveness 2.36 1.18 2.36 0.00 0.00 0.00
Significance band or better
23 Ecologically valuable line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.83 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy Low Strategic 1 Same distinctiveness 6.64 0.83 6.64 0.00 0.00 0.00
Significance band or better
24
25
26
21
28
43.44 314.61 43.37 0.00 313.92 0.00 0.07 0.70




B-2 On-Site Hedge Creation

Project Name: Eat Park Energy Project DCO  Map Reference: Hedgerow summary
B-2 On-Site Hedge Creation

Total Net Unit Change
Total Net % Change
Trading Rules Satisfied

Condense / Show Columns Condense / Show Rows

Proposed habitats Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance Temporal multiplier Difficulty risk multipliers
Hedge units

Strategic Standard Time to . . . . . . . . o Standard . . . . Difficulty delivered Habitat
significance target condition Habitat created in  |Delay in starting habitat | Standard or adjusted time to target | Final time to target Final time to Applied difficulty |Final difficulty multiplier User comments Planning authority comments reference

A difficulty of - X
significance mrlier e multiplier of creation eropaiz] number

creation
Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no Low Strategic Standard time to target condition Standard difficulty
. 1 B . 5 0.837 Low )
local strateqgy Significance applied applied

. e o L Strategic
Habitat type Distinotiveness Condition Strategic significance advance (years) creation (years) condition condition (years) |target multiplier

Species-rich native hedgerow Medium Moderate Low 1
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Project Name: Eat Park Energy Project DCO ~ Map Reference: Hedgerow summary

B-3 On-Site Hedge Enhancement T:::JNI\?;C?x

B-3 On-Site Hedge Enhancement

Baseline Habitats Change in distinctiveness and condition

Proposed habitat
Baseline condition | Baseline condition Baseline strategic | Baseline habitat .

category score significance score units o mov

Temporal multiplier

Difficulty risk multipliers

Habitat enhanced in
advance (years)

Delay in starting habitat
enhancement (years)

Standard or adjusted time to target
condition

Final time to target
condition (years)

Applied difficulty
multiplier

Finl difficulty of
enhancement
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E-1 Off-Site Hedge Baseline

Project Name: Eat Park Energy Project DCO  Map Reference: Hedgerow summary

Total Net Unit Change

E-1 Off-Site Hedge Baseline Total Net % Change

Condense / Show Columns Condense / Show Rows Trading Rules Satisfied
Main Menu

Existing hedgerow habitats Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance Spatial risk multiplier
Required Action to

Strategic Meet Tradin Total . . 5 g g
- g Rules L Length Units Units . . Habitat Off-site
significance Spatial risk category hedggrow enhanced | retained | enhanced Length lost User comments Planning authority comments reference reference

multiplier units

Ecological

C
baseline omments

Strategic

Habi Distincti S Conditi S iomifi
itat type istinctiveness core ondition trategic significance si cance
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E-2 Off-Site Hedge Creation

Project Name: Eat Park Energy Project DCO  Map Reference: Hedgerow summary

q g Total Net Unit Change
E-2 Off-Site Hedge Creation Total Net % Change

Trading Rules Satisfied
Condense / Show Columns Condense / Show Rows

Proposed habitats Distinctiveness Strategic significance Spatial risk multiplier Temporal multiplier Difficulty risk multipliers

Hedge units

. o " L I I Standard Tu'ne o Habitat created in Delay o sta:ft.m g Standard or adjusted time to target ~ |Final time to target | Final Time to gl Ll delivered
Habitat type Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance Strategic significance Spatial risk category target condition advance (years) habitat creation condition condition (years) |target multiplier
(years) (years)

Applied difficulty multiplier | difficulty multiplier User comments Planning authority comments Habitat Off-site Baseline ref

of creation | applied reference reference
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