Q
O
©
O
| —
-
O
)]
et
=
2

Plas Power Solar and

t

jec

Energy Storage Pro

Report

In

iversity Net Gai

3.0.10 Biod

February 2024

DNS Ref: DNS/3253253

w
NS
‘
- ¥
>
Pt
'
»

Oy :
3 P
> N
3 \
y

e\

5

-

..
. g™ a™
B = .-.\ Mv Ty

.\.‘“




REPORT

PLAS POWER SOLAR AND ENERGY STORAGE
PROJECT

Biodiversity Net Gain Report

BNG Report
1
February 2024

BNG Report | 1 | February 2024
rpsgroup.com



REPORT

Document status

Version Purpose of document Authored by Reviewed by Approved by Review date

1 Georgia Kelly Tim Oliver Tim Oliver 09/02/24

Approval for issue

9 February 2024

The report has been prepared for the exclusive use and benefit of our client and solely for the purpose for which it is
provided. Unless otherwise agreed in writing by RPS Group Plc, any of its subsidiaries, or a related entity (collectively
'RPS') no part of this report should be reproduced, distributed or communicated to any third party. RPS does not accept
any liability if this report is used for an alternative purpose from which it is intended, nor to any third party in respect of
this report. The report does not account for any changes relating to the subject matter of the report, or any legislative or
regulatory changes that have occurred since the report was produced and that may affect the report.

The report has been prepared using the information provided to RPS by its client, or others on behalf of its client. To the
fullest extent permitted by law, RPS shall not be liable for any loss or damage suffered by the client arising from fraud,
misrepresentation, withholding of information material relevant to the report or required by RPS, or other default relating
to such information, whether on the client’s part or that of the other information sources, unless such fraud,
misrepresentation, withholding or such other default is evident to RPS without further enquiry. It is expressly stated that
no independent verification of any documents or information supplied by the client or others on behalf of the client has
been made. The report shall be used for general information only.

Prepared by: Prepared for:
RPS Lightsource bp

Georgia Kelly BSc (Hons)
Senior Ecologist

90 Victoria Street

Bristol

BS1 6DP

T +44 1454 853 000

E georgia.kelly @rpsgroup.com

BNG Report | 1 | February 2024
rpsgroup.com Page ii



REPORT

Contents
1 INTRODUCGCTION ... ieiiecieeressmeessssneesssssneessssmseessssmnessssmsesssssmsessssmsessessmeesssssnanssnsnneessssnnenssnsnnenssssnnens 1
1.1 Purpose and Scope of ThisS REPOIT........ i e a e 1
2 BASELINE HABITATS ... cciiiiccirerissmeesssssseessssssesssssmne s ssssmse s ssssmsesssssmsesssssmsesssssnsessssnnsessssnnenssssnnasssssnnens 2
2.2 Habitat DeSCIIPONS ... 2
MOAiIfied GrasSSIaNG ...........oiiiiiiiii et e et e et e et e e e et e e e e anreeeeea 2
Arable 2
[0TSR I = Vo €S 2
HEAGEIOWS ...ttt et e e e e e bttt e e e e bt e e e ea b et e e e aab et e e s anbe e e e e anbeeeean 2
13 =0 IR T U o SR 3
TaTo [\ Ao [N =TI I =TT OO PP PPT P PUPPPPPRRP 3
1Y (o I I = o PP ERP PP 4
2.3 Baseline Biodiversity UNit SCOIES .........ooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiee et e e e e e e e e e e 4
3 HABITATS WITHIN THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT .........ccooiiiirerieree s sere s s sme e e s sms e mn e s 5
3.2 Habitat DeSCIIPHIONS ... ...ttt e e e e ettt e e e e e e et e e e e e e e e e e e nneeeeeeeaennnnees 5
T Te [1i=To I € =TS - Lo [ 5
Other Neutral GrassIand .............oii it e e st e e st e e ant e e e aneeeas 5
A1 S G @701V Y 01 o) o PRSP REPRPI 6
L[5 [ L= 0 TS 6
T o TA VAo [U =TI I == USSR 6
13 =0 RS T U o SR 6
Ponds 6
1Y (o I I = o PP ERP PP 6
UNSEAIEA TFACKS ...ttt ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e eaeas 6
Hardstanding and BUildiNgs ... nnnnnnnes 7
3.3  Post-development Biodiversity UNit SCOMES ...........ooiiiiiiiiiiiiiic e 7
3.4 Potential for Further Biodiversity Net Gain...........c..oooiiiiiiiiiiii e 7
3.5 Management and MoNitoring Plan ...........cooiiiiiiiiiii e 7
4 CONGCLUSIONS ... sr s s ss e s e s e s s sn e s s smn e e s e ame e e s e ms e e eemn e e saamn e e esanneesssannessnsannessnnns 8
L 8 =110 9
Figures
Figure 1 Habitat PIaN.............ooo et 10
Figure 2 Landscape Strategy Plan ... s 10

BNG Report | 1 | February 2024
rpsgroup.com Page iii



REPORT

INTRODUCTION

Purpose and Scope of This Report

RPS Planning and Development were commissioned by Lightsource bp to undertake a Biodiversity
Net Gain (BNG) Assessment of the Proposed Development at the Plas Power Estate at Wrexham,
North Wales. Lightsource bp proposes the installation of a Solar and Energy Storage Project at the
site. The site is located to the West of Wrexham, centred at grid reference SJ 301 501.

While a Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment is not required for developments in Wales, the
assessment has been undertaken on behalf of Lightsource bp to provide additional information on
the biodiversity status of the baseline site and the Proposed Development.

The Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment provides a comparison of the values (as defined by the BNG
habitat scores) of the site prior to development and following development, habitat creation and
enhancement. The assessment was carried out using the Biodiversity Metric V4.0 published on the
Natural England website which takes into consideration where habitat will be gained, lost or
enhanced as a result of the Proposed Development. The BNG baseline assessment was completed
in 2023 prior to the publishment of the Statutory Metric to provide information on the baseline habitat
value and inform the design and lllustrative Landscape and Ecology Management Plan of the site.

The Biodiversity Metric provides Biodiversity Units calculated based on the habitat type, area or
length, distinctiveness, condition, ecological connectivity and strategic significance. For enhanced
or created habitats the time required and difficulty of establishing the habitat are also taken into
consideration.

Each of the existing habitat areas and their condition are defined in the BNG metric with reference
to the rationale for the selected condition in the assessor notes. The BNG metric should be viewed
with reference to the Habitat Plan (Figure 1) which shows the baseline habitats, the Landscape
Strategy (Figure 2) and the BNG Metric calculations (RPS, 2024).
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2

BASELINE HABITATS

2.1.1 The baseline site comprises sheep grazed improved grassland and arable fields bounded by
hedgerows. A field drain adjoins part of the site boundary and field ditches are present within a few
fields. The extent of the habitats are shown on the Habitat Plan (Figure 1) and further information
on habitats is provided in the Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (RPS, 2023).

2.2 Habitat Descriptions
Modified Grassland

2.2.1 The eastern and southern areas of the site comprise 11 improved grassland pasture fields. The
fields are dominated by perennial rye-grass Lolium perenne. Rarely present within the grassland
were other grass species such as creeping bent Agrostis stolonifera, annual meadow-grass Poa
annua, and Yorkshire fog Holcus lanatus and forbs such as spear thistle Cirsium vulgare, white
clover Trifolium repens and creeping buttercup Ranunculus repens.

222 The grassland is grazed by sheep. It lacks tussocks or variation in the sward height. The majority
under 10 cm in height. The grassland is free of scrub, invasive species and extensive areas of
damage or bare ground.

2.2.3 The pasture fields classify as in Moderate condition under the BNG condition criteria.

224 Two small areas of semi-improved grassland are present at the north of the site. Both fields have a
low species diversity, characterised by Yorkshire fog, creeping bent, cock’s-foot Dactylis glomerata
and hogweed Heracleum sphondylium. Species present which are indicative of sub-optimal
condition include nettle Urtica dioica, spear thistle and creeping buttercup.

2.2.5 The grassland has a tussocky structure and scrub, bracken and invasive species are absent, but
there are some areas of bare ground and damage from vehicle movements.

2.2.6 The semi-improved grassland classifies as in Poor condition under the BNG condition criteria.
Arable

2.2.7 The northern and western areas of the site consist of nine arable fields used as grass ley and crop
production. The field margins are less than 1m in width on average.

2.2.8 The habitat is classified as ‘Non cereal crops’ and ‘Temporary grass and clover ley’. Habitat
conditions are not applied to arable habitats under the BNG condition criteria.

Unsealed Tracks

2.2.9 Bare ground farm tracks are present throughout the site. The tracks are categorised as ‘Atrtificial
unvegetated, unsealed surface’. Habitat conditions are not applied to this habitat under the BNG
condition criteria.

Hedgerows
Native Hedgerows

2.210 There are 27 hedgerows within the site which fall into the following categories in the BNG
Assessment according to the level of species richness, association with ditches and the presence
and density of larger trees:

e  species-rich native hedgerow;
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e  species-rich native hedgerow with trees;

e  species-rich native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch;
e native hedgerow;

e native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch;

e native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch;

e native hedgerow with trees.

2.2.11 The majority hedgerows classify as one of the categories of native hedgerows with less than 5 woody
species, 22 hedgerows in total.

2212 Most are classified as Moderate condition under the BNG condition criteria but the five hedgerows
with wider field margins classify as Good condition.

2.2.13  The majority of the native hedgerows adjoining the section of the site south of the A525 are typically
dominated by hawthorn Crateagus monogyna. Other hedgerow species include holly llex aquifolium,
hazel Corylus avellana, damson Prunus domestica, bramble Rubus fruticosus and gorse Ulex sp.
Several of the hedgerows have gaps along their length.

2.2.14 Seven hedgerows within the survey area are species-rich with 5 or more woody plant species
represented in the hedgerow. The majority of these are located within the northern section.

2.2.15 Species frequently present within the species-rich hedgerows include: hazel, sycamore Acer
pseudoplatanus, ash Fraxinus excelsior, holly, English oak Quercus robur, blackthorn Prunus
spinosa, field rose Rosa campestre and elder Sambucus nigra. Less frequent species include: willow
Salix species., bramble, cherry Prunus sp., alder Alnus glutinosa, plum Prunus sp., field maple Acer
campestre, apple, beech Fagus sylvatica and elm Ulmus sp.

2.216  The majority of hedgerows within the northern section include mature and semi-mature trees,
typically sycamore, oak and ash. Fewer large trees were present in the central area.

2.2.17  The majority of the hedgerows adjoin short-grazed pasture or arable and the hedge-base flora is
typically species-poor characterised by common nettle, broadleaved dock and cleavers Galium
aparine.

2.218  Two hedgerows adjoin a small stream and several adjoin field ditches.

Mixed Scrub

2.2.19  Asmall linear section of dense scrub is present between two arable fields within the site. The scrub
is up to 15m in width and comprises hawthorn, blackthorn and bramble. The areas of scrub have a
dense structure, but lack structural diversity and have a limited ground flora.

2.2.20 The mixed scrub habitat classifies as being in Poor condition.

Individual Trees

2.2.21 Several scattered broadleaved trees are present within the site. This includes five oak and willow
classified as being Medium sized and Good condition.

2.2.22  Six young silver birch Betula pendula, alder and fruit trees are also present at the south of the site
and are classified as being Small sized and Moderate condition.

2.2.23  Thetrees are all in good health and the medium sized trees have features such as deadwood, loose
bark and ivy with value for invertebrates.

BNG Report | 1 | February 2024
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Field Drain

2.2.24  Afield drain runs between the southern boundary of an arable field within the site and the A525. To
the west the drain is unshaded with shallow banks supporting tall ruderal vegetation. The eastern
section is shaded by an overhanging hedgerow and has steep grassy banks. The drain had a water
depth of 5cm during the survey walkover and the water quality appeared good.

2.2.25  The drain lacks signs of physical damage. Algae is absent though the emergent and marginal plants
are limited. A stand of Japanese knotweed Reynoutria japonica is present on the bankside.

2.2.26  The drain is classified as Poor condition under the BNG condition criteria.

2.3 Baseline Biodiversity Unit Scores

2.31 The baseline site achieves the following scores:
e Score of 273.59 Habitat Units.
e Score of 49.02 Hedgerow Units.
e Score of 2.25 River Units.
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3.1.1

3.2

3.2.1
3.2.2
3.2.3

3.24

3.25

3.2.6

3.2.7

3.2.8

3.2.9

3.2.10

HABITATS WITHIN THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

The Proposed Development will largely comprise grazed improved grassland bounded by perimeter
fencing. There will be a mown grassland buffer between the perimeter fencing and field boundaries.

Biodiversity Areas will also be created where a range of habitats will be created with the aim of
providing resources with value for wildlife. The extent of the habitats are shown on the lllustrative
Landscape and Ecology Masterplan (Figure 2).

Habitat Descriptions

Modified Grassland

The Proposed Development will largely comprise grazed grassland.
The retained grassland should at least maintain its Poor condition.

Where solar panels are installed in existing arable fields, these will be sown with a grazing mixture
which will include a range of grasses and forbs. The grassland will be sheep grazed or mown and
is expected to achieve at least Moderate condition.

The two small areas of semi-improved grassland at the north of the site will be retained. Both areas
will be subject to sheep grazing, with several solar panel arrays installed in the smaller of the two
areas. Areas of bare ground would be left to be naturally recolonised by grasses and herbs. The
condition of the areas is expected to increase to Moderate.

The above conditions have been assessed based on a precautionary approach and it is possible
that the grasslands will achieve a higher condition. For example where there is low intensity grazing
there may be an increase in the species diversity or structural variation which could result in
Moderate or higher condition being achieved. Given the large extent of the grassland, there would
be potential for a significant increase in Habitat Units across the site where a higher condition is
achieved.

Other Neutral Grassland

Two fields within the Proposed Development will be subject to enhancement to achieve Fairly Good
condition Other Neutral Grassland classification. Measures will be undertaken to reduce the nutrient
status of the soil and it will be harrowed and reseeded with a suitable grassland mixture containing
a range of grasses and forbs. The fields will be sensitively managed through low intensity sheep
grazing or a sensitive cutting regime (such as an early spring and late summer / early autumn cut).
The management will aim to create a tussocky structure with greater species diversity compared to
the existing short, grazed pasture.

Grassland between the perimeter fence of the Proposed Development and site boundary will be cut
on an infrequent basis to encourage a tussocky structure and greater species diversity to develop.
The condition of the grassland is anticipated to increase to achieve at least Fairly Good condition.

The margins of the arable fields and several larger sections within the existing grazed fields will be
sown with a meadow mixture. These will be subject to low intensity management to encourage the
development of a taller and more varied sward with greater species diversity and are expected to
achieve Fairly Good condition.

Sections of woodland wildflower mixture will be sown between the perimeter fencing and woodland
edges to increase the species diversity of the grassland within the site. The grassland will be
sensitively managed and is expected to achieve Fairly Good condition.

Areas of wildflower rich grassland and tussocky grassland will be sown in the Biodiversity Areas.
These will be subject to low intensity grazing or a sensitive cutting regime with the aim of creating
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higher value grassland with a good species diversity and varied structure. These areas are expected
to achieve at least Fairly Good condition.

Winter Cover Crop

3.2.11 Several areas of former grassland and arable will be sown with a winter cover crop to provide
foraging resources for birds over winter. Habitat conditions are not applied to this habitat.

Hedgerows

3.2.12 Hedgerows will be retained and protected within the Proposed Development.

3.2.13 New native species hedgerows will be planted within the operational site including in the Biodiversity
Areas. A mixture of native woody species will be planted.

3.2.14 Retained hedgerows at the north of the site include mature and semi-mature trees which will be
retained. The sensitive management of mature trees will minimise tree surgery operations.

3.2.15  All hedgerows will be sensitively managed to promote the development of dense structure with
fruiting and flowering shrubs which would achieve at least Moderate condition.

3.2.16 Hedgerows which currently achieve Good condition will be maintained at this condition.

3.2.17  The management of grassland adjoining many of the hedgerows to create a tussocky structure is
expected to result in an increase in their condition to at least Fairly Good.
Individual Trees

3.2.18  Existing scattered broadleaved trees will be retained and sensitively managed to maintain their
existing condition.

3.2.19  Approximately 50 new native trees will be planted throughout the site. These will be maintained at
Moderate condition.

Mixed Scrub

3.2.20 Native shrubs will be planted within the Biodiversity Areas and at the edges of fields with solar arrays.
These will be managed to promote the development of sections of dense scrub. The scrub is
expected to achieve Moderate condition.

Ponds

3.2.21 Three new ponds will be created with Biodiversity Area 1, creating a new habitat type within the site.
The pond margins will be planted with a range of marginal native species. The ponds will be
managed to achieve at least Moderate condition.

Field Drain

3.2.22 The field drain will be retained and unaffected by the development, with its existing condition
retained.

Unsealed tracks

3.2.23  There will be a small increase in the extent of unsealed tracks within the Proposed Development.
Tracks will be created through the fields to provide vehicle access to the solar arrays and
infrastructure during the operational phase. Habitat conditions are not applied to this habitat.

BNG Report | 1 | February 2024
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Hardstanding and Buildings

3.2.24  Areas of hardstanding and buildings will be created to facilitate the Proposed Development. Habitat
conditions are not applied to this habitat.

3.3 Post-development Biodiversity Unit Scores

3.3.1 The Proposed Development will achieve the following scores:

e Score of 449.62 Habitat Units.
e Score of 84.20 Hedgerow Units.
e Score of 2.25 River Units.

3.4 Potential for Further Biodiversity Net Gain

3.4.1 The retention and creation of grassland across the site provides opportunity for a significant further
increase in biodiversity value.

3.4.2 There is potential for areas of grassland beneath solar panels to achieve a greater condition than
has been predicted under a precautionary basis in this assessment.

3.4.3 Should all areas of grassland across the site achieve Moderate condition or higher, there would be
potential for a total of up to 827.33 Habitat Units to be achieved.

3.5 Management and Monitoring Plan

3.5.1 The biodiversity objectives and management prescriptions for habitats within the Proposed
Development are detailed within the Landscape and Ecology Management Plan along with a
programme of monitoring.

3.5.2 Monitoring targets will be aligned to BNG target condition and will relate to measurable attributes
which will be reported to the LPA.

3.5.3 The biodiversity monitoring and reviews of management outcomes will document the status of the
habitats, inform modifications to specific management plan actions, where appropriate, and identify
the need for remedial measures. This objective and target led approach with periodic checks on the
management approaches will be integral to initially achieving and then maintaining the target
conditions over the long term.

BNG Report | 1 | February 2024

rpsgroup.com Page 7



REPORT

4 CONCLUSIONS

4.1.1 The baseline site largely comprises sheep grazed improved grassland, categorised as Modified
Grassland in Poor condition along with arable (grass leys and crop fields). Small sections of semi-
improved grassland in Poor condition are also present.

4.1.2 The fields are bounded by hedgerows, most of which are in Moderate condition with some classified
as Good condition.

4.1.3 Solar arrays and associated infrastructure will be installed within the fields. The grass leys and crop
fields will be sown with a grazing mixture. Grassland beneath the solar panels will be sheep grazed
or mown and is expected to achieve Moderate condition.

414 Two of the existing improved fields will be enhanced through reseeding and sensitive management
to increase their biodiversity value. The fields will be enhanced to Moderate condition Other Neutral
Grassland.

415 The semi-improved grassland will be sensitively managed and its condition is expected to increase
to Moderate.

4.1.6 A small amount of arable and improved grassland will be converted to tracks and built infrastructure.

4.1.7 Biodiversity Areas will be created, which will include sections sown with a mixture of wildflower
grassland and a tussocky grassland mixture. These will be managed to achieve Fairly Good
condition.

4.1.8 Additional areas of higher value grassland will be created throughout the wider site, including areas

sown with tussocky grassland, woodland edge grassland and meadow grassland seed mixtures.
These will be managed to achieve Fairly Good condition.

41.9 Three new ponds will be created within Biodiversity Area 1 and managed to achieve Moderate
condition.

4.1.10 The field ditches and drain will be retained and protected.

4.1.11 Existing hedgerows will be retained and protected. Where the adjoining grassland will be managed
to develop a higher species diversity the hedgerow condition is expected to increase to Good.

4112 New native species hedgerows will be created throughout the site and managed to achieve
Moderate condition. New tree and shrub planting will be undertaken throughout the site.

4113  The Proposed Development will result in the following Biodiversity Net Gain:

e The habitat unit score will increase from 273.59 to 449.62 Habitat Units, providing an overall total
on site net change of 64.34%.

e The hedgerow unit score will increase from 49.02 to 84.20 Hedgerow Units, providing an overall
total on site net change of 71.76%.

e The river unit score will remain unchanged at 2.25 River Units.

4114  Where grassland within the site achieves a higher condition than predicted under a precautionary
approach in this assessment, there is potential for a gain of up to 827.33 Habitat Units. This would
provide an overall net change of 202.40%.

4115 A Landscape and Ecology Management Plan has been prepared for the development which
includes a programme of monitoring to the LPA.

4.1.16 The habitat monitoring will follow an objective and target led approach integral to initially achieving
and then maintaining the target conditions over the long term.
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Figure 1  Habitat Plan
Figure 2 Landscape and Ecology Masterplan
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Plas Power Solar and Energy Storage Project Return to
Headline Results  results menu

Habitat units 213,89
On-site baseline Hedgerow units 4902
Watercourse units 2.28
. . . Habitat units 449.62
On-site post—mterventlon Hedgerow units 84.20
(Including habitat retention, creation & enhancement) e ——— 2.25
. Habitat units 176.03
On-site net change o 318
(umits & percentage) Watercourse units 0.00
Habitat units 0.00
Off-site baseline Hedgerow units 0.00
Watercourse units 0.00
9 o 9 Habitat units 0.00
Off-site post-intervention o 000
(Including habitat retention, creation & enhancement) e 0.00
- Habitat units 0.00 0.00%
Off-site net change o 0.00 W
(umits & percentage) Watercourse units 0.00 0.00%
. . Habitat units 176.03
Combined net unit change Hedgerow unis .18
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement) e ——— 0.00
Habitat units 0.00
Spatial risk multiplier (SRM) deductions Hedgerow units 0.00
Watercourse units 0.00
. Habitat units 176.03
Total net unit change T 3.8
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement) e ——— 0.00
Habitat units
0,
Total net % change Hedgerow units
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & 9
Watercourse units
Trading rules safisfied?
Unit Type Target Baseline Units Units Required Unit Deficit
Habitat units 10.00% 273.89 300.98 0.00
Hedgerow units 10.00% 49.02 53.92 0.00
Watercourse units 10.00% 2.25 2.48 0.23




A-1 On-Site Habitat Baseline

dating area habiats Distiaotiveassa Coadition Siatogia sigai ol Retextion. biodiversity valua =5 Commonts
bassiine
Required Avioa to Mest
Ref| Broad Habitat Habitat Type (oenyy | Ditsotvesoss | sooce | - Contiion | sooro Sicategio igiSioasce o e LD Total habitat waits ares | aren |Bcie | e | prounabiat |y | ussosepiante User comaments Goaseatiag body comments ==
o rmiltivlier retained | enhanced sl losses = o

N E— = - o . - || oo e gy | Towsrege . S dncveness o7 tar o o P S T = R

. E— S o o . - [ ey | Tovrmege ‘ S dstintiveness or ater o B o T ow | o - o Sial ectons of . Passes condiion crtera G, F, G

. E— S o o . - [ e | Towrmege ‘ S dlstintiveness or ater - B P I - o (eatie crop (el o of A oad)

" [— [— - o [ | 1 [ e s | Tovamege ‘ S distintiveness or ater o B . P - - Gras oy (018 souh of A road)

s Cropand T — s = 2| | oon | [R] Pereomreestont moat ey | o Srseci ] wn o | o [ ow [ ow | e wn oo of s Eon gy Bt s

8 | Heamland and shub Mixed serub. 026 Medium 4 Poor 1 Neﬂmmpemi:z:"f;:@;‘;"‘ strategy/no l‘s’;:‘;:‘;i: 1 104 026 0 104 000 000 000

1 Individual trees Rural ree 01832 Medium 4 Good 3 Neﬂmmpemi:z:"f;:@;‘;"‘ strategy/no l‘s’;:‘;:‘;i: 1 220 01832 0 220 000 000 000

Thacks troughon st

8 Individual trees. Rural ree 0244 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Neﬂmmpemi:z:"f;:@;‘;"‘ strategy/no l‘s’;:‘;:‘;i: 1 195 0244 0 195 000 000 000

. e J e —— 1o View | 0 | whover | o | Felcomemssmimielasegin | lovsiege ] e oo 1 | o [ om | ow | ow o0

0 | I




—— -

oy | oumemenen | | Gonmen | oo wnders e Doy g Foutmes | Muwsoes P sy | Doy |
= o e e = e | een

= = o ey - — e — g | R e T | e | REC | R £

& — e | Ed — 5 - = w = = P | wa
— = e e [ e | e | [ e [ [ | T e | o [ o o | [

T P— : e e ——— SR

=1 o e e e e e e :




Ares babitet
Total Net Unit Change L18.00 & 'y’
e vt o iy
Yea v
green walls)
Toat Jevelopmentl poel inferveation Fabiats.
Tatatvonees Gondiion Eror ity waiers oo
Habiat
roa Srangtc | Sundard e to | Habtatcresed. | Dlay 1 g Finaltmeto | Fraitmato | Stancara Diftulty
Srosa Habiat Propossa ettt wnie
(hectares) | Dirmottveness | Soore | Condiion | Soors Strategic signicamcs. Siviah) poation [ targetondtion | nadvance | habitstcreation. trger | aimouyor | Applied iy mtopter |72 OLY | putipiier | goiversa
a0itow0s | ispier [ (peare) (goare) (youre) Ggeare) | doptter | creston ren | “appiied

F— — Low p voorne | 2 wcompuesainnatn ot eyt | IR B . o o Siancardtme o target concton spplied ‘ oser Lo PrT——— Low it 0182 | grazng mstre s shoep azed.pan
— Ot neual rassland y Medum iy Good Aroacompensan ot ocalstaegy/ o | Low Seaegic f 1 0 0 S e o tget coniton spplied 1 o Lo —— Low i w01 e
Grassana —_— 015 vedum + | as | eeompensain o meqy/ue | e SR b : o o [ ——— T o Lo [—— Low i as | Voot rasland margnsonormer
— Ot neual rassland Medum iy Good Arealcompensin o weay/no | Low Seuegic f 1 0 0 [ — 1 w Lo P —— Low i 133 |y

— —_— edum « |ray as | eeompensain oo meqy/ue | e e f o o [ ——— T o Lo [—— Low i o | ..

— —— 051 Medum iy Good o f 1 0 0 [ — 1 o Lo —— Low i aa1 R

Croplant A miegins game b mix 22 Medum huosaman 1| esmpenstion et nloc ssegyina Lo Sreie i ' 3 3 FR T p—— L Lo P pr— Low it o6l

Ui il unvegette, usseled sitice 2 Viow 0 Ot [ 0| Aescmpenssion ot segyina [l St i 0 0 0 FR T p—— o 1000 Lo P pr— Low it om0

. - Freicompenaon o oo sy | lowSrag 5 .
e Devsioped s, sele sutce Viow o |waome| o o oo f o o o S et trget cndin applied 1000 Lo [—— et ost om0
[T Vined s Lo Vo Moderae | 3| Arescompensaion ot nloca suategyivo | low Swagic f s 0 0 S e o tget coniton spplied s Lo —— Low i 109

Lakes s (non-prioriy haia a1z Misdum . Good 3 Areioeopecustion ot inloce mateqy/ o | TE B 1 s o o e e e s o83 Low Standard ity Low ' 121 .
i e Rurilree 5 Medim Moderat 2 Arsaiosenpanattcn vt oce autogy/ o | TR 1 2 o o Standard time f target condiion applied g Low Standard dificuty spplied Low L 082




fiect Name: Plas Power Solar and Energy Storage Project  Map Referencd Hedgerow summ:
- - AT Net Ut ESAE]
B-1 On-Site Hedge Baseline | TotINet% Change —_—
Trading Rules Safsfied Yos ¥
Existing hedgerow habitals Digtinotiveness | Candition Strategic significance E;°‘°9?“’ Retention calegory biodiversity value Comments
Required Action 1o ;;me“”
N Hedge Length L o P Meet Trading Rules Length Length Units Units Length | Units . GIS reference
H he : !
Baseline ref 2 edgerow type Distintiveness | Condition Strategio significance. edgerow e || e e = User comments Consenting body comments o
HI1, Hl2, Passes condition eria Al, A2, B1, B2, C1,D1,D2,E1
e Species-rich native hedgerow w 43 g rea/compensation not inlocal strategy/ no local strategy 2 :
1 e Species-rich naive hedgerow with tree: 0 High Area/compensation ot in local strategy/ no local strategy 774 174 000 | 000 [Fasses con
2 H8, H1¢, Hao Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 056 High Moderate | Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy 672 056 000 672 000 | 000 |, omertera AL AZ BL B2 DLDZ ELEZ
6 | Species-rich native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch | 023 v Modera rea/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strateg: 023 0 38 000
3 HI pecies-rich native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch | 0.2 High Moderate | Arealcompensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy Like for like 368 02 000 3 000 | 000 |, o omertera AL AZ BLB2DLDZ ELEZ
4 HI2 Native hedgerow with trees 032 Medium Good Arealcompensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy Sf‘"k‘;:f‘a"r‘i“ev‘z‘f’\s 384 032 384 000 000 | 000
ses condition criteria Al A2 B1.B2. C1.D1.D2.E1. E2
BT ses condition criteria Al, A2, B1, B2, D1,D2,E1
5 Native hedgerow with trees 083 Medium Moderate | Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy - 664 015 068 120 544 000 | 000 |some)E2
H17. H19. H2] and H44 enhanced
ative hedgerow with trees - associated with ba 021 c Moderate | Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strateq 021 3 000 0
6 Native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank 02 High foderate | Arealcompensation not n local strategy/ no local strategy 324 02 24 000 000 | 000 |, omertera AL AZ BLB2DLDZ ELEZ
7 HIS Native hedger Lwith bank or 028 Medium od Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy Sf‘"k‘;:f‘a"r‘i“ev‘z‘f’\s 336 028 336 0.00 000 | 000
[Passes condition criteria Al. A2 BI. C1. D1.E1
8 Native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 022 Medium Moderate | Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy Sf‘"k‘;:f‘“”“evﬂe:f’\s 176 022 0.00 176 000 | 000
[Passes condition criteria Al. A2 B1.D1.D2
H28, Haz, )
) H38, Hal Native hedges 3 Low Moderate | Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy Sf‘"k‘;:f‘a"r‘i“ev‘z‘f’s 536 095 039 380 156 000 | 000 |Passes condition criteria Al, A2, BI, B2, D1, D2
H34 H29 and H32 enhanced
H33, H35, N
10 H36, H39, Native hedgerow 61 Low Moderate | Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local strategy Sf‘"k‘;:f‘a"r‘i“ev‘z‘f’s 6,68 021 584 084 000 | 000 [Passescondition criteria Al A2, Bl, D1, D2
H42. H: H33 enhanced
11




Nams: Plas Power Solar and Energy Storage Project _Map Refersnc

Proposed habitats Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance ‘Temporal multiplier I
Now — Suatogio | Stasdard Timo o |Habid - Fuslimeto | Fizaltmeto Ditfculy | gommerod o
Baseline ret | nedge. Habilat type. 1ot | sbnosveness | soore | Gonaiton | eore Strategic significznce stegic | positon [ targetoonditon | inadvamce | habitat creation et target miiplier reference.
aumber auiltiplier (yeass) (yeass) (years) multiplior applied oumber
L Species-rich natve hedgerow a Ve 4 | oooa | [ Pclcompensation notiniocalsategyno | low Suategic | 12 o o Sandar tim o arget cocion 12 oss2 | wa_ |,
z




B3 On-Sile Hedge Enhancement

= e e
s e | s | | R | el ..:E.“. = s e i) st s | ostoners | € || s | | s gesne | S, | SR | MU e | | seensme | sopies amey | vy | SR | [ e ooy s | e
: [T [PV S . e . e . [— o [— o [ o o [ [0 [t e [ . o o s | e [ e = T ——
R el [P [N . o : =1 : s aerine S ——— [E—— [r— o [ v o fem | v |Mmmge ) . o o e . tor | Oxcrtatay e [ ) (—
. [— o | am . ot : e ' oo [R— [F—— v | | o | e | o | [ | i . . s | | e | e - D —
[ T [P s [ . o . m [r— [r— ot | weam | 4 | om | o | [ | f o o e o | tor | etamen = [ (—
. [A— 1 1w B [ B == ' s Jo— [ [e—— o [t I e e B 2 o o e 2 as o | oemtameay o ' T —
B [ | e . [ . o . o [— s [r— | e B e f o o e o | tor | eetamen = [ (—




Project Name: Plas

C-1 On-Site WaterC' Baseline

Project

/alercourse summary
£33 000
Total Net % Change 0.00%
‘Trading Rules Satisfied
Existng watercourse fype Distiaotiveaesa Conditon Strategio sgnificance Roqured | “pomties
Strategic T Total
s e 100 | oot | core oo || e somtone | Rl | e | Brentofonotchment |y i - oo Gomaoats e s tren
multiplier units.
! Otter rivers and sreams o5 High o Poor | Avealoompensation ot inocal | EEETEHE | | NoEwmsctmen| 1 Majortajor oz | Semetaiat [RNGRS 05 225 000 000 000
7




	1 INTRODUCTION
	1.1 Purpose and Scope of This Report

	2 Baseline Habitats
	2.2 Habitat Descriptions
	Modified Grassland
	Arable
	Unsealed Tracks
	Hedgerows
	Mixed Scrub
	Individual Trees
	Field Drain

	2.3 Baseline Biodiversity Unit Scores

	3 Habitats within the proposed Development
	3.2 Habitat Descriptions
	Modified Grassland
	Other Neutral Grassland
	Winter Cover Crop
	Hedgerows
	Individual Trees
	Mixed Scrub
	Ponds
	Field Drain
	Unsealed tracks
	Hardstanding and Buildings

	3.3 Post-development Biodiversity Unit Scores
	3.4 Potential for Further Biodiversity Net Gain
	3.5 Management and Monitoring Plan

	4 CONCLUSIONS
	REFERENCES
	Illustrative Landscape and Ecology Masterplan.pdf
	Sheets and Views
	100



