
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

OUR REF: RSE_:3984B_L1_V1 

CASE REF: 3267115 ETC LAND OFF EDENBRIDGE COURT, NOTTINGHAM 

Geoff Prince Associates Ltd. 

16 Kimble Close 

Knightcote 

Warwickshire 

CV47 2SJ 

 

Issued by email only  

 

RE:  BRAMCOTE UNITY PARK APPEAL: RESPONSE TO PINS RE BIODIVERSITY METRIC UPDATE TO V3.0 

Dear  Mr Prince ,  

BACKGROUND  

RammSanderson was instructed to review the impacts of the update to Natural England’s Biodiversity Metric, from v. 2.0 to v.3.0 

on the appeal case.  

 

On receipt of the Planning Inspectorate’s correspondence inviting our comments on the change to Metric v3.0, we have translated 

all of the figures used in v.2.0 across directly to v3.0.  No additional survey work or condition assessment has been carried out, 

and no new mapping has been undertaken. No areas of habitats have therefore been changed in carrying out this work.    

CHANGES TO THE METRIC  

The tables in this section show an overview of changes to habitat units, an extract from the ‘Headline Results’ page of the v3.0 

calculator covers the relevant changes made to the Biodiversity Metric, and a table to provide commentary on how this is likely to 

affect the Biodiversity Impact Assessment provided as part of the submitted Proof of Evidence.  

 

In broad summary, the changes from version 2.0 to 3.0 cover all areas of the metric. This is pertinent to this case because it lowers 

the value of the baseline score, through changes made to habitat distinctiveness and condition of existing habitats, and because 

it makes changes to habitat creation scoring. As both sides of the equation are therefore altered, the resulting change equates to 

a more significant biodiversity net gain.   

Table 1: Summary of overall results change in Habitat Units  

 Metric v.2.0 Metric v.3.0 

Baseline Habitat Units 42.04 34.91 

Post-intervention Habitat Units 45.34 42.49 

 

This results in a change in the overall Biodiversity Net Gain in Habitat Units from  7.86% in v2.0 to 21.42% in v3.0.    

 

There is also an increase in the score for hedgerow habitat created in v3.0, however this is described in detail in the table overleaf.  
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Table 2: Extract of Biodiversity Metric V3.0 headline results sheet showing revised results 

 

Table 3: Description and summary of changes from Metric v2.0 to v3.0 and their relative impact on the overall results 

Changed feature Description of change & Impact to Evidence Provided 
Impact to Baseline 

score 

Impact to Post-

Intervention Score 

Bramble scrub 

condition fixed to 

‘Poor’ 

We did not classify any part of the site as solely 

comprising of bramble. 
Unchanged Unchanged 

Bracken – 

Distinctiveness 

reduced from medium 

to low 

Distinctiveness of this habitat was fixed at 

‘medium’ in the evidence provided. 

Reduction in baseline 

score (6.53 units in 

v2.0  vs. 3.27 units in 

v3.0) 

n/a no 

retention/creation of 

bracken 

Bracken condition 

fixed to ‘Poor’ 

We assessed against ‘poor’ scrub condition 

assessment table. 

Now, there is no condition assessment table for 

bracken, as v3.0 fixes the condition to ‘Poor’ 

Reduction in baseline 

score (6.53 units in 

v2.0  vs. 3.27 units in 

v3.0) 

n/a no 

retention/creation of 

bracken 

Green Roofs A labelling error in Metric 2.0 has been fixed. n/a 

Green roofs were a 

value of 0.08 units in 

v2.0, now reduced to  

0.05  in v3.0 

Street Trees changed 

to ‘Urban Trees’ 

A condition assessment for Urban Trees has been 

developed as part of v3.0 . Value of this habitat 

type in v.3.0 is approximately doubled, due to 

condition assessment now being applicable.  

Categorisation changed to ‘Urban Trees’ 

n/a 

2.14 units in v2.0 

 

3.99 units in v3.0 

Vegetated garden 
Condition fixed to ‘poor’ in v3.0.  This condition was 

applied in v2.0.  
n/a 

Unaffected by change 

to v.3.0 

Unvegetated garden 
Condition fixed to ‘poor’ in v3.0.  

This condition was applied in v2.0. 
n/a 

Unaffected by change 

to v.3.0  

Amenity grassland 

category removed 
Changed to ‘modified grassland’ 

Baseline scores in 

v2.0 is unaffected by 

change 

Unaffected by change 

to v.3.0. 

Woodland 

Changes to woodland habitat types in metric 3.0 

are not applicable to the woodland habitats on site, 

or those being created. 

Unchanged. 

Unaffected by change 

to v.3.0. 

Hedgerows 

Changes made to the habitat creation difficulty risk 

and distinctiveness bands. 

Native species rich hedgerow being created was 

worth 4.14 units in v2.0, this is now worth 5.62 

units in v3.0. Native species-rich hedgerow being 

created, was worth 1.52 units in v2.0, now 3.09 

units in v3.0 

Unchanged baseline 

score. 

Hedgerow units being 

created in v2.0 = 6.17 

units    

9.22 units in v3.0 
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CONCLUSION  

As can be seen from the table above, the principal changes have increased values assigned to tree planting in the urban 

environment, to creation/planting of new native species rich hedgerows and the scores attributable to bracken and bramble have 

been fixed and cannot now be a ‘subjective’ interpretation.  

  

The changes made to the Biodiversity Impact Assessment Metric from v2.0 to v3.0 give rise to significant positive biodiversity 

impacts and in our opinion is a material consideration of some weight in the planning balance.  

 

Recent changes to the NPPF in July 2021 are also pertinent to this case from an ecological & biodiversity perspective, especially 

the change to paragraph 178 having been amended so that development primarily aimed at conserving or enhancing biodiversity 

should be supported. Further to this, amendments have been made so that improvements to biodiversity in and around other types 

of development should recognise opportunities to “enhance public access to nature”, which is a key component of this proposal.  

   

I trust the information provided here is satisfactory at this time, should you have any queries, or require any clarifications, please 

do not hesitate to call me directly.  

  

Yours sincerely,   

 

Oliver Ramm MCIEEM  

Director  

 

For and on behalf of RammSanderson Ecology Ltd.  

 

Enclosures:    

n/a 
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