Clarification questions received and answered
1. Baseline Surveys:
1. Where have surveys been carried out? May we see the results pre-submission to refine our tender accordingly? Surveys have been carried out at the following locations, and can be viewed upon request. 
· Taunton Green
· Galmington Way
· Greenway  
· Hamilton
· French Weir
· Comeytrowe
· Victoria
· Hawthorn 
1. Where have surveys been commissioned but not yet carried out? Can we help? They are all currently complete at the following locations, awaiting 1 final report which should be with us promptly. 
1. Do any sites not yet have surveys organised – can we help or is there an expectation to include this in the tender - if so for how many sites? There are remaining park locations, green spaces that we manage without surveys. Lyngford Park and Goodland Gardens are set to receive a survey next year as part of our new Green Flag application. Remaining locations without surveys are: Freize Hill Community Orchard, The Grove, Priorswood, Pennys Field and Staplegrove.  If you wish to undertake the wildflower creation at non surveyed sites this would need to be factored into the distribution of the funding for the tender. Please find our location here: Taunton Town Council - Parks and Play Areas
2. TT25 Flood Alleviation Scheme Area (French Weir)

1. Re "How should Somerset Council leave the land"? We are happy to have a chat about this to give free advice on soil management for wildflowers - perhaps we may be in time to ask for subsoil to be put back on top in some areas following excavation? This could hugely help and speed up wildflower establishment if it's possible.  This is a wonderful offer. Please reach out to: climate@taunton-tc.gov.uk and we can organise a chat, we still have time to amend the current request.
1. Allotment scheme potential in this area – would it be wise, therefore, for us to focus on the perimeter borders for this particular project? Our approach is flexible and iterative so this can shift as the situation develops. We have changed our thinking that this location might better suit the planting of more fruit trees to make a community orchard, at this stage the ideas are flexible for this particular space. At the very least we would like to indeed focus on the borders and the secondary triangle area of land immediately next to this area show on the map. We appreciate the approach of flexible and iterative as we are looking for this in how we approach the design phase for the selection of sites. 

3. Open Spaces Team:
1. Can we clarify the resource in this team please? How many people/ FTE, roles etc? Are their tractor drivers among them?  There are 12 in this team, a mixture of 1 lead, 2 supervisors, 2 apprentices and the remaining being assistants. We have an in house tractor and most of the staff are certified to use it. However it is currently in near constant use so we would need to coordinate with the Open Spaces Lead on the capacity for this to be used by the open spaces team to help in the delivery of this project. Initial meetings would have to be conducted to identify capacity from the team anyway for the implementation of the corridors. 
1. The project brief doesn’t currently include mention of training sessions for staff teams? Would you like to  include this in our proposal? We have demonstrable experience of delivering high quality training to land management teams and this can support the ongoing success and legacy of the project. This sounds like a great opportunity to offer if you feel it would aid with the project legacy as we will definitely  be looking at this to ensure long term success. I believe there is reference to asking applicants to consider how they would help create management plans that can be delivered by TTC more long term to ensure this. A training opportunity seems a great way to address this element. It would be good to be mindful of turnover of staff to ensure a way for the information to be retained and redistributed for staff, as staff come and go over time. 
1. Equipment and machinery to hire e.g. cut and collect  - can you say more on your hopes or expectations regarding machinery costs and hiring etc, staff training etc? Is this to be included in te budget of £25k? I can’t provide anymore currently on this unfortunately. We are a new council and have gone through a series of considerable expansions in the last year. I currently don’t have a forecast of future budgeting. We are hoping that as the external advisors, you would be aware of cost breakdowns that it would take to hire this equipment if and when necessary. Additionally, there is mention that we are interested in upskilling the community by offering scything (which would come from a separate budget) to help support capacity with the cut and collect. This is addressed in the request for: Provide within the scope technical advice and an ongoing long term maintenance programme with minimal intervention after the project finishes that can be used by our open spaces team and any volunteering forces. Provided in the scope. 
1. You mention that you currently have a lack of storage and growing space, is there a desire to address this with say purchase of a polytunnel or creation of a dedicated growing/storage space? We currently don’t have capacity onsite for growing, nor a secure location that we could grow within our parks. There are potential talks between our ops and assets and somerset council about a nursery owned by SC on the outskirts of Taunton, but this is only a beginning discussion so there is no timeline or guarantee that will take place and be opportunity. It would be highly unlikely it would be an opportunity for the time this project is set to run therefore take the project as having to source seed and planting externally but in the most sustainable way possible. We welcome working with local providers. 
4. Native wildflower planting in urban planters 
1. May we ask if you wish to focus solely on growing native species in urban planters and hanging baskets or might there be some flexibility on this?  In semi-natural spaces, parks, green spaces, native wildflower meadow restoration should, of course,  be the absolute priority and in keeping with the strategy and with seeds/plants of known provenance. However in core urban areas, managing fixed planters cost-effectively could involve woody and/ or perennial species that have long leaf and flower seasons, giving longer seasons of interest, absorb pollutants and provide pollen and nectar. These will usually be more cost-effective to manage than seasonal native wildflower shows, and whilst they are more typically municipal, they will last. We can of course endeavour to include an agreed proportion of native and near-native species in these planting schemes alongside horticultural varieties to create the most suitable, beneficial and attractive displays that we can with you. We are open to incorporating non-native species beneficial to pollinators and that are adapted to urban environments and predicted climate change challenges. We would like to prioritise native in the first instant but are definitely open to creating a mix, at the advice of the expertise from the chosen provider. 
5. Funding/Project Budget
1. Are materials costs, equipment costs (e.g. purchase of scythes, tools for friends of groups) and purchase of plants, seeds, shrub/tree whips, plugs and bulbs etc all to be included within the current £25K budget? Is there an existing budget for any of these items available that will be utilised? There is potential for the purchase of plants to come from the 26/27 climate budget, however POs would not be able to be raised until March. Additionally, any requests for additional funding would have to go through the Community and Place Committee to be agreed by councillors. There is no guarantee they would agree to more expenditure when a significant portion of money has already been allocated from the previous years budget. Scything and tools can be put through the climate budget for friends of groups/volunteers because this is deemed a business as usual to support our volunteers to carry out their tasks. For the restoration of the wildflowers specifically, I think the purchase of seed etc would have to come from the allocated £25k or up to £40k. Aim to work within this and we can discuss the potential for additional funding into the new financial year if we identify an opportunity that the Community and Place Committee might be the benefit of investing more into this project for. 
1. RE: Additional funding We suggest that our initial tender focuses on the £25,000 currently available for the work. This will provide clarity. We would love to enter further discussions should your application to the NLHF be successful. We will certainly include an expression of interest in partaking in any future tender process should the funding be extended and we can make some initial suggestions for expansion of scope as part of our bid. Unfortunately I have ran this question past higher leadership and we require an estimated costed breakdown of how each scope of funding would be tackled, so that we are able to apply for the additional funding in the initial instance. Currently we are awaiting costed breakdowns from applicants, so that we can put this within our nature bid submission which require a costed breakdown of where the funding will be used. Therefore, by submitting the requested scopes for both potentials you are making it more likely that we will be successful receiving the additional funding which will only benefit both the successful applicant and pollinators by being able to proceed with the larger project. 
6. Subcontractors
Is it essential that we select any potential subcontractor/s prior to submitting our bid? No, you can make reference where you would need additional sub contractors and your approach to engaging sub-contractors.



1. In the Project Brief, under Project Deliverables, it states that the awarded bidder is to “deliver successful pollinator corridors of native wildflowers across the proposed sites specified.” For the avoidance of doubt, does the scope therefore include the physical implementation of the wildflower corridors?
The scope does include the physical implementation of the wildflower corridors

1. If the scope does include the physical implementation of wildflower corridors, what guarantees or warranties are required, and over what periods?
We wish to work with the successful applicant to identify KPIs that will help us measure the success of the project. These KPIs would be specific to each stage of the project. For example, for community engagement, you might suggest KPIS based on results pulled from a community feedback form, after an engagement event has taken place. For wildflower creation, we can see that from the research success is usually measured by achieving a 50–80% range for sown wildflower (forb) cover by year 2–3 (Carvell et al. 2022). We would therefore request 70% forb cover by year 2. If by year 2 this is not achieved, we would expect the contractor to return in year 3 to address any planting needs to bring the success rate up to the requested 70%.  We will provide a Service Level Agreement at the start of our agreed working partnership that will stipulate these outlines.  We would also like to see an explanation of what you as a contractor would deem a success measure and how these success measure would be calculated, i.e. will you have an officer come out and record the forb cover to gain estimates, during what times and frequencies, or , will you instead spend a few hours to train some of our open spaces team in how to collect the data, so they can gather the information themselves for measuring and monitoring. In your tender, please therefore provide projections of how your success measures might look and how you would go about measuring these. Once the successful applicant is chosen, we can then work with the candidate to collectively agree the additional success measures, based on the varying factors, which may be site specific. 


1. When will soil sampling be undertaken at the 3 sites to inform this work? 
1. It is expected that the successful organisation will undertake this and thus costing of soil sampling should be included in your proposal.

1. At the French Weir Site a requirement/opportunity for tree planting has been identified, is a tree survey available/been instructed so RPA’s can inform this work? 
1. There are no surveys available.

1. If soil analysis shows that any of the 1-3 identified sites as unsuitable for Taunton Wildflower Recovery objectives, entering discussions to identify alternative sites may require a repeat of the testing require ecology surveys and impact the programme. Will a revised programme be used in this instance?
1. The proposed sites are only proposals, as they are involved in our Green Flag applications and are amongst some of our busiest and most used parks. As we currently do not have soil surveys, contractors would need to factor this into the proposal for site identification. We do have ecology surveys available for 9 of our parks, of which some might demonstrate the suitability of potential wildflower creation as we requested the surveyor to identify if there was potential identified from the field survey visits. We do understand these are still limited without soil surveys however. We are happy to share these ecology surveys upon request.  If the proposed sites are deemed unsuitable, the contractor would need to identify and test some optional sites. If this was also unsuitable then the programme could be revisited. If new sites are proposed however, we would also need to look at ASB factors as some parks are more at risk than others. 

1. The importance of the contractor liaising on site with community groups is understood, but may be difficult to arrange, delays relating to group availability may affect the programme. 
1. We would like to see contractors ensuring they are flexible to community availability, such as offering alternative approaches if the group are unable to meet in person. 

1. Training and utilising community groups to undertake scything as an ongoing management strategy may be challenging to square with the Health and Safety requirements. 
1. Scything will be something we are looking to pursue separately. We have an in house Health and Safety Lead. It is simply something to be considered as part of a suggested ongoing maintenance programme by the bidders. 

1. When in 2026 will the Grassland management Strategy be available? 
1. It is already available on our site: Tree Maintenance Policy . You will find the grassland management strategy as a section within this document. We are in the process of separating them out into two separate policies though the contents of the grassland management strategy will remain the same. 

1. Do you have the locations of all TCC’s existing planters shown on a map/plan/GIS file? 
1. No not currently which is why we have requested mapping to be created. 

1. Are the Comeytrowe ecology surveys completed and available? 
1. 
Yes. Please find attached. 

1. Liaison with Taunton Town Councils Communications team- RE: signage could become protracted and assumptions will need to be made to limit the number of meetings and input required.
1. We are asking for estimates and we would ensure we are working to a focused and strict timeline once agreed so all parties are aware of the requirements. 

1. Design work to commence winter 2025- to be implemented in planting season 2026 [Stantec to outline planting seasons for different landscape typologies and flag any issues] 
1. The bidders can create their own timeline of when locations are to be suitable planted however the project is to be finished by 2027. 

1. Technical advice and an ongoing, long term maintenance programme-is this required for 30 years? 
1. Projected timeline is at the bidders discretion in terms of what is deemed suitable. If a wildflower corridor is resilient after 10 years, demonstrated by successful year on year reflowering, then we will accept a 10 year maintenance programme etc. Our priority is long term resilience and we will work with the expertise offered by the successful bidder. 

1. Long term monitoring and evaluation Framework- [simplified HMMP template?- Ecology support] 
1. At the bidders discretion. We will welcome and review all applicants and approaches. 

1. Can you define the frequency or set project stages at which regular liaison and updates to the Climate Officer & Open Spaces Team/Lead are required? (i.e., monthly, or specify at which project stages) 
1. At the bidders discretion. A monthly update at the minimum would be required however we predict there may be need for more contact time at specific points within the project. 

1. When will the Final Report be required? (i.e., 1 year after completion or 1 year after establishment- successful establishment of wildflower grassland can typically take 3 years to achieve) 
1. We would like to see an evaluation once the project has been delivered, but a revisit of the sites to identify establishment success. . For wildflower creation, we can see that from the research success is usually measured by achieving a 50–80% range for sown wildflower (forb) cover by year 2–3 (Carvell et al. 2022). We would therefore request 70% forb cover by year 2. If by year 2 this is not achieved, we would expect the contractor to return in year 3 to address any planting needs to bring the success rate up to the requested 70%.  We will provide a Service Level Agreement at the start of our agreed working partnership that will stipulate these outlines. The final report should be produced either after the success of year 2, or if unsuccessful, after the revisit in year 3. As requested, we would like regular general updates however as to how the delivery is progressing. 

1. Can you further define what information the informative planting map should contain?  i.e, planting plan format with plant labels/quantities-, or a site wide (3 identified sites)  planting map to identify locations of landscape planting typologies? 
1. At the bidders discretion based on what they feel is best practice. However, we would like the opportunity to be flexible so that when we sit down with the Open Spaces Lead, we can request if there are any specific details the team might find useful as they understand how the project will be delivered more clearly. 

1. Does the town council already have access to their own ArcGIS Online licenses?
1. No. 

1. We note that the successful bidder will work with the Taunton Town Council's Communications Team. Can we assume that third party costs for the purposes of community engagement (for example in-person event hire, in-person event refreshments and travel, engagement materials) will be covered by the Council.   
1. No. The successful bidder can use sub-contractors to deliver community engagement if required, but this should be factored into the expenditure of the project in the proposal. 

1. Is there a page limit for the evaluation questions?
1. No. 

1. Due to the current Ecological survey window, we have a limited pressure on the number of ecologist available for inputting into the tender.  Is it possible to have an extension to the tender submission date?
1. – Applications have been extended to November 3rd. 
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Key findings:
Comeytrowe is comprised of a mosaic of modified grassland, woodland and individual trees bordered by native hedgerows
and scrub. Artificial surfaces such as footpaths, playgrounds and a multi-use sports pitch are present throughout the site.

There is already significant evidence at the site of efforts to enhance biodiversity. This includes a varied mowing regime,
new tree planting, a bug hotel, hedgerow laying, signs educating users about the wildlife interest and management
measures, and dead hedging. This work is providing new habitat for wildlife as well as increasing general species diversity
and should be protected and encouraged.

Recommendations to further enhance biodiversity and boost climate resilience include:
e  Good practice general management to limit negative impacts on wildlife.
e  Measures to enhance introduced shrub planting, mixed scrub planting, grasslands, woodland and hedgerows.
e Good practice general management of individual trees.
e  Feasibility study for pond or bog garden creation.
e Creation of community growing areas and orchards.
e Species-specific enhancements.

The habitat survey results and condition assessments detailed within this report should be used as a baseline against
which future changes in habitat types and conditions can be judged. This will allow biodiversity improvements to be
quantified and measured.
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Survey results

Site background and | Comeytrowe is a public park of approximately 1.17ha, hereafter referred to as ‘the site’ (Figure
context | 1). The park was first created in the 1990s as part of the adjacent Grange housing development.
Comeytrowe comprises a mosaic of grassland, scrub, woodland and individual trees, with an
ancient western boundary hedgerows. Comeytrowe also contains play equipment and a multi-use
sports pitch. Public use is moderate, and the area is frequented by dog walkers and families.

The site is located on the southwestern edge of Taunton. The site is bounded by residential
housing to the north, east and south, and runs immediately adjacent to Comeytrowe Road to the
west with wider countryside beyond this. It is understood a new residential development is taking
place to the northwest of the site.

Previous relevant | Comeytrowe has previously had an active ‘Friends of’ management group. The group is currently
environmental | not officially functioning, but there are members of the local community who still take an active
information | interest in the site and carry out some management.

Members of this group provided information on the management of the site in recent years, and
provided context on the park use and possible suitable areas of focus.

Desk study | Full details of the desk study are available within the following report:

Lackie, J. (2025). Taunton Town Council: Desk Study. Somerset Wildlife Trust Consultancy;
Cheddar.

Key findings from the desk study of relevance to Comeytrowe are as follows:

e Thessite is located within a local ecological network for broadleaved woodland stepping
stones.

e Thessite is located within national habitat network for traditional orchard (network
enhancement zone 2).

e The ssite is not located within or immediately adjacent to any statutory or non-statutory
designated sites.

e Thessite is located within the ‘Vale of Taunton and Quantock Fringes’ National Character
Area (NCA 146).

e There are no ancient woodland or habitats of principal importance within or
immediately adjacent to the site.

e The Soilscape for the site indicates ‘slightly acid loamy and clayey soils with impeded
drainage’

e Thereis a no reported risk of flooding at the site.
e There are no heritage features within or immediately adjacent to the site.

These factors have been considered within the recommendations section.

Area habitats | Habitats within the site are summarised in Table 1 below. Where condition is marked as ‘N/A’ this
is because condition assessments are not required for these habitats under Statutory Biodiversity
Metric guidance, generally due to low intrinsic ecological value.

Example photographs for each habitat type are provided within Appendix A. Completed Statutory
Biodiversity Metric condition assessment sheets are provided within Appendix B and species lists
are provided in Appendix C.
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Table 1. Statutory metric area habitat types present on site.

Statutory metric Reference | Area | Condition | Description

habitat classification | (Figure 2) | (ha)

Artificial unvegetated; | U2 0.02 N/A Grouped habitat. Areas

unsealed surface surrounding play equipment,
covered with wood chip.

Developed land; U1l 0.19 N/A Grouped habitat. All areas of sealed

sealed surface surface including paved areas,

footpaths, play areas and multi-use
sports pitch.

Introduced shrub IS1 0.03 N/A Grouped habitat. Evergreen
shrubbery flanking entrance to
park.

Mixed scrub S1 0.04 Poor Mixed native scrub along southern
site boundary. Understorey to
trees.

Mixed scrub S2 0.03 | Moderate | Mixed native scrub surrounding
multi-use sports pitch, acting as
screening belt.

Mixed scrub S3 0.02 Moderate | Mixed scrub belt with interspersed
ruderal growth along the eastern
site boundary.

Modified grassland Gl 0.03 Moderate | Small area of grassland outside of
main park area, in northwestern
section of the site.

Modified grassland G2 0.42 | Good Grouped habitat. Grassland
throughout the main parkland.

Other woodland; w1 0.06 Moderate | Woodland along the northern

broadleaved boundary of the site.

Other woodland; W2 0.23 Moderate | Woodland in northern section of

broadleaved the site, including northwestern
boundary.

Other woodland; W3 0.13 Moderate | Woodland in centre of the site.

broadleaved

Other woodland; W4 0.03 Poor Small pocket of woodland in

broadleaved northern section of the site.

Hedgerow habitats | Hedgerows within the site are summarised in Table 2 below.

Example photographs for each hedgerow habitat type are provided within Appendix A.
Completed Statutory Biodiversity Metric condition assessment sheets are provided within
Appendix B and species lists are provided in Appendix C.
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Table 2. Statutory metric linear hedgerow habitat types present on site.

Statutory metric Reference | Length | Condition | Description

hedgerow (Figure 2) (km)

classification

Species-rich native H1 0.09 Good Hedgerow along western

hedgerow with trees boundary. Connected to H2 but
contains frequent hedgerow trees
so separated into respective
habitat type. No evidence of recent
management on site side.

Species-rich native H2 0.14 Good Ancient hedgerow along western

hedgerow boundary of the site. It is likely this

associated with hedgerow would qualify as an

bank important hedgerow under the
Hedgerow Regulations 1997
Evidence of hedge laying, and
while no evidence of recent cutting
does appear to be managed.

Native hedgerow H3 0.03 Good Short section of native hedgerow
flanking park entranceway.
Managed but not recently cut.

Native hedgerow H4 0.012 Moderate | Short section of native hedgerow

flanking park entranceway.
Managed but not recently cut.

Watercourse
habitats

Watercourse habitats within the site are summarised in Table 3 below.

Example photographs for each watercourse habitat type are provided within Appendix A.
Completed Statutory Biodiversity Metric condition assessment sheets are provided within
Appendix B and species lists are provided in Appendix C.

Table 3. Statutory metric linear watercourse habitat types present on site.

Statutory metric Reference | Length | Condition | Description

watercourse (Figure 2) (km)

classification

Ditch D1 0.02 Poor Short section of ditch within
surrounding grassland habitat.

Ditch D2 0.08 Poor Longer stretch of ditch running

along the eastern site boundary.
Situated within woodland.

Individual trees

The park supports a variety of established individual trees of a range of ages and species, some of
which are non-native. A species list is included within Appendix C.

There has also been recent tree planting, with a number of newly planted trees evident around
the park. Many of these are still protected by stakes and fencing. These trees have been mapped
within Figure 2 (even where their trunk diameter is <7.5cm) using field data and aerial imagery.

11t must be noted that a complete assessment of hedgerow importance has not been undertaken. It is considered likely that
the hedgerow would be considered ‘important” under the Hedgerow Regulations 1997 due to its age, species-richness and
associated features. Due to their connection, H1 and H2 would likely both be considered important hedgerows.

2 According to UKHab guidance this hedgerow is too short to be officially classed as a hedgerow, however it has been
recorded as such to reflect existing management and biodiversity value.
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However, trees have not been georeferenced so there may be errors and omissions in their
location, particularly in the case of newly planted trees.

Included within the individual tree count are six young fruit trees located in the southwestern
corner of the site. These would be considered to comprise a small orchard?.

Size classification and condition assessment for each individual tree has not been carried out as
part of this assessment due to the limited scope to improve individual trees. However, it should
be noted that the trees within the site provide significant ecological, cultural and environmental
benefits.

Wildlife | During the survey incidental observation of the following species were noted within the site:
e  Blackbird (Turdus merula)

e  Carrion crow (Corvus corone)

e  Chiffchaff (Phylloscopus collybita)

e Dunnock (Prunella modularis)

e  Great tit (Parus major)

e  Meadow brown (Maniola jurtina)

e Robin (Erithacus rubecula)

e Song thrush (Turdus philomelos)

e Speckled wood (Pararge aegeria)

e Wood pigeon (nesting) (Columba palumbus)

In addition, the hedgerows, trees, scrub and introduced shrub within the site provide suitable
habitat for a variety of nesting birds as well as common reptiles and amphibians and small
mammals (including hedgehog (Erinaceus europaeus)). Some of the mature trees provide suitable
features for roosting bats, and bird boxes and bat boxes were noted on several trees on-site.

The areas of taller grassland provide suitable shelter and protected commuting corridors for
common species of reptiles and amphibians. These species groups will be more vulnerable in
shorter areas of grassland; however, the mosaic of habitat will provide stepping stones across the
site. There is suitable terrestrial habitat on-site for rarer amphibian species including great
crested newt (Triturus cristatus), however the data search from SERC did not return any records
of great crested newt within 500m of the site and presence within the site itself would be limited
by a lack of reliable water sources.

More mobile species such as badgers (Meles meles) and red foxes (Vulpes vulpes) are highly likely
to use the site for foraging and commuting, particularly given proximity to wider countryside. A
potential fox den was noted in W2 during the survey. Other woodland areas on site (Figure 2,
W1-W4) would also provide denning or sett creation areas for these species.

The presence of several connected woody habitats including species-rich hedgerows would
provide suitable habitat for hazel dormouse (Muscardinus avellanarius). In addition, the data
search with SERC returned records of hazel dormouse within countryside to the west of the site
from as recently as 2016.

A bug hotel is present within W4 (Figure 2), and some dead hedging was noted within scrub in the
southern section of the site. These habitats and naturally occurring deadwood will provide
valuable habitats for invertebrates.

3 In its current form the orchard area of the site would not be considered a traditional orchard due to the fact trees are still
establishing. However, once established this area would meet the UK Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP) definition for a traditional
orchard as follows: “Young trees and newly planted orchards that are managed in a low intensity way are also included in the
definition. ... The minimum size of a traditional orchard is defined as five trees with crown edges less than 20m apart”.
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The site is not considered to offer potential for otter (Lutra lutra) or water vole (Arvicola
amphibius) due to the lack of significant watercourses.

Recommendations

General | Any changes in management should consider the potential presence for protected species
management | (Appendix C), notably nesting birds, bats, hazel dormouse, reptiles and amphibians. The following
good practice measures will help to avoid impacts on wildlife in the first instance:

e Undertake any management of dense vegetation (e.g. trimming, cutting, pruning,
removal of hedges, trees, shrubs) between September to February inclusive to avoid the
main bird nesting season.

e When cutting long grass, cut using a two-phase process where possible with a first cut to
10cm, following by a final cut to ground level at least 24hours later. Cutting should take
place in the direction of retained habitat or should start in the centre of grassland. This
will allow animals to disperse to safety and minimise the risk of accidental killing or
injury.

e  Where removal of tree roots or habitat piles (e.g. log piles or rubble piles) is required do
not undertake this between November and February inclusive when animals may be
using these features to hibernate.

o Before undertaking any tree works ensure that trees are assessed for potential bat
roosting features.

e Where taller grassland, scrub or shrubs are due to be cut, undertake a visual inspection
before works to minimise the risk of encountering sheltering animals, such as hedgehog.

e Continue to provide signage making park users aware of the reasons for changes in
management and the value in these practices.

e  Monitoring for invasive plant species, and control of spread/prompt removal where
necessary.

e Avoid use of herbicides and pesticides, except where required to remove invasive
species.

Introduced shrub | General improvements to existing introduced shrub (Figure 2, IS1):

e Preferential planting of species with a known benefit to wildlife — for example those
marked as RHS Plants for Pollinators®.

e Planting which considers the seasonality of flowering/fruiting. Choose a selection of

species which collectively enable the provision of nectar and fruit throughout the year.
The RHS Plants for Pollinators list breaks species into flowering season.

Mixed scrub | Condition assessments have highlighted key potential improvements to mixed scrub (Figure 2, S1-
S3):
e Plant additional native scrub species within S1, to increase species diversity.
Recommended species include hawthorn, blackthorn, hazel, dogwood (Cornus
sanguinea) and guelder rose (Viburnum opulus).

e Encourage a range of scrub age classes to include saplings and seedlings. This can be
achieved by clearing some of the dense scrub on a long rotation (every 5-7 years) and
allowing seedlings and saplings to develop.

e  Pruning and/or coppicing scrub on rotation to maintain dense growth.

While clearings, glades or rides would be beneficial, these are not considered appropriate due to
the linear nature of the scrub on site. This has therefore not been targeted.

4 https://www.rhs.org.uk/science/pdf/conservation-and-biodiversity/wildlife/plants-for-pollinators-garden-plants.pdf
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Modified grassland

Condition assessments have highlighted key potential improvements to grasslands (Figure 2, G1-

G2):

Species diversity can be further improved by seeding, plug planting or by successive
years of cutting and removing sward to reduce nutrient load.

When seeding grassland, care must be taken to select a suitable species mixture. Soil pH
and nutrient tests are recommended where any overseeding or reseeding is proposed.
Mixtures containing perennial or self-seeding wildflowers should be favoured over those
containing cornfield annuals. This is because cornfield annuals require bare, disturbed
ground to grow and therefore maintenance of these areas to optimise flowering can
become labour intensive.

Grassland should be managed to have at least 20% of grassland more than 7cm and 20%
less than 7cm as a guide. This can be achieved by mowing pathways through grassland or
mowing areas shorter while leaving others taller. It is also recommended that areas of
taller grassland are not only maintained adjacent to hedges or under trees, as these
areas are frequently overshaded which can limit species diversity.

Where grassland is being maintained at a taller sward height, it is recommended that the
early flush of spring growth is controlled by mowing, after which grassland can be left to
grow between May to July/August. Where possible, areas should be cut on rotation to
allow different flower and grass species to seed each year. Grass can then be cut
throughout autumn until it stops growing, although it is recommended that some denser
areas of sward are maintained each winter to help overwintering invertebrates (e.g. as
buffer to hedgerows, log piles or hibernacula).

All grassland areas currently pass the condition requiring scrub encroachment to be less
than 20% of the grassland area. This should be maintained via a good cutting regime,
cutting at least once per year.

Limited areas of bare ground are considered beneficial to invertebrates and create areas
for seed to colonise. Where possible bare ground should be created in sheltered areas to
avoid compaction (aim for 1-2% cover) by limited disruption.

Grassland G2 (Figure 2), is already in good condition, however, the recommendations above
(particularly those relating to increasing species diversity) could help to enhance the grassland to
a more species-rich type known broadly as ‘other neutral grassland’ within the UKHab
classification system®. It may not be possible to enhance the grassland as a whole across the
entire site, so focusing on the grassland adjacent to H2 and the section within the southwestern
secion of the site would be a suitable place to start.

Woodland

Condition assessments have highlighted key potential improvements to woodlands (Figure 2, W1-

W4):

Woodland pockets are generally dense with very little open-space or clearings, and a
ground flora indicative of heavy shade®. The woodlands (particularly W1 and W2) would
benefit from selective thinning 10-20% of trees to allow light through to the woodland
floor which will encourage dense understorey growth. Coppicing of suitable species on a
long rotation (7-15 years dependent on species) would also provide similar benefits.

Trees are mostly of the same age class. Thinning the woodland every five to eight years
as above would allow young trees to develop. This will help with recruitment in the
woodland to ensure the habitat remains healthy and functioning.

Some naturalised but non-native tree species are found in the woodland (e.g. sycamore).
It is not recommended that these trees are removed on this basis only, but where
woodland thinning takes place selection should consider this.

As trees start to dieback naturally due to age or ill health, the standing deadwood should
be retained wherever safe and feasible. This will provide benefits for saproxylic
invertebrates and can provide nesting habitats for birds, and roosting habitats for bats.

> Other neutral grassland includes most semi-improved grassland habitat types.
6 This is particularly notable in W1-W2, while W3 does have some clearings which are developing a dense and diverse

understorey.
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e  Where tree works are required, keep deadwood on site where feasible and create log
piles within the woodland pockets (away from the roadside) or elsewhere within the
site.

e Maintenance of the pathways throughout W2-W3 will help to create glades and
clearings and aid engagement. However, additional management may be needed to
monitor for any negative impacts (e.g. litter, garden waste, invasive species). Where
noted, remedial action should be undertaken.

e W4 (Figure 2), is currently situated over grassland, likely because the trees were
originally planted as individual parkland trees. However, now the canopy has closed it
would be preferable to begin to manage ground cover to encourage woodland flora and
a scrub layer to develop. This can be done naturally by relaxing management and
selectively thinning/encouraging species. Alternatively, a shade-tolerant seed mix could
be sown to kick start this process.

Aim for yearly management focused on monitoring tree health and diversity, with intervention
only required where thinning/coppice rotations are needed, safety interventions are required, or
invasive species removal is needed.

Hedgerows | Hedgerows within the site are generally already in good condition. However, the following
measures will ensure that hedgerows continue to be in good condition and that enhancements
are made where possible:

e Aim to manage native hedgerows H3 and H4 (Figure 2) to maintain or achieve a
minimum height of 1.5m and width of 1.5m.

e Manage hedgerows to encourage dense growth. Traditional management measures such
as hedge laying are preferred, but where this is not possible rotational management
(either cutting only once every 2-3 years or cutting only one side per year) allows the
hedgerow to maintain dense growth. Avoid cutting to the same height each year, as this
will create a hard ‘knuckle’ where the hedge is cut and will eventually lead to a leggy,
gappy hedge which is vulnerable to collapse. The People’s Trust for Endangered Species
(PTES) maintain a gallery of dense managed hedgerow examples’.

e Limit nutrient enrichment at the base of hedgerows by cutting and removing clippings
and grass cuttings. This is particularly key where grass is allowed to grow taller (e.g.
hedges within the ‘hedges and edges’ programme).

e  Where gaps do open in hedgerows (e.g. due to specimen failure), infill plant with a
variety of other native species to increase diversity. Recommended species include
hawthorn, blackthorn, hazel, dogwood and guelder rose all of which provide fruiting and
nut interest.

e Continue to maintain hedgerow buffer strips of at least 1m. The ‘scalloped’ cutting along
H1 is a fantastic example of good hedgerow buffer management.

e Maintain standing deadwood species and the buffer to H1 (Figure 2) but also consider
management (e.g. hedge laying, infill planting, trimming) to reinstate a denser, more
continuous shrub layer particularly on the side of the hedgerow within the site.

Trees | Good general management measures should be followed to include:

e  Regular assessments of tree health.

e Where tree works are planned, the potential presence of bats and nesting birds must be
considered and suitably investigated and mitigated for.

e ltis understood the current replacement ratio is three new trees per one tree lost.
Where possible, species selected should be native, but consideration should also be
given to the selected trees tolerance to the changing weather patterns and drought
tolerant species may be preferable.

e Regular monitoring of newly establishing trees to ensure no remedial actions are needed
(e.g. pruning, replacement of stakes or protection).

7 https://hedgerowsurvey.ptes.org/dense-and-well-managed-hedges
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e  Regular watering of newly establishing trees and plans for watering during drought.

e Where established trees do fail these should be maintained as monoliths where possible
to retain standing deadwood habitat.

Ditches

Condition assessments of the ditches on-site have highlighted that ditches are in poor condition,
and changes to management could enhance the condition of the ditches. However, it must be
noted that the ditches are likely part of a Sustainable Urban Drainage system (SUDs) and
therefore water levels may never be reliable. This may limit the benefit of the ditches as
watercourse, however, with good management the ditches can still form a valuable commuting
corridor. Some recommended measures are as follows:
e Maintain D1 (Figure 2) using one cut of marginal vegetation per year, carried out in July
to August. Cuttings must be removed to prevent nutrient enrichment of the banks or
watercourse.

e Carry out selective pruning of trees and coppicing of shrubs along ditches to reduce
heavy shading of ditches.

Habitat creation

The following habitat creation measures would benefit biodiversity at the site:

e  Ponds - pond creation within the site would provide a valuable water source for wildlife
and would further increase the biodiversity value of the site. The pond should be located
in a sheltered area of the site shaded by no more than 50%. Suitable locations could be
within grassland along the western boundary, or at woodland edges (e.g. adjacent to
W4). Where possible, the pond should be at least 0.5-1m at its deepest point. A pond
toolkit is available from Freshwater Habitats Trust which can be used to help with initial
design®.

e Bog gardens — where it is not possible to create a pond it may be possible to create a
bog garden in a as an alternative to a pond, or as a companion to a pond or the ditches.
A bog garden should be created in an area which is naturally soggy and low lying. Plant
species used to fill the bog garden should be water tolerant and native. A useful creation
guide is available from the Wildlife Trusts®.

e Community growing spaces — it is understood that TTC have aspirations to create
community growing spaces in public greenspace. Within Comeytrowe, community
growing space would be best situated in flat, sunny areas such as along the western
boundary hedgerow. However, this may conflict with other enhancements such as those
recommended for grassland. If created, clear boundaries to the edges of planting beds
are preferable to avoid issues with maintenance and to minimise impacts from dog
mess. Companion planting® should be advocated to maximise use of space, provide
diversity and to naturally control pests.

e Community orchards — a small orchard area already exists in the southwestern corner of
the site. Signs explaining the variety of tree species, how to know if fruit is ripe and how
the fruit can be used would help to engage park users and may encourage members of
the public to pick and use fruit.

e Traditional orchard — with appropriate management (e.g. extensive management of
grassland, no use of pesticides, relaxed pruning, maintenance of decaying/dead wood)
the area in the southwestern corner of the site containing six young fruit trees could
develop into a traditional orchard which is a priority habitat. Additional fruit tree
planting in this area of the site is recommended, where possible with a variety of
spacing. This will benefit the underlying grassland habitat and ensure longevity of trees.
A useful guide on traditional orchards is available from PTES!?,

8 https://freshwaterhabitats.org.uk/advice-resources/pond-creation-hub/pond-creation-toolkit/
° https://www.wildlifetrusts.org/actions/how-make-bog-garden

10 https://www.soilassociation.org/media/4340/companion-planting.pdf

1 https://ptes.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/06/wildlife-and-management-guide.pdf
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Species
enhancements

The recommendations outlined above will provide additional opportunities for wildlife. In
addition to these measures, it is recommended that the following wildlife-specific enhancements
are included within the site where possible:

Install additional bat boxes at a height of at least 3m on suitable trees (ash (Fraxinus
excelsior) trees should be avoided). Boxes should be positioned out of prevailing weather
conditions facing south or west. Boxes must not be positioned adjacent to artificial
lighting. Recommended boxes include the those made from ‘Woodcrete’ as these are
more resistant to predators and last longer. It must be noted that bat boxes should only
be disturbed by a licensed bat ecologist. There may be opportunities to coordinate bat
box checks through Somerset Bat Group.

Install bird boxes at a height of at least 3m on suitable trees (ash trees should be
avoided). Boxes should be positioned out of prevailing weather conditions, ideally facing
north or east out of direct sunlight. Boxes must be positioned out of reach of cats. As
above, recommended boxes include those made from ‘Woodcrete’ and it’s
recommended that a mixture of boxes with entrance holes of 28 mm and 32mm to
provide habitat for a range of species.

Create log piles using wood created by on-site tree works. Create in discrete areas of the
site. It may be preferable to partially bury logs to prevent removal — log pyramids?®? can
benefit species such as stag beetle (Lucanus cervus).

Create a hibernaculum?®3 in a sunny discrete area of the site by digging a hole and using
rubble and logs to loosely fill the hole. This can be covered with turf ensuring that small
gaps are left to allow hibernating wildlife to enter the pile.

Create brash piles or dead hedges!* using brash created by tree works, hedge cutting or
other management.

Consider creating a bee bank?® in a sunny area of the site to benefit solitary bee species
and mining bees. It may be possible to create this in conjunction with a hibernaculum.

12 https://ptes.org/my-garden/how-to-build-a-log-pyramid-for-stag-beetles/

13 https://ptes.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/How-to-make-a-reptile-hibernaculum.pdf

14 https://www.rspb.org.uk/helping-nature/what-you-can-do/activities/build-a-dead-hedge-for-wildlife

15 https://www.shropshirewildlifetrust.org.uk/sites/default/files/2020-04/how%20to%20create%20a%20bee%20bank.pdf
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This report has been produced using openly accessible published data which was correct at the time of writing.

It must be noted that botanical species lists are not exhaustive. The lists provided are based on the species present within
a representative area of each habitat parcel in order to classify the habitat type and assess the condition of the parcel.

Disclaimer ‘

Somerset Wildlife Trust Consultancy (SWTC) has prepared this report for the sole use of the client, showing reasonable
skill and care, for the intended purposes as stated in the agreement under which this work was completed. The report
may not be relied upon by any other party without the express agreement of the client and SWTC. No other warranty,
expressed or implied, is made as to the professional advice included in this report. Where any data supplied by the client
or from other sources have been used, it has been assumed that the information is correct. No responsibility can be
accepted by SWTC for inaccuracies in the data supplied by any other party. The conclusions and recommendations in this
report are based on the assumption that all relevant information has been supplied by those bodies from whom it was
requested. No part of this report may be copied or duplicated without the express permission of SWTC and the party for
whom it was prepared. This work has been undertaken in accordance with the quality management system of SWTC.
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Appendix A Photographs

Photographs ‘

Photo 1. An example of the artificial unvegetated; Photo 2. An example of the developed land; sealed
unsealed surface in the centre of the site. surface and the introduced shrub (IS1) at the
entrance to the site.

Photo 4. An example of modified grassland (G2)
showing the varied management. Also shown is a
newly planted tree.

Photo 5. An example of other woodland; Photo 6. The species-rich native hedgerow with
broadleaved (W3). trees (H1).
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Photo 7. The species-rich native hedgerow (H2) also
showing ‘scalloped’ cutting of grassland buffer.

Photo 9. An example of a stretch of ditch (D1). Photo 10. Examples of an established tree and

the site.

newly planted trees in the southwestern section of
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Appendix B Statutory Biodiversity Metric condition assessment sheets
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Survey Cover Sheet

Survey date/s

19/06/2025

Site name or location

Taunton Town Council Greenspaces —
Comeytrowe, Comeytrowe Road, Taunton,
Somerset, TA1 4NB, ST 21027 22821.

Weather conditions

23°C, 0% cloud cover, no
precipitation, wind 5mph E

Project or development
name

N/A

Surveyor name

Jennifer Lackie

On-site or off-site

On-site

Survey reference

Baseline

Reason for assessment
(if not baseline condition
survey)

N/A

Notes

Urban habitats within the site do not require condition assessments. This applies to introduced shrub and developed land sealed

surface.

Individual trees have not been subject to condition assessments.






Condition Sheet: DITCH Habitat Type
Habitat Type
Watercourses - Ditches
Habitat Description
See the Statutory Biodiversity Metric User Guide.

D1-D2 - Ditch

On-site, Taunton Town Council

Jennifer Lackie, 19/06/2025

On-site or off-site, site Greenspaces — Comeytrowe, Survey date and
name and location Comeytrowe Road, Taunton, Surveyor name
Somerset, TA1 4NB, ST 21027
N/A N/A

Limitations (if applicable)

Condition Assessment Criteria

The ditch is of good water quality, with clear water (low
turbidity) indicating no obvious signs of pollution.

Survey reference (if
relating to a wider
survey)

Habitat parcel reference

D1 D2

Grid reference

ST ST
21040
22871

Criterion passed (Yes o

No -
water is (water

absent |is

absent

Notes (such as
justification)

A range of emergent, submerged and floating-leaved plants
B |are present. As a guide >10 species of emergent, floating or
submerged plants present in a 20 m ditch length.

No - No -
specific |specifi
ally cally
adapte |adapte
d d
aquatic |aquatic
plant [plant
species |specie
are s are
absent. |absent.

Yes- |Yes-
ditch  |ditch
c There is less than 10% cover of filamentous algae and or dlr; dlr;
duckweed Lemna spp. (these are signs of eutrophication). ’ ’
Yes- [No-no
buffer |fringe
of of

A fringe of aquatic marginal vegetation is present along more

approxi |aquatic
mately |vegeta

D |than 75% of the ditch. im  |tion
uncut |presen
vegetati|t.
on.

Yes- [Yes-
no some

Physical damage is evident along less than 5% of the ditch,
with examples of damage including: excessive poaching,
damage from machinery use or storage, or any other
damaging management activities.

evidenc |eviden
e of ce of
physica |physic
| al
damag |damag
e from
garden
waste
and
access
from
footpat
h but
overall
less
than
5%.






No - No -
Sufficient water levels are maintained - as a guide a minimum|ditch is (ditch is
F |summer depth of approximately 50 cm in minor ditches and 1 [dry. dry.
m in main drains.

No - No -
approxi |approxi
mately |mately
G [Less than 10% of the ditch is heavily shaded. 50% of |95% of
ditch is |ditch is
shaded.|shade
d.
Yes- |Yes-
none [none

H [There is an absence of non-native plant and animal species’. |[noted. |noted.

Number of criteria passed

Condition Assessment

Result (out of 8 criteria) Condition Assessment Score  Score Achieved

Passes 8 criteria Good (3)

Passes 6 or 7 criteria Moderate (2)

Passes 5 or fewer criteria Poor (1) Yes Yes

Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score

Footnotes





Condition Sheet: GRASSLAND Habitat Type (low distinctiveness)
UK Habitat Classification (UKHab) Habitat Type

Grassland - Modified grassland
Habitat Description
G1-G2 - modified grassland

ukhab — UK Habitat Classification ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘

On-site, Taunton Town Council Greenspaces — Jennifer Lackie, 19/06/2025
Comeytrowe, Comeytrowe Road, Taunton, Somerset, TA1 Survey date and
4NB, ST 21027 22821. Surveyor name

On-site or off-site, site name and NA

location Survey reference

(if relating to a
wider survey)

G2 - recently mown. Habitat parcel reference
G1 G2

Limitations (if applicable)

Grid reference
ST 20945 (ST
22930 21020
22803

Condition Assessment Criteria
Notes (such
Criterion passed (Yes or No) as

justification)

No-4sp.|Yes-9
per m2 on|sp. per
average. [m2.
) 5 . . When
There are 6-8 vascular plant species per m” present, including at least 2 forbs (these may excluding
include those listed in Footnote 1). Note - this criterion is essential for achieving Moderate those in
or Good condition. footnote
! - ' : . 1,8 sp.
A Where the vascular plant species present are characteristic of medium, high or very high per m2
distinctiveness grassland, or there are 9 or more of these characteristic species per m? with
(excluding those listed in Footnote 1), please review the full UKHab description to assess many
whether the grassland should instead be classified as a higher distinctiveness grassland. character]
Where a grassland is classed as medium, high, or very high distinctiveness, please use the istic of
relevant condition sheet. modified
grasslan
d.
No - Yes -
sward areas of
Sward height is varied (at least 20% of the sward is less than 7 cm and at least 20% is more | maintaine |the
B |than 7 cm) creating microclimates which provide opportunities for vertebrates and invertebrates|d at grasslan
to live and breed. uniform  |d have
height, been
<7cm at |maintain
Yes - Yes -
Any scrub present accounts for less than 20% of the total grassland area. (Some scattered some minimal
scrub such as bramble Rubus fruticosus agg. may be present). scrub scrub
C encroach encroach
Note - patches of scrub with continuous (more than 90%) cover should be classified as the ment from|ement,
relevant scrub habitat type. the limited to
hedgerow |suckerin
Yes - Yes -
some some
Physical damage is evident in less than 5% of total grassland area. Examples of physical damage |damage
D |damage include excessive poaching, damage from machinery use or storage, erosion caused |as from
by high levels of access, or any other damaging management activities. adjacent |public
to foot use, but
path, but |in total
No - bare |Yes -
ground bare
E Cover of bare ground is between 1% and 10%, including localised areas (for example, a L11:1/der grm:gdm
concentration of rabbit warrens)?. v a{)eﬁy ;A’
around
areas
Yes-no |Yes-no
bracken. [bracken.
F |Cover of bracken Pteridium aquilinum is less than 20%.
Yes - Yes -
none none
. . . X L3 . 4 noted. noted.
G |There is an absence of invasive non-native plant species” (as listed on Schedule 9 of WCA®).

Essential criterion achieved (Yes or No)

Number of criteria passed

Condition Assessment Result (out
of 7 criteria)

Condition Assessment Score Score Achieved x/v

Passes 6 or 7 criteria including
passing essential criterion A




https://ukhab.org/

https://ukhab.org/



Passes 4 or 5 criteria including

passing essential criterion A Moderate (2)

Passes 3 or fewer criteria;

OR

Passes 4 - 6 criteria (excluding
criterion A)

Poor (1)

Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score

Footnote 1 — Creeping thistle Cirsium arvense, spear thistle Cirsium vulgare, curled dock Rumex crispus , broad-leaved dock Rumex obtusifolius , common nettle Urtica dioica, creeping buttercup Ranunculus
repens , greater plantain Plantago major, white clover Trifolium repens and cow parsley Anthriscus sylvestris .
Footnote 2 — For example, this could include small, scattered areas of bare ground allowing establishment of new species, or localised patches where not exceeding 10% cover.

Footnote 3 — Assess this for each distinct habitat parcel. If the distribution of invasive non-native species varies across the habitat, split into parcels accordingly, applying a buffer zone around the invasive non-
native species with a size relative to its risk of spread into adjacent habitat, using professional judgement.

Footnote 4 — Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended).






Condition sheet: HEDGEROW Habitat Types
[Habitat Type

Native hedgerow

Native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch

Native hedgerow with trees

Native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch
Species-rich native hedgerow

Species-rich native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch
Species-rich native hedgerow with trees

Species-rich native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch

Habitat Description

H1 - species-rich native hedgerow with trees
H2 - species-rich native hedgerow associated with bank
H3-H4 - native hedgerow

ukhab — UK Habitat Classification

On-site, Taunton Town Council Jennifer Lackie, 19/06/2025
Greenspaces — Comeytrowe, Comeytrowe |Survey date and
Road, Taunton, Somerset, TA1 4NB, ST Surveyor name

21027 22821.

On-site or off-site,
site name and
location

Survey reference |N/A
N/A (if relating to a
wider survey)

Limitations (if
applicable)

Condition Assessment Details

A series of ten attributes, representing key physical characteristics are used for this assessment. Each attribute is assigned to one of five functional groups (A — E) and the condition
of a hedgerow is assessed according to the number of attributes from these functional groups which pass or fail the ‘favourable condition’ criteria.

This assessment is based on the Hedgerow Survey Handbook' and Favourable Conservation Status document?®. For further clarification please refer to the Hedgerow Survey
Handbook.

Best practice would be to record the species, age, spacing and other key information about all trees present along a hedgerow within the 'Habitat Description’ box, as well as other
key features of the hedgerow.

Habitat parcel reference
H1 H2 H3 H4
:::I::z;e; and Criteria - the minimum
groupings (A, B requirements for Criteria description Grid reference
C,Dand E) ' |favourable condition’ ST |sT |sT  |sT
20950 (20995 |21076 {21066
22917 (22827 |22832 |22836
0
ore group PP ble to dgero P on p d or No
0
The average height of woody growth
estimated from base of stem to the top
of the shoots, excluding any bank
beneath the hedgerow, any gaps or
isolated trees.
No -
Newly laid or coppiced hedgerows are |Yes - 2-|Yes - 2-|Yes - [<1.5m
A1.  |Height >1.5 m average along length |indicative of good management and 25m |2.5m [1.5m |[tallon
pass this criterion for up to a maximum |tall tall tall averag
of four years (if undertaken according e
to good practice).
A newly planted hedgerow does not
pass this criterion (unless it is >1.5 m
height).
The average width of woody growth
estimated at the widest point of the
canopy, excluding gaps and isolated
trees.
Outgrowths (such as blackthorn
Prunus spinosa suckers) are only
a2 |width 5 long length included in the width estimate when \z(es : \3(es =2 '1\10 : '1\10 :
. ! -> maverage along leng! they are >0.5 m in height. m m m m
wide |wide [wide |wide
Laid, coppiced, cut and newly planted
hedgerows are indicative of good
management and pass this criterion for
up to a maximum of four years (if
undertaken according to good
practice).
This is the vertical ‘gappiness’ of the
woody component of the hedgerow,
and its distance from the ground to the Yes- |Yes- (Yes- (Yes-
Gap - hedge Gap between ground and base lowest leafy growth. 0.1m |Omgap(0.1m |0.1m
B1. base of canopy <0.5 m for >90% of gap for |for gap for |gap for
length Certain exceptions to this criterion are Imos:r?f Imos:hof Imos:r?f Imos:hof
acceptable (see page 65 of the eng eng eng eng
Hedgerow Survey Handbook).




https://ukhab.org/

https://ukhab.org/

https://ukhab.org/



Yes -

There is more than one age-

(for example, excessive hedgerow
cutting).

Yes - |dense
This is the horizontal ‘gappiness’ of the |hedge |hedger
woody component of the hedgerow. is ow with|Yes - |Yes -
Gaps are complete breaks in the woody [becomi |minimal|dense [dense
Gap - hedge |Gaps make up <10% of total ~ [canopy (no matter how small). ng canopy |hedger [hedger
B2. canopy length; and gappy, |gaps. [ow with [ow with
continuity No canopy gaps >5 m Access points and gates contribute to  |butin |Section|minimal|minimal
the overall ‘gappiness’ but are not total in canopy |canopy
subject to the >5 m criterion (as thisis |gaps |[south |gaps. |gaps.
the typical size of a gate). make |had
up 5% |been
laid.
This is the level of disturbance Yes- |Yes-
(excluding wildlife disturbance) at the  |well well Yes- |Yes-
base of the hedgerow. defined |defined |well well
margin |margin |defined [defined
X . Undisturbed ground is present for at of of margin |margin
S i Wldt.h o undlslturbed least 90% of the hedgerow length, uncut |uncut |of ° of °
" G T perennlgl greater than 1 m in width and must be |grass, [grass, |uncut [uncut
Undisturbed hert‘))aceous vegetation for present along at least one side of the  |forbs |forbs [grass |grass
C1. groundland S il hedgerow. and and and and
perennial - Measured from outer edge of . .
N X suckeri |suckeri [forbs  [forbs
posiatich hfdgerow, e ide of th This criterion recognises the value of  |ng ng vegetat|vegetat
hesdgreerzan(tair;e(::)s' eofthe g hedgerow base as a boundary vegetat|vegetat fion on |ion on
: habitat with the capacity to support a ionon |ionon |site site
wide range of species. Cultivation, site site side of |side of
heavily trodden footpaths, poached side of [side of |hedger |hedger
ground etc. can limit available habitat  |hedger |hedger |ow. ow.
niches. ow. ow.
Yes- |Yes- No - No-
. L The indicator species used are nettles |some |some
Nutlnent- P'a'T‘ species T lEife ‘?f Urtica spp., cleavers Galium aparine  [cover, |cover, CoC ek
C2. enrlchgd nutrl§nt enncrlment of sails and docks Rumex spp. Their presence, |but but &2 e
perennlgl GBTIEL <?0 % cover of the either singly or together, does not less less cyver cpver
vegetation area of undisturbed ground. exceed the 20% cover threshold. than  |than hlghn, hlgho,
10%  |10% ~60%. |~60%.
Recently introduced species refer to
plants that have naturalised in the UK
since AD 1500 (neophytes).
>90% of the hedgerow and Archaeophytes count as natives. For
. undisturbed ground is free of information on archaeophytes and
Invasive and ;. o<ive non-native plant neophytes see the JNCC website*, as |Yes- |Yes- |Yes- |Yes-
pt. neop_hyte species (including those listed |well as the BSBI website® where the none —|none |none none
species on Schedule 9 of WCA®) and  |'Online Atlas of the British and Irish noted |noted |noted |noted
recently introduced species. Flora® contains an up-to-date list of the
status of species. For information on
invasive non-native species see the GB
Non-Native Secretariat website’.
This criterion addresses damaging
activities that may have led to or lead to
>90% of the hedgerow or deterioration in other attributes. :gs - :ss - :ES - :ss -
Current undisturbed ground is free of . . .
D2. damage damage caused by human This L_:ould !nclude evidence of notable | notable [notable [notable
LS pollution, piles of manure or rubble, or (damag |damag [damag |damag
activities. inappropriate management practices e. e. e. e.

Additional group - applicable to hedgerows with trees only

GEES (@ morphology_) Gifties This criterion addresses if there are a Yes -
present (for example: young, f ) hologi young
mature. veteran and or range of age-classes or morphologies |7~
E1. |Tree class . . which allow for replacement of trees d N/A N/A N/A
ancient’), and there is on and provide opportunities for different 2"
average at least one mature, species. mature
ancient or veteran tree present trees
per 20 - 50m of hedgerow.
No -
At least 95% of hedgerow trees ":)znny
are in a healthy condition Zlm 9
fz;j;ﬁ':?;a;;ﬁg )fe'T'}']uerf:is This criterion identifies if the trees are  |trees
y N y subject to damage which compromises |which
E2. |Tree health ([little or n9 evidence of an i vl gl FEain @ i irehveuel e N/A N/A N/A

adverse impact on tree health N

" specimens. succu
by damage from livestock or "
wild animals, pests or ®
diseases, or human activity. dutch

alm

Condition categories for hedgerows without trees

Category Requirements

Metric Score

The hedgerow condition assessment generates a weighting (score) ranging from 1 - 3, which is used within the Statutory Biodiversity Metric. The scores for each are set out in the
tables below.

Score achieved






No more than 2 failures in total;
Good AND 3
No more than 1 failure in any functional group.

No more than 4 failures in total;
AND

Moderate Does not fail both attributes in more than one functional group (for 2
example, fails attributes A1, A2, B1 and C2 = Moderate condition).
Fails a total of more than 4 attributes;
OR

Poor 1

Eails both attributes in more than one functional group (for
example, fails attributes A1, A2, B1 and B2 = Poor condition).

Score achieved:
Condition categories for hedgerows with trees
Category Requirements Metric score

No more than 2 failures in total;
Good AND 3
No more than 1 failure in any functional group.

Score achieved

Category

No more than 5 failures in total;
AND

Moderate Does not fail both attributes in more than one functional group 2
(for example, fails attributes A1, A2, B1, C2 and E1 = Moderate
condition).

Fails a total of more than 5 attributes;
Poor OR 1
Fails both attributes in more than one functional group (for

example, fails attributes A1, A2, B1 and B2 = Poor condition).

Score achieved:
\Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score






Condition Sheet: SCRUB Habitat Type
Habitat Types

Heathland and shrub - Blackthorn scrub

Heathland and shrub - Gorse scrub

Heathland and shrub - Hawthorn scrub

Heathland and shrub - Hazel scrub

Heathland and shrub - Mixed scrub

Heathland and shrub - Dunes with sea buckthorn (H2160)
Heathland and shrub - Willow scrub

Habitat Description

S1-S2 - Mixed scrub

For Dunes with sea buckthorn see:(Dunes with sea-buckthorn (Dunes with Hippophae rhamnoides) - Special Areas of Conservation (jncc.gov.uk)

For other scrub types see:|ukhab — UK Habitat Classification | ‘ ‘ | ‘ | ‘

On-site, Taunton Town Council Greenspaces Jennifer Lackie, 19/06/2025
— Comeytrowe, Comeytrowe Road, Taunton, |Survey date and
Somerset, TA1 4NB, ST 21027 22821. Surveyor name

On-site or off-site, site name and
location

Survey reference (if |N/A
relating to a wider
survey)

N/A Habitat parcel reference
S1 S2 S3

Limitations (if applicable)

Grid reference
ST ST ST

21057 |21060 |21083
22747 |22761 |22776

Condition Assessment Criteria
Notes (such
Criterion passed (Yes or No) as

justification)

No - at |Yes - at|Yes -
least [least [at least
three |three |three
native [native [native
woody |species |specie
specie [, and |s, and

The parcel represents a good example of its habitat type - the appearance and
composition of the vegetation closely matches its UKHab description (where in

its natural range)."
- At least 80% of scrub is native,

A |- There are at least three native woody speciesz,

- No single species comprisgs more the‘m 75% of the cgver (except hazel s, but |no one |no one
Corylus avellana, common juniper Juniperus communis, sea buckthorn >75% |species|specie
Hippophae rhamnoides (only in its restricted native range), or box Buxus hawtho|compri [s

) : o
sempervirens , which can be up to 100% cover). m sing compri

No - No - No -
mature ([mature |mature
shrubs |shrubs |shrubs
and and and
some [some |some

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

Yes- |Yes- |Yes-
There is an absence of invasive non-native plant species® (as listed on Schedule|none |none  |none
C |9 of WCA®) and species indicative of suboptimal condition® make up less than ~ [noted. |noted. |noted.
5% of ground cover.

Yes- |Yes- |Yes-
longer [longer |[longer
grassla|grassla |grassla
ndand|ndis [ndand
forbs |present |forbs
are at are
presen scrub  [presen
tat edge |[tat

scrub |for scrub
edge |approxi |edge
for mately |for

approx |0.5m  |approxi
The scrub has a well-developed edge with scattered scrub and tall grassland and|imately |before |mately
or forbs present between the scrub and adjacent habitat. 0.5m |phasing|2m
before |into before
phasin [mown [phasin
ginto |grassla |ginto
mown |nd. mown
grassla|Small |grassla
nd. section [nd.
that is
directly
adjacen
tto
footpat
h.




https://sac.jncc.gov.uk/habitat/H2160/
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https://sac.jncc.gov.uk/habitat/H2160/
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edges.

Condition Assessment Result (out
of 5 criteria)

Passes 5 criteria

There are clearings, glades or rides present within the scrub, providing sheltered |

Condition Assessment Score

Good (3)

No -
scrub is
mostly
linear

No -
scrub
is
mostly
linear

Number of criteria passed 2

3

3

Score Achieved x/v

Passes 3 or 4 criteria Moderate (2)

Yes

Passes 2 or fewer criteria Poor (1)

Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score

Yes






Condition Sheet: WOODLAND Habitat Type
UK Habitat Classification (UKHab) Habitat Types

Woodland and forest - Lowland beech and yew woodland
Woodland and forest - Lowland mixed deciduous woodland
Woodland and forest - Native pine woodlands
Woodland and forest - Other coniferous woodland
Woodland and forest - Other Scot’s pine woodland
Woodland and forest - Other woodland; broadleaved
Woodland and forest - Other woodland; mixed
Woodland and forest - Upland birchwoods
Woodland and forest - Upland mixed ashwoods
Woodland and forest - Upland oakwood
Woodland and forest - Wet woodland
Habitat Description
W1-W4 - Other woodland; broadleaved
ukhab — UK Habitat Classification \ \ \ \ \ \ \ \ \ \ \ \ \
This condition sheet is based on the England Woodland Biodiversity Group (EWBG) Woodland Condition Survey Method, available here:
Woodland Wildlife Toolkit (sylva.org.uk) | \ \ \ \ \ \ \ \ \ \
IMPORTANT: This biodiversity metric woodland condition assessment must be used to assess woodland being input into the biodiversity metric. The outputs of this condition assessment are
not equivalent to, nor are they comparable with the scores from the EWBG condition assessment, because the EWBG assessment has been adapted for the biodiversity metric, including the
removal of EWBG Indicator 7 (Proportion of favourable land cover around woodland) and Indicator 14 (Size of woodland), and minor changes to other indicators.
On-site or off-site, |On-site, Taunton s date and Jennifer Lackie, Habitat parcel reference
site name and Town Council urvey date an 19/06/2025 Wi w2z w3 Twa
q _ Surveyor name ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
location Greenspaces
Due to limited size of N/A Grid reference
Limitations (if Surtey reference (I ST _[sT [T [sT
applicable) R ndltelaw cen 20992 (21029 {21039 20983
survey) 22909 22868 |22810 (22882
Indicator Good (3 points) Moderate (2 points) |Poor (1 point) Score per indicator poieslisichias
justification)
A 2- 2- 2- 1-
e
98 Three age-classes' | Two age-classes’ One age-class’ trees |trees |trees |trees
A |distribution of interm |interme|interm |interm
t present. present. present.
rees ediate |diate |ediate |ediate
X . 3-no |3-no |3-no |3-no
Wild, domestic e Evidence of Evidence of browsi |browsi |browsi |browsi
and ;eral No significant significant browsing |significant browsing ng ng ng ng
B herbivore browsing damage pressure is present in Pressure is present damag |damag |damag |damag
evident in woodland?. |less than 40% of in 40% or more of e e e e
damage 2 2
whole woodland®. whole woodland®. noted |noted |noted |noted
Rhododendron 3-no |3 -no |3-no [3-no
Rhododendron invasiv|invasiv |invasiv |invasiv
ponticum or cherry Rhododendron or ¢ 1 1ant(e plant |e plant |e plant
. . . "3 cherry laurel present, : : : :
Invasive plant |No invasive species laurel Prunus X X specie |specie |specie |specie
(o] i or other invasive ted
species present in woodland. |/aurocerasus not e . s s noted|s s
present, and other | SPecies” 210% noted noted |noted
. . . 3 cover.
invasive species
<10% cover.
Five or more native IS 2 {eNIr G Two or less native 2-on 13- 3 ﬁve 1-ash
Number of -, |tree or shrub tre or shrub averag|more |native |and
D |[native tree :ree gr shrub species species® found ore e fqur :han specie ﬁeldI
species ound across across woodland species” across native ive s maple
woodland parcel. Darcel woodland parcel. tree native |presen |specie
N and cenacia [t e nnhs
c f native |780% of canopy trees |50 - 80% of canopy | <50% of canopy 38-0"/ iéov 1(;,,/ 38-0"/
E |t over: n: |\:)e and >80% of trees and 50 - 80% of |trees and <50% of canoo canoo can‘:) canoo
ree :«.m shru understory shrubs are |understory shrubs understory shrubs P 24 Py P
species 5 5 5 yand |and and y and
native”. are native”. are native”. unders|unders |unders [unders
10 - 20% of woodland <10% or >40% of 30' - 3; R '05' 30' -
5% 5% 10% (5%
has areas of woodland has areas
temporary open of temporary open open jopen —jopen jopen
o [ 21 - 40% of woodland 5 space, |space, |space, |space,
pen space space”. A has areas of SHEES™ wood! [but woodla |but
F |within Unless \_Nood!and is temporary open But if woodland and  |woodla|nd wood!
woodland <10ha, in which case 6 <10ha has <10% <10ha.|nd <10ha. |and
G space’. : .
0-20% temporary temporary open <10ha. <10ha.
open space is space, please see
permitted’. Good category’.
2- 2- 2- 1-no
Al s GEeses 5 young |sapling |sapling|regrow
present in woodland™; trees |sand |sand |th
trees 4 - 7 cm No classes or
- One or two classes . presen|young |young |classe
G Woodlanc! Dlzfmeter at Breast only present in C‘:gg:: ir:growth t trees |[trees |s
regeneration  |Height (DBH), woodland® p " presen |presen |presen
saplings and ) woodland”. t t t
seedlings or advanced
coppice regrowth.
9 o 3- 3-less|3- 3-
Tree mortality 10% or :r:oﬁatlli)tfsar/: dt:}e Greater than 25% less |than |less |less
 [Trooneatn (21072800 fcroundebackriow e TN AT | |10%n - ar
; A risk pest or disease : y nig p S 10% ) mortalit| 10% : 10% )
crown dieback’. - disease present”. mortali|y. Ash |mortali |mortali
B - tv. Ashltrees Itv. Ashltv. Ash




https://ukhab.org/
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1-no (1-no (1-no [1-no
recogn|recogni|recogn [recogn
isable |sable |isable |isable
NVC [NVC [NVC [NVC
comm |commu |commu|comm
Recognisable NVC unity, |nity, nity,ivy |unity ,
o . X domin |domina|and plante
plant community'® at |Recognisable No recognisable ated |ted by |commol|d over
| Vegetation and |ground layer present, |Woodland NVC plant |woodland NVC plant by forbs |n grass|
ground flora |strongly characterised community' at community'® at brambllsuch  |nettle |and
by ancient woodland  |ground layer present. (ground layer present. |, as cow |and and
flora specialists. parsley|large |rudera
and areas |l.
commo |of bare
n ground
nettle.
3- 3- 3- 1-
upper, |upper, |upper, |very
middle |middle [middle,|limited
and and lower |unders
shrub |shrub |and torey
Woodland Three or more storeys One or less storey layer. |layer. |shrub |at
I across all survey Two storeys across layer. |woodl
J |vertical plots, or a complex I Iots™ across all survey and
structure . all survey plots . lots'!
woodland'". P : edge,
but
mostly
one
storey.
1-no [1-no [1-no [1-no
vetera |vetera |vetera |vetera
K |Veteran trees | TWO OF more veteran  One veteran tree'®  [No veteran trees'®  |n trees|n trees |n trees |n trees
trees' per hectare. per hectare. present in woodland. [Presen|presen |presen |presen
t. t. t.
2- 2- 2- 1-no
o
50% of all survey plots ?g;”i?;"zgu/:vznd Less than 25% of all |limited {limited (limited |deadw
within the woodland Iot'; within the Y survey plots within  [deadw [deadw |deadw |ood
parcel have aoodland arcel the woodland parcel [ood [ood  [ood  [noted.
deadwood, such as P——— d3voo q have deadwood, presen|and rot |presen
A t of standing and fallen such as standin, and such as standing and|t. holes. |t.
L dm(;un od deadwood, large dead fallen deadwoot? fallen deadwood,
eadwoo branches and or ! large dead branches
large dead branches
stems, branch stubs and or stems, stubs
and or stems, stubs
and stumps, or an and stumps. or an and stumps, or an
abundance of small 7= abundance of small
I abundance of small I
cavities . L 13 cavities ~.
cavities .
2- 2- 2- 1-
minim |some |some |woodl
al damag |damag |and
damag|e due |e due |locate
eand |to to d over
10% |access |access [grass|
cover |,and |,and |and
of eviden |eviden |which
specie |ce of |ce of |is
s nutrien |nutrien |manag
indicat |t t ed
Less than 1 hectare |ng. enrlch enrich |throug
. : 1 hectare or more of |enrich |mentin|ment [h
in total of nutrient ! . . )
. . X nutrient enrichment, |ment. |ground |in mowin
Woodland No nutrient enrichment|enrichment across e Y —. M "
M _°° an or damaged ground  (woodland area, and ° ora. |groundg.
disturbance ) 1 i of woodland area flora. |Grassl
evident'. or less than 20% of >
has damaged and is
woodland area has 14 .
damaged ground™ glolnC bare in
ged g . places
due to
footfall
and
oversh
ading.
Signifi
cant
eviden
ce of
enrich
ment
Total Score (out of a possible 39)[30 31 29 23
Total score >32 (33 to 39) Good (3)
Total score 26 to 32 Moderate (2) Yes [Yes |Yes
Total score <26 (13 to 25) Poor (1) Yes

Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score






Appendix C  Botanical species lists

Latin name

Table 4. Grassland species list including percentage abundance per species per 1m? quadrat.

Common name

Habitat location (Figure 2)

Achillea millefolium Yarrow 1%
Agrostis stolonifera Creeping bent 1% 15% 5%
Alopecurus pratensis Meadow foxtail 5%
Arrhenatherum elatius False oat-grass 1%

Bellis perennis Daisy 1% 1%

Cerastium fontanum Common mouse-ear chickweed 1% 3%

Crepis sp. Hawksbeard sp. 1%

Dactylis glomerata Cock’s foot 10% 30% 10% 20% 2%
Hedera helix Ivy 1%

Holcus lanatus Yorkshire fog 15%

Lolium perenne Perennial rye-grass 80% 70% 90% 20% 40% 50%
Phleum pratense Timothy 30% 30% 30%
Poa annua Annual meadow-grass 15%

Poa trivialis Rough meadow-grass 5% 15%
Potentiall reptans Creeping cinquefoil 1%

Ranunculus acris Meadow buttercup 1%
Ranunculus repens Creeping buttercup 1% 5%
Taraxacum officinale agg. Dandelion 1% 1%

Trifolium repens White clover 2% 2% 10%

Total species 4 4 4 10 9 8
Number of Footnote 1 species 0 1 1 1 2 0
Average species 4.00 9.00

S.W.T. (Sales) Limited T/A Somerset Wildlife Trust Consultancy
Registered in England No. 1317396 I VAT No. 691699571 | UTR No. 20250 01073






Table 5. Woody and climbing/rambling species list and presence for mixed scrub, woodland, hedgerow and individual tree species.

Latin name Habitat location (Figure 2)

—
EE.IIEIIHIIEMIE-

‘ Common name

Acer campestre Field maple 10% | 5% 2% 5% 5% | 10% | 25%

Acer psuedoplatanus Sycamore 10% | 15% 60%

Betula pendula Silver birch 1%

Buxus sp. Box sp. 100%
Carpinus betulus Hornbeam 1%

Cornus sanguinea Dogwood 5% | 10% | 90%
Corylus avellana Hazel 10% 20% | 5% 5%

Cotoneaster coriaceus Thick-leaved cotoneaster

Crataegus monogyna Hawthorn 75% | 10% | 5% 5% 5% | 10% 5% | 25% 95%
Fagus sylvatica Beech

Fraxinus excelsior Ash 10% 65% | 80% | 25% | 95% | 50%

Hedera helix Common ivy 60% | 25% | 2% 5%

llex aquifolium Holly 2%

Ligustrum officinalis Common privet 10% 2% 5%

Lonicera periclymenum Honeysuckle 1%

Malus sp. Apple cultivar

Populus sp. Poplar sp. 10% 1%

Prunus spinosa Blackthorn 10% 25% | 15%

Prunus sp. Cherry sp. 5% | 10%

Pyrus sp. Pear cultivar

Quercus robur English oak 35% | 5% | 10%

Rosa sp. Rose sp. 1% 5% 1%

Rubus fruticosus agg. Bramble 10% | 15% | 50% | 80% | 5% 10% | 30%

Salix sp. Willow sp. 10% 15%

Sambucus nigra Elder 2% 5%
Sorbus aucuparia Rowan

Ulmus minor agg. Field elm 8% 15% | 30% | 10%

S.W.T. (Sales) Limited T/A Somerset Wildlife Trust Consultancy
Registered in England No. 1317396 | VAT No. 691699571 | UTR No. 20250 01073






Table 6. Aquatic and marginal species list for ditches.

Latin name ‘ Common name
D1 o2 |

Arctium minus Lesser burdock 1%

Arrhenatherum elatius False oat-grass 50%

Arum maculatum Lords-and-ladies 1%

Calystegia sepium Hedge bindweed 25% 10%

Crataegus monogyna Hawthorn 1%

Dactylis glomerata Cock’s foot 15%

Fraxinus excelsior Ash 5%

Hedera helix Common ivy 60%

Heracleum sphondylium Hogweed 5%

Holcus lanatus Yorkshire fog 20%

Lolium perenne Perennial rye-grass 10%

Phleum pratense Timothy 10%

Rubus fruticosus agg. Bramble 5%

Rumex sanguineus Wood dock 5% 20%

Urtica dioica Common nettle 2% 75%

S.W.T. (Sales) Limited T/A Somerset Wildlife Trust Consultancy
Registered in England No. 1317396 | VAT No. 691699571 | UTR No. 20250 01073






Appendix D Wildlife legislation and national planning policy

The following information provides a summary of wildlife legislation which affords protection to plants and
animals and seeks to conserve, enhance and restore biodiversity.

Table 7. Summary of wildlife legislation afforded to terrestrial and freshwater animals.

Species

Legislation

Birds

All species of bird whilst actively nesting are afforded legal protection under the Wildlife and
Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) and additional penalties are incurred for offences
relating to birds listed on Schedule 1.

Amphibians

The great crested newt is afforded full legal protection under Schedule 5 of the Wildlife and
Countryside Act 1981 (as amended). It is also listed under Schedule 2 of the Conservation of
Habitats and Species (Amendment) (EU Exit) Regulations 2019 and is therefore a European
Protected Species (EPS). Common amphibian species (common frog (Rana temporaria),
common toad (Bufo bufo), smooth newt (Lissotriton vulgaris) and palmate newt (Lissotriton
helveticus)) are afforded limited legal protection under the act (as amended). Common toad
and great crested newt are also listed as species of principal importance under Section 41 of
the NERC Act 2006 (as amended).

Badger

Badgers are afforded legal protection under the Badgers Act 1992 and are afforded limited
protection under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981, Section 11, Schedule 6 (as
amended).

Bats

All species of bat and their roosts are protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981
(as amended) (Section 9 (4)(b), (1) and (5)), the Conservation of Habitats and Species
(Amendment) (EU Exit) Regulations 2019 listed in Schedule 2 as European protected species,
the Countryside and Rights of Way (CroW) Act 2000 and the Wild Mammals Protection Act
1996.

Beaver

As of 1 October 2022 Eurasian beavers are legally protected under Schedule 2 of the
Conservation of Habitats and Species (Amendment) (EU Exit) Regulations 2019 and are
therefore a European protected species. They are also protected under the Wildlife and
Countryside Act 1981 (as amended).

Hazel
dormouse

The hazel dormouse is afforded full legal protection under Schedule 5 of the Wildlife and
Countryside Act 1981 (as amended). It is also listed under Schedule 2 of the Conservation of
Habitats and Species (Amendment) (EU Exit) Regulations 2019 and is therefore a European
protected species.

Otter

The otter is afforded full legal protection under Schedule 5 of the Wildlife and Countryside
Act 1981 (as amended). It is also listed under Schedule 2 of the Conservation of Habitats and
Species (Amendment) (EU Exit) Regulations 2019 and is therefore a European protected
species.

Reptiles

Common reptiles are afforded limited legal protection under Schedule 5 of the Wildlife and
Countryside Act 1981 (as amended). They are also listed as species of principal importance
under Section 41 of the NERC Act 2006 (as amended).

Water vole

Water voles are afforded full legal protection under Schedule 5 of the Wildlife and
Countryside Act 1981 (as amended). They are also listed as species of principal importance
under Section 41 of the NERC Act 2006 (as amended).

White-clawed
crayfish

White-clawed crayfish are afforded limited legal protection under Schedule 5 of the Wildlife
and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended). They are also listed as species of principal
importance under Section 41 of the NERC Act 2006 (as amended).

Conservation of Habitats and Species (Amendment) (EU Exit) Regulations 2019

The Habitats Directive and Birds Directive provide protection for a wide range of habitats and species within the
European Community in order to meet their obligations as a signatory to the Bern Convention. The Conservation

of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 transposes these directives into European law. On the departure of the
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UK from the EU in 2020, this legislation was transposed into domestic law via the Conservation of Habitats and
Species (Amendment) (EU Exit) Regulations 2019.

The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (SI No. 2017/1012) update and supersede the
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (SI No. 2010/490) and the Conservation Regulations 1994
(as amended). The 2017 Regulations are the principal means by which the European Habitats Directive is
transposed in England and Wales.

The Regulations provide for the designation and protection of a network of ‘European Sites’ termed Natura 2000,
the protection of ‘European protected species’, and the adaptation of planning and other controls for the
protection of European Sites.

The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 apply in the terrestrial environment and in territorial
waters out to 12 nautical miles. The EU Habitats and Wild Birds Directives are transposed in UK offshore waters
by separate regulations - The Conservation of Offshore Marine Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (the “2017
Regulations”) which consolidate and update the Offshore Marine Conservation (Natural Habitats, &c.) Regulations
2007 (the “2007 Regulations”).

Regulation 43 relates to the protection of European protected species listed under Schedule 2 of the Regulations.
Taken together it is an offence to undertake the following acts with regard to European protected species:

e deliberately capture, injure or kill any wild animal of a European protected species;
e deliberately disturb animals of any such species in such a way as to be likely to:
=  impair their ability to survive, breed, rear or nurture their young, hibernate or migrate, or
= affect significantly the local distribution or abundance of the species to which they belong;
e deliberately take or destroy the eggs of such an animal; or
e damage or destroy a breeding site or resting place of such an animal.

The disturbance offence is generally taken to refer to a discernible effect at population level and biogeographic
level, rather than simply to an individual animal. However, in certain circumstances the disturbance of one
individual animal may have population level effects.

The Regulations also make it an offence (subject to exceptions) to deliberately pick, collect, cut, uproot, destroy,
or trade in the plants listed in Schedule 5.

However, the actions listed above can be made lawful through the granting of licences (European protected
species licence) by the appropriate authorities (Natural England in England/Natural Resources Wales in Wales).
Licences may be granted for several purposes (such as science and education, conservation, preserving public
health and safety), but only after the appropriate authority has determined that the following regulations are
satisfied:

e the works under the licence are being carried out for the purposes of ‘preserving public health and public
safety, or for other imperative reasons of overriding public interest, including those of a social or economic
nature and beneficial consequences of primary importance for the environment’;

e thereis ‘no satisfactory alternative’; and

e the action ‘will not be detrimental to the maintenance of the population of the species concerned at
favourable conservation status in their natural range’.

To apply for a licence, the following information is required:
e the species concerned;

e the size of the population at the site (note this may require a survey to be carried out at a particular time of
the year);
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e theimpact(s) (if any) that the development is likely to have upon the populations; and
e what measures can be conducted to mitigate for the impact(s).

The Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981

The Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) is the principal piece of UK legislation relating to the
protection of wildlife. It consolidates and amends existing national legislation to implement the Convention on
the Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats (Bern Convention) and Council Directive 79/409/EEC
on the Conservation of Wild Birds (Birds Directive) in Great Britain.

The Act makes it an offence (with exception to species listed in Schedule 2) to intentionally kill, injure, or take any
wild bird or their eggs or nests. Special penalties are available for offences related to birds listed on Schedule 1,
for which there are additional offences of disturbing these birds at their nests, or their dependent young. The
Secretary of State may also designate SPA (subject to exceptions) to provide further protection to birds. The Act
also prohibits certain methods of killing, injuring, or taking birds, restricts the sale and possession of captive bred
birds, and sets standards for keeping birds in captivity.

The Act makes it an offence (subject to exceptions) to intentionally kill, injure, or take, possess, or trade in any
wild animal listed in Schedule 5, and prohibits interference with places used for shelter or protection, or
intentionally disturbing animals occupying such places. The Act also prohibits certain methods of killing, injuring,
or taking wild animals listed in Schedule 6.

The Act makes it an offence (subject to exceptions) to pick, uproot, trade in, or possess (for the purposes of trade)
any wild plant listed in Schedule 8, and prohibits the unauthorised intentional uprooting of such plants.

The Act contains measures for preventing the establishment of non-native species which may be detrimental to
native wildlife, prohibiting the release of animals and planting of plants listed in Schedule 9. It also provides a
mechanism making any of the above offences legal through the granting of licences by the appropriate
authorities.

The Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000

The Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000 (CroW) was passed to provide additional levels of protection for
wildlife whilst also strengthening the protection afforded to SSSI.

Schedule 12 of the Act amends the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981, strengthening the legal protection for
threatened species. The provisions make certain offences ‘arrestable’, create a new offence of ‘reckless’
disturbance, confer greater powers to police and wildlife inspectors for entering premises and obtaining wildlife
tissue samples for DNA analysis, and enable heavier penalties on conviction of wildlife offences.

Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006

The Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006 (NERC), effective in England, is designed to help
achieve a rich and diverse natural environment and thriving rural communities through modernised and
simplified arrangements for delivering Government policy.

It was created to make provision in connection with wildlife, SSSI, National Parks and the Broads; to amend the
law relating to rights of way; to make provision as to the Inland Waterways Amenity Advisory Council; to provide
for flexible administrative arrangements in connection with functions relating to the environment and rural affairs
and certain other functions; and for connected purposes.

Section 40 of NERC carries an extension of the earlier CroW Act biodiversity duty to public bodies and statutory
undertakers to have due regard to the conservation of biodiversity. Section 41 requires the Secretary of State, as
respects England, to publish a list of the living organisms and types of habitat which in the Secretary of State’s
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opinion are of principal importance for the purpose of conserving biodiversity. The updated Section 41 list,
published in August 2010, identified 56 habitats and 943 species of principal importance.

The Protection of Badgers Act 1992

In the UK badgers are primarily afforded protection under the Protection of Badgers Act 1992. This makes it illegal
to wilfully kill, injure, take, possess or cruelly ill-treat a badger, or to attempt to do so and to intentionally or
recklessly interfere with a sett. Sett interference includes disturbing badgers whilst they are occupying a sett, as
well as damaging or destroying a sett or obstructing access to it.

Badgers also receive limited protection under Schedule 6 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended).
This outlaws certain methods of taking or killing animals.

Under Section 10 (1)(d) of the Protection of Badgers Act 1992, a licence may be granted by Natural England to
interfere with a badger sett for the purpose of development, as defined by Section 55(1) of the Town and Country
Planning Act 1990.

Section 3 of the Protection of Badgers Act 1992 defines interference as:

e damaging a badger sett;

e destroying a badger sett;

e  obstructing access to, or any entrance of, a badger sett;
e causing a dog to enter a sett; or

e disturbing a badger when it is occupying a badger sett.

Natural England guidance has suggested that the following operations may disturb badgers in their setts, and
therefore unless these can be avoided a licence may be required for:

° excavation within 20m of any entrance to an active sett;

e  excavation or other ground disturbance using heavy machinery within 30m of a sett;

e fire or chemicals within 20m of a sett;

e tree felling in the area of a sett — trees should be felled away from setts and cleared away from badger paths;
and

e otherdisturbances such as loud noises or vibrations; some activities such as pile driving and the use of
explosives that may result in a disturbance over a much greater distance will require individual consideration.

The Wild Mammals (Protection) Act 1996

The Wild Mammals (Protection) Act 1996 makes it an offence for any person to mutilate, kick, beat, nail or
otherwise impale, stab, burn, stone, crush, drown, drag or asphyxiate any wild mammal with intent to inflict
unnecessary suffering.

The Animal Welfare Act 2006

Prior to the Animal Welfare Act 2006, people only had a duty to ensure that an animal didn’t suffer unnecessarily.
The new Act keeps this duty but also imposes a broader duty of care on anyone responsible for an animal to take
reasonable steps to ensure that the animal’s needs are met. This means that a person has to look after the
animal’s welfare as well as ensure that it does not suffer. The Act says that an animal’s welfare needs include:

e  asuitable environment (how it is housed);

e asuitable diet (what it eats and drinks);

e the ability to exhibit normal behaviour patterns;

e any need it has to be housed with, or apart from, other animals; and

e  protection from pain, suffering, injury and disease.
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The Hedgerows Regulations 1997

The Hedgerows Regulations 1997 were introduced to protect hedgerows of importance from destruction.

However, the legislation does not apply to any hedgerow which is within or marking the boundary of the curtilage
of a dwelling house.

For the Regulations to be applicable, the hedgerow must be at least 20m in length or, if less than 20m, it must
meet another hedgerow at each end. A hedgerow is deemed to be important if it is more than thirty years old
and meets at least one of the criteria listed in Part Il of Schedule 1 of the Regulations.

If a hedgerow which qualifies under the Regulations is to be removed, the landowner must contact the local
planning authority in writing by submitting a hedgerow removal notice. The local planning authority then has a
period of 42 days to decide whether or not the hedgerow meets the importance criteria of the regulations.
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