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Kirklees Council Biodiversity Net Gain Technical Advice Note

Consultation Statement — June 2021

Introduction

The Biodiversity Net Gain Technical Advice Note provides detailed guidance on how
Local Plan policy LP30 (Biodiversity & Geodiversity), to achieve a biodiversity net gain,
should be implemented in determining planning applications. This Consultation
Statement sets out the early engagement and public consultation carried out to inform
the preparation of the Biodiversity Net Gain Technical Advice Note.

The Consultation Statement has been prepared in accordance with Town and Country
Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations 2012 to support the adoption of the
Biodiversity Net Gain Technical Advice Note and the council’s Statement of Community
Involvement (SCI). The SCI outlines how the council will work with local communities
and stakeholders in developing planning policy documents.

In accordance with the Regulations, this consultation statement sets out:

e who was consulted during the preparation of the technical advice note,

* how they were consulted,

® asummary of the main issues raised during the consultation.

® how those issues have been addressed in the adopted technical advice note.

Timetable of Technical Advice Note Production

The technical advice note was prepared by a project team led by the council’s
Biodiversity Officer, involving other internal specialisms including Planning Policy, Parks
and Green Spaces Officers, Landscape Architect and Conservation and Design team.
The production of the Biodiversity Net Gain Technical Advice Note has followed a
number of stages. The timetable for the production of the technical advice note is set

out below.

Table 1: Technical Advice Note Timetable

Dates Stage or Consultation Topics/Event

23 June 2020 - 31° July Evidence gathering and early internal stakeholder
2020 engagement

19t October 2020 — 14 Public consultation on the Biodiversity Net Gain
December 2020 Technical Advice Note
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Early Engagement on the preparation of the Technical Advice Note

Early engagement on the preparation of the Biodiversity Net Gain Technical Advice Note
was undertaken with internal and external stakeholders to understand their expectations
and priorities to help inform the scope and content of the technical advice note. This
period of internal officer engagement was held from 23" June 2020 until 315t July 2020.

The following council specialisms were consulted as part of the preparation and initial
drafting of the technical advice note:

U Biodiversity
° Policy
° Parks and Green Spaces

° Conservation and Design
U West Yorkshire Ecology Service
° West Yorkshire Ecological Advisory Group

Early engagement with the project team, wider internal specialisms and members identified
several issues which are set out in the tables below together with the council’s response on

how the draft technical advice note has dealt with this issue.

Table 2: Draft Biodiversity Net Gain Technical Advice Note: Internal Early Engagement

Main Issue

How Issue Dealt with in the TAN

Strengthen wording referring to
encouraging a 10% net gain.

Added the words “a minimum of 10%
net gain in biodiversity is required.” In
line with the forthcoming environment
bill.

Lack of local evidence regarding
background biodiversity information.

Added background information on the
production of Biodiversity Opportunity
Zones and the Kirklees Wildlife Habitat
Network.

Stated that minor applications will not need
to utilise the biodiversity metric to
demonstrate a net gain but there may be
instances where applicant states there will
be net gain, but you disagree and using the
metric would help.

Changed wording to state minor
applications will not normally need to
utilise the metric.

No information regarding the outcomes
should monitoring identify that the
condition of habitats is not providing
adequate net gains.

Added text to state that remedial
measures will be required where
reports show that required targets are
not being met else appropriate
enforcement action may be taken.
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5.1

Public Consultation on the Biodiversity Net Gain Technical Advice Note

Public consultation on the draft Biodiversity Net Gain Technical Advice Note took place
initially for a 6-week period from 19t October to 30" November 2020. This was extended
for an additional two weeks to the 14" December 2020 (8 weeks in total). The
consultation was available on-line and through email and postal comments.

In compliance with regulations 12, 13 and 35 of the Town and Country Planning (Local
Planning) (England) Regulations 2012, the following actions were undertaken:

The draft Biodiversity Net Gain Technical Advice Note was published on the
council’s online consultation portal.

Details of the consultation and details of how to obtain hard copies of the
documents was displayed in the windows of the customer service centres in
Huddersfield and Dewsbury, on the council’s web page and on the council’s social
media platforms.

Statutory consultees, organisations and private individuals that expressed an
interest in planning policy and future publication of SPDs (see Appendix 1) were
contacted directly by letter or email with details about the consultation, where to
view the document, how to obtain hard copies and how to comment.

A press notice was published in the Huddersfield Examiner on 23™ October and
the Dewsbury Reporter on 22" October highlighting the consultation process.

A feature space was placed on the council website on 19t October advertising the
consultation.

A press release was posted on Kirklees Together on 19t October and on the Council’s
social media platforms from 19t October.

A notification email was sent to all councillors on 16" October detailing the start
of the consultation.

During the public consultation the council also held two presentations to the Agents
Forum on 3™ November 2020 and PLC developers/Registered provider 17" November
2020 to raise awareness of the SPDs and the consultation process.

Main Issues Raised and The Council’s Response
A total of 56 comments (from 16 consultees) were received to the public consultation on
the Biodiversity Net Gain Technical Advice Note. The number of consultees by group is

shown in table 3 below.

Table 3: Number of Consultees

Consultee Group Number of Consultees
Regional/Local Organisations 5
National Organisations 4
Residents/Individuals 3
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Developers/Planning Agents 2
Town/Parish Councils 1
Local Planning Authorities/Councils 1

5.2 Comments were received from the following:
e Barratt & David Wilson Homes
e Coal Authority
e Environment Agency
® Forestry Commission
e Holme Valley Parish Council
e Holme Valley Vision Network
e Huddersfield Civic Society
e Natural England
e Private individual x 3
e Redrow
e Trans Pennine trail
e Wakefield Council
e West Yorkshire Ecology service
e Yorkshire Wildlife Trust

5.3 Afull list of public consultation comments received and the council’s responses to these
can be found in Appendix 2. A summary of the main issues raised during consultation,
including those from internal stakeholders, is set out below. It summarises the main
points and the council’s response to how these issues have been addressed in the
technical advice note.

Table 4: Summary of Main Issues and Council Response

Summary of Main Issue Council Response
10% Net Gain Threshold 1. No Change.
1. The 10% requirement is not consistent with The requirement for

LP30, and the TAN does not have the ability to | development to achieve a
introduce new policy or supplementary policy | biodiversity net gain is set out in
Whilst the Environment Bill remains in Draft, a | the adopted Local Plan policy
10% net gain cannot be reasonably be sought | LP30 (Biodiversity and

and the TAN should as a minimum Geodiversity).
acknowledge that in the interim, only the
requirements of the policy will be sought. The requirement for a 10%

biodiversity net gain post-
development is in line with the
forthcoming national legislation
and neighbouring local
authorities. The introduction of
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2. Should clarify that the principle of 10% net
gain applies to all individual habitats and
linear features and should not just represent
an overall gain.

this target within Kirklees it to aid
the transition during the interim
period until the introduction of
the Environment Bill. The
requirement for a measurable
net gain is not the creation of
new policy rather a new method
of quantifying net gain
consistently across developments
and districts.

The TAN will be reviewed and
updated in line with the latest
government guidance when
available.

2. Proposed changes

Agree that best practice in
accordance with the Biodiversity
Net Gain 2.0 guidance would be
to result in a 10% net gain in each
baseline broad habitat (if above
medium distinctiveness) or linear
feature. Add additional sentence
to paragraph 3.1.1. to read “The
change in biodiversity value will
be calculated and demonstrated
using the Biodiversity Metric 2.0
and must apply to both baseline
habitat and linear feature units
on the site.”

Add additional paragraph to
section 7.1 toread “7.1.4 In
addition to a 10% biodiversity net
gain overall on the site (in both
habitat units and linear features,
depending on the ecological
baseline of the site), a 10% gain
should be achieved in each broad
habitat type identified on the site
with a distinctiveness of medium
or above.”

Tariff

No Change.
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Clarify what tariff has been set by the LPA for
each Biodiversity Unit, as is the approach taken
by other LPA’s nationwide to ensure there is not a
favourable bias towards some sites or developers.

The tariff per biodiversity unit is
subject to change frequently with
fluctuations in land prices and
local market demand. In addition,
there is current market research
on-going on the local value of
biodiversity units by local
authorities and government
bodies in preparation for the
introduction of the Environment
Bill. Therefore, in the interim
period this guidance applies to,
each application will be assessed
on a case-by-case basis by the
LPA and a commuted sum
devised based on the most
recent relevant evidence. This
will be subject to review when
further information is
forthcoming or when an update
of the guidance is undertaken.

Timescale

Concerns about the timescale for implementation
and when will net gain be a requirement on all
planning applications.

No Change.

The timescale for the
implementation of this guidance
note is immediately following its
adoption. The timescale for the
implementation of the
Environment Bill is following
Royal Assent in 2021. A
biodiversity net gain is already a
requirement for all planning
applications in Kirklees as part of
Local Plan Policy LP30
(referenced in paragraph 1.4.1)
which was adopted in 2019.

Net Gain On-Site

The emphasis for on-site provision could be
stronger to demonstrate that all net gains should
be delivered on site wherever possible, with off-
site compensation a last resort.

Proposed Change.

Provide additional paragraph
above 3.4.1 stating that “3.4.1 A
biodiversity net gain achieved
within the development site is the
preferred option within Kirklees.
The method of achieving a
biodiversity net gain should be

Kirklees Biodiversity Net Gain Technical Advice Note Consultation Statement June 2021
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integrated early into the design
process and the mitigation
hierarchy followed to assist in
this.”

Change paragraph 3.4.1 to read
“3.4.2 in-theeventa

ctifieation ueing 4 i in

exceptional circumstances where
it can be demonstrated that on-
site compensation methods have
been exhausted, it will be
necessary to secure biodiversity
net gain off-site”.

30 Year Management and Monitoring of
Habitats

1. The guidance should include that those
habitats that have a time to condition of over
30 years will usually not be accepted, as this is
often beyond the lifetime of the
development.

2. It should be clear whether that 30 years starts
from when the target condition is achieved or
from when it is created.

1. Proposed Change.

Agreed that habitats which take
longer than 30 years to establish
will not usually be considered
acceptable. Add additional
sentence to paragraph 3.5.1 to
read “...maintenance of
biodiversity. Therefore, any
proposed habitat creation or
enhancement which is predicted
by the metric to take longer than
30 years to reach the target
condition will not usually be
accepted for biodiversity net gain

purposes”.

2. Proposed Change.

Agree that further clarity
regarding the point from which
the 30-year management and
monitoring regime begins could
be included.
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3. Monitoring should utilise the same version of
the metric as was utilised at the planning
application stage. It should also include
provision for the revision of the EDS with
scope for remedial or retrospective
works/habitat creation should the habitats be
found to not be meeting the required
condition stated in the initial application.

Amend Table 1 to read “Monitor
on-site and off-site biodiversity
net gain features to ensure
habitats are managed effectively
and achieve target condition for a
minimum 30-year period from
the date they are created or
development works completed.”

3. Proposed Changes.

Agreed that the monitoring
should utilise the same version of
the metric as was utilised within
the planning application. Add
additional sentence to paragraph
3.5.3 to read “...Biodiversity
Metric 2.0. The monitoring of
sites should utilise the same
version of the metric as
accompanied the planning

application.”

Agree that provision for remedial
measures or changes to the
management regime should be
included. Add sentence to
paragraph 3.5.4 to read “...may
be taken. Revisions may be
required to original management
accompanying the planning
application in this instance and
this should be accompanied
adequate evidence and
justification for the proposed

changes.”

The Metric

1. It should be specified that monitoring should
utilise the same version of the metric as was
utilised at the planning application stage. It
should also include provision for the revision
of the EDS with scope for remedial or
retrospective works/habitat creation to be
undertaken or changes in management
strategies applied, should the habitats be

1. Proposed Change.

Agreed that the monitoring
should utilise the same version of
the metric as was utilised within
the planning application. Add
additional sentence to paragraph
3.5.3 to read “...Biodiversity
Metric 2.0. The monitoring of
sites should utilise the same
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found to not be meeting the required
condition stated in the initial application.

2. Reference should made to the use of the
updated versions of the Defra Beta
Biodiversity Metric as and when they are
released. Clarification for why this metric is
favoured may also be beneficial.

version of the metric as
accompanied the planning

application.”

Agree that provision for remedial
measures or changes to the
management regime should be
included. Add sentence to
paragraph 3.5.4 to read “...may
be taken. Revisions may be
required to original management
accompanying the planning
application in this instance and
this should be accompanied
adequate evidence and
justification for the proposed

changes.”

2. Proposed Change.

Agree that further clarification
regarding the version of the
metric to be utilised, particularly
any future updates, should be
included. Add additional text_to
paragraph 1.3.2 to state_“...(mest
likely the latest version of the
Biodiversity Metric-2:8} will be
required.”

Small Sites

As the metric is proportional to the habitats lost,
it is still appropriate to apply these principles to
minor developments. Defra are expected to
release a ‘small site metric’ for such
circumstances which is expected late 2020/early
2021. Minor developments should therefore still
be included within this policy and advice note.

No Change.

Although the introduction of the
Environment Bill will mandate all
development covered by the
Town and Country Planning Act
to achieve a measurable net gain.
At the time of writing, a ‘small
site” metric had not been
released by DEFRA and therefore
minor developments are
currently not required to utilise a
metric. All development is
expected to follow the ecological
mitigation hierarchy and achieve
a biodiversity net gain in line with
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Local Plan policy LP30 regardless
as stated within paragraph 4.3.2.

Mitigation for Designated sites and Irreplaceable
Habitats

All mitigation and compensation for designated
sites and protected species must be undertaken
prior to the application of biodiversity net gain
which is considered to be additional.

Proposed Change.

Agreed that mitigation for
designated sites and
irreplaceable habitats is
additional. Add sentence to
paragraph 6.2.2 to read “...of the
EclA. Bespoke compensation or
mitigation required for impacts to
designated sites and
irreplaceable habitats must be
determined prior to application of
the metric, which is considered to
be additional”

UK Habitat Classification System

Highlight the preferential approach of utilising UK
Habitat Classification system, rather than
converting from NVC or Phase 1, and how
condition assessments must be undertaken
during the site visit.

Proposed Change.

Agree that reference that the
metric requires input from the
UK Habitat Classification should
be included. Add sentence to
paragraph 2.1.1 to read “The
metric is based on the UK Habitat
Classification system however a
conversion tool allows translation
from Phase 1 JNCC habitats”.

Add additional paragraph to 6.2
to read “Habitat type
identification during ecological
surveys should be completed
through the use of UK Habitat
Classification System to allow
direct input into the metric. This
removes the need to translate
habitats from alternative habitat
recording systems such as Phase
1 JNCC, which may not be directly
comparable, and ensures data is
directly comparable on a national

Temporary loss of habitats

Proposed Change.

Kirklees Biodiversity Net Gain Technical Advice Note Consultation Statement June 2021
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It should be made clear that any temporary loss
of habitats due to construction should be
considered permanent due to the time to
recreate these habitats on site.

Agree that clarification that the
temporary loss of habitats needs
to be considered as a loss, should
be incorporated into the TAN.

Add additional paragraph to
section 7.1 toread “7.1.5 Where
temporary habitat losses are set
to occur as a result of the
proposals, these must be classed
as permanent and any reinstated
habitats recorded as newly
created within the metric. This is
to account for the time taken for
habitats to re-establish following
damage and the risk of failure.”

Residential Gardens

1. As the Defra biodiversity metric has a number
of options which might be proposed within
the domestic curtilage of dwellings, covenants
will be required in the deeds to ensure that
these measures can be covered by on-going
enforceable monitoring and management
prescriptions.

2. Clarify that it is most acceptable for residential
curtilages, including gardens, be included
within the metric as ‘Urban — Unvegetated
Garden’ or ‘Urban — Developed/Sealed
Surface’.

1. Proposed Changes.

It is agreed that the options to
enhance biodiversity within the
curtilage of residential gardens
will need to be legally secured.

Add new sentence to paragraph
7.3.1toread “...or “Urban-
Vegetated Garden”. If any
habitat enhancements within
domestic curtilages are to be
included, these will require
methods to ensure long term
monitoring and management
which is legally enforceable by
the planning authority.”

2. No Change.

The inclusion of vegetated
gardens or other biodiversity net
gain features within the curtilage
of residential gardens will be
considered on a case-by-case
basis provided these are
considered realistic or can be
secured through an appropriate
legal agreement.
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Ecological Networks Proposed Change.

Highlight that biodiversity decline, through Agree that further information on
habitat loss and fragmentation, requires the purpose and function of the
significant enhancement of the ecological network could further highlight
network, and the wider green infrastructure the importance of enhancement
network, to repair and re-connect habitats, to of the network.

buffer more sensitive sites and to make these

more resilient to growth and development Add additional sentence to
pressures. paragraph 1.4.3 to read “...where

opportunities exist. Enhancement
of ecological networks should be
a priority within development
schemes to repair and re-connect
habitats, buffer sensitive sites
and aid biodiversity resilience to
development and climate change

pressures.”

Strategic Significance Proposed Change.

As the metric is based on national data sets, it Agree that habitats of principal
would be useful for the LPA to highlight those importance within Kirklees
habitats which are of additional local value than is | should be highlighted as
represented within the metric. This is touched possessing additional value. Add
upon in paragraph 1.4.2 with reference to additional sentence to paragraph
Biodiversity Opportunity Zones, however focuses | 1.4.2 to read “... website under
on compensatory habitat creation rather than Biodiversity. The UK Habitats of
initial avoidance of these locally important Principal Importance relevant to
features. Kirklees are included in Table 1

which identifies their associated
biodiversity opportunity zone.
Habitats included within this
table are considered of higher
local ecological value and should
be considered for retainment,
enhancement or creation within
developments located in the
associated Biodiversity
Opportunity Zone.”

Insert new table which identifies
the habitats of principal
importance table and the
Biodiversity Opportunity Zones.
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Riverine Habitat Proposed Changes.

For the avoidance of doubt, and to highlight the | Agree that recognition of river

key difference between the original metric and units should be included. Add
the Biodiversity Metric 2.0, we would very much | @dditional words to paragraph
welcome the recognition of river habitat. 2.1.1to read “linear habitats

measured in length (such as
hedgerows and rivers).”

5.4 All comments on to the public consultation have been considered in preparing the final
technical advice note. None of these require significant changes to the overall approach.
A number of comments supported the preparation of the technical advice note and
specific guidance.

5.5 The main changes to the technical advice note as a result of comments received are
summarised as follows:

Strengthening the clarification that biodiversity net gain should be achieved in the
first instance where possible with offsetting as a last resort.

Defining that Habitats of Principal Importance within the relevant Biodiversity
Opportunity Zone within Kirklees should be included at strategically significant
within the metric along with a table illustrating these habitats.

Clarification that a 10% net gain in biodiversity must apply to all habitat types
present on the site.

Definition that the 30-year management of habitats begins from the date of
creation.

Clarification that the UK Habitat Classification system should be used to assess
development sites to input into the metric.

The exclusion of protected sites from offsetting biodiversity from development.
Clarification that monitoring of habitat condition post-development should utilise
the same version of the metric as was submitted with the planning application.
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Appendix 1: Consultee List

Adjoining Authorities

Barnsley Metropolitan Council
Bradford Metropolitan District Council
Calderdale Council

City of York Council

High Peak Borough Council

Leeds City Council

Oldham Council

Peak District National Park Authority
Wakefield Council

Town & Parish Councils

Cawthorne Parish Council

Denby Dale Parish Council

Dunford Parish Council

Gunthwaite and Ingbirchworth Parish
Council

High Hoyland Parish Council

Holme Valley Parish Council
Kirkburton Parish Council

Meltham Town Council
Mirfield Town Council
Morley Town Council
Ripponden Parish Council
Saddleworth Parish Council
Sitlington Parish Council
Tintwistle Parish Council
West Bretton Parish Council

Organisations

Age UK

BL Ecology

British Telecom

Brooks Ecological

Calderdale and Huddersfield NHS
Canal & River Trust

Coal Authority

Crestwood Environmental
Environment Agency
Environment Kirklees

FCS Consultants

Fields in Trust

Foundation Trust

Connect Housing

CPRE

Dewsbury Matters

England Hockey

English Cricket Board
Forestry Commission England
Greater Huddersfield Clinical
Commissioning Group
Highways England

Historic England

Holme Valley Vision Network
Homes and Communities Agency
House Builders Federation

Metro Middleton Bell Ecology

Mid Yorkshire Hospitals NHS Trust
Natural England

National Grid

National Trust

Network Rail

Newsome Ward Community Forum
NHS Property Services

Northern Gas Network

North Kirklees Clinical Commissioning
Group

NTL Group Ltd

Play England

Quants Environmental

RDF Ecology

Rugby Football League

Rugby Football Union

Sheffield Football Association

Spen Valley Civic Society

Sport England

South West Yorkshire Foundation Trust
Sustrans

Trans Pennine Trail

UDVET

UK Active

Unity Housing Association
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Huddersfield and District Archaeological
Society

Huddersfield Birdwatchers Club
Huddersfield Civic Society
Huddersfield University

JCA Ltd

Keep Our Rural Spaces

Kirkheaton Future

Kirklees Active Leisure

Kirklees Badger Group

Kirklees Neighbourhood Housing
Locala

Local Enterprise Partnership Leeds City
Region

Mab Environment and Ecology Ltd

West Riding Football Association
West Yorkshire Archaeology Advisory
Service

West Yorkshire Bat Group

West Yorkshire Combined Authority
West Yorkshire Ecology

West Yorkshire Police Authority
Yorkshire Water Services

Yorkshire Sport

Yorkshire Wildlife Trust

Whitcher Wildlife Ltd

Wildscenes

Woodland Trust

WYJS

Yorkshire Housing

Planning Agents & Developers

Acumen Architects

AHJ Archiects

A N Designs

Avant Homes Yorkshire
Avison Young

Bailey Smailes Solicitors
Bamford Architectural
Barratt Homes

Bartle & Sons

Barton Willmore

Bellway

B K Designs

BNP Paribas Real Estate UK
Bradley Stankler Planning
Bramleys

Carter Jonas

Chris Thomas LTD
Conroy Homes

Dacre, Son & Hartley
Darren Smith Homes
Deloitte

Design Line Architectural
DK Architects

ELG Planning

Fairhurst

Farrar Bamforth Associates Ltd
F M Lister & Sons
Gladmans

Hallam Design Associates
Harron Homes

Kirkwells

K Rouse

Malcolm Sizer Planning Limited
Martin Walsh Architectural
MD Associates

MWP Planning

NLP Planning

NJL Consulting

Onel7 Chartered Architects
Paul Butler Planning

Paul Matthews Architectural
Persimmon Homes

Peacock and Smith

QuUOD

Rapleys LLP

RGP LTD

Riva Homes

Robert Halstead Chartered Surveyors &
Town Planners

Robertshaws Chartered Surveyors
Rouse Homes

Sanderson Weatherall LLP
Savills

SB Homes Limited

Spawforths

SSA Planning Limited

Steven Abbott Associates LLP
Strata

Storrie Planning

Taylor Wimpey
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Hawdon Russell Tetlow King Planning Limited
Heppendsalls Turley Associates

Hourigan Connolly Vernon and Co

lain Bath Planning Wake Architects

lan Baseley Associates Walton and Co Planning Lawyers
| D Planning Yorkshire Country Properties
Indigo Planning Younger Homes

JWPC Chartered Town Planners

Private Individuals
Approximately 580 individuals were invited to comment, including other organisations
and community groups not listed above.
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Appendix 2: Comments Received on the Public Consultation and the Council’s Response

TPOs to preserve existing trees, however often
developers cut down trees before planning has
been agreed or before TPOs can be issued.

Even with TPO protection trees are felled and
there seems to be no enforcement action taken, or
oversight to ensure protected trees are not felled
during construction. The environmental impact of
removing mature trees cannot be mitigated
against by planting sapling trees and hedgerows,
immature hedgerows and sapling trees offer little
habitat for wildlife and will take many years to
establish. This seems like a way to make building

needs to be changed.

Ref No. Organisation | Document Comment Change(s) Council Response & Proposed Changes
Section/ required
Page
SPD_ Private 13 | agree with this document, however what is the No change.
BNG1 Individual timescale for implementation? how long until net
gain biodiversity is a requirement of all planning Support for document noted and welcomed.
applications in Kirklees?

The timescale for the implementation of this
guidance note is immediately following its
adoption. The timescale for the
implementation of the Environment Bill is
following Royal Assent in 2021. A
biodiversity net gain is already a
requirement for all planning applications in
Kirklees as part of Local Plan Policy LP30
(referenced in paragraph 1.4.1) which was
adopted in 2019.

SPD_BNG2 |Private Preservation [In the case of new development on wooded and | The term for the natural [No change.

Individual of green green field sites in Kirklees, the planning environment as
space committee and tree protection officers may use 'ecosystem services' The TAN highlights the importance of

following the mitigation hierarchy when
designing development (outlined within
section 2.2), which is a requirement of
national and Local policy through the Local
Plan. This ensures that features important to
biodiversity should be retained in the first
instance. Comments regarding Tree
Protection Orders noted.

The term ‘ecosystem services’ is used to
reference the benefits the natural
environment provides rather than the
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etc.) will not be considered appropriate.

schemes within protected
sites (i.e. SSSI, SPA, SAC
etc.) will not be
considered appropriate.

Ref No. Organisation | Document Comment Change(s) Council Response & Proposed Changes
Section/ required
Page

on green belt, green field and wooded sites less natural environment itself and therefore is

objectionable in a climate emergency. Rather, we considered appropriate within the context.

preserve all green undeveloped spaces, allow

established or fledgling woodland to flourish, and

look to increase green space and manage it

sympathetically to encourage greater biodiversity.

Building on green belt, green fields and woodland

will under no circumstances increase biodiversity

and will increase the risk of flooding and sewage

waste overflow into streams and rivers. | maintain

that he best way to increase biodiversity is not to

build on it.

SPD_BNGS5 [Natural Table 1 point [it should be clear whether that 30 years starts Proposed Change.
England 13 and at from when the target condition is achieved or
3.4.2 from when it is created. These points describe it Agree that further clarity regarding the point

slightly differently. from which the 30-year management and
monitoring regime begins could be included.
Amend Table 1 to read “Monitor on-site and
off-site biodiversity net gain features to
ensure habitats are managed effectively and
achieve target condition for a minimum 30-
year period from the date they are created
or development works completed.”

SPD_BNG6 |Natural 343 It might is worth noting that compensation It might is worth noting Proposed Change.
England schemes within protected sites (i.e. SSSI, SPA, SAC |that compensation

Agree to add additional text regarding sites
to be excluded from compensation schemes.

Amend paragraph 3.4.3 to read “Offsite
compensation schemes that involve land
allocated for development within the
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protect and enhance the ecological networks via
the Kirklees Wildlife Habitat Network, to enable
wildlife to flourish, particularly in light of climate
change. It would be helpful if this could highlight
that biodiversity decline, through habitat loss and

loss and fragmentation,
requires significant
enhancement of the
ecological network, and
the wider green

Ref No. Organisation | Document Comment Change(s) Council Response & Proposed Changes
Section/ required
Page
Kirklees Local Plan, including safeguarded
land, or within protected sites will not be
considered appropriate compensation for
development impacts occurring within the
district.”
SPD_BNG7 [Natural 1.2.2 Natural England agrees this draft Biodiversity Net No Change
England Gain Technical Advice Note provides clarity and is
helpfully divided into two parts, A: Guidance for Support noted and welcomed.
developers and B: Guidance for ecological
consultants. It provides clear instruction on how to
achieve biodiversity net gain through development
within Kirklees and supports national and local
legislation.
SPD_BNG8 |Natural 3.11 It sets out helpful guidance on how biodiversity It sets out helpful No Change
England should be considered throughout the guidance on how
development process, including the utilisation of  [biodiversity should be Support noted and welcomed.
Defra's Biodiversity metric to demonstrate a 10% |considered throughout
net gain in biodiversity which is due to be the development process,
mandated by the Environment Bill. including the utilisation of
Defra's Biodiversity metric
to demonstrate a 10% net
gain in biodiversity which
is due to be mandated by
the Environment Bill.
SPD_BNGY9 |Natural 143 We welcome recognition of the importance of Highlight that biodiversity |Proposed Change.
England Kirklees valuable wildlife resource and the need to |decline, through habitat

Welcome recognition that the SPD highlights
the importance of the Kirklees Wildlife
Habitat Network. Agree that further
information on the purpose and function of
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Ref No. Organisation | Document Comment Change(s) Council Response & Proposed Changes
Section/ required
Page
fragmentation, requires significant enhancement |infrastructure network, to [the network could further highlight the
of the ecological network, and the wider green repair and re-connect importance of enhancement of the network.
infrastructure network, to repair and re-connect habitats, to buffer more
habitats, to buffer more sensitive sites and to sensitive sites and to Add additional sentence to paragraph 1.4.3
make these more resilient to growth and make these more resilient |to read “...where opportunities exist.
development pressures. to growth and Enhancement of ecological networks should
development pressures. |be a priority within development schemes to
repair and re-connect habitats, buffer
sensitive sites and aid biodiversity resilience
to development and climate change
pressures.”
SPD_BNG10 | Wakefield Wakefield Council have no specific comments on No Change.
Council this document. The Council supports and
welcomes its introduction. Support noted and welcomed.
SPD_BNG11 |West 31.1 We support the use of the minimum measurable No Change.
Yorkshire net gain of 10%. It is likely that any less than this
Ecology will result in a net loss. This is because of the Support for minimum measurable net gain
Service negative impacts of land use change, at least in the of 10% noted and welcomed.
short to medium term, on the building blocks of
the ecosystem which we are unable to
economically measure such as fungi, bacteria and
invertebrates.
SPD_BNG12 |West 3.3.3, Stage 3, | "If biodiversity cannot be achieved on-site" needs |"If sufficient, measurable |Proposed Change.
Yorkshire bullet 9 to be changed. biodiversity cannot be
Ecology achieved on-site" Agree there should be reference to
Service measurable biodiversity net gains.

Amend Table 1, stage 3 to read “If sufficient
measurable biodiversity cannot be achieved
on-site, provide evidence and determine
best option to achieve Biodiversity Net Gain
off-site”
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monitoring and management.

the metric should be
lodged with the Local
Ecological Records Centre
and made freely available
for on-going monitoring
and strategic biodiversity
enhancement plans."

Ref No. Organisation | Document Comment Change(s) Council Response & Proposed Changes
Section/ required
Page
SPD_BNG13 |West 3.5.1 on going | As the Defra biodiversity metric, at the time of Suggested additional Proposed Change.

Yorkshire management, |writing, has a number of options which might be [sentence to paragraph

Ecology maintenance |proposed within the domestic curtilage 3.5.1. It is agreed that the options to enhance

Service and of dwellings covenants will be required in the biodiversity within the curtilage of

monitoring deeds to ensure that these measures can be "Habitat enhancements residential gardens will need to be legally
covered by on-going enforceable monitoring and [within domestic curtilages |secured.
management prescriptions. will require methods to
ensure long term Add new sentence to paragraph 7.3.1 to
The advice note should indicate that such monitoring and read “...or “Urban- Vegetated Garden”. If
measures should only be used where other management which is any habitat enhancements within domestic
options have been exhausted. legally enforceable by the |curtilages are to be included, these will
planning authority." require methods to ensure long term
This point needs to be considered in the context of monitoring and management which is
7.3.1 which deals with the same issue. leqally enforceable by the planning
authority.”
SPD_BNG14 |West 6.2.3 This paragraph should also make it clear that all Extra sentence at end of |Proposed Change.

Yorkshire Ecological data used in the assessment process should be 6.2.3

Ecology assessment |lodged with the Local Ecological Records Centre in Agree that data should be made available to

Service reporting electronic format to make it available for on-going |"All data used to populate |the local record centre to aid future

monitoring.

Add additional paragraph below 6.2.3 to
read “6.2.4 To facilitate future on-going
monitoring and strategic biodiversity
enhancement plans, all data used to
populate the metric should be lodged with
the Local Ecological Records Centre and
made freely available.”
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SPD_BNG15

Huddersfield
Civic Society

Hudddersfield Civic Society (HCS) welcomes the
opportunity to comment on four guidance
documents published by Kirklees Council in
October 2020 as Supplementary Planning
Documents (SPD), which it hopes “will encourage a
higher standard of design of residential
developments in the area”, these being:

® Open Space SPD

e Housebuilders Design Guide SPD

® House Extensions and Alterations SPD

e Biodiversity Net Gain in Kirklees Technical
Advice Note

We note a government summary of the purpose of
SPDs at https://www.gov.uk/guidance/plan-
making:

“Supplementary planning documents (SPDs)
should build upon and provide more detailed
advice or guidance on policies in an adopted local
plan. As they do not form part of the
development plan, they cannot introduce new
planning policies into the development plan. They
are however a material consideration in decision-
making. They should not add unnecessarily to the
financial burdens on development.”

No change

Comments noted.
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Introduction and Comments applying to all
documents

HCS applauds the intentions underlying many of
the proposals contained in the SPDs regarding how
national and local planning policies, as stated in
the Local Plan, should be interpreted in Kirklees.
However, we are concerned that, in their current —
or similar - form, we believe they may well fail to
achieve their objectives.

There is much general or introductory text which
may fit better in a planning textbook rather than in
an SPD, eg “Food Growth: Green space on the site
can be used to grow food and could form part of a
wider urban agriculture scheme” and “a Design
Code can set out a set of rules regarding the scale
and massing of new homes; but allow for a rich
diversity in architectural styles”.

Whilst some text is specific to Kirklees much is not,
so does it belong in a Kirklees SPD? Also, some
important items are omitted, eg a requirement for
consultation on major residential developments
with affected residents in neighbourhoods nearby
and to state how this should be done.

In attempting to cover the application of policies
to many different development circumstances it
becomes difficult to follow what does, or does not,
apply in any one specific circumstance, eg in a
conservation area or in a space-constrained site.
Which advice items here can be ignored if they

No Change.

The purpose of the SPD is to provide
detailed guidance to developers, members
of the public and interested parties on the
implementation on policies set out in the
Local Plan.

The council’s Development Management
Charter sets out the process for consulting
on planning applications.
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conflict with a requirement stated in the relevant
Conservation Area Appraisal? What happens if the
shape or slope of a site does not allow 35+
dwellings per hectare?

The coverage of a large number of local and
national policy items, many of which are imprecise
as well as advisory, potentially results in a higher
level of subjectivity in how many of these advisory
items might be interpreted — and therefore
assessed - for approval or rejection. This may
result in an increase in the number of Planning
disputes and appeals. We also note several
advisory items have examples which appear to
‘water down’ NPPF policy statements.

HCS also finds it hard to see what, in some of these
items, might help and inspire an individual,
business or hoped-for Developer to come to
Kirklees and improve our built and natural
environment, rather than go to another district
that might offer either greater simplicity of
guidelines or more certainty of outcome. Many of
the images that accompany sections of the guide
refer to commendable developments outside
Kirklees, e.g. by CITU in Leeds, but do not
necessarily map clearly to a specific requirement
for a developer to include in a typical development
in Kirklees.

It is also unclear how these SPDs might fit with
possible changes that may be proposed along the
lines of the government’s recent “Planning for the
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Future” White Paper and whether time might be
better spent now on matters such as preparing the
type of Design Guide mentioned in the White
Paper.

HCS sees three possible approaches to address
these concerns:

e Specifying requirements in more detail
and with precision — an applicant then
knows exactly what it will have to do and
can therefore be more certain what will,
or will not, be approved. Example: an
applicant must show how new housing
will be oriented so that xx% of the volume
of houses will be supplied from onsite
renewable energy, stating how this
percentage will be met.

e Covering a much smaller number of key
local plan policy items of specific
importance in Kirklees, stating clearly
which will be the key factors when a
submission is assessed.

e Removing the duplication with other
documents, retaining text that points to
the relevant clauses in those documents
and then making clear the clarifications
specific to Kirklees.

We appreciate that these alternative solutions
might themselves introduce further complications,
the first because care would be needed not to fall
foul of the legal requirement (referenced

No Change.
The Government’s response to the Planning

White Paper will be reviewed when its
published.

No Change.

Comments noted.
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Section/ required
Page
previously) for an SPD not to “introduce new
planning policies” and the second because of there
possibly not being an agreed single set of priority
items that covers all common planning
applications. The third, while meaning there needs
to be more cross referencing, would potentially
mitigate some of the issues with the first two and
could provide a more focused approach to Kirklees
requirements. However, this only goes to show
why we think an attempt to use SPDs to provide
an additional layer of guidance across the full
scope of the approved Local Plan policies leaves
the door open to ambiguity.
Biodiversity Net Gain in Kirklees Technical Advice
Note
i) Mitigation
We support the Local Plan (LP30) requirement for No Change.
development proposals to “provide net
s P . p P P . Support for Local Plan Policy LP30 and the
biodiversity gains through good design by . . .
. . - . application of the ecological mitigation
incorporating biodiversity enhancements and : .
. _ . hierarchy in development noted and
habitat creation”. In particular, we support the | q
requirement that developers apply the Mitigation welcomed.
Hierarchy. In our opinion, this requirement h . ft v the mitieati
(currently embedded in para 2.2.1 of the Technical ] € reqwr.emen 0 app y. _e mitigation
. . . . hierarchy is referenced within the NPPF,
Advice Note) should be given higher prominence .
. ) Local Plan and throughout the TAN in Table
and emphasis, namely:
1 and paragraphs 3.2.3,3.3.1,3.4.1,4.3.2
“The NPPE and olicy LP 30 both , and 6.1.2. Therefore, it is considered that
€ and poficy oth require . sufficient weight has been given to its
development proposals to apply the ecological o
T . : ; application.
mitigation hierarchy in order to result in no
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significant ecological harm. Through the hierarchy,
significant harm should be avoided in the first
instance, mitigated where impacts cannot be
avoided and compensated for only as a last
resort.”

ii) Validation

We support the clear delineation of the Stages of
submitting major development applications within
Kirklees (Table 1 in para 3.3.3), but flag the
following concern regarding the proposed
validation process (Fig 3 in para 3.3.4): There is no
doubt that developers will need to ‘invest’
significant time, effort and expertise in navigating
the guidance in, and connected with this Technical
Advice Note. Whilst Biodiversity Metric 2.0 has our
full support, its use in calculating Baseline and
Future Biodiversity Units to determine Biodiversity
Net Gain (or Loss) is a complex process. This in
turn raises the risk that some developers will seek
to avoid this ‘investment’ by leapfrogging early
steps in the Mitigation Hierarchy, i.e.the ‘Avoid’
and ‘Mitigate’ steps. For example, by leaping
straight into off-site compensation schemes,
developers may see cost and time advantages to
their projects, at the expense of on-site
biodiversity. This leapfrogging route should be
blocked and reflected in a revised Validation
Process Flowchart (fig 3).

No Change.

Support for the delineation of application
stages noted and welcomed.

It is considered that the TAN sets out clearly
that following the mitigation hierarchy is a
key component of the validation process,
and this is highlighted by the corresponding
boxes on the flow chart (Figure 3.) which
developments must progress through before
the application is deemed acceptable on
biodiversity grounds.
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iii) Supporting Documentation

Although they sit outside the Biodiversity Net Gain
in Kirklees Technical Advice Note, we offer
feedback on two documents crucial to its success:
a) The Kirklees Biodiversity Strategy, and b) the
Biodiversity Opportunity Zones Map. Both seem to
us to be valuable assets, not just for SPD purposes,
but for wider public awareness of our local
landscape and biodiversity in the context of the
Council’s Declaration of Climate Emergency.

a) The Kirklees Biodiversity Strategy:

We support this document and recommend
developing it further with public engagement, and
subsequent wider communication.

b) Biodiversity Opportunity Zones Map:

We support its aim and intended use but identify
the need to see the mapping at a larger scale
which sits behind it. As a very high level, small
scale summary map it doesn’t provide the site
detail for developers or the public to pinpoint the
location of proposed infrastructure / housing
developments. As it stands, it risks inaccurate
assumptions / assessments being made about the
location and biodiversity impacts of these.

The colour coded Legend for distinct Biodiversity
Opportunity Zones is well supported by definitions

No Change.

Support for Kirklees Biodiversity Strategy
and Biodiversity Opportunity Zones Map
welcomed.

No Change.
Comments noted.

No Change.

The TAN states within paragraph 3.4.4 that
offsite compensation can be secured
through the purchase of the required value
from a Habitat Bank.
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in the Background document and also in the
Habitats & Species Tables. However, ‘Annotations’
in the map covering Primary, Secondary and
Tertiary Networks are not similarly supported by
any definitions. This information gap has the
biggest detrimental impact regarding ‘Ecological
Connectivity Priorities (see para 2.2, Background)
and significantly constrains effective use of the
Map.

iv) Offsetting

This point links with section ii) above. Should
developers move through the first three stages in
the Mitigation Hierarchy (see above), and reach
the Offset stage, we recommend that their
opportunities for offsetting should be provided by
local NGOs / Charities already active in this field,
for example:

e  Environment Kirklees (incl. Greenstreams)
e  Moors for the Future

e  West Yorkshire Wildlife Trust

¢ Holme River Connections

e  Stirley Farm (Yorkshire Wildlife Trust)

e Calder Rivers Trust

SPD_BNG16

The Coal
Authority

Having reviewed the SPD, the Coal Authority has
no specific comments to make.

Having reviewed the SPD,
the Coal Authority has no
specific comments to

make.

No change

Comment noted.
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and are encouraged to see the proactive approach
taken to developing the principles within local
policy and supporting consultants and developers
alike in applying these principles.

adopting the principles of
Biodiversity Net Gain and
are encouraged to see the
proactive approach taken
to developing the
principles within local
policy and supporting
consultants and

Ref No. Organisation | Document Comment Change(s) Council Response & Proposed Changes
Section/ required
Page
SPD_BNG17 |Trans Pennine The Trans Pennine Trail partnership supports these | The Trans Pennine Trail No change
Trail documents and provides further detail to evidence [partnership supports
commitment to accessibility and the provision of |these documents and Support noted and welcomed.
green corridors. 'No comments' made on provides further detail to
Biodiversity Net Gain in Kirklees Technical Advice |[evidence commitment to
Note. accessibility and the
provision of green
corridors. 'No comments'
made on Biodiversity Net
Gain in Kirklees Technical
Advice Note.
SPD_BNG18 |Private 6.1 Desk Records from local wildlife protection groups is 6.1.1, end of bullet point |Proposed Change.
Individual Based Study, [often overlooked to the detriment of the 1, after data from the
Para 6.1.1 development site & local habitat. Local Environmental Agree that local wildlife groups provide
Records Centre, ADD:- and |valuable information in many cases and the
records from the local use of these should be encouraged.
wildlife protection groups.
Add additional words to paragraph 6.1.1 to
read “...Records Centre and records from the
local wildlife protection groups”.
SPD_BNG19 (Yorkshire We are pleased to see that Kirklees LPA are We are pleased to see No change.
Wildlife Trust adopting the principles of Biodiversity Net Gain that Kirklees LPA are

Support noted and welcomed.
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measurable net gains for biodiversity’. However,
paragraph 170 d) states that ‘planning policies and
decisions’ should provide ‘net gains for
biodiversity’ with paragraph 175 d), relating to
development which should be supported, specifies
the provision of ‘measurable net gains for
biodiversity’.

We support the inclusion of paragraph 25 of the
Planning Practice Guidance which gives context to
the use of the metric being the pragmatic way to
demonstrate measurable gains in biodiversity.

(2019) as requiring
‘development to secure
measurable net gains for
biodiversity’. However,
paragraph 170 d) states
that ‘planning policies and
decisions’ should provide
‘net gains for biodiversity’
with paragraph 175 d),
relating to development
which should be
supported, specifies the
provision of ‘measurable
net gains for biodiversity’.

Ref No. Organisation | Document Comment Change(s) Council Response & Proposed Changes
Section/ required
Page
developers alike in
applying these principles.
SPD_BNG20 |Yorkshire 1.1.2 Section 1.1 refers to the Environment Act whereas |Section 1.1 refers to the |Proposed Change.
Wildlife Trust later in the document this is referenced as the Environment Act whereas

Environment Bill. Consistency should be had later in the document this |Agree that refence to the Environment Bill

between the naming of this document to minimise |is referenced as the should be consistent throughout the

any confusion. The document in question is usually | Environment Bill. document.

referenced as the Environment Bill, hence we Consistency should be had

would support this naming throughout. between the naming of Revise paragraph 1.1.2 to read “...
this document to forthcoming Environment Aet Bill...”, revise
minimise any confusion. |paragraph 1.2.1 to read “...introduction of
The document in question [the Environment Aet Bill.” Revise paragraph
is usually referenced as 3.1.1 to read “...of the Environment Aet
the Environment Bill, Bill...".
hence we would support
this naming throughout.

SPD_BNG21 |Yorkshire 1.3.1 paragraph 1.3.1 refers to paragraph 170 of NPPF  |paragraph 1.3.1 refers to |Proposed Change.
Wildlife Trust (2019) as requiring ‘development to secure paragraph 170 of NPPF

Welcome the support of the inclusion of
paragraph 25 of the Planning Practice
Guidance.

Agree that reference to paragraph 170 of
the NPPF should be amended to reference
175 instead. Amend paragraph 1.3.1 to read
“Paragraph 3728 175 of the National
Planning Policy Framework 2019 (NPPF)...”
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Metric 2.0) will be required.” Whilst we do not
disagree with this statement, we believe additional
clarity over the reference to the metric should be
made. The metric referenced is the Defra Beta
Biodiversity Metric 2.0 (BD2020-10, 2019) and is
currently under review with the expectation that
an update version will be released early in 2021. It
would therefore be encouraged to include
reference to use of the updated versions of this
metric, as and when they are released.
Clarification for why this metric is favoured may
also be beneficial, i.e., that it provides a national
standard by which sites can be directly compared
and for which constraints and limitations are well
known.

We believe it is worth including the mention, for
clarity, that the metric, and principles of
biodiversity net gain, utilise habitats as a proxy for
biodiversity value. As such, it is a tool for the
relative biodiversity value of a site and does not
reduce the need of professional survey or
judgement with regards to protected site and
species and/or locally rare or important habitats.
As the metric is based on national data sets, it
would be useful for the LPA to highlight those
habitats which are of additional local value than is
represented within the metric. This is touched
upon in paragraph 1.4.2 with reference to
Biodiversity Opportunity Zones, however focuses
on compensatory habitat creation rather than

Biodiversity Metric should
be made. It would be
encouraged to include
reference to use of the
updated versions of the
Biodiversity Metric 2.0, as
and when they are
released. Clarification for
why this metric is
favoured may also be
beneficial.

We believe it is worth
including the mention, for
clarity, that the metric,
and principles of
biodiversity net gain,
utilise habitats as a proxy
for biodiversity value. As
such, it is a tool for the
relative biodiversity value
of a site and does not
reduce the need of
professional survey or
judgement with regards to
protected site and species
and/or locally rare or
important habitats. As the
metric is based on
national data sets, it
would be useful for the

Ref No. Organisation | Document Comment Change(s) Council Response & Proposed Changes
Section/ required
Page
SPD_BNG22 |Yorkshire 1.3.2 Paragraph 1.3.2 states that the use of a Additional clarity over the |Proposed Change.
Wildlife Trust ‘Biodiversity Metric (most likely the Biodiversity reference to the

Agree that further clarification regarding the
version of the metric to be utilised,
particularly any future updates, should be
included. Add additional text_to paragraph
1.3.2 to state_“...(mestlikely the Jatest
version of the Biodiversity Metric-2:8} will

be required.”

Agree that additional clarification regarding
the reason for utilising a metric would be
beneficial. Add additional sentence to
paragraph 1.3.2 to read_“... required._The
Biodiversity Metric 2.0 is the successor to the
metric published by Defra in 2012 and has
been co-developed with the input of
industry, environmental NGOs, planners and
land managers and therefore is reqularly
updated and reviewed in line with relevant
practice. Its use provides a national standard
by which biodiversity gains and losses may
be calculated.”

Agree that habitats of principal importance
within Kirklees should be highlighted as
possessing additional value. Add additional
sentence to paragraph 1.4.2 to read_”...
website under Biodiversity. The UK Habitats
of Principal Importance relevant to Kirklees
are included in Table 1 which identifies their
associated biodiversity opportunity zone.
Habitats included within this table are
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are fixed (i.e., distinctiveness) and which require
input from the consultant as a result of survey
effort (i.e., condition). It would also be worthwhile
to highlight at this stage that the metric utilises
inputs from UK Habitat Classification which is
becoming the standard for ecological habitat
surveys. Whilst conversion tables are available
between NVC and Phase 1 to UK Habs, these are
not directly comparable and survey in the first
instance in UK Habs should be encouraged.

detail over which factors
applied within the metric
are fixed (i.e.,
distinctiveness) and which
require input from the
consultant as a result of
survey effort (i.e.,
condition). It would also
be worthwhile to highlight
at this stage that the
metric utilises inputs from
UK Habitat Classification
which is becoming the
standard for ecological
habitat surveys. Whilst
conversion tables are
available between NVC
and Phase 1 to UK Habs,
these are not directly
comparable and survey in
the first instance in UK

Ref No. Organisation | Document Comment Change(s) Council Response & Proposed Changes
Section/ required
Page
initial avoidance of these locally important LPA to highlight those considered of higher local ecological value
features. habitats which are of and should be considered for retainment,
additional local value than | enhancement or creation within
is represented within the |developments located in the associated
metric. Biodiversity Opportunity Zone.”
Insert new table which identifies the
habitats of principal importance table and
the Biodiversity Opportunity Zones.
SPD_BNG23 |Yorkshire 2.1.2 Paragraph 2.1.2 would benefit from including Paragraph 2.1.2 would Proposed Change.
Wildlife Trust detail over which factors applied within the metric |benefit from including

Agreed that some factors within the metric
are fixed and others will require further
survey and input by an ecologist. However,
it is considered that this is sufficiently
addressed within Section B: Guidance for
Ecological Consultants of the TAN and within
the supporting user guidance of the
Biodiversity Metric 2.0 which is linked in
within supporting documents in paragraph
5.2.1.

Agree that reference that the metric
requires input from the UK Habitat
Classification should be included. Add
sentence to paragraph 2.1.1 to read “...
value. The metric is based on the UK Habitat
Classification system however a conversion
tool allows translation from Phase 1 JNCC
habitats. The metric...”.
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linear features and should not just represent an
overall gain.

10% net gain applies to all
individual habitats and

Ref No. Organisation | Document Comment Change(s) Council Response & Proposed Changes
Section/ required
Page
Habs should be Add additional paragraph to 6.2 to read
encouraged. “6.2.4 Habitat type identification during
ecological surveys should be completed
through the use of UK Habitat Classification
System to allow direct input into the metric.
This removes the need to translate habitats
from alternative habitat recording systems
such as Phase 1 JNCC, which may not be
directly comparable, and ensures data is
directly comparable on a national scale.”
SPD_BNG24 |Yorkshire 2.2.1 Paragraph 2.2.1 could be clearer that the BNG Paragraph 2.2.1 could be |No Change.
Wildlife Trust approach is additional to the mitigation hierarchy |clearer that the BNG
which must still be applied on all sites. approach is additional to |Agree that BNG approach is additional to
the mitigation hierarchy |the mitigation hierarchy and must be
It should be highlighted that guidance to the which must still be applied |applied to all sites. This is addressed
application of biodiversity net gain is clear that on all sites. It should be throughout the TAN in paragraph 2.2.1,
compensatory habitats should be included on site |highlighted that guidance |Table 1 (including the use of feasibility
wherever possible. Off-site compensation should to the application of StUdiES), 3.2.3,3.3.1,3.4.1,4.3.2and 6.1.2.
only be considered as a last resort with clear biodiversity net gain is
justification for why on-site gains are not possible. |clear that compensatory
Feasibility studies should be undertaken to habitats should be
ensures sites chosen are those with the highest included on site wherever
likelihood of on-site gains. possible. Feasibility
studies should be
undertaken to ensures
sites chosen are those
with the highest likelihood
of on-site gains.
SPD_BNG25 |Yorkshire 3.11 Paragraph 3.1.1 should clarify that the principle of |Paragraph 3.1.1 should Proposed Change.
Wildlife Trust 10% net gain applies to all individual habitats and |clarify that the principle of

Agree that best practice in accordance with
the Biodiversity Net Gain 2.0 guidance
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linear features and should
not just represent an
overall gain.

would be to result in a 10% net gain in each
baseline broad habitat (if above medium
distinctiveness) or linear feature. Add
additional sentence to paragraph 3.1.1. to
read “The change in biodiversity value will
be calculated and demonstrated using the
Biodiversity Metric 2.0 and must apply to
both baseline habitat and linear feature
units on the site.”

Add additional paragraph to section 7.1 to
read “7.1.4 In addition to a 10% biodiversity
net gain overall on the site (in both habitat
units and linear features, depending on the
ecological baseline of the site), a 10% qain
should be achieved in each broad habitat
type identified on the site with a
distinctiveness of medium or above.”

SPD_BNG26

Yorkshire
Wildlife Trust

3.2

Section 3.2 states that minor developments are
not expected to apply the metric or achieve net
gains. We disagree with this as guidance is clear
only permitted development and householder
applications are likely to be exempt from this
policy. As the metric is proportional to the habitats
lost, it is still appropriate to apply these principles
to minor developments. Defra are expected to
release a ‘small site metric’ for such circumstances
which is expected late 2020/early 2021. Minor
developments should therefore still be included
within this policy and advice note.

Minor developments
should be included within
this policy and advice
note.

No Change.

Although the introduction of the
Environment Bill will mandate all
development covered by the Town and
Country Planning Act to achieve a
measurable net gain. At the time of writing,
a ‘small site’ metric had not been released
by DEFRA and therefore minor
developments are currently not required to
utilise a metric. All development is expected
to follow the ecological mitigation hierarchy
and achieve a biodiversity net gain in line
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the masterplan design of developments and be
undertaken at an early stage. This could however

ecological information
and use of the metric

Ref No. Organisation | Document Comment Change(s) Council Response & Proposed Changes
Section/ required
Page
with Local Plan policy LP30 regardless as
stated within paragraph 4.3.2.
SPD_BNG27 |Yorkshire 3.3.2 Paragraph 3.3.2 should include reference to UK Paragraph 3.3.2 should Proposed Change.
Wildlife Trust Habitat Classification as the preferred survey include reference to UK

method (as above) and specify that condition Habitat Classification as Support for requirement of metric

assessments in order to support the metric are the preferred survey spreadsheet and GIS files/maps welcomed.

expected to be undertaken during the survey of method and specify that

the site to ensure accuracy. The justification for condition assessments in | Agree that reference that the metric

the condition of each habitat should be cleared order to support the requires input from the UK Habitat

outlined within the EclA. metric are expected to be |Classification should be included. Add

undertaken during the sentence to paragraph 2.1.1 to read “...

We agree that provision of the full metric survey of the site to value. The metric is based on the UK Habitat

spreadsheet and relevant GIS files/maps to relate |ensure accuracy. The Classification system however a conversion

to the metric calculations should be provided in justification for the tool allows translation from Phase 1 JNCC

order to allow proper assessment to take place by [condition of each habitat |habitats. The metric...”.

the LPA and consultees. should be cleared outlined

within the EclA. Add additional paragraph to 6.2 to read
“6.2.4 Habitat type identification during
ecological surveys should be completed
through the use of UK Habitat Classification
System to allow direct input into the metric.
This removes the need to translate habitats
from alternative habitat recording systems
such as Phase 1 JNCC, which may not be
directly comparable, and ensures data is
directly comparable on a national scale.”
SPD_BNG28 |Yorkshire 333 We are encouraged to see that Table 1 specifies Could include clarification |No Change.
Wildlife Trust how the utilisation of the metric should influence |(as in section 2.2) that

Support for utilisation of the metric to
influence master planning of development
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Ref No. Organisation | Document Comment Change(s) Council Response & Proposed Changes
Section/ required
Page
be expanded to include clarification (as in section |should be included at the |noted and welcomed. Agreed that that
2.2) that ecological information and use of the very early feasibility ecological information and use of the metric
metric should be included at the very early stages of development. should be included at early feasibility studies
feasibility stages of development. and this is outlined within Table 1: Stage 1
and Section 6.1.
SPD_BNG29 |Forestry Biodiversity |Thank you for seeking the Forestry Commission’s |The above is taken into Proposed Change.
Commission |Net Gain in advice on the Biodiversity Net Gain in Kirklees account when developing
Kirklees Technical Advice Note. the Biodiversity Net Gain
Technical in Kirklees Technical
Advice Note. |We support that there should be no losses in the |Advice Note. Support for no losses in the extent of
extent of woodland cover as part of the delivery of woodland cover noted and welcomed.
this Advice Note and ideally that woodland cover
should be increased in the Kirklees area in line
with the forthcoming DEFRA England Tree
Strategy, UK Forestry Standard and through
delivery projects such the White Rose Forest and
the Northern Forest initiative.
Below | will outline:
e Details of Government Policy relating to
ancient woodland . .
. . Comments regarding ancient woodland
® Information on the importance and . . . .
. . . designation as an irreplaceable habitat and
designation of ancient woodland .
) o statutory protection noted.
e Information on Woodland Creation in
relation to this Technical Advice Note
Ancient woodlands are irreplaceable. They have
great value because they have a long history of
woodland cover.
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Ref No.

Organisation

Document
Section/
Page

Comment

Change(s)
required

Council Response & Proposed Changes

It is Government policy to refuse development
that will result in the loss or deterioration of
irreplaceable habitats including ancient woodland,
unless “there are wholly exceptional reasons and
a suitable compensation strategy exists”
(National Planning Policy Framework paragraph
175).

We also particularly refer you to further technical
information set out in Natural England and
Forestry Commission’s Standing Advice on Ancient

Woodland — plus supporting Assessment Guide
and Case Decisions.

As a Non-Ministerial Government Department, we
provide no opinion supporting or objecting to an
application. Rather we are including information
on the potential impact that the proposed
development would have on the ancient
woodland.

One of the most important features of Ancient
woodlands is the quality and inherent biodiversity
of the soil; they being relatively undisturbed
physically or chemically. This applies both to
Ancient Semi Natural Woodland (ASNW) and
Plantations on Ancient Woodland Sites (PAWS).
Direct impacts of development that could result in
the loss or deterioration of ancient woodland or
ancient and veteran trees include:

Agreed that direct and indirect impacts of
development could result in the loss or
deterioration of ancient woodland. As
ancient woodland is considered an
irreplaceable habitat, impacts to these are
not to be considered by the biodiversity
metric 2.0 and be considered in accordance
with the policy requirements, and in line
with the legal responsibilities of the Local
Planning Authority.
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Organisation

Document
Section/
Page

Comment

Change(s)
required

Council Response & Proposed Changes

e damaging or destroying all or part of
them (including their soils, ground flora or
fungi)

e damaging roots and understory (all the
vegetation under the taller trees)

e damaging or compacting soil around the
tree roots

e  polluting the ground around them

e changing the water table or drainage of
woodland or individual trees

e damaging archaeological features or
heritage assets

It is therefore essential that the ancient woodland
identified is considered appropriately to avoid the
above impacts.

We recommend that any woodland creation by
any means and woodland management works are
carried out in accordance to the UK Forestry
Standard :
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/the
-uk-forestry-standard This guidance sets out the
UK government’s approach to sustainable forestry,
including standards and requirements, regulations
and monitoring, and reporting.

The Forestry Commission would strongly
encourage the Kirklees Council consider climate
change when developing their Biodiversity Net
Gain Advice Note. The predicted changes in
temperature along with introduced plant pests

No Change.

The aim of the BNGTAN is to provide
detailed guidance on achieving biodiversity
net gain through development which
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Organisation

Document
Section/
Page

Comment

Change(s)
required

Council Response & Proposed Changes

and diseases mean that we there is a need to
create and manage woodlands that are more
resilient to these threats.

Woodland adaption for resilience can be achieved
through.

e Planting a wider range of tree species

e Using seed from a wider range of origins
and provenances, including planting
native trees outside their natural range.

e Encouraging natural regeneration where
it is likely to be successful, to encourage
evolutionary adaptation and as the
climate changes

e  Protecting from damaging animals

Further information can be found in the Forestry
Commissions guide to Responding to the climate
emergency with new trees and woodlands

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/governme

nt/uploads/system/uploads/attachment data/file
/892714/Responding to the climate emergency
with new trees and woodlands.pdf

We also recommend using the Ecological Site
Classification Decision Support System when
choosing species to be planted as apart of
Biodiversity Net Gain :
https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/tools-and-

includes measures to help to respond
climate change.
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Page

Comment

Change(s)
required

Council Response & Proposed Changes

resources/ecological-site-classification-decision-
support-system-esc-dss/.

A summary of Government policy on ancient
woodland

Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act
2006 (published October 2006).

Section 40 — “Every public authority must, in
exercising its functions, have regard, so far as is
consistent with the proper exercise of those
functions, to the purpose of conserving
biodiversity”.

National Planning Policy Framework (published
February 2019).

Paragraph 175 — “development resulting in the
loss or deterioration of irreplaceable habitats
(such as ancient woodland and ancient or veteran
trees) should be refused, unless there are wholly
exceptional reasons and a suitable compensation
strategy exists”.

Planning Practice Guidance (published March
2014)

This Guidance supports the implementation and
interpretation of the National Planning Policy
Framework. This section outlines the Forestry
Commission’s role as a non statutory consultee

Summary of protection afforded to ancient
woodland sites and further guidance
available noted.
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Page

Comment

Change(s)
required

Council Response & Proposed Changes

on “development proposals that contain or are
likely to affect Ancient Semi-Natural woodlands
or Plantations on Ancient Woodlands Sites
(PAWS) (as defined and recorded in Natural
England’s Ancient Woodland Inventory), including
proposals where any part of the development site
is within 500 metres of an ancient semi-natural
woodland or ancient replanted woodland, and
where the development would involve erecting
new buildings, or extending the footprint of
existing buildings”

It also notes that ancient woodland is an
irreplaceable habitat, and that, in planning
decisions, Plantations on Ancient Woodland Sites
(PAWS) should be treated equally in terms of the
protection afforded to ancient semi-natural
woodland in the National Planning Policy
Framework. It highlights the Ancient Woodland
Inventory as a way to find out if a woodland is
ancient.

The UK Forestry Standard (4th edition published
August 2017).

Page 23: “Areas of woodland are material
considerations in the planning process and may be
protected in local authority Area Plans. These
plans pay particular attention to woods listed on
the Ancient Woodland Inventory and areas
identified as Sites of Local Nature Conservation
Importance SLNCls)”.

Proposed Change.

Agreed that both semi-natural ancient
woodland and plantations of ancient
woodland should be treated equally in
terms of protection afforded. Add addition
text to paragraph 2.3.2 to read “...Local
Wildlife Site (LWS, Ancient Semi-Natural
Woodland, Plantations on Ancient
Woodland Sites and....”
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Document
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Page
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Change(s)
required

Council Response & Proposed Changes

Keepers of Time — A Statement of Policy for
England’s Ancient and Native Woodland
(published June 2005).

Page 10 “The existing area of ancient woodland
should be maintained and there should be a net
increase in the area of native woodland”.

Natural Environment White Paper “The Natural
Choice” (published June 2011)

Paragraph 2.53 - This has a “renewed commitment
to conserving and restoring ancient woodlands”.

Paragraph 2.56 — “The Government is committed
to providing appropriate protection to ancient
woodlands and to more restoration of plantations
on ancient woodland sites”.

Standing Advice for Ancient Woodland and
Veteran Trees (first published October 2014,
revised November 2017)

This advice, issued jointly by Natural England and
the Forestry Commission, is a material
consideration for planning decisions across
England. It explains the definition of ancient
woodland, its importance, ways to identify it and
the policies that are relevant to it.

The Standing Advice refers to an Assessment
Guide. This guide sets out a series of questions to

Standing advice noted.
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Page
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Change(s)
required

Council Response & Proposed Changes

help planners assess the impact of the proposed
development on the ancient

woodland. Summaries of some Case Decisions are
also available that demonstrate how certain
previous planning decisions have taken planning
policy into account when considering the impact
of proposed developments on ancient woodland.

Biodiversity 2020: a strategy for England’s wildlife

and ecosystem services (published August 2011).

Paragraph 2.16 - Further commitments to protect
ancient woodland and to continue restoration of
Plantations on Ancient Woodland Sites (PAWS).

Importance and Designation of Ancient and
Native Woodland

Ancient Semi Natural Woodland (ASNW)

Woodland composed of mainly native trees and
shrubs derived from natural seedfall or coppice
rather than from planting,and known to be
continuously present on the site since at least AD
1600. Ancient Woodland sites are shown on
Natural England’s Inventory of Ancient Woodland.

Plantations on Ancient Woodland Site (PAWS)

Woodlands derived from past planting, but on
sites known to be continuously wooded in one
form or another since at least AD 1600. They can
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Council Response & Proposed Changes

be replanted with conifer and broadleaved trees
and can retain ancient woodland features, such as
undisturbed soil, ground flora and fungi. Very old
PAWS composed of native species can have
characteristics of ASNW. Ancient Woodland sites
(including PAWS) are on Natural England’s
Inventory of Ancient Woodland.

Other Semi-Natural Woodland (OSNW)

Woodland which has arisen since AD 1600, is
derived from natural seedfall or planting and
consists of at least 80% locally native trees and
shrubs (i.e., species historically found in England
that would arise naturally on the site). Sometimes
known as ‘recent semi-natural woodland’.

Other woodlands may have developed
considerable ecological value, especially if they
have been established on cultivated land or been
present for many decades.

Information Tools — The Ancient Woodland
Inventory

This is described as provisional because new
information may become available that shows that
woods not on the inventory are likely to be ancient
or, occasionally, vice versa. In addition, ancient
woods less than two hectares or open woodland
such as ancient wood-pasture sites were generally
not included on the inventories. For more
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Page
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Change(s)
required

Council Response & Proposed Changes

technical detail see Natural England’s Ancient
Woodland Inventory. Inspection may determine
that other areas qualify.

Further Guidance

Felling Licences - Under the Forestry Act (1967) a
Felling Licence is required for felling more than 5
cubic metres per calendar quarter. Failure to
obtain a licence may lead to prosecution and the
issue of a restocking notice.

Environmental Impact Assessment - Under the
Environmental Impact Assessment (Forestry)
(England and Wales) Regulations 1999, as
amended, deforestation which is likely to have a
significant impact on the environment may also
require formal consent from the Forestry
Commission.

SPD_BNG31

Barratt and
David Wilson
Homes
Yorkshire
West

Page 7,
Paragraph
3.1.1

We support Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG) and this is
something which has been a requirement via the
NPPF for some time now.

However, we are fully aware that the Government
will be introducing a 10% BNG requirement via the
Environmental Bill in 2021. Currently this is not
expected to take place until Spring 2021 at the
earliest and even then, there will be a 2 year
transition period before this specific benchmark
comes in to force. This is 2 years from when the

We would suggest that
the interim guidance is
written to complement
the sequence of events
that should happen at a
national level where a LPA
does not have a specific
policy requirement in
percentage terms. Rather
than contradict national
guidance. Given that this

No Change

Support for biodiversity net gain noted and
welcomed.

The requirement for development to
achieve a biodiversity net gain is set out in
the adopted Local Plan policy LP30
(Biodiversity and Geodiversity).
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possible, with off-site compensation a last resort.

that all net gains should
be delivered on site
wherever possible, with

Ref No. Organisation | Document Comment Change(s) Council Response & Proposed Changes
Section/ required
Page
Environment Bill receives royal assent. Where a is only an interim The requirement for a 10% biodiversity net
Local Planning Authority (LPA) does not have a guidance until national gain post-development is in line with the
local plan policy in place specifying a particular guidance comes in, we forthcoming national legislation and
requirement in percentage terms, then it can would suggest removing | neighbouring local authorities. The
not require 10% until the new legislation comes in |all reference to 10%. Or introduction of this target within Kirklees it
to affect and only after the transition period hold off on adopting this |to aid the transition during the interim
ceases. guidance, until 1) the 10% | period until the introduction of the
requirement comes into [Environment Bill. The requirement for a
Thus, we object to a 10% requirement ahead of force and 2) when measurable net gain is not the creation of
this being brought in by Government. To do so Government have issued |new policy rather a new method of
would cause not only cause confusion and more clarity on this guantifying net gain consistently across
uncertainty to everyone involved in the matter, to ensure that any [developments and districts.
development industry, but there would be no legal |local document does not
basis on which to request this. conflict with national The TAN will be reviewed and updated in
guidance. line with the latest government guidance
We accept that the new national requirement will when available.
take place in due course, but it is only fair for this
to start in accordance with government guidance
and not before.
We do not object to the LPA bringing out guidance
to support developers and others in ensuring that
BNG is achieved in line with current NPPF
requirements. However, we would strongly
recommend that the reference to requiring 10%
prior to this being set as a national requirement is
removed.
SPD_BNG32 |Yorkshire 3.4 Section 3.4 could be stronger to demonstrate that |Section 3.4 could be Proposed Change.
Wildlife Trust all net gains should be delivered on site wherever |[stronger to demonstrate

Provide additional paragraph above 3.4.1
stating that “3.4.1 A biodiversity net gain
achieved within the development site is the
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Document
Section/
Page

Comment

Change(s)
required

Council Response & Proposed Changes

off-site compensation a
last resort.

preferred option within Kirklees. The method
of achieving a biodiversity net gain should be
integrated early into the design process and

the mitigation hierarchy followed to assist in
this.”

Change paragraph 3.4.1 to read “3.4.2 in-the
eventa-developmentproposabisunableto
odi . N
o followi
L ¢ tioationhi

justificati i ie-In exceptional
circumstances where it can be demonstrated

that on-site compensation methods have
been exhausted, it will be necessary to
secure biodiversity net gain off-site”.

SPD_BNG33

Yorkshire
Wildlife Trust

3.4

This section should also clarify what tariff has been
set by the LPA for each Biodiversity Unit, as is the
approach taken by other LPA’s nationwide to
ensure there is not a favourable bias towards
some sites or developers. The tariff will have to
take into account local land costs and
considerations over the ability to create new
habitats. Tariffs already set range between £9,000-
£15,00 per unit in the national Defra consultation
(2019), to £40,000 per unit in Warwickshire and
£93,570.48 per unit in some London boroughs.

Should clarify what tariff
has been set by the LPA
for each Biodiversity Unit,
as is the approach taken
by other LPA’s nationwide
to ensure there is not a
favourable bias towards
some sites or developers.

No Change.

The tariff per biodiversity unit is subject to
change frequently with fluctuations in land
prices and local market demand. In addition,
there is current market research on-going on
the local value of biodiversity units by local
authorities and government bodies in
preparation for the introduction of the
Environment Bill. Therefore, in the interim
period this guidance applies to, each
application will be assessed on a case-by-case
basis by the LPA and a commuted sum
devised based on the most recent relevant
evidence. This will be subject to review when
further information is forthcoming or when
an update of the guidance is undertaken.
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usually not be accepted, as this is often beyond
the lifetime of the development.

habitats that have a time
to condition of over 30
years will usually not be
accepted, as this is often
beyond the lifetime of the
development.

Ref No. Organisation | Document Comment Change(s) Council Response & Proposed Changes
Section/ required
Page
SPD_BNG34 |Yorkshire 3.4 This section should also include clarification that  |Should include Proposed Change.
Wildlife Trust off-site compensation will not be accepted on sites | clarification that off-site
which are already required to being habitats into [compensation will not be |Agree to add additional text regarding sites
favourable condition e.g., as a result of their accepted on sites which to be excluded from compensation schemes.
designation or as a condition of another planning |are already required to
application. Sites may, however, be appropriate if |being habitats into Amend paragraph 3.4.3 to read “Offsite
the condition is to be further improved or if LWS  [favourable condition. Sites | compensation schemes that involve land
currently not in favourable management, or under | may, however, be allocated for development within the
any other responsibility, are brought into appropriate if the Kirklees Local Plan, including safeguarded
management to enhance their designating condition is to be further |land, or within protected sites will not be
features. improved or if LWS considered appropriate compensation for
currently not in development impacts occurring within the
favourable management, |district.”
or under any other
responsibility, are brought
into management to
enhance their designating
features.
SPD_BNG35 |Yorkshire 3.4 The guidance should include that those habitats The guidance should Proposed Change.
Wildlife Trust that have a time to condition of over 30 years will |include that those

Agreed that habitats which take longer than
30 years to establish will not usually be
considered acceptable. Add additional
sentence to paragraph 3.5.1 to read
“...maintenance of biodiversity. Therefore,
any proposed habitat creation or
enhancement which is predicted by the
metric to take longer than 30 years to reach
the target condition will not usually be
accepted for biodiversity net gain purposes”.

Kirklees Biodiversity Net Gain Technical Advice Note Consultation Statement June 2021

Page 49




site metric due for release by Defra soon.

the application of the
small site metric due for
release by Defra soon.

Ref No. Organisation | Document Comment Change(s) Council Response & Proposed Changes
Section/ required
Page
SPD_BNG36 |Yorkshire 3.5 Section 3.5 should specify that monitoring should |Section 3.5 should specify |Proposed Change.
Wildlife Trust utilise the same version of the metric as was that monitoring should
utilised at the planning application stage. It should |utilise the same version of | Agreed that the monitoring should utilise
also include provision for the revision of the EDS  [the metric as was utilised |the same version of the metric as was
with scope for remedial or retrospective at the planning utilised within the planning application. Add
works/habitat creation to be undertaken or application stage. It additional sentence to paragraph 3.5.3 to
changes in management strategies applied, should [should also include read “...Biodiversity Metric 2.0._The
the habitats be found to not be meeting the provision for the revision |monitoring of sites should utilise the same
required condition stated in the initial application. |of the EDS with scope for |version of the metric as accompanied the
remedial or retrospective |planning application.”
works/habitat creation to
be undertaken or changes |Agree that provision for remedial measures
in management strategies |or changes to the management regime
applied, should the should be included. Add sentence to
habitats be found to not |paragraph 3.5.4 to read “...may be taken.
be meeting the required |Revisions may be required to original
condition stated in the management accompanying the planning
initial application. application in this instance and this should
be accompanied adequate evidence and
justification for the proposed changes.”
SPD_BNG37 |Yorkshire 4.2 Section 4.2, we are pleased to see consideration of |Section 4.2, we are No Change.
Wildlife Trust baseline values in this context. pleased to see
consideration of baseline |Support noted and welcomed.
values in this context.
SPD_BNG38 |Yorkshire 4.3 With regards to Section 4.3, please refer to our please refer to our No Change.
Wildlife Trust comments above and the application of the small |[previous comments and

Although the introduction of the
Environment Bill will mandate all
development covered by the Town and
Country Planning Act to achieve a
measurable net gain. At the time of writing,
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a ‘small site” metric had not been released
by DEFRA and therefore minor
developments are currently not required to
utilise a metric. All development is expected
to follow the ecological mitigation hierarchy
and achieve a biodiversity net gain in line
with Local Plan policy LP30 regardless.

SPD_BNG39

Yorkshire
Wildlife Trust

51.2

Within, paragraph 5.1.2 we would encourage the
inclusion of priority habitats and local BAP habitats

as being of high strategic significance.

We would encourage the
inclusion of priority
habitats and local BAP
habitats as being of high
strategic significance.

Proposed Change.

Agree that habitats of principal importance
within Kirklees should be given a higher
value within the appropriate biodiversity
opportunity zones. Add additional sentence
to paragraph 5.1.2 to read “... the Kirklees
Wildlife Habitat Network. Any Habitat of
Principal Importance within Kirklees located
within the associated Biodiversity
Opportunity Zone.”

SPD_BNG40

Yorkshire
Wildlife Trust

5.21

should include draft BS 8683 (2020) as a relevant

guidance document.

should include draft BS
8683 (2020) as a relevant
guidance document.

No Change.

As BS 8683 (2020) is still a draft document it
cannot be included within the TAN at this
stage. Should the TAN be updated in the
future and the BS 8683 (2020) be published,
its inclusion at this stage would be
considered.

SPD_BNG41

Yorkshire
Wildlife Trust

6.1.1

Section 6.1 could include historic maps (inferred

later on) and local species groups (e.g., West

Could include historic
maps and local species
groups as resources for

Proposed Change.
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system, rather than converting from NVC or Phase
1, and how condition assessments must be
undertaken during the site visit.

utilising UK Habitat
Classification system,
rather than converting
from NVC or Phase 1, and
how condition
assessments must be
undertaken during the site
visit.

Ref No. Organisation | Document Comment Change(s) Council Response & Proposed Changes
Section/ required
Page
Yorkshire Bat Group) as resources for desk-based |desk-based studies of Agree that local wildlife groups provide
studies of sites. sites. valuable information in many cases and the
use of these should be encouraged.
Add additional words to paragraph 6.1.1 to
read “... Records Centre and records from
the local wildlife protection groups”.
SPD_BNG42 |Yorkshire 6.2.2 Within paragraph 6.2.2 it should be highlighted It should be highlighted Proposed Change.
Wildlife Trust that all mitigation and compensation for that all mitigation and
designated sites and protected species must be compensation for Agreed that mitigation for designated sites
undertaken prior to the application of biodiversity |designated sites and and irreplaceable habitats is additional. Add
net gain which is considered to be additional. protected species must be |sentence to paragraph 6.2.2 to read “...of
undertaken prior to the the EclA. Bespoke compensation or
application of biodiversity |mitigation required for impacts to
net gain which is designated sites and irreplaceable habitats
considered to be must be determined prior to application of
additional. the metric, which is considered to be
additional”
SPD_BNG43 |Yorkshire 6.2 Section 6.2 should also highlight the preferential |Should highlight the Proposed Change.
Wildlife Trust approach of utilising UK Habitat Classification preferential approach of

Agree that reference that the metric
requires input from the UK Habitat
Classification should be included. Add
sentence to paragraph 2.1.1 to read “The
metric is based on the UK Habitat
Classification system however a conversion
tool allows translation from Phase 1 JNCC
habitats”.
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Add additional paragraph to 6.2 to read
“Habitat type identification during ecological
surveys should be completed through the
use of UK Habitat Classification System to
allow direct input into the metric. This
removes the need to translate habitats from
alternative habitat recording systems such
as Phase 1 JNCC, which may not be directly
comparable, and ensures data is directly
comparable on a national scale.”

SPD_BNG44

Yorkshire
Wildlife Trust

7.1

We feel that section 7.1 would benefit from clarity
that net gain must be achieved in all habitat types.
However, are supportive that condition changes
above one step change are unlikely to be realistic
and must have clear and robust justification. This
section should also include mention, as above,
that habitats that take over 30 years to condition
will generally not be accepted.

Would benefit from clarity
that net gain must be
achieved in all habitat
types. Should include
mention that habitats that
take over 30 years to
condition will generally
not be accepted.

Proposed Change.

Support for the requirement that condition
changes of habitats must be realistic and
justified.

Agree that clarification regarding that a 10%
net gain must be achieved from the baseline
value of each habitat type should be
provided. As this is addressed within
paragraph 7.4.1, Section 7.1 is considered to
be the most appropriate place to include
further details. Add additional paragraph to
7.1toread “7.1.4 In addition to a 10%
biodiversity net gain overall on the site (in
both habitat units and linear features,
depending on the ecological baseline of the
site), a 10% gain should be achieved in each
broad habitat type identified on the site with
a distinctiveness of medium or above.”
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permanent due to the time to recreate these
habitats on site.

habitats due to
construction should be
considered permanent
due to the time to
recreate these habitats on
site.

Ref No. Organisation | Document Comment Change(s) Council Response & Proposed Changes
Section/ required
Page
SPD_BNG45 (Yorkshire 7.3.1 Section 7.3 should clarify that it is most acceptable |Should clarify that it is No Change.
Wildlife Trust for residential curtilages, including gardens, be most acceptable for
included within the metric as ‘Urban — residential curtilages, The inclusion of vegetated gardens or other
Unvegetated Garden’ or ‘Urban — including gardens, be biodiversity net gain features within the
Developed/Sealed Surface’. included within the metric |curtilage of residential gardens will be
as ‘Urban — Unvegetated |[considered on a case by case basis provided
Garden’ or ‘Urban — these are considered realistic or can be
Developed/Sealed secured through an appropriate legal
Surface’. agreement.
SPD_BNG46 |Yorkshire The advice note would also benefit from inclusion |The advice note would No Change
Wildlife Trust of what is expected to be included under also benefit from inclusion
‘Accelerated Succession’ and ‘Enhancement’. of what is expected to be |[The Accelerated succession tool currently
Generally speaking, we would view the included under included within the Biodiversity Metric 2.0 is
transformation of scrub to woodland as ‘Accelerated Succession’ |currently considered to have significant
appropriate under accelerated succession but and ‘Enhancement’. errors and is due to be removed/replaced
would not view the complete loss of a habitat within the updated metric as indicated by
which is then replanted to be considered in this the latest public consultation by Natural
way, nor loss of a priority habitat to be ‘succussed’ England therefore further clarification
to woodland. regarding its use is not considered to be
required.
SPD_BNGA47 |Yorkshire It should be made clear that any temporary loss of |It should be made clear Proposed Change.
Wildlife Trust habitats due to construction should be considered [that any temporary loss of

Agree that clarification that the temporary
loss of habitats needs to be considered as a
loss, should be incorporated into the TAN.

Add additional paragraph to section 7.1 to
read “7.1.5 Where temporary habitat losses
are set to occur as a result of the proposals,
these must be classed as permanent and any
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reinstated habitats recorded as newly
created within the metric. This is to account
for the time taken for habitats to re-
establish following damage and the risk of

failure”.

SPD_BNG48

Yorkshire
Wildlife Trust

The Trust would also recommend inclusion of
details of the ‘Building with Nature’ initiative
within the Advice Note. Building with Nature is a
framework that enables developers to integrate
high-quality multifunctional green infrastructure
to create places in which people and nature can
flourish. It provides developers with a possible
mechanism to deliver a number of policies
including LP 27, 28, 29, 30 and 31 and to meet the
targets being explored by WYCA to improve Green
Infrastructure across the region. We also believe
that this approach would help developers achieve
those ambitions set out within the Open Space
SPD currently being consulted on.

Building with Nature sets out standards to provide
a benchmark to be used in addition to the
Biodiversity Net Gain metric, in order to provide a
qualitative assessment of a proposed development
site. The Building with Nature (BwN) key themes
are:

e Core — Distinguishing green infrastructure from a
more conventional approach to provision of open

and green space.

¢ Wildlife — to protect and enhance wildlife,

Recommend inclusion of
details of the ‘Building
with Nature’ initiative
within the Advice Note.

No Change.

Comments regarding inclusion of the
‘Building with Nature’ initiative noted. It is
recognised that there are various initiatives
and schemes which complement the
achievement of biodiversity net gain within
development. However, as the specific
method of incorporating biodiversity within
development are not covered by this TAN,
the inclusion or reference to such schemes
is considered outside of the scope of the
document.
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creating networks where nature can thrive, and
supporting the creation of development which
more effectively delivers a net gain for wildlife.

e Water —a commitment to improving water
quality, on site and in the wider area: reducing the
risk of flooding and managing water naturally for
maximum benefit.

¢ Wellbeing — to deliver health and wellbeing
benefits through the green features on site,
making sure they can be easily accessed by people
close to where they live.

Building with Nature is a voluntary approach
developed by practitioners, policy-makers and
academic experts, and tested with the people who
will use and benefit from the framework. There
are three levels of accreditation; Design, Full
(Good) and Full (Excellent) and schemes can be
assessed at pre-application, reserved matters and
post-construction/in-use stages. Further
information can be accessed via the website:
https://www.buildingwithnature.org.uk. Yorkshire
Wildlife Trust has two Building with Nature trained
assessors and is keen to progress this approach
with developers.

SPD_BNG49

Yorkshire
Wildlife Trust

333

We would also be encouraged by the inclusion of
the requirement for an Ecological Design Strategy
(EDS) to be provided along with the EclA (rather
than the CEMP and LEMP currently required at
stage 5) and developed at the very early stages of
development, which outlines how habitats (and

We would be encouraged
by the inclusion of
Ecological Design Strategy
(EDS) along with EclA,
rather than the CEMP and
LEMP at stage 5. The EDS

No Change.

Although the consideration of an Ecological
Design Strategy or Landscape & Ecological
Management Plan is encouraged, the
requirement for this at an early stage of the
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species) will be protected on site following the
mitigation hierarchy, how habitats will be created,
manged and monitored in perpetuity (or for a
minimum of 30 years) along with responsibilities
for each stage (as per draft BS 8683). Whilst we
appreciate these will not be possible to finalise in
early stages, a working document should be
submitted with the application and updated as
required at each stage of design in accordance
with BS 8683. These should be finalised by stage 5
as currently shown in Table 1.

should be developed at
the very early stages of
development and it
should outline

how habitats (and
species) will be protected
on site following the
mitigation hierarchy, how
habitats will be created,
manged and monitored in
perpetuity (or for a
minimum of 30 years)
along with responsibilities
for each stage (as per
draft BS 8683). a working
document should be
submitted with the
application and updated
as required at each stage
of design in accordance
with BS 8683. These
should be finalised by
stage 5 as currently shown
in Table 1.

development is on a case-by-case basis.
Should further detail be required for
security of a biodiversity net gain, these
documents may be requested prior to
determination. It is not considered
appropriate to reference BS 8683 within the
TAN as the document is still a draft and may
be subject to significant changes.

SPD_BNG50

Environment
Agency

paral.3.4

Paragraph 1.3.4

The following sentence contains a typing error:
“...leaves the natural environment is a measutably
better state than it was beforehand.”

Proposed Change.

Typing error within Paragraph 1.3.4 to be
corrected to read “leaves the natural
environment in a measurably better state
than it was beforehand.”
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SPD_BNG51 |Environment |para2.1.1 Paragraph 2.1.1 Proposed Change.
Agency
For the avoidance of doubt, and to highlight the Agree that recognition of river units should
key difference between the original metric and the be included. Add additional words to
Biodiversity Metric 2.0, we would very much paragraph 2.1.1 to read “linear habitats
welcome the recognition of river habitat in the measured in length (such as hedgerows and
following sentence: rivers).”
“The metric is based on habitats and incorporates Agree that link could be included to the
separate modules for habitats measured in area current metric within Section 2. Add
(such as woodland and grassland) and linear additional text to end of paragraph 2.1.1 to
habitats measured in length (such as hedgerows read “...is determined and can be accessed
and rivers)”. at the Natural England Publications
Website.”
We note there is a link to the metric and guidance
provided in paragraph 5.2.1 (Section B: Guidance
for Ecological Consultants), but think it would be
useful to include either a link at the end of
paragraph 2.1.1 as well, or signpost readers to the
link provided in paragraph 5.2.1.
SPD_BNG52 |Environment |para3.1.1 Paragraph 3.1.1 Proposed Change.
Agency Agree that clarification regarding that a 10%
Section 3.1.1 seems like a good place within the net gain must be achieved from the baseline
document to highlight the need for each of the value of each habitat type should be
habitat units present to be assessed and summed provided. As this is addressed within
separately. To make this point as clear as possible, paragraph 7.4.1, this is considered to be the
it would be useful to include more detail at the most appropriate place to include further
end of section 3.1.1 and suggest the following as details. Add additional text to paragraph
an example: 7.4.1 to read “...individually. In addition, a
10% net gain must be achieved in each
It is important to note that the biodiversity units individual habitat type contributing to the
calculated through the core habitat area-based baseline value of the site”.
metric and each of the supplementary linear units
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are unique and cannot be summed or converted.
When reporting biodiversity gains or losses using
the Biodiversity Metric 2.0, the different
biodiversity unit types (i.e. core habitat area-based
units, supplementary linear-based hedgerow units,
and supplementary linear-based river units) must
be reported separately and cannot be summed to
give an overall biodiversity unit value. For
example, in order for a development to achieve
biodiversity net gain, it must demonstrate at least
10% net gain separately in each of the habitat
units present on site.

However, we recognise that this information is
covered, to some extent, within section 7.4.1 and
you may consider that a more appropriate place to
expand the explanation.

SPD_BNG53

Environment
Agency

para 3.3.3

Paragraph 3.3.3

We like the prescriptive and staged approach
detailed within Table 1 which provides a clear step
by step guide for developers.

No Change.

Support noted and welcomed.

SPD_BNG54

Environment
Agency

For your awareness, the Biodiversity Metric 3.0 is
expected in January 2021, as this is an evolving
tool. This should also be accompanied by updated
guidance.

We strongly encourage you to consider how you
will continue to incorporate net gain within your
Local Plan policies and Supplementary Planning
Documents. You will need to consider any
supporting evidence requirements.

No Change.

Comments on updating and producing new
guidance documents and local plan policies
noted.
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Biodiversity net gain policy needs to be founded
on a good yet proportionate evidence base. A
good evidence base puts you in a strong position
to shape the subsequent direction of policy. We
encourage you to use the best available local
environmental data. There is also an opportunity
to consider Nature Recovery Strategies within this
evidence gathering and wider natural capital goals.

This is the opportunity to consider the local
biodiversity priorities and the level of significance
for sites. Areas set out by the local planning
authority as strategically important are considered
more important in the Natural England
Biodiversity Net Gain Metric. We would highlight
that any future policy and evidence base should
include, and have particular reference to, riparian
(water environment) habitats.

Local Plan policies should reflect the objectives of
the 25 Year Environment Plan and the
Environment Bill. There is a legal duty to consider
this through the NERC Act, NPPF and the
Environment Bill when it receives Royal Ascent.
We encourage you to consider the importance of
local context and partnership in net gain
implementation.

Pre-application Enquiries

We appreciate this isn’t mentioned in this note,
but to be consistent with advice we have given to

Comments regarding pre-application
discussions noted.
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other local authorities in Yorkshire, we offer the
following comment:

We are supportive of encouraging applicants and
developers to engage in pre-application
discussions which should then result in a better
quality and more environmentally sensitive
development. It would be possible, and we
welcome, linking in with the Environment Agency
planning advice service for specific advice on river
habitats in regard to BNG. The terms and
conditions of our charged for planning advice
service are available here with further details
available here.

Working group

We are aware that there is a West Yorkshire group
forming that is looking to collaborate on BNG
across the West Yorkshire Combined Authority
area. We strongly encourage you to continue
these discussions, policy formation and evidence
gathering to work towards a robust net gain
system.

Comments noted.

Comments noted.

SPD_BNG55

Holme Valley
Vision

1.1.2

This is a substantive document, giving real
guidance on how on the intent, meaning and
mechanism work together to benefit the
environment in which we all live. Given its
technical nature, we are not in a position to
comment in detail.

No Change.

Comments noted.
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We would like to remind the Council of the many
local surveys and consultation exercises carried
out in the Holme Valley over the last ten years.
These have consistently shown the local people
consider the environment and its care to be a high
priority.

We therefore welcome the Council’s commitment
and would support any action it has to take to
“provide net biodiversity gains through good
design by incorporating biodiversity
enhancements and habitat creation”. We are
concerned, however that the policy statement in
taking a negative rather that a positive stance will
weaken its ability to make improvements to
biodiversity.

The policy currently states:

“All development in Kirklees will be expected to
avoid significant loss or harm to biodiversity
through protection, mitigation and compensatory
measures and seek opportunities to enhance
biodiversity value and ecological links.”

We would recommend that the Council takes
advantage of the new legislation to change this
policy statement to read:

“All development in Kirklees will be required to
provide biodiversity gains through protection,
mitigation and compensatory measures to reduce
the impact of the development on the ecosystem

No Change.

This policy is policy LP30 (Biodiversity &
Geodiversity) of the adopted Local Plan and
has been found ‘sound’ through the Local
Plan Examination in Public. Statutory Local
Plan policy can only be changed through a
review of the Local Plan.
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affected by that development and seek
opportunities to enhance biodiversity value and
ecological links more generally.”

SPD_BNG56

Holme Valley
Parish Council

111

Overall

® Welcome the issuing of these documents, which
supply greater detail to supplement the provisions
of the Local Plan.

* Welcome being given the opportunity to
comment on the documents.

® Welcome the clarity of presentation

* Welcome the frequent references to climate
change / sustainability / biodiversity in the texts of
all documents but there is no sense of urgency,
given that Kirklees and HVPC have declared a
climate emergency. Section 4.4 Sustainable design
in SPD Extensions and alterations is noted.

General Response:

Overall, the SPDs which are generally clearly laid
out and provide a useful guide for applicants
across the topics covered.

They are in many ways aligned with the more
detailed information within the Holme Valley
Neighbourhood Development Plan which
articulates more specifics about elements such as
our landscape and built character and gives the

No Change.
Not relevant to Biodiversity Net Gain TAN.

Comments noted.
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views of our community. This is important as the
SPDs are written from a developer's perspective so
we hope that they can be used in conjunction with
the NDP to better understand the relationship
between buildings and the community they sit
within.

Climate change and the need to act on the climate
emergency is reflected in the SPDs but not
expressed in the strong terms required to drive
real action. For example, the Householders Design
Guide only encourages or supports renewable
technologies / shared energy projects rather than
requiring these things to be considered as
standard and only not applied if rationale is
provided.

It is important that new houses are built with solar
panels, ground source heating etc. considered
seriously from the start, not left to individual
homeowners to add later. Many of the new
developments in the valley do not seem to include
these and indeed, utilities often appear to be
added to and put under considerable pressure
thereby causing problems for existing residents.
The utilities should be enhanced, and recent
problems have been visible such as recent flooding
at the new housing in Scholes and lack of sufficient
electrical supplies to support the promised car
charging provision in Hade Edge.

The House Extensions and Alterations SPD is an
extremely useful document providing a full range
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of positive and negative examples and we
welcome this clarity which should be very helpful
to those seeking to extend or alter their homes.

Overall, we welcome the opportunity to contribute
to these SPDs and the additional clarity they bring.
Many terms within the SPDs are subjective such as
referencing character, distinctiveness and public
views and we recognise that this challenge of
balancing specificity with the general values of an
area is a challenge for all planning documents.

However, we hope that together with the Holme
Valley specifics of the NDP, these SPDs will provide
a clearer articulation of what is acceptable in the
future.

SPD_BNG57

Holme Valley
Parish Council

3.2.2

Holme Valley Parish Council welcomes the
document and what it seeks to achieve, i.e., all
development should avoid significant loss to
biodiversity and development proposals should
provide biodiversity gains

We approve the requirement that minor
developments, - i.e. less than 10 dwellings, - are
subject to the mitigation hierarchy. As with all
major developments, minor developments will still
be expected to provide adequate ecological
information, apply the mitigation hierarchy, and
demonstrate a biodiversity net gain in accordance
with the National Planning Policy Framework and
Kirklees Local Plan Policy LP30.

As we know most new build planning applications

No Change.

Support on the requirement that all
development follow the ecological
mitigation hierarchy and provide
biodiversity net gains noted and welcomed.

Provisions for wildlife within the curtilages
of residential properties are outside of the
scope of technical advice note. However,
the design of features for wildlife within
these spaces is considered on a case-by-case
basis based on the existing ecological
functions of the site. Examples of
opportunities to include feature for
biodiversity net gain within residential
dwellings and gardens are included within
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in the Holme Valley are for less than 10 houses. the Housebuilder Design Guide SPD and
House Extensions and Alterations SPD.
In General, we:
® Are encouraged by the requirement that new
private gardens should be designed to be “wildlife
friendly” but what does this mean in practice?
e Support the Local Plan (LP30) requirement for
development proposals to provide net biodiversity
gains through good design by incorporating
biodiversity enhancements and habitat creation.
® Approve the notion that development should be
carried out in line with the mitigation hierarchy as
highlighted to result in no significant ecological
harm. Use of this hierarchy, significant harm
should be avoided.
SPD_BNG58 [Redrow 1.2.1 The Technical Advice Note (TAN) seeks to outline No Change.
how the emerging Government approach within
the Environment Bill 2019 will be applied within The requirement for development to
Kirklees. Much of the TAN relates to the use of the achieve a biodiversity net gain is set out in
Biodiversity Metric 2.0 which is expected to be the the adopted Local Plan policy LP30
confirmed tool for measuring net gain or loss. (Biodiversity and Geodiversity).
We note that the TAN seeks to supplement policy The requirement for a 10% biodiversity net
LP30 which sets out a requirement to avoid net gain post-development is in line with the
loss in biodiversity within Kirklees and to provide forthcoming national legislation and
measurable net gain within development neighbouring local authorities. The
proposals where opportunities exist. The TAN introduction of this target within Kirklees it
indicates that a 10% net gain will be sought. to aid the transition during the interim
period until the introduction of the
This is not consistent with LP30, and the TAN does Environment Bill. The requirement for a
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not have the ability to introduce new policy or measurable net gain is not the creation of
supplementary policy. Whilst the Environment Bill new policy rather a new method of
remains in Draft, a 10% net gain cannot be guantifying net gain consistently across
reasonably be sought and the TAN should as a developments and districts.
minimum acknowledge that in the interim, only
the requirements of the policy will be sought. The TAN will be reviewed and updated in
line with the latest government guidance
when available.
SPD_BNG59 |Private 1.11 Biodiverse plantation flowers is best and trees No Change.
Individual with fruits as all creation can enjoy the
environment of that area. Comment noted.
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	• ApressnoticewaspublishedintheHuddersfieldExamineron23Octoberand theDewsburyReporteron22Octoberhighlightingtheconsultationprocess. • Afeaturespacewasplacedonthecouncilwebsiteon19Octoberadvertisingthe consultation. • ApressreleasewaspostedonKirkleesTogetheron19OctoberandontheCouncil’s socialmediaplatformsfrom19October. • Anotificationemailwassenttoallcouncillorson16Octoberdetailingthestart oftheconsultation. 
	rd 
	nd 
	th 
	th 
	th 
	th 

	4.3 
	4.3 
	4.3 
	During the public consultation the council also held two presentations to the Agents Forum on 3November 2020 and PLC developers/Registered provider 17November 2020toraiseawarenessoftheSPDsandtheconsultationprocess. 
	rd 
	th 


	5. 
	5. 
	Main Issues Raised and The Council’s Response 


	5.1 Atotalof56comments(from16consultees)werereceivedtothepublicconsultationon theBiodiversityNetGainTechnicalAdviceNote.Thenumberofconsulteesbygroupis shownintable3below. 
	Table 3: Number of Consultees 
	Consultee Group 
	Consultee Group 
	Consultee Group 
	Number of Consultees 

	Regional/LocalOrganisations 
	Regional/LocalOrganisations 
	5 

	NationalOrganisations 
	NationalOrganisations 
	4 

	Residents/Individuals 
	Residents/Individuals 
	3 
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	Developers/PlanningAgents 
	Developers/PlanningAgents 
	Developers/PlanningAgents 
	2 

	Town/ParishCouncils 
	Town/ParishCouncils 
	1 

	LocalPlanningAuthorities/Councils 
	LocalPlanningAuthorities/Councils 
	1 


	5.2 Commentswerereceivedfromthefollowing: 
	5.2 Commentswerereceivedfromthefollowing: 
	• 
	• 
	• 
	Barratt&DavidWilsonHomes 

	• 
	• 
	CoalAuthority 

	• 
	• 
	EnvironmentAgency 

	• 
	• 
	ForestryCommission 

	• 
	• 
	HolmeValleyParishCouncil 

	• 
	• 
	HolmeValleyVisionNetwork 

	• 
	• 
	HuddersfieldCivicSociety 

	• 
	• 
	NaturalEngland • Privateindividualx3 

	• 
	• 
	Redrow 

	• 
	• 
	TransPenninetrail 

	• 
	• 
	WakefieldCouncil 

	• 
	• 
	WestYorkshireEcologyservice 

	• 
	• 
	YorkshireWildlifeTrust 


	5.3 Afulllistofpublicconsultationcommentsreceivedandthecouncil’sresponsestothese can befound in Appendix 2. Asummary of the main issues raised during consultation, including those from internal stakeholders, is set out below. It summarises the main points and the council’s response to how these issues have been addressed in the technicaladvicenote. 
	Table 4: Summary of Main Issues and Council Response 
	Summary of Main Issue 
	Summary of Main Issue 
	Summary of Main Issue 
	Council Response 

	10% Net Gain Threshold 1. The10%requirementisnotconsistentwith LP30,andtheTANdoesnothavetheabilityto introducenewpolicyorsupplementarypolicy WhilsttheEnvironmentBillremainsinDraft,a 10%netgaincannotbereasonablybesought andtheTANshouldasaminimum acknowledgethatintheinterim,onlythe requirementsofthepolicywillbesought. 
	10% Net Gain Threshold 1. The10%requirementisnotconsistentwith LP30,andtheTANdoesnothavetheabilityto introducenewpolicyorsupplementarypolicy WhilsttheEnvironmentBillremainsinDraft,a 10%netgaincannotbereasonablybesought andtheTANshouldasaminimum acknowledgethatintheinterim,onlythe requirementsofthepolicywillbesought. 
	1. NoChange. Therequirementfor developmenttoachievea biodiversitynetgainissetoutin theadoptedLocalPlanpolicy LP30(Biodiversityand Geodiversity). Therequirementfora10% biodiversitynetgainpostdevelopmentisinlinewiththe forthcomingnationallegislation andneighbouringlocal authorities.Theintroductionof 
	-
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	2. Shouldclarifythattheprincipleof10%net gainappliestoallindividualhabitatsand linearfeaturesandshouldnotjustrepresent anoverallgain. 
	2. Shouldclarifythattheprincipleof10%net gainappliestoallindividualhabitatsand linearfeaturesandshouldnotjustrepresent anoverallgain. 
	2. Shouldclarifythattheprincipleof10%net gainappliestoallindividualhabitatsand linearfeaturesandshouldnotjustrepresent anoverallgain. 
	thistargetwithinKirkleesittoaid thetransitionduringtheinterim perioduntiltheintroductionof theEnvironmentBill.The requirementforameasurable netgainisnotthecreationof newpolicyratheranewmethod ofquantifyingnetgain consistentlyacrossdevelopments anddistricts. TheTANwillbereviewedand updatedinlinewiththelatest governmentguidancewhen available. 2. Proposedchanges Agreethatbestpracticein accordancewiththeBiodiversity NetGain2.0guidancewouldbe toresultina10%netgainineach baselinebroadhabitat(ifabove mediumdistinc

	Tariff 
	Tariff 
	NoChange. 
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	ClarifywhattariffhasbeensetbytheLPAfor 
	ClarifywhattariffhasbeensetbytheLPAfor 
	ClarifywhattariffhasbeensetbytheLPAfor 
	Thetariffperbiodiversityunitis 

	eachBiodiversityUnit,asistheapproachtaken 
	eachBiodiversityUnit,asistheapproachtaken 
	subjecttochangefrequentlywith 

	byotherLPA’snationwidetoensurethereisnota 
	byotherLPA’snationwidetoensurethereisnota 
	fluctuationsinlandpricesand 

	favourablebiastowardssomesitesordevelopers. 
	favourablebiastowardssomesitesordevelopers. 
	localmarketdemand.Inaddition, thereiscurrentmarketresearch on-goingonthelocalvalueof biodiversityunitsbylocal authoritiesandgovernment bodiesinpreparationforthe introductionoftheEnvironment Bill.Therefore,intheinterim periodthisguidanceappliesto, eachapplicationwillbeassessed onacase-by-casebasisbythe LPAandacommutedsum devisedbasedonthemost recentrelevantevidence.This willbesubjecttoreviewwhen furtherinformationis forthcomingorwhenanupdate oftheguidanceisundertaken. 

	Timescale Concernsaboutthetimescaleforimplementation andwhenwillnetgainbearequirementonall planningapplications. 
	Timescale Concernsaboutthetimescaleforimplementation andwhenwillnetgainbearequirementonall planningapplications. 
	NoChange. Thetimescaleforthe implementationofthisguidance noteisimmediatelyfollowingits adoption.Thetimescaleforthe implementationofthe EnvironmentBillisfollowing RoyalAssentin2021.A biodiversitynetgainisalreadya requirementforallplanning applicationsinKirkleesaspartof LocalPlanPolicyLP30 (referencedinparagraph1.4.1) whichwasadoptedin2019. 

	Net Gain On-Site Theemphasisforon-siteprovisioncouldbe strongertodemonstratethatallnetgainsshould bedeliveredonsitewhereverpossible,withoffsitecompensationalastresort. 
	Net Gain On-Site Theemphasisforon-siteprovisioncouldbe strongertodemonstratethatallnetgainsshould bedeliveredonsitewhereverpossible,withoffsitecompensationalastresort. 
	-

	ProposedChange. Provideadditionalparagraph above3.4.1statingthat“3.4.1 A biodiversity net gain achieved within the development site isthe preferredoption within Kirklees. The method of achievinga biodiversity net gain should be 
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	Table
	TR
	integrated early into thedesign process and the mitigation hierarchy followed to assist in this.” Changeparagraph3.4.1toread “3.4.2 Intheeventa developmentproposalisunable todemonstrateabiodiversitynet gainwithintheapplicationarea, followingthecorrectapplication ofthemitigationhierarchyand justificationusingthemetricIn exceptional circumstances where it can be demonstrated that onsitecompensation methods have been exhausted,itwillbe necessarytosecurebiodiversity netgainoff-site”. 
	-


	30 Year Management and Monitoring of Habitats 1. Theguidanceshouldincludethatthose habitatsthathaveatimetoconditionofover 30yearswillusuallynotbeaccepted,asthisis oftenbeyondthelifetimeofthe development. 2. Itshouldbeclearwhetherthat30yearsstarts fromwhenthetargetconditionisachievedor fromwhenitiscreated. 
	30 Year Management and Monitoring of Habitats 1. Theguidanceshouldincludethatthose habitatsthathaveatimetoconditionofover 30yearswillusuallynotbeaccepted,asthisis oftenbeyondthelifetimeofthe development. 2. Itshouldbeclearwhetherthat30yearsstarts fromwhenthetargetconditionisachievedor fromwhenitiscreated. 
	1. ProposedChange. Agreedthathabitatswhichtake longerthan30yearstoestablish willnotusuallybeconsidered acceptable.Addadditional sentencetoparagraph3.5.1to read“…maintenanceof biodiversity.Therefore, any proposed habitat creation or enhancement which is predicted by the metricto take longer than 30 years to reach thetarget condition will not usually be accepted for biodiversitynet gain purposes”. 2. ProposedChange. Agreethatfurtherclarity regardingthepointfromwhich the30-yearmanagementand monitoringregimebeg
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	3. Monitoringshouldutilisethesameversionof themetricaswasutilisedattheplanning applicationstage.Itshouldalsoinclude provisionfortherevisionoftheEDSwith scopeforremedialorretrospective works/habitatcreationshouldthehabitatsbe foundtonotbemeetingtherequired conditionstatedintheinitialapplication. 
	3. Monitoringshouldutilisethesameversionof themetricaswasutilisedattheplanning applicationstage.Itshouldalsoinclude provisionfortherevisionoftheEDSwith scopeforremedialorretrospective works/habitatcreationshouldthehabitatsbe foundtonotbemeetingtherequired conditionstatedintheinitialapplication. 
	3. Monitoringshouldutilisethesameversionof themetricaswasutilisedattheplanning applicationstage.Itshouldalsoinclude provisionfortherevisionoftheEDSwith scopeforremedialorretrospective works/habitatcreationshouldthehabitatsbe foundtonotbemeetingtherequired conditionstatedintheinitialapplication. 
	AmendTable1toread“Monitor on-siteandoff-sitebiodiversity netgainfeaturestoensure habitatsaremanagedeffectively andachievetargetconditionfora minimum30-yearperiodfrom the datethey are createdor development works completed.” 3. ProposedChanges. Agreedthatthemonitoring shouldutilisethesameversionof themetricaswasutilisedwithin theplanningapplication.Add additionalsentencetoparagraph 3.5.3toread“…Biodiversity Metric2.0.Themonitoring of sites should utilise the same version of the metricas accompanied the planni

	The Metric 1. Itshouldbespecifiedthatmonitoringshould utilisethesameversionofthemetricaswas utilisedattheplanningapplicationstage.It shouldalsoincludeprovisionfortherevision oftheEDSwithscopeforremedialor retrospectiveworks/habitatcreationtobe undertakenorchangesinmanagement strategiesapplied,shouldthehabitatsbe 
	The Metric 1. Itshouldbespecifiedthatmonitoringshould utilisethesameversionofthemetricaswas utilisedattheplanningapplicationstage.It shouldalsoincludeprovisionfortherevision oftheEDSwithscopeforremedialor retrospectiveworks/habitatcreationtobe undertakenorchangesinmanagement strategiesapplied,shouldthehabitatsbe 
	1. ProposedChange. Agreedthatthemonitoring shouldutilisethesameversionof themetricaswasutilisedwithin theplanningapplication.Add additionalsentencetoparagraph 3.5.3toread“…Biodiversity Metric2.0.Themonitoring of sites should utilise the same 
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	foundtonotbemeetingtherequired conditionstatedintheinitialapplication. 2. Referenceshouldmadetotheuseofthe updatedversionsoftheDefraBeta BiodiversityMetricasandwhentheyare released.Clarificationforwhythismetricis favouredmayalsobebeneficial. 
	foundtonotbemeetingtherequired conditionstatedintheinitialapplication. 2. Referenceshouldmadetotheuseofthe updatedversionsoftheDefraBeta BiodiversityMetricasandwhentheyare released.Clarificationforwhythismetricis favouredmayalsobebeneficial. 
	foundtonotbemeetingtherequired conditionstatedintheinitialapplication. 2. Referenceshouldmadetotheuseofthe updatedversionsoftheDefraBeta BiodiversityMetricasandwhentheyare released.Clarificationforwhythismetricis favouredmayalsobebeneficial. 
	version of the metricas accompanied the planning application.” Agreethatprovisionforremedial measuresorchangestothe managementregimeshouldbe included.Addsentenceto paragraph3.5.4toread“…may betaken.Revisions may be required to original management accompanying the planning application in this instance and this should be accompanied adequate evidence and justification forthe proposed changes.” 2. ProposedChange. Agreethatfurtherclarification regardingtheversionofthe metrictobeutilised,particularly anyfutureup

	Small Sites Asthemetricisproportionaltothehabitatslost, itisstillappropriatetoapplytheseprinciplesto minordevelopments.Defraareexpectedto releasea‘smallsitemetric’forsuch circumstanceswhichisexpectedlate2020/early 2021.Minordevelopmentsshouldthereforestill beincludedwithinthispolicyandadvicenote. 
	Small Sites Asthemetricisproportionaltothehabitatslost, itisstillappropriatetoapplytheseprinciplesto minordevelopments.Defraareexpectedto releasea‘smallsitemetric’forsuch circumstanceswhichisexpectedlate2020/early 2021.Minordevelopmentsshouldthereforestill beincludedwithinthispolicyandadvicenote. 
	NoChange. Althoughtheintroductionofthe EnvironmentBillwillmandateall developmentcoveredbythe TownandCountryPlanningAct toachieveameasurablenetgain. Atthetimeofwriting,a‘small site’metrichadnotbeen releasedbyDEFRAandtherefore minordevelopmentsare currentlynotrequiredtoutilisea metric.Alldevelopmentis expectedtofollowtheecological mitigationhierarchyandachieve abiodiversitynetgaininlinewith 
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	TR
	LocalPlanpolicyLP30regardless asstatedwithinparagraph4.3.2. 

	Mitigation for Designated sites and Irreplaceable Habitats Allmitigationandcompensationfordesignated sitesandprotectedspeciesmustbeundertaken priortotheapplicationofbiodiversitynetgain whichisconsideredtobeadditional. 
	Mitigation for Designated sites and Irreplaceable Habitats Allmitigationandcompensationfordesignated sitesandprotectedspeciesmustbeundertaken priortotheapplicationofbiodiversitynetgain whichisconsideredtobeadditional. 
	ProposedChange. Agreedthatmitigationfor designatedsitesand irreplaceablehabitatsis additional.Addsentenceto paragraph6.2.2toread“…ofthe EcIA.Bespoke compensation or mitigation required for impacts to designated sites and irreplaceable habitats must be determined prior to application of the metric, whichis considered to be additional” 

	UK Habitat Classification System HighlightthepreferentialapproachofutilisingUK HabitatClassificationsystem,ratherthan convertingfromNVCorPhase1,andhow conditionassessmentsmustbeundertaken duringthesitevisit. 
	UK Habitat Classification System HighlightthepreferentialapproachofutilisingUK HabitatClassificationsystem,ratherthan convertingfromNVCorPhase1,andhow conditionassessmentsmustbeundertaken duringthesitevisit. 
	ProposedChange. Agreethatreferencethatthe metricrequiresinputfromthe UKHabitatClassificationshould beincluded.Addsentenceto paragraph2.1.1toread“The metric isbased on the UK Habitat Classification systemhowevera conversion tool allows translation from Phase 1 JNCC habitats”. Addadditionalparagraphto6.2 toread“Habitat type identification during ecological surveys should be completed through the use of UK Habitat Classification Systemtoallow direct input into the metric. This removes the needto translate habi

	Temporary loss of habitats 
	Temporary loss of habitats 
	ProposedChange. 
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	Itshouldbemadeclearthatanytemporaryloss ofhabitatsduetoconstructionshouldbe consideredpermanentduetothetimeto recreatethesehabitatsonsite. 
	Itshouldbemadeclearthatanytemporaryloss ofhabitatsduetoconstructionshouldbe consideredpermanentduetothetimeto recreatethesehabitatsonsite. 
	Itshouldbemadeclearthatanytemporaryloss ofhabitatsduetoconstructionshouldbe consideredpermanentduetothetimeto recreatethesehabitatsonsite. 
	Agreethatclarificationthatthe temporarylossofhabitatsneeds tobeconsideredasaloss,should beincorporatedintotheTAN. Addadditionalparagraphto section7.1toread“7.1.5 Where temporary habitat lossesare set to occur as a result of the proposals, these must beclassed as permanent and any reinstated habitats recorded as newly created within the metric. This is to account for thetimetaken for habitats to re-establish following damage and the risk of failure.” 

	Residential Gardens 1. AstheDefrabiodiversitymetrichasanumber ofoptionswhichmightbeproposedwithin thedomesticcurtilageofdwellings,covenants willberequiredinthedeedstoensurethat thesemeasurescanbecoveredbyon-going enforceablemonitoringandmanagement prescriptions. 2. Clarifythatitismostacceptableforresidential curtilages,includinggardens,beincluded withinthemetricas‘Urban–Unvegetated Garden’or‘Urban–Developed/Sealed Surface’. 
	Residential Gardens 1. AstheDefrabiodiversitymetrichasanumber ofoptionswhichmightbeproposedwithin thedomesticcurtilageofdwellings,covenants willberequiredinthedeedstoensurethat thesemeasurescanbecoveredbyon-going enforceablemonitoringandmanagement prescriptions. 2. Clarifythatitismostacceptableforresidential curtilages,includinggardens,beincluded withinthemetricas‘Urban–Unvegetated Garden’or‘Urban–Developed/Sealed Surface’. 
	1. ProposedChanges. Itisagreedthattheoptionsto enhancebiodiversitywithinthe curtilageofresidentialgardens willneedtobelegallysecured. Addnewsentencetoparagraph 7.3.1toread“…or“UrbanVegetatedGarden”.If any habitat enhancements within domestic curtilages are to be included, these willrequire methods to ensure long term monitoring and management which is legally enforceable by the planning authority.” 2. NoChange. Theinclusionofvegetated gardensorotherbiodiversitynet gainfeatureswithinthecurtilage ofresidentia
	-
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	Ecological Networks Highlightthatbiodiversitydecline,through habitatlossandfragmentation,requires significantenhancementoftheecological network,andthewidergreeninfrastructure network,torepairandre-connecthabitats,to buffermoresensitivesitesandtomakethese moreresilienttogrowthanddevelopment pressures. 
	Ecological Networks Highlightthatbiodiversitydecline,through habitatlossandfragmentation,requires significantenhancementoftheecological network,andthewidergreeninfrastructure network,torepairandre-connecthabitats,to buffermoresensitivesitesandtomakethese moreresilienttogrowthanddevelopment pressures. 
	Ecological Networks Highlightthatbiodiversitydecline,through habitatlossandfragmentation,requires significantenhancementoftheecological network,andthewidergreeninfrastructure network,torepairandre-connecthabitats,to buffermoresensitivesitesandtomakethese moreresilienttogrowthanddevelopment pressures. 
	ProposedChange. Agreethatfurtherinformationon thepurposeandfunctionofthe networkcouldfurtherhighlight theimportanceofenhancement ofthenetwork. Addadditionalsentenceto paragraph1.4.3toread“…where opportunitiesexist.Enhancement of ecological networks should be a priority within development schemes to repair and re-connect habitats, buffer sensitivesites and aid biodiversity resilience to development and climate change pressures.” 

	Strategic Significance Asthemetricisbasedonnationaldatasets,it wouldbeusefulfortheLPAtohighlightthose habitatswhichareofadditionallocalvaluethanis representedwithinthemetric.Thisistouched uponinparagraph1.4.2withreferenceto BiodiversityOpportunityZones,howeverfocuses oncompensatoryhabitatcreationratherthan initialavoidanceoftheselocallyimportant features. 
	Strategic Significance Asthemetricisbasedonnationaldatasets,it wouldbeusefulfortheLPAtohighlightthose habitatswhichareofadditionallocalvaluethanis representedwithinthemetric.Thisistouched uponinparagraph1.4.2withreferenceto BiodiversityOpportunityZones,howeverfocuses oncompensatoryhabitatcreationratherthan initialavoidanceoftheselocallyimportant features. 
	ProposedChange. Agreethathabitatsofprincipal importancewithinKirklees shouldbehighlightedas possessingadditionalvalue.Add additionalsentencetoparagraph 1.4.2toread“…websiteunder Biodiversity. TheUKHabitatsof PrincipalImportancerelevantto KirkleesareincludedinTable1 whichidentifiestheirassociated biodiversityopportunityzone. Habitatsincludedwithinthis tableareconsideredofhigher localecologicalvalueandshould beconsideredforretainment, enhancementorcreationwithin developmentslocatedinthe associatedBiodiversity
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	Riverine Habitat Fortheavoidanceofdoubt,andtohighlightthe keydifferencebetweentheoriginalmetricand theBiodiversityMetric2.0,wewouldverymuch welcometherecognitionofriverhabitat. 
	Riverine Habitat Fortheavoidanceofdoubt,andtohighlightthe keydifferencebetweentheoriginalmetricand theBiodiversityMetric2.0,wewouldverymuch welcometherecognitionofriverhabitat. 
	Riverine Habitat Fortheavoidanceofdoubt,andtohighlightthe keydifferencebetweentheoriginalmetricand theBiodiversityMetric2.0,wewouldverymuch welcometherecognitionofriverhabitat. 
	ProposedChanges. Agreethatrecognitionofriver unitsshouldbeincluded.Add additionalwordstoparagraph 2.1.1toread“linearhabitats measuredinlength(suchas hedgerowsand rivers).” 


	5.4 Allcommentsontothepublicconsultationhavebeenconsideredinpreparingthefinal technicaladvicenote.Noneoftheserequiresignificantchangestotheoverallapproach. A number of comments supported the preparation of the technical advice note and specificguidance. 
	5.5 Themainchangestothetechnicaladvicenoteasaresultofcommentsreceivedare summarisedasfollows: 
	• 
	• 
	• 
	Strengtheningtheclarificationthatbiodiversitynetgainshouldbeachievedinthe firstinstancewherepossiblewithoffsettingasalastresort. 

	• 
	• 
	• 
	DefiningthatHabitatsofPrincipalImportancewithintherelevantBiodiversity OpportunityZonewithinKirkleesshouldbeincludedatstrategicallysignificant withinthemetricalongwithatableillustratingthesehabitats. 

	• Clarificationthata10%netgaininbiodiversitymustapplytoallhabitattypes presentonthesite. • Definitionthatthe30-yearmanagementofhabitatsbeginsfromthedateof creation. 

	• 
	• 
	ClarificationthattheUKHabitatClassificationsystemshouldbeusedtoassess developmentsitestoinputintothemetric. 

	• 
	• 
	Theexclusionofprotectedsitesfromoffsettingbiodiversityfromdevelopment. 

	• 
	• 
	Clarificationthatmonitoringofhabitatconditionpost-developmentshouldutilise thesameversionofthemetricaswassubmittedwiththeplanningapplication. 
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	Appendix 1: Consultee List 
	Adjoining Authorities 
	Adjoining Authorities 
	Adjoining Authorities 

	BarnsleyMetropolitanCouncil 
	BarnsleyMetropolitanCouncil 
	LeedsCityCouncil 

	BradfordMetropolitanDistrictCouncil 
	BradfordMetropolitanDistrictCouncil 
	OldhamCouncil 

	CalderdaleCouncil 
	CalderdaleCouncil 
	PeakDistrictNationalParkAuthority 

	CityofYorkCouncil 
	CityofYorkCouncil 
	WakefieldCouncil 

	HighPeakBoroughCouncil 
	HighPeakBoroughCouncil 

	Town & Parish Councils 
	Town & Parish Councils 

	CawthorneParishCouncil DenbyDaleParishCouncil DunfordParishCouncil GunthwaiteandIngbirchworthParish Council HighHoylandParishCouncil HolmeValleyParishCouncil KirkburtonParishCouncil 
	CawthorneParishCouncil DenbyDaleParishCouncil DunfordParishCouncil GunthwaiteandIngbirchworthParish Council HighHoylandParishCouncil HolmeValleyParishCouncil KirkburtonParishCouncil 
	MelthamTownCouncil MirfieldTownCouncil MorleyTownCouncil RippondenParishCouncil SaddleworthParishCouncil SitlingtonParishCouncil TintwistleParishCouncil WestBrettonParishCouncil 

	Organisations 
	Organisations 

	AgeUK 
	AgeUK 
	MetroMiddletonBellEcology 

	BLEcology 
	BLEcology 
	MidYorkshireHospitalsNHSTrust 

	BritishTelecom 
	BritishTelecom 
	NaturalEngland 

	BrooksEcological 
	BrooksEcological 
	NationalGrid 

	CalderdaleandHuddersfieldNHS 
	CalderdaleandHuddersfieldNHS 
	NationalTrust 

	Canal&RiverTrust 
	Canal&RiverTrust 
	NetworkRail 

	CoalAuthority 
	CoalAuthority 
	NewsomeWardCommunityForum 

	CrestwoodEnvironmental 
	CrestwoodEnvironmental 
	NHSPropertyServices 

	EnvironmentAgency 
	EnvironmentAgency 
	NorthernGasNetwork 

	EnvironmentKirklees 
	EnvironmentKirklees 
	NorthKirkleesClinicalCommissioning 

	FCSConsultants 
	FCSConsultants 
	Group 

	FieldsinTrust 
	FieldsinTrust 
	NTLGroupLtd 

	FoundationTrust 
	FoundationTrust 
	PlayEngland 

	ConnectHousing 
	ConnectHousing 
	QuantsEnvironmental 

	CPRE 
	CPRE 
	RDFEcology 

	DewsburyMatters 
	DewsburyMatters 
	RugbyFootballLeague 

	EnglandHockey 
	EnglandHockey 
	RugbyFootballUnion 

	EnglishCricketBoard 
	EnglishCricketBoard 
	SheffieldFootballAssociation 

	ForestryCommissionEngland 
	ForestryCommissionEngland 
	SpenValleyCivicSociety 

	GreaterHuddersfieldClinical 
	GreaterHuddersfieldClinical 
	SportEngland 

	CommissioningGroup 
	CommissioningGroup 
	SouthWestYorkshireFoundationTrust 

	HighwaysEngland 
	HighwaysEngland 
	Sustrans 

	HistoricEngland 
	HistoricEngland 
	TransPennineTrail 

	HolmeValleyVisionNetwork 
	HolmeValleyVisionNetwork 
	UDVET 

	HomesandCommunitiesAgency 
	HomesandCommunitiesAgency 
	UKActive 

	HouseBuildersFederation 
	HouseBuildersFederation 
	UnityHousingAssociation 
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	HuddersfieldandDistrictArchaeological 
	HuddersfieldandDistrictArchaeological 
	HuddersfieldandDistrictArchaeological 
	WestRidingFootballAssociation 

	Society 
	Society 
	WestYorkshireArchaeologyAdvisory 

	HuddersfieldBirdwatchersClub 
	HuddersfieldBirdwatchersClub 
	Service 

	HuddersfieldCivicSociety 
	HuddersfieldCivicSociety 
	WestYorkshireBatGroup 

	HuddersfieldUniversity 
	HuddersfieldUniversity 
	WestYorkshireCombinedAuthority 

	JCALtd 
	JCALtd 
	WestYorkshireEcology 

	KeepOurRuralSpaces 
	KeepOurRuralSpaces 
	WestYorkshirePoliceAuthority 

	KirkheatonFuture 
	KirkheatonFuture 
	YorkshireWaterServices 

	KirkleesActiveLeisure 
	KirkleesActiveLeisure 
	YorkshireSport 

	KirkleesBadgerGroup 
	KirkleesBadgerGroup 
	YorkshireWildlifeTrust 

	KirkleesNeighbourhoodHousing 
	KirkleesNeighbourhoodHousing 
	WhitcherWildlifeLtd 

	Locala 
	Locala 
	Wildscenes 

	LocalEnterprisePartnershipLeedsCity 
	LocalEnterprisePartnershipLeedsCity 
	WoodlandTrust 

	Region 
	Region 
	WYJS 

	MabEnvironmentandEcologyLtd 
	MabEnvironmentandEcologyLtd 
	YorkshireHousing 

	Planning Agents & Developers 
	Planning Agents & Developers 

	AcumenArchitects 
	AcumenArchitects 
	Kirkwells 

	AHJArchiects 
	AHJArchiects 
	KRouse 

	ANDesigns 
	ANDesigns 
	MalcolmSizerPlanningLimited 

	AvantHomesYorkshire 
	AvantHomesYorkshire 
	MartinWalshArchitectural 

	AvisonYoung 
	AvisonYoung 
	MDAssociates 

	BaileySmailesSolicitors 
	BaileySmailesSolicitors 
	MWPPlanning 

	BamfordArchitectural 
	BamfordArchitectural 
	NLPPlanning 

	BarrattHomes 
	BarrattHomes 
	NJLConsulting 

	Bartle&Sons 
	Bartle&Sons 
	One17CharteredArchitects 

	BartonWillmore 
	BartonWillmore 
	PaulButlerPlanning 

	Bellway 
	Bellway 
	PaulMatthewsArchitectural 

	BKDesigns 
	BKDesigns 
	PersimmonHomes 

	BNPParibasRealEstateUK 
	BNPParibasRealEstateUK 
	PeacockandSmith 

	BradleyStanklerPlanning 
	BradleyStanklerPlanning 
	QUOD 

	Bramleys 
	Bramleys 
	RapleysLLP 

	CarterJonas 
	CarterJonas 
	RGPLTD 

	ChrisThomasLTD 
	ChrisThomasLTD 
	RivaHomes 

	ConroyHomes 
	ConroyHomes 
	RobertHalsteadCharteredSurveyors& 

	Dacre,Son&Hartley 
	Dacre,Son&Hartley 
	TownPlanners 

	DarrenSmithHomes 
	DarrenSmithHomes 
	RobertshawsCharteredSurveyors 

	Deloitte 
	Deloitte 
	RouseHomes 

	DesignLineArchitectural 
	DesignLineArchitectural 
	SandersonWeatherallLLP 

	DKArchitects 
	DKArchitects 
	Savills 

	ELGPlanning 
	ELGPlanning 
	SBHomesLimited 

	Fairhurst 
	Fairhurst 
	Spawforths 

	FarrarBamforthAssociatesLtd 
	FarrarBamforthAssociatesLtd 
	SSAPlanningLimited 

	FMLister&Sons 
	FMLister&Sons 
	StevenAbbottAssociatesLLP 

	Gladmans 
	Gladmans 
	Strata 

	HallamDesignAssociates 
	HallamDesignAssociates 
	StorriePlanning 

	HarronHomes 
	HarronHomes 
	TaylorWimpey 
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	HawdonRussell Heppendsalls HouriganConnolly IainBathPlanning IanBaseleyAssociates IDPlanning IndigoPlanning JWPCCharteredTownPlanners 
	HawdonRussell Heppendsalls HouriganConnolly IainBathPlanning IanBaseleyAssociates IDPlanning IndigoPlanning JWPCCharteredTownPlanners 
	HawdonRussell Heppendsalls HouriganConnolly IainBathPlanning IanBaseleyAssociates IDPlanning IndigoPlanning JWPCCharteredTownPlanners 
	TetlowKingPlanningLimited TurleyAssociates VernonandCo WakeArchitects WaltonandCoPlanningLawyers YorkshireCountryProperties YoungerHomes 

	Private Individuals 
	Private Individuals 

	Approximately580individualswereinvitedtocomment,includingotherorganisations andcommunitygroupsnotlistedabove. 
	Approximately580individualswereinvitedtocomment,includingotherorganisations andcommunitygroupsnotlistedabove. 
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	Appendix 2: Comments Received on the Public Consultation and the Council’s Response 
	Ref No. 
	Ref No. 
	Ref No. 
	Organisation 
	Document Section/ Page 
	Comment 
	Change(s) required 
	Council Response & Proposed Changes 

	SPD_ BNG1 
	SPD_ BNG1 
	Private Individual 
	1.3 
	Iagreewiththisdocument,howeverwhatisthe timescaleforimplementation?howlonguntilnet gainbiodiversityisarequirementofallplanning applicationsinKirklees? 
	Nochange. Supportfordocumentnotedandwelcomed. Thetimescalefortheimplementationofthis guidancenoteisimmediatelyfollowingits adoption.Thetimescaleforthe implementationoftheEnvironmentBillis followingRoyalAssentin2021.A biodiversitynetgainisalreadya requirementforallplanningapplicationsin KirkleesaspartofLocalPlanPolicyLP30 (referencedinparagraph1.4.1)whichwas adoptedin2019. 

	SPD_BNG2 
	SPD_BNG2 
	Private Individual 
	Preservation ofgreen space 
	Inthecaseofnewdevelopmentonwoodedand greenfieldsitesinKirklees,theplanning committeeandtreeprotectionofficersmayuse TPOstopreserveexistingtrees,howeveroften developerscutdowntreesbeforeplanninghas beenagreedorbeforeTPOscanbeissued. EvenwithTPOprotectiontreesarefelledand thereseemstobenoenforcementactiontaken,or oversighttoensureprotectedtreesarenotfelled duringconstruction.Theenvironmentalimpactof removingmaturetreescannotbemitigated againstbyplantingsaplingtreesandhedgerows, immaturehedgerowsandsaplingtree
	Thetermforthenatural environmentas 'ecosystemservices' needstobechanged. 
	Nochange. TheTANhighlightstheimportanceof followingthemitigationhierarchywhen designingdevelopment(outlinedwithin section2.2),whichisarequirementof nationalandLocalpolicythroughtheLocal Plan.Thisensuresthatfeaturesimportantto biodiversityshouldberetainedinthefirst instance.CommentsregardingTree ProtectionOrdersnoted. Theterm‘ecosystemservices’isusedto referencethebenefitsthenatural environmentprovidesratherthanthe 

	Ref No. 
	Ref No. 
	Organisation 
	Document Section/ Page 
	Comment 
	Change(s) required 
	Council Response & Proposed Changes 

	TR
	ongreenbelt,greenfieldandwoodedsitesless objectionableinaclimateemergency.Rather,we preserveallgreenundevelopedspaces,allow establishedorfledglingwoodlandtoflourish,and looktoincreasegreenspaceandmanageit sympatheticallytoencouragegreaterbiodiversity. Buildingongreenbelt,greenfieldsandwoodland willundernocircumstancesincreasebiodiversity andwillincreasetheriskoffloodingandsewage wasteoverflowintostreamsandrivers.Imaintain thathebestwaytoincreasebiodiversityisnotto buildonit. 
	naturalenvironmentitselfandthereforeis consideredappropriatewithinthecontext. 

	SPD_BNG5 
	SPD_BNG5 
	Natural England 
	Table1point 13andat 3.4.2 
	itshouldbeclearwhetherthat30yearsstarts fromwhenthetargetconditionisachievedor fromwhenitiscreated.Thesepointsdescribeit slightlydifferently. 
	ProposedChange. Agreethatfurtherclarityregardingthepoint fromwhichthe30-yearmanagementand monitoringregimebeginscouldbeincluded. AmendTable1toread“Monitoron-siteand off-sitebiodiversitynetgainfeaturesto ensurehabitatsaremanagedeffectivelyand achievetargetconditionforaminimum30yearperiodfromthedatetheyarecreated ordevelopmentworkscompleted.” 
	-


	SPD_BNG6 
	SPD_BNG6 
	Natural England 
	3.4.3 
	Itmightisworthnotingthatcompensation schemeswithinprotectedsites(i.e.SSSI,SPA,SAC etc.)willnotbeconsideredappropriate. 
	Itmightisworthnoting thatcompensation schemeswithinprotected sites(i.e.SSSI,SPA,SAC etc.)willnotbe consideredappropriate. 
	ProposedChange. Agreetoaddadditionaltextregardingsites tobeexcludedfromcompensationschemes. Amendparagraph3.4.3toread“Offsite compensationschemesthatinvolveland allocatedfordevelopmentwithinthe 

	Ref No. 
	Ref No. 
	Organisation 
	Document Section/ Page 
	Comment 
	Change(s) required 
	Council Response & Proposed Changes 

	TR
	KirkleesLocalPlan,includingsafeguarded land,orwithinprotectedsiteswillnotbe consideredappropriatecompensationfor developmentimpactsoccurringwithinthe district.” 

	SPD_BNG7 
	SPD_BNG7 
	Natural England 
	1.2.2 
	NaturalEnglandagreesthisdraftBiodiversityNet GainTechnicalAdviceNoteprovidesclarityandis helpfullydividedintotwoparts,A:Guidancefor developersandB:Guidanceforecological consultants.Itprovidesclearinstructiononhowto achievebiodiversitynetgainthroughdevelopment withinKirkleesandsupportsnationalandlocal legislation. 
	NoChange Supportnotedandwelcomed. 

	SPD_BNG8 
	SPD_BNG8 
	Natural England 
	3.1.1 
	Itsetsouthelpfulguidanceonhowbiodiversity shouldbeconsideredthroughoutthe developmentprocess,includingtheutilisationof Defra'sBiodiversitymetrictodemonstratea10% netgaininbiodiversitywhichisduetobe mandatedbytheEnvironmentBill. 
	Itsetsouthelpful guidanceonhow biodiversityshouldbe consideredthroughout thedevelopmentprocess, includingtheutilisationof Defra'sBiodiversitymetric todemonstratea10%net gaininbiodiversitywhich isduetobemandatedby theEnvironmentBill. 
	NoChange Supportnotedandwelcomed. 

	SPD_BNG9 
	SPD_BNG9 
	Natural England 
	1.4.3 
	Wewelcomerecognitionoftheimportanceof Kirkleesvaluablewildliferesourceandtheneedto protectandenhancetheecologicalnetworksvia theKirkleesWildlifeHabitatNetwork,toenable wildlifetoflourish,particularlyinlightofclimate change.Itwouldbehelpfulifthiscouldhighlight thatbiodiversitydecline,throughhabitatlossand 
	Highlightthatbiodiversity decline,throughhabitat lossandfragmentation, requiressignificant enhancementofthe ecologicalnetwork,and thewidergreen 
	ProposedChange. WelcomerecognitionthattheSPDhighlights theimportanceoftheKirkleesWildlife HabitatNetwork.Agreethatfurther informationonthepurposeandfunctionof 

	Ref No. 
	Ref No. 
	Organisation 
	Document Section/ Page 
	Comment 
	Change(s) required 
	Council Response & Proposed Changes 

	TR
	fragmentation,requiressignificantenhancement oftheecologicalnetwork,andthewidergreen infrastructurenetwork,torepairandre-connect habitats,tobuffermoresensitivesitesandto makethesemoreresilienttogrowthand developmentpressures. 
	infrastructurenetwork,to repairandre-connect habitats,tobuffermore sensitivesitesandto makethesemoreresilient togrowthand developmentpressures. 
	thenetworkcouldfurtherhighlightthe importanceofenhancementofthenetwork. Addadditionalsentencetoparagraph1.4.3 toread“…whereopportunitiesexist. Enhancementofecologicalnetworksshould beaprioritywithindevelopmentschemesto repairandre-connecthabitats,buffer sensitivesitesandaidbiodiversityresilience todevelopmentandclimatechange pressures.” 

	SPD_BNG10 
	SPD_BNG10 
	Wakefield Council 
	WakefieldCouncilhavenospecificcommentson thisdocument.TheCouncilsupportsand welcomesitsintroduction. 
	NoChange. Supportnotedandwelcomed. 

	SPD_BNG11 
	SPD_BNG11 
	West Yorkshire Ecology Service 
	3.1.1 
	Wesupporttheuseoftheminimummeasurable netgainof10%.Itislikelythatanylessthanthis willresultinanetloss.Thisisbecauseofthe negativeimpactsoflandusechange,atleastinthe shorttomediumterm,onthebuildingblocksof theecosystemwhichweareunableto economicallymeasuresuchasfungi,bacteriaand invertebrates. 
	NoChange. Supportforminimummeasurablenetgain of10%notedandwelcomed. 

	SPD_BNG12 
	SPD_BNG12 
	West Yorkshire Ecology Service 
	3.3.3,Stage3, bullet9 
	"Ifbiodiversitycannotbeachievedon-site"needs tobechanged. 
	"Ifsufficient,measurable biodiversitycannotbe achievedon-site" 
	ProposedChange. Agreethereshouldbereferenceto measurablebiodiversitynetgains. AmendTable1,stage3toread“Ifsufficient measurablebiodiversitycannotbeachieved on-site,provideevidenceanddetermine bestoptiontoachieveBiodiversityNetGain off-site” 

	Ref No. 
	Ref No. 
	Organisation 
	Document Section/ Page 
	Comment 
	Change(s) required 
	Council Response & Proposed Changes 

	SPD_BNG13 
	SPD_BNG13 
	West Yorkshire Ecology Service 
	3.5.1ongoing management, maintenance and monitoring 
	AstheDefrabiodiversitymetric,atthetimeof writing,hasanumberofoptionswhichmightbe proposedwithinthedomesticcurtilage ofdwellingscovenantswillberequiredinthe deedstoensurethatthesemeasurescanbe coveredbyon-goingenforceablemonitoringand managementprescriptions. Theadvicenoteshouldindicatethatsuch measuresshouldonlybeusedwhereother optionshavebeenexhausted. Thispointneedstobeconsideredinthecontextof 7.3.1whichdealswiththesameissue. 
	Suggestedadditional sentencetoparagraph 3.5.1. "Habitatenhancements withindomesticcurtilages willrequiremethodsto ensurelongterm monitoringand managementwhichis legallyenforceablebythe planningauthority." 
	ProposedChange. Itisagreedthattheoptionstoenhance biodiversitywithinthecurtilageof residentialgardenswillneedtobelegally secured. Addnewsentencetoparagraph7.3.1to read“…or“Urban-VegetatedGarden”.If anyhabitatenhancementswithindomestic curtilagesaretobeincluded,thesewill requiremethodstoensurelongterm monitoringandmanagementwhichis legallyenforceablebytheplanning authority.” 

	SPD_BNG14 
	SPD_BNG14 
	West Yorkshire Ecology Service 
	6.2.3 Ecological assessment reporting 
	Thisparagraphshouldalsomakeitclearthatall datausedintheassessmentprocessshouldbe lodgedwiththeLocalEcologicalRecordsCentrein electronicformattomakeitavailableforon-going monitoringandmanagement. 
	Extrasentenceatendof 6.2.3 "Alldatausedtopopulate themetricshouldbe lodgedwiththeLocal EcologicalRecordsCentre andmadefreelyavailable foron-goingmonitoring andstrategicbiodiversity enhancementplans." 
	ProposedChange. Agreethatdatashouldbemadeavailableto thelocalrecordcentretoaidfuture monitoring. Addadditionalparagraphbelow6.2.3to read“6.2.4Tofacilitatefuture on-going monitoringandstrategicbiodiversity enhancementplans,alldatausedto populatethemetricshouldbelodgedwith theLocalEcologicalRecordsCentreand madefreelyavailable.” 
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	Document Section/ Page 
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	Change(s) required 
	Council Response & Proposed Changes 

	SPD_BNG15 
	SPD_BNG15 
	Huddersfield CivicSociety 
	HudddersfieldCivicSociety(HCS)welcomesthe opportunitytocommentonfourguidance documentspublishedbyKirkleesCouncilin October2020asSupplementaryPlanning Documents(SPD),whichithopes“willencouragea higherstandardofdesignofresidential developmentsinthearea”,thesebeing: • OpenSpaceSPD • HousebuildersDesignGuideSPD • HouseExtensionsandAlterationsSPD • BiodiversityNetGaininKirkleesTechnical AdviceNote 
	Nochange Commentsnoted. 

	TR
	Wenoteagovernmentsummaryofthepurposeof SPDsathttps://www.gov.uk/guidance/planmaking: “Supplementary planning documents (SPDs) should build upon and provide more detailed advice orguidance on policies in an adopted local plan. As they do not form part of the development plan,they cannot introduce new planning policies into the development plan.They are however a materialconsideration in decision-making. They should not add unnecessarily to the financialburdens on development.” 
	-


	Ref No. 
	Ref No. 
	Organisation 
	Document Section/ Page 
	Comment 
	Change(s) required 
	Council Response & Proposed Changes 

	TR
	Introduction and Comments applying to all documents HCSapplaudstheintentionsunderlyingmanyof theproposalscontainedintheSPDsregardinghow nationalandlocalplanningpolicies,asstatedin theLocalPlan,shouldbeinterpretedinKirklees. However,weareconcernedthat,intheircurrent– orsimilar-form,webelievetheymaywellfailto achievetheirobjectives. Thereismuchgeneralorintroductorytextwhich mayfitbetterinaplanningtextbookratherthanin anSPD,eg“FoodGrowth:Greenspaceonthesite canbeusedtogrowfoodandcouldformpartofa widerurbanagri
	NoChange. ThepurposeoftheSPDistoprovide detailedguidancetodevelopers,members ofthepublicandinterestedpartiesonthe implementationonpoliciessetoutinthe LocalPlan. Thecouncil’sDevelopmentManagement Chartersetsouttheprocessforconsulting onplanningapplications. 

	Ref No. 
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	Document Section/ Page 
	Comment 
	Change(s) required 
	Council Response & Proposed Changes 

	TR
	conflictwitharequirementstatedintherelevant ConservationAreaAppraisal?Whathappensifthe shapeorslopeofasitedoesnotallow35+ dwellingsperhectare? Thecoverageofalargenumberoflocaland nationalpolicyitems,manyofwhichareimprecise aswellasadvisory,potentiallyresultsinahigher levelofsubjectivityinhowmanyoftheseadvisory itemsmightbeinterpreted–andtherefore assessed-forapprovalorrejection.Thismay resultinanincreaseinthenumberofPlanning disputesandappeals.Wealsonoteseveral advisoryitemshaveexampleswhichappearto ‘waterd

	Ref No. 
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	Document Section/ Page 
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	Change(s) required 
	Council Response & Proposed Changes 

	TR
	Future”WhitePaperandwhethertimemightbe betterspentnowonmatterssuchaspreparingthe typeofDesignGuidementionedintheWhite Paper. HCSseesthreepossibleapproachestoaddress theseconcerns: • Specifyingrequirementsinmoredetail andwithprecision–anapplicantthen knowsexactlywhatitwillhavetodoand canthereforebemorecertainwhatwill, orwillnot,beapproved.Example:an applicantmustshowhownewhousing willbeorientedsothatxx%ofthevolume ofhouseswillbesuppliedfromonsite renewableenergy,statinghowthis percentagewillbemet. • Covering
	NoChange. TheGovernment’sresponsetothePlanning WhitePaperwillbereviewedwhenits published. NoChange. Commentsnoted. 

	Ref No. 
	Ref No. 
	Organisation 
	Document Section/ Page 
	Comment 
	Change(s) required 
	Council Response & Proposed Changes 

	TR
	previously)foranSPDnotto“introducenew planningpolicies”andthesecondbecauseofthere possiblynotbeinganagreedsinglesetofpriority itemsthatcoversallcommonplanning applications.Thethird,whilemeaningthereneeds tobemorecrossreferencing,wouldpotentially mitigatesomeoftheissueswiththefirsttwoand couldprovideamorefocusedapproachtoKirklees requirements.However,thisonlygoestoshow whywethinkanattempttouseSPDstoprovide anadditionallayerofguidanceacrossthefull scopeoftheapprovedLocalPlanpoliciesleaves thedooropentoambigui
	NoChange. SupportforLocalPlanPolicyLP30andthe applicationoftheecologicalmitigation hierarchyindevelopmentnotedand welcomed. Therequirementtoapplythemitigation hierarchyisreferencedwithintheNPPF, LocalPlanandthroughouttheTANinTable 1andparagraphs3.2.3,3.3.1,3.4.1,4.3.2 and6.1.2.Therefore,itisconsideredthat sufficientweighthasbeengiventoits application. 
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	TR
	significantecologicalharm.Throughthehierarchy, significantharmshouldbeavoidedinthefirst instance,mitigatedwhereimpactscannotbe avoidedandcompensatedforonlyasalast resort.” ii) Validation WesupportthecleardelineationoftheStagesof submittingmajordevelopmentapplicationswithin Kirklees(Table1inpara3.3.3),butflagthe followingconcernregardingtheproposed validationprocess(Fig3inpara3.3.4): Thereisno doubtthatdeveloperswillneedto‘invest’ significanttime,effortandexpertiseinnavigating theguidancein,andconnectedwitht
	NoChange. Supportforthedelineationofapplication stagesnotedandwelcomed. ItisconsideredthattheTANsetsoutclearly thatfollowingthemitigationhierarchyisa keycomponentofthevalidationprocess, andthisishighlightedbythecorresponding boxesontheflowchart(Figure3.)which developmentsmustprogressthroughbefore theapplicationisdeemedacceptableon biodiversitygrounds. 
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	TR
	iii) Supporting Documentation AlthoughtheysitoutsidetheBiodiversityNetGain inKirkleesTechnicalAdviceNote,weoffer feedbackontwodocumentscrucialtoitssuccess: a)TheKirkleesBiodiversityStrategy,andb)the BiodiversityOpportunityZonesMap.Bothseemto ustobevaluableassets,notjustforSPDpurposes, butforwiderpublicawarenessofourlocal landscapeandbiodiversityinthecontextofthe Council’sDeclarationofClimateEmergency. a) The Kirklees Biodiversity Strategy: Wesupportthisdocumentandrecommend developingitfurtherwithpublicengag
	NoChange. SupportforKirkleesBiodiversityStrategy andBiodiversityOpportunityZonesMap welcomed. NoChange. Commentsnoted. NoChange. TheTANstateswithinparagraph3.4.4that offsitecompensationcanbesecured throughthepurchaseoftherequiredvalue fromaHabitatBank. 
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	TR
	intheBackgrounddocumentandalsointhe Habitats&SpeciesTables.However,‘Annotations’ inthemapcoveringPrimary,Secondaryand TertiaryNetworksarenotsimilarlysupportedby anydefinitions. Thisinformationgaphasthe biggestdetrimentalimpactregarding‘Ecological ConnectivityPriorities(seepara2.2,Background) andsignificantlyconstrainseffectiveuseofthe Map. iv) Offsetting Thispointlinkswithsectionii)above. Should developersmovethroughthefirstthreestagesin theMitigationHierarchy(seeabove),andreach theOffsetstage,werecommendth

	SPD_BNG16 
	SPD_BNG16 
	TheCoal Authority 
	HavingreviewedtheSPD,theCoalAuthorityhas nospecificcommentstomake. 
	HavingreviewedtheSPD, theCoalAuthorityhasno specificcommentsto make. 
	Nochange Commentnoted. 

	Ref No. 
	Ref No. 
	Organisation 
	Document Section/ Page 
	Comment 
	Change(s) required 
	Council Response & Proposed Changes 

	SPD_BNG17 
	SPD_BNG17 
	TransPennine Trail 
	TheTransPennineTrailpartnershipsupportsthese documentsandprovidesfurtherdetailtoevidence commitmenttoaccessibilityandtheprovisionof greencorridors.'Nocomments'madeon BiodiversityNetGaininKirkleesTechnicalAdvice Note. 
	TheTransPennineTrail partnershipsupports thesedocumentsand providesfurtherdetailto evidencecommitmentto accessibilityandthe provisionofgreen corridors.'Nocomments' madeonBiodiversityNet GaininKirkleesTechnical AdviceNote. 
	Nochange Supportnotedandwelcomed. 

	SPD_BNG18 
	SPD_BNG18 
	Private Individual 
	6.1Desk BasedStudy, Para6.1.1 
	Recordsfromlocalwildlifeprotectiongroupsis oftenoverlookedtothedetrimentofthe developmentsite&localhabitat. 
	6.1.1,endofbulletpoint 1,afterdatafromthe LocalEnvironmental RecordsCentre,ADD:-and recordsfromthelocal wildlifeprotectiongroups. 
	ProposedChange. Agreethatlocalwildlifegroupsprovide valuableinformationinmanycasesandthe useoftheseshouldbeencouraged. Addadditionalwordstoparagraph6.1.1to read“…RecordsCentreandrecordsfromthe localwildlifeprotectiongroups”. 

	SPD_BNG19 
	SPD_BNG19 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	WearepleasedtoseethatKirkleesLPAare adoptingtheprinciplesofBiodiversityNetGain andareencouragedtoseetheproactiveapproach takentodevelopingtheprincipleswithinlocal policyandsupportingconsultantsanddevelopers alikeinapplyingtheseprinciples. 
	Wearepleasedtosee thatKirkleesLPAare adoptingtheprinciplesof BiodiversityNetGainand areencouragedtoseethe proactiveapproachtaken todevelopingthe principleswithinlocal policyandsupporting consultantsand 
	Nochange. Supportnotedandwelcomed. 
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	TR
	developersalikein applyingtheseprinciples. 

	SPD_BNG20 
	SPD_BNG20 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	1.1.2 
	Section1.1referstotheEnvironmentActwhereas laterinthedocumentthisisreferencedasthe EnvironmentBill.Consistencyshouldbehad betweenthenamingofthisdocumenttominimise anyconfusion.Thedocumentinquestionisusually referencedastheEnvironmentBill,hencewe wouldsupportthisnamingthroughout. 
	Section1.1referstothe EnvironmentActwhereas laterinthedocumentthis isreferencedasthe EnvironmentBill. Consistencyshouldbehad betweenthenamingof thisdocumentto minimiseanyconfusion. Thedocumentinquestion isusuallyreferencedas theEnvironmentBill, hencewewouldsupport thisnamingthroughout. 
	ProposedChange. AgreethatrefencetotheEnvironmentBill shouldbeconsistentthroughoutthe document. Reviseparagraph1.1.2toread“… forthcomingEnvironmentActBill…”,revise paragraph1.2.1toread“…introductionof theEnvironmentActBill.” Reviseparagraph 3.1.1toread“…oftheEnvironmentAct Bill…”. 

	SPD_BNG21 
	SPD_BNG21 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	1.3.1 
	paragraph1.3.1referstoparagraph170ofNPPF (2019)asrequiring‘developmenttosecure measurablenetgainsforbiodiversity’.However, paragraph170d)statesthat‘planningpoliciesand decisions’shouldprovide‘netgainsfor biodiversity’withparagraph175d),relatingto developmentwhichshouldbesupported,specifies theprovisionof‘measurablenetgainsfor biodiversity’. Wesupporttheinclusionofparagraph25ofthe PlanningPracticeGuidancewhichgivescontextto theuseofthemetricbeingthepragmaticwayto demonstratemeasurablegainsinbiodiversity. 
	paragraph1.3.1refersto paragraph170ofNPPF (2019)asrequiring ‘developmenttosecure measurablenetgainsfor biodiversity’.However, paragraph170d)states that‘planningpoliciesand decisions’shouldprovide ‘netgainsforbiodiversity’ withparagraph175d), relatingtodevelopment whichshouldbe supported,specifiesthe provisionof‘measurable netgainsforbiodiversity’. 
	ProposedChange. Welcomethesupportoftheinclusionof paragraph25ofthePlanningPractice Guidance. Agreethatreferencetoparagraph170of theNPPFshouldbeamendedtoreference 175instead.Amendparagraph1.3.1toread “Paragraph170 175oftheNational PlanningPolicyFramework2019(NPPF)…” 
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	SPD_BNG22 
	SPD_BNG22 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	1.3.2 
	Paragraph1.3.2statesthattheuseofa ‘BiodiversityMetric(mostlikelytheBiodiversity Metric2.0)willberequired.’Whilstwedonot disagreewiththisstatement,webelieveadditional clarityoverthereferencetothemetricshouldbe made.ThemetricreferencedistheDefraBeta BiodiversityMetric2.0(BD2020-10,2019)andis currentlyunderreviewwiththeexpectationthat anupdateversionwillbereleasedearlyin2021.It wouldthereforebeencouragedtoinclude referencetouseoftheupdatedversionsofthis metric,asandwhentheyarereleased. Clarificationforwhythism
	Additionalclarityoverthe referencetothe BiodiversityMetricshould bemade.Itwouldbe encouragedtoinclude referencetouseofthe updatedversionsofthe BiodiversityMetric2.0,as andwhentheyare released.Clarificationfor whythismetricis favouredmayalsobe beneficial. Webelieveitisworth includingthemention,for clarity,thatthemetric, andprinciplesof biodiversitynetgain, utilisehabitatsasaproxy forbiodiversityvalue.As such,itisatoolforthe relativebiodiversityvalue ofasiteanddoesnot reducetheneedof professionalsurveyor judg
	ProposedChange. Agreethatfurtherclarificationregardingthe versionofthemetrictobeutilised, particularlyanyfutureupdates,shouldbe included.Addadditionaltexttoparagraph 1.3.2tostate“…(mostlikelythelatest versionofthe BiodiversityMetric2.0)will berequired.” Agreethatadditionalclarificationregarding thereasonforutilisingametricwouldbe beneficial.Addadditionalsentenceto paragraph1.3.2toread“…required.The Biodiversity Metric2.0isthesuccessortothe metricpublishedbyDefrain2012andhas beenco-developedwiththeinputof in
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	TR
	initialavoidanceoftheselocallyimportant features. 
	LPAtohighlightthose habitatswhichareof additionallocalvaluethan isrepresentedwithinthe metric. 
	consideredofhigherlocalecologicalvalue andshouldbeconsideredforretainment, enhancementorcreationwithin developmentslocatedintheassociated Biodiversity OpportunityZone.” Insertnewtablewhichidentifiesthe habitatsofprincipalimportancetableand theBiodiversityOpportunityZones. 

	SPD_BNG23 
	SPD_BNG23 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	2.1.2 
	Paragraph2.1.2wouldbenefitfromincluding detailoverwhichfactorsappliedwithinthemetric arefixed(i.e.,distinctiveness)andwhichrequire inputfromtheconsultantasaresultofsurvey effort(i.e.,condition).Itwouldalsobeworthwhile tohighlightatthisstagethatthemetricutilises inputsfromUKHabitatClassificationwhichis becomingthestandardforecologicalhabitat surveys.Whilstconversiontablesareavailable betweenNVCandPhase1toUKHabs,theseare notdirectlycomparableandsurveyinthefirst instanceinUKHabsshouldbeencouraged. 
	Paragraph2.1.2would benefitfromincluding detailoverwhichfactors appliedwithinthemetric arefixed(i.e., distinctiveness)andwhich requireinputfromthe consultantasaresultof surveyeffort(i.e., condition).Itwouldalso beworthwhiletohighlight atthisstagethatthe metricutilisesinputsfrom UKHabitatClassification whichisbecomingthe standardforecological habitatsurveys.Whilst conversiontablesare availablebetweenNVC andPhase1toUKHabs, thesearenotdirectly comparableandsurveyin thefirstinstanceinUK 
	ProposedChange. Agreedthatsomefactorswithinthemetric arefixedandotherswillrequirefurther surveyandinputbyanecologist.However, itisconsideredthatthisissufficiently addressedwithinSectionB:Guidancefor EcologicalConsultantsoftheTANandwithin thesupportinguserguidanceofthe BiodiversityMetric2.0whichislinkedin withinsupportingdocumentsinparagraph 5.2.1. Agreethatreferencethatthemetric requiresinputfromtheUKHabitat Classificationshouldbeincluded.Add sentencetoparagraph2.1.1toread“… value.ThemetricisbasedontheUKHab
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	TR
	Habsshouldbe 
	Addadditionalparagraphto6.2toread 

	TR
	encouraged. 
	“6.2.4Habitattypeidentificationduring ecologicalsurveysshouldbecompleted throughtheuseofUKHabitatClassification Systemtoallowdirectinputintothemetric. Thisremovestheneedtotranslatehabitats fromalternativehabitatrecordingsystems suchasPhase1JNCC,whichmaynotbe directlycomparable,andensuresdatais directlycomparableonanationalscale.” 

	SPD_BNG24 
	SPD_BNG24 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	2.2.1 
	Paragraph2.2.1couldbeclearerthattheBNG approachisadditionaltothemitigationhierarchy whichmuststillbeappliedonallsites. Itshouldbehighlightedthatguidancetothe applicationofbiodiversitynetgainisclearthat compensatoryhabitatsshouldbeincludedonsite whereverpossible.Off-sitecompensationshould onlybeconsideredasalastresortwithclear justificationforwhyon-sitegainsarenotpossible. Feasibilitystudiesshouldbeundertakento ensuressiteschosenarethosewiththehighest likelihoodofon-sitegains. 
	Paragraph2.2.1couldbe clearerthattheBNG approachisadditionalto themitigationhierarchy whichmuststillbeapplied onallsites.Itshouldbe highlightedthatguidance totheapplicationof biodiversitynetgainis clearthatcompensatory habitatsshouldbe includedonsitewherever possible.Feasibility studiesshouldbe undertakentoensures siteschosenarethose withthehighestlikelihood ofon-sitegains. 
	NoChange. AgreethatBNGapproachisadditionalto themitigationhierarchyandmustbe appliedtoallsites.Thisisaddressed throughouttheTANinparagraph2.2.1, Table1(includingtheuseoffeasibility studies),3.2.3,3.3.1,3.4.1,4.3.2and6.1.2. 

	SPD_BNG25 
	SPD_BNG25 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	3.1.1 
	Paragraph3.1.1shouldclarifythattheprincipleof 10%netgainappliestoallindividualhabitatsand linearfeaturesandshouldnotjustrepresentan overallgain. 
	Paragraph3.1.1should clarifythattheprincipleof 10%netgainappliestoall individualhabitatsand 
	ProposedChange. Agreethatbestpracticeinaccordancewith theBiodiversityNetGain2.0guidance 
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	TR
	linearfeaturesandshould notjustrepresentan overallgain. 
	wouldbetoresultina10%netgainineach baselinebroadhabitat(ifabovemedium distinctiveness)orlinearfeature.Add additionalsentencetoparagraph3.1.1.to read“Thechangeinbiodiversityvaluewill becalculatedanddemonstratedusingthe BiodiversityMetric2.0andmustapplyto bothbaselinehabitatandlinearfeature unitsonthesite.” Addadditionalparagraphtosection7.1to read“7.1.4Inadditiontoa10%biodiversity netgainoverallonthesite(inbothhabitat unitsandlinearfeatures,dependingonthe ecologicalbaselineofthesite),a10%gain shouldbeachieve

	SPD_BNG26 
	SPD_BNG26 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	3.2 
	Section3.2statesthatminordevelopmentsare notexpectedtoapplythemetricorachievenet gains.Wedisagreewiththisasguidanceisclear onlypermitteddevelopmentandhouseholder applicationsarelikelytobeexemptfromthis policy.Asthemetricisproportionaltothehabitats lost,itisstillappropriatetoapplytheseprinciples tominordevelopments.Defraareexpectedto releasea‘smallsitemetric’forsuchcircumstances whichisexpectedlate2020/early2021.Minor developmentsshouldthereforestillbeincluded withinthispolicyandadvicenote. 
	Minordevelopments shouldbeincludedwithin thispolicyandadvice note. 
	NoChange. Althoughtheintroductionofthe EnvironmentBillwillmandateall developmentcoveredbytheTownand CountryPlanningActtoachievea measurablenetgain.Atthetimeofwriting, a‘smallsite’metrichadnotbeenreleased byDEFRAandthereforeminor developmentsarecurrentlynotrequiredto utiliseametric.Alldevelopmentisexpected tofollowtheecologicalmitigationhierarchy andachieveabiodiversitynetgaininline 
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	withLocalPlanpolicyLP30regardlessas statedwithinparagraph4.3.2. 

	SPD_BNG27 
	SPD_BNG27 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	3.3.2 
	Paragraph3.3.2shouldincludereferencetoUK HabitatClassificationasthepreferredsurvey method(asabove)andspecifythatcondition assessmentsinordertosupportthemetricare expectedtobeundertakenduringthesurveyof thesitetoensureaccuracy.Thejustificationfor theconditionofeachhabitatshouldbecleared outlinedwithintheEcIA. Weagreethatprovisionofthefullmetric spreadsheetandrelevantGISfiles/mapstorelate tothemetriccalculationsshouldbeprovidedin ordertoallowproperassessmenttotakeplaceby theLPAandconsultees. 
	Paragraph3.3.2should includereferencetoUK HabitatClassificationas thepreferredsurvey methodandspecifythat conditionassessmentsin ordertosupportthe metricareexpectedtobe undertakenduringthe surveyofthesiteto ensureaccuracy.The justificationforthe conditionofeachhabitat shouldbeclearedoutlined withintheEcIA. 
	ProposedChange. Supportforrequirementofmetric spreadsheetandGISfiles/mapswelcomed. Agreethatreferencethatthemetric requiresinputfromtheUKHabitat Classificationshouldbeincluded.Add sentencetoparagraph2.1.1toread“… value.ThemetricisbasedontheUKHabitat Classificationsystemhoweveraconversion toolallowstranslationfromPhase1JNCC habitats.Themetric…”. Addadditionalparagraphto6.2toread “6.2.4Habitattypeidentificationduring ecologicalsurveysshouldbecompleted throughtheuseofUKHabitatClassification Systemtoallowdirect

	SPD_BNG28 
	SPD_BNG28 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	3.3.3 
	WeareencouragedtoseethatTable1specifies howtheutilisationofthemetricshouldinfluence themasterplandesignofdevelopmentsandbe undertakenatanearlystage.Thiscouldhowever 
	Couldincludeclarification (asinsection2.2)that ecologicalinformation anduseofthemetric 
	NoChange. Supportforutilisationofthemetricto influencemasterplanningofdevelopment 
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	beexpandedtoincludeclarification(asinsection 2.2)thatecologicalinformationanduseofthe metricshouldbeincludedattheveryearly feasibilitystagesofdevelopment. 
	shouldbeincludedatthe veryearlyfeasibility stagesofdevelopment. 
	notedandwelcomed.Agreedthatthat ecologicalinformationanduseofthemetric shouldbeincludedatearlyfeasibilitystudies andthisisoutlinedwithinTable1:Stage1 andSection6.1. 

	SPD_BNG29 
	SPD_BNG29 
	Forestry Commission 
	Biodiversity NetGainin Kirklees Technical AdviceNote. 
	ThankyouforseekingtheForestryCommission’s adviceontheBiodiversityNetGaininKirklees TechnicalAdviceNote. Wesupportthatthereshouldbenolossesinthe extentofwoodlandcoveraspartofthedeliveryof thisAdviceNoteandideallythatwoodlandcover shouldbeincreasedintheKirkleesareainline withtheforthcomingDEFRAEnglandTree Strategy,UKForestryStandardandthrough deliveryprojectssuchtheWhiteRoseForestand theNorthernForestinitiative. 
	Theaboveistakeninto accountwhendeveloping theBiodiversityNetGain inKirkleesTechnical AdviceNote. 
	ProposedChange. Supportfornolossesintheextentof woodlandcovernotedandwelcomed. 

	TR
	BelowIwilloutline: 

	TR
	• DetailsofGovernmentPolicyrelatingto ancientwoodland • Informationontheimportanceand designationofancientwoodland • InformationonWoodlandCreationin relationtothisTechnicalAdviceNote 
	Commentsregardingancientwoodland designationasanirreplaceablehabitatand statutoryprotectionnoted. 

	TR
	Ancient woodlands are irreplaceable.Theyhave greatvaluebecausetheyhavealonghistoryof woodlandcover. 
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	ItisGovernmentpolicytorefusedevelopment thatwillresultinthelossordeteriorationof irreplaceablehabitatsincludingancientwoodland, unless“there are wholly exceptionalreasons and a suitable compensation strategy exists” (NationalPlanningPolicyFrameworkparagraph 175). Wealsoparticularlyreferyoutofurthertechnical informationsetoutinNaturalEnglandand ForestryCommission’sStandingAdviceonAncient Woodland–plussupportingAssessmentGuide andCaseDecisions. AsaNon-MinisterialGovernmentDepartment,we providenoopinionsupport
	Agreedthatdirectandindirectimpactsof developmentcouldresultinthelossor deteriorationofancientwoodland.As ancientwoodlandisconsideredan irreplaceablehabitat,impactstotheseare nottobeconsideredbythebiodiversity metric2.0andbeconsideredinaccordance withthepolicyrequirements,andinline withthelegalresponsibilitiesoftheLocal PlanningAuthority. 
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	• damagingordestroyingallorpartof them(includingtheirsoils,groundfloraor fungi) • damagingrootsandunderstory(allthe vegetationunderthetallertrees) • damagingorcompactingsoilaroundthe treeroots • pollutingthegroundaroundthem • changingthewatertableordrainageof woodlandorindividualtrees • damagingarchaeologicalfeaturesor heritageassets Itisthereforeessentialthattheancientwoodland identifiedisconsideredappropriatelytoavoidthe aboveimpacts. Werecommendthatanywoodlandcreationby anymeansandwoodlandmanagementworks
	NoChange. TheaimoftheBNGTANistoprovide detailedguidanceonachievingbiodiversity netgainthroughdevelopmentwhich 
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	anddiseasesmeanthatwethereisaneedto createandmanagewoodlandsthataremore resilienttothesethreats. Woodlandadaptionforresiliencecanbeachieved through. • Plantingawiderrangeoftreespecies • Usingseedfromawiderrangeoforigins andprovenances,includingplanting nativetreesoutsidetheirnaturalrange. • Encouragingnaturalregenerationwhere itislikelytobesuccessful,toencourage evolutionaryadaptationandasthe climatechanges • Protectingfromdamaginganimals FurtherinformationcanbefoundintheForestry CommissionsguidetoRespondin
	-

	includesmeasurestohelptorespond climatechange. 
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	resources/ecological-site-classification-decisionsupport-system-esc-dss/. A summary of Government policy on ancient woodland NaturalEnvironmentandRuralCommunitiesAct 2006(publishedOctober2006). Section 40 –“Everypublicauthoritymust,in exercisingitsfunctions,haveregard,sofarasis consistentwiththeproperexerciseofthose functions,tothepurposeofconserving biodiversity”. NationalPlanningPolicyFramework(published February2019). Paragraph 175 –“development resulting in the loss or deterioration of irreplaceable hab
	-

	Summaryofprotectionaffordedtoancient woodlandsitesandfurtherguidance availablenoted. 
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	on “development proposals that contain or are likely to affect Ancient Semi-Naturalwoodlands or Plantations on Ancient Woodlands Sites (PAWS) (as defined and recorded in Natural England’s Ancient Woodland Inventory),including proposals where any part of the development site is within 500 metres ofan ancient semi-natural woodland or ancient replanted woodland,and where the development would involve erecting new buildings,or extending the footprint of existing buildings” Italsonotesthatancientwoodlandisan irr
	ProposedChange. Agreedthatbothsemi-naturalancient woodlandandplantationsofancient woodlandshouldbetreatedequallyin termsofprotectionafforded.Addaddition texttoparagraph2.3.2toread“…Local WildlifeSite(LWS,AncientSemi-Natural Woodland,PlantationsonAncient WoodlandSitesand….” 
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	KeepersofTime–AStatementofPolicyfor England’sAncientandNativeWoodland (publishedJune2005). Page 10 “Theexistingareaofancientwoodland shouldbemaintainedandthereshouldbeanet increaseintheareaofnativewoodland”. NaturalEnvironmentWhitePaper“TheNatural Choice”(publishedJune2011) Paragraph 2.53 -Thishasa“renewedcommitment toconservingandrestoringancientwoodlands”. Paragraph 2.56 –“TheGovernmentiscommitted toprovidingappropriateprotectiontoancient woodlandsandtomorerestorationofplantations onancientwoodlandsites”.
	Standingadvicenoted. 
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	helpplannersassesstheimpactoftheproposed developmentontheancient woodland. SummariesofsomeCaseDecisionsare alsoavailablethatdemonstratehowcertain previousplanningdecisionshavetakenplanning policyintoaccountwhenconsideringtheimpact ofproposeddevelopmentsonancientwoodland. Biodiversity2020:astrategyforEngland’swildlife andecosystemservices(publishedAugust2011). Paragraph 2.16 -Furthercommitmentstoprotect ancientwoodlandandtocontinuerestorationof PlantationsonAncientWoodlandSites(PAWS). ImportanceandDesignatio
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	bereplantedwithconiferandbroadleavedtrees andcanretainancientwoodlandfeatures,suchas undisturbedsoil,groundfloraandfungi.Veryold PAWScomposedofnativespeciescanhave characteristicsofASNW.AncientWoodlandsites (includingPAWS)areonNaturalEngland’s InventoryofAncientWoodland. Other Semi-Natural Woodland (OSNW) WoodlandwhichhasarisensinceAD1600,is derivedfromnaturalseedfallorplantingand consistsofatleast80%locallynativetreesand shrubs(i.e.,specieshistoricallyfoundinEngland thatwouldarisenaturallyonthesite).Someti
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	technicaldetailseeNaturalEngland’s Ancient Woodland Inventory.Inspectionmaydetermine thatotherareasqualify. FurtherGuidance FellingLicences -UndertheForestryAct(1967)a FellingLicenceisrequiredforfellingmorethan5 cubicmetrespercalendarquarter.Failureto obtainalicencemayleadtoprosecutionandthe issueofarestockingnotice. EnvironmentalImpactAssessment-Underthe EnvironmentalImpactAssessment(Forestry) (EnglandandWales)Regulations1999,as amended,deforestationwhichislikelytohavea significantimpactontheenvironmentmay

	SPD_BNG31 
	SPD_BNG31 
	Barrattand DavidWilson Homes Yorkshire West 
	Page7, Paragraph 3.1.1 
	WesupportBiodiversityNetGain(BNG)andthisis somethingwhichhasbeenarequirementviathe NPPFforsometimenow. However,wearefullyawarethattheGovernment willbeintroducinga10%BNGrequirementviathe EnvironmentalBillin2021.Currentlythisisnot expectedtotakeplaceuntilSpring2021atthe earliestandeventhen,therewillbea2year transitionperiodbeforethisspecificbenchmark comesintoforce.Thisis2yearsfromwhenthe 
	Wewouldsuggestthat theinterimguidanceis writtentocomplement thesequenceofevents thatshouldhappenata nationallevelwhereaLPA doesnothaveaspecific policyrequirementin percentageterms.Rather thancontradictnational guidance.Giventhatthis 
	NoChange Supportforbiodiversitynetgainnotedand welcomed. Therequirementfordevelopmentto achieveabiodiversitynetgainissetoutin theadoptedLocalPlanpolicyLP30 (BiodiversityandGeodiversity). 
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	EnvironmentBillreceivesroyalassent.Wherea LocalPlanningAuthority(LPA)doesnothavea localplanpolicyinplacespecifyingaparticular requirementinpercentageterms,thenitcan notrequire10%untilthenewlegislationcomesin toaffectandonlyafterthetransitionperiod ceases. Thus,weobjecttoa10%requirementaheadof thisbeingbroughtinbyGovernment.Todoso wouldcausenotonlycauseconfusionand uncertaintytoeveryoneinvolvedinthe developmentindustry,buttherewouldbenolegal basisonwhichtorequestthis. Weacceptthatthenewnationalrequirementwil
	isonlyaninterim guidanceuntilnational guidancecomesin,we wouldsuggestremoving allreferenceto10%.Or holdoffonadoptingthis guidance,until1)the10% requirementcomesinto forceand2)when Governmenthaveissued moreclarityonthis matter,toensurethatany localdocumentdoesnot conflictwithnational guidance. 
	Therequirementfora10%biodiversitynet gainpost-developmentisinlinewiththe forthcomingnationallegislationand neighbouringlocalauthorities.The introductionofthistargetwithinKirkleesit toaidthetransitionduringtheinterim perioduntiltheintroductionofthe EnvironmentBill.Therequirementfora measurablenetgainisnotthecreationof newpolicyratheranewmethodof quantifyingnetgainconsistentlyacross developmentsanddistricts. TheTANwillbereviewedandupdatedin linewiththelatestgovernmentguidance whenavailable. 

	TR
	WedonotobjecttotheLPAbringingoutguidance tosupportdevelopersandothersinensuringthat BNGisachievedinlinewithcurrentNPPF requirements.However,wewouldstrongly recommendthatthereferencetorequiring10% priortothisbeingsetasanationalrequirementis removed. 

	SPD_BNG32 
	SPD_BNG32 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	3.4 
	Section3.4couldbestrongertodemonstratethat allnetgainsshouldbedeliveredonsitewherever possible,withoff-sitecompensationalastresort. 
	Section3.4couldbe strongertodemonstrate thatallnetgainsshould bedeliveredonsite whereverpossible,with 
	ProposedChange. Provideadditionalparagraphabove3.4.1 statingthat“3.4.1Abiodiversitynetgain achievedwithinthedevelopmentsiteisthe 
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	off-sitecompensationa lastresort. 
	preferredoptionwithinKirklees.Themethod ofachievingabiodiversitynetgainshouldbe integratedearlyintothedesignprocessand themitigationhierarchyfollowedtoassistin this.” Changeparagraph3.4.1toread“3.4.2Inthe eventadevelopmentproposalisunableto demonstrateabiodiversitynetgainwithin theapplicationarea,followingthecorrect applicationofthemitigationhierarchyand justificationusingthemetricInexceptional circumstanceswhereitcanbedemonstrated thaton-sitecompensationmethodshave beenexhausted,itwillbenecessaryto secureb

	SPD_BNG33 
	SPD_BNG33 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	3.4 
	Thissectionshouldalsoclarifywhattariffhasbeen setbytheLPAforeachBiodiversityUnit,asisthe approachtakenbyotherLPA’snationwideto ensurethereisnotafavourablebiastowards somesitesordevelopers.Thetariffwillhaveto takeintoaccountlocallandcostsand considerationsovertheabilitytocreatenew habitats.Tariffsalreadysetrangebetween£9,000£15,00perunitinthenationalDefraconsultation (2019),to£40,000perunitinWarwickshireand £93,570.48perunitinsomeLondonboroughs. 
	-

	Shouldclarifywhattariff hasbeensetbytheLPA foreachBiodiversityUnit, asistheapproachtaken byotherLPA’snationwide toensurethereisnota favourablebiastowards somesitesordevelopers. 
	NoChange. The tariff per biodiversity unit is subject to change frequently with fluctuations in land pricesandlocalmarketdemand.Inaddition, thereiscurrentmarketresearchon-goingon the local value of biodiversity units by local authorities and government bodies in preparation for the introduction of the Environment Bill. Therefore, in the interim period this guidance applies to, each applicationwillbeassessedonacase-by-case basis by the LPA and a commuted sum devised based on the most recent relevant evidence
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	SPD_BNG34 
	SPD_BNG34 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	3.4 
	Thissectionshouldalsoincludeclarificationthat off-sitecompensationwillnotbeacceptedonsites whicharealreadyrequiredtobeinghabitatsinto favourableconditione.g.,asaresultoftheir designationorasaconditionofanotherplanning application.Sitesmay,however,beappropriateif theconditionistobefurtherimprovedorifLWS currentlynotinfavourablemanagement,orunder anyotherresponsibility,arebroughtinto managementtoenhancetheirdesignating features. 
	Shouldinclude clarificationthatoff-site compensationwillnotbe acceptedonsiteswhich arealreadyrequiredto beinghabitatsinto favourablecondition.Sites may,however,be appropriateifthe conditionistobefurther improvedorifLWS currentlynotin favourablemanagement, orunderanyother responsibility,arebrought intomanagementto enhancetheirdesignating features. 
	ProposedChange. Agreetoaddadditionaltextregardingsites tobeexcludedfromcompensationschemes. Amendparagraph3.4.3toread“Offsite compensationschemesthatinvolveland allocatedfordevelopmentwithinthe KirkleesLocalPlan,includingsafeguarded land,orwithinprotectedsiteswillnotbe consideredappropriatecompensationfor developmentimpactsoccurringwithinthe district.” 

	SPD_BNG35 
	SPD_BNG35 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	3.4 
	Theguidanceshouldincludethatthosehabitats thathaveatimetoconditionofover30yearswill usuallynotbeaccepted,asthisisoftenbeyond thelifetimeofthedevelopment. 
	Theguidanceshould includethatthose habitatsthathaveatime toconditionofover30 yearswillusuallynotbe accepted,asthisisoften beyondthelifetimeofthe development. 
	ProposedChange. Agreedthathabitatswhichtakelongerthan 30yearstoestablishwillnotusuallybe consideredacceptable.Addadditional sentencetoparagraph3.5.1toread “…maintenanceofbiodiversity.Therefore, anyproposedhabitatcreationor enhancementwhichispredictedbythe metrictotakelongerthan30yearstoreach thetargetconditionwillnotusuallybe acceptedforbiodiversitynetgainpurposes”. 
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	SPD_BNG36 
	SPD_BNG36 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	3.5 
	Section3.5shouldspecifythatmonitoringshould utilisethesameversionofthemetricaswas utilisedattheplanningapplicationstage.Itshould alsoincludeprovisionfortherevisionoftheEDS withscopeforremedialorretrospective works/habitatcreationtobeundertakenor changesinmanagementstrategiesapplied,should thehabitatsbefoundtonotbemeetingthe requiredconditionstatedintheinitialapplication. 
	Section3.5shouldspecify thatmonitoringshould utilisethesameversionof themetricaswasutilised attheplanning applicationstage.It shouldalsoinclude provisionfortherevision oftheEDSwithscopefor remedialorretrospective works/habitatcreationto beundertakenorchanges inmanagementstrategies applied,shouldthe habitatsbefoundtonot bemeetingtherequired conditionstatedinthe initialapplication. 
	ProposedChange. Agreedthatthemonitoringshouldutilise thesameversionofthemetricaswas utilisedwithintheplanningapplication.Add additionalsentencetoparagraph3.5.3to read“…BiodiversityMetric2.0.The monitoringofsitesshouldutilise thesame versionofthemetricasaccompaniedthe planningapplication.” Agreethatprovisionforremedialmeasures orchangestothemanagementregime shouldbeincluded.Addsentenceto paragraph3.5.4toread“…maybetaken. Revisionsmayberequiredtooriginal managementaccompanyingtheplanning applicationinthisinst

	SPD_BNG37 
	SPD_BNG37 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	4.2 
	Section4.2,wearepleasedtoseeconsiderationof baselinevaluesinthiscontext. 
	Section4.2,weare pleasedtosee considerationofbaseline valuesinthiscontext. 
	NoChange. Supportnotedandwelcomed. 

	SPD_BNG38 
	SPD_BNG38 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	4.3 
	WithregardstoSection4.3,pleaserefertoour commentsaboveandtheapplicationofthesmall sitemetricdueforreleasebyDefrasoon. 
	pleaserefertoour previouscommentsand theapplicationofthe smallsitemetricduefor releasebyDefrasoon. 
	NoChange. Althoughtheintroductionofthe EnvironmentBillwillmandateall developmentcoveredbytheTownand CountryPlanningActtoachievea measurablenetgain.Atthetimeofwriting, 
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	a‘smallsite’metrichadnotbeenreleased byDEFRAandthereforeminor developmentsarecurrentlynotrequiredto utiliseametric.Alldevelopmentisexpected tofollowtheecologicalmitigationhierarchy andachieveabiodiversitynetgaininline withLocalPlanpolicyLP30regardless. 

	SPD_BNG39 
	SPD_BNG39 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	5.1.2 
	Within,paragraph5.1.2wewouldencouragethe inclusionofpriorityhabitatsandlocalBAPhabitats asbeingofhighstrategicsignificance. 
	Wewouldencouragethe inclusionofpriority habitatsandlocalBAP habitatsasbeingofhigh strategicsignificance. 
	ProposedChange. Agreethathabitatsofprincipalimportance withinKirkleesshouldbegivenahigher valuewithintheappropriatebiodiversity opportunityzones.Addadditionalsentence toparagraph5.1.2toread“…theKirklees WildlifeHabitatNetwork.Any Habitatof PrincipalImportancewithinKirkleeslocated withintheassociatedBiodiversity OpportunityZone.” 

	SPD_BNG40 
	SPD_BNG40 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	5.2.1 
	shouldincludedraftBS8683(2020)asarelevant guidancedocument. 
	shouldincludedraftBS 8683(2020)asarelevant guidancedocument. 
	NoChange. AsBS8683(2020)isstilladraftdocumentit cannotbeincludedwithintheTANatthis stage.ShouldtheTANbeupdatedinthe futureandtheBS8683(2020)bepublished, itsinclusionatthisstagewouldbe considered. 

	SPD_BNG41 
	SPD_BNG41 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	6.1.1 
	Section6.1couldincludehistoricmaps(inferred lateron)andlocalspeciesgroups(e.g.,West 
	Couldincludehistoric mapsandlocalspecies groupsasresourcesfor 
	ProposedChange. 

	Ref No. 
	Ref No. 
	Organisation 
	Document Section/ Page 
	Comment 
	Change(s) required 
	Council Response & Proposed Changes 

	TR
	YorkshireBatGroup)asresourcesfordesk-based studiesofsites. 
	desk-basedstudiesof sites. 
	Agreethatlocalwildlifegroupsprovide valuableinformationinmanycasesandthe useoftheseshouldbeencouraged. Addadditionalwordstoparagraph6.1.1to read“…RecordsCentreandrecordsfrom thelocalwildlifeprotectiongroups”. 

	SPD_BNG42 
	SPD_BNG42 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	6.2.2 
	Withinparagraph6.2.2itshouldbehighlighted thatallmitigationandcompensationfor designatedsitesandprotectedspeciesmustbe undertakenpriortotheapplicationofbiodiversity netgainwhichisconsideredtobeadditional. 
	Itshouldbehighlighted thatallmitigationand compensationfor designatedsitesand protectedspeciesmustbe undertakenpriortothe applicationofbiodiversity netgainwhichis consideredtobe additional. 
	ProposedChange. Agreedthatmitigationfordesignatedsites andirreplaceablehabitatsisadditional.Add sentencetoparagraph6.2.2toread“…of theEcIA.Bespokecompensationor mitigationrequiredforimpactsto designatedsitesandirreplaceablehabitats mustbedeterminedpriortoapplicationof themetric,whichisconsideredtobe additional” 

	SPD_BNG43 
	SPD_BNG43 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	6.2 
	Section6.2shouldalsohighlightthepreferential approachofutilisingUKHabitatClassification system,ratherthanconvertingfromNVCorPhase 1,andhowconditionassessmentsmustbe undertakenduringthesitevisit. 
	Shouldhighlightthe preferentialapproachof utilisingUKHabitat Classificationsystem, ratherthanconverting fromNVCorPhase1,and howcondition assessmentsmustbe undertakenduringthesite visit. 
	ProposedChange. Agreethatreferencethatthemetric requiresinputfromtheUKHabitat Classificationshouldbeincluded.Add sentencetoparagraph2.1.1toread“The metricisbasedontheUKHabitat Classificationsystemhoweveraconversion toolallowstranslationfromPhase1JNCC habitats”. 
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	Addadditionalparagraphto6.2toread “Habitattypeidentificationduringecological surveysshouldbecompletedthroughthe useofUKHabitatClassificationSystemto allowdirectinputintothemetric.This removestheneedtotranslatehabitatsfrom alternativehabitatrecordingsystemssuch asPhase1JNCC,whichmaynotbedirectly comparable,andensuresdataisdirectly comparableonanationalscale.” 

	SPD_BNG44 
	SPD_BNG44 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	7.1 
	Wefeelthatsection7.1wouldbenefitfromclarity thatnetgainmustbeachievedinallhabitattypes. However,aresupportivethatconditionchanges aboveonestepchangeareunlikelytoberealistic andmusthaveclearandrobustjustification.This sectionshouldalsoincludemention,asabove, thathabitatsthattakeover30yearstocondition willgenerallynotbeaccepted. 
	Wouldbenefitfromclarity thatnetgainmustbe achievedinallhabitat types.Shouldinclude mentionthathabitatsthat takeover30yearsto conditionwillgenerally notbeaccepted. 
	ProposedChange. Supportfortherequirementthatcondition changesofhabitatsmustberealisticand justified. Agreethatclarificationregardingthata10% netgainmustbeachievedfromthebaseline valueofeachhabitattypeshouldbe provided.Asthisisaddressedwithin paragraph7.4.1,Section7.1isconsideredto bethemostappropriateplacetoinclude furtherdetails.Addadditionalparagraphto 7.1toread“7.1.4Inadditiontoa10% biodiversitynetgainoverallonthesite(in bothhabitatunitsandlinearfeatures, dependingontheecologicalbaselineofthe site),a10%g
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	SPD_BNG45 
	SPD_BNG45 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	7.3.1 
	Section7.3shouldclarifythatitismostacceptable forresidentialcurtilages,includinggardens,be includedwithinthemetricas‘Urban– UnvegetatedGarden’or‘Urban– Developed/SealedSurface’. 
	Shouldclarifythatitis mostacceptablefor residentialcurtilages, includinggardens,be includedwithinthemetric as‘Urban–Unvegetated Garden’or‘Urban– Developed/Sealed Surface’. 
	NoChange. Theinclusionofvegetatedgardensorother biodiversitynetgainfeatureswithinthe curtilageofresidentialgardenswillbe consideredonacasebycasebasisprovided theseareconsideredrealisticorcanbe securedthroughanappropriatelegal agreement. 

	SPD_BNG46 
	SPD_BNG46 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	Theadvicenotewouldalsobenefitfrominclusion ofwhatisexpectedtobeincludedunder ‘AcceleratedSuccession’and‘Enhancement’. Generallyspeaking,wewouldviewthe transformationofscrubtowoodlandas appropriateunderacceleratedsuccessionbut wouldnotviewthecompletelossofahabitat whichisthenreplantedtobeconsideredinthis way,norlossofapriorityhabitattobe‘succussed’ towoodland. 
	Theadvicenotewould alsobenefitfrominclusion ofwhatisexpectedtobe includedunder ‘AcceleratedSuccession’ and‘Enhancement’. 
	NoChange TheAcceleratedsuccessiontoolcurrently includedwithintheBiodiversityMetric2.0is currentlyconsideredtohavesignificant errorsandisduetoberemoved/replaced withintheupdatedmetricasindicatedby thelatestpublicconsultationbyNatural Englandthereforefurtherclarification regardingitsuseisnotconsideredtobe required. 

	SPD_BNG47 
	SPD_BNG47 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	Itshouldbemadeclearthatanytemporarylossof habitatsduetoconstructionshouldbeconsidered permanentduetothetimetorecreatethese habitatsonsite. 
	Itshouldbemadeclear thatanytemporarylossof habitatsdueto constructionshouldbe consideredpermanent duetothetimeto recreatethesehabitatson site. 
	ProposedChange. Agreethatclarificationthatthetemporary lossofhabitatsneedstobeconsideredasa loss,shouldbeincorporatedintotheTAN. Addadditionalparagraphtosection7.1to read“7.1.5Wheretemporary habitatlosses aresettooccurasaresultoftheproposals, thesemustbeclassedaspermanentandany 
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	reinstatedhabitatsrecordedasnewly createdwithinthemetric.Thisistoaccount forthetimetakenforhabitatstoreestablishfollowingdamageandtheriskof failure”. 
	-


	SPD_BNG48 
	SPD_BNG48 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	TheTrustwouldalsorecommendinclusionof detailsofthe‘BuildingwithNature’initiative withintheAdviceNote.BuildingwithNatureisa frameworkthatenablesdeveloperstointegrate high-qualitymultifunctionalgreeninfrastructure tocreateplacesinwhichpeopleandnaturecan flourish.Itprovidesdeveloperswithapossible mechanismtodeliveranumberofpolicies includingLP27,28,29,30and31andtomeetthe targetsbeingexploredbyWYCAtoimproveGreen Infrastructureacrosstheregion.Wealsobelieve thatthisapproachwouldhelpdevelopersachieve thoseambition
	Recommendinclusionof detailsofthe‘Building withNature’initiative withintheAdviceNote. 
	NoChange. Commentsregardinginclusionofthe ‘BuildingwithNature’initiativenoted.Itis recognisedthattherearevariousinitiatives andschemeswhichcomplementthe achievementofbiodiversitynetgainwithin development.However,asthespecific methodofincorporatingbiodiversitywithin developmentarenotcoveredbythisTAN, theinclusionorreferencetosuchschemes isconsideredoutsideofthescopeofthe document. 
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	creatingnetworkswherenaturecanthrive,and supportingthecreationofdevelopmentwhich moreeffectivelydeliversanetgainforwildlife. •Water–acommitmenttoimprovingwater quality,onsiteandinthewiderarea:reducingthe riskoffloodingandmanagingwaternaturallyfor maximumbenefit. •Wellbeing–todeliverhealthandwellbeing benefitsthroughthegreenfeaturesonsite, makingsuretheycanbeeasilyaccessedbypeople closetowheretheylive. BuildingwithNatureisavoluntaryapproach developedbypractitioners,policy-makersand academicexperts,andtestedw

	SPD_BNG49 
	SPD_BNG49 
	Yorkshire WildlifeTrust 
	3.3.3 
	Wewouldalsobeencouragedbytheinclusionof therequirementforanEcologicalDesignStrategy (EDS)tobeprovidedalongwiththeEcIA(rather thantheCEMPandLEMPcurrentlyrequiredat stage5)anddevelopedattheveryearlystagesof development,whichoutlineshowhabitats(and 
	Wewouldbeencouraged bytheinclusionof EcologicalDesignStrategy (EDS)alongwithEcIA, ratherthantheCEMPand LEMPatstage5.TheEDS 
	NoChange. AlthoughtheconsiderationofanEcological DesignStrategyorLandscape&Ecological ManagementPlanisencouraged,the requirementforthisatanearlystageofthe 
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	species)willbeprotectedonsitefollowingthe mitigationhierarchy,howhabitatswillbecreated, mangedandmonitoredinperpetuity(orfora minimumof30years)alongwithresponsibilities foreachstage(asperdraftBS8683).Whilstwe appreciatethesewillnotbepossibletofinalisein earlystages,aworkingdocumentshouldbe submittedwiththeapplicationandupdatedas requiredateachstageofdesigninaccordance withBS8683.Theseshouldbefinalisedbystage5 ascurrentlyshowninTable1. 
	shouldbedevelopedat theveryearlystagesof developmentandit shouldoutline howhabitats(and species)willbeprotected onsitefollowingthe mitigationhierarchy,how habitatswillbecreated, mangedandmonitoredin perpetuity(orfora minimumof30years) alongwithresponsibilities foreachstage(asper draftBS8683).aworking documentshouldbe submittedwiththe applicationandupdated asrequiredateachstage ofdesigninaccordance withBS8683.These shouldbefinalisedby stage5ascurrentlyshown inTable1. 
	developmentisonacase-by-casebasis. Shouldfurtherdetailberequiredfor securityofabiodiversitynetgain,these documentsmayberequestedpriorto determination.Itisnotconsidered appropriatetoreferenceBS8683withinthe TANasthedocumentisstilladraftandmay besubjecttosignificantchanges. 

	SPD_BNG50 
	SPD_BNG50 
	Environment Agency 
	para1.3.4 
	Paragraph1.3.4 Thefollowingsentencecontainsatypingerror: “…leavesthenaturalenvironmentisameasutably betterstatethanitwasbeforehand.” 
	ProposedChange. TypingerrorwithinParagraph1.3.4tobe correctedtoread“leavesthenatural environmentinameasurablybetterstate thanitwasbeforehand.” 
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	SPD_BNG51 
	SPD_BNG51 
	Environment Agency 
	para2.1.1 
	Paragraph2.1.1 Fortheavoidanceofdoubt,andtohighlightthe keydifferencebetweentheoriginalmetricandthe BiodiversityMetric2.0,wewouldverymuch welcometherecognitionofriverhabitatinthe followingsentence: “Themetricisbasedonhabitatsandincorporates separatemodulesforhabitatsmeasuredinarea (suchaswoodlandandgrassland)andlinear habitatsmeasuredinlength(suchashedgerows andrivers)”. Wenotethereisalinktothemetricandguidance providedinparagraph5.2.1(SectionB:Guidance forEcologicalConsultants),butthinkitwouldbe usefultoin
	ProposedChange. Agreethatrecognitionofriverunitsshould beincluded.Addadditionalwordsto paragraph2.1.1toread“linearhabitats measuredinlength(suchashedgerowsand rivers).” Agreethatlinkcouldbeincludedtothe currentmetricwithinSection2.Add additionaltexttoendofparagraph2.1.1to read“…isdeterminedandcanbeaccessed attheNaturalEnglandPublications Website.” 

	SPD_BNG52 
	SPD_BNG52 
	Environment Agency 
	para3.1.1 
	Paragraph3.1.1 Section3.1.1seemslikeagoodplacewithinthe documenttohighlighttheneedforeachofthe habitatunitspresenttobeassessedandsummed separately.Tomakethispointasclearaspossible, itwouldbeusefultoincludemoredetailatthe endofsection3.1.1andsuggestthefollowingas anexample: Itisimportanttonotethatthebiodiversityunits calculatedthroughthecorehabitatarea-based metricandeachofthesupplementarylinearunits 
	ProposedChange. Agreethatclarificationregardingthata10% netgainmustbeachievedfromthebaseline valueofeachhabitattypeshouldbe provided.Asthisisaddressedwithin paragraph7.4.1,thisisconsideredtobethe mostappropriateplacetoincludefurther details.Addadditionaltexttoparagraph 7.4.1toread“…individually.Inaddition,a 10%netgainmustbeachievedineach individualhabitattypecontributingto the baselinevalueofthesite”. 
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	areuniqueandcannotbesummedorconverted. Whenreportingbiodiversitygainsorlossesusing theBiodiversityMetric2.0,thedifferent biodiversityunittypes(i.e.corehabitatarea-based units,supplementarylinear-basedhedgerowunits, andsupplementarylinear-basedriverunits)must bereportedseparatelyandcannotbesummedto giveanoverallbiodiversityunitvalue.For example,inorderforadevelopmenttoachieve biodiversitynetgain,itmustdemonstrateatleast 10%netgainseparatelyineachofthehabitat unitspresentonsite. However,werecognisethatthisinf

	SPD_BNG53 
	SPD_BNG53 
	Environment Agency 
	para3.3.3 
	Paragraph3.3.3 Weliketheprescriptiveandstagedapproach detailedwithinTable1whichprovidesaclearstep bystepguidefordevelopers. 
	NoChange. Supportnotedandwelcomed. 

	SPD_BNG54 
	SPD_BNG54 
	Environment Agency 
	Foryourawareness,theBiodiversityMetric3.0is expectedinJanuary2021,asthisisanevolving tool.Thisshouldalsobeaccompaniedbyupdated guidance. Westronglyencourageyoutoconsiderhowyou willcontinuetoincorporatenetgainwithinyour LocalPlanpoliciesandSupplementaryPlanning Documents.Youwillneedtoconsiderany supportingevidencerequirements. 
	NoChange. Commentsonupdatingandproducingnew guidancedocumentsandlocalplanpolicies noted. 
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	Biodiversitynetgainpolicyneedstobefounded onagoodyetproportionateevidencebase.A goodevidencebaseputsyouinastrongposition toshapethesubsequentdirectionofpolicy.We encourageyoutousethebestavailablelocal environmentaldata.Thereisalsoanopportunity toconsiderNatureRecoveryStrategieswithinthis evidencegatheringandwidernaturalcapitalgoals. Thisistheopportunitytoconsiderthelocal biodiversityprioritiesandthelevelofsignificance forsites.Areassetoutbythelocalplanning authorityasstrategicallyimportantareconsidered more
	Commentsregardingpre-application discussionsnoted. 
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	otherlocalauthoritiesinYorkshire,weofferthe followingcomment: Wearesupportiveofencouragingapplicantsand developerstoengageinpre-application discussionswhichshouldthenresultinabetter qualityandmoreenvironmentallysensitive development.Itwouldbepossible,andwe welcome,linkinginwiththeEnvironmentAgency planningadviceserviceforspecificadviceonriver habitatsinregardtoBNG.Thetermsand conditionsofourchargedforplanningadvice serviceareavailableherewithfurtherdetails availablehere. Workinggroup WeareawarethatthereisaW
	Commentsnoted. Commentsnoted. 

	SPD_BNG55 
	SPD_BNG55 
	HolmeValley Vision 
	1.1.2 
	Thisisasubstantivedocument,givingreal guidanceonhowontheintent,meaningand mechanismworktogethertobenefitthe environmentinwhichwealllive.Givenits technicalnature,wearenotinapositionto commentindetail. 
	NoChange. Commentsnoted. 
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	WewouldliketoremindtheCouncilofthemany localsurveysandconsultationexercisescarried outintheHolmeValleyoverthelasttenyears. Thesehaveconsistentlyshownthelocalpeople considertheenvironmentanditscaretobeahigh priority. WethereforewelcometheCouncil’scommitment andwouldsupportanyactionithastotaketo “providenetbiodiversitygainsthroughgood designbyincorporatingbiodiversity enhancementsandhabitatcreation”.Weare concerned,howeverthatthepolicystatementin takinganegativeratherthatapositivestancewill weakenitsabilityto
	NoChange. ThispolicyispolicyLP30(Biodiversity& Geodiversity)oftheadoptedLocalPlanand hasbeenfound‘sound’throughtheLocal PlanExaminationinPublic.StatutoryLocal Planpolicycanonlybechangedthrougha reviewoftheLocalPlan. 
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	affectedbythatdevelopmentandseek opportunitiestoenhancebiodiversityvalueand ecologicallinksmoregenerally.” 

	SPD_BNG56 
	SPD_BNG56 
	HolmeValley ParishCouncil 
	1.1.1 
	Overall • Welcometheissuingofthesedocuments,which supplygreaterdetailtosupplementtheprovisions oftheLocalPlan. • Welcomebeinggiventheopportunityto commentonthedocuments. • Welcometheclarityofpresentation • Welcomethefrequentreferencestoclimate change/sustainability/biodiversityinthetextsof alldocumentsbutthereisnosenseofurgency, giventhatKirkleesandHVPChavedeclareda climateemergency.Section4.4Sustainabledesign inSPDExtensionsandalterationsisnoted. GeneralResponse: Overall,theSPDswhicharegenerallyclearlylaid
	NoChange. NotrelevanttoBiodiversityNetGainTAN. Commentsnoted. 

	Ref No. 
	Ref No. 
	Organisation 
	Document Section/ Page 
	Comment 
	Change(s) required 
	Council Response & Proposed Changes 

	TR
	viewsofourcommunity.Thisisimportantasthe SPDsarewrittenfromadeveloper'sperspectiveso wehopethattheycanbeusedinconjunctionwith theNDPtobetterunderstandtherelationship betweenbuildingsandthecommunitytheysit within. Climatechangeandtheneedtoactontheclimate emergencyisreflectedintheSPDsbutnot expressedinthestrongtermsrequiredtodrive realaction.Forexample,theHouseholdersDesign Guideonlyencouragesorsupportsrenewable technologies/sharedenergyprojectsratherthan requiringthesethingstobeconsideredas standardandonlyno
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	ofpositiveandnegativeexamplesandwe welcomethisclaritywhichshouldbeveryhelpful tothoseseekingtoextendoraltertheirhomes. Overall,wewelcometheopportunitytocontribute totheseSPDsandtheadditionalclaritytheybring. ManytermswithintheSPDsaresubjectivesuchas referencingcharacter,distinctivenessandpublic viewsandwerecognisethatthischallengeof balancingspecificitywiththegeneralvaluesofan areaisachallengeforallplanningdocuments. However,wehopethattogetherwiththeHolme ValleyspecificsoftheNDP,theseSPDswillprovide acleare

	SPD_BNG57 
	SPD_BNG57 
	HolmeValley ParishCouncil 
	3.2.2 
	HolmeValleyParishCouncilwelcomesthe documentandwhatitseekstoachieve,i.e.,all developmentshouldavoidsignificantlossto biodiversityanddevelopmentproposalsshould providebiodiversitygains Weapprovetherequirementthatminor developments,-i.e.lessthan10dwellings,-are subjecttothemitigationhierarchy.Aswithall majordevelopments,minordevelopmentswillstill beexpectedtoprovideadequateecological information,applythemitigationhierarchy,and demonstrateabiodiversitynetgaininaccordance withtheNationalPlanningPolicyFrameworka
	NoChange. Supportontherequirementthatall developmentfollowtheecological mitigationhierarchyandprovide biodiversitynetgainsnotedandwelcomed. Provisionsforwildlifewithinthecurtilages ofresidentialpropertiesareoutsideofthe scopeoftechnicaladvicenote.However, thedesignoffeaturesforwildlifewithin thesespacesisconsideredonacase-by-case basisbasedontheexistingecological functionsofthesite.Examplesof opportunitiestoincludefeaturefor biodiversitynetgainwithinresidential dwellingsandgardensareincludedwithin 
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	intheHolmeValleyareforlessthan10houses. InGeneral,we: • Areencouragedbytherequirementthatnew privategardensshouldbedesignedtobe“wildlife friendly”butwhatdoesthismeaninpractice? • SupporttheLocalPlan(LP30)requirementfor developmentproposalstoprovidenetbiodiversity gainsthroughgooddesignbyincorporating biodiversityenhancementsandhabitatcreation. • Approvethenotionthatdevelopmentshouldbe carriedoutinlinewiththemitigationhierarchyas highlightedtoresultinnosignificantecological harm.Useofthishierarchy,significan
	theHousebuilderDesignGuideSPDand HouseExtensionsandAlterationsSPD. 

	SPD_BNG58 
	SPD_BNG58 
	Redrow 
	1.2.1 
	TheTechnicalAdviceNote(TAN)seekstooutline howtheemergingGovernmentapproachwithin theEnvironmentBill2019willbeappliedwithin Kirklees.MuchoftheTANrelatestotheuseofthe BiodiversityMetric2.0whichisexpectedtobethe confirmedtoolformeasuringnetgainorloss. WenotethattheTANseekstosupplementpolicy LP30whichsetsoutarequirementtoavoidnet lossinbiodiversitywithinKirkleesandtoprovide measurablenetgainwithindevelopment proposalswhereopportunitiesexist.TheTAN indicatesthata10%netgainwillbesought. ThisisnotconsistentwithLP3
	NoChange. Therequirementfordevelopmentto achieveabiodiversitynetgainissetoutin theadoptedLocalPlanpolicyLP30 (BiodiversityandGeodiversity). Therequirementfora10%biodiversitynet gainpost-developmentisinlinewiththe forthcomingnationallegislationand neighbouringlocalauthorities.The introductionofthistargetwithinKirkleesit toaidthetransitionduringtheinterim perioduntiltheintroductionofthe EnvironmentBill.Therequirementfora 
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	nothavetheabilitytointroducenewpolicyor supplementarypolicy.WhilsttheEnvironmentBill remainsinDraft,a10%netgaincannotbe reasonablybesoughtandtheTANshouldasa minimumacknowledgethatintheinterim,only therequirementsofthepolicywillbesought. 
	measurablenetgainisnotthecreationof newpolicyratheranewmethodof quantifyingnetgainconsistentlyacross developmentsanddistricts. TheTANwillbereviewedandupdatedin linewiththelatestgovernmentguidance whenavailable. 

	SPD_BNG59 
	SPD_BNG59 
	Private Individual 
	1.1.1 
	Biodiverseplantationflowersisbestandtrees withfruitsasallcreationcanenjoythe environmentofthatarea. 
	NoChange. Commentnoted. 
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