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1. Background

Natural Capital Initiative

An independent forum to support the development of UK science, policy
and practice aligned with the ecosystem approach; a way of looking at
whole ecosystems in decision making and for valuing the goods and
services they provide.

SQCETY OF ) Centrefor
Biology C% Ecology & Hydrology cC

HATURAL ENVIRGHMENT RESEARCH COUNCIL British Ecological Society

Eg?ﬁtéf.’; www.naturalcapitalinitiative.org.uk
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http://www.naturalcapitalinitiative.org.uk/

Biodiversity offset

« Biodiversity offsetting is the delivery of measurable
conservation outcomes to compensate for the residual

ecological impacts of development
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
SNH Strategy and Communications teams also considering implications of habitat banking and biodiversity credits, but no policy formulated yet.


Scottish Planning Policy - SPP

126 : Where possible, planning authorities should seek benefits for species and
habitats from new development including the restoration of degraded habitats.

130: Development plans should identify and promote green networks where
this will add value to the provision, protection, enhancement and connectivity
of open space and habitats in the city regions and in and around other towns
and cities. Lochs, ponds, watercourses and wetlands also form valuable
landscape features, recreational resources and wildlife habitats and should be
protected and enhanced wherever possible both as part of developments and
green networks.
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Structure Plan and Local Plan policy

« Structure Plan Policy- Policy N5 Local Biodiversity Action: aim to ensure no net
loss of biodiversity through careful control of developments

 Local Plan policy NE3 Local Biodiversity-mitigation measures aimed at
ensuring no net loss will be sought, including creation of new habitats, in
accordance with Policy G5 Developer Contributions.

Looking ahead

« SESPlan Main Issue Report — Green Network 7.89 develop a policy for the
development, protection and enhancement of green network, blue network and
other habitat networks.

o Scottish Borders Local Development Plan

Scottish

Borders 6
COUNCIL



Justification and legal mechanism for offsets is within
existing planning policy and local biodiversity policy

pl7, p46

Section 69 agreement Local
Government Scotland Act 1973 or

Supplementary Panning Guidance
FOR BIODNERSITY

Section 75 agreement Town and
Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997

Measures for mitigation and
compensation may include:
* retention or restoration of
key habitats and features
on the development site
e creation of new habitats
on or off site
e appropriate management
and aftercare of habitats on
or off site
e provision of access for
education and awareness

7 a%?at;};http://www.scotborders.gov.uk/directory_record/7432/biodiversity;
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Local policy justified the need for habitat compensation- loss of habitats and enhancement requirement (IEEM).

Requirement for delivery of bog, heath, scrub and boundary feature habitat- intense negotiation to discharge planning condition.

Not deliverable on site- landowners.

Agreement to deliver measures off-site through a developer contribution (£42k)- costed by equivalent RSS measures (at time of agreement).

Lateral view- deliver habitats, but not necessarily like- for-like, but look for multi-benefits.




2. Developing the mechanism

Langhope rig wind farm

ea.scotland.gov.uk/Documents/qJ9127/J125754.PDF
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Presentation Notes
No. of turbines=10

Planning problem- compensate or mitigate offsite

Appeal Decision- requirement for Black grouse measures under s75 or s69

Innovative solution required



http://www.dpea.scotland.gov.uk/Documents/qJ9127/J125754.PDF

SRDP measures-
Collaborative applications

Non-SRDP-
Complimentary measures,
heather swiping,
Muirburn, fence marking
Bracken control,

Wild bird cover

g |
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Black Grouse
Survey Results




Policy framework
Ecology officer

Support of
Planning officers.
Recepﬁve
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Development of an innovative mechanism

Implement policy

Negotiate

Legal agreement

Partnership

Project management and reporting


Langhope rig —Central Southern Upland black grouse project
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Partnership work- Steering Group

Facilitation of SRDP for native woodland 

In black grouse core area


Langhope rig —Central Southern
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Upland black grouse project
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Moorland measures- heather swiping as a prelude to muirburn

Fence marking

Unharvested crops
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3. Further Implementation

Dunlaw Extension Zone of Visual Influence
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Soutra

ZVI- connect habitat delivery to Planning- reasonable.

Opportunity areas for natural flood management in Gala water catchment, plus juniper restoration in Leader catchment.

Deliver within 5 years.




B

Dunlaw extension wind farm habitat offset scheme-natural flood
management
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Not like for like- Gala water FPS

Scrapes in old meanders

W6 woodland- SRDP

Hill slope planting

More scrapes- Armet water


Dunlaw extension wind farm habitat offset scheme
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Flood storage and leaky barriers
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Crystal Rig 2 wind farm — Lammermuir black grouse recovery project
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Offsite for black grouse

Core area and link to wind farm site

Partnership

Low density planting- clump and drift


Biodiversity offset schemes in Scottish Borders
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Biodiversity offset schemes in Scottish Borders
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Development | Offset Partners with | Developer
scheme SBC contribution
(£)
Langhope rig | Central BFT 92k
Wind farm Southern SUP
Uplands Black RSPB
Grouse
SSE
Dunlaw Galawater Tweed Forum | 42k
extension natural flood | gpRr
Wind farm management
Crystal Rig 2 | Lammermuir ELC 120k
Wind farm Black grouse | gwCT
Natural Power
Glenkerie Blanket bog Tweed Forum | 250k (50Kk)
Wind farm Novera
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Chronological sequence of projects

Leverage – give examples e.g Tweed Forum (£250k SRDP), SUP 4 upland SRDP plans (£682k)


Biodiversity offset schemes in Scottish Borders

Development | Offset Partners with | Developer
scheme SBC contribution
(£)
Toddleburn Central BFT 108k
Wind farm Southern SUP
Uplands Black RSPB
Grouse
SSE
Cowieslinn Blanket bog/ | Tweed Forum | 15k
quarry Eddleston Cemex
water
restoration
Longpark Galawater Tweed Forum | 8K
wind farm natural flood
management
Fallago rig Lammermuir GWCT 11k
wind farm Black grouse
Scottish
Borders

COUNCIL
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Chronological sequence of projects

Leverage – give examples e.g Tweed Forum (£250k SRDP), SUP 4 upland SRDP plans (£682k)


Penmanshiel wind farm proposal- not determined

 Chapter 13: Forestry

Compensatory Planting

13.101 In line with the Scottish Government’s Policy on woodland removat?, it is recognised that there is a
requirement to compensate for woodland that would be felled for the proposed wind farm.
Discussions have been held with SBC regarding the nature of potential off-site compensatory planting
and the mechanism for securing this. The outcome of these discussions is that it has been agreed, in
principle, that SBC wilt contract with a third party to find suitable areas within East Berwickshire that
can be planted, liaise with landowners and carry out the agreed tree planting. RES will provide the
funds for this process, which will be secured upon approval for the wind farm via a suitable legal
agreement (anticipated to be under section 69 of the Local Government (Scotland) Act 1973). This
propased mechanism will be in line with that proposed in the Forestry Commission guidance to staff
for implementing the woodland removal Policy®.

http://www.scotborders.gov.uk/info/180/planning applications/941/view a planning application
Type Penmanshiel, Click on Documents Tab.
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http://www.scotborders.gov.uk/info/180/planning_applications/941/view_a_planning_application

4. Strengths and weaknesses

STRENGTHS

WEAKNESSES

Successfully being implemented at a
landscape scale

Multi-benefits

Achieving LBAP Obijectives
Support to LBAP Partners
Leverage of additional resources

Long term sustainability
Monitoring outcomes
Costings

Capacity

SRDP risk — no guarantees
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Achievements on the ground

Support for LBAP and partners

Leverage- give examples

Sustainability e.g. West Country Rivers Trust

Costings e.g. Farm woodland premium

Capacity- no. of projects that can be supported by LA- staff time






5. Opportunities and next steps

Covenants- e.g. West Country River Trust

FCS/ SG Policy on the Control of Woodland Removal
http://www.forestry.gov.uk/woodlandremoval

Further UK and Scottish Policy and guidance — revised Scottish
Biodiversity Strategy

Markets- habitat banking, biodiversity credits?

Scottish

Borders
COUNCIL
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Woodland compensation- likely to be an issue for most planning authorities- forest habitat network and green network opportunities

Timescales to develop policy and markets

http://www.forestry.gov.uk/woodlandremoval

www.rtpi.org.uk/scotland

Scottishplanner : FOCUS ON CLIMATE CHANGE

Renewables and Biodiversity Offsetting

Scottish Planner
Dec 2011

iy

T
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Andy Tharme, Andy Millar and lan Aikman outline work being undertaken in Scottish Borders.

Scottish Borders is a preferred area for onshore renewable
devalopers owing to its wind resource and access to grid
connactions. To data 303 turbines have been consentad in
thirteen major schemes with a considerable number of new
proposals in the planning process. To guide the developments,
Scattish Borders Council has adopted Supplementary

Planning Guidance (SPG) for wind enargy (see http.//
www_scotbardars, gov. uk/directory_record/7 432/ bindiversity)
including a spatial framawark forwind farms identifying areas of
significant constraint through to areas of minor constraint.

These comiplex devalopments, located in upland areas with
emvironmental sensitivities, have prasented the planning
authority with considerable challenges. One such challenge
faced is how to deal with residual environmental impacts such
as environmental displacements that require compensation
under local policies for no-nat loss of biodiversity linkad to

the Local Biodivarsity Action Plan (LBAF). In 2006 tha
Emvironmental Impact Assessment for the Langhope rig wind
farm, a medium sized scheme of 10 turbines submitted by 55E
in the Central Southern Uplands, identified a collision risk and
potantial displacement of black grouse at a lek just outsida tha
devalopment boundary.

To address this. the built and natural heritage team working
with planning officers proposed a creativa solution to deliver a
compensation for residual impacts, a biodiversity offsat by
drawing up section 69 or section 75 agreements under existing
planning legislation to deliver a package of compensatory
measuras for black grousa in core areas for the species in the
region. This included native woodland creation and heather
managament to banafit black grouse and increasa the resilienca
of upland habitats to dimate change in the central Southem
Uplands, linking with the emerging flood protection schemes for
the towns of Selkirk, Galashiels and Hawid:

This raquirad a number of vital ingredients; a strong policy
framework informed by the Council’s SPG for biodiversity and
driven by an ecology officer identifying the need for on site or
offsita compensatory maasuras, planning and Lagal officars who
are willing to think out of the bow in saeking to implamant
policy and legislation, developers who are receptive to a aeative
means of delivering mitigation and compensation and vitally a
means of delivering the compensatory requirements through
adisting biodiversity implamantation programmas delivarad

by the Coundil's LBAP partnars. This machanism was tastad at
the public inquiry for the Langhope rig wind farm and the
approach was supported by the Reporter (see htipy/
www_dpea.scotland, gov.uk/CaseDatails aspuzid=g/ 3796)

Since tha initial scheme was initiated in 2009, a further fiva
schemes with £0.6m in developer contributions mostly as a
result of wind farm developments, have been developed working
with developers, Borders Forest Trust, Southern Upland

| www.rtpiorg.ukscotiand

Partnership, Twead Forum and Game & Wildlife Conservation
Trust, East Lothizn Council and RSPE. The funding delivers habitat
measuras complimentary to the Scottish Rural Devalopmeanit
Programme (SRDF) and helps target collaborative SROP schemes
across the landscape. This draws extra resources into the region,
supports Iocal businesses and ervironmental groups and delivers
multiple benefits for biodiversity and dimate change adaptation
for the commumnities of Scottish Borders.

Onie particular scheme, linked to the Dun Law extension wind
farm has recentty been completed in the catchments of the
Galawater. The Council, working in partnership with the Tweed
Forum and Scottish Power Renewabiles, dalivared 3 packape of
natural flood management measures induding saapes, flood
storage ponds and riparian woodland creation to slow the flow
of water off the land in the upper and mid-catchment of the
Galawater. This contributas to the emerging Gala water Flood
Protection Scheme and may act as powarful demonstration to
farmars and landowners in the catchment.

The mechanism has helped bring biodiversity into the planning
mainstream. It will continue to evobve and may play a key role
in ensuring that compensatory planting will occur through

the implementation of the Forestry Commission
Scotland/Scottish Government control of woodland remaval
palicy http:f swww forestry gov.uk/woodlandremaval . This has
been infarmed by the Borders biodiversity offset sdhemas.
There is growing UK and Scottish Government interest in the
delivery of biodiversity offsets to compensate for biodiversity
loss throwgh development but also to improve the efficiency of

the planning process.

Andy Thanme is an Ecology Officer; Andy Millar, Built and Matural
Heritage Manager; and lan Aikman, Major spplications Review and
Enforcement Manager in Soottish Borders Council.
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