
Building biodiversity  
net gain into housing

A guide for developers looking to deliver biodiversity net gain  
and generate environmental, economic and social benefits 
through their proposals
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Foreword The UK is in the midst of a housing crisis. We do not 
have enough housing to meet demand – nor is enough 

being built to meet the needs of future households. In 
England, for example, there is currently a backlog of almost 
4 million homes.1 To address this backlog and meet new 
demand, between 240,000 and 340,000 homes must be 
built each year – not to mention the roads, community 
spaces, schools, healthcare services and other amenities 
that make these homes a cohesive addition to our society.2

While this may appear to be directly at odds with the need 
to protect and enhance the country’s rapidly declining 
biodiversity, it will, in fact, be essential for new housing 
projects to play a central role in protecting and enhancing 
biodiversity.

Fortunately, meeting housing needs whilst achieving a 
significant increase in biodiversity need not require a 
sacrifice from developers if the requirements are tackled 
proactively and effectively. Attractive and wildlife-rich 
spaces create better places for people, with access to 
green and blue space found to markedly increase property 
values. Likewise, wildlife-friendly management regimes are 
often less expensive in the long-run.

While biodiversity net gain (BNG) will not be enshrined 
in law until the forthcoming Environment Bill is passed, 
it is already established as a requirement in the National 
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and National Planning 
Practice Guidance, and is frequently a requirement of Local 
Planning Policy.

Taking a proactive approach to enhancing biodiversity will 
see developers avoid sleepwalking into planning refusals 
and delays should their high-value developments be sent 
back to the drawing board. It is also becoming increasingly 
clear that there are considerable commercial advantages 
available to developers who embrace BNG.

However, for developers to achieve demonstrable, 
measurable BNG they must accurately measure and prove 
an enhancement of biodiversity – ideally on site, but 
otherwise off site.



This is not always easy. The tools available to measure biodiversity, 
known as biodiversity ‘calculators’ or ‘metrics’, are based on 
generalised assumptions about the biodiversity of habitat 
types, which in turn is used as a proxy measure for their value. 
As the country’s habitats and the wildlife that rely on them are 
complex, seasonal, regionally and even locally variable, generalised 
assumptions often do not provide a fair reflection of their 
importance.

Biodiversity metrics clearly cannot be sophisticated enough to 
be relied upon alone to demonstrate BNG – skilled ecological 
advice is crucial to interpret ecological data and suggest 
appropriate opportunities to enhance biodiversity. Unthinking 
reliance on ‘blunt’ tools like metrics will mask the real potential 
of development sites to deliver meaningful BNG, as fixating on 
creating higher-scoring habitats for a particular metric can lead to 
uniformity of outcome. Instead, developers, in collaboration with 
skilled ecologists, should use the metrics as a guide to inform a 
strategic, creative approach to enhancing biodiversity that leads to 
better places for all.

In this guide, EPR’s first in a series addressing the emerging 
biodiversity requirements across all aspects of development in 
England, we aim to support developers of housing and mixed-use 
sites meet the emerging BNG requirements across their portfolio 
of sites.

Our approach to BNG is built around the principle of investing in a 
strategic approach to net gain which involves protecting, restoring, 
and creating habitats that are locally and strategically appropriate 
to each development. This approach aims to maximise the sale 
value of new homes and reduce the risk and costs associated with 
planning delays and ongoing management.

By following this guidance, it will be possible to deliver BNG 
for many years beyond project completion - and developers, 
residents, and wildlife will be able to take full advantage of the 
opportunities and benefits that biodiversity presents.

Ben Kite 
Managing Director and Principal Ecological Consultant,  
EPR
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The case for biodiversity 

Biodiversity, also known as biological diversity, is a term that 
describes the quantity, variety and variability of life and of 
living organisms. It can be measured at the genetic, species or 
ecosystem level, and across different spatial and temporal extents 
– for example, the species that exist in a specific location, or the 
entire complement of living organisms on Earth. 

Biodiversity is of intrinsic value to people and society. The living 
systems that comprise the natural environment provide goods and 
services – also known as ‘ecosystem services’ – that benefit, sustain 
and support the well-being of people.3 These services include:

The production of food, fibres and medicines

The regulation of air quality

Carbon sequestration, oxygen production and nutrient cycling

Protection from extreme weather such as flooding and landslips

Provision of fertile, productive soils

Pollination, natural crop pest control and clean water

Opportunities for leisure, exercise and relaxation that directly 
benefit human mental and physical wellbeing 

Ecosystem services underpin human wellbeing and provide for 
most of our subsistence needs. This isn’t just valuable to humans 
as individuals, these services have significant social and economic 
value too.
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The economic value of biodiversity
Biodiversity is a significant contributor to the UK economy. 
The country’s various habitats and wildlife, whether found 
in urban or rural greenspaces, bring substantial economic 
value through food production and agriculture, tourism, 
and leisure. For example, each year 1,500 resident species 
of pollinators deliver an estimated £400-680 million in value 
to the UK economy through improved productivity,4 and 
in 2017, 2.7 billion hours were spent on recreational trips 
in nature in the urban environment in England. These 2.7 
billion hours have an equivalent value of £2.5 billion for the 
UK economy.5

Exposure to green and blue spaces boosts our mental and 
physical wellbeing, improving our quality of life. Accessible, 
high quality green space is associated with significant 
improvements in wellbeing,6 and people living in greener 
areas experience notably lower levels of mental distress than 
those living in areas with limited access to green space.7 The 
physical and mental health benefits that come with access to 
green space are linked to shorter hospital stays and quicker 
recovery,8 saving the healthcare system £2.1 billion per year.9

Free access to greenspace also improves the sense of 
connection individuals feel to the people and spaces 
that make up their local community, increasing social 
engagement alongside mental and physical health.10

£680 
million

Annual value of pollinator 
species to UK economy

£2.5 billion

Value of urban recreation in nature in 
England to UK economy in 2017

£2.1 billion

Annual saving to UK healthcare system 
due to access to green space 

8



The business case for biodiversity 
Attractive biodiversity-rich green spaces are a valuable 
resource for individuals and communities. There is, 
therefore, a strong business case for developers to invest 
in biodiversity.

96% of homebuyers are looking to purchase property with 
access to parks, paths, and natural greenspace,11 and well- 
planned, attractive, green infrastructure and community 
spaces can deliver a substantial sales premium on nearby 
homes.12

There is a positive relationship between property value 
and residential properties overlooking or being close to 
high quality green space.13 Overall, the Office for National 
Statistics (ONS) estimates that green and blue space adds 
£2,813 to the price of the average house in Great Britain – 
equivalent to £77.9 billion.14

Likewise, there is a substantial reputational premium 
delivered through visible investment in the local 
environment and communities who live in it – particularly 
as 94% of people agree that we have a moral obligation to 
halt biodiversity loss.15

As such, investing in BNG provides a significant opportunity 
to increase the value of a development. There is an 
economic, social, and business case for enhancing the 
environment, and opportunities to increase sales and 
maximise return on investment will be missed if developers 
do not invest in delivering high-quality, long-term 
biodiversity enhancements.
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What do developers need to do?



Biodiversity net gain is a commitment to enhance nature through 
development and to enhance development through nature, rather 
than build at nature’s expense.

It is important to note that the requirement for net gain is in 
addition to a commitment to adhere to the mitigation hierarchy, 
which outlines that projects must avoid significant negative 
impacts on important ecological features when possible, or if 
an impact is unavoidable, mitigate or, as a last resort, provide 
compensation.16 EPR’s approach to achieving BNG, which calls for 
developers to invest in protecting, restoring, and creating habitat, 
is complementary to this mitigation hierarchy.

The concept of BNG has already been adopted by many housing 
and industrial developers, planners, urban designers and landscape 
architects in response to the newly introduced requirement in 
the revised NPPF17. However, the forthcoming Environment Bill 
includes provisions to make a biodiversity gain of 10% mandatory, 
and planning authorities are likely to require new projects to 
enhance biodiversity and deliver thriving natural spaces for at least 
30 years after project completion.

The Environment Bill acknowledges three routes toward securing 
BNG: 

1. Enhancement of the biodiversity of land to 
which the planning permission relates 

2. The allocation of registered offsite biodiversity 
gain to any development for which the planning 
permission is granted 

3. The purchase of biodiversity credits for any such 
development18
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These routes to BNG must be approached in the above order. It is 
impossible to bypass routes one and two in order to prioritise the 
purchase of credits to mitigate biodiversity losses. If route one is 
approached effectively, there will be reduced need for routes two 
and three – both of which are fundamentally more expensive to a 
developer. 

To meet net gain requirements through any of these routes, it will 
be crucial for housebuilders to identify opportunities for achieving 
net gain across the development process, and act upon them from 
an early stage. As part of this, collaboration with local stakeholders 
and wildlife groups alongside consideration of local biodiversity 
strategies and targets will ensure that opportunities to maximise 
net gain are not missed.

Invest in a strategic approach to protecting,  
restoring, and creating quality habitat
Whilst in practice a bespoke, site-by-site attitude to biodiversity 
is critical to achieving net gain, EPR’s approach outlines the key 
principles developers should consider when planning for BNG – 
both in the short term, and into the future. This involves investing 
in a strategic approach to net gain that includes protecting, 
restoring and creating habitat.

Taking a strategic approach to BNG has significant benefits for 
both local wildlife and housebuilders. The Environment Bill 
envisages requiring Local Authorities to create a ‘Local Nature 
Recovery Strategy’ that will sit alongside their Local Plans, and 
anything done to improve biodiversity that is in accordance with 
this strategy will equate to additional value added in DEFRA’s 
biodiversity metric.

EPR will be providing advice on writing Local Nature Recovery 
Strategies as part of a further report in the ‘Building for 
Biodiversity’ series, aimed at Local Authority planners.
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Creating new habitats which are appropriate for the local soils and landscape will benefit 
wildlife already on-site and / or in the surrounding areas. This could be through delivering 
small cumulative actions on site such as pond creation, tree planting, sowing a wildflower seed 
mix, or by creating large areas of greenspace.

Creating habitat can be a component of ‘compensation’, as outlined in the mitigation 
hierarchy. It can also provide a biodiversity enhancement where its scope goes beyond 
replacing losses.

Restoring existing degraded habitats to bring them back into favourable condition, 
particularly those that have been present in the landscape for a long time. 

By improving the ecological condition of existing habitats, both on and off-site, substantial net 
gains can be secured without any requirement for additional space to be set aside for Green 
Infrastructure.

The restoration of habitats will increase their quality, mitigating for potential impacts on plant 
and animal populations. Some of England’s most precious habitats are in dire need of positive 
management, so this option should be explored carefully.

Protecting and retaining existing habitats and features of the greatest ecological importance. 
These features should be identified through ecological survey in the early stages of a project.

Examples of ecologically important features  include ancient woodland or veteran trees, old 
species rich hedgerows and historic ponds. By identifying the most important features at an 
early stage, and structuring the masterplan around retention of these features, the extent 
of biodiversity loss will be minimised and the consequent need for compensation will be 
reduced.

The principle of protecting important features  links with the requirement outlined in the 
mitigation hierarchy to avoid, insofar as is possible, impacts on wildlife from the start of the 
project.
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Green or brown roofs and walls

In urban settings, green or brown roofs 
can provide habitats for wildlife whilst also 
managing water levels and insulating buildings. 
Green walls are also a striking design feature. 
Both green and brown roofs and walls are 
recognised in the DEFRA metric as adding 
biodiversity value.

Planting fruit trees or orchards

Orchards provide an appealing green space, 
as well as food for both wildlife and local 
people. If managed using ‘traditional’ rather 
than modern commercial methods, their 
biodiversity value increases.

Creating hedgerows and tree lines 

Strengthening linear features will increase 
connectivity between different habitats for 
species such as hedgerow nesting birds, bats 
and Hazel Dormice, whilst also providing small 
areas of extra habitat. Species selection can 
also include attractive flowering species for 
aesthetics or create fruit/nut bearing ‘edible 
hedgerows’ for foragers.

A few ideas to get started with  
boosting biodiversity on site
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Investing in protecting, restoring, and creating habitat for the long-term – actioned 
throughout the development process and through a robust, long-term management strategy 
– will ensure high-quality green space is available for people and wildlife for years to come. In 
turn, these high-quality green spaces offer the potential to deliver additional sales premiums 
whilst reducing management costs.

Planting locally appropriate, native 
wildflower-rich grasslands

Wildflower grasslands are a crucial habitat 
for pollinators and other invertebrates, they 
provide foraging habitats and can also act 
as wildlife corridors. Wildflowers are visually 
appealing and reduce long-term maintenance 
costs compared to lawns and managed grass 
verges. They can be created either with seed 
purchased from a reputable conservation 
supplier or, even better, sourced as green hay 
from a local donor site.

Wildlife pond creation

Ponds are a haven for a range of wildlife, and 
those that fill from rainfall will have naturally 
clean water. Ponds are attractive and can 
provide interactive learning experiences for 
schools and youth groups. Wildlife ponds 
can also be integrated into Sustainable Urban 
Drainage (SUDs) schemes that drain surface 
water from developments, provided that the 
treatment train can ensure that the water is 
clean enough. The banks of swales also make 
excellent wetland habitats if shallowly sloping 
or terraced.
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CASE STUDY

Abbotswood 
Abbotswood, an 800-home development including a doctor’s surgery, community hall and 
nursery, is a prime example of how a development can achieve biodiversity net gain alongside 
much-needed housing. The developers achieved meaningful ecological enhancements whilst 
creating a brand-new community.

Abbotswood is home to a population of Great Crested Newts – a legally protected species 
in rapid decline due to habitat loss. As such, developers looking to build in the area were 
required to devise a robust mitigation strategy to remain compliant with the law and to 
avoid objections from Natural England, but the proposals went further in order to provide 
additional biodiversity enhancement.

To protect the existing Great Crested Newt population, restore lost habitat and encourage the 
growth of the population, EPR designed a strategy to retain and restore the existing breeding 
pond and create four additional wildlife ponds. A further four waterbodies and a series of new 
swales used to drain surface water from the development were incorporated into dispersal 
corridors through the development in order to increase permeability for newts.  Habitat 
enhancements such as log piles and  hibernation spaces supported by appropriate terrestrial 
habitat management encouraged the proliferation of the species, while amphibian tunnels 
were installed to support the safe movement of the newts around the site.

EPR’s long-term monitoring indicated that over a five-year period, these measures saw the 
newt population triple. At the same time, Abbotswood become a thriving community and 
home to over 460 families.
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CASE STUDY

Langley Mead
Three Mile Cross, Shinfield, and Spencers Wood form part of a wider development allocation 
known as the South of M4 Strategic Development Location (SDL), which aims to provide 
some 2500 much-needed homes. However, the increase in local population was likely to 
increase recreational use of the nearby Thames Basin Special Protection Area (SPA) and 
Bramshill Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI), which had the potential to negatively affect 
important ecological features across these sites.

To reduce the impact of increased footfall on the important habitats and species that make 
up these areas, Langley Mead Suitable Alternative Natural Greenspace (SANG) was created as 
part of a suite of four SANG areas. Although the primary function of the SANG areas was to 
attract visitors away from vulnerable habitats and species across the SPA and SSSI, EPR took 
the opportunity to incorporate innovative biodiversity enhancement measures to restore the 
existing habitats and create new ones.

EPR’s strategy for delivering BNG  centred on restoring Langley Mead’s historic landscape 
of enclosed fields, winding hedgerows, and wildflower meadows -  all of which had been 
degraded as a result of modern intensive farming methods. EPR restored the existing 
grasslands by introducing green hay containing native wildflower and grass seeds from a 
nearby SSSI, created new grasslands with purchased wildflower seed, and planted 2000 trees 
at the site of a lost ancient woodland.

The construction of the SANGs and new homes resulted in a significant increase in 
biodiversity. After four years, 64% of the positive indicator species representative of 
meaningful biodiversity restoration were recorded within at least one area of the site, and 
several species of plants of conservation interest were established. In 2018, Barn Owls 
successfully raised chicks at the site for the first time.
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Measuring, monitoring,  
and demonstrating net gain 

Biodiversity net gain in development is defined as “development 
that leaves biodiversity in a better state than before”.19 To know 
whether a development has the potential to enhance biodiversity, 
an accurate understanding of the ecological importance of on-site 
habitats – both before and after development – is essential.

This is where biodiversity metrics – also known as tools or 
calculators – come in. To populate the metric, detailed ecological 
survey data collected by ecologists at the appropriate time of year 
is required. Some of this data can be gleaned from the ecological 
survey work conducted as a normal part of the ecological 
assessment process. However, extra surveys might be required for 
more complex sites.

It is important that the baseline biodiversity data is robust and 
accurately records habitats prior to development. All areas 
affected by the project – inclusive of the site to be built on and 
any additional habitat to be improved or created off-site – must be 
surveyed and recorded.
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Common metrics for measuring net gain
Metrics use habitat distinctiveness (a description of how 
important a habitat is for wildlife), habitat condition (whether the 
habitat is a good example of its type), and extent (the area that 
the habitat occupies) to create a biodiversity unit score.20

Although there have been moves towards the standardisation 
of metrics, there are currently several available. These different 
metrics can return very different results even when applied to the 
same circumstances. These various metrics have been designed 
to address the unique environmental conditions of different 
regions, or to reflect the circumstances around different forms 
of development. In some locations, the local authority will state 
which metric to use, in others it is likely the DEFRA metric will 
become the standard.

The metric score provides a baseline for the site, from which the 
biodiversity losses and gains associated with a particular project 
can be calculated. Whilst metrics are frequently used to compare 
the biodiversity value of the site before and after development, 
they can also be used as a design tool to examine different options 
for achieving the required developable space whilst also delivering 
BNG.

EPR believes that net gain strategies should be designed first, 
with metrics used as a tool to fine-tune the proposed strategy. 
This will ensure that they prioritise the biodiversity objectives that 
are most meaningful in the local context and connect well with 
surrounding habitats - thus achieving the best possible result for 
the development and local area. Whichever metric is used, it is 
important that skilled and experienced ecologists interpret the 
results.
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An example of development achieving biodiversity net gain

To calculate net gain, a number of elements are considered.

New housing projects can achieve net gain by restoring and creating habitat
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Monitoring biodiversity 
Monitoring a project’s progress towards net gain targets – as well 
as demonstrating that BNG has been achieved – is a fundamental 
part of any net gain strategy.

Ongoing ecological monitoring can identify whether a developer’s 
actions to boost biodiversity are effective, on track, and on 
budget – and, if not, monitoring can guide necessary changes in 
management. This reduces risk across the lifetime of the project 
and ensures that biodiversity enhancements are effective.

The forthcoming Environmental Bill sets out that net gain should 
be delivered for at least 30 years. Cost-effective monitoring must, 
therefore, be carefully considered. This is true for both on-site 
biodiversity enhancements and off-site locations, where there 
will be requirements in the Environment Bill for registered off-site 
BNG sites to be monitored and their implementation and success 
transparently reported.
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Some commonly used metrics

DEFRA Biodiversity Metric
The most widely used biodiversity calculator was designed by DEFRA to streamline the 
planning process and enable replicable approaches to net gain whilst reducing uncertainty 
around net gain requirements. This metric is currently undergoing consultation and revision, 
with the intention of incorporating feedback from developers, local authorities and industry 
bodies to create a consistent, nationally applicable metric. 

Thames Valley Environmental Records Centre (TVERC) 
biodiversity impact assessment calculator
TVERC was developed to reflect in-depth knowledge of the different habitats across Berkshire 
and Oxfordshire, and is based on the DEFRA metric. The TVERC metric considers the specific 
conservation priorities as set out by Local Nature Partnerships and local authority biodiversity 
action plans.21 

Warwickshire, Coventry & Solihull Biodiversity Impact 
Assessment (WCSBIA) Metric
WSCBIA is designed for a specific region of the Midlands, and is therefore weighted towards 
local habitat types and regional conservation priorities. For example, North Warwickshire 
has half the region’s acid grassland and Stratford has almost all of the region’s calcareous 
grassland22. This offers opportunities to think strategically about biodiversity net gain because 
the patterns of local habitat fragmentation have been mapped out.
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Skilled interpretation required when  
applying metrics
To calculate biodiversity loss and gain, metrics allocate value 
to habitat types based on generalised assumptions – but, as 
the country’s habitats are so complex and variable, generalised 
assumptions simply cannot provide a fair reflection of the 
biodiversity importance of each habitat. In a worst-case 
scenario, the results might do the opposite of what is intended 
and incentivise poor ecological choices, resulting in a loss of 
biodiversity rather than enabling meaningful net gain.

It’s important to remember that using the results generated by 
a biodiversity metric is just one aspect of assessing biodiversity. 
Assessment of species composition, habitat structure, 
ecological functionality and human use of the area are important 
considerations that feed into the biodiversity value of a site – 
considerations that cannot be accounted for through a metric 
alone.

Metrics are simply a blunt tool, and without skilled interpretation 
their use will result in a failure to realise the full potential for BNG 
on site. Experienced ecologists will be able to interpret the results 
of the calculators and refine and direct the course of action 
throughout all stages of the development process to ensure the 
net gain strategy is achieved.
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Unintended consequences for wildlife
Metrics consider overall biodiversity and are therefore focused 
on the ecological value of a habitat, not the individual species 
of wildlife that rely on it. This means that unintentional poor 
decisions, drawn from the results of metrics alone may have 
negative consequences for wildlife. 

For example, metrics do not recognise the importance of “low 
value” habitats for the individual species that rely on them, or 
account for the value of meaningful enhancements for particular 
important species. It is partly for this reason that BNG applies in 
addition to the normal ‘mitigation hierarchy’.

Swifts, for instance, are an amber-listed species requiring 
conservation action. The Swift population migrates annually from 
Africa to the UK to breed each summer, where they return to 
the same nesting sites year after year. The 57% decrease in Swift 
breeding numbers in the UK between 1995 and 2016 is due in part 
to the loss of nest sites.23

As migrating species whose nest sites are primarily located on 
man-made structures, their presence is not accounted for by the 
metrics for measuring net gain. However, if structures are updated 
or removed in the course of development or renovation, the 
outlook for the species will be harmed. An experienced ecologist 
could advise that Swifts can easily be provided for by incorporating 
‘swift bricks’ or boxes into the eaves or external walls of new 
buildings.

Likewise, unintended consequences for wildlife can occur should 
developers create habitats that are inaccessible to the species 
they are supposed to support. Habitat connectivity – or the free 
movement of animals from one part of a habitat to another – is 
what keeps populations genetically viable and secures access to 
food, water, and nesting sites. Linking habitats and creation of 
wildlife corridors is vitally important for biodiversity, even though 
this type of action is not well-recognised by metrics.
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CASE STUDY

Chobham Common
Chobham Common is the largest nature reserve in South East England. 
It is designated as an SSSI and is also a component part of the Thames 
Basin Heaths SPA, Thursley Ash Pirbright and Chobham Special Area of 
Conservation (SAC). 

Not only does the site provide a haven for a wide variety of rare birds, 
reptiles, mammals and insects, it is also home to the vibrant Deptford 
Pink plant, a critically endangered species found at only 20 or so sites 
in the UK.

Deptford Pink requires open conditions with disturbed soil and low 
levels of grazing in order to thrive, but a lack of land management 
had allowed scrub to encroach into the area where the plants had 
historically been recorded and conditions were no longer favourable 
for the plant to thrive.

EPR was commissioned to conduct a site survey prior to the 
development of a nearby site, a project which will bring over 200 
homes to the area. To enhance the area’s biodiversity and help restore 
the Deptford Pink population whilst supporting the development of the 
nearby site, EPR implemented a management plan to create conditions 
that would allow the existing seedbank to germinate and the species to 
proliferate.

After one year, more than 50 Deptford Pink plants were recorded 
within the management area where none had been seen for over 4 
years, illustrating significant, meaningful biodiversity net gain. Well-
planned, well-executed management of sites such as this is essential to 
protect Britain’s endangered and priority species.

According to the biodiversity metrics, changing the ground conditions 
from scrub to bare ground counts as a loss of habitat – despite the 
action leading to a significant increase in the population of a critically 
endangered plant. Metrics are not a sharp enough tool to predict 
positive outcomes such as this, and it takes a skilled ecologist to 
interpret survey data and advise on the best course of action. 
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Unintended costs for developers
Bypassing the input of experienced ecologists can create problems 
for the developer, as well as the environment.

It is often difficult to retrofit meaningful biodiversity gains into 
developments, so biodiversity needs to be carefully considered 
in any project from the start to make delivery of net gain as cost-
efficient as possible, avoiding costly design overhauls and drawn- 
out extensions to the planning process.

These delays can trigger a knock-on effect across a project. 
Question marks over a development’s ability to achieve net gain 
can influence crucial elements such as the landscape or drainage 
strategy. Project costs can balloon if the initial layout does not 
deliver biodiversity enhancements, as these parallel strategies must 
be redesigned to support the necessary net gain.

By developing an effective masterplan that integrates biodiversity 
considerations from the beginning, housebuilders will reduce the 
reliance of the scheme on off-site routes to achieving BNG. Off-site 
routes to net gain are likely to be more costly than well-planned, 
on-site routes - and in some instances off-site options might not 
be available until biodiversity ‘providers’ come forward in that area 
and the Government makes National biodiversity credits available.

Planning for BNG early in a project is inherently less risky in terms 
of the planning process, project timetables, and commercial 
viability compared to the alternative scenario of delivering BNG 
as an afterthought. Planning positively for biodiversity will also 
enhance the reputation of a developer. 
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Conclusion

Housebuilders are being handed a key role in enhancing the 
environment for wildlife and people through the mandating of 
BNG. This requirement gives developers the opportunity to boost 
the sales value of housing by creating and maintaining high-quality 
green space, whilst improving the quality of life of the communities 
who call these new developments home. This, in turn, fosters 
better future stewardship of the natural environment.

Public awareness of the need for individuals, companies, and 
governments to take meaningful steps to protect our environment 
and climate has never been greater. With the success of initiatives 
to ban single use plastics, and the move towards a low carbon 
energy system, requirements such as BNG will become more and 
more important.

Likewise, community groups and conservation charities are 
increasingly calling on developers to share details of their work 
to protect the environment. Those housebuilders that consider 
this an opportunity to collaborate and maximise the potential 
biodiversity enhancement on and around their sites will be in the 
strongest position to meet the emerging net gain requirements.

Set within the context of increased pressure to produce additional 
housing amidst a tough financial climate, developers cannot afford 
to take the requirement for BNG half-heartedly.

However, as with many elements of housebuilding, biodiversity 
is complex and multifaceted and, therefore, a-one-size-fits-all 
approach will simply not work. To be truly effective, a site-by- site 
BNG strategy must be based on investment in protecting and 
restoring important ecological features and creating new habitats 
that will stand for the long term.

Developers keen to embrace the financial, environmental and 
reputational opportunities BNG presents should work with 
accredited, experienced ecologists to create a bespoke net gain 
strategy, using metrics as a supporting tool.
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About EPR

Founded in 1989, EPR has a strong track record in delivering 
right-first-time ecological consultancy to developers, particularly 
in house-building, garden city development, road and rail 
infrastructure and energy. 

EPR is working at the very forefront of BNG and the tools being 
developed to apply the concept through land-use planning. 
In addition to having influenced emerging BNG policy, EPR 
are experienced in applying it in practice across very large 
development proposals and landscape-scale strategies. 

If you would like further information about how BNG requirements 
might affect your business, and how EPR could help you achieve 
biodiversity goals, do get in touch – we would be delighted to hear 
from you.

01962 794720   |   info@epr.uk.com 
www.epr.uk.com
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