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Foreword

This report explains the methodology used to develop a robust metric for reporting
progress towards the Environment Act Habitat Target and presents the metric to report
progress based on analysis conducted in March 2026.

The statutory Environment Act Habitat Target is to restore or create more than 500,000
hectares of a range of wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected sites by 31 December
2042.

In December 2025, the Government published a revised Environmental Improvement Plan
(EIP25). This is our long-term plan for improving the natural environment and enjoyment of
it. EIP25 includes prioritised actions to help meet the ambitious Environment Act targets
and sets revised interim targets including an interim habitat target of 250,000 hectares of a
range of wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected sites by December 2030.

The findings of this evidence report will be used to inform reporting of progress towards
the Environment Act Habitat Target and the EIP25 interim target.
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Executive summary

The statutory Environment Act Habitat Target is to restore or create more than 500,000
hectares of a range of wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected sites by 31 December
2042.

In December 2025, the Government published the revised Environmental Improvement
Plan (EIP25), which sets an interim target to restore or create a total of 250,000 hectares
of a range of wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected sites by December 2030. This
interim target is a key milestone toward achieving the statutory Environment Act Habitat
Target and provides an important stepping stone for assessing progress and delivery.

This report explains the methodology for developing an accurate metric for reporting
against the target and sets out a quantitative metric to report progress based on analysis
conducted in March 2026.

The metric produced following analysis in March 2026 indicates that since 30 January
2023 there are 77,638 hectares where action is known to have been or is being taken that
is reasonably expected to create or restore wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected sites.

The intention is for this metric to be incorporated into future releases of the Biodiversity
Indicators, and the Environmental Indicator Framework, under Indicator D1 (quantity,
quality and connectivity of habitats).

The metric is not comprehensive — not all data on potentially eligible actions towards the
habitat target have been included. The metric includes data from some Defra Group
delivery mechanisms and external data where available — these have been prioritised for
inclusion in analysis due to their relative expected contributions to the target, and the
compatibility of associated data with that required in the data model for reporting.

The mechanisms included in the 2026 analysis represent 6 out of 22 delivery mechanisms
identified in the target delivery plan. These were the programmes currently able to provide
suitably aligned spatial data. The analysis also contains data from the Environment
Agency (EA), which represents a collation of activity delivered by the EA through different
delivery mechanisms, and may include some delivery through the remaining 16
mechanisms. Of the 16 delivery mechanisms not yet included, many either do not yet hold
data aligned with the statutory reporting model or have low or currently unquantified
expected contributions.

Based on the updated analysis, the cumulative total of reported delivery has increased
from 38,877 hectares (as reported in May 2025 based on analysis in March 2025), to
77,638 hectares (based on analysis in March 2026). This figure may be revised in future
years as further data becomes available or confidence in reported actions changes. Defra
and Natural England have confidence that the metric reported reflects the minimum area
where action has been taken, based on the best data currently available. Further detail on
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the strengths and limitations of the metric, and the reasons for confidence in the reported
figures, is set out in the Confidence in the metric section of this report.

The level of delivery so far is consistent with expectations of delivery for this point in the
target delivery pathway. If delivery were to occur at a completely linear rate towards the
statutory target, the cumulative total after three years would need to be 84,000 hectares.
However, we do not expect delivery towards the target to be linear, and later years are
expected to have increased delivery as Landscape Recovery projects start to deliver.

Data included in the analysis are provided by:

e Defra Group delivery mechanisms — Environment Agency, Farming Directorate
(previously known as Farming and Countryside Programme), Farming in Protected
Landscapes, Forestry Commission, Forestry England, Nature for Climate Peatland
Grant Scheme.

e External partners — Buglife, National Trails, Newt Conservation Partnership,
Plantlife.

These mechanisms account for the majority of the expected contribution towards the
interim habitat target, as shown in Table 2.

Additional delivery will have been achieved through further schemes and partners. Future
reporting will work to capture delivery from these wider partners and mechanisms where
there is suitable spatial data to allow robust reporting

The analysis set out in this report provides a metric representing the minimum area where
action has been undertaken, as Defra and Natural England have taken a precautionary
approach of using spatial data to reduce the risk of over-reporting. It is likely that this figure
will be revised upwards in future years as more data becomes available and/or the
resolution of existing data improves such that we are confident of its inclusion in the
metric.
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Introduction

The long-term legally binding Environment Act Habitat Target set out in The Environmental
Targets (Biodiversity) (England) Regulations 2023 [1] is:

To restore or create more than 500,000 hectares of a range of wildlife-rich habitats outside
of protected sites by 31 December 2042.

The 2025 Environmental Improvement Plan (EIP25) sets an interim target to restore or
create a total of 250,000 hectares of a range of wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected
sites by December 2030. This interim target is a key milestone toward achieving the
statutory Environment Act Habitat Target and provides an important stepping stone for
assessing progress and delivery.

The Regulations set out that Defra must obtain and record information about action to
create or restore wildlife-rich habitat that has been taken on or after the day the
regulations came into force (30 January 2023).

This report sets out analysis undertaken in March 2026 to produce a metric to inform
reporting of progress towards the legally binding Environment Act Habitat Target and the
EIP25 interim target.

This report relates to action taken in England only, in line with the geographic scope of the
Environment Act Habitat Target.

Target definitions

The publication ‘Environment Act Habitat Target — Definitions and Descriptions TIN219’ [2]
sets out definitions for wildlife-rich habitat and creation and restoration.

Creation and restoration actions are those that establish wildlife-rich habitat on land or
water where such habitat is currently absent. Actions should result in an increased extent
of wildlife-rich habitat, not improved condition of existing wildlife-rich habitat.

Restoration and creation are not reported separately for this target.

An action is defined as the intervention(s) needed to create or restore habitat that would
reasonably be expected to lead to wildlife-rich habitat [3]. In many cases a suite of
interventions will be required to be confident that wildlife-rich habitat will be established as
a result. In these cases, the area only contributes towards the target where all required
action is underway.

There may be cases where the intervention(s) have a footprint that is different in size or
location to that of the wildlife-rich habitat expected to be established. As the habitat target
seeks to record the size and location of the area intended to become wildlife-rich habitat

Page 10 of 55 Environment Act Habitat Target — Evidence Report 2026 JP075



following interventions, the reported area will be the area of influence expected from the
interventions, not the intervention area itself.

Only actions taken outside of protected sites will count towards this target. The
Environmental Targets (Biodiversity) (England) Regulations 2023 set out that a “protected
site” for the purpose of this target means a site which is a European site (Special Areas of
Conservation and Special Protection Areas), a Site of Special Scientific Interest, or a
Marine Conservation Zone.

The target also does not include action for the purpose of replacing habitat that has been
lost on or after the day the target came into force (30 January 2023). Where habitat
created or restored includes direct replacement habitat, only excess habitat should count
towards the target.

Duration of target

The target came into force on 30 January 2023 with a deadline of 31 December 2042, so
action that has been or is being initiated at any time between 30 January 2023 to 31
December 2042 will be counted.

If a site does not contain wildlife-rich habitat at the time the target came into force, then the
site is eligible for counting towards the target when action is taken on that site after 30
January 2023.

Data collection

Type of data recorded

The publication ‘Environment Act Habitat Target — Reporting Data Model and Standard
TIN223’ sets out the data that is required for reporting progress towards the habitat
target.

Available data for 2026 analysis

In 2025, Defra and Natural England published the first evidence report of progress towards
the Environment Act Habitat Target [4]. The 2025 analysis used Defra Group datasets
including from the Environment Agency, Farming Directorate, the Forestry Commission
including Forestry England who report separately for restoration work in the nation’s
forests, and the Nature for Climate Peatland Grant Scheme. These were prioritised for
inclusion in analysis due to their relative expected contributions to the target, and the
compatibility of associated data with that required in the data model for reporting.
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For the 2026 analysis, we aimed to build on this foundation by expanding the range of
data sources, including contributions from external partners, to reflect a wider range of
contributions.

Data included in the 2026 analysis are provided from:

e Defra Group delivery mechanisms — Environment Agency, Farming Directorate,
Farming in Protected Landscapes, Forestry Commission, Forestry England, Nature
for Climate Peatland Grant Scheme.

e External partners — Buglife, National Trails, Newt Conservation Partnership,
Plantlife.

The metric is not fully comprehensive, as not all data on potentially eligible actions towards
the habitat target have been included in analysis. Additional delivery will have been
achieved through further schemes and partners. Future reporting will capture delivery from
these wider partners and mechanisms where there is suitable spatial data to allow robust
reporting.

Methodology

Defra and Natural England have developed a methodology for data handling when
reporting towards the habitat target. This includes how the data will be received and then,
if necessary, transformed to ensure consistency with the desired data model, followed by
spatial analysis to remove any double counting, and finally a quality assurance process.

The receipt, transformation, and analysis of data has been led by Natural England. The
quality assurance process was completed by Natural England and Defra.

This methodology is set out below and will be continually reviewed and subject to change
where appropriate in future years to accommodate and adapt to new data sources.

Receiving the data

Before data are received for analysis, data providers must remove any personal data that
is collected.

Data providers must also undertake their own quality assurance to ensure that the data
that is supplied is consistent with reporting requirements.

Transparency and traceability are essential and to ensure this, data providers are required
to provide comprehensive metadata that allows records within the consolidated dataset to
be traced back to its source.

Provision of data for reporting is dependent on resourcing associated with the data
providers.
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Screening questions

After the data are received they are tested against a series of screening questions (see
Annex 1). These questions are designed to highlight any potential transformations at the
next stage and to assess alignment with the data model.

Transforming the data

If the data does not align with the data model it is transformed to align with the data model
as much as is possible.

Currently, not all data contributing to the target will be supplied as spatially explicit
polygons. For data which are supplied in tabular or point format, spatial data has to be
created to represent the area of the action and the habitat amount before it can be
included in the analysis for the target figures. This spatial data creation represents the best
knowledge that we have, and as a result is not as accurate as spatially explicit polygons.
With some delivery mechanisms allowing ‘stacking’ of actions, this may sometimes create
a challenge of discriminating between potential duplicate submissions, leading to a risk of
double counting.

Some of the data can be joined with existing spatial frameworks where these are
available, for example through common features such as Field Parcel IDs. This is the case
with the Farming Directorate data which is received as tabular data. These data can then
be joined to the Rural Payments Agency (RPA) Land Parcels dataset using field parcel IDs
which are common to both datasets. The polygon dataset then takes on the information in
the Farming Directorate dataset, creating a polygon layer which contains the required
information. However, as the RPA Land Parcel dataset changes over time, the equivalent
field parcel dataset will be needed, reflecting the time that the action was initiated. To
ensure accurate joining for this years’ reporting, the Farming Directorate provided a subset
of the RPA Land Parcel dataset, filtered by the parcel IDs present in the Farming
Directorate data. The Farming Directorate data on arable field margins, pond and riparian
habitat are an exception as there is insufficient locational and spatial data to use the
approach above. These are supplied as statistics and added to the overall summary
figures.

Where data are not supplied in a spatially explicit form and cannot be joined to an existing
land parcel, a circular buffer of appropriate proportion can be drawn around the point of
action. This creates a polygon that has the correct area of the creation or restoration
action, which is reported by the data provider, but the spatial configuration is not accurate.

In the case of linear features such as rivers or hedgerows, a circle does not correctly show
the area of habitat. This creates problems when trying to discern overlaps between
datasets, as the data includes spatial location inaccuracies. Where lines have been
supplied, these have been buffered by the standard widths set out in TIN223. This creates
polygon data for linear habitats. For datasets where points are buffered, or tabular data
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joined to an existing polygon layer, linear habitats have not been treated differently. This is
due to the lack of information available in the original dataset or spatial framework. In the
case of point buffering, two or more points are needed to create a line and only one point
is included to represent the linear habitat. In the spatial framework whole field parcels are
identified, as opposed to sub-parcel features such as hedgerows. Linear features are
joined to a whole parcel and a proportion of the parcel is used to represent the amount of
area the linear habitat covers. It is for these reasons that accurate polygon data are
requested in the habitat target data model and standard.

Data are then filtered against a protected sites layer to remove any delivery areas within
protected sites, ensuring data accurately represents the scope of the target. For the
duration of the target, data will be compared to the protected sites present at the start of
the target (30 January 2023).

Spatial analysis of the data

Data are spatially analysed (using a Geographical Information System, GIS) to identify
where double counting may have taken place. Double counting could occur when
polygons overlap. Overlaps may happen within a single year if multiple delivery partners
report the same area, or across years if the same area is reported in future years. To
provide an accurate metric for the target, overlaps must be identified and the land area
reported only once.

To remove overlaps, data from different data providers must be merged into one spatial
layer which can be used for identifying overlaps. During this process, data are overlayed
onto each other. As the spatial data are not completely accurate, there may be instances
where an overlap in the data does not reflect an overlap on the same piece of land. For
example, where the actions reported have taken place on different parts of a polygon and
the overlap is due to limitations in the resolution of the spatial data.

A ruleset has been developed and applied to areas where the data overlap. A broad
habitat type is assigned to each polygon based on the habitat given. Details of this can be
found in Annex 2. Where the overlap of parent polygons has the same broad habitat type,
the overlap will be assigned that broad habitat type. Where the broad habitat types of
parent polygons are different, the overlap will be reported as ‘multiple wildlife-rich habitats’.

The single merged layer is then ‘clipped’ to a marine outer limit, to ensure that only data
within the geographical scope of the target is included. To ensure consistency with the
Environmental Targets (Biodiversity) Regulations 2023, the marine outer limit is defined as
1 nautical mile from the UK territorial baseline. Natural England is currently (spring 2026)
collaborating with the UK Hydrographic Office (UKHO) to create a spatial file to represent
this marine outer limit. Other options for using an existing outer limit were explored,
including the use of the Water Framework Directive coastal and transitional waterbody
boundaries. These were assessed but were not suitable, as they do not correspond to the
statutory definition of the geographic scope of the project at the correct time period. For
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the current analysis, Mean Low Water has been used as the marine outer limit. For future
analysis the spatial file representing the marine outer limit set out in the legislation will be
used instead.

Metric generation

From the single merged layer, summary statistics based on the habitat amount attribution
have been generated. The metric is based on the figures reported by data providers,
accounting for removal of overlaps through the above method, rather than calculation of
the area within the polygons provided. This will avoid potential errors generated through
inaccurate drawing of spatial polygons.

The area of arable field margins created is added to this figure; due to the non-spatial and
non-locational nature of these data they cannot be used in the breakdown of delivery
across Local Nature Recovery Strategy areas or in the assessment of patch size.

Quality assurance of the metric

The process, methodology and final metric have been subject to a rigorous quality
assurance process, including two stages of internal peer review and sign off from principal
statisticians in Natural England and Defra.

Further detail on the confidence, limitations, and uncertainties associated with the metric,
including how data quality and spatial uncertainty have been assessed, is set out in the
‘Confidence in the metric’ section.

Data from Defra Group included in analysis

Agri-environment schemes: Countryside Stewardship
and Sustainable Farming Incentive

The Farming Directorate was previously known as the Farming and Countryside
Programme (FCP). Data have been included from the Farming Directorate for the 2023,
2024, and 2025 calendar years. An updated dataset from the Farming Directorate has
been incorporated into this report.

A full list of Countryside Stewardship and Sustainable Farming Incentive options that count
towards the target at the time of analysis is provided in Annex 3. Not all eligible options will
yet appear in the dataset, as some options were launched recently and may not have had
agreements initiated during the reporting period.

The Farming Directorate dataset combines agreement data from agri-environment
schemes and RPA Land Parcels data to provide parcel-level data showing where options
have been undertaken. When the action only occupies a proportion of a polygon, the exact
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location within the polygon cannot be known. For each parcel, the spatial area of the
option is summed, and where multiple qualifying options occur within the same parcel, the
total contribution is capped at the parcel’s total extent.

The contribution of arable field margins (AFM) to the habitat target is capped at 40,000
hectares above the baseline amount present in 2022, due to their ephemeral nature and
the need for a diverse range of habitats. This level was chosen to maintain the existing
extent of AFM delivery and increase delivery to meet the required supply of wildlife
features for birds, insects, and flower-rich habitat across the total extent of arable land. It
aims to provide suitable ambition whilst ensuring there is sufficient delivery of the full
range of habitats.

Environment Agency (EA)

Data has been included from the EA Conservation Projects Database (CPD) on habitat
creation and restoration for the FY23/24 and FY24/25. This builds on previously included
data from the EA, bringing in additional data for the latest financial year while maintaining
the same methodological approach.

This data represents projects to restore or create wildlife-rich habitat, most of which are
undertaken by the EA in partnership with other organisations. This includes delivery from
across delivery mechanisms, including the Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management
Programme and EA peatland restoration works.

The data provided broadly aligns with the mandatory fields required by the habitat target
data model. Work is ongoing to review allowable values in CPD to more closely match
those in the habitat target data model, to improve confidence that the data aligns with
definitions of creation and restoration for the purpose of this target.

The EA dataset comprises point spatial data representing the centroid of where action has
been taken, which has been transformed into polygon data by creating a circular buffer,
meaning confidence in the precise spatial boundaries of the location of delivery is limited.

Farming in Protected Landscapes (FiPL)

The Farming in Protected Landscapes (FiPL) programme offers funding to farmers and
land managers in National Landscapes, National Parks and the Broads. The programme
funds projects that support nature recovery, mitigate the impacts of climate change, and
provide opportunities for people to discover and enjoy the landscape and its cultural
heritage.

Data on creation and restoration of wildlife-rich habitat outside of protected sites from
FY23/24 - FY24/25 have been collated from the 44 Protected Landscapes (PL) through
FiPL officers.
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Forestry Commission (FC)

Data on wildlife-rich woodland creation for the FY23/24 and FY24/25 have been included
in the metric. This builds on previously included data from the FC, bringing in additional
data for the latest financial year while maintaining the same methodological approach.

This includes spatial data supplied for the following schemes:

e England Woodland Creation Scheme (Forestry Commission)
e Tree planting by Forestry England

e Countryside Stewardship' - for financial year 2023-2024 only
e Community Forests

e The Northern Forest

e The National Forest Company

e Woodland Creation Partnerships (Northumberland only)

The Forestry Commission used spatial data for all available schemes filtered by
‘woodland’ (as opposed to small woods <0.5ha or trees outside woodland), and then
further filtered by proportion of native species or where woodland had been established by
natural regeneration, to identify agreements creating ‘wildlife-rich’ woodland.

Data on location and composition are still being compiled for a small number of schemes
for example through Forests for Cornwall and through Countryside Stewardship tree
planting options and are not included in the figures for this reporting. All data included in
this analysis are provided as interim figures subject to further validation through the
National Forest Inventory. This may result in some refinement, for example where small
woods are established next to existing woodlands.

Forestry England public forest activity

Forestry England has supplied data for restoration of ancient semi-natural woodland in the
nation’s forests using compartment survey data showing changes in tree composition on
Plantations on Ancient Woodland Sites (PAWS).

The dataset covers sites where action has been taken between 31/01/23 and 30/11/25.
This builds on previously included data from Forestry England, bringing in additional data
while maintaining the same methodological approach.

Sites on the Forestry England Estate undergoing PAWS restoration will contribute to the
habitat target when sites:

" The woodland Countryside Stewardship option that counts towards the target at the time of analysis is
TE4a: Supply and plant tree (native woodland).

Page 17 of 55 Environment Act Habitat Target — Evidence Report 2026 JP075



a. have in place spatially explicit plans for restoration (within forest plans) and are
informed by the wider Forestry England policy to restore all PAWS sites to semi-
natural ancient woodland.

b. move from a non-wildlife-rich score of 4 (dominated by non-native species, typically
>80% non-native) or 3 (>50% non-native) to at least one lower score indicating an
increase in native species composition. This demonstrates progress towards
restoration of wildlife-rich habitat.

It is possible that a site may subsequently move back to a higher score as non-native tree
species regenerate and will then require further intervention. These areas will be reviewed
in future years and may be removed from reporting figures if they return to a state
dominated by non-native species. A median score will provide an overall sense of
progress, while spatial site-specific data will allow removal of areas that regress.

Nature for Climate Peatland Grant Scheme

The Nature for Climate Peatland Grant Scheme (NCPGS) provides funding to restore
peatlands in the uplands and lowlands of England. The dataset describes peatland
restoration sites that began restoration works between 01/02/2023 and 31/03/2025. This
builds on previously included data from the NCPGS, bringing in additional data for the
latest year while maintaining the same methodological approach.

Projects receiving NCPGS funding are required to submit a polygon showing the area
under restoration, representing where restoration works have taken place and where
habitat is expected to be influenced as a result.

Data from external organisations included in
analysis

Government cannot improve the environment alone, and the EIP25 sets out the need to
work in partnership to drive forward the EIP and restore nature.

Recognising this, the 2026 analysis has expanded the data sources included by
incorporating data provided by external partners where it was available and sufficiently
aligned with the data requirements for reporting. Whilst data providers have conducted
their own quality assurance and the data has been through the screening process sense
checks described in the methodology above, Defra Group has not conducted on-the-
ground validation of reported actions and data should be considered in the context of its
original source.

Some of this reported delivery by external partners may make use of Defra Group delivery
mechanisms listed above, and the area of overlap is set out in table 6. The aim of
including data from external partners is to reflect a wider range of contributions and
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demonstrate the importance of partnership for delivery. We are grateful for the support of
partners who have made this delivery data inclusion possible.

Buglife

Buglife developed the B-Lines initiative, a national network of 3km-wide corridors designed
to reconnect wildflower habitats across England and prioritise habitat restoration for
pollinators and other wildlife.

Polygon spatial data provided by Buglife covers habitat creation and restoration delivered
between 30 January 2023 and December 2025 through funded agreements with 10-year
management plans.

National Trails

National Trails UK is a charity dedicated to preserving and promoting the 5,500-mile
National Trail network across the UK. Enabled through funding from the Protected
Landscapes Partnership, its Nature Recovery Programme supports National Trail staff and
wider partners to deliver outcomes for people and nature along these iconic routes.

Data provided by National Trails UK covers habitat creation and restoration actions
delivered by National Trail staff and partners for activities initiated between January 2024
and December 2025.

The dataset includes actions to establish wildlife-rich habitats such as species-rich
grassland, woodland, and hedgerows. Spatial data were supplied as centroid points
representing the centre of each action.

Newt Conservation Partnership

The Newt Conservation Partnership is a community benefit society formed through
partnership between two charities: Freshwater Habitats Trust and Amphibian and Reptile
Conservation.

The Newt Conservation Partnership creates, restores and monitors ponds and terrestrial
habitat for Great Crested Newts, funded via Nature Space Partnership’s District Licensing
and Organisational Licensing schemes.

Polygon spatial data provided by Newt Conservation Partnership-covers habitat creation
and restoration between 30 January 2023 and December 2025.

Plantlife

Plantlife is a conservation charity focused on protecting and restoring wild plants and fungi
and their habitats across the UK and globally, including through large-scale habitat and
species restoration projects.
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Data provided by Plantlife covers delivery under the National Highways Meadow Makers
2023 programme, for actions initiated between October 2023 and July 2024. The dataset
includes habitat creation and restoration of species-rich grassland, supplied as polygon
spatial data.

Data not included in analysis

The metric developed from analysis in March 2026 is not fully comprehensive, as not all
data on potentially eligible actions towards the habitat target have been included.

Not all delivery mechanisms currently collect the required data in suitable alignment with
the habitat target reporting data model and standard. Work is underway by some delivery
mechanisms to improve the spatial resolution of data for future analysis.

Some programmes originated before the habitat target came into effect but have
undertaken some creation and or restoration work since January 2023 that could count
towards the target. These include initiatives such as Nature Recovery Projects

(NRPs). NRPs will not be included in the habitat target metric because the data available
does not align with the statutory reporting standard (location, hectares, and habitat type).
This is because NRPs began before the habitat target came into effect, so were not asked
at the time to record activities in line with this standard.

Excluding NRPs from habitat target reporting does not diminish their importance, and
NRPs will have delivered valuable activity for nature recovery.

Defra continues to work with partners to improve data quality and readiness. Work is
underway to expand data included in analysis in future reporting years, subject to data
availability and suitability. Where delivery mechanisms have no suitable data, we will not
be able to include the contributions of these programmes in the metric.

The delivery plan for the habitat target [5] sets out the expected relative contributions of
delivery mechanisms to the interim habitat target.

Interpreting the metric

The metric is a figure for the number of hectares where action is known to have been or is
being taken that is reasonably expected to create or restore wildlife-rich habitats outside of
protected sites since 30 January 2023.

Actions to restore or create wildlife-rich habitat undertaken through established or future
schemes, such as agri-environment schemes or government grants, will count towards the
target. This is because they are ‘reasonably expected to lead’ to the creation/restoration of
wildlife-rich habitat that is of sufficient quality for the purpose of measuring progress
towards the target. For action taken outside of established schemes, we will use expert
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opinion and trusted providers as appropriate to determine whether the action is considered
as being ‘reasonably expected to lead’ to the restoration or creation of wildlife-rich habitat.

The metric is a cumulative total rather than reporting an amount for each year, as the
amount from a given year may be subject to change. Defra may need to adjust previous
years contributions (either upward or downwards) based on new information, so the
amount reported in 2042 might not be a sum of the amounts reported in every previous
year.

Previous yearly contributions may increase, for example, an eligible action that took place
in 2023 may not be reported until 2025 but would still need to be recorded. However, the
ambition is to minimise time lags in reporting and report action as close to when it was
taken as possible.

The figure reported in previous years may have to be reduced in following years, where
Defra no longer have reasonable confidence that the action taken will lead to the creation
or restoration of wildlife-rich habitat. For example, if a landowner ends an agri-environment
scheme agreement early or is found to have not complied with the terms of the agreement,
Defra will need to retrospectively remove this contribution to the target.

Approximate year-on-year comparisons can still be made, such as between 38,877
hectares reported following analysis in March 2025 and 77,638 hectares reported following
analysis in March 2026), but it is important to note that the overall total may be revised as
additional data becomes available or confidence in reported actions changes.

This metric is only for reporting progress towards the Environment Act Habitat Target. It
only captures the creation and restoration of wildlife-rich habitat outside of protected sites
since January 2023 and does not capture broader actions taken for nature recovery. For
example, the metric does not provide information about:

a) actions taken within protected sites (including Sites of Special Scientific Interest),
b) actions such as habitat management or protection, or
c) targeted action for species.

These broader actions will all be important for delivering other government targets, such
as the Environment Act targets on species abundance and extinction, and international
commitments such as 30by30. These actions and targets are reported on elsewhere.

Confidence in the metric

Defra and Natural England have confidence that the metric reported based on the analysis
described in this report provides an area where there has been action taken to create or
restore wildlife-rich habitat. Defra and Natural England are confident in the metric because
it is underpinned by a data model that requires spatial data, enabling the identification and
removal of overlaps and reducing the risk of double counting. The metric has also been
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subject to a robust quality assurance process, including structured screening, spatial
analysis and internal peer review, with a precautionary approach taken where there is
uncertainty.

The aim is to include this metric in future publications of the England Biodiversity
Indicators, and Environmental Indicator Framework, under the D1 indicator: Quantity,
Quality, and Connectivity of habitats.

There are limitations with the data, analysis, and resulting metric that should be
considered when interpreting the metric:

a. The metric is not fully comprehensive and does not represent all action taken to
create or restore habitat since the habitat target came into effect, as explained
above.

b. There are varying levels of alignment between the data included in the analysis and
the data model and standard for habitat target reporting. The main issue is that the
data contributing to the metric is not all polygon spatial data. Consistent and high-
quality spatial polygon data are required to allow confidence that double counting is
avoided by enabling us to discriminate actions reported by multiple partners or
delivery mechanisms in the same area. As some data are currently not in polygon
format, there are limitations in the spatial resolution which creates difficulties in
dealing with overlaps, as explained in the method above.

c. Some data has been discounted from the metric because of a lack of resolution on
the date that action was undertaken. The target came into effect from 30 January
2023, but some mechanisms report by financial year. As such, only data from 2
months of financial year 2022/2023 can count towards the target, so where there is
not confidence in the month of delivery, this data has been discounted. This will
result in an underestimation of the area contributing to the target.

Defra and Natural England have taken a precautionary approach to analysis to reduce the
risk of over-reporting. As such, there is confidence that the area reported in the metric is
the minimum area where action has been undertaken. It is likely that this figure will be
revised upwards in future years as more data becomes available and/or the resolution of
existing data becomes more suitable to provide confidence in including more data in the
metric. However, as set out above, if information becomes available that reported action
has ceased or failed the figure may be revised downwards.

Uncertainty due to comprehensiveness of data

There is uncertainty in current reporting due to the data included not being fully
comprehensive of all potential delivery, as there are additional delivery mechanisms that
will be delivering towards the target that are not yet included; their inclusion will increase
the comprehensiveness of future reporting.

Table 1 summarises the scoring for assessing the relative contributions of different
delivery mechanisms towards the habitat target. These ratings can be used to assess the
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contribution of delivery mechanisms to both the interim and long-term habitat targets.
However, the rating of a delivery mechanism may be different between the interim and
long-term targets as they use different denominators (250k and 500k respectively).

The full list of expected delivery mechanisms and their relative contributions to the interim
habitat target (250kha by 2030) can be found in Table 2. The expected relative
contributions shown in Table 2 are based on assessments last undertaken in September
2025. Defra analysts are currently working on quantifying the remaining expected
contributions of delivery levers.

The delivery mechanisms listed as having ‘low’ expected contributions collectively remain
essential for achieving the statutory habitat target and ensuring a diverse range of wildlife-
rich habitats are delivered.

Currently, data are included from 6 of 22 delivery mechanisms identified in the target
delivery plan. The analysis also contains data from the Environment Agency (EA), which
represents a collation of activity delivered by the EA through different delivery
mechanisms, and may include some delivery through the remaining 16 mechanisms.

Where possible, we will seek to include data from the remaining 16 mechanisms in the
coming years, where suitable data is available.

Table 1: Expected contributions ratings explained

% Estimated delivery Rating

Greater than 35% High

25% to 35% Medium-high
15% to 25% Medium

5% to 15% Medium-low
Lower than 5% Low

Table 2: Delivery Mechanisms and their relative expected contributions to the
interim target (250kha by 2030)
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Mechanism Have we got Relative size of expected
data from this contribution to interim

mechanism? habitat target (250kha by
2030)

Agri-environment schemes: Yes Medium-high
Countryside Stewardship and
Sustainable Farming
Incentive

Agri-environment schemes: No High
Landscape Recovery

Environment Agency (EA)? Yes Low

External delivery partners Yes Low
(Buglife, National Trails,
Newt Conservation
Partnership, Plantlife).

Farming in Protected Yes Low
Landscapes (FiPL)

Forestry England public Yes Low
forest activity

Nature for Climate Peatland Yes Low
Grant Scheme (NCPGS)

Other mechanisms with no No Low/Unquantified
data:

e Big Nature Impact
Fund

e Biodiversity Net Gain

¢ Flood and Coastal
Erosion Risk

2 To note, the EA data is a collation of activity delivered by the EA through different delivery mechanisms,
and may include some delivery through mechanisms listed in this table as not having provided data.
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Mechanism

Management
Programme

e Local Investment in
Natural Capital
Programme

e National Education
Nature Park

¢ Natural Environment
Investment
Readiness Fund

e Nature Recovery
Projects

e Nature Returns

e Projects for Nature

e Species Recovery
Programme

e Species Survival
Fund

e The National Lottery
Heritage Fund
projects

o Water Environment
Improvement Fund

e Water Industry
National Environment
Programme

e Water Restoration
Fund

Have we got
data from this

mechanism?

Relative size of expected
contribution to interim
habitat target (250kha by
2030)

Trees programme woodland
creation (data provided by
Forestry Commission (FC))

Yes

Medium-low
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Uncertainty due to spatial resolution of data

There is further uncertainty due to the spatial resolution of some datasets. In some cases,
we cannot identify the exact location or boundaries of the action taken, because the data
are supplied as points that must be buffered or as whole parcels where the specific
intervention area is unknown. This means the polygons represent an approximation of
where delivery occurred, rather than the exact area.

To support consistent and transparent decision-making, each dataset is assessed for
spatial resolution using a Red-Amber-Green (RAG) rating during the screening process
(Table 3). This rating reflects the level of spatial uncertainty and the degree of
transformation required to align the data with the reporting model.

e Green: Polygon data that meets the spatial data model and requires minimal
transformation.

e Amber: Point data buffered by extent or datasets requiring moderate
transformation.

e Red: Data requiring significant transformation or with low spatial precision.

The ratings are used to inform an understanding of how spatial uncertainty may affect
reporting, for instance whether there is a risk of over- or under-counting.

It is important to note that even if data are rated as green, and therefore is polygon spatial
data, there could still be inaccuracies and errors due to reporter accuracy. There is
inherent uncertainty about any form of environmental data collection and in the generation
of spatial information data.

The RAG rating is also considered in relation to the expected contribution of each delivery
mechanism (see table 2). For example, if a mechanism expected to deliver a large
proportion of the target is rated Red for spatial precision, this increases the uncertainty in
reporting.

There is a balance to strike between using resources to deliver high quality nature
restoration and to collect high quality data on these actions. It is important to ensure that
resource is not overly diverted from delivery to data collection, whilst still generating good
data to allow robust reporting.

Overall, the majority of data sources (six out of ten) were rated green, two were rated
amber and two red. Most of the data received for reporting is good quality and of a high
spatial resolution. Farming Directorate data was rated as red and is the mechanism with
one of the highest expected contributions to the target.

Table 3 — Summary of the spatial resolution ratings assigned to each dataset
included in the 2026 analysis.
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Data Provider

‘ Rating

Buglife

‘ Notes

Polygon data

Green: Requires minimal
transformation

Environment Agency

Point data that is buffered to
circular polygons in the
transformation process

Amber: Requires moderate
transformation

Forestry Commission

Polygon data

Green: Requires minimal
transformation

Farming Directorate

Tabular data that is joined
through a common key to a
subset of the Rural Land
Registry field parcel dataset

Red: Requires significant
transformation

Forestry England PAWS

Polygon data

Green: Requires minimal
transformation

Farming in Protected
Landscapes

A mix of data types — point,
line and polygon

Red: Requires significant
transformation

National Trails

Point data that is buffered to
circular polygons in the
transformation process

Amber: Requires moderate
transformation

Nature for Climate Peatland
Grant Scheme

Polygon data

Green: Requires minimal
transformation

Newt Conservation
Partnership

Polygon data

Green: Requires minimal
transformation

Plantlife

Polygon data

Green: Requires minimal
transformation

Uncertainty due to definition alignment

The habitat target only counts actions to increase the extent of wildlife-rich habitats, not
actions to improve or manage existing wildlife-rich habitat. To provide assurance that
actions being reported align with the habitat target definitions of creation and restoration,
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some of the submitted spatial data was compared against the Priority Habitat Inventory
(PHI) to identify potential overlaps. Overlaps with the PHI could suggest that the action
being reported is management rather than creation or restoration and therefore potentially
should not count towards the habitat target.

Datasets where we have confidence that there is alignment with the definitions, due to the
design of the schemes (for example the Farming Directorate, where there are defined
options that have been assessed to count for the target) have not been compared against
the PHI as there is sufficient confidence in these actions.

Out of the datasets tested, approximately 600 hectares overlapped with the PHI. This is a
small proportion of the overall area reported for the target.

However, overlaps with the PHI aren’t excluded from the reporting, as these could also be
due to:

e inaccuracies in the spatial location of habitat creation and restoration data,
particularly where they were not supplied as polygons.

e inaccuracies in the PHI, where outdated data may suggest a wildlife-rich habitat is
present when it has been lost. Actions at these locations can count if data
providers confirm that the base type was not existing priority habitat.

e acceptable overlaps with the PHI, where the reported habitat represents restoration
of degraded priority habitat, in line with page 4 of TIN219, including peatland.

Identifying areas of overlap with the PHI therefore acts as a flag for further discussions
of data overlaps with data providers to confirm whether the action should count.

Results

Metric

Table 4 - Metric to report progress towards the statutory habitat target

Date of analysis Number of hectares where action is
known to have been or is being taken
that is reasonably expected to create

or restore wildlife-rich habitats
outside of protected sites since 30
January 2023

March 2026 77,638
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The 2025 evidence report showed that as of March 2025, since 2023, 38,877 hectares
had been recorded.

Based on the updated analysis conducted in March 2026, since 2023, a cumulative total of
77,638 hectares of wildlife-rich habitat has been reported as created or restored.

Additional Summary Statistics

Breakdown by habitat type

Table 5 gives a breakdown of the habitat target reporting metric by broad type of wildlife-
rich habitat. Annex 2 sets out the links between the reporting categories below and the
allowable values of the habitat target data model.

As previously mentioned, some data from the Farming Directorate is supplied as summary
totals. In the table below, the arable field margin, pond and pond riparian, and riparian
habitats have had the summary totals added to the total from the spatial analysis.

Regarding arable field margins (AFM), the Farming Directorate, EA and FiPL have also
delivered the baseline amount of AFM present in 2022 under agri-environment schemes,
and an additional 1,586 hectares above this baseline amount. The figure in the table
represents the amount of delivery above the 2022 baseline amount and up to the 40,000
hectares cap applied for the habitat target. Table 5 shows that the 40,000 hectares cap on
arable field margin delivery towards the habitat target has now been met.

Data supplied by delivery mechanisms are multi-annual but do not all span the same time
periods; for example, Forestry Commission data cover FY23/24 and FY24/25, whereas
Forestry England data also include delivery up to FY25/26.

Please note, the sum of the numbers in Table 5 and 6 will be different to the overall area
total for the target. This is due to these numbers being rounded.

The values for wildlife-rich inland rock and scree habitats and wildlife-rich sand dunes and
vegetated shingle habitat are both less than 1 hectare. This is because there has been a
small amount of delivery, but this figure would round to zero. The values for these habitats
have been listed as <1 hectare to demonstrate there has been some delivery.
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Table 5 - Breakdown of habitat target metric by wildlife-rich habitat type

Habitat type

Number of hectares where action is
known to have been or is being taken
that is reasonably expected to create

or restore the wildlife-rich habitat type
outside of protected sites since 30
January 2023

intertidal mudflat habitat

Wildlife-rich arable field margins 40,000
Wildlife-rich wood pasture and parkland 8,558
habitat

Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 7,523
Wildlife-rich peatland habitats 7,159
Wildlife-rich native woodland habitat 6,848
Multiple wildlife-rich habitats 2,771
Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 2,093
Wildlife-rich hedgerows and line of trees 1,090
Wildlife-rich coastal floodplain grazing 446
marsh habitat

Wildlife-rich riparian habitat 386
Wildlife-rich heathland habitats 226
Wildlife-rich traditional orchard habitat 160
Wildlife-rich pond and pond riparian 152
habitats

Wildlife-rich coastal saltmarsh and 143
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Habitat type Number of hectares where action is
known to have been or is being taken
that is reasonably expected to create

or restore the wildlife-rich habitat type
outside of protected sites since 30

January 2023
Wildlife-rich rivers, streams and riparian 56
habitats
Wildlife-rich lake and lake riparian 13
habitats
Wildlife-rich maritime cliff and slope 12
habitat
Wildlife-rich inland rock and scree <1
habitats
Wildlife-rich sand dunes and vegetated <1
shingle habitat
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Breakdown by data provider

Table 6 shows the breakdown of delivery by data provider.

For the Farming Directorate, the figure in this table is the sum of the spatial contribution
and the numerical contribution (this encompasses the AFM data and additional data for
ponds and riparian habitats).

Table 6 - breakdown of the habitat target reporting metric by data provider

Data Provider

Number of hectares reported by data providers where
action is known to have been or is being taken that is

reasonably expected to create or restore wildlife-rich
habitats outside of protected sites since 30 January
2023

Buglife 139
Environment Agency 1,428
Forestry Commission 5,340
AES: Countryside 62,782
Stewardship and

Sustainable Farming

Incentive

Forestry England 1,078
Farming in Protected 1,337
Landscapes

National Trails 19
Nature for Climate 4,928
Peat Grant Scheme

Newt Conservation 9
Partnership

Plantlife 41
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Data Provider Number of hectares reported by data providers where
action is known to have been or is being taken that is

reasonably expected to create or restore wildlife-rich
habitats outside of protected sites since 30 January
2023

Total overlap between
any data provider

539

Breakdown by region

Table 7 gives a breakdown of the habitat target reporting metric by Local Nature Recovery
Strategy (LNRS) area. As set out above, additional nature recovery activity is likely to have
taken place within each LNRS area than is reported by this metric.

Please note that the numerical data from the Farming Directorate have not been added to
the figures in this table. This is due to a lack of spatial information.

Table 7 breakdown of the habitat target reporting metric by LNRS area

LNRS area

Number of hectares reported within LNRS
area where action is known to have been or
is being taken that is reasonably expected to

create or restore wildlife-rich habitats
outside of protected sites since 30 January
20238

Bedfordshire 276
Berkshire 257
Buckinghamshire and Milton Keynes 245
Cambridgeshire and Peterborough 364
Cheshire 394
Cornwall and the Isles of Scilly 568
County Durham 1359
Cumbria 8772
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LNRS area Number of hectares reported within LNRS
area where action is known to have been or
is being taken that is reasonably expected to

create or restore wildlife-rich habitats
outside of protected sites since 30 January

20238
Derbyshire 885
Devon 1716
Dorset 1551
East Sussex and Brighton & Hove 415
Gloucestershire 758
Greater Essex 337
Greater Lincolnshire 356
Greater London 39
Greater Manchester 165
Hampshire 626
Herefordshire 347
Hertfordshire 90
Hull and East Yorkshire 343
Isle of Wight 318
Kent and Medway 1396
Lancashire 374
Leicestershire, Leicester and Rutland 120
Liverpool City Region 28
Norfolk 1345
North Northamptonshire 243
North of Tyne 1756
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LNRS area

Number of hectares reported within LNRS
area where action is known to have been or
is being taken that is reasonably expected to

create or restore wildlife-rich habitats
outside of protected sites since 30 January
20238

North Yorkshire and York 4405
Nottinghamshire and Nottingham 257
Oxfordshire 243
Shropshire and Telford & Wrekin 581
Somerset 651
South of Tyne and Wear 77
South Yorkshire 64
Staffordshire and Stoke-on-Trent 366
Suffolk 893
Surrey 152
Tees Valley 71
Warwickshire 171
West Midlands 26
West Northamptonshire 314
West of England 133
West Sussex 1181
West Yorkshire 175
Wiltshire and Swindon 1690
Worcestershire 292
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Indicative habitat target delivery map

Figure 1 shows a gridded map of the distribution of habitat target delivery across England.
Darker shades indicate areas with higher levels of reported delivery, while lighter shades
represent regions with lower reported delivery activity. This visualisation highlights
geographic patterns and helps prioritise areas for further evidence gathering and/or
delivery action. This map shows that delivery is mostly in the form of smaller areas of
activity across England, with the most substantial areas of activity appearing in the North
West and the South East.

The map has been created by placing a 1 km x 1 km grid over the habitat target dataset
used for reporting. For each cell, the total habitat amount contributing to the target has
been summed. Each cell is coloured according to this total figure of habitat contributing to
the target.

The legend categories on the map are not equal. This is because the Jenks Natural
Breaks method was used to determine them. Jenks Natural Breaks is a classification
method that identifies the best groupings of values by minimising variation within each
class and maximising differences between classes. This results in categories — those seen
in the legend on the map — that reflect the natural clusters and patterns in the data, rather
than imposing evenly spaced or arbitrary intervals.
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Figure 1 — Gridded map showing areas contributing the target

© Natural England 2026

© Crown Copyright and database rights [2026]. Ordnance Survey AC0000851168. Use of
this data is subject to these terms and conditions.
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Interpretation alongside other data

The habitat target is an action-based (rather than outcome-based) target, so information is
required about the actions taken to restore or create wildlife-rich habitat and the size of the
area intended to become wildlife-rich habitat as a result of those actions. Actions should
only be recorded where there is confidence that they are sufficient to lead to the desired
wildlife-rich habitat outcome. This report provides quantitative evidence of progress
towards the Environment Act Habitat Target, reporting on action data.

The habitat target is one component of wider work to improve the environment and deliver
the Environmental Improvement Plan, and the evidence within this report and subsequent
reports should be used in conjunction with wider evidence and indicators to assess
whether an overall outcome of habitat improvement is occurring.

For example, this report should be considered alongside the outcome-based species
targets and other habitat indicators, such as D1: Quantity, quality and connectivity of
habitats [6]. The UKCEH Land Cover Map data should also be able to detect new areas of
habitat once they become sufficiently established, although it will detect new habitat areas
at a broader habitat level than the more resolved wildlife-rich habitat level, meaning that it
cannot be used to conclude whether wildlife-rich habitat has been established. Instead, it
should be viewed as auxiliary data that can confirm trends in changes of habitat.

Secondary analysis of patch sizes

As habitat creation and restoration should contribute to the Lawton principles [8] of Bigger,
Better, More, Joined-up sites for nature, action data has been analysed to see if delivery is
supporting this ambition by increasing the size and connectivity of habitat patches.

The single merged layer of habitat creation and restoration action has been combined with
the spatial data on priority habitats included in the PHI and the wood-pasture and parkland
priority habitat layer. This has enabled an assessment of whether creation and restoration
actions are increasing the size of existing priority habitat patches, and of the size of newly
created or restored patches that are distinct from existing priority habitat.

Where habitat patches that have partially or entirely been newly created and restored and
are less than 40 hectares? in size, analysis has assessed whether the patches are within
199m or 200m-999m, or 21000m of another patch greater than 40 hectares, be that
existing priority habitat or newly created or restored habitat. This has been assessed as
patches within a 1000m distance of a larger patch are likely to be more sustainable than

3 The Nature Network Evidence handbook (2020) [9] suggests wildlife sites should be at least 40 ha to
maximise species richness and resilience, and at least 100 ha for wider-ranging species or those with
specialist requirements and low dispersal abilities. It also acknowledges a need for a number of large nature
areas (c. 5-12,000 ha) that will provide centres from which wildlife will brim over into the countryside.
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those further away, as they have a greater potential to be repeatedly colonized from the
larger patch to help maintain their species populations.

As the single merged layer excludes actions on protected sites, the process of cutting
protected sites out of the layer can create multiple very small patches. Consequently, any
patch less than 0.01 hectares was excluded from resulting patch size figures to avoid this
skewing the data.

Where creation and restoration actions occupy only a portion of available polygons, for
example the Farming Directorate data, there is limited confidence on whether these
actions are adjoined to other creation and restoration activity. To ensure that habitat
patches reflect ecological connectivity rather than mapping inconsistencies of spatial data
resolution, a 6-metre proximity tolerance was applied. Where creation and restoration
polygons occur within 6 metres of each other, they are joined to form a single patch. This
approach avoids under-representing larger patches where delivery on the ground is
adjacent but reported as multiple polygons due to differences in mapping precision.
However, the analysis of the number of habitat patches <40 hectares contributed to by
creation and restoration activity that is close to existing larger habitat patches shows that
many of these smaller patches are not actually close to the large patches.

The patch size analysis does not include the Farming Directorate arable field margin or
pond and riparian data as there is insufficient location and spatial information to allow this.
In addition, field margins they are unlikely to contribute to large habitat patches.

What are the sizes of newly created and restored patches?

Table 8 provides a breakdown of the area in hectares of habitat patches in England of
different size categories, both including and excluding the areas created and restored
since January 2023.

This analysis shows that the habitat target actions have increased the area of larger
habitat patches. The greatest percentage increases are seen in the 25000 hectare and 40-
99 hectare categories, with +3.9% and +1.5% respectively.

Percentage reductions are seen in the smallest patch categories, 2-39 hectares and <2
hectares. This is because the habitats target actions are contributing to smaller patches
and promoting them to the larger categories.

Table 8 - Breakdown of the area of habitat in different patch size categories in
England
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25,000 | 100-

Priority habitat 477,077 903,723 220,251 480,889 122,769 2,204,709
Priority habitat + habitat
created and restored
since January 2023 495,596| 912,216 223,464 480,639 122,249 2,234,164
Change in area due to
habitat creation and
restoration activity

since January 2023 18,519 8,493 3,213 -250 -520 29,455
Percentage change in
patch area 3.9% 0.9% 1.5% -0.1% -0.4% 1.3%

Table 9 provides a breakdown of the number of patches of habitat in England in a range of
patch size categories, both including and excluding the areas created and restored since
January 2023.

Similar patterns are seen in table 9. For the <2 hectare category the percentage change is
positive, in contrast to the same category representing the area change in table 8. This
difference is likely due to the prevalence of hedgerow options within the target dataset.
There are many small hedgerow sites that will boost the number of individual patches. The
small area of a hedgerow patch, relative to their total number, has likely caused this
difference.

The total change in area is less than the headline figure reported for the habitats target.
This is in part due to the Farming Directorate arable field margin and pond and riparian
data not being included in the patch analysis and due to some overlaps between the data
and the PHI/Wood-pasture parkland priority habitat. Overlaps between delivery data and
the PHI were not removed due reasons which are set out earlier in this report.

Table 9 - Breakdown of the number of habitat patches in different patch size
categories in England

25000 ha| 100- 40-99 ha | 2-39 ha

4,999 ha

Priority habitat 33 2,350 3,562 63,819 171,234] 240,998

Priority habitat + habitat
created and restored
post January 2023 36 2,379 3,618 63,590, 179,072 248,695

Change in patch
number due to habitat
creation and restoration 3 29 56 -229 7,838 7,697

Page 40 of 55 Environment Act Habitat Target — Evidence Report 2026 JP075



25000 ha| 100- 40-99 ha [2-39 ha |<2ha Total

4,999 ha

activity since January
2023

Percentage change in
patch number 9.1% 1.2% 1.6% -0.4% 4.6% 3.2%

Overall, these tables indicate that we are delivering a large number of small patches of
habitat but also delivering some large patches of habitat that are increasing the area of
large patches of habitat.

Are patches close to or far from larger patches?

Separately, analysis was then undertaken to consider whether patches that are smaller
than 40 hectares and have been created or added to by habitat target activity are close to
or far away from larger patches.

Table 10 includes the number of small <40-hectare patches, that have been contributed to
by creation or restoration, that are within 199m or 200-999m or =21000m of sites >40
hectares and may therefore be acting as satellite sites. This gives an indication as to
whether habitat creation and restoration is leading to more closely connected areas of
habitat.

Table 10 shows that most (in terms of number and area) of the smaller habitat patches are
over 1000m away from larger habitat patches. This indicates that while the habitats target
is increasing the extent of wildlife rich habitat, these patches could be mostly relatively
isolated from other larger sites.

Table 10 - The number and area of small habitat patches contributed to by new
creation and restoration, and how close they are to larger sites (making them more
sustainable).

Category Area in ha Number of
patches

Total habitat patches <40 ha contributed to by

creation and restoration since 2023 52,974 17,689
Of which are 21000m from patches >40ha (least

sustainable) 21,313 9,487
Of which are within 200-999m of patches >40ha 16,672 5,279

Of which are within 199m of patches >40ha (most
sustainable) 14,988 2,923
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Conclusion

Based on analysis undertaken in March 2026, since January 2023 there are 77,638
hectares where action is known to have been or is being taken that is reasonably expected
to create or restore wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected sites.

The most delivered habitat type to date has come from wildlife-rich arable field margins,
followed by grassland, peatland, woodland and wood-pasture habitats. Delivery has
occurred across England, with higher levels of reported activity concentrated in parts of
the North West and South East, alongside widespread smaller areas of activity elsewhere.
Patch size analysis indicates that delivery is contributing both to an increase in the area of
larger habitat patches and to a large number of smaller patches, although many of the
smaller sites remain relatively isolated from existing larger habitat areas.

Overall, progress towards the Environment Act Habitat Target is consistent with
expectations at this stage of the delivery pathway. Increased delivery is anticipated in later
years as delivery mechanisms, such as Landscape Recovery, develop.
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Annex 1 — Transformation questions

The statements used to initially test data and flag any transformations needed:

e Does the dataset have a licence? Do the licence terms allow us to use the data for
our needs?

e |s the data spatial, in the form of polygons? If not, is there additional information
(such as field parcel IDs) that could allow for joins to an existing polygon spatial
framework?

e |s data from the correct date range (no data from before 30 January 2023)? Does
the date field capture sufficient detail (year and month of action)?

e What is the level of alignment with the data model?

o What format is the habitat type in?

o Does habitat amount equal the polygon area?

o Are there any instances where baseline habitat and resultant habitat type are
the same? (therefore, not demonstrating restoration or creation)

o Are there any additional transformations required to enable use of the
dataset?

e Is there any possibility of overlaps internal to the dataset?

e After a visual check, are there any obvious anomalies or errors (delivery where it is
unexpected, for example in very urban areas)?
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Annex 2 - Wildlife-rich habitat reporting types

Wildlife-rich habitat is defined by the legislation that sets the statutory habitat target.
TIN223 ‘Environment Act Habitat Target — Reporting Data Model and Standard’ includes
the list of allowable values for wildlife-rich habitats. Data contributors should give the most
precise descriptor name of the type of wildlife-rich habitat where possible. Where the
specific wildlife-rich habitat name is not known, there are intermediate and general options
available for these to still be reported, however, there must be confidence that one of the
specific wildlife-rich habitats will be created or restored.

For the purposes of reporting, the allowable values of the data model have been grouped
within a higher-level reporting category of wildlife-rich habitat type, as set out in Table 11

Table 11 - Higher level reporting category of wildlife-rich habitat type

Reporting category

General type in data
model

Intermediate
type in data
model

Precise habitat type in
data model

Wildlife-rich habitat

N/A

N/A

Wildlife-rich mosaic

mosaics habitat
Wildlife-rich habitat N/A N/A Open mosaic habitats on
mosaics previously developed
land priority habitat
Wildlife-rich arable N/A N/A Arable field margin
field margins priority habitat
Wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich grassland - Wildlife-rich Lowland dry acid

grassland habitat

type unknown

acid grassland -
type unknown

grassland priority habitat

Wildlife-rich
grassland habitat

Wildlife-rich grassland -
type unknown

Wildlife-rich
acid grassland -
type unknown

Wildlife-rich lowland acid
grassland

Wildlife-rich
grassland habitat

Wildlife-rich grassland -
type unknown

Wildlife-rich
acid grassland -
type unknown

Nardus grassland on
siliceous substrates in
mountain areas.

Wildlife-rich
grassland habitat

Wildlife-rich grassland -
type unknown

Wildlife-rich
acid grassland -
type unknown

Wildlife-rich wax cap
grasslands in the
uplands

Wildlife-rich
grassland habitat

Wildlife-rich grassland -
type unknown

Wildlife-rich
acid grassland -
type unknown

Wildlife-rich upland dry
acid grassland

Wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich grassland - N/A Lowland calcareous
grassland habitat type unknown grassland priority habitat
Wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich grassland - N/A Upland calcareous

grassland habitat

type unknown

grassland priority habitat
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Intermediate
type in data
model

Precise habitat type in
data model

Reporting category

General type in data
model

Wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich grassland - Wildlife-rich Lowland meadows
grassland habitat type unknown neutral priority habitat
grassland
Wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich grassland - Wildlife-rich Upland hay meadows
grassland habitat type unknown neutral priority habitat
grassland
Wildlife-rich coastal N/A N/A Coastal and floodplain
floodplain grazing grazing marsh priority
marsh habitat habitat
Wildlife-rich coastal N/A N/A Wildlife-rich floodplain

floodplain grazing
marsh habitat

wetland mosaic

Wildlife-rich peatland

Wildlife-rich peatland

Wildlife-rich fen

Purple moor-grass and

habitats habitat - type unknown habitat — type rush pasture priority
unknown habitat

Wildlife-rich peatland Wildlife-rich peatland Wildlife-rich fen Lowland fen priority
habitats habitat - type unknown habitat — type habitat

unknown

Wildlife-rich peatland
habitats

Wildlife-rich peatland
habitat - type unknown

Wildlife-rich fen
habitat — type
unknown

Reedbed priority habitat

Wildlife-rich peatland
habitats

Wildlife-rich peatland
habitat - type unknown

Wildlife-rich fen
habitat — type
unknown

Upland flushes, fens and
swamps priority habitat

Wildlife-rich peatland
habitats

Wildlife-rich peatland
habitat - type unknown

Wildlife-rich bog
habitat — type
unknown

Blanket bog priority
habitat

Wildlife-rich peatland

Wildlife-rich peatland

Wildlife-rich bog

Lowland raised bog

habitats habitat - type unknown habitat — type priority habitat
unknown
Wildlife-rich N/A N/A Mountain heaths and
heathland habitats willow scrub priority
habitat
Wildlife-rich N/A N/A Lowland heathland
heathland habitats priority habitat
Wildlife-rich N/A N/A Upland heathland priority
heathland habitats habitat
Wildlife-rich inland Wildlife-rich Inland rock and N/A Calaminarian grasslands
rock and scree scree priority habitat
habitats
Wildlife-rich inland Wildlife-rich Inland rock and N/A Inland rock outcrop and

rock and scree
habitats

scree

scree habitats priority
habitat
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Reporting category General type in data Intermediate Precise habitat type in

data model

model type in data
model

Wildlife-rich inland Wildlife-rich Inland rock and N/A Limestone pavements
rock and scree scree priority habitat
habitats
Wildlife-rich lake Wildlife-rich lake habitat N/A Aquifer-fed naturally
habitats (greater than 2ha) — type fluctuating water bodies
unknown priority habitat
Wildlife-rich lake Wildlife-rich lake habitat N/A Eutrophic standing
habitats (greater than 2ha) — type waters priority habitat
unknown
Wildlife-rich lake Wildlife-rich lake habitat N/A Mesotrophic lakes
habitats (greater than 2ha) — type priority habitat
unknown
Wildlife-rich lakes Wildlife-rich lake habitat N/A Oligotrophic and
and lake riparian (greater than 2ha) — type dystrophic lakes priority
habitats unknown habitat
Wildlife-rich ponds N/A N/A Pond priority habitat less
and pond riparian than 2 ha
habitat
Wildlife-rich rivers, N/A N/A Rivers and stream
streams and riparian priority habitat
habitat
Wildlife-rich native Wildlife-rich native N/A Lowland beech and yew
woodland habitat woodland: broadleaved & woodland priority habitat
wildlife rich mixed woodland
Wildlife-rich native Wildlife-rich native N/A Lowland mixed
woodland habitat woodland: broadleaved & deciduous woodland
wildlife rich mixed woodland priority habitat
Wildlife-rich native Wildlife-rich native N/A Upland mixed ashwoods
woodland habitat woodland: broadleaved & priority habitat
wildlife rich mixed woodland
Wildlife-rich native Wildlife-rich native N/A Upland oakwood priority
woodland habitat woodland: broadleaved & habitat
wildlife rich mixed woodland
Wildlife-rich native Wildlife-rich native N/A Wet woodland priority
woodland habitat woodland: broadleaved & habitat
wildlife rich mixed woodland
Wildlife-rich wood N/A N/A Wood-pasture and
pasture and parkland parkland priority habitat
habitat
Wildlife-rich N/A N/A Traditional orchards
traditional orchard priority habitat
habitat
Wildlife-rich scrub Wildlife-rich scrub - type N/A Wildlife-rich blackthorn
habitat unknown scrub
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Reporting category General type in data Intermediate Precise habitat type in

data model

model type in data
model

Wildlife-rich scrub Wildlife-rich scrub - type N/A Wildlife-rich bramble
habitat unknown scrub
Wildlife-rich scrub Wildlife-rich scrub - type N/A Wildlife-rich gorse scrub
habitat unknown
Wildlife-rich scrub Wildlife-rich scrub - type N/A Wildlife-rich hawthorn
habitat unknown scrub
Wildlife-rich scrub Wildlife-rich scrub - type N/A Wildlife-rich hazel scrub
habitat unknown
Wildlife-rich scrub Wildlife-rich scrub - type N/A Wildlife-rich mixed scrub
habitat unknown
Wildlife-rich Native species rich N/A Hedgerow priority habitat
hedgerows and lines hedgerow
of trees
Wildlife-rich Native species rich N/A Native Species-Rich
hedgerows and lines hedgerow Hedgerow with trees
of trees
Wildlife-rich Native species rich N/A Native Species-Rich
hedgerows and lines hedgerow Hedgerow - Associated
of trees with bank or ditch
Wildlife-rich Native species rich N/A Native Hedgerow with
hedgerows and lines hedgerow trees - Associated with
of trees bank or ditch
Wildlife-rich Native species rich N/A Native Hedgerow -
hedgerows and lines hedgerow Associated with bank or
of trees ditch
Wildlife-rich Native species rich N/A Native Hedgerow with
hedgerows and lines hedgerow trees
of trees
Wildlife-rich N/A N/A Line of Trees
hedgerows and lines (Ecologically Valuable)
of trees
Wildlife-rich N/A N/A Line of Trees
hedgerows and lines (Ecologically Valuable) -
of trees with Bank or Ditch
Wildlife-rich maritime N/A N/A Maritime cliff and slopes
cliff and slope habitat priority habitat
Wildlife-rich sand Wildlife-rich supralittoral N/A Coastal sand dunes
dunes and vegetated sediment — type unknown priority habitat
shingle habitat
Wildlife-rich sand Wildlife-rich supralittoral N/A Coastal vegetated
dunes and vegetated sediment — type unknown shingle priority habitat
shingle habitat
Wildlife-rich coastal Wildlife-rich littoral N/A Coastal saltmarsh
saltmarsh and sediments - type unknown priority habitat
intertidal mudflat
habitat
Wildlife-rich coastal Wildlife-rich littoral N/A Intertidal mudflats
saltmarsh and sediments - type unknown priority habitat
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Reporting category General type in data Intermediate Precise habitat type in

data model

model type in data
model

intertidal mudflat
habitat
Wildlife-rich coastal Wildlife-rich littoral N/A Wildlife-rich coastal
saltmarsh and sediments - type unknown saltmarsh and saline
intertidal mudflat reedbeds
habitat
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich littoral N/A Peat and clay exposures
marine and coastal sediments - type unknown with Piddocks priority
habitats habitat
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich littoral N/A Seagrass bed priority
marine and coastal sediments - type unknown habitat
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich littoral N/A Sheltered muddy gravel
marine and coastal sediments - type unknown priority habitat
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich littoral N/A Wildlife-rich littoral
marine and coastal sediments - type unknown muddy sand
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich littoral N/A Wildlife-rich Littoral
marine and coastal sediments - type unknown coarse sediment
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich littoral N/A Wildlife-rich Littoral sand
marine and coastal sediments - type unknown
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich littoral N/A Wildlife-rich Littoral
marine and coastal sediments - type unknown mixed sediments
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich littoral N/A Wildlife-rich Features of
marine and coastal sediments - type unknown littoral sediment
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich littoral rock - N/A Intertidal boulder
marine and coastal type unknown communities priority
habitats habitat
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich littoral rock - N/A Intertidal chalk priority
marine and coastal type unknown habitat
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich littoral rock - N/A Sabellaria alveolata
marine and coastal type unknown reefs priority habitat
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich littoral rock - N/A Wildlife-rich High energy
marine and coastal type unknown littoral rock
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich littoral rock - N/A Wildlife-rich Moderate
marine and coastal type unknown energy littoral rock
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich littoral rock - N/A Wildlife-rich low energy
marine and coastal type unknown littoral rock
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich littoral rock - N/A Wildlife-rich features of
marine and coastal type unknown littoral rock
habitats
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Reporting category General type in data Intermediate Precise habitat type in

data model

model type in data
model

Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - N/A Estuarine rocky habitats
marine and coastal type unknown priority habitat
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - N/A Fragile sponge and
marine and coastal type unknown anthozoan communities
habitats on subtidal rocky
habitats priority habitat
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - N/A Sabellaria spinulosa reef
marine and coastal type unknown priority habitat
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - N/A Subtidal chalk priority
marine and coastal type unknown habitat
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - N/A Tide-swept channels
marine and coastal type unknown priority habitat
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - N/A Wildlife-rich Infralittoral
marine and coastal type unknown rock
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - N/A Wildlife-rich circalittoral
marine and coastal type unknown rock
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - N/A Wildlife-rich subtidal
marine and coastal type unknown stony reef
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich sublittoral N/A Saline lagoon priority
marine and coastal sediment, type unknown habitat
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich sublittoral N/A Blue mussel beds on
marine and coastal sediment, type unknown sediment priority habitat
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich sublittoral N/A Horse mussel bed
marine and coastal sediment, type unknown priority habitat
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich sublittoral N/A Maérl bed priority habitat
marine and coastal sediment, type unknown
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich sublittoral N/A Mud habitats in deep
marine and coastal sediment, type unknown water priority habitat
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich sublittoral N/A Subtidal sands and
marine and coastal sediment, type unknown gravel priority habitat
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich sublittoral N/A Wildlife-rich native oyster
marine and coastal sediment, type unknown (Ostrea edulis) beds
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich sublittoral N/A Wildlife-rich subtidal
marine and coastal sediment, type unknown coarse sediment
habitats
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Reporting category General type in data Intermediate Precise habitat type in

model type in data data model
model
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich sublittoral N/A Wildlife-rich subtidal
marine and coastal sediment, type unknown mixed sediments
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich sublittoral N/A Wildlife-rich subtidal mud
marine and coastal sediment, type unknown
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich sublittoral N/A Wildlife-rich subtidal
marine and coastal sediment, type unknown sand
habitats
Other wildlife-rich Wildlife-rich sublittoral N/A Wildlife-rich subtidal
marine and coastal sediment, type unknown seagrass beds
habitats
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Annex 3 — Agri-environment scheme options
that count towards the habitat target

The table below lists the Countryside Stewardship and Sustainable Farming Incentive
options that counted towards the habitat target at the time of analysis.

Date of last review: October 2025

Action description

Reporting
considerations

AB8 Flower-rich margins and plots Total AFM cap at 40kha
above Jan 2023 baseline

BES Creation of traditional orchards

BFS2 Buffer in-field ponds on arable land

BFS3 Buffer in-field ponds on improved grassland

BFS6 6m to 12m habitat strip next to watercourses

BN11 Planting new hedges

BN7 Hedgerow gapping-up

CAB18 | Flower-rich grass margins, blocks, or in-field strips (on Total AFM cap at 40kha

arable land or permanent crops) above Jan 2023 baseline

CBE5 Create traditional orchards

CCT2 Make space for new coastal habitat

CCT4 Create intertidal and saline habitat on arable land

CCT5 Create intertidal and saline habitat by non-intervention

CCT7 Create intertidal and saline habitat on intensive grassland

CGS22 | Manage priority habitat species-rich grassland Only when in
combination with GR3

CIPM2 | Flower-rich grass margins, blocks or in-field strips Total AFM cap at 40kha
above Jan 2023 baseline

CLH2 Restore lowland heathland

CLH3 Create lowland heathland

CSP2 Rewetting supplement Only when done with

WN1
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Action description

Reporting
considerations

CSW12 | Make room for the river to move
CSW22 | Connect river and floodplain habitats
CT2 Creation of coastal sand dunes and vegetated shingle on
arable land and improved grassland
CT4 Creation of inter-tidal and saline habitat on arable land
CT5 Creation of inter-tidal and saline habitats by non-intervention
CT7 Creation of inter-tidal and saline habitat on intensive
grassland
CWD20 | Create wood pasture
CWD8 | Create scrub and open habitat mosaics
CWS2 | Manage and restore plantations on ancient woodland sites Only parcels that were
(PAWS) supplement majority 'conifer' or
'mixed mainly conifer'
according to the 2022
National Forest Inventory
(NFI) can count.
CWT1 Buffer in-field ponds and ditches on improved grassland
CWT10 | Manage lowland raised bog Only when done with
WN1
CWT14 | Create fen, reedbed or wetland mosaics
CWT2 | Buffer in-field ponds and ditches on arable land
FM2 Major preparatory work for Priority Habitats (creation and Only when done with
restoration) and Priority Species UP5
GR3 Floristically enhanced seed mix for grassland habitat
GRH6 | Manage priority habitat species-rich grassland (endorsed) Only when in
(available shortly) combination with GR3
GS7 Restoration towards species-rich grassland
GS8 Creation of species-rich grassland
IPM2 Flower-rich grass margins, blocks, or in-field strips Total AFM cap at 40kha
above Jan 2023 baseline
LH2 Restoration of forestry and woodland to lowland heathland
LH3 Creation of heathland from arable or improved grassland
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Action description

Reporting
considerations

SCR1 Create scrub and open habitat mosaics

SP2 Raised water level supplement Only when done with
FM2

SW11 Riparian management strip

SW12 Making space for water

UP5 Moorland re-wetting supplement Only when done with
SP2 + WN1, or FM2

WD12 | Creation of upland wood pasture

WD6 Creation of wood pasture

wD8 Creation of successional areas and scrub

WN1 Blocking Grips or Drainage Channels Only when done with
SP2 + UP5, or CWT10,
or WT10, or FM2

WN12 | Create or restore ponds

WN5 Pond Management (first 100 sq m)

WNG6 Pond Management (areas greater than 100 sq m)

WN7 Restoration of large water bodies

WS2 Plantations on Ancient Woodland Sites (PAWS) - Only parcels that were

restoration and maintenance majority 'conifer' or

'mixed mainly conifer'
according to the 2022
National Forest Inventory
(NFI) can count.

WT1 Buffering in-field ponds and ditches in improved grassland

WT10 Management of lowland raised bog Only when done with
WN1

WT2 Buffering in-field ponds and ditches on arable land

WT7 Creation of reedbed

WT9 Creation of fen
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	Introduction 
	The long-term legally binding Environment Act Habitat Target set out in The Environmental Targets (Biodiversity) (England) Regulations 2023 [1] is: 
	To restore or create more than 500,000 hectares of a range of wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected sites by 31 December 2042. 
	The 2025 Environmental Improvement Plan (EIP25) sets an interim target to restore or create a total of 250,000 hectares of a range of wildlife‑rich habitats outside of protected sites by December 2030. This interim target is a key milestone toward achieving the statutory Environment Act Habitat Target and provides an important stepping stone for assessing progress and delivery. 
	The Regulations set out that Defra must obtain and record information about action to create or restore wildlife-rich habitat that has been taken on or after the day the regulations came into force (30 January 2023). 
	This report sets out analysis undertaken in March 2026 to produce a metric to inform reporting of progress towards the legally binding Environment Act Habitat Target and the EIP25 interim target.   
	This report relates to action taken in England only, in line with the geographic scope of the Environment Act Habitat Target. 
	Target definitions 
	The publication ‘Environment Act Habitat Target – Definitions and Descriptions TIN219’ [2] sets out definitions for wildlife-rich habitat and creation and restoration.  
	Creation and restoration actions are those that establish wildlife-rich habitat on land or water where such habitat is currently absent. Actions should result in an increased extent of wildlife-rich habitat, not improved condition of existing wildlife-rich habitat.  
	Restoration and creation are not reported separately for this target. 
	An action is defined as the intervention(s) needed to create or restore habitat that would reasonably be expected to lead to wildlife-rich habitat [3]. In many cases a suite of interventions will be required to be confident that wildlife-rich habitat will be established as a result. In these cases, the area only contributes towards the target where all required action is underway. 
	There may be cases where the intervention(s) have a footprint that is different in size or location to that of the wildlife-rich habitat expected to be established. As the habitat target seeks to record the size and location of the area intended to become wildlife-rich habitat 
	following interventions, the reported area will be the area of influence expected from the interventions, not the intervention area itself. 
	Only actions taken outside of protected sites will count towards this target. The Environmental Targets (Biodiversity) (England) Regulations 2023 set out that a “protected site” for the purpose of this target means a site which is a European site (Special Areas of Conservation and Special Protection Areas), a Site of Special Scientific Interest, or a Marine Conservation Zone.  
	The target also does not include action for the purpose of replacing habitat that has been lost on or after the day the target came into force (30 January 2023). Where habitat created or restored includes direct replacement habitat, only excess habitat should count towards the target. 
	Duration of target 
	The target came into force on 30 January 2023 with a deadline of 31 December 2042, so action that has been or is being initiated at any time between 30 January 2023 to 31 December 2042 will be counted.   
	If a site does not contain wildlife-rich habitat at the time the target came into force, then the site is eligible for counting towards the target when action is taken on that site after 30 January 2023.  
	Data collection 
	Type of data recorded 
	The publication ‘Environment Act Habitat Target – Reporting Data Model and Standard TIN223’ sets out the data that is required for reporting progress towards the habitat target.   
	Available data for 2026 analysis 
	In 2025, Defra and Natural England published the first evidence report of progress towards the Environment Act Habitat Target [4]. The 2025 analysis used Defra Group datasets including from the Environment Agency, Farming Directorate, the Forestry Commission including Forestry England who report separately for restoration work in the nation’s forests, and the Nature for Climate Peatland Grant Scheme. These were prioritised for inclusion in analysis due to their relative expected contributions to the target,
	For the 2026 analysis, we aimed to build on this foundation by expanding the range of data sources, including contributions from external partners, to reflect a wider range of contributions.  
	Data included in the 2026 analysis are provided from: 
	•
	•
	•
	 Defra Group delivery mechanisms – Environment Agency, Farming Directorate, Farming in Protected Landscapes, Forestry Commission, Forestry England, Nature for Climate Peatland Grant Scheme. 

	•
	•
	 External partners – Buglife, National Trails, Newt Conservation Partnership, Plantlife. 


	The metric is not fully comprehensive, as not all data on potentially eligible actions towards the habitat target have been included in analysis. Additional delivery will have been achieved through further schemes and partners. Future reporting will capture delivery from these wider partners and mechanisms where there is suitable spatial data to allow robust reporting. 
	Methodology 
	Defra and Natural England have developed a methodology for data handling when reporting towards the habitat target. This includes how the data will be received and then, if necessary, transformed to ensure consistency with the desired data model, followed by spatial analysis to remove any double counting, and finally a quality assurance process.  
	The receipt, transformation, and analysis of data has been led by Natural England. The quality assurance process was completed by Natural England and Defra.  
	This methodology is set out below and will be continually reviewed and subject to change where appropriate in future years to accommodate and adapt to new data sources. 
	Receiving the data 
	Before data are received for analysis, data providers must remove any personal data that is collected.  
	Data providers must also undertake their own quality assurance to ensure that the data that is supplied is consistent with reporting requirements. 
	Transparency and traceability are essential and to ensure this, data providers are required to provide comprehensive metadata that allows records within the consolidated dataset to be traced back to its source. 
	Provision of data for reporting is dependent on resourcing associated with the data providers. 
	Screening questions  
	After the data are received they are tested against a series of screening questions (see Annex 1). These questions are designed to highlight any potential transformations at the next stage and to assess alignment with the data model. 
	Transforming the data 
	If the data does not align with the data model it is transformed to align with the data model as much as is possible.  
	Currently, not all data contributing to the target will be supplied as spatially explicit polygons. For data which are supplied in tabular or point format, spatial data has to be created to represent the area of the action and the habitat amount before it can be included in the analysis for the target figures. This spatial data creation represents the best knowledge that we have, and as a result is not as accurate as spatially explicit polygons. With some delivery mechanisms allowing ‘stacking’ of actions, 
	Some of the data can be joined with existing spatial frameworks where these are available, for example through common features such as Field Parcel IDs. This is the case with the Farming Directorate data which is received as tabular data. These data can then be joined to the Rural Payments Agency (RPA) Land Parcels dataset using field parcel IDs which are common to both datasets. The polygon dataset then takes on the information in the Farming Directorate dataset, creating a polygon layer which contains the
	Where data are not supplied in a spatially explicit form and cannot be joined to an existing land parcel, a circular buffer of appropriate proportion can be drawn around the point of action. This creates a polygon that has the correct area of the creation or restoration action, which is reported by the data provider, but the spatial configuration is not accurate.  
	In the case of linear features such as rivers or hedgerows, a circle does not correctly show the area of habitat. This creates problems when trying to discern overlaps between datasets, as the data includes spatial location inaccuracies. Where lines have been supplied, these have been buffered by the standard widths set out in TIN223. This creates polygon data for linear habitats. For datasets where points are buffered, or tabular data 
	joined to an existing polygon layer, linear habitats have not been treated differently. This is due to the lack of information available in the original dataset or spatial framework. In the case of point buffering, two or more points are needed to create a line and only one point is included to represent the linear habitat. In the spatial framework whole field parcels are identified, as opposed to sub-parcel features such as hedgerows. Linear features are joined to a whole parcel and a proportion of the par
	Data are then filtered against a protected sites layer to remove any delivery areas within protected sites, ensuring data accurately represents the scope of the target. For the duration of the target, data will be compared to the protected sites present at the start of the target (30 January 2023). 
	Spatial analysis of the data 
	Data are spatially analysed (using a Geographical Information System, GIS) to identify where double counting may have taken place. Double counting could occur when polygons overlap. Overlaps may happen within a single year if multiple delivery partners report the same area, or across years if the same area is reported in future years. To provide an accurate metric for the target, overlaps must be identified and the land area reported only once. 
	To remove overlaps, data from different data providers must be merged into one spatial layer which can be used for identifying overlaps. During this process, data are overlayed onto each other. As the spatial data are not completely accurate, there may be instances where an overlap in the data does not reflect an overlap on the same piece of land. For example, where the actions reported have taken place on different parts of a polygon and the overlap is due to limitations in the resolution of the spatial da
	A ruleset has been developed and applied to areas where the data overlap. A broad habitat type is assigned to each polygon based on the habitat given. Details of this can be found in Annex 2. Where the overlap of parent polygons has the same broad habitat type, the overlap will be assigned that broad habitat type. Where the broad habitat types of parent polygons are different, the overlap will be reported as ‘multiple wildlife-rich habitats’.  
	The single merged layer is then ‘clipped’ to a marine outer limit, to ensure that only data within the geographical scope of the target is included. To ensure consistency with the Environmental Targets (Biodiversity) Regulations 2023, the marine outer limit is defined as 1 nautical mile from the UK territorial baseline. Natural England is currently (spring 2026) collaborating with the UK Hydrographic Office (UKHO) to create a spatial file to represent this marine outer limit. Other options for using an exis
	the current analysis, Mean Low Water has been used as the marine outer limit. For future analysis the spatial file representing the marine outer limit set out in the legislation will be used instead. 
	Metric generation 
	From the single merged layer, summary statistics based on the habitat amount attribution have been generated. The metric is based on the figures reported by data providers, accounting for removal of overlaps through the above method, rather than calculation of the area within the polygons provided. This will avoid potential errors generated through inaccurate drawing of spatial polygons.  
	The area of arable field margins created is added to this figure; due to the non-spatial and non-locational nature of these data they cannot be used in the breakdown of delivery across Local Nature Recovery Strategy areas or in the assessment of patch size. 
	Quality assurance of the metric  
	The process, methodology and final metric have been subject to a rigorous quality assurance process, including two stages of internal peer review and sign off from principal statisticians in Natural England and Defra.  
	Further detail on the confidence, limitations, and uncertainties associated with the metric, including how data quality and spatial uncertainty have been assessed, is set out in the ‘Confidence in the metric’ section. 
	Data from Defra Group included in analysis  
	Agri-environment schemes: Countryside Stewardship and Sustainable Farming Incentive  
	The Farming Directorate was previously known as the Farming and Countryside Programme (FCP). Data have been included from the Farming Directorate for the 2023, 2024, and 2025 calendar years. An updated dataset from the Farming Directorate has been incorporated into this report.  
	A full list of Countryside Stewardship and Sustainable Farming Incentive options that count towards the target at the time of analysis is provided in Annex 3. Not all eligible options will yet appear in the dataset, as some options were launched recently and may not have had agreements initiated during the reporting period. 
	The Farming Directorate dataset combines agreement data from agri-environment schemes and RPA Land Parcels data to provide parcel-level data showing where options have been undertaken. When the action only occupies a proportion of a polygon, the exact 
	location within the polygon cannot be known. For each parcel, the spatial area of the option is summed, and where multiple qualifying options occur within the same parcel, the total contribution is capped at the parcel’s total extent. 
	The contribution of arable field margins (AFM) to the habitat target is capped at 40,000 hectares above the baseline amount present in 2022, due to their ephemeral nature and the need for a diverse range of habitats. This level was chosen to maintain the existing extent of AFM delivery and increase delivery to meet the required supply of wildlife features for birds, insects, and flower-rich habitat across the total extent of arable land. It aims to provide suitable ambition whilst ensuring there is sufficie
	Environment Agency (EA) 
	Data has been included from the EA Conservation Projects Database (CPD) on habitat creation and restoration for the FY23/24 and FY24/25. This builds on previously included data from the EA, bringing in additional data for the latest financial year while maintaining the same methodological approach. 
	This data represents projects to restore or create wildlife-rich habitat, most of which are undertaken by the EA in partnership with other organisations. This includes delivery from across delivery mechanisms, including the Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management Programme and EA peatland restoration works.  
	The data provided broadly aligns with the mandatory fields required by the habitat target data model. Work is ongoing to review allowable values in CPD to more closely match those in the habitat target data model, to improve confidence that the data aligns with definitions of creation and restoration for the purpose of this target. 
	The EA dataset comprises point spatial data representing the centroid of where action has been taken, which has been transformed into polygon data by creating a circular buffer, meaning confidence in the precise spatial boundaries of the location of delivery is limited.  
	Farming in Protected Landscapes (FiPL) 
	The Farming in Protected Landscapes (FiPL) programme offers funding to farmers and land managers in National Landscapes, National Parks and the Broads. The programme funds projects that support nature recovery, mitigate the impacts of climate change, and provide opportunities for people to discover and enjoy the landscape and its cultural heritage. 
	Data on creation and restoration of wildlife-rich habitat outside of protected sites from FY23/24 - FY24/25 have been collated from the 44 Protected Landscapes (PL) through FiPL officers.  
	Forestry Commission (FC) 
	Data on wildlife-rich woodland creation for the FY23/24 and FY24/25 have been included in the metric. This builds on previously included data from the FC, bringing in additional data for the latest financial year while maintaining the same methodological approach. 
	This includes spatial data supplied for the following schemes: 
	•
	•
	•
	 England Woodland Creation Scheme (Forestry Commission) 

	•
	•
	 Tree planting by Forestry England 

	•
	•
	 Countryside Stewardship - for financial year 2023-2024 only 
	1
	1



	•
	•
	 Community Forests 

	•
	•
	 The Northern Forest  

	•
	•
	 The National Forest Company 

	•
	•
	 Woodland Creation Partnerships (Northumberland only) 


	1 The woodland Countryside Stewardship option that counts towards the target at the time of analysis is TE4a: Supply and plant tree (native woodland). 
	1 The woodland Countryside Stewardship option that counts towards the target at the time of analysis is TE4a: Supply and plant tree (native woodland). 

	The Forestry Commission used spatial data for all available schemes filtered by ‘woodland’ (as opposed to small woods <0.5ha or trees outside woodland), and then further filtered by proportion of native species or where woodland had been established by natural regeneration, to identify agreements creating ‘wildlife-rich’ woodland. 
	Data on location and composition are still being compiled for a small number of schemes for example through Forests for Cornwall and through Countryside Stewardship tree planting options and are not included in the figures for this reporting. All data included in this analysis are provided as interim figures subject to further validation through the National Forest Inventory. This may result in some refinement, for example where small woods are established next to existing woodlands.  
	Forestry England public forest activity 
	Forestry England has supplied data for restoration of ancient semi-natural woodland in the nation’s forests using compartment survey data showing changes in tree composition on Plantations on Ancient Woodland Sites (PAWS).    
	 
	The dataset covers sites where action has been taken between 31/01/23 and 30/11/25. This builds on previously included data from Forestry England, bringing in additional data while maintaining the same methodological approach. 
	 
	Sites on the Forestry England Estate undergoing PAWS restoration will contribute to the habitat target when sites:   
	a.
	a.
	a.
	 have in place spatially explicit plans for restoration (within forest plans) and are informed by the wider Forestry England policy to restore all PAWS sites to semi-natural ancient woodland.    

	b.
	b.
	 move from a non‑wildlife‑rich score of 4 (dominated by non‑native species, typically >80% non‑native) or 3 (>50% non‑native) to at least one lower score indicating an increase in native species composition. This demonstrates progress towards restoration of wildlife-rich habitat.  


	It is possible that a site may subsequently move back to a higher score as non-native tree species regenerate and will then require further intervention. These areas will be reviewed in future years and may be removed from reporting figures if they return to a state dominated by non-native species. A median score will provide an overall sense of progress, while spatial site-specific data will allow removal of areas that regress. 
	Nature for Climate Peatland Grant Scheme 
	The Nature for Climate Peatland Grant Scheme (NCPGS) provides funding to restore peatlands in the uplands and lowlands of England. The dataset describes peatland restoration sites that began restoration works between 01/02/2023 and 31/03/2025. This builds on previously included data from the NCPGS, bringing in additional data for the latest year while maintaining the same methodological approach. 
	Projects receiving NCPGS funding are required to submit a polygon showing the area under restoration, representing where restoration works have taken place and where habitat is expected to be influenced as a result. 
	Data from external organisations included in analysis  
	Government cannot improve the environment alone, and the EIP25 sets out the need to work in partnership to drive forward the EIP and restore nature.   
	Recognising this, the 2026 analysis has expanded the data sources included by incorporating data provided by external partners where it was available and sufficiently aligned with the data requirements for reporting. Whilst data providers have conducted their own quality assurance and the data has been through the screening process sense checks described in the methodology above, Defra Group has not conducted on-the-ground validation of reported actions and data should be considered in the context of its or
	Some of this reported delivery by external partners may make use of Defra Group delivery mechanisms listed above, and the area of overlap is set out in table 6. The aim of including data from external partners is to reflect a wider range of contributions and 
	demonstrate the importance of partnership for delivery. We are grateful for the support of partners who have made this delivery data inclusion possible.  
	Buglife 
	Buglife developed the B-Lines initiative, a national network of 3km-wide corridors designed to reconnect wildflower habitats across England and prioritise habitat restoration for pollinators and other wildlife. 
	Polygon spatial data provided by Buglife covers habitat creation and restoration delivered between 30 January 2023 and December 2025 through funded agreements with 10-year management plans.  
	National Trails 
	National Trails UK is a charity dedicated to preserving and promoting the 5,500-mile National Trail network across the UK. Enabled through funding from the Protected Landscapes Partnership, its Nature Recovery Programme supports National Trail staff and wider partners to deliver outcomes for people and nature along these iconic routes. 
	Data provided by National Trails UK covers habitat creation and restoration actions delivered by National Trail staff and partners for activities initiated between January 2024 and December 2025.  
	The dataset includes actions to establish wildlife-rich habitats such as species-rich grassland, woodland, and hedgerows. Spatial data were supplied as centroid points representing the centre of each action.  
	Newt Conservation Partnership   
	The Newt Conservation Partnership is a community benefit society formed through partnership between two charities: Freshwater Habitats Trust and Amphibian and Reptile Conservation.  
	The Newt Conservation Partnership creates, restores and monitors ponds and terrestrial habitat for Great Crested Newts, funded via Nature Space Partnership’s District Licensing and Organisational Licensing schemes. 
	Polygon spatial data provided by Newt Conservation Partnership covers habitat creation and restoration between 30 January 2023 and December 2025.    
	Plantlife 
	Plantlife is a conservation charity focused on protecting and restoring wild plants and fungi and their habitats across the UK and globally, including through large-scale habitat and species restoration projects. 
	Data provided by Plantlife covers delivery under the National Highways Meadow Makers 2023 programme, for actions initiated between October 2023 and July 2024. The dataset includes habitat creation and restoration of species-rich grassland, supplied as polygon spatial data. 
	Data not included in analysis 
	The metric developed from analysis in March 2026 is not fully comprehensive, as not all data on potentially eligible actions towards the habitat target have been included.    
	Not all delivery mechanisms currently collect the required data in suitable alignment with the habitat target reporting data model and standard. Work is underway by some delivery mechanisms to improve the spatial resolution of data for future analysis.    
	Some programmes originated before the habitat target came into effect but have undertaken some creation and or restoration work since January 2023 that could count towards the target. These include initiatives such as Nature Recovery Projects (NRPs). NRPs will not be included in the habitat target metric because the data available does not align with the statutory reporting standard (location, hectares, and habitat type). This is because NRPs began before the habitat target came into effect, so were not ask
	Excluding NRPs from habitat target reporting does not diminish their importance, and NRPs will have delivered valuable activity for nature recovery.   
	Defra continues to work with partners to improve data quality and readiness. Work is underway to expand data included in analysis in future reporting years, subject to data availability and suitability. Where delivery mechanisms have no suitable data, we will not be able to include the contributions of these programmes in the metric.   
	The delivery plan for the habitat target [5] sets out the expected relative contributions of delivery mechanisms to the interim habitat target.  
	Interpreting the metric  
	The metric is a figure for the number of hectares where action is known to have been or is being taken that is reasonably expected to create or restore wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected sites since 30 January 2023.  
	Actions to restore or create wildlife-rich habitat undertaken through established or future schemes, such as agri-environment schemes or government grants, will count towards the target. This is because they are ‘reasonably expected to lead’ to the creation/restoration of wildlife-rich habitat that is of sufficient quality for the purpose of measuring progress towards the target. For action taken outside of established schemes, we will use expert 
	opinion and trusted providers as appropriate to determine whether the action is considered as being ‘reasonably expected to lead’ to the restoration or creation of wildlife-rich habitat. 
	The metric is a cumulative total rather than reporting an amount for each year, as the amount from a given year may be subject to change. Defra may need to adjust previous years contributions (either upward or downwards) based on new information, so the amount reported in 2042 might not be a sum of the amounts reported in every previous year.  
	Previous yearly contributions may increase, for example, an eligible action that took place in 2023 may not be reported until 2025 but would still need to be recorded. However, the ambition is to minimise time lags in reporting and report action as close to when it was taken as possible.  
	The figure reported in previous years may have to be reduced in following years, where Defra no longer have reasonable confidence that the action taken will lead to the creation or restoration of wildlife-rich habitat. For example, if a landowner ends an agri-environment scheme agreement early or is found to have not complied with the terms of the agreement, Defra will need to retrospectively remove this contribution to the target. 
	Approximate year‑on‑year comparisons can still be made, such as between 38,877 hectares reported following analysis in March 2025 and 77,638 hectares reported following analysis in March 2026), but it is important to note that the overall total may be revised as additional data becomes available or confidence in reported actions changes. 
	This metric is only for reporting progress towards the Environment Act Habitat Target. It only captures the creation and restoration of wildlife-rich habitat outside of protected sites since January 2023 and does not capture broader actions taken for nature recovery. For example, the metric does not provide information about:  
	a)
	a)
	a)
	 actions taken within protected sites (including Sites of Special Scientific Interest), 

	b)
	b)
	 actions such as habitat management or protection, or  

	c)
	c)
	 targeted action for species.  


	These broader actions will all be important for delivering other government targets, such as the Environment Act targets on species abundance and extinction, and international commitments such as 30by30. These actions and targets are reported on elsewhere. 
	Confidence in the metric 
	Defra and Natural England have confidence that the metric reported based on the analysis described in this report provides an area where there has been action taken to create or restore wildlife-rich habitat. Defra and Natural England are confident in the metric because it is underpinned by a data model that requires spatial data, enabling the identification and removal of overlaps and reducing the risk of double counting. The metric has also been 
	subject to a robust quality assurance process, including structured screening, spatial analysis and internal peer review, with a precautionary approach taken where there is uncertainty. 
	The aim is to include this metric in future publications of the England Biodiversity Indicators, and Environmental Indicator Framework, under the D1 indicator: Quantity, Quality, and Connectivity of habitats. 
	There are limitations with the data, analysis, and resulting metric that should be considered when interpreting the metric:  
	a.
	a.
	a.
	 The metric is not fully comprehensive and does not represent all action taken to create or restore habitat since the habitat target came into effect, as explained above.  

	b.
	b.
	 There are varying levels of alignment between the data included in the analysis and the data model and standard for habitat target reporting. The main issue is that the data contributing to the metric is not all polygon spatial data. Consistent and high-quality spatial polygon data are required to allow confidence that double counting is avoided by enabling us to discriminate actions reported by multiple partners or delivery mechanisms in the same area. As some data are currently not in polygon format, the

	c.
	c.
	 Some data has been discounted from the metric because of a lack of resolution on the date that action was undertaken. The target came into effect from 30 January 2023, but some mechanisms report by financial year. As such, only data from 2 months of financial year 2022/2023 can count towards the target, so where there is not confidence in the month of delivery, this data has been discounted. This will result in an underestimation of the area contributing to the target.  


	Defra and Natural England have taken a precautionary approach to analysis to reduce the risk of over-reporting. As such, there is confidence that the area reported in the metric is the minimum area where action has been undertaken. It is likely that this figure will be revised upwards in future years as more data becomes available and/or the resolution of existing data becomes more suitable to provide confidence in including more data in the metric. However, as set out above, if information becomes availabl
	Uncertainty due to comprehensiveness of data 
	There is uncertainty in current reporting due to the data included not being fully comprehensive of all potential delivery, as there are additional delivery mechanisms that will be delivering towards the target that are not yet included; their inclusion will increase the comprehensiveness of future reporting.  
	Table 1 summarises the scoring for assessing the relative contributions of different delivery mechanisms towards the habitat target. These ratings can be used to assess the 
	contribution of delivery mechanisms to both the interim and long-term habitat targets. However, the rating of a delivery mechanism may be different between the interim and long-term targets as they use different denominators (250k and 500k respectively).  
	The full list of expected delivery mechanisms and their relative contributions to the interim habitat target (250kha by 2030) can be found in Table 2. The expected relative contributions shown in Table 2 are based on assessments last undertaken in September 2025. Defra analysts are currently working on quantifying the remaining expected contributions of delivery levers. 
	The delivery mechanisms listed as having ‘low’ expected contributions collectively remain essential for achieving the statutory habitat target and ensuring a diverse range of wildlife-rich habitats are delivered. 
	Currently, data are included from 6 of 22 delivery mechanisms identified in the target delivery plan. The analysis also contains data from the Environment Agency (EA), which represents a collation of activity delivered by the EA through different delivery mechanisms, and may include some delivery through the remaining 16 mechanisms.  
	Where possible, we will seek to include data from the remaining 16 mechanisms in the coming years, where suitable data is available.  
	Table 1: Expected contributions ratings explained  
	% Estimated delivery 
	% Estimated delivery 
	% Estimated delivery 
	% Estimated delivery 

	Rating 
	Rating 


	Greater than 35%  
	Greater than 35%  
	Greater than 35%  

	High 
	High 


	25% to 35% 
	25% to 35% 
	25% to 35% 

	Medium-high 
	Medium-high 


	15% to 25% 
	15% to 25% 
	15% to 25% 

	Medium 
	Medium 


	5% to 15% 
	5% to 15% 
	5% to 15% 

	Medium-low 
	Medium-low 


	Lower than 5% 
	Lower than 5% 
	Lower than 5% 

	Low 
	Low 



	Table 2: Delivery Mechanisms and their relative expected contributions to the interim target (250kha by 2030) 
	Mechanism 
	Mechanism 
	Mechanism 
	Mechanism 

	Have we got data from this mechanism? 
	Have we got data from this mechanism? 

	Relative size of expected contribution to interim habitat target (250kha by 2030) 
	Relative size of expected contribution to interim habitat target (250kha by 2030) 


	Agri-environment schemes: Countryside Stewardship and Sustainable Farming Incentive 
	Agri-environment schemes: Countryside Stewardship and Sustainable Farming Incentive 
	Agri-environment schemes: Countryside Stewardship and Sustainable Farming Incentive 

	Yes 
	Yes 

	Medium-high 
	Medium-high 


	Agri-environment schemes: Landscape Recovery 
	Agri-environment schemes: Landscape Recovery 
	Agri-environment schemes: Landscape Recovery 

	No  
	No  

	High 
	High 


	Environment Agency (EA) 
	Environment Agency (EA) 
	Environment Agency (EA) 
	2
	2



	Yes  
	Yes  

	Low 
	Low 


	External delivery partners (Buglife, National Trails, Newt Conservation Partnership, Plantlife). 
	External delivery partners (Buglife, National Trails, Newt Conservation Partnership, Plantlife). 
	External delivery partners (Buglife, National Trails, Newt Conservation Partnership, Plantlife). 

	Yes 
	Yes 

	Low 
	Low 


	Farming in Protected Landscapes (FiPL) 
	Farming in Protected Landscapes (FiPL) 
	Farming in Protected Landscapes (FiPL) 

	Yes 
	Yes 

	Low 
	Low 


	Forestry England public forest activity  
	Forestry England public forest activity  
	Forestry England public forest activity  

	Yes 
	Yes 

	Low 
	Low 


	Nature for Climate Peatland Grant Scheme (NCPGS) 
	Nature for Climate Peatland Grant Scheme (NCPGS) 
	Nature for Climate Peatland Grant Scheme (NCPGS) 

	Yes 
	Yes 

	Low 
	Low 


	Other mechanisms with no data: 
	Other mechanisms with no data: 
	Other mechanisms with no data: 
	L
	LI
	Lbl
	• Big Nature Impact Fund 

	LI
	Lbl
	• Biodiversity Net Gain  

	LI
	Lbl
	• Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk 



	No  
	No  

	Low/Unquantified  
	Low/Unquantified  



	Mechanism 
	Mechanism 
	Mechanism 
	Mechanism 

	Have we got data from this mechanism? 
	Have we got data from this mechanism? 

	Relative size of expected contribution to interim habitat target (250kha by 2030) 
	Relative size of expected contribution to interim habitat target (250kha by 2030) 


	TR
	Management Programme 
	Management Programme 
	Management Programme 
	Management Programme 

	LI
	Lbl
	• Local Investment in Natural Capital Programme 

	LI
	Lbl
	• National Education Nature Park 

	LI
	Lbl
	• Natural Environment Investment Readiness Fund 

	LI
	Lbl
	• Nature Recovery Projects 

	LI
	Lbl
	• Nature Returns 

	LI
	Lbl
	• Projects for Nature 

	LI
	Lbl
	• Species Recovery Programme 

	LI
	Lbl
	• Species Survival Fund 

	LI
	Lbl
	• The National Lottery Heritage Fund projects 

	LI
	Lbl
	• Water Environment Improvement Fund 

	LI
	Lbl
	• Water Industry National Environment Programme 

	LI
	Lbl
	• Water Restoration Fund 




	Trees programme woodland creation (data provided by Forestry Commission (FC)) 
	Trees programme woodland creation (data provided by Forestry Commission (FC)) 
	Trees programme woodland creation (data provided by Forestry Commission (FC)) 

	Yes 
	Yes 

	Medium-low 
	Medium-low 



	2 To note, the EA data is a collation of activity delivered by the EA through different delivery mechanisms, and may include some delivery through mechanisms listed in this table as not having provided data.  
	2 To note, the EA data is a collation of activity delivered by the EA through different delivery mechanisms, and may include some delivery through mechanisms listed in this table as not having provided data.  

	Uncertainty due to spatial resolution of data 
	There is further uncertainty due to the spatial resolution of some datasets. In some cases, we cannot identify the exact location or boundaries of the action taken, because the data are supplied as points that must be buffered or as whole parcels where the specific intervention area is unknown. This means the polygons represent an approximation of where delivery occurred, rather than the exact area.  
	To support consistent and transparent decision-making, each dataset is assessed for spatial resolution using a Red-Amber-Green (RAG) rating during the screening process (Table 3). This rating reflects the level of spatial uncertainty and the degree of transformation required to align the data with the reporting model. 
	•
	•
	•
	 Green: Polygon data that meets the spatial data model and requires minimal transformation. 

	•
	•
	 Amber: Point data buffered by extent or datasets requiring moderate transformation. 

	•
	•
	 Red: Data requiring significant transformation or with low spatial precision. 


	The ratings are used to inform an understanding of how spatial uncertainty may affect reporting, for instance whether there is a risk of over- or under-counting.  
	It is important to note that even if data are rated as green, and therefore is polygon spatial data, there could still be inaccuracies and errors due to reporter accuracy. There is inherent uncertainty about any form of environmental data collection and in the generation of spatial information data. 
	The RAG rating is also considered in relation to the expected contribution of each delivery mechanism (see table 2). For example, if a mechanism expected to deliver a large proportion of the target is rated Red for spatial precision, this increases the uncertainty in reporting. 
	There is a balance to strike between using resources to deliver high quality nature restoration and to collect high quality data on these actions. It is important to ensure that resource is not overly diverted from delivery to data collection, whilst still generating good data to allow robust reporting. 
	Overall, the majority of data sources (six out of ten) were rated green, two were rated amber and two red. Most of the data received for reporting is good quality and of a high spatial resolution. Farming Directorate data was rated as red and is the mechanism with one of the highest expected contributions to the target.  
	Table 3 – Summary of the spatial resolution ratings assigned to each dataset included in the 2026 analysis.  
	Data Provider 
	Data Provider 
	Data Provider 
	Data Provider 

	Notes 
	Notes 

	Rating 
	Rating 


	Buglife 
	Buglife 
	Buglife 

	Polygon data 
	Polygon data 

	Green: Requires minimal transformation 
	Green: Requires minimal transformation 


	Environment Agency 
	Environment Agency 
	Environment Agency 

	Point data that is buffered to circular polygons in the transformation process 
	Point data that is buffered to circular polygons in the transformation process 

	Amber: Requires moderate transformation 
	Amber: Requires moderate transformation 


	Forestry Commission 
	Forestry Commission 
	Forestry Commission 

	Polygon data 
	Polygon data 

	Green: Requires minimal transformation 
	Green: Requires minimal transformation 


	Farming Directorate  
	Farming Directorate  
	Farming Directorate  

	Tabular data that is joined through a common key to a subset of the Rural Land Registry field parcel dataset 
	Tabular data that is joined through a common key to a subset of the Rural Land Registry field parcel dataset 

	Red: Requires significant transformation 
	Red: Requires significant transformation 


	Forestry England PAWS 
	Forestry England PAWS 
	Forestry England PAWS 

	Polygon data 
	Polygon data 

	Green: Requires minimal transformation 
	Green: Requires minimal transformation 


	Farming in Protected Landscapes 
	Farming in Protected Landscapes 
	Farming in Protected Landscapes 

	A mix of data types – point, line and polygon 
	A mix of data types – point, line and polygon 

	Red: Requires significant transformation 
	Red: Requires significant transformation 


	National Trails 
	National Trails 
	National Trails 

	Point data that is buffered to circular polygons in the transformation process 
	Point data that is buffered to circular polygons in the transformation process 

	Amber: Requires moderate transformation 
	Amber: Requires moderate transformation 


	Nature for Climate Peatland Grant Scheme 
	Nature for Climate Peatland Grant Scheme 
	Nature for Climate Peatland Grant Scheme 

	Polygon data 
	Polygon data 

	Green: Requires minimal transformation 
	Green: Requires minimal transformation 


	Newt Conservation Partnership 
	Newt Conservation Partnership 
	Newt Conservation Partnership 

	Polygon data 
	Polygon data 

	Green: Requires minimal transformation 
	Green: Requires minimal transformation 


	Plantlife 
	Plantlife 
	Plantlife 

	Polygon data 
	Polygon data 

	Green: Requires minimal transformation 
	Green: Requires minimal transformation 



	Uncertainty due to definition alignment  
	The habitat target only counts actions to increase the extent of wildlife-rich habitats, not actions to improve or manage existing wildlife-rich habitat. To provide assurance that actions being reported align with the habitat target definitions of creation and restoration, 
	some of the submitted spatial data was compared against the Priority Habitat Inventory (PHI) to identify potential overlaps. Overlaps with the PHI could suggest that the action being reported is management rather than creation or restoration and therefore potentially should not count towards the habitat target. 
	Datasets where we have confidence that there is alignment with the definitions, due to the design of the schemes (for example the Farming Directorate, where there are defined options that have been assessed to count for the target) have not been compared against the PHI as there is sufficient confidence in these actions.  
	Out of the datasets tested, approximately 600 hectares overlapped with the PHI. This is a small proportion of the overall area reported for the target. 
	However, overlaps with the PHI aren’t excluded from the reporting, as these could also be due to: 
	•
	•
	•
	 inaccuracies in the spatial location of habitat creation and restoration data, particularly where they were not supplied as polygons.  

	•
	•
	 inaccuracies in the PHI, where outdated data may suggest a wildlife-rich habitat is present when it has been lost. Actions at these locations can count if data providers confirm that the base type was not existing priority habitat. 

	•
	•
	 acceptable overlaps with the PHI, where the reported habitat represents restoration of degraded priority habitat, in line with page 4 of TIN219, including peatland.  


	Identifying areas of overlap with the PHI therefore acts as a flag for further discussions of data overlaps with data providers to confirm whether the action should count. 
	Results 
	Metric 
	Table 4 - Metric to report progress towards the statutory habitat target  
	Date of analysis 
	Date of analysis 
	Date of analysis 
	Date of analysis 

	Number of hectares where action is known to have been or is being taken that is reasonably expected to create or restore wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected sites since 30 January 2023 
	Number of hectares where action is known to have been or is being taken that is reasonably expected to create or restore wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected sites since 30 January 2023 


	March 2026 
	March 2026 
	March 2026 

	77,638 
	77,638 



	The 2025 evidence report showed that as of March 2025, since 2023, 38,877 hectares had been recorded.   
	Based on the updated analysis conducted in March 2026, since 2023, a cumulative total of 77,638 hectares of wildlife-rich habitat has been reported as created or restored.  
	 
	Additional Summary Statistics 
	Breakdown by habitat type  
	 
	Table 5 gives a breakdown of the habitat target reporting metric by broad type of wildlife-rich habitat. Annex 2 sets out the links between the reporting categories below and the allowable values of the habitat target data model.  
	 
	As previously mentioned, some data from the Farming Directorate is supplied as summary totals. In the table below, the arable field margin, pond and pond riparian, and riparian habitats have had the summary totals added to the total from the spatial analysis. 
	 
	Regarding arable field margins (AFM), the Farming Directorate, EA and FiPL have also delivered the baseline amount of AFM present in 2022 under agri-environment schemes, and an additional 1,586 hectares above this baseline amount. The figure in the table represents the amount of delivery above the 2022 baseline amount and up to the 40,000 hectares cap applied for the habitat target. Table 5 shows that the 40,000 hectares cap on arable field margin delivery towards the habitat target has now been met.  
	 
	Data supplied by delivery mechanisms are multi‑annual but do not all span the same time periods; for example, Forestry Commission data cover FY23/24 and FY24/25, whereas Forestry England data also include delivery up to FY25/26. 
	 
	Please note, the sum of the numbers in Table 5 and 6 will be different to the overall area total for the target. This is due to these numbers being rounded. 
	The values for wildlife-rich inland rock and scree habitats and wildlife-rich sand dunes and vegetated shingle habitat are both less than 1 hectare. This is because there has been a small amount of delivery, but this figure would round to zero. The values for these habitats have been listed as <1 hectare to demonstrate there has been some delivery.  
	Table 5 - Breakdown of habitat target metric by wildlife-rich habitat type 
	Habitat type  
	Habitat type  
	Habitat type  
	Habitat type  

	Number of hectares where action is known to have been or is being taken that is reasonably expected to create or restore the wildlife-rich habitat type outside of protected sites since 30 January 2023 
	Number of hectares where action is known to have been or is being taken that is reasonably expected to create or restore the wildlife-rich habitat type outside of protected sites since 30 January 2023 


	Wildlife-rich arable field margins 
	Wildlife-rich arable field margins 
	Wildlife-rich arable field margins 

	40,000 
	40,000 


	Wildlife-rich wood pasture and parkland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich wood pasture and parkland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich wood pasture and parkland habitat 

	8,558 
	8,558 


	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 

	7,523 
	7,523 


	Wildlife-rich peatland habitats  
	Wildlife-rich peatland habitats  
	Wildlife-rich peatland habitats  

	7,159 
	7,159 


	Wildlife-rich native woodland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich native woodland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich native woodland habitat 

	6,848 
	6,848 


	Multiple wildlife-rich habitats 
	Multiple wildlife-rich habitats 
	Multiple wildlife-rich habitats 

	2,771 
	2,771 


	Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 
	Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 
	Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 

	2,093 
	2,093 


	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and line of trees 
	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and line of trees 
	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and line of trees 

	1,090 
	1,090 


	Wildlife-rich coastal floodplain grazing marsh habitat 
	Wildlife-rich coastal floodplain grazing marsh habitat 
	Wildlife-rich coastal floodplain grazing marsh habitat 

	446 
	446 


	Wildlife-rich riparian habitat 
	Wildlife-rich riparian habitat 
	Wildlife-rich riparian habitat 

	386 
	386 


	Wildlife-rich heathland habitats 
	Wildlife-rich heathland habitats 
	Wildlife-rich heathland habitats 

	226 
	226 


	Wildlife-rich traditional orchard habitat 
	Wildlife-rich traditional orchard habitat 
	Wildlife-rich traditional orchard habitat 

	160 
	160 


	Wildlife-rich pond and pond riparian habitats 
	Wildlife-rich pond and pond riparian habitats 
	Wildlife-rich pond and pond riparian habitats 

	152 
	152 


	Wildlife-rich coastal saltmarsh and intertidal mudflat habitat 
	Wildlife-rich coastal saltmarsh and intertidal mudflat habitat 
	Wildlife-rich coastal saltmarsh and intertidal mudflat habitat 

	143 
	143 



	Habitat type  
	Habitat type  
	Habitat type  
	Habitat type  

	Number of hectares where action is known to have been or is being taken that is reasonably expected to create or restore the wildlife-rich habitat type outside of protected sites since 30 January 2023 
	Number of hectares where action is known to have been or is being taken that is reasonably expected to create or restore the wildlife-rich habitat type outside of protected sites since 30 January 2023 


	Wildlife-rich rivers, streams and riparian habitats 
	Wildlife-rich rivers, streams and riparian habitats 
	Wildlife-rich rivers, streams and riparian habitats 

	56 
	56 


	Wildlife-rich lake and lake riparian habitats 
	Wildlife-rich lake and lake riparian habitats 
	Wildlife-rich lake and lake riparian habitats 

	13 
	13 


	Wildlife-rich maritime cliff and slope habitat 
	Wildlife-rich maritime cliff and slope habitat 
	Wildlife-rich maritime cliff and slope habitat 

	12 
	12 


	Wildlife-rich inland rock and scree habitats 
	Wildlife-rich inland rock and scree habitats 
	Wildlife-rich inland rock and scree habitats 

	<1 
	<1 


	Wildlife-rich sand dunes and vegetated shingle habitat 
	Wildlife-rich sand dunes and vegetated shingle habitat 
	Wildlife-rich sand dunes and vegetated shingle habitat 

	<1 
	<1 



	 
	  
	Breakdown by data provider 
	Table 6 shows the breakdown of delivery by data provider.  
	For the Farming Directorate, the figure in this table is the sum of the spatial contribution and the numerical contribution (this encompasses the AFM data and additional data for ponds and riparian habitats).  
	Table 6 - breakdown of the habitat target reporting metric by data provider  
	Data Provider 
	Data Provider 
	Data Provider 
	Data Provider 

	Number of hectares reported by data providers where action is known to have been or is being taken that is reasonably expected to create or restore wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected sites since 30 January 2023  
	Number of hectares reported by data providers where action is known to have been or is being taken that is reasonably expected to create or restore wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected sites since 30 January 2023  


	Buglife 
	Buglife 
	Buglife 

	139 
	139 


	Environment Agency 
	Environment Agency 
	Environment Agency 

	1,428 
	1,428 


	Forestry Commission  
	Forestry Commission  
	Forestry Commission  

	5,340 
	5,340 


	AES: Countryside Stewardship and Sustainable Farming Incentive 
	AES: Countryside Stewardship and Sustainable Farming Incentive 
	AES: Countryside Stewardship and Sustainable Farming Incentive 

	62,782 
	62,782 


	Forestry England  
	Forestry England  
	Forestry England  

	1,078 
	1,078 


	Farming in Protected Landscapes  
	Farming in Protected Landscapes  
	Farming in Protected Landscapes  

	1,337 
	1,337 


	National Trails 
	National Trails 
	National Trails 

	19 
	19 


	Nature for Climate Peat Grant Scheme 
	Nature for Climate Peat Grant Scheme 
	Nature for Climate Peat Grant Scheme 

	4,928 
	4,928 


	Newt Conservation Partnership 
	Newt Conservation Partnership 
	Newt Conservation Partnership 

	9 
	9 


	Plantlife 
	Plantlife 
	Plantlife 

	41 
	41 



	Data Provider 
	Data Provider 
	Data Provider 
	Data Provider 

	Number of hectares reported by data providers where action is known to have been or is being taken that is reasonably expected to create or restore wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected sites since 30 January 2023  
	Number of hectares reported by data providers where action is known to have been or is being taken that is reasonably expected to create or restore wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected sites since 30 January 2023  


	Total overlap between any data provider 
	Total overlap between any data provider 
	Total overlap between any data provider 

	539 
	539 



	 
	Breakdown by region 
	Table 7 gives a breakdown of the habitat target reporting metric by Local Nature Recovery Strategy (LNRS) area. As set out above, additional nature recovery activity is likely to have taken place within each LNRS area than is reported by this metric. 
	Please note that the numerical data from the Farming Directorate have not been added to the figures in this table. This is due to a lack of spatial information. 
	Table 7 breakdown of the habitat target reporting metric by LNRS area  
	LNRS area 
	LNRS area 
	LNRS area 
	LNRS area 

	Number of hectares reported within LNRS area where action is known to have been or is being taken that is reasonably expected to create or restore wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected sites since 30 January 20238 
	Number of hectares reported within LNRS area where action is known to have been or is being taken that is reasonably expected to create or restore wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected sites since 30 January 20238 


	Bedfordshire 
	Bedfordshire 
	Bedfordshire 

	276 
	276 


	Berkshire 
	Berkshire 
	Berkshire 

	257 
	257 


	Buckinghamshire and Milton Keynes 
	Buckinghamshire and Milton Keynes 
	Buckinghamshire and Milton Keynes 

	245 
	245 


	Cambridgeshire and Peterborough 
	Cambridgeshire and Peterborough 
	Cambridgeshire and Peterborough 

	364 
	364 


	Cheshire 
	Cheshire 
	Cheshire 

	394 
	394 


	Cornwall and the Isles of Scilly 
	Cornwall and the Isles of Scilly 
	Cornwall and the Isles of Scilly 

	568 
	568 


	County Durham 
	County Durham 
	County Durham 

	1359 
	1359 


	Cumbria 
	Cumbria 
	Cumbria 

	8772 
	8772 



	LNRS area 
	LNRS area 
	LNRS area 
	LNRS area 

	Number of hectares reported within LNRS area where action is known to have been or is being taken that is reasonably expected to create or restore wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected sites since 30 January 20238 
	Number of hectares reported within LNRS area where action is known to have been or is being taken that is reasonably expected to create or restore wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected sites since 30 January 20238 


	Derbyshire 
	Derbyshire 
	Derbyshire 

	885 
	885 


	Devon 
	Devon 
	Devon 

	1716 
	1716 


	Dorset 
	Dorset 
	Dorset 

	1551 
	1551 


	East Sussex and Brighton & Hove 
	East Sussex and Brighton & Hove 
	East Sussex and Brighton & Hove 

	415 
	415 


	Gloucestershire 
	Gloucestershire 
	Gloucestershire 

	758 
	758 


	Greater Essex 
	Greater Essex 
	Greater Essex 

	337 
	337 


	Greater Lincolnshire 
	Greater Lincolnshire 
	Greater Lincolnshire 

	356 
	356 


	Greater London 
	Greater London 
	Greater London 

	39 
	39 


	Greater Manchester 
	Greater Manchester 
	Greater Manchester 

	165 
	165 


	Hampshire 
	Hampshire 
	Hampshire 

	626 
	626 


	Herefordshire 
	Herefordshire 
	Herefordshire 

	347 
	347 


	Hertfordshire 
	Hertfordshire 
	Hertfordshire 

	90 
	90 


	Hull and East Yorkshire 
	Hull and East Yorkshire 
	Hull and East Yorkshire 

	343 
	343 


	Isle of Wight 
	Isle of Wight 
	Isle of Wight 

	318 
	318 


	Kent and Medway 
	Kent and Medway 
	Kent and Medway 

	1396 
	1396 


	Lancashire 
	Lancashire 
	Lancashire 

	374 
	374 


	Leicestershire, Leicester and Rutland 
	Leicestershire, Leicester and Rutland 
	Leicestershire, Leicester and Rutland 

	120 
	120 


	Liverpool City Region 
	Liverpool City Region 
	Liverpool City Region 

	28 
	28 


	Norfolk 
	Norfolk 
	Norfolk 

	1345 
	1345 


	North Northamptonshire 
	North Northamptonshire 
	North Northamptonshire 

	243 
	243 


	North of Tyne 
	North of Tyne 
	North of Tyne 

	1756 
	1756 



	LNRS area 
	LNRS area 
	LNRS area 
	LNRS area 

	Number of hectares reported within LNRS area where action is known to have been or is being taken that is reasonably expected to create or restore wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected sites since 30 January 20238 
	Number of hectares reported within LNRS area where action is known to have been or is being taken that is reasonably expected to create or restore wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected sites since 30 January 20238 


	North Yorkshire and York 
	North Yorkshire and York 
	North Yorkshire and York 

	4405 
	4405 


	Nottinghamshire and Nottingham 
	Nottinghamshire and Nottingham 
	Nottinghamshire and Nottingham 

	257 
	257 


	Oxfordshire 
	Oxfordshire 
	Oxfordshire 

	243 
	243 


	Shropshire and Telford & Wrekin 
	Shropshire and Telford & Wrekin 
	Shropshire and Telford & Wrekin 

	581 
	581 


	Somerset 
	Somerset 
	Somerset 

	651 
	651 


	South of Tyne and Wear 
	South of Tyne and Wear 
	South of Tyne and Wear 

	77 
	77 


	South Yorkshire 
	South Yorkshire 
	South Yorkshire 

	64 
	64 


	Staffordshire and Stoke-on-Trent 
	Staffordshire and Stoke-on-Trent 
	Staffordshire and Stoke-on-Trent 

	366 
	366 


	Suffolk 
	Suffolk 
	Suffolk 

	893 
	893 


	Surrey 
	Surrey 
	Surrey 

	152 
	152 


	Tees Valley 
	Tees Valley 
	Tees Valley 

	71 
	71 


	Warwickshire 
	Warwickshire 
	Warwickshire 

	171 
	171 


	West Midlands 
	West Midlands 
	West Midlands 

	26 
	26 


	West Northamptonshire 
	West Northamptonshire 
	West Northamptonshire 

	314 
	314 


	West of England 
	West of England 
	West of England 

	133 
	133 


	West Sussex 
	West Sussex 
	West Sussex 

	1181 
	1181 


	West Yorkshire 
	West Yorkshire 
	West Yorkshire 

	175 
	175 


	Wiltshire and Swindon 
	Wiltshire and Swindon 
	Wiltshire and Swindon 

	1690 
	1690 


	Worcestershire 
	Worcestershire 
	Worcestershire 

	292 
	292 



	 
	Indicative habitat target delivery map 
	Figure 1 shows a gridded map of the distribution of habitat target delivery across England. Darker shades indicate areas with higher levels of reported delivery, while lighter shades represent regions with lower reported delivery activity. This visualisation highlights geographic patterns and helps prioritise areas for further evidence gathering and/or delivery action. This map shows that delivery is mostly in the form of smaller areas of activity across England, with the most substantial areas of activity 
	 
	The map has been created by placing a 1 km × 1 km grid over the habitat target dataset used for reporting. For each cell, the total habitat amount contributing to the target has been summed. Each cell is coloured according to this total figure of habitat contributing to the target. 
	 
	The legend categories on the map are not equal. This is because the Jenks Natural Breaks method was used to determine them. Jenks Natural Breaks is a classification method that identifies the best groupings of values by minimising variation within each class and maximising differences between classes. This results in categories – those seen in the legend on the map – that reflect the natural clusters and patterns in the data, rather than imposing evenly spaced or arbitrary intervals. 
	 
	  
	 Figure 1 – Gridded map showing areas contributing the target 
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	Interpretation alongside other data 
	The habitat target is an action-based (rather than outcome-based) target, so information is required about the actions taken to restore or create wildlife-rich habitat and the size of the area intended to become wildlife-rich habitat as a result of those actions. Actions should only be recorded where there is confidence that they are sufficient to lead to the desired wildlife-rich habitat outcome. This report provides quantitative evidence of progress towards the Environment Act Habitat Target, reporting on
	The habitat target is one component of wider work to improve the environment and deliver the Environmental Improvement Plan, and the evidence within this report and subsequent reports should be used in conjunction with wider evidence and indicators to assess whether an overall outcome of habitat improvement is occurring. 
	For example, this report should be considered alongside the outcome-based species targets and other habitat indicators, such as D1: Quantity, quality and connectivity of habitats [6]. The UKCEH Land Cover Map data should also be able to detect new areas of habitat once they become sufficiently established, although it will detect new habitat areas at a broader habitat level than the more resolved wildlife-rich habitat level, meaning that it cannot be used to conclude whether wildlife-rich habitat has been e
	Secondary analysis of patch sizes 
	As habitat creation and restoration should contribute to the Lawton principles [8] of Bigger, Better, More, Joined-up sites for nature, action data has been analysed to see if delivery is supporting this ambition by increasing the size and connectivity of habitat patches. 
	The single merged layer of habitat creation and restoration action has been combined with the spatial data on priority habitats included in the PHI and the wood-pasture and parkland priority habitat layer. This has enabled an assessment of whether creation and restoration actions are increasing the size of existing priority habitat patches, and of the size of newly created or restored patches that are distinct from existing priority habitat. 
	Where habitat patches that have partially or entirely been newly created and restored and are less than 40 hectares in size, analysis has assessed whether the patches are within 199m or 200m-999m, or ≥1000m of another patch greater than 40 hectares, be that existing priority habitat or newly created or restored habitat. This has been assessed as patches within a 1000m distance of a larger patch are likely to be more sustainable than 
	3
	3


	3  [9] suggests wildlife sites should be at least 40 ha to  
	3  [9] suggests wildlife sites should be at least 40 ha to  
	The Nature Network Evidence handbook (2020)
	The Nature Network Evidence handbook (2020)


	maximise species richness and resilience, and at least 100 ha for wider-ranging species or those with  
	specialist requirements and low dispersal abilities. It also acknowledges a need for a number of large nature  
	areas (c. 5-12,000 ha) that will provide centres from which wildlife will brim over into the countryside. 

	those further away, as they have a greater potential to be repeatedly colonized from the larger patch to help maintain their species populations. 
	As the single merged layer excludes actions on protected sites, the process of cutting protected sites out of the layer can create multiple very small patches. Consequently, any patch less than 0.01 hectares was excluded from resulting patch size figures to avoid this skewing the data.  
	Where creation and restoration actions occupy only a portion of available polygons, for example the Farming Directorate data, there is limited confidence on whether these actions are adjoined to other creation and restoration activity. To ensure that habitat patches reflect ecological connectivity rather than mapping inconsistencies of spatial data resolution, a 6‑metre proximity tolerance was applied. Where creation and restoration polygons occur within 6 metres of each other, they are joined to form a sin
	The patch size analysis does not include the Farming Directorate arable field margin or pond and riparian data as there is insufficient location and spatial information to allow this. In addition, field margins they are unlikely to contribute to large habitat patches. 
	What are the sizes of newly created and restored patches? 
	Table 8 provides a breakdown of the area in hectares of habitat patches in England of different size categories, both including and excluding the areas created and restored since January 2023. 
	This analysis shows that the habitat target actions have increased the area of larger habitat patches. The greatest percentage increases are seen in the ≥5000 hectare and 40-99 hectare categories, with +3.9% and +1.5% respectively.  
	Percentage reductions are seen in the smallest patch categories, 2-39 hectares and <2 hectares. This is because the habitats target actions are contributing to smaller patches and promoting them to the larger categories. 
	 
	 
	Table 8 - Breakdown of the area of habitat in different patch size categories in England   
	  
	  
	  
	  

	≥5,000 ha 
	≥5,000 ha 

	100-4,999 ha  
	100-4,999 ha  

	40-99 ha  
	40-99 ha  

	2-39 ha 
	2-39 ha 

	< 2ha 
	< 2ha 

	Total  
	Total  


	Priority habitat 
	Priority habitat 
	Priority habitat 

	477,077 
	477,077 

	903,723 
	903,723 

	220,251 
	220,251 

	480,889  
	480,889  

	122,769 
	122,769 

	2,204,709 
	2,204,709 


	Priority habitat + habitat created and restored since January 2023 
	Priority habitat + habitat created and restored since January 2023 
	Priority habitat + habitat created and restored since January 2023 

	                          495,596 
	                          495,596 

	                          912,216 
	                          912,216 

	                          223,464 
	                          223,464 

	                          480,639 
	                          480,639 

	                          122,249 
	                          122,249 

	                      2,234,164 
	                      2,234,164 


	Change in area due to habitat creation and restoration activity since January 2023 
	Change in area due to habitat creation and restoration activity since January 2023 
	Change in area due to habitat creation and restoration activity since January 2023 

	                      18,519 
	                      18,519 

	                   8,493 
	                   8,493 

	             3,213 
	             3,213 

	-250 
	-250 

	-520 
	-520 

	29,455 
	29,455 


	Percentage change in patch area  
	Percentage change in patch area  
	Percentage change in patch area  

	3.9% 
	3.9% 

	0.9% 
	0.9% 

	1.5% 
	1.5% 

	-0.1% 
	-0.1% 

	-0.4% 
	-0.4% 

	1.3% 
	1.3% 



	Table 9 provides a breakdown of the number of patches of habitat in England in a range of patch size categories, both including and excluding the areas created and restored since January 2023.  
	Similar patterns are seen in table 9. For the <2 hectare category the percentage change is positive, in contrast to the same category representing the area change in table 8. This difference is likely due to the prevalence of hedgerow options within the target dataset. There are many small hedgerow sites that will boost the number of individual patches. The small area of a hedgerow patch, relative to their total number, has likely caused this difference. 
	The total change in area is less than the headline figure reported for the habitats target. This is in part due to the Farming Directorate arable field margin and pond and riparian data not being included in the patch analysis and due to some overlaps between the data and the PHI/Wood-pasture parkland priority habitat. Overlaps between delivery data and the PHI were not removed due reasons which are set out earlier in this report. 
	Table 9 - Breakdown of the number of habitat patches in different patch size categories in England   
	  
	  
	  
	  

	≥5000 ha  
	≥5000 ha  

	100-4,999 ha  
	100-4,999 ha  

	40-99 ha  
	40-99 ha  

	2-39 ha 
	2-39 ha 

	< 2ha 
	< 2ha 

	Total 
	Total 


	Priority habitat 
	Priority habitat 
	Priority habitat 

	33 
	33 

	2,350 
	2,350 

	3,562 
	3,562 

	63,819 
	63,819 

	171,234 
	171,234 

	240,998 
	240,998 


	Priority habitat + habitat created and restored post January 2023 
	Priority habitat + habitat created and restored post January 2023 
	Priority habitat + habitat created and restored post January 2023 

	36 
	36 

	2,379 
	2,379 

	3,618 
	3,618 

	63,590 
	63,590 

	179,072 
	179,072 

	248,695 
	248,695 


	Change in patch number due to habitat creation and restoration 
	Change in patch number due to habitat creation and restoration 
	Change in patch number due to habitat creation and restoration 

	3 
	3 

	29 
	29 

	56 
	56 

	-229 
	-229 

	7,838 
	7,838 

	7,697 
	7,697 



	  
	  
	  
	  

	≥5000 ha  
	≥5000 ha  

	100-4,999 ha  
	100-4,999 ha  

	40-99 ha  
	40-99 ha  

	2-39 ha 
	2-39 ha 

	< 2ha 
	< 2ha 

	Total 
	Total 


	TR
	activity since January 2023 
	activity since January 2023 


	Percentage change in patch number 
	Percentage change in patch number 
	Percentage change in patch number 

	9.1% 
	9.1% 

	1.2% 
	1.2% 

	1.6% 
	1.6% 

	-0.4% 
	-0.4% 

	4.6% 
	4.6% 

	3.2% 
	3.2% 



	 
	Overall, these tables indicate that we are delivering a large number of small patches of habitat but also delivering some large patches of habitat that are increasing the area of large patches of habitat.  
	Are patches close to or far from larger patches? 
	Separately, analysis was then undertaken to consider whether patches that are smaller than 40 hectares and have been created or added to by habitat target activity are close to or far away from larger patches.  
	Table 10 includes the number of small <40-hectare patches, that have been contributed to by creation or restoration, that are within 199m or 200-999m or ≥1000m of sites >40 hectares and may therefore be acting as satellite sites. This gives an indication as to whether habitat creation and restoration is leading to more closely connected areas of habitat. 
	Table 10 shows that most (in terms of number and area) of the smaller habitat patches are over 1000m away from larger habitat patches. This indicates that while the habitats target is increasing the extent of wildlife rich habitat, these patches could be mostly relatively isolated from other larger sites.  
	Table 10 - The number and area of small habitat patches contributed to by new creation and restoration, and how close they are to larger sites (making them more sustainable). 
	Category 
	Category 
	Category 
	Category 

	Area in ha 
	Area in ha 

	Number of patches 
	Number of patches 


	Total habitat patches <40 ha contributed to by creation and restoration since 2023  
	Total habitat patches <40 ha contributed to by creation and restoration since 2023  
	Total habitat patches <40 ha contributed to by creation and restoration since 2023  

	52,974 
	52,974 

	17,689 
	17,689 


	Of which are ≥1000m from patches >40ha (least sustainable) 
	Of which are ≥1000m from patches >40ha (least sustainable) 
	Of which are ≥1000m from patches >40ha (least sustainable) 

	21,313 
	21,313 

	9,487 
	9,487 


	Of which are within 200-999m of patches >40ha 
	Of which are within 200-999m of patches >40ha 
	Of which are within 200-999m of patches >40ha 

	16,672 
	16,672 

	5,279 
	5,279 


	Of which are within 199m of patches >40ha (most sustainable) 
	Of which are within 199m of patches >40ha (most sustainable) 
	Of which are within 199m of patches >40ha (most sustainable) 

	14,988 
	14,988 

	2,923 
	2,923 



	  
	Conclusion 
	Based on analysis undertaken in March 2026, since January 2023 there are 77,638 hectares where action is known to have been or is being taken that is reasonably expected to create or restore wildlife-rich habitats outside of protected sites. 
	The most delivered habitat type to date has come from wildlife‑rich arable field margins, followed by grassland, peatland, woodland and wood‑pasture habitats. Delivery has occurred across England, with higher levels of reported activity concentrated in parts of the North West and South East, alongside widespread smaller areas of activity elsewhere. Patch size analysis indicates that delivery is contributing both to an increase in the area of larger habitat patches and to a large number of smaller patches, a
	Overall, progress towards the Environment Act Habitat Target is consistent with expectations at this stage of the delivery pathway. Increased delivery is anticipated in later years as delivery mechanisms, such as Landscape Recovery, develop.  
	  
	Annex 1 – Transformation questions 
	The statements used to initially test data and flag any transformations needed: 
	•
	•
	•
	 Does the dataset have a licence? Do the licence terms allow us to use the data for our needs?  

	•
	•
	 Is the data spatial, in the form of polygons? If not, is there additional information (such as field parcel IDs) that could allow for joins to an existing polygon spatial framework?  

	•
	•
	 Is data from the correct date range (no data from before 30 January 2023)? Does the date field capture sufficient detail (year and month of action)? 

	•
	•
	  What is the level of alignment with the data model? 

	o
	o
	o
	 What format is the habitat type in? 

	o
	o
	 Does habitat amount equal the polygon area? 

	o
	o
	 Are there any instances where baseline habitat and resultant habitat type are the same? (therefore, not demonstrating restoration or creation) 

	o
	o
	 Are there any additional transformations required to enable use of the dataset?  


	•
	•
	 Is there any possibility of overlaps internal to the dataset?  

	•
	•
	 After a visual check, are there any obvious anomalies or errors (delivery where it is unexpected, for example in very urban areas)?


	  
	Annex 2 - Wildlife-rich habitat reporting types 
	Wildlife-rich habitat is defined by the legislation that sets the statutory habitat target. TIN223 ‘Environment Act Habitat Target – Reporting Data Model and Standard’ includes the list of allowable values for wildlife-rich habitats. Data contributors should give the most precise descriptor name of the type of wildlife-rich habitat where possible. Where the specific wildlife-rich habitat name is not known, there are intermediate and general options available for these to still be reported, however, there mu
	For the purposes of reporting, the allowable values of the data model have been grouped within a higher-level reporting category of wildlife-rich habitat type, as set out in Table 11 
	Table 11 - Higher level reporting category of wildlife-rich habitat type  
	Reporting category  
	Reporting category  
	Reporting category  
	Reporting category  

	General type in data model 
	General type in data model 

	Intermediate type in data model 
	Intermediate type in data model 

	TH
	P
	Precise habitat type in 
	data model
	 



	Wildlife-rich habitat mosaics 
	Wildlife-rich habitat mosaics 
	Wildlife-rich habitat mosaics 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich mosaic habitat 
	Wildlife-rich mosaic habitat 


	Wildlife-rich habitat mosaics 
	Wildlife-rich habitat mosaics 
	Wildlife-rich habitat mosaics 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Open mosaic habitats on previously developed land priority habitat  
	Open mosaic habitats on previously developed land priority habitat  


	Wildlife-rich arable field margins 
	Wildlife-rich arable field margins 
	Wildlife-rich arable field margins 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Arable field margin priority habitat 
	Arable field margin priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 

	Wildlife-rich grassland - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich grassland - type unknown 

	Wildlife-rich acid grassland - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich acid grassland - type unknown 

	Lowland dry acid grassland priority habitat 
	Lowland dry acid grassland priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 

	Wildlife-rich grassland - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich grassland - type unknown 

	Wildlife-rich acid grassland - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich acid grassland - type unknown 

	Wildlife-rich lowland acid grassland 
	Wildlife-rich lowland acid grassland 


	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 

	Wildlife-rich grassland - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich grassland - type unknown 

	Wildlife-rich acid grassland - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich acid grassland - type unknown 

	 
	 
	Nardus grassland on siliceous substrates in mountain areas.
	Nardus grassland on siliceous substrates in mountain areas.




	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 

	Wildlife-rich grassland - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich grassland - type unknown 

	Wildlife-rich acid grassland - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich acid grassland - type unknown 

	Wildlife-rich wax cap grasslands in the uplands 
	Wildlife-rich wax cap grasslands in the uplands 


	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 

	Wildlife-rich grassland - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich grassland - type unknown 

	Wildlife-rich acid grassland - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich acid grassland - type unknown 

	Wildlife-rich upland dry acid grassland 
	Wildlife-rich upland dry acid grassland 


	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 

	Wildlife-rich grassland - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich grassland - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Lowland calcareous grassland priority habitat 
	Lowland calcareous grassland priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 

	Wildlife-rich grassland - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich grassland - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Upland calcareous grassland priority habitat 
	Upland calcareous grassland priority habitat 



	Reporting category  
	Reporting category  
	Reporting category  
	Reporting category  

	General type in data model 
	General type in data model 

	Intermediate type in data model 
	Intermediate type in data model 

	TH
	P
	Precise habitat type in 
	data model
	 



	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 

	Wildlife-rich grassland - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich grassland - type unknown 

	Wildlife-rich neutral grassland 
	Wildlife-rich neutral grassland 

	Lowland meadows priority habitat 
	Lowland meadows priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich grassland habitat 

	Wildlife-rich grassland - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich grassland - type unknown 

	Wildlife-rich neutral grassland 
	Wildlife-rich neutral grassland 

	Upland hay meadows priority habitat 
	Upland hay meadows priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich coastal floodplain grazing marsh habitat 
	Wildlife-rich coastal floodplain grazing marsh habitat 
	Wildlife-rich coastal floodplain grazing marsh habitat 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Coastal and floodplain grazing marsh priority habitat 
	Coastal and floodplain grazing marsh priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich coastal floodplain grazing marsh habitat 
	Wildlife-rich coastal floodplain grazing marsh habitat 
	Wildlife-rich coastal floodplain grazing marsh habitat 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich floodplain wetland mosaic 
	Wildlife-rich floodplain wetland mosaic 


	Wildlife-rich peatland habitats 
	Wildlife-rich peatland habitats 
	Wildlife-rich peatland habitats 

	Wildlife-rich peatland habitat - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich peatland habitat - type unknown 

	Wildlife-rich fen habitat – type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich fen habitat – type unknown 

	Purple moor-grass and rush pasture priority habitat 
	Purple moor-grass and rush pasture priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich peatland habitats 
	Wildlife-rich peatland habitats 
	Wildlife-rich peatland habitats 

	Wildlife-rich peatland habitat - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich peatland habitat - type unknown 

	Wildlife-rich fen habitat – type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich fen habitat – type unknown 

	Lowland fen priority habitat 
	Lowland fen priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich peatland habitats 
	Wildlife-rich peatland habitats 
	Wildlife-rich peatland habitats 

	Wildlife-rich peatland habitat - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich peatland habitat - type unknown 

	Wildlife-rich fen habitat – type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich fen habitat – type unknown 

	Reedbed priority habitat 
	Reedbed priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich peatland habitats 
	Wildlife-rich peatland habitats 
	Wildlife-rich peatland habitats 

	Wildlife-rich peatland habitat - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich peatland habitat - type unknown 

	Wildlife-rich fen habitat – type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich fen habitat – type unknown 

	Upland flushes, fens and swamps priority habitat 
	Upland flushes, fens and swamps priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich peatland habitats 
	Wildlife-rich peatland habitats 
	Wildlife-rich peatland habitats 

	Wildlife-rich peatland habitat - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich peatland habitat - type unknown 

	Wildlife-rich bog habitat – type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich bog habitat – type unknown 

	Blanket bog priority habitat 
	Blanket bog priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich peatland habitats 
	Wildlife-rich peatland habitats 
	Wildlife-rich peatland habitats 

	Wildlife-rich peatland habitat - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich peatland habitat - type unknown 

	Wildlife-rich bog habitat – type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich bog habitat – type unknown 

	Lowland raised bog priority habitat 
	Lowland raised bog priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich heathland habitats 
	Wildlife-rich heathland habitats 
	Wildlife-rich heathland habitats 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Mountain heaths and willow scrub priority habitat 
	Mountain heaths and willow scrub priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich heathland habitats 
	Wildlife-rich heathland habitats 
	Wildlife-rich heathland habitats 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Lowland heathland priority habitat 
	Lowland heathland priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich heathland habitats 
	Wildlife-rich heathland habitats 
	Wildlife-rich heathland habitats 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Upland heathland priority habitat 
	Upland heathland priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich inland rock and scree habitats 
	Wildlife-rich inland rock and scree habitats 
	Wildlife-rich inland rock and scree habitats 

	Wildlife-rich Inland rock and scree 
	Wildlife-rich Inland rock and scree 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Calaminarian grasslands priority habitat 
	Calaminarian grasslands priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich inland rock and scree habitats 
	Wildlife-rich inland rock and scree habitats 
	Wildlife-rich inland rock and scree habitats 

	Wildlife-rich Inland rock and scree 
	Wildlife-rich Inland rock and scree 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Inland rock outcrop and scree habitats priority habitat 
	Inland rock outcrop and scree habitats priority habitat 



	Reporting category  
	Reporting category  
	Reporting category  
	Reporting category  

	General type in data model 
	General type in data model 

	Intermediate type in data model 
	Intermediate type in data model 

	TH
	P
	Precise habitat type in 
	data model
	 



	Wildlife-rich inland rock and scree habitats 
	Wildlife-rich inland rock and scree habitats 
	Wildlife-rich inland rock and scree habitats 

	Wildlife-rich Inland rock and scree 
	Wildlife-rich Inland rock and scree 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Limestone pavements priority habitat 
	Limestone pavements priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich lake habitats 
	Wildlife-rich lake habitats 
	Wildlife-rich lake habitats 

	Wildlife-rich lake habitat (greater than 2ha) – type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich lake habitat (greater than 2ha) – type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Aquifer-fed naturally fluctuating water bodies priority habitat 
	Aquifer-fed naturally fluctuating water bodies priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich lake habitats 
	Wildlife-rich lake habitats 
	Wildlife-rich lake habitats 

	Wildlife-rich lake habitat (greater than 2ha) – type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich lake habitat (greater than 2ha) – type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Eutrophic standing waters priority habitat 
	Eutrophic standing waters priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich lake habitats 
	Wildlife-rich lake habitats 
	Wildlife-rich lake habitats 

	Wildlife-rich lake habitat (greater than 2ha) – type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich lake habitat (greater than 2ha) – type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Mesotrophic lakes priority habitat 
	Mesotrophic lakes priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich lakes and lake riparian habitats 
	Wildlife-rich lakes and lake riparian habitats 
	Wildlife-rich lakes and lake riparian habitats 

	Wildlife-rich lake habitat (greater than 2ha) – type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich lake habitat (greater than 2ha) – type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Oligotrophic and dystrophic lakes priority habitat 
	Oligotrophic and dystrophic lakes priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich ponds and pond riparian habitat 
	Wildlife-rich ponds and pond riparian habitat 
	Wildlife-rich ponds and pond riparian habitat 
	 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Pond priority habitat less than 2 ha 
	Pond priority habitat less than 2 ha 


	Wildlife-rich rivers, streams and riparian habitat 
	Wildlife-rich rivers, streams and riparian habitat 
	Wildlife-rich rivers, streams and riparian habitat 
	 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Rivers and stream priority habitat 
	Rivers and stream priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich native woodland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich native woodland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich native woodland habitat 

	Wildlife-rich native woodland: broadleaved & wildlife rich mixed woodland 
	Wildlife-rich native woodland: broadleaved & wildlife rich mixed woodland 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Lowland beech and yew woodland priority habitat 
	Lowland beech and yew woodland priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich native woodland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich native woodland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich native woodland habitat 

	Wildlife-rich native woodland: broadleaved & wildlife rich mixed woodland 
	Wildlife-rich native woodland: broadleaved & wildlife rich mixed woodland 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Lowland mixed deciduous woodland priority habitat   
	Lowland mixed deciduous woodland priority habitat   


	Wildlife-rich native woodland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich native woodland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich native woodland habitat 

	Wildlife-rich native woodland: broadleaved & wildlife rich mixed woodland 
	Wildlife-rich native woodland: broadleaved & wildlife rich mixed woodland 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Upland mixed ashwoods priority habitat 
	Upland mixed ashwoods priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich native woodland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich native woodland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich native woodland habitat 

	Wildlife-rich native woodland: broadleaved & wildlife rich mixed woodland 
	Wildlife-rich native woodland: broadleaved & wildlife rich mixed woodland 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Upland oakwood priority habitat 
	Upland oakwood priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich native woodland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich native woodland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich native woodland habitat 

	Wildlife-rich native woodland: broadleaved & wildlife rich mixed woodland 
	Wildlife-rich native woodland: broadleaved & wildlife rich mixed woodland 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wet woodland priority habitat 
	Wet woodland priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich wood pasture and parkland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich wood pasture and parkland habitat 
	Wildlife-rich wood pasture and parkland habitat 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wood-pasture and parkland priority habitat 
	Wood-pasture and parkland priority habitat 
	 


	Wildlife-rich traditional orchard habitat 
	Wildlife-rich traditional orchard habitat 
	Wildlife-rich traditional orchard habitat 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Traditional orchards priority habitat 
	Traditional orchards priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 
	Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 
	Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 

	Wildlife-rich scrub - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich scrub - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich blackthorn scrub 
	Wildlife-rich blackthorn scrub 



	Reporting category  
	Reporting category  
	Reporting category  
	Reporting category  

	General type in data model 
	General type in data model 

	Intermediate type in data model 
	Intermediate type in data model 

	TH
	P
	Precise habitat type in 
	data model
	 



	Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 
	Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 
	Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 

	Wildlife-rich scrub - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich scrub - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich bramble scrub 
	Wildlife-rich bramble scrub 


	Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 
	Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 
	Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 

	Wildlife-rich scrub - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich scrub - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich gorse scrub 
	Wildlife-rich gorse scrub 


	Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 
	Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 
	Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 

	Wildlife-rich scrub - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich scrub - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich hawthorn scrub 
	Wildlife-rich hawthorn scrub 


	Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 
	Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 
	Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 

	Wildlife-rich scrub - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich scrub - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich hazel scrub 
	Wildlife-rich hazel scrub 


	Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 
	Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 
	Wildlife-rich scrub habitat 

	Wildlife-rich scrub - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich scrub - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich mixed scrub 
	Wildlife-rich mixed scrub 


	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 
	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 
	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 

	Native species rich hedgerow 
	Native species rich hedgerow 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Hedgerow priority habitat 
	Hedgerow priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 
	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 
	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 

	Native species rich hedgerow 
	Native species rich hedgerow 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Native Species-Rich Hedgerow with trees 
	Native Species-Rich Hedgerow with trees 


	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 
	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 
	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 

	Native species rich hedgerow 
	Native species rich hedgerow 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Native Species-Rich Hedgerow - Associated with bank or ditch 
	Native Species-Rich Hedgerow - Associated with bank or ditch 


	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 
	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 
	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 

	Native species rich hedgerow 
	Native species rich hedgerow 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Native Hedgerow with trees - Associated with bank or ditch 
	Native Hedgerow with trees - Associated with bank or ditch 


	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 
	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 
	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 

	Native species rich hedgerow 
	Native species rich hedgerow 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Native Hedgerow - Associated with bank or ditch 
	Native Hedgerow - Associated with bank or ditch 


	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 
	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 
	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 

	Native species rich hedgerow 
	Native species rich hedgerow 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Native Hedgerow with trees 
	Native Hedgerow with trees 


	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 
	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 
	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Line of Trees (Ecologically Valuable) 
	Line of Trees (Ecologically Valuable) 


	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 
	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 
	Wildlife-rich hedgerows and lines of trees 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Line of Trees (Ecologically Valuable) - with Bank or Ditch 
	Line of Trees (Ecologically Valuable) - with Bank or Ditch 


	Wildlife-rich maritime cliff and slope habitat 
	Wildlife-rich maritime cliff and slope habitat 
	Wildlife-rich maritime cliff and slope habitat 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Maritime cliff and slopes priority habitat 
	Maritime cliff and slopes priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich sand dunes and vegetated shingle habitat 
	Wildlife-rich sand dunes and vegetated shingle habitat 
	Wildlife-rich sand dunes and vegetated shingle habitat 

	Wildlife-rich supralittoral sediment – type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich supralittoral sediment – type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Coastal sand dunes priority habitat 
	Coastal sand dunes priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich sand dunes and vegetated shingle habitat 
	Wildlife-rich sand dunes and vegetated shingle habitat 
	Wildlife-rich sand dunes and vegetated shingle habitat 

	Wildlife-rich supralittoral sediment – type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich supralittoral sediment – type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Coastal vegetated shingle priority habitat 
	Coastal vegetated shingle priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich coastal saltmarsh and intertidal mudflat habitat 
	Wildlife-rich coastal saltmarsh and intertidal mudflat habitat 
	Wildlife-rich coastal saltmarsh and intertidal mudflat habitat 

	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Coastal saltmarsh priority habitat 
	Coastal saltmarsh priority habitat 


	Wildlife-rich coastal saltmarsh and 
	Wildlife-rich coastal saltmarsh and 
	Wildlife-rich coastal saltmarsh and 

	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Intertidal mudflats priority habitat 
	Intertidal mudflats priority habitat 



	Reporting category  
	Reporting category  
	Reporting category  
	Reporting category  

	General type in data model 
	General type in data model 

	Intermediate type in data model 
	Intermediate type in data model 

	TH
	P
	Precise habitat type in 
	data model
	 



	TR
	intertidal mudflat habitat 
	intertidal mudflat habitat 


	Wildlife-rich coastal saltmarsh and intertidal mudflat habitat 
	Wildlife-rich coastal saltmarsh and intertidal mudflat habitat 
	Wildlife-rich coastal saltmarsh and intertidal mudflat habitat 

	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich coastal saltmarsh and saline reedbeds 
	Wildlife-rich coastal saltmarsh and saline reedbeds 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Peat and clay exposures with Piddocks priority habitat 
	Peat and clay exposures with Piddocks priority habitat 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Seagrass bed priority habitat 
	Seagrass bed priority habitat 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Sheltered muddy gravel priority habitat 
	Sheltered muddy gravel priority habitat 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich littoral muddy sand 
	Wildlife-rich littoral muddy sand 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich Littoral coarse sediment 
	Wildlife-rich Littoral coarse sediment 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich Littoral sand 
	Wildlife-rich Littoral sand 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich Littoral mixed sediments 
	Wildlife-rich Littoral mixed sediments 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich littoral sediments - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich Features of littoral sediment 
	Wildlife-rich Features of littoral sediment 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich littoral rock - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich littoral rock - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Intertidal boulder communities priority habitat 
	Intertidal boulder communities priority habitat 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich littoral rock - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich littoral rock - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Intertidal chalk priority habitat 
	Intertidal chalk priority habitat 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich littoral rock - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich littoral rock - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	TD
	P
	Sabellaria alveolata
	 
	reefs priority habitat
	 



	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich littoral rock - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich littoral rock - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich High energy littoral rock 
	Wildlife-rich High energy littoral rock 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich littoral rock - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich littoral rock - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich Moderate energy littoral rock 
	Wildlife-rich Moderate energy littoral rock 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich littoral rock - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich littoral rock - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich low energy littoral rock 
	Wildlife-rich low energy littoral rock 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich littoral rock - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich littoral rock - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich features of littoral rock 
	Wildlife-rich features of littoral rock 



	Reporting category  
	Reporting category  
	Reporting category  
	Reporting category  

	General type in data model 
	General type in data model 

	Intermediate type in data model 
	Intermediate type in data model 

	TH
	P
	Precise habitat type in 
	data model
	 



	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Estuarine rocky habitats priority habitat 
	Estuarine rocky habitats priority habitat 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Fragile sponge and anthozoan communities on subtidal rocky habitats priority habitat 
	Fragile sponge and anthozoan communities on subtidal rocky habitats priority habitat 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	TD
	P
	Sabellaria spinulosa
	 
	reef 
	priority habitat
	 



	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Subtidal chalk priority habitat 
	Subtidal chalk priority habitat 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Tide-swept channels priority habitat 
	Tide-swept channels priority habitat 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich Infralittoral rock 
	Wildlife-rich Infralittoral rock 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich circalittoral rock 
	Wildlife-rich circalittoral rock 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich sublittoral rock - type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich subtidal stony reef 
	Wildlife-rich subtidal stony reef 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Saline lagoon priority habitat 
	Saline lagoon priority habitat 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Blue mussel beds on sediment priority habitat 
	Blue mussel beds on sediment priority habitat 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Horse mussel bed priority habitat 
	Horse mussel bed priority habitat 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Maërl bed priority habitat 
	Maërl bed priority habitat 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Mud habitats in deep water priority habitat 
	Mud habitats in deep water priority habitat 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Subtidal sands and gravel priority habitat 
	Subtidal sands and gravel priority habitat 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich native oyster (Ostrea edulis) beds 
	Wildlife-rich native oyster (Ostrea edulis) beds 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich subtidal coarse sediment 
	Wildlife-rich subtidal coarse sediment 



	Reporting category  
	Reporting category  
	Reporting category  
	Reporting category  

	General type in data model 
	General type in data model 

	Intermediate type in data model 
	Intermediate type in data model 

	TH
	P
	Precise habitat type in 
	data model
	 



	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich subtidal mixed sediments 
	Wildlife-rich subtidal mixed sediments 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich subtidal mud 
	Wildlife-rich subtidal mud 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich subtidal sand 
	Wildlife-rich subtidal sand 


	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 
	Other wildlife-rich marine and coastal habitats 

	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 
	Wildlife-rich sublittoral sediment, type unknown 

	N/A 
	N/A 

	Wildlife-rich subtidal seagrass beds  
	Wildlife-rich subtidal seagrass beds  



	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	  
	Annex 3 – Agri-environment scheme options that count towards the habitat target 
	The table below lists the Countryside Stewardship and Sustainable Farming Incentive options that counted towards the habitat target at the time of analysis. 
	Date of last review: October 2025  
	Code 
	Code 
	Code 
	Code 

	Action description 
	Action description 

	Reporting considerations 
	Reporting considerations 


	AB8 
	AB8 
	AB8 

	Flower-rich margins and plots 
	Flower-rich margins and plots 

	Total AFM cap at 40kha above Jan 2023 baseline 
	Total AFM cap at 40kha above Jan 2023 baseline 


	BE5 
	BE5 
	BE5 

	Creation of traditional orchards 
	Creation of traditional orchards 

	 
	 


	BFS2 
	BFS2 
	BFS2 

	Buffer in-field ponds on arable land 
	Buffer in-field ponds on arable land 

	 
	 


	BFS3 
	BFS3 
	BFS3 

	Buffer in-field ponds on improved grassland 
	Buffer in-field ponds on improved grassland 

	 
	 


	BFS6 
	BFS6 
	BFS6 

	6m to 12m habitat strip next to watercourses 
	6m to 12m habitat strip next to watercourses 

	 
	 


	BN11 
	BN11 
	BN11 

	Planting new hedges 
	Planting new hedges 

	 
	 


	BN7 
	BN7 
	BN7 

	Hedgerow gapping-up 
	Hedgerow gapping-up 

	 
	 


	CAB18 
	CAB18 
	CAB18 

	Flower-rich grass margins, blocks, or in-field strips (on arable land or permanent crops) 
	Flower-rich grass margins, blocks, or in-field strips (on arable land or permanent crops) 

	Total AFM cap at 40kha above Jan 2023 baseline 
	Total AFM cap at 40kha above Jan 2023 baseline 


	CBE5 
	CBE5 
	CBE5 

	Create traditional orchards 
	Create traditional orchards 

	 
	 


	CCT2 
	CCT2 
	CCT2 

	Make space for new coastal habitat 
	Make space for new coastal habitat 

	 
	 


	CCT4 
	CCT4 
	CCT4 

	Create intertidal and saline habitat on arable land 
	Create intertidal and saline habitat on arable land 

	 
	 


	CCT5 
	CCT5 
	CCT5 

	Create intertidal and saline habitat by non-intervention 
	Create intertidal and saline habitat by non-intervention 

	 
	 


	CCT7 
	CCT7 
	CCT7 

	Create intertidal and saline habitat on intensive grassland 
	Create intertidal and saline habitat on intensive grassland 

	 
	 


	CGS22 
	CGS22 
	CGS22 

	Manage priority habitat species-rich grassland 
	Manage priority habitat species-rich grassland 

	Only when in combination with GR3 
	Only when in combination with GR3 


	CIPM2 
	CIPM2 
	CIPM2 

	Flower-rich grass margins, blocks or in-field strips 
	Flower-rich grass margins, blocks or in-field strips 

	Total AFM cap at 40kha above Jan 2023 baseline 
	Total AFM cap at 40kha above Jan 2023 baseline 


	CLH2 
	CLH2 
	CLH2 

	Restore lowland heathland 
	Restore lowland heathland 

	 
	 


	CLH3 
	CLH3 
	CLH3 

	Create lowland heathland 
	Create lowland heathland 

	 
	 


	CSP2 
	CSP2 
	CSP2 

	Rewetting supplement 
	Rewetting supplement 

	Only when done with WN1 
	Only when done with WN1 



	Code 
	Code 
	Code 
	Code 

	Action description 
	Action description 

	Reporting considerations 
	Reporting considerations 


	CSW12 
	CSW12 
	CSW12 

	Make room for the river to move 
	Make room for the river to move 

	 
	 


	CSW22 
	CSW22 
	CSW22 

	Connect river and floodplain habitats 
	Connect river and floodplain habitats 

	 
	 


	CT2 
	CT2 
	CT2 

	Creation of coastal sand dunes and vegetated shingle on arable land and improved grassland 
	Creation of coastal sand dunes and vegetated shingle on arable land and improved grassland 

	 
	 


	CT4 
	CT4 
	CT4 

	Creation of inter-tidal and saline habitat on arable land 
	Creation of inter-tidal and saline habitat on arable land 

	 
	 


	CT5 
	CT5 
	CT5 

	Creation of inter-tidal and saline habitats by non-intervention 
	Creation of inter-tidal and saline habitats by non-intervention 

	 
	 


	CT7 
	CT7 
	CT7 

	Creation of inter-tidal and saline habitat on intensive grassland 
	Creation of inter-tidal and saline habitat on intensive grassland 

	 
	 


	CWD20 
	CWD20 
	CWD20 

	Create wood pasture 
	Create wood pasture 

	 
	 


	CWD8 
	CWD8 
	CWD8 

	Create scrub and open habitat mosaics 
	Create scrub and open habitat mosaics 

	 
	 


	CWS2 
	CWS2 
	CWS2 

	Manage and restore plantations on ancient woodland sites (PAWS) supplement 
	Manage and restore plantations on ancient woodland sites (PAWS) supplement 

	Only parcels that were majority 'conifer' or 'mixed mainly conifer' according to the 2022 National Forest Inventory (NFI) can count. 
	Only parcels that were majority 'conifer' or 'mixed mainly conifer' according to the 2022 National Forest Inventory (NFI) can count. 


	CWT1 
	CWT1 
	CWT1 

	Buffer in-field ponds and ditches on improved grassland 
	Buffer in-field ponds and ditches on improved grassland 

	 
	 


	CWT10 
	CWT10 
	CWT10 

	Manage lowland raised bog 
	Manage lowland raised bog 

	Only when done with WN1 
	Only when done with WN1 


	CWT14 
	CWT14 
	CWT14 

	Create fen, reedbed or wetland mosaics 
	Create fen, reedbed or wetland mosaics 

	 
	 


	CWT2 
	CWT2 
	CWT2 

	Buffer in-field ponds and ditches on arable land 
	Buffer in-field ponds and ditches on arable land 

	 
	 


	FM2 
	FM2 
	FM2 

	Major preparatory work for Priority Habitats (creation and restoration) and Priority Species 
	Major preparatory work for Priority Habitats (creation and restoration) and Priority Species 

	Only when done with UP5 
	Only when done with UP5 


	GR3 
	GR3 
	GR3 

	Floristically enhanced seed mix for grassland habitat 
	Floristically enhanced seed mix for grassland habitat 

	 
	 


	GRH6 
	GRH6 
	GRH6 

	Manage priority habitat species-rich grassland (endorsed) (available shortly) 
	Manage priority habitat species-rich grassland (endorsed) (available shortly) 

	Only when in combination with GR3 
	Only when in combination with GR3 


	GS7 
	GS7 
	GS7 

	Restoration towards species-rich grassland 
	Restoration towards species-rich grassland 

	 
	 


	GS8 
	GS8 
	GS8 

	Creation of species-rich grassland 
	Creation of species-rich grassland 

	 
	 


	IPM2 
	IPM2 
	IPM2 

	Flower-rich grass margins, blocks, or in-field strips 
	Flower-rich grass margins, blocks, or in-field strips 

	Total AFM cap at 40kha above Jan 2023 baseline 
	Total AFM cap at 40kha above Jan 2023 baseline 


	LH2 
	LH2 
	LH2 

	Restoration of forestry and woodland to lowland heathland 
	Restoration of forestry and woodland to lowland heathland 

	 
	 


	LH3 
	LH3 
	LH3 

	Creation of heathland from arable or improved grassland 
	Creation of heathland from arable or improved grassland 

	 
	 



	Code 
	Code 
	Code 
	Code 

	Action description 
	Action description 

	Reporting considerations 
	Reporting considerations 


	SCR1 
	SCR1 
	SCR1 

	Create scrub and open habitat mosaics 
	Create scrub and open habitat mosaics 

	 
	 


	SP2 
	SP2 
	SP2 

	Raised water level supplement 
	Raised water level supplement 

	Only when done with FM2 
	Only when done with FM2 


	SW11 
	SW11 
	SW11 

	Riparian management strip 
	Riparian management strip 

	 
	 


	SW12 
	SW12 
	SW12 

	Making space for water 
	Making space for water 

	 
	 


	UP5 
	UP5 
	UP5 

	Moorland re-wetting supplement 
	Moorland re-wetting supplement 

	Only when done with SP2 + WN1, or FM2 
	Only when done with SP2 + WN1, or FM2 


	WD12 
	WD12 
	WD12 

	Creation of upland wood pasture 
	Creation of upland wood pasture 

	 
	 


	WD6 
	WD6 
	WD6 

	Creation of wood pasture 
	Creation of wood pasture 

	 
	 


	WD8 
	WD8 
	WD8 

	Creation of successional areas and scrub 
	Creation of successional areas and scrub 

	 
	 


	WN1 
	WN1 
	WN1 

	Blocking Grips or Drainage Channels 
	Blocking Grips or Drainage Channels 

	Only when done with SP2 + UP5, or CWT10, or WT10, or FM2 
	Only when done with SP2 + UP5, or CWT10, or WT10, or FM2 


	WN12 
	WN12 
	WN12 

	Create or restore ponds 
	Create or restore ponds 

	 
	 


	WN5 
	WN5 
	WN5 

	Pond Management (first 100 sq m) 
	Pond Management (first 100 sq m) 

	 
	 


	WN6 
	WN6 
	WN6 

	Pond Management (areas greater than 100 sq m) 
	Pond Management (areas greater than 100 sq m) 

	 
	 


	WN7 
	WN7 
	WN7 

	Restoration of large water bodies 
	Restoration of large water bodies 

	 
	 


	WS2 
	WS2 
	WS2 

	Plantations on Ancient Woodland Sites (PAWS) - restoration and maintenance 
	Plantations on Ancient Woodland Sites (PAWS) - restoration and maintenance 

	Only parcels that were majority 'conifer' or 'mixed mainly conifer' according to the 2022 National Forest Inventory (NFI) can count. 
	Only parcels that were majority 'conifer' or 'mixed mainly conifer' according to the 2022 National Forest Inventory (NFI) can count. 


	WT1 
	WT1 
	WT1 

	Buffering in-field ponds and ditches in improved grassland 
	Buffering in-field ponds and ditches in improved grassland 

	 
	 


	WT10 
	WT10 
	WT10 

	Management of lowland raised bog 
	Management of lowland raised bog 

	Only when done with WN1 
	Only when done with WN1 


	WT2 
	WT2 
	WT2 

	Buffering in-field ponds and ditches on arable land 
	Buffering in-field ponds and ditches on arable land 

	 
	 


	WT7 
	WT7 
	WT7 

	Creation of reedbed 
	Creation of reedbed 

	 
	 


	WT9 
	WT9 
	WT9 

	Creation of fen 
	Creation of fen 
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