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Executive summary

Temple was commissioned by Horsham District Council to undertake a study to
provide evidence in support of the emerging Local Plan. This study will inform a
formal viability assessment to establish and justify the percentage biodiversity net
gain requirement that is ‘feasible’ and ‘achievable’ for development to deliver in
the district. The study also includes a green call for sites to provide an indication of
the likely quantum and capacity of sites available within the district for providing
biodiversity enhancements to offset losses resulting from developments.

In order to evaluate the level of biodiversity net gain that is reasonably achievable
on potential development sites, the study examined 44 sites promoted by
landowners/ developers as potential allocations within the emerging Local Plan
and / or Neighbourhood Plans, taking into account details from relevant planning
applications. These were grouped into typologies of large strategic greenfield
sites, medium greenfield sites, small greenfield sites and commercial greenfield
sites. All three strategic sites were evaluated individually; a sample of three
medium greenfield, three small greenfield and two commercial greenfield sites
were evaluated. In addition, two indicative theoretical brownfield were evaluated
to represent potential windfall sites not covered by the typologies in the example
sites list.

The best reasonably achievable level of biodiversity net gain deliverable within
each of the evaluated representative sites was calculated using the Natural
England Biodiversity Net Gain metric v3.1. Baseline and proposal habitat
information was based on application information provided by Horsham District
Council where available. In addition, aerial imagery, online habitat data and
professional judgement were applied where information was limited.

Viability testing will be required, taking account of the cost of providing off site
biodiversity enhancement (offsetting) where sites cannot deliver target levels of
net gain on site. The cost of offsetting has been calculated at a rate of £20,000 per
biodiversity unit.

The study showed that net gains of between 7.29% and 13.31% would be
achievable within the proposed design parameters for the three large strategic
sites assessed. Offsetting or adjustments to design parameters would therefore
be required to achieve minimum targets over 10%; offsetting costs and potential
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changes to net to gross ratios have been provided to inform the assessment of
viability.

A target of 15% is likely to be achievable on-site for all of the medium greenfield
sites tested.

Small greenfield sites are more variable in their capacity to deliver biodiversity net
gains on site due to the limited space for compensation, leading to on site delivery
falling below 10%. Offsetting costs and potential changes to net to gross ratios
have been provided to inform the assessment of viability of delivery.

The commercial/ employment sites tested achieved minimal net gain of
biodiversity, and remaining sites in the example sites list are likely to have similar
outcomes. This is because of the relatively higher value of the baseline habitats
and limited space for on-site compensation. Offsetting costs and potential
changes to net to gross ratios have been provided to inform the assessment of
viability of delivery.

The analysis of indicative brownfield sites showed that high levels of biodiversity
net gain, over 25% are likely to be achievable on sites that are largely urbanised;
however, this is highly sensitive to the extent of any existing habitats, even of low
value. Development of brownfield sites that have established colonising
vegetation are likely to result in significant net losses unless there is a strong
commitment to providing high quality biodiversity solutions such as green roofs
on site.

Most of the sites that cannot achieve 12% net on site with the proposed designs
used for assessment could achieve this target value with no more than 2%
reduction in net to gross ratio, the exceptions being commercial sites and small
greenfield sites with higher baseline biodiversity value.

The green call for sites received sixteen respondents in total, with land parcels for
biodiversity enhancement ranging from 1.55ha to 89.81ha. These could deliver a
total of 1761.28 biodiversity units, over four times that required to offset all of the
listed example sites being required to deliver 25% net gain. These sites are all at
least partially within or adjacent to areas identified within the Wilder Horsham
draft Nature Recovery Network.
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Introduction

Background to the study

As the environmental impact of development on the natural world is becoming
ever more apparent, the UK Government has made a number of commitments to
reverse the decline of biodiversity, particularly through the 25-Year Plan (Defra,
2018), the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (MHCLG, 2021) principles
for sustainable development and the Environment Act 2021 (Defra, 2021). Many
authorities across the UK are declaring ecological and climate emergencies and
introducing policies to mitigate developments’ impact on the environment.

While the Environment Act sets out the framework for requiring development
proposals to deliver a minimum 10% biodiversity net gain (BNG), many local
authorities are implementing higher minimum requirements to address the
challenges of balancing unprecedented demand for development with the need to
protect and restore the natural environment, both for its intrinsic value and for
the ecosystem services it provides.

The strategy for development within Horsham District Council is set out in the
current Local Plan (the Horsham District Planning Framework), which was adopted
in 2015. This document is now under review, with a new Local Plan being
developed. Both the existing and the emerging Local Plan set a framework that
seeks to ensure that development takes place in a manner that ensures the
settlement pattern and rural landscape character of the district are retained and
enhanced.

A key priority of the emerging Local Plan is that it delivers development to the
highest possible environmental standards. Emerging local draft planning policies
sought to require 10% biodiversity net gain in view of the Environment Act (Defra,
2021); the evidence base for the Horsham District Council draft Local Plan to date
has demonstrated that a requirement for a minimum of 10% biodiversity net gain,
would be achievable in the large majority of cases. Horsham District Council wish
to explore whether a higher required minimum biodiversity net gain would be
achievable and viable. Temple have therefore been commissioned by Horsham
District Council to undertake a study to provide evidence that can be used to
inform the Local Plan, including a formal Local Plan viability assessment in relation
to the application of biodiversity net gain. The study is intended to establish and
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justify the percentage biodiversity net gain threshold that is ‘feasible’ and
‘achievable’ for development to deliver in the district.

2.5 Temple, supported by viability experts SQW, have consulted and collaborated with
Aspinall Verdi (the company appointed to undertake the Local Plan viability
assessment) to ensure that the output of this study can apply efficiently and
consistently with other policy costs within the emerging Local Plan Viability
assessment.

2.6 Temple was also instructed to deliver a green call for sites' to establish if there is
likely to be sufficient available supply of green sites within the district to address
any shortfall of provision of biodiversity units (BU) within the proposed
development sites and, consequently, whether there will need to be a reliance
upon the national biodiversity credits to meet some biodiversity net gain targets.

' A formal call for sites is typically used to collect applications or proposals for sites to be considered for
allocation or use in delivery of planning objectives, such as developments sites, public green space or
biodiversity offsetting. This is an informal call that follows a similar process, but with no commitment by the
LPA or respondents, intended as an information gathering exercise.
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3 Methodology

Assessment process

3.1 The overall process for the study is illustrated in the flow diagram below. Details
of the stages are then explained in detail in the following sections.

‘Local Plan site percentage BNG requirements ‘ |Green call for sites and stakeholder engagement

iy

Initial project meeting

Review of evidence base

Review evidence base to establish prevalent local Review baseline data (key contacts, relationships,
development typologies, indicative comparable BNG opportunities, constraints)
uplift, costs for habitat creation and management et

&

Define development typologies for the potential

Define objectives and parameters for green call

sites included and stratify to ensure assessment of L

BNG requirements is representative 5 5 :
Preparation of consultation material; development
Ry of web-portal questionnaire with online mapping
Determine indicative windfall site typology make up tool
for potential sites not represented in the Local Plan N
&
Determine an estimated baseline of habitat types Confirmation of key and any additional contacts
and areas and associated units for representative (O
sample of each typology and all strategic sites
oy Dissemination of project information, follow-up
Develop reasonable best case biodiversity communications and review of initial information

enhancement scenario for each typology and
calculate biodiversity net gain achievable Ry

R

Interim meeting with HDC to report on initial findings, responses and deliverables

b N

Cross reference post-development figures with net Communications with respondents and
to gross ratios used for viability assessment to stakeholders to confirm opportunities, establish
ensure consistency approaches for further involvement and widening
A participation
Determine additional biodiversity units required to s
achieve increased BNG thresholds Determine baseline BNG value using consultation
& responses and available data sources
Establish representative cost per biodiversity unit Yy
for delivering off-site biodiversity offsetting Determine appropriate achievable enhancement
A measures, taking account of consultation responses;
Establish cost of delivery of biodiversity units not calculate post-enhancement value and net gain
achievable on site at each target BNG threshold a
by Review capacity for delivery of offsetting within
Determine additional area that would be required green call sites in relation to Local Plan site
within the development plots to deliver 12% BNG requirements and taking the draft Local Nature
on site Recovery Network into consideration.
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Policy and context review

3.2

In order to understand the background policy and local strategy context, a review
of relevant information was undertaken. This included publicly available
documents and information provided by Horsham District Council including

. Defra consultation on BNG regulations and BNG and Local Nature Recovery
Strategy Impact Assessment (Defra, 2019);

o the Government’s National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (MHCLG, 2021)
and Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) on the Natural Environment (MHCLG &
DLUHC, 2019a). and Viability (MHCLG & DLUHC, 2019b);

o Wilder Horsham's draft Horsham Nature Recovery Network (HDC, 2021_1);

. Sussex Nature Partnership’s Natural Capital Investment Strategy (SNP, 2019);

. Horsham District draft Local Plan (Regulation 18, February 2020);

. Horsham District draft Local Plan (15 July 2021 Cabinet draft which was not
progressed to Council due to NPPF amendments),

. data from previous ecological assessment for Horsham District Council on
the application of minimum10% biodiversity net gain to inform the draft
Local Plan;

. Horsham District Council's Green Infrastructure Strategy (HDC, 2014) and
2021 updated map;

. South Downs National Park calls for sites for development and off-setting
and for Local Green Spaces (SDNP, 2022); and

. Viability Assessment of Biodiversity Net Gain in Kent (co-authored by
Temple) (KCC, 2022).

Local Plan example sites

Typologies and site selection

3.3

34

Horsham District Council have provided a list of sites, taking into account those
included in the draft Local Plan considered at the July 2021 Cabinet and relevant
planning applications, for consideration in this study, along with mapping of sites
and baseline information where this was available.

In order to representatively assess potential sites in the local plan and potential
windfall sites, a typology approach has been adopted; sites were stratified into
typologies based on factors such as size, development type, development density
and existing landscape type (e.g. greenfield or previously developed land) in
accordance with the national Planning Practice Guidance on viability assessment
(MHCLG & DLUHC, 2019b).
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A representative sample of sites from each typology was then taken forward for
analysis. All large strategic sites were analysed individually to ensure the results
are specifically relevant to their particular baseline and proposal parameters.

Where potential types of windfall site were not represented within the range of
sites considered, theoretical indicative typical sites were used.

Calculation of Biodiversity Net Gain

3.7

3.8

3.9

3.10

This habitat information was used to calculate baseline biodiversity unit values for
each typology and strategic site using the Natural England BNG metric v3.1
(Natural England, 2022). This metric multiplies the area of a habitat by set factors
to represent:

. distinctiveness - the rarity and importance of the habitat to biodiversity
(automatically determined by the habitat type);

. condition - the quality of a habitat at a point in time based on management,
disturbance and other environmental factors (and reported on scale of high,
moderate and low); and

. strategic significance - whether the location of the habitat has been
identified in local biodiversity strategy or is otherwise of potential strategic
value for nature.

For each of the sites identified, baseline habitat types were calculated using
existing planning information where available (e.g. ecological survey data,
proposed masterplan, biodiversity net gain assessments). Where this was not
available, aerial photography and information on habitats and designated sites
available from the Local Plan and online habitat data (available from Magic?) were
used to provide a best estimate of habitat type (‘moderate’ condition being used
where there was no clear indication).

For indicative windfall sites, areas of typical baseline habitat types were estimated
with reference to previous project experience (including Temple’s work for Kent
County Council: KCC, 2022) and reviews of planning applications to compare
examples of similar schemes. Conditions of habitats were also estimated to
represent typical sites.

For each typology, a reasonable best case biodiversity enhancement (best
reasonably achievable) scenario was developed to characterise the optimum value

2 https://magic.defra.gov.uk/
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habitat creation that could reasonably be expected to be delivered®. This process
was based on application information provided by Horsham District Council
(where available), combined with comparison between similar sites within the
example sites list and prior experience of similar project examples. It took account
of typical site parameters such as net to gross ratios, infrastructure requirements
and locally relevant strategic and policy considerations (e.g. green networks and
priority habitat types). Site boundaries were based on information provided by
Horsham District Council (HDC, 2021_2)*.

Once the best reasonably achievable post-development habitats had been
determined, these were also entered into the post-development section of the
BNG 3.1 metric. This evaluates proposed habitats in the same way as baseline
habitats, but also applies reducing factors (multipliers less than 1) to represent the
“time to achieve target condition” and the “difficulty of creation or enhancement’™
(risk factors). Comparison of the baseline and post-development biodiversity unit
score provided an upper limit of net gain that was considered feasible and
achievable on-site without altering the development parameters.

In order that viability testing could be applied at different potential target levels of
net gain in planning policy requirements, sites were tested against biodiversity net
gain uplifts of 10%, 12%, 15%, 20% and 25%. The number of additional biodiversity
units required to achieve each level has been calculated, where it is not
reasonably achievable on site. This has been presented as the number of
biodiversity units required in addition to the best reasonably achievable gain and
as the number required in addition to achieving 10% gain.

In addition, following an initial review of data, it was considered likely that a
minimum target of 12% would be reasonable in most cases. Therefore, as a result
of discussion with Horsham District Council and Aspinall Verdi (consultants
undertaking the Local Plan viability assessment), it was agreed that the data
should also be tested against a minimum target of 12% net gain. Therefore, where
12% net gain could not be reasonably achieved on site within the previously
assumed development parameters, the additional area of land that would be
required to achieve 12% net gain on site (by reducing the net development plot

3 While this process aimed to exclude unreasonably expensive interventions, detailed consideration of cost
viability is beyond the scope of this study.

4 The assessment has used site boundaries as provided by Horsham District Council at the time of writing;
these may differ from actual development proposal boundaries as they are brought forward.

> Advanced/ Delayed habitat creation factors have not been applied in this study as these are not typically
made use of as standard
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area to allow for additional habitat creation) was calculated. This was done by
assuming that ‘other neutral grassland’ in ‘fairly good’ condition would replace the
necessary area of developed land (based on 70% built and 30% garden for
residential sites and 100% built for commercial sites) in the calculation. This allows
for direct conversion rates of 0.1387ha/BU required for residential sites and
0.1284ha/BU for commercial sites.

For targets above 12% net gain, the number of additional biodiversity units
required (in excess of achieving 12% gain) is also presented. This allows for
viability assessment to be carried out on the basis that net gain of up to 12%
would be delivered on site, adjusting net to gross ratios if needed, and any
additional biodiversity units required to achieve higher targets would be delivered
off site. This was considered, in discussion with Aspinal Verdi, as likely to be the
most representative approach to inform their viability assessment.

Cost analysis

3.15

3.16

Delivery of biodiversity enhancements within a site will result in additional costs.
However, where the target net gain is achievable on-site, without reducing the
development footprint, it is assumed that the cost of delivering biodiversity
enhancements will not be significant compared with the total development costs
of a residential or commercial scheme. This is evidenced in the work we
undertook with SQW for Kent County Council in 2022 (KCC, 2022)°.

Where the best reasonably achievable net gain does not meet target values at
10%, 12%, 15%, 20% and 25%, the number of additional biodiversity units required
to meet that target was used to estimate the cost of delivery off site, assuming
that available onsite options will also be fully employed. A standardised estimate
of £20,000/BU was used, which was determined from looking at evidence
provided by a number of external sources including:

. Environment Bank (Direct provision to LPA for planning) - indicates costs
between £18,000/BU and £24,000/BU;

. previous consultations with local planning authorities (various habitat costs);

. subcontractor responses at consultation on a previous project (various
habitat costs);

% The viability assessment showed that the highest percentage increase in costs to deliver on site
biodiversity net gain occurred on strategic greenfield sites. On these sites, the build cost was shown to
increase by just 1.04% to deliver 20% net gain, above that required to deliver 10% net gain. While local
values and costs will vary, the order of magnitude of BNG cost increase in the tested scenarios relative to
total scheme development costs is considered to be broadly applicable across the South-East.
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. Defra Impact Assessment - uses cost of £11,000 but states existing evidence
suggests range between £6,000-25,000 (Defra, 2019)

o Biodiversity Net Gain: Market Analysis study, Defra (2021) which had an
estimate of £20,000/BU rising to £25,000/BU in areas of scarcity.

. The Delivering Environmental Net Gain webinar: Delivering Environmental
Net Gain (Environment Analyst, 2022). This provided a reiteration of research
carried out by Arcadis suggesting biodiversity credits can range in cost from
£4-35k/BU.

In addition it is worth noting that there is expected to be a standardised approach
to these costs from the Natural England Biodiversity Credit Scheme Pilot. The
likely costs for these national credits are not known at this stage, but the intention
is for these to exceed the typical costs for local delivery. Currently there is also a
consultation taking place on further defining net gain policy, and this includes
discussion around the process of securing off-site Biodiversity Credits, so these
costs may vary in future.

Green call for sites

Green call consultation

3.18

3.19

3.20

The green call at this stage was designed to be a ‘theoretical’ call, meaning that it
was to establish interest from local landowners and land managers who would be
keen to deliver Biodiversity Net Gain on their land. However, it did not represent
any commitment made on either the participants’ or Horsham District Council’s
side.

Following the inception meeting with Horsham District Council it was agreed that
an online consultation, via a dedicated microsite’ with an additional postal option
was to be used. The dissemination of the associated questionnaire was primarily
to be pursued through Horsham District Council contacts at Wilder Horsham and
the National Farmers Union. The green call for sites was also discussed with
Knepp Wildlife Foundation, in relation to Horsham District Council’s and the
Foundation’s shared objectives, engagement with landowners and other partners,
and availability of land for securing biodiversity net gain credits.

The microsite was developed in conjunction with key contacts from Horsham
District Council. It was essential that landowner expectations were appropriately

7 A set of webpages forming a dedicated site hosted within Temple’s web domain, with an associated
contact email address.

10
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managed throughout the consultation process. Therefore, the presentation of the
purpose of the call needed to be carefully designed. The microsite included key
information about the consultation, background information on biodiversity net
gain (including the scope of commitment required for offsetting provision), access
to the online call for sites questionnaire, information on GDPR and data privacy,
and FAQs (see Appendix 1). A monitored email inbox was also provided to
respond to questions and an option for postal responses was also provided. The
site was designed so that the data provided could be fed directly into the overall
study.

The Horsham District Council green call for sites was conducted from the 18th of
October until the 4th of November 2022.

The microsite was promoted through press releases in local newspaper, West
Sussex County Times, as well as through local networks newsletters and contact
lists including: Country Land and Business Association, Wilder Horsham, the
National Farmers Union, and the Council's ‘Stay Connected Network'. Contact was
also made with local Facebook groups ‘Horsham in Bloom’ and ‘Visit Horsham’, as
well as the Sussex Young Farmers Association requesting to promote the
consultation. Additionally, Temple and Horsham District Council shared promoted
launch of the consultation on social media accounts (Linkedin and Twitter).
Horsham District Council also shared the consultation with the Strategic Housing
and Economic Land Availability Assessment (SHELAA) database contacts, the
Agents Forum and via the Council’s planning website.

Green call site biodiversity net gain analysis

3.23

3.24

3.25

The purpose of the analysis of the green sites was to evaluate the availability and
capacity of land outside of the potential development sites to deliver biodiversity
compensation that could be used to offset losses or shortfall in delivery of
biodiversity net gain targets on site in developments in the district. This would
then provide an indication of the extent of biodiversity gain that could be
achieved.

Responses from interested parties were collated through the microsite into
Temple's GIS analysis platform, Areal. This provided the site boundaries with all of
the associated consultation data.

The likely baseline biodiversity units present at each site was established in a
similar way to the analysis of the development sites. Information provided by

11
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respondents and additional investigation of the habitats present using aerial
photography, online habitat datasets and information from Horsham District
Council was used to determine habitat type (and distinctiveness) and condition.
Green infrastructure and nature conservation strategies (principally Wilder
Horsham, the local nature recovery network) were included in the analysis to
determine the strategic significance. This information was entered into the
Natural England 3.1 metric to determine the baseline biodiversity unit value.

Based on the information provided by respondents, the nature of the baseline
habitats and professional experience of habitat enhancement and management, a
set of reasonable biodiversity enhancements was determined for each site. Where
assumptions were made regarding baseline habitats, enhancements were
restricted to improving condition rather than targeting improvement to a higher
distinctiveness habitat (e.g. enhancing “non-priority habitat” ponds from moderate
to good condition, but not trying to achieve “priority habitat” ponds) to avoid over-
estimation of achievable improvements. This was also entered into the metric
calculator to determine a potential post-intervention biodiversity unit value and
therefore determine the available net gain.

12
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4 Results

Local Plan example sites

4.1 Atotal of 44 sites were reviewed taking into account promoted sites, the potential
Local Plan allocations within the draft Local Plan considered at the July 2021
Cabinet meeting, Neighbourhood Plans and sites proposed through planning
applications. Three sites were large strategic residential and mixed use proposals;
the remainder were predominantly residential developments on greenfield sites,
with four commercial developments also on greenfield, ranging from 0.26 to 13.6
ha.

4.2 The sites were grouped into typologies as ‘small greenfield’ (up to c. 50 dwellings),
‘medium greenfield’ (up to c. 500 dwellings), ‘large strategic’, and ‘commercial’. All
large strategic sites were taken forward for assessment. Three sites were selected
to represent each of the small greenfield and medium greenfield site typologies
and two sites to represent the commercial typology. These sites were selected on
the basis of the level of existing information and being representative of the range
of developments. All of the sites considered are listed in Table 1; sites taken
forward for analysis are highlighted in bold type and their locations are mapped
on Figure 1 (Appendix 2).

Table 1: Summary of example sites considered

Dwellings/ Site area

Site name Typology floorspace (ha)
Graylands Estate SA363 Greenfield Commercial 9025sqm 3.2
Site
South of Star Road SA063 Greenfield Commercial Site | 9000sgm 3.9
Broomers Hill Business SA385 Greenfield Commercial Site | 7000sgm 2.7
Park
Southwater SA703 Greenfield Commercial 3000sgqm 1
employment site Site
Slaughterford Farm SA613 Low Density Brownfield Site | 30 1.9
Kilnwood Vale SA291 Medium Greenfield Site 350 13.3
Mercer Road SA568 Medium Greenfield Site 300 13.5
Glebe Farm SA742 Medium Greenfield Site 265 13.13
Hornbrook Farm SAQ74 Medium Greenfield Site 175 10
Broadridge Heath SA386 Medium Greenfield Site 150 6.82
Drovers Lane SA445 Medium Greenfield Site 150 10.2
Dunstons Farm SA433 Medium Greenfield Site 120 7.11
Church Road SA320 Medium Greenfield Site 80 4.92

13
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Site name Ref Typology Dwellings/ Site area
Number floorspace (ha)
Mousdell Close SA866 Medium Greenfield Site 75 2.27
Melton Drive SA361 & | Medium Greenfield Site 70 4.795
SA732
Pulborough Greendene SA112 Medium Greenfield Site 70 3.92
Guildford Road SA574 Medium Greenfield Site 60 4.9
Partridge Green SA274 Medium Greenfield Site 55 4.24
Rock Road SA384 Medium Greenfield Site 55 3.3
Sandgate Nurseries SA317 Medium Greenfield Site 55 3.06
Shoreham Road, Small SA538 Small Greenfield Site 40 5.47
Dole
Smugglers Lane SA006 Small Greenfield Site 50 3.3
Stream House SA873 Small Greenfield Site 40 1.9
Brook Hill and Cowfold SA076 & | Small Greenfield Site 35 1.95
Glebe SA083
West of Cowfold SA609 Small Greenfield Site 35 2.02
West of Cowfold SA610 & | Small Greenfield Site 35 2.03
SA611
Glayde Farm SA567 Small Greenfield Site 30 2.71
High Bar Lane SA039 Small Greenfield Site 25 0.95
Highfields, Codmore Hill SA556 Small Greenfield Site 25 1.26
Muntham Drive SA510 Small Greenfield Site 25 1.89
Bell Road SA071 Small Greenfield Site 20 0.73
Christs Hospital SA129 Small Greenfield Site 20 4.27
East Street Rusper SA872 Small Greenfield Site 20 0.91
North of Sandygate Lane | SA575 Small Greenfield Site 20 1.13
Hatches Estate SA066 Small Greenfield Site 15 0.9
Smock Alley SA429 Small Greenfield Site 15 243
Rusper Glebe SA080 Small Greenfield Site 12 0.57
East of Hatches Estate SA500 Small Greenfield Site 8 0.7
Church Farm House SA584 Small Greenfield Site 7 0.48
East Street, Rusper SA465 Small Greenfield Site 6 04
Pig Farm, Bucks Green SA794 Small Greenfield Site 6 0.26
West of Ifield SA101 Strategic Large Greenfield | 3250 170
Site
Land West of SA119 Strategic Large Greenfield | 1200 154
Southwater Site
Land East of SA118 Strategic Large Greenfield | 650 37
Billingshurst Site

4.3 In addition to the sites listed above, consideration has been given to potential

windfall sites. Most types of windfall sites would be covered by the typologies

14
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identified above, with the exception of brownfield developments. Therefore two
indicative windfall site typologies have been analysed?:

. Indicative Brownfield Windfall Site A - assumed to be existing built
environment with a total site area of 1.9ha, 95% developed for residential
houses and flats.

. Indicative Brownfield Windfall Site B - assumed to be existing built
environment with a total site area of 0.26ha, 97.5% developed for residential
flats.

The best reasonably achievable level of biodiversity net gain calculated for each
site is presented in Table 3°. This also shows the number of total biodiversity units
required in excess of those deliverable on site to achieve target levels of net gain
of +10%, +12%, +15%, +20% and +25%. The number of biodiversity units required
in excess of the assumed mandatory +10% is also shown in brackets. Where a net
gain of 10% is not achievable on site within the assumed parameters, the
additional area of land (to be taken from the net development area) required to
achieve this level is shown, along with the adjusted net to gross ratio and change
from the initial ratio. Costs are shown for off-site delivery of biodiversity offsetting
using a multiplier of £20,000 per biodiversity unit (as set out above in section
3.16). Full biodiversity net gain calculations for each site are provided in Appendix
3.

The output of the analysis presented in Table 3 is colour coded in relation to the
differing categories for net gain stated above, as shown in Table 2; where no
additional biodiversity units are required to achieve target levels, these are
indicated by light green shading.

8 Note, there is a slight variance with net to gross figures shown in Table 4 due to rounding.

° Biodiversity net gain results vary in some cases in relation to submitted planning documents or values
used to inform the emerging Local Plan evidence where these previous values were calculated using earlier
versions of the metric due to differences in the habitat value calculations.
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Table 2: Colour coding for biodiversity net gain outcome achievable on site within
existing development parameters

<0% (Net loss)
0%-9.9%
10%-11.9%
12%-14.9%
15%-19.9%
20%-24.9%
25% and over
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Site Name

Typology

Maximum Additional

BNG"
Increase

BU'"'/ cost
to achieve
10%

Adjusted
net to gross
ratio to
achieve
10%
(change)

Additional
BU/ cost to
achieve
12%

Additional
BU/ cost to
achieve 15%

temple

Table 3: Summary of best reasonable achievable biodiversity net gain compared to minimum 10% target on representative sites (values
required to achieve targets over those needed to achieve 10% are shown in parentheses)

Additional
BU/ cost to
achieve 20%

Additional
BU/ cost to
achieve 25%

Indicative Brownfield 0-£0 96% (0%) 0(0)-£0(£0) | 0O(0)-£0(£0) | O(0)-£0(£0) | 0(0)-£0(£0)
Windfall Site | (large)
A
Indicative Brownfield 0-£0 98% (0%) 0(0)-£0(£0) [ 0O(0)-£0(£0) | O(0)-£0(£0) | 0(0)-£0 (£0)
Windfall Site | (small)
B
Graylands Commercial | 1.93% 1.42 - 90% (-5%) 1.78 (0.35)- | 2.31(0.88)- |3.19(1.76)- | 4.07 (2.65) -
Estate Greenfield £28,400 £35,600 £46,200 £63,800 £81,400
(£7,000) (£17,600) (£35,200) (£53,000)
Southwater Commercial | 0.32% 0.43 - £8,600 | 54% (-6%) 0.51(0.09)- |0.65(0.22)- |0.87(0.44)- | 1.09(0.66) -
employment | Greenfield £10,200 £13,000 £17,400 £21,800
site (£1,800) (£4,400) (£8,800) (£13,200)
Land East of | Large 10.78% 0-£0 45% (0%) 1.94(3.18)- | 6.71(7.95)- | 14.66 (15.91) | 22.61 (23.86)
Billingshurst | Strategic £38,800 £134,200 -£293,200 - £452,200
Greenfield (£63,600) (£159,000) (£318,200) (£477,200)
Land West of | Large 13.31% 0-£0 27% (0%) 0(0)-£0(£0) | 21.11 (62.65) | 83.77 (125.3) | 146.42
Southwater Strategic -£422,200 -£1,675,400 | (187.95) -
Greenfield (£1,253,000) | (£2,506,000) | £2,928,400
(£3,759,000)

1 BNG = Biodiversity net gain

" BU = Biodiversity Units (as derived from the Natural England biodiversity net gain metric)
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Site Name Typology Maximum Additional  Adjusted Additional  Additional Additional Additional
BNG™" BU"'/ cost nettogross BU/costto BU/costto BU/costto BU/costto
Increase  to achieve ratio to achieve achieve 15% achieve 20% achieve 25%
10% achieve 12%
10%
(change)
West of Ifield | Large 7.29% 31.42 - 41% (-2%) 54.6 (23.18) - | 89.37(57.95) | 147.32 205.27
Strategic £628,400 £1,092,000 -£1,787,400 |(115.9) - (173.85) -
Greenfield (£463,600) (£1,159,000) | £2,946,400 £4,105,400
(£2,318,000) | (£3,477,000)
Church Road | Medium 0-£0 96% (0%) 0(0)-£0(£0) | 0(0)-£0(£0) | 0.07 (1.63)- | 0.89(2.45) -
Greenfield £1,400 £17,800
(£32,600) (£49,000)
Glebe Farm Medium 0-£0 75% (0%) 0(0)-£0(£0) | 0(0)-£0(£0) | 0.98 (4.05)- | 3.01 (6.08) -
Greenfield £19,600 £60,200
(£81,000) (£121,600)
Partridge Medium 0-£0 61% (0%) 0(0)-£0(£0) | 0(0)-£0(£0) | 0.14(1.74)- | 1.01 (2.61) -
Green Greenfield £2,800 £20,200
(£34,800) (£52,200)
High Bar Small 0.35-£7,000 | 61% (-6%) 0.41(0.07)- | 0.51(0.17)- |0.68(0.34)- | 0.85(0.5)-
Lane Greenfield £8,200 £10,200 £13,600 £17,000
(£1,400) (£3,400) (£6,800) (£10,000)
Smock Alley | Small 12.70% 0-£0 67% (0%) 0(0)-£0(£0) | 0.26 (0.56)- | 0.82(1.12)- | 1.38(1.68) -
Greenfield £5,200 £16,400 £27,600
(£11,200) (£22,400) (£33,600)
West of Small 5.00% 0.33-£6,600 | 97% (-3%) 0.46(0.13)- | 0.66(0.33)- | 0.99(0.66)- | 1.32(0.99) -
Cowfold Greenfield £9,200 £13,200 £19,800 £26,400
(£2,600) (£6,600) (£13,200) (£19,800)
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In order to assist viability assessment on the basis of a likely minimum 12% net
gain requirement, Table 4 presents the number of biodiversity units required in
excess of the 12% to achieve higher targets. Where a net gain of 12% is not
achievable on site within the assumed parameters, the additional area of land (to
be taken from the net development area) required to achieve this level is shown,
along with the adjusted net to gross ratio and change from the initial ratio. Costs
are shown for off-site delivery of biodiversity offsetting using a multiplier of
£20,000/BU (as set out above in section 3.16); colour coding for best achievable

outcomes is as shown in Table 2.
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Table 4: Summary of best reasonable achievable biodiversity net gain compared to minimum 12% target on representative sites

Total Extra Extra BU Extra BU Extra BU
Best . net to gross
reasonably iedibeks Additional ratio to G G Ll
Site Name Typology . cost to . (over 12%) (over 12%) (over 12%)
achievable . area to achieve . . .
BNG™ achieve . 12% to achieve to achieve to achieve
12% 15% 20% 25%
12% (ha) (change)
Indicative Windfall Brownfield
Site A (large) 0-£0 0 | 96% (0%) 0-£0 0-£0 0-£0
Indicative Windfall Brownfield
Site B (small) 0-£0 0 | 98% (0%) 0-£0 0-£0 0-£0
Commercial 1.78 - 0.53- 1.41 - 2.29 -
Graylands Estate Greenfield 1.93% | £35,600 0.23 | 88% (-7%) £10,600 £28,200 £45,800
Southwater Commercial 0.51 - 0.07 0.57 -
employment site Greenfield 0.32% | £10,200 53% (-7%) 0.13-£2,600 | 0.35-£7,000 | £11,400
Land East of Large Strategic 1.94 - 4.77 - 12.72 - 20.68 -
Billingshurst Greenfield 10.78% | £38,800 0.27 | 44% (-1%) £95,400 £254,400 £413,600
Land West of Large Strategic 37.59 - 100.24 - 162.89 -
Southwater Greenfield 13.31% | 0- £0 0 | 27% (0%) £751,800 £2,004,800 £3,257,800
Large Strategic 54.6 - 34.77 - 92.72 - 150.67 -
West of Ifield Greenfield 7.29% | £1,092,000 7.57 | 39% (-4%) £695,400 £1,854,400 £3,013,400
Medium 1.31 - 212 -
Church Road Greenfield 0-£0 0 | 96% (0%) 0-£0 £26,200 £42,400
Medium 3.24 - 5.27 -
Glebe Farm Greenfield 0-£0 0 | 75% (0%) 0-£0 £64,800 £105,400
Medium 1.39 - 2.27 -
Partridge Green Greenfield 0-£0 0 | 61% (0%) 0-£0 £27,800 £45,400

12 BNG = Biodiversity net gain
13 BU = Biodiversity Units (as derived from the Natural England biodiversity net gain metric)
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Best Total Extra f\‘giutitefoss Extra BU Extra BU Extra BU
reasonabl BU™and Additional ratio tf al @ al @ 20| 0
Site Name Typology . y cost to ) (over 12%) (over 12%) (over 12%)
achievable . area to achieve . . .
- achieve . to achieve to achieve to achieve
BNG achieve 12%
12% 15% 20% 25%
12% (ha) (change)
Small
High Bar Lane Greenfield 0.41 - £8,200 0.06 | 60% (-7%) 0.1 -£2,000 0.27 - £5,400 | 0.44 - £8,800
Small 0.89 - 1.45 -
Smock Alley Greenfield 12.70% | 0 - £0 0 | 67% (0%) 0.34-£6,800 | £17,800 £29,000
Small 0.53 - 0.86 -
West of Cowfold Greenfield 5.00% | 0.46 - £9,200 0.06 | 96% (-4%) 0.2-£4,000 | £10,600 £17,200
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Green call for sites

4.7

4.8

4.9

Sixteen separate submissions where received online in total. Seven postal
requests were sent out, with zero returns. During the consultation period, emails
from twelve individuals in the dedicated Horsham expressions of interest inbox
resulted in further conversations, submissions and requests to be informed on
updates to Horsham District Council's biodiversity net gain approach moving
forward.

Sites ranged from 1.55ha to 89.81ha and included a range of habitat types,
although generally dominated by cereal crops and modified grassland. These sites
are summarised in Table 5. Full response details are provided in Appendix 4 and
biodiversity net gain calculations are provided in Appendix 5. The locations of
these sites are shown in Figure 2 (Appendix 2), alongside mapping of the Wilder
Horsham draft Nature Recovery Network areas.

Dialogue with Knepp Wildlife Foundation demonstrated alignment and potential
synergies in the delivery of positive, landscape level outcomes for biodiversity that
both Horsham District Council and the Foundation seek to achieve. For example,
the Foundation's involvement in stakeholder engagement, dialogue and training
could support Horsham District Council’s role in delivering mandatory biodiversity
net gain for 30 or more years in a way that is more integrated and sustainable
than would be possible without partnership working.
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Table 5: Summary of green call for sites responses

ENEINE
Bu14

Enhanced

temple

Net BU

Net BU %

Site reference
Barns Green Road,
Coolham, North of

Habitats present

Opportunities for enhancement

Change cereal crops to other

Value

BU Value

Gain

Gain

Wisteria Place 2.54 | Cereal crops neutral grassland 5.84 22.76 16.92 289.64%
Built linear features, Change cereal crops to other
cereal crops, ponds neutral grassland, enhance
(non-priority habitat), condition of other woodland, and
Bury St Austens Farm | 72.36 | other woodland ponds (non-priority habitat) 179.06 651.62 472.56 263.92%
Change cereal crops to other
East Clayton Farm 29.95 | Cereal crops neutral grassland 68.89 230.58 161.69 234.73%
Change cereal crops to other
neutral grassland, enhance
Cereal crops, mixed condition of mixed scrub, and
Lambs Green, Rusper 7.34 | scrub, other woodland other woodland 47.49 71.99 24.2 50.63%
Enhance condition of fens (upland
Fen, mixed scrub, other | and lowland), mixed scrub, and
Land at Knepp 27.12 | woodland other woodland 354.84 400.43 45.58 12.85%
Change cereal crops to other
Land at Little neutral grassland, enhance
Thakeham Farm, Cereal crops, mixed condition of mixed scrub, and
Storrington 89.81 | scrub, other woodland other woodland 316.6 838.31 521.71 164.79%
Change modified grassland to
Modified grassland, other neutral grassland, enhance
Land at Old Camp other woodland, ponds | condition of other woodland, and
Farm, Brighton Road 12.29 | (non-priority habitat) ponds (non-priority habitat) 79.12 120.71 41.59 52.56%

4 BU = Biodiversity Units (as derived from the Natural England biodiversity net gain metric)
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Net BU

Net BU %

Site reference

Habitats present

Modified grassland,

Opportunities for enhancement
Change modified grassland to
other neutral grassland, enhance

Value

BU Value

Gain

Gain

Land at the other woodland, ponds | condition of other woodland, and
Hermitage, Tower Hill 1.55 | (non-priority habitat) ponds (non-priority habitat) 5.67 13.48 7.81 137.94%
Land East of School
Lane, Steyning Road, Change cereal crops to other
Wiston 4.06 | Cereal crops neutral grassland 8.93 34.80 25.87 289.64%
Change cereal crops to other
Land West of Cereal crops, other neutral grassland, enhance
Kingsfold 24.50 | woodland condition of other woodland 88.42 220.84 132.42 149.76%
Change cereal crops to other
Langley Fields 5.98 | Cereal crops neutral grassland 13.16 51.26 38.1 289.64%
Change modified grassland to
Long House, Long Modified grassland, other neutral grassland, enhance
House Lane, Cowfold 3.33 | other woodland condition of other woodland 17.91 30.09 12.17 67.95%
Change cereal crops to other
Mayes Park (North) 13.41 | Cereal crops neutral grassland 30.84 120.18 89.33 289.64%
Change cereal crops to other
Cereal crops, other neutral grassland, enhance
Mayes Park (South) 21.40 | woodland condition of other woodland 62.19 195.85 133.65 214.91%
Enhance condition of fens (upland
Fen, mixed scrub, other | and lowland), mixed scrub, other
woodland, ponds (non- woodland, and ponds (non-priority
Mount Wood 5.28 | priority habitat) habitat) 48.58 61.60 13.03 26.82%
Change cereal crops to other
Theale Farm 3.70 | Cereal crops neutral grassland 8.51 33.16 24.65 289.64%
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Discussion and Conclusions

Local Plan example sites

Analysis of the best reasonably achievable biodiversity net gain showed a range in
the potential on site delivery of biodiversity net gain. The figures presented in
Table 3 and Table 4 above should be taken forward to inform the Local Plan
viability assessment by applying the additional costs as a factor alongside other
cost considerations.

For large strategic sites; Southwater delivers over 13%, Billingshurst delivers just
over 10% and West of Ifield delivers a little under 10%. The variation in these
figures depends largely on the quality of the baseline habitats and the potential
for enhancement of retained features. These figures indicate that at least 10% net
gain would be achievable on site within the assumed development parameters on
two out of the three sites. Offsetting or adjustment of net-to gross ratios would be
required to achieve higher levels of net gain, which will be tested by the viability
assessment.

Medium greenfield sites were consistently well above 15% biodiversity net gain.
This is largely because the sites were generally poor baseline habitats, which could
easily be compensated within the site boundary through habitat creation. From
this sample, it would be reasonable to suggest that a 15% minimum requirement
for this type of site would be achievable, subject to the findings of the viability
assessment.

Small greenfield sites were more variable with one site over 13%, one at 5% and
one a slight net loss. Small sites often have a much lower proportion of land
available outside the development footprint, so where there is habitat of any
value, such as grassland that is not heavily modified, it is not usually possible to
achieve a significant gain on site. However, as the baseline habitats for these sites
are rarely of high biodiversity value, and the areas are relatively small, the
additional cost of offsetting may not be large. Viability testing for minimum levels
of net gain over 10% will be required to determine whether these additional costs
would be viable.

Neither of the commercial/ employment sites tested delivered significant net gain,
with both delivering under 2%. Both sites included areas of medium
distinctiveness grassland habitats, which would not be possible to compensate for
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and enhance within the site boundary in the area available outside the
development plot. The other two commercial sites shown in Table 1 are similar in
baseline features, consisting of grassland and scrub. In these cases, and any
similar commercial windfall sites, significant offsetting would be required, which
will need to be viability tested, however other windfall sites on low value
greenfield sites would be much more likely to deliver significant net gain.

The indicative brownfield sites allow for delivery of high levels of net gain, over
25%. Brownfield sites tend to be highly sensitive to variances in baseline and the
type of scheme. Sites that predominantly comprise built infrastructure can
achieve very high percentage gains with fairly low levels of intervention, whereas
those with even relatively small amounts of habitat, even low distinctiveness, can
be very hard to improve or in many cases avoid net loss. The low value and small
scale of such features, however, generally means that the cost of offsetting is
relatively low. Derelict brownfield sites that have been partially or wholly colonised
by vegetation are better considered as similar to greenfield sites as they can
support habitats of value that can be difficult to compensate for in an urban
environment.

Of the sites tested, the strategic, medium greenfield and brownfield sites could
either achieve at least 12% biodiversity net gain on site within the existing
parameters, or could achieve this with no more than 2% reduction in net to gross
ratio. Itis therefore likely that a 12% minimum net gain target would be
reasonable for these typologies, although this will require viability testing to
confirm.

The commercial or small greenfield sites tested generally could not achieve 12%
net gain on site if this were to be set as a minimum requirement. To achieve a 12%
net gain on site, the commercial sites would require a 7% to 50% reduction in net
to gross ratio and the small greenfield sites would require 0% to 7% reduction.
These adjustments to net to gross ratios will need to be taken into consideration,
alongside off site offsetting costs, for viability assessment to test if a 12%
minimum biodiversity net gain target is feasible for these typologies.

Limitations on the application of the results for future Local Plan sites

5.9

The typology approach is a recognised method for viability assessment that allows
for a relatively large number of sites to be represented efficiently with a suitable
degree of accuracy. It is not intended, however, to provide a detailed assessment
of every available potential development site, so there will be a significant degree
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of variation between sites that is not directly captured in this assessment. Even
where this assessment and/ or the subsequent plan viability assessment find that
a given level of biodiversity net gain is feasible and achievable across a typology,
this does not guarantee that this will be the case for all sites proposed.

Analysis of the representative sites has been carried out as an estimation, using
available planning information, aerial imagery and desk-based data gathering.
These assessments cannot be taken to replace the need for detailed site survey
and ecological and biodiversity net gain assessments to support individual
planning applications.

Green call for sites

The sixteen sites received from the green call for sites consultation have capacity
to deliver a range of habitats; areas of agricultural grassland and crops have
generally been assumed to provide opportunities to create scrub planting and
wildflower grassland'®, although nutrient levels may prevent creation of high
quality meadow within a reasonable timescale. Woodland planting on these areas
is possible and would be desirable in the landscape context for many sites,
although it returns relatively low rates of biodiversity units due to the time taken
to establish, and is relatively expensive to establish on a per biodiversity unit
basis.

Other habitats included woodland, grassland and wetland habitats that would be
suitable for enhancement through dedicated management for biodiversity.

These sites are all closely linked to areas identified in the Wilder Horsham draft
Local Nature Recovery Network. Three sites are adjacent to target areas, seven
sites partially overlap and six lie almost entirely within the network of target areas.
This is of value for building resilience and connectivity within the Nature Recovery
Network and strategy.

The Nature Recovery Network areas also provide significant opportunities for
biodiversity offsetting and delivery of overall biodiversity improvements across
the district, which are significantly greater than the capacity of the sites identified
in the green call.

1> wildflower grassland, classified as ‘Other neutral grassland’ in Good condition; nutrient levels are likely to
prevent reversion to priority lowland meadow habitat within a reasonable timescale
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5.15 The cumulative capacity for these sites to deliver biodiversity net gains within the
district, based on the reasonable scenarios developed, total 1761.28 biodiversity
units. The number of units required to offset all of the example sites listed in
Table 1 at the maximum assessed net gain of 25% is 374.41 biodiversity units. This
demonstrates that these sites from the green call alone have capacity to deliver
more than four times the offsetting requirement for the example sites listed in
Table 1, which would adequately provide for these representative’® sites and any
windfall sites likely to come forward.

5.16 The green call study shows that, combined with the wider Horsham Nature
Recovery Network, there is significant scope to improve biodiversity across the
district over and above that required to offset proposed developments.

Limitations on the application of the results for the Green Call

5.17 The Green Call consultation was intended as an evidence-gathering approach to
landowners to test the potential availability of sites for biodiversity offsetting. No
commitment was implied in the process, so there is no guarantee that sites put
forward for this study would become available in a formal green call for sites.
Conversely, due to the timescales for delivery in line with programme set, it is
possible that a number of additional sites could have been proposed if the
consultation had remained open longer. However, the level of response for this
call was in line with other recently published consultations such as Winchester City
Council and Greater Cambridge Shared Planning.

'6 The sites are only example / representative sites and no presumption should be made over future officer
recommendations and what may form Council agreed site allocations.
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https://horsham.moderngov.co.uk/documents/s17756/6%20Appendix%206%20-%20Site%20Assessment%20Summary.pdf
https://kentnature.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/Viability-Assessment-of-Biodiversity-Net-Gain-in-Kent-June-2022.pdf
https://kentnature.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/Viability-Assessment-of-Biodiversity-Net-Gain-in-Kent-June-2022.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/1005759/NPPF_July_2021.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/1005759/NPPF_July_2021.pdf
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/6049804846366720
https://www.southdowns.gov.uk/south-downs-local-plan-review/call-for-sites-2022/
http://sussexlnp.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/24.-Natural-Capital-Investment-Strategy_ADOPTED_Final_Dec-2019.pdf
http://sussexlnp.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/24.-Natural-Capital-Investment-Strategy_ADOPTED_Final_Dec-2019.pdf
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Appendix 1: Green call for sites -
supporting information
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Expression of Interest: Green Call for Sites within Horsham
District

Purpose of this expression of interest (EOI)

We want to know if landowners and managers have land that could potentially be made
available for habitat creation for use as a biodiversity net gain (BNG) offset site.

The Environment Act 2021 introduced, subject to Regulations, a planning condition for
at least 10% BNG that must be met before development may commence. The habitat is
to be secured for at least 30 years. The Regulations are expected to be in place in
November 2023. BNG can be delivered within a development site or, where this is not
possible, it can be delivered through habitat creation off-site (this is called offsetting) or
via statutory (national) biodiversity credits. For more information see the guidance note.

Temple has been commissioned by Horsham District Council to undertake a study that
seeks to understand the level of BNG that can be delivered within development sites
and whether local landowners can help contribute to the delivery of BNG. A key aim of
the study is to establish an appropriate BNG target for the district and to provide robust
evidence which will inform the council’'s emerging Local Plan. The EOI data collected by
Temple will help to provide an understanding of the potential for biodiversity offsetting
within the District of Horsham which is to be addressed in the study.

This green call for sites is therefore an invitation for landowners to propose land parcels
that they are happy to be used to deliver biodiversity net gain (BNG) for at least 30
years. This is a theoretical exercise whereby the submission of a site does not represent
a commitment from the landowner, Temple or HDC to progress to delivery.

Use of information provided

The information collected in the response forms will be used by Temple to inform the
study being undertaken for Horsham District Council. The study will depict the land
available for BNG. The information collected will be passed on to Horsham District
Council and Council officers may contact respondents in connection with the study prior
to the adoption of the emerging Local Plan. The study will provide important
background evidence to the Local Plan.

By responding you are accepting that your response and the information within it will
be in the public domain, and that it may be disclosed if requested under the Freedom of
Information Act. However, any published information will not contain personal details of
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individuals. Further information about how personal information is processed can be
found here (address to privacy notice).

How to respond to the EOI

The response involves completing the questionnaire and identifying the land available
for BNG offsetting using the online mapping tool.

<Please click here to access the questionnaire.>
For more information on how to respond to this expression of interest (EOI), please see
the FAQs.
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FAQs
How will HDC use the information obtained from the EO/?

It is for theoretical purposes only to help inform how much land is potentially available
in Horsham District for the enhancement of biodiversity for the purposes of BNG
offsetting.

This is being explored due to national requirements being introduced that will require
development to deliver the minimum requirement of 10% biodiversity net gain (BNG)
that is included in the Environment Act, and that is expected to be in place in November
2023.

Temple is therefore undertaking a study for Horsham District Council (HDC) which
explores how the 10% BNG is likely to be delivered in the District and, also, if a higher
percentage of BNG could be delivered in the District.

This green call for sites will therefore inform this study. There is an expression of
interest only and you will not be held to any commitments through responding to this
EOL.

What benefit is there to a landowner if just theoretical?

In the future and subject to appropriate agreements BNG can provide the opportunity
for landowners to obtain funding for creating habitat on their land that will contribute
to BNG targets. Following the Environment Act 2021, both the private and public sector
are exploring biodiversity offsetting schemes whereby ‘biodiversity units’ derived from
habitat created by landowners / land managers can be purchased by developers so that
they can achieve BNG. This EOI will pull together initial essential information that could
inform a future offsetting scheme.

It is likely that either a private or public sector body will take into account the sites
submitted as they look to co-ordinate a BNG offset scheme, potentially offering support
and land management advice to landowners and managers that wish to become
involved in the scheme.

In addition, or alternatively, evidence of a clear intent to make land available for BNG
may open up other funding streams and / or appropriate land management advice
from recognised nature conservation bodies.
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Can my details and the land parcel be kept confidential and anonymous?

For the purposes of this exercise anonymous submissions cannot be taken into account
and neither can the site details be kept confidential.

The information obtained from the EQI will provide important background evidence and
inform HDC's emerging Local Plan. As such its validity will be tested, which means we
must be confident the information is accurate.

This is necessary in case landownership or any other information in an EOl is contested.
Appropriate measures to comply with General Data Protection Regulations (GDPR) will
be implemented, including the redaction of some personal information in Temple’s
report on the green call for sites to HDC. Additionally, both Temple and HCD will delete
irrelevant personal data once the Local Plan is past any legal challenge (e.g. held for at
least 6 weeks after the Local Plan has been adopted or once the judicial review period
and any challenges have been concluded).

What type of land is suitable as a BNG offset site?

Any land could be used for habitat creation and/or management to improve
biodiversity, in addition to any existing commitments, for at least 30 years.

This information will inform our study by providing an understanding of the extent of
land available and the nature of biodiversity improvements that could be achieved.

What is a BNG land parcel?

A BNG land parcel is the area of land, within an overall land holding, that would be
suitable to be considered as a BNG offset site, through habitat creation or management
to increase biodiversity.

How can | respond to this EOI?

Please respond to this EOI via the online questionnaire which asks a series of questions
about the land parcels proposed as potential BNG offset sites covering land ownership
and management, current use and future commitments, and constraints and
opportunities for habitat creation. There is an associated online mapping tool (see
below) with which the location and extent of each land parcel should be drawn.

How do [ fill in the online response form for multiple BNG land parcels?

If you have multiple BNG land parcels within your site, or across different landholdings,
please fill out a separate response form for each parcel.
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How much detail do I need to provide?

Please provide as much detail as is known in response to each question. However, do
not worry if you cannot answer all the questions in full.

How do | provide the mapped information?

Below the questionnaire there is an interactive tool to allow you to draw the land parcel
that you are proposing for BNG purposes. This must be completed before you can
submit your EOI and involves the following four steps:

1. Locate the area of the land parcel using the Pan <Pan button image> and Zoom
<Zoom button image> buttons.

2. Once in the correct location, click on the Sketch <Sketch button image> button,
this starts your sketch session. To sketch the land parcel you click down with
your mouse where you want to begin the sketch - you need to keep the mouse
clicked down throughout the duration of the sketch.

3. Move your mouse to draw the shape on the map. When you get back to the start
point of the sketch you should release the mouse button

4. To end the sketch session and complete your land parcel sketch. If you are
happy with the sketch, click the Confirm button. If you wish to improve the
sketch click the Sketch button again and repeat the above process.

If I can’t submit the online form, is there another way to submit my EO/?

If you are unable to respond online you may request a postal pack through
horshameoi@templegroup.co.uk. Please provide your name and postal address for this

option, as well as the number of land parcels you wish to submit.

You will receive a questionnaire allowing you to provide details of land potentially
available for BNG offsetting, which we will ask you to complete and return to the postal
address provided. You will also need to provide a map clearly marked with the outline
of the land areas available and annotated with any specific details referred to in the
guestionnaire response.

Further Questions

If you have any further questions, please contact horshameoci@templegroup.co.uk. This

inbox will be monitored until the end of the consultation on 31/10/2022".

7 Please note, the consultation was extended by a week and closed on 4th November 2022.
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Privacy Notice

This Privacy Notice explains how the Temple will hold and process your information
during this expression of interest (green call for sites).

Temple are the data controllers of your personal data and the data processer.

In relation to your personal data we are committed to collecting, using and protecting it
appropriately. This privacy notice explains:

e The rights and choices you have in relation to the personal data that we hold

about you,

e Why we collect and use your personal data,

e The type of personal data that we collect, and

e When and why we will share personal data with other organisations
Your rights

You have certain rights under UK Data Protection law including:

e The right to be informed

e The right of access to your personal data

e The right of rectification (to have any inaccuracies corrected)
e The right of erasure (to have your records deleted)

e Theright to restrict processing

e The right to data portability

e Theright to object

e Rights in relation to automated decision-making and profiling

More information about your rights is available on the website of the Information

Commissioner's Office. If you have a concern about the way that we are collecting or

using your personal data, we ask that you contact horshameoi@templegroup.co.uk. Or you

can contact the Information Commissioner's Office.

Why we need your personal data

We are undertaking a task that falls under Article 6 (1)(a) & (e) within GDPR, which
means that we need to process personal data as part of carrying out a public task,
defined as ‘processing is necessary for the performance of a task carried out in the
public interest or in the exercise of official authority vested in the controller’.
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As this exercise is to fulfil Horsham District Councils statutory plan making duty,
processing this data is necessary for the performance of a task (statutory plan making
and associated policy work) carried out in the public interest or in the exercise of official
authority vested in the Council.

What we collect and how it is shared

Temple will collect personal details including names, addresses and other contact
details. This information will be passed on to HDC who will then be responsible for this
information.

Expressions received are not confidential and information received in relation to the
site and its availability will be published may be published as part of the Local Plan
preparation or a freedom of information request and this may include the site address
and the name of the site owner. All other personal information will be omitted or
redacted - this includes the contact details and signatures of individuals.

How long the information is kept for

Temple will retain personal details for 6 months after this consultation has finished,
after which it will be deleted or destroyed.

How to contact us

If you have any questions about this process, please contact:
horshameoi@templegroup.co.uk

If you decide that you want to withdraw from the EOI or you want to have any

information deleted after Temple has completed the study, please contact HDC at
strategic.planning@horsham.gov.uk
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Guidance Note - What is Biodiversity Net Gain

Biodiversity net gain delivers measurable improvements for biodiversity by creating or
enhancing habitats in association with development. Biodiversity net gain can be
achieved on-site, off-site or through a combination of on-site and off-site measures.

Under the Environment Act 2021 all planning permissions granted in England (with a
few exemptions) will have to deliver at least 10% biodiversity net gain from an as yet
unconfirmed date, expected to be in November 2023 and the created habitats will need
to be secured for at least 30 years.

Biodiversity net gain is concerned with measuring changes in habitats, which are a
proxy for the biodiversity they support, which is too complex to be readily evaluated.

Natural England have produced a biodiversity metric (currently version 3.1 ) calculator
which will be the standard used to calculate net change in biodiversity as required
under the Environment Act. This tool assigns values to habitats present prior to
development according to a number of factors: distinctiveness (ecological value),
condition and strategic significance, which are multiplied with habitat areas to provide a
score in ‘biodiversity units'. Post-development habitats are evaluated in the same way,
also taking account of additional risk factors in relation to time and difficulty of habitat
creation to provide a biodiversity unit score. Compensatory habitat must of sufficient
extent and distinctiveness to provide a minimum 10% uplift in biodiversity units.

Development that affects habitat types of higher distinctiveness is discouraged because
they have a greater number of biodiversity units for a given area, that require a
comparatively greater area of compensatory habitat to achieve 10% net gain. In
addition, the ‘mitigation hierarchy’ requires that loss of important habitat it avoided or
minimised, and only loss that is demonstrably unavoidable can be addressed through
compensation in accordance with the biodiversity metric. This is also addressed by
‘trading down’ rules, which prevent replacement of high value habitats with larger areas
of lower value habitats. Certain habitats such as ancient woodland are irreplaceable
and, therefore, cannot be included in a biodiversity net gain assessment. Their loss can
only be considered in wholly exceptional circumstances and with specific compensatory

measures.

Wherever possible biodiversity net gain should usually be provided within the site
affected by development, by retaining high distinctiveness habitats and replacement of
habitats of lower distinctiveness with those of a greater value. In cases where
biodiversity net gain cannot be fully achieved on site, then a developer may offset the
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shortfall with habitat creation in the vicinity. The Environment Act requires local
planning authorities to prepare spatial strategies for nature: ‘Local Nature Recovery
Strategies, that will provide guidance on the types and location of habitat that should
be created in their area. The delivery biodiversity net gain will also involve local
communities, landowners and farmers, especially where delivery of biodiversity net
gain happens off the development site and there is a need to identify sites for habitat
compensation.

The application of biodiversity net gain at the site level and circumstances in which
offsite compensation is required are illustrated in the Biodiversity Metric 3 user guide
and reproduced below. This material was prepared before the requirement for a
minimum 10% net gain and instead refers to avoiding net loss of biodiversity.
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BOX 2-2: Practical application

To calculate the change in biodiversity unit value resulting from a development (or other
intervention) you first survey and then divide the site up into distinct parcels of differing habitat type
and condition (i.e. the same habitat type in different condition should be recorded separately within
the metric).

Using this information, you can calculate the baseline (or pre-intervention) biodiversity unit value of
each habitat parcel using the free calculation tool provided for use with biodiversity metric 3.0.

Next, using your design plans for the development you calculate the biodiversity unit value for the
habitats that are expected to be retained, plus the values for any enhanced or newly created
habitats (post-intervention).

The change in biodiversity is worked out by subtracting the site’s baseline biodiversity unit value
from the sum of post-intervention values for retained, created and enhanced habitats. This is then
combined with any off-site gains to give a final biodiversity unit value from which net gain or loss
for the scheme can be assessed. This is illustrated in the graphic below:

Development
site
Pre-intervention Biodiversity units of habitat Sub-totals
‘baseline’

NN
The site survey \\\Q:\. N 135
: NV
identifies two NN » units
habitat types: A \\\& A
and B. RN

75 unats 60 units

Post-intervention LOSSES of habitats A and B
The development \ X
footprint will ‘ 70
destroy about ni
two-thirds of the L
habitat on site,

20 units

RETAINED habitat

40
units

40 units

The remaining
area of habitat B
is retained

The remaining ENHANCED habitat

habitat A is ~

enhanced, for

example, by

improving its -

condition, which 25 units enhanced to give
an additional 25 units

uplifts its unit total = 50 uni
ke { units )

units

(retained + enhanced) — baseline = change in beodiversity
(40 + 50) — 135 = - 45 units

45 units of off-site compensation is required to avoid a biodiversity loss, or the design
could be revisited to reduce losses
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Appendix 2: Figures

Figure 1: Example sites assessed (1 page)

Figure 2: Green call for sites & Nature Recovery Networks (4 pages)
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Appendix 3: Example Sites
biodiversity net gain calculations

Note: some data may require viewing at greater than 100% zoom for clarity, particularly
on smaller or low-resolution screens.
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Indicative Windfall Site A (Large Brownfield) Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Habitats and areas Distinctivenes Condition Strategic significance Eculug_ical
= . baseline
Suggested action to
Ref| Broad Habitat Habitat Type Area Distinctivenes Condition Swategic significance address habitat losses Total h_ahltat
[hectares] | s units
1 Urban Wacandderglict land! bareground 04 Low Foor Arealcompensation nat in local strategy! | Same dlstujnc:tluene:ss ar better 020
no local strategy habitat requiredz
2 Urban Developedland; sealed surface 14043 W Low MM - Other Arealsompensation notin local strategyt Compensation Mot Required 0.0a
no local stratequ
3 rban Built linear features 0.353 W Low MM = Other Arealsompensation notin local strategyl Compensation Mot Required 0.0a
no local strategu
q Heathland and shrub Bramble zcrub 003 Medium Condition Arealcompensation not in local strategyl 012
BAzzeszment MIA no local strategy
5 | Sparsely vegetated land FuderslEphemeral 0oz Low oo Arealcompensation not in local strategu! | Same dISlII-'lclI'.'E'I'lE.EE or better 004
no local strategu habitat required 2
| Total habitat area | 1.91 | 0_36
Retention category biodiversity value
Area Aron | DOSCNNCESENE e
retaine |enhance | © I..II'I-II:S s ; Units lost
d d retaine | enhance | habitat lost
0.0 0.00 010 0.z20
0.0 0.o0 1.40 0.00
0.0 0.00 0.56 0.00
0.03 0.o0 0.1z 0.o0 0.o0
0.0 0.00 0.0z 0.04
000 0.03 000 012 1.58 024
Total area lost [excluding area of 188
Urban trees and Green walls) -
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Post development! post interrention babitats

Distinctivens | Conditio Strateqic siguificamce Temporal multiplier Difficult
Area Fimal time to Fimal Habitat
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat [hectares | Distinctivene I ondition T s e Srandard or ad|Ist_t_d Rime to target target difficalty wnits
] == condition conditionlyea . delivered
= of creation
Urban Developed land; sealed surface 15133 W.low M, - Other Arealcompenzation nat in local strategy! Etandard time to target condition applicd o Mledium .00
no lacal skrakeqy
Condition Areatcompensation not in local strategy!
Urban Wegetated garden 003 Lo Assessment pen= . a e Standard time ta karget condition applicd 1 Law 0.06
Wi no local strategy
Grazzland Other neutral grazsland 0025 Pedium Maderate Areafcompenzation not in lacal strategy! Standard time ta karget condition applicd 5 Law oar
no local strategy
Condition Areatcompensation not in local strategy!
Urban Intraduced shrub om Lo Assessment pen= . a e Standard time ta karget condition applicd 1 Law 0.0z
Wi no local strategy
Urban Urban Tree 0.005 Medium Maderate Arealcompenzation nat in local strategy! Etandard time to target condition applicd 27 Lo 0oz
no lacal skrakegy
Total habitat area 1.88 026
Site Area [Excluding area of Urbas trees and Grees Ialls]l 1.88
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Indicative Windfall Site A (Large Brownfield) Habitat Enhancement Biodiversity Metric Calculation

1 — - - -
S — Post developmentd post intervention habitaks
Earzeline habitat Ch in dictincti d diti
ASEURE RamAE Proposed Habitat [Pre-populated bat can be overridden] PR T BB ECES S el LD A
rea oo
Baceli [hectares (T e Condition
:Stfllt Baceline habitat Proposed Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Distinctiveness change Condition change ] =
e
4 Heathland and shrub - Eramble scrub Heathland and shrab Mized scrub Fedium - Medium Condltlonh.::;::;::lcnt e 003 Medium Moderate
LINEY
Strategic sigmificamce Temporal risk multiplier D'"_"::"’
— = Habitat
Fimal time to A A
Srandard dinsted ti 3 G Fimal umits
Strategic siguificamce Andard or adpe= _t_ e a_r_ge difficulty of | delivered
to target condition conditiondyea
enbancement
=
Areatcompensation nokin local strategyd no | Ekandard time ko t.:.rgct condition 5 Low Doe
lacal strategy applied
20
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Indicative Windfall Site B (Small Brownfield) Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Habitats and areas Lz e ronEs Condition Strategic significance Ecolog-ical
s . baseline
Suggested action to ————
Ref| Broad Habitat Habitat Type Area Distinctivenes Condition Swategic significance address habitat losses Toral h_abltat
[hectares] | = units
1 Urban Vacantiderelict lsnd! bareground 0oz Low Foor Arealcompensation not in local strategy! | Same dlstu.'nc:tll.lenetss or better 0 04
nolocal strategy habitat required =
2 Urban Developedland; sealed surface 02764 WV Low MG = Olther Areaicompensation not inlocal strategyf Compensation Nat Required 0.0a
nolocal strategu
3
4
5
5]
L7 |
Total habitat area 024 004
Retention category biodiversity value
DIz el [ a3z eTne
Area Area ) ) Area
retaine |enhance | £ un_lts L _ Units lost
d d retaine | enhance | habitat lost
0.00 0.oo 0.0z 0.04
0.00 0.oo 0.2z 0.00
000 000 000 0.00 0. 24 0.04
Total area lost [excluding area of 0.24
Urban trees and Green walls) )
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Site Area (Excluding area of Urban trees and Green walls

No habitat enhancement practically achievable

Post devel ent/’ post intervention habi
Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Temporal multiplier Difficulty Habitat
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat S Final time to Final saits
(hectares) | Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Standard or ndjusted time to target condition target difficulty of ST
condition’years | creation | "
Urban Developed lznd,; s=zled surice 024 VLow N/A-Other Standard tims to targat condition applisd 0 Nadium 0.00
Hezthiznd 2nd shrub Mixad scrub 0.0054 Medivan Moderate Standard tims to target condition appliad 5 Low 0.04
Urban Urban Trez 0.0041 Madium Standard tims to targst condition applisd 27 Low 001
Totnl habitat area 025 0.06
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Graylands Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Habitats and areas L ireimres Condition Strategic significance Ecolog-ical
s . baseline
Suggested action to
Ref| Broad Habitat Haksitat Type Area Distinctivenes Condition Strategic significance address habitat losses Total h_.abltat
[hectares] | s units
1 Grazsland Madified qrazsland 795 Low Moderate Location ecologically desirable but notin | Same distil_'uctiuenetss or better 1293
local strategu habitat required =
2 ‘whoodland and forest Other woodland, braadleaved 0.43 Medium Moderate Location ecolagically desirable butnat in 422
lacal strategy
. ’ Location ecologizally desirable but not in
3 Heathland and shrub Mired scrub 0.05 Medium Maderate 0.d44
local strategu
4
5
&
T
[i]
Total habitat area 3.48 1764
Retention category biodiversity value
Area Area DaSE-II'ﬂ_'mE-TIhE P
retaine |enhance | © VNS units . Units lost
d d retaine [ enhance | habitat lost
0.00 0.0a 295 12.93
0.4a3 0.00 422 0.oo 0.o0
0.00 0.0a 0.05 0.d4
0.00 048 000 4 22 3.00 13.42
Total area lost [excluding area of 3.00
Urban trees and Green walls] :
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Post develor / post intervention habitats
Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Temporal multiplier Difficulty
Habitat
c c Area - - Final time to Final =
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat L . L Standard or adjusted time to target umits
Condition i
(hectares)| Distinctiveness Strategic significance o - . t_a?'get d.l.ﬁicmrjr of deliv 3
ondition‘years creation
Location ec: irable but not in - .
Urban 1.8 WV.Low LA - Other = - ) HRetn Standard time to target condition applied o Medium
Crassland Cther neutral grassland 1 Medium Good Location &2 crat sirable butnotin Standard time to target condition applied 10 Low 524
strategy
Heathland and shrub 01 Medium Standard time to target condition applied o Low 092
Urban Urban Tree 0.3 Medium able but not in Standard time to target condition applied 27 Low 1.01
Lakes Ponds (IMon- Priority Habitat) 01 Medium Good Location 5531”'53]1:—;_::5:3}315 butzotin Standard time to target condition applied 5 Low 1.10
strategy
Total habitat area 3.30 12.28
Site Area (Excluding area of Urban trees and Green walls 3.00
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Graylands Habitat Enhancement Biodiversity Metric Calculation

e —

Post development! post interrention habitats
Bazelime habitats Proposzed Habitat [Pre-populated but can be orerridden) Change in distinctiveness and condition A
rea Diztinctivenes | Conditio
B i [hectare - .
:sr:f“ Bazeline habitat Proposed Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Distinctiveness change Condition change =]
z whoodland and Forest - Qther woodland; broadleaved wWoodland and Forest Other woodland; broadleaved Pledium - Fedium Moderate - Good 045 Mledium Good
045
Strategic siguificance Temporal risk multiplier Di"_ic:“’
PeTrr—— s Habitat
inal time to - -
A = Fimal amits
Strateqgic sigmificance Erandaier ‘dl.st.t.d time ta_r_gtt difficulty of |delivered
to target condition conditiondyea
e enbancement
Location ecolagically desirable but notin | Standard time b t_arget condition 10 Lo 510
lazal strakegy applicd
5.7T0
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Southwater Employment Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Habitats and areas Distinctiveness Conditicn Strategic significance Eb;“l"%“ ] al
Suggested action to address
< < E REren K IR habitat los: i
Broad Habitat Habitat Type S Distinctiveness Score Condition Score Strategic significance i Rt S
(hectares) units
ala izs oxla no s n Arez’compensation not in local stratezy’ no Szme distinctivensss or batter
z2s3lan N =d grasslan 0 2 Modarats 2 o s Z ’
Graszland Modifi=d gr d ) Low Modzrat, tocal stratesy habitat ired > 3.60
Heathiznd 2nd shrsb Mixsd scrub 01 Madivn 4 Modsrats 2 sation st in focal strategy/no. |[BEcEStatepic 1 050
local stratzgy Significance
Total habitat area 1.00 440
Retention category biodiversity value
Area Area B“‘.HM B“".‘lm Aren habitat e
eiaiad b g [ wwits units Tost Units lost
retained | enhanced
03 0.00 120 0.60 240
0.1 0.80 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.10 030 080 120 0.6_7] 240
Total area lost (excluding area of Urban trees 0.60
and Green walls) g
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Southwater Employment Habitat Creation Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Post develc lent/ post intervention

Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Temporal multiplier SRR Habitat
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat B L " L ) ) . R = etiuas umits
(hectares) | Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Standard or adjusted time to target condition target difficulty of | ;oo eg

condition/years creation

Standard time to tar:

Urban Standard time to tar: 101

Total habitat area 0.60 101

| Site Area (Excluding area of Urban trees and Creen wa].ls)l 0.60 I

Southwater Employment Habitat Enhancement Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Post development! post intervention habitats
Bazeline habitats Proposed Habitat [Pre-populated bat can be overridden) Changet in distinctivensss and condition A
res Distinctivenes | Conditio
B i [hectare - .
:sr:f“ Bazelime habitat Froposed Broad Habitat PFroposed habitat Distinctiveness change Condition change =)
1 Grassland - Other neutral grassland Grasslamd Other nentral grassland Medium - Medium Maderate - Good 0.5 Medium Goaod
0_30
Strateqic sigmificamce Temporal risk maltiplier Diff_ic:lt,
T = Habitat
imal time bo . A
N = Fimal umits
Ztrategic sigmificamce Sl o adfisied) i target difficalty of |delivered
o target condition conditiondyea
= enbancement
Arcalcompenzation ot in local strategyd | Etandard time bo t_argct condition 10 L 5o
no local strategy applied
3. 24
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Habitats and areas Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance Ei‘:l;‘;g“i::l
Stategic Suggested action to
. . istincti i dd habitat | il
Ft[e Broad Habitat Habitat Type [hetrli?es] sD;stmclluene S‘:“ Condition | Score Strategic significance sisglr:;}ti:g:-ucce Significance address habitat lasses Tma:“':i‘::“al
multiplier
1 ‘woodland and Forest Oitkeer waodland; broadleaved 28.7E Medium 4 Good 3 Farmally identified inlocal strategy Hslig;nisFtircaatlfc%llec 115 29689
| . - High strategic
2 Graz=land Cither neutral grassland E2.7G edium 4 [loderate 2 Formally identified in local strategy T 115 57720
- - " - TeTEaIIT
3 | Heathland and shrub Mised scrub 142 Medium 4 Foor 1 Locatian emlfj%zf!?r:f:;;ble butnt in strateqgic 11 &5
LSy | i [u] 4] . n n - |v|€ﬁlum i _at =
. Location ecologically desirable buk not in h Same distinctivensss or
4 Cropland Mon-cereal crops 457 Low 2 'qssis..sf'ent 1 local sirateqy .Str.aFE‘glc 11 T e 100.54
i Liozation ecologically desirable but not in T Same distinctivensss or
5 Grazzsland Flodified gras=sland 3306 Low 2 Paoar 1 local strateqy .Str.aFE.glc 11 ey el Fe s T2T3
- - . - e
[ Urban Dewveloped land; sealed surface 407 W.Low 1] FA - Other 1} Lecation ecoli:‘;gc:ziagg[:te:;ryable but it in strategic 11 Compenzation Mot Required 0.00
- - . - Tt
7 Lakes Fands [Mon- Friority Habitat) 114 Medium 4 Foor 1 |Lecation =cnlogically desirable butnatin | o 11 502
local strateqy s d
8
3
10
1
12
Total habitat area 17696 1158.93
Retention category biodiversity value
Area Area EasEl l:‘a's“:‘t““ Area
retaine [ enhance ne € umits habitat Units losk
d d units enhance lost
2ETE 396.89 0.0a 000 0.0a
23 0.00 211E0 3978 3ER.T0
0.00 0.00 142 14|
0.00 0.00 45.70 100.54
0.00 0.00 3308 T2.73
0.00 0.0a 407 0.0a
114 0.00 5.02 000 0.00
28.76 24.14 | 396.89 | 216.62 124.06 545 48
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Post development! post intervention hahitats

Distinctivene | Conditio Strateqgic significance Temporal multiplier Difficulty -
e Final time to Final piabitar
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat "‘":;“"’ Distinctivene b~ qition Strategic significance Eand iy “d'"sd'.f.d time to target target difficulty del:ir::;fed
=5 condition conditionfyea | of creation
Girazzland Fodified grassland 06 Lo Giood Loeatian ecologically desirable but not in Standard time o target condition applied T Low 54 52
lozal strategy
Urban Allotments 14 Lo floderate Loeation ecologically desirable but not in Standard time botarget condition applied 1 Lo 594
lozal strategy
Gras=land Citheer meutral grassland 27587 ledium Good Location eco';ﬂzr!grgf:glfhle butnotin Standard time botarget condition applied 0 Lo 264.85
Grassland Liomwland meadows 12 W High floderate Laation eco';ﬂ:gr!ﬂgf:g";hle but nat in Standard time botarget condition applied il High 4381
‘woodland and Forest Other woodland; broadleaved 16 fledium floderate Lacation ecol;:;gc::ia!grgte:gilahle butnotin Standard time o target condition applied 15 Low az.51
Urban Sustainable urban drainage feature 2 Lo Good Lowaticn ecol;{ziagag::girgahle but nat in Standard time botarget condition applied L3 [ledium T.40
Heathland and shrub Mlized scrub 4 Fledium Giood Lacation ecol;:;gc:zia!ﬂgte:girgahle butnotin Standard time o target condition applied 10 Lo 3EAT
Urban Urban Tree g fledium floderate Loeatian ecologically desirable but not in Standard time o target condition applied 27 Low 2640
lozal strategy
Lakes Fands [Mon- Pricrity Habitat) 2 fledium floderate Lacation ecol;:;g;:iaggrgf:gilahle butnotin Standard time botarget condition applied 3 Lo 15.82
Urban Developed land; sealed surface 206 Lo MG, - Ocher Areafcompensation not in local strateqy! Standard time to target condition applied 1} [ledium 0.0
niz o al strakeqy
Condition Areat " Lin loal stratequ!
Urban Wegetated garden 15 Lo Assessme | ArEATCOMRENSAtOn NOLIN i2cAl Sirateqy Standard time o target condition applied 1 Low 2895
Tt P, nio local strakeqy
Urban Ewilt linear features 143 W Lo FA, - Other Areatcompensation natin local strategy! Standard time o target condition applied 1} Lo 0.0a
nio o al skrakeqy
Total habitat area 132.06 562 68

Site Area (Excluding area of Urban trees and Green walls)] 12406 |
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West of Ifield Habitat Enhancement Biodiversity Metric Calculation

FOst deTelopmenti post INLETTERLION habitats
Bazeline habitats Proposed Habitat [Pre-popalated bt can be overriddes] Change in distinctiveness and condition Area o .
[hectare Distimctivenes | Conditio [
B:sr:If“ Bazeline habitat Proposed Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Distinctiveness change Cosditios change =] = -
z Graszland - Other newtral graszland Grazsland Deher nentral grassland Medium - Medium Moderate - Good 23 Medium Good
Ao A S - 5 A Loweer Distinctiveness Habitat - 5
7 Lakez - Pands [Mon- Pricrity Habitat) Lake=s Ponds [Priority Habitat) Medium - High Mloderate 1.14 High Maderate
24 14
— q AF Difficulty
Strat F T I rizk multipl
rategic sigeificamce cmporal rizk maltiplicr risk Habitat
TTNST T E OO Final
Etrategic siguificamce S e ‘dl.s‘.t.d time ta_r_gtt difficulty of | delivered
to target condition conditionfyea
o cnbancement
Lazatian ecalagically desirable buk notin | Standard time ta tlargct condition 10 Low 21327
lzcal strakegy applizd
Location ecologically dezirable buk not in | Standard time to t.arget condition g Medium e
local strateqgy applicd

6331

61


http://www.templegroup.co.uk/

West of Southwater Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation

temple

Creating sustainable futures

Habitate and areas Distincstivansas Conditon Strategic siguificance Iwum
Suggened action 10 addreas
Aras Daditat loasas
5 Broad Habitat Habitat Type (Rectaras) [Disinctivenass Conditon Stamgie siguificance Total habxkat unks
. 21 372 Conditon Resasomparsaton st in ool stategy oo Sasis dbstcTivenis of Dattia
sland i cae 1.372 ; ’ a7
1 Crpiad Sdhao S o Rasassrnvet NOA local avdeqy Dl yeculned > g
" o 1 Cendisen Aosaveompansaton st I ol strasegy/ Sa distthianees o Dalie
Caanid cyops 01882 1o y 2037
i Grepies roes ey o = Rasessmae NiA local atateqy bt recuired =
‘e’ e ¥ e by 'y L Yad 2 A' ¥
NS Carasd o &2 . Conditon Revcompensation et 31 0CE sraagy 2o Sacoe dstinctivensas o banteg 1241
3 ST s o - s Rasassenses NIA local svatagqy bbb vocalredd >
o G Conditon Rrsalcompansadon sot in oo sualegy oo S distctivaniens o banee
opd Caraid 2.854 i - = L84
' v GeFSat i Rassamare NiA ol avatey hatita secuired >
e’ § '] » frw el 'e 1L ¢ Yl 3 At » w
Crond ik oo n2ed7 2 Conditen Feaaloopeaaton oot i oo stRlagy bo Sacow dispctivaees of 0.40
B e S cope i Msassre NiA hahia raculred
" ) 1 Cenditen Jonakccupansation not In ook mrategy! no Sacs distictvsas or Datte
Cropia Caunal o 00457 1 y a0
» i pudadici o o o Jasussmnare Nit lncal strategy e
T Crordand Mok sareal o8 LoTer 0 Condiion ; Rmax 1.x:q:uu.’.lmu nat i1 ook sraegy no Sane distbctveanses or beta 218
- Fasecss e Nk ool svakeyy D vequited >
Conditen Arsalcompanaation not in lood sualegy no S Adpctvansas of et
Cropd Non-cataal coop 24223 L v ¥ e 433
. s neachar e 5 gy Assasamarng Ko\ lovsal sraseyy habia) vequired
Fo =" > Sy A gaea Conditicn Araalcompaesation not In Jocd stratagy/ no Sune ANBCTVRR Of Daliee &3
\d Cramd oo ooy e o Aasasernare Nk local srisiegy N yequired ¥
. . - Condisen Arnalcompanation not In locd stradegy ng Sane Asthrtnasoa o Datkl -
Cropiand Net-careal et Q1045 L s ek 02
50 Wi TGRSR S ude Aassasmarnt NA local dcvatengs habinat sequired = s
~ A L Condiion Arsa'comperaation pot i locd ey no Same distbctvansas of batsg
Crapl ! ] crap 09004 L 2 : ek 180
3 g S c Asaaeniee WA local svasegy hiadinan vecquivedt =
TR - s - Araalcompanation not In locd suaegw oo Suane disteetyscs o habe
12 Craasdand ModiSed graseiand 63028 Law Cood loal vadey had e > s
= —= Araalcompeaaation not In locd strgegy no Satns Astrotvaies of Datka
Qv g B d gra X 578 Le Cood o -3 04s
13 Crisdand Modiled grassland 7 w P Sosal atendacey % / od >
X - = Arealcompersation not ln locd arategy no Same dstro byt o Dalee
Craasda M d grasslac Lo Good o o
i4 Craasdand adied grassiand Law 0 loosl seratacy it racilred > 43
¥ T Arealcomparsation not In loed stgegy ne Sarns detertvanses o et
Craasla M oy ascli 0.153 L Cood > ose
15 Seacsdand odfied grassland Low ool S e . kS
Craasis : ] ~ Location ecdogeidly desitabin bat oot b local | Sams disectianses of Dabee 2
i8 Sraadand MotSad grassdand 00167 Low Cood pe LRy - Tt > Qs
[ o el Aot s aind Y - )
1 Cramaland Ot pssutral grassdaesd 204480 Madian Good HCHIR) ey ‘:‘"J““" Potactislocl 250,93
? W e Ty
18 Crasslind Otiie neu & grassiand a7 Madium Good N P . 11618
Locanon ecoh Gy Geeds sl be nxt in local
19 Crassiand Ose neutral grassiand 11,0375 Mediien Modase |0 “'-‘““;“w.* shoccsa .13
Lo R T e e . » lewal
) Grassland Ot nundl grasstand Madizs Modarase | Loeation ecolagically “‘:“4*"‘ Bt ot i bocel 238
x'.'-‘a__ ¥
Location scologicedy Seal alis D oot in locad
2 Crasslind Otar neutral grassiaed 0.7354 Madizm vy TN L s e atmandeaataatdlanay 243
WUl
Lods wide e aride by i ]
2 Crassland Ot ietrad grasediand 027 Micticen Moderess | “03OR ecologioaly dediribia bt ot In ko 233
E WY
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2 Crasaland Ot nactrd graseband 0088 Meadies Focx AnRkay 029
Conditen Locas SOy el as et ook in ool
M | Beatiand asd steuh Braclia acoub Q0144 Madiu ] e o 0.08
s Laksa Ponds (Non- Priceity Habiwe) 20304 Meaticen Modarasa Formally idandfad In locd strategy 028
Ao coapaoss 1 In o srategy Bo
S Wran Dwwsdoped land; st scfacn 14354 Viow NIA - O s iy aci R e :::" T Comguesation Not Required a.00
i ERIRTR < = JeRiny A esd See dtiectrienees of belle
T Droan Vasuaidee ot Lnd! baregrousdt 08042 Low Focx G n‘wmfim DOK LRSS S00NP00Y. 40 % L2
g DSy b vocnsived >
2 = SRS an not in Jockd stra W no distbctveneas of b
8 e Vacsigtee dict land) baregrosd 1209 Lom Poc Arsalocag n‘n:&x:x”;h.;:; strasegy/ ne S “;r.'zm 243
. i ) = . Cendisen Renalosinpessaton not I od suategy no Sae ditnctyeanias of Dete
» (N Vogetated gurden i low Rasassmere Nid local atatagy hahian recuired > a8
30 Weodland sad B Lowlud pdvad deddusus woodled 18918 High Cood Formally idarsfed in lood staagy it hablta recured = 18338
al Woodland sl fores Lostand mdeed dedduous woodiend 0.44 High Modarata Forsally ideedBed in local svgagy Saann babite raquised = o7
32 Woeodland et fores Cedaie woodand, brcadisaved 0302 Madien Modeeaa Formsally ideetifed in local suaegy 282
a3 Woodand and lore O woodland, roadisaved 0640 Madiam Modseats Formnaly deasifised in ool strategy 873
3 Woeodlaes! et fores Orir woodlad, mdxad 017 Madien Modarae Farmally ideeahed in locsl staegy 457
= Woodaed and fores Ouir woodland, sdxad 59254 Mctives Modarate Foraly idandfed in locd sratagy 54.81
» Dby b Tree 0.7 Meadien Cood Forsaly idardhed in local suaegy NS
| 58
E_
40
ET
| 43
5
&
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Renartice category biodivessity value

Area habite

1 0 0 200 0.00 31.37 BRT4
2 0 0.1867 2.00 2037 a.00 0.00
2 £204 000 1241 0.00 000
4 2 2284 a.00 ET 100 0.00
B 0 02447 0.00 042 Q.00 020
] 0 0.0307 2.00 0.10 a.00 0.00
T 0 000 000 408 818
B 2 24263 a.0e TS 200 0.0
B 0 200 188 ano an0
Io 0 0.1045 200 021 a.00 000
I 0.5004 000 150 a00 a0
1z || 20238 0 214 n.oo 48 3587
12 2 =782 200 b.46 a0o aco
14 0 2883 2.00 4.10 ano Q00
15 a 2153 2.00 0sa 0no 0o
18 0 Q0197 000 0.13 .00 a.co
i || oeues c 12785 0.00 1078 14187
18 0 £ 1560 0.00 11818 a.co 000
1@ || 270 0 3620 0.00 320 7253
= 2 0.2585 a.00 2.8 a.00 000
| 0 0.7384 200 £ 48 Q0o 600
= 2 0271 000 238 a.00 000
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a 0085 Q.00

Q.00 000

Q DOoles 000 0.05 Q.00 000

2 0.0304 .00

0.00 0.00

Q 12001 a0 a4z Q00 0.00

51 0.00 a.00 000

EIB|B|B |8 |®|E B

7.89)8 0 183.38 0.00 a00 0.06

023734 0 252 0.00 203 030

0.08%e 0 0e4 0.00 Q.10 063

Q0o s45] 200 000

L0336 137.07 0.00 ot

=
"

33.48 4487 483 40 281 91

1=
£
8
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Post development/ post intervention habitats

Proposed habitat

Condition

Condition

Temporal multiplier

Standard or adjusted time o target condition

Final time to target | Final difficulty

of creation

Grasaland Lowland meadows 0.0a87 Viigh Good Formaly identibed in Jocal strategy Standard time 10 target condition applied 13 High 021
Ares/compensatio in local strateqy/ =

Modfied grassland 124757 Low Moderate Ay e e SR r e Standard tane 1o target condition applied 1 Low 43.27

Grassland Other neuatral grassland 0.1as Medium Good OGBSO IIONY. d“"‘::l:’“ er o0 o i Standard time 10 target condition applied He Low 135

srateqy
Locs " AN -y T rable b 0 loca
Other neutral grassland Mediurn Moderate | -CE808 ""’*'g’""zvi‘fgv““ PR 100 Stimdiard time 1o targes condition applied 5 Low 400
Heathland and shrub Mixed scrub 205825 Medium Good Formaly identibed in local strategy Standard tine 10 target condition applied 10 Low 1984
Lakns Ponds (Non- Priority Habatat) 0.0868 Medum Good Formaly ideatifed in local strategy Standard e 1o target condition applied 5 Low 100
Lakes Penda (Non- Priority Habatat) 5279 Medmm Moderute Formaly identiSed in local strategy Standird time %o target condition applied 3 Low 1283
Urban Allotments 04478 Low Poor Aseals Il'.ptﬂ.'-a-li;'_tl X s 1:-:::.1. SEENGY A Standard time o target condition applied H Low 088
local =i <y
Ares/compensation not in Jocal strategy! 2
Urban Developed land: sealed surface 14.0134 V.Low N/A - Other S A:Df:_’;_, .l‘r:w:J. e Standard time 10 targe? ccodition appied 0 Mediurn 0.00
Location eco le but not in local
Urban Sustamable urban drainage feature 1.0122 Low Good -y L Standard time 10 target condition applied § Medium 335
Condition Area/oom a0
Urban getated carden Low Assessment S Vidiaca Standard time 1o target condition applied i Low 1508
N/A TR

Wetland Sustaanable urben drainage fex 0.1712 Low Good pe—— ~4._:):::g.:-j:r::\':th SN Standard time 10 target condition appiied 5 Medium 083
Urban ben Tree Mediurn Moderate alilg But ot in Jocal Standard ime 1o target coodition applied a7 low 733

Total habitat area

Site Area (Exciuding area of Urban trees and Green walls)|

110.58
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Habitat (Pre-pop but can be Area
Baseline : 5 (hectares) Distinctiveness Condition
vef Baseline habitat Proposed Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Distinctiveness change Condition change
2 Cropland - Cereal crops Grassland Lowland meadows Low - V. High Lower Distinctiveness Habitat - Good V.High Good
a Cropland - Cereal crops Grassland Other neutral grasaland Low - Medium Lomer Distinctivensss Habitat - Good 8.204 Medium
¢ Cropland - Cereal crops Grassland Other neutral grassland Low - Medium Lovesc D";‘A"“:LM' 25884 Meciitm Moderate
£ Cropland - Cereal crops Heathland and shrub Mixed scrub Low - Medium sz Habitat - Good 0.2447 Medium Good
& Cropland - Cersal crops Woodland and forest Other woodland; broadleaved Low - Medium Lower Distinctivensss Habitat - Good 0.0487 Medium
a Cropland - Nan-cereal crope Grassland Lowland meadows Low - VHigh Lower Distinctiveness Habitat - Good 24263 V High Good
8 Cropland - Non-cereal crops Grassland Other neutral grasaland Low - Medium Lower Distinctiveness Habiat - Good 08362 Medium Good
10 Cropland - Non cereal crops Grassland Other neutral grassland Low - Medium Lomes DJ;}::;":: Tt 01045 Medium Moderate
11 Cropland - Non-cereal crope Heathland and shrub Mixed scrub Low - Medium Lower Distinctiveness Habitat - Good 0.3004 Medium Good
13 C Modified grassland Grassland Other neutral grassland Low - Medium Lovmesr Disst ss Habitat - Good 5768 Medium Good
14 Grassland - Modified grassland Grassiand Other neutral grassland Low - Medium i D";';:J‘;‘:"f“ AT 06835 Mediir
13 Grassland - Modified grassland Heathland and shrub Mixed scrub Low - Medium Lower Distinctiveness Habiat - Good 0.153 Medium Good
18 Modified gras Grassland Other neutral grasaland Low - Medium Lower Distinctiveness Habiwat - Good o.0ie7 Medium Good
18 Grassland - Other netttral grassiancdg Grassland Lowland meadows Medium - V. High Lower Distinctiveness Habitat - Good B7989 V.High Goed
20 Grassland - Other neutral grassiand Grassland Other neutral grassland Medium - Medium Moderste - Good 02855 Medum Good
21 d - Other neutral grassland Grassland Traditional orchards Medium - High LW D"”“:“:;""f“ e, 07364 High
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22 Grassland - Other nettral grassland Heathland and shrub Mixed scrub Medum - Medium Moderate - Good 027 Mecdiium Good
22 Grassland Lowland meadows Meciium - V.High Lower Dis ss Habitat - Good 0.085 V. High Good
24 Heathland and shrub Mixed scrub Medium - Medium Coanxiition Assessment N/A - Good Medium

28 Ponds (Non- Priority Habiat) Lakes Ponds (Non- Priority Habitat) Medium - Medium Moderate - Good 0.0304 Medium Good
a8 Urban - Vacant/derelict land bareground Grassland Other neutral grassland Low - Medium Lower Distinctiveness Habitat - Good 1.208] Medium Good
3l Woodland and forest - Lowlard mixed deciducus woodand Woodland and forest Lowland mixed deciducus woodland High - High Moderate - Good 0.44 High Good
3 Woodland and forest - Other woodland; broadleaved Woodland and forest Other woodland; broadleaved Medium - Medium Moderae - Good 09481 Medium

a8 Woodland and forest - Other woodland. mixed Woodland and forest Other woodland; mixed MecEum - Medium Moderste - Good 589254 Medium Good
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—_—
—
Difficulty risk |
Strategic significance Temporal risk multiphier
Final time to
Baseline H Standard or adjusted time to target Final difficulty of | delivered
cef Strategic significance it farget >
condition/years
Standard me condits
2 Formally idestiBed in local strateqy Staccasct Kene 10 tergee soncicn 15 Mexditm 12461
applied
3 ocation ecclogically desirable bt notin local | Standard time to target candition 15 Low 5364
strategy applied " E >
4 ocation ecclogically desirable but notin local | Standard time 10 target condition 10 Low 18,67
strateqgy applied = f
Stundard time 1o target concitic
B v identiied in loc] strateqy St lime 19 g 9eL oorerich 10 Low 253
applied
3 Formally identified in local strateqy SRR o W o Syek conction 25 Low 035
appled
Suandas . "
2 Formally identified in local strateqy S 828 1 o g8t conckcn 15 Mo za68
= applied
P ly desirable but notin local | Stundard time to target conciition 18 Tow 725
y applied » - 2
10 Standard ime 10 target conxcdition 10 T 011
e 10 Lo ’
applied
Standard time 10 target condition
1 Farmally identified in local strateqy SRS Tl o) 'm:x‘ S 10 Low 832
appled
12 Ocation eools y desirable but not in local | Stundacd time to target condition 18 1ow 1851
strategy applied oY g
14 ocation ecclogically desirable but not in local | Standard me 10 target condition 10 " 558
strateqy applied - e )
Standard & 1o target cancition
13 Formally identifed in local stratecy = sk uf‘*‘ B 10 Low 179
Sppled
16 ocation ecclogically desirable but not in local | Standasd time to target concition 18 Low 021
tegy applied i
g Standard fme it
18 identiBied in local strateqy SHAtest Feue 10 SEXgt sonsEtos 15 Mediom 168.10
20 ocation ecologically desirable nst not in local | Standard fime 10 target cancdition - 308
strategy applied = . ¥
Standard Sme cond
21 Formally identified in local strategy Standard find ":i'"f}" PO 20 Medium 789
appted
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az 3 Low 561
Siandard candits
29 Standard et conclition 15 Medium 0.89

24 Formally Shndad 10 Low 018

28 Forrmal oot 9 ooncition ' Medium 038

2 SOt Sttich 1 Low 10.45
Standasd canciition

Al

Formally identified in local strat

20 High 658

33

nified in local strategy

Standard time 10 target conciition

applied

10 Low 11789

L

nitified in local strate

Stundard time 1o target condition
applied

59.30
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West of Southwater Off-site Baseline Habitat Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Habitat Habitat S Ecological
distinctiveness condition e baseline

Habitats and areas

Suggested action to address

£ habitat losses 2
Bxneiim Broad habitat Habitat type (hcAc:::!s) Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance Totalu:;:nat

Location ecological: able bu: not in local 181.80

1 CGrassland Other neutral grassland 13.773 Medium >ood

ral grassland 0.0292 Medtum

3 Lalees 0.061 Medium nrified in local st 0.2
zo = o Area/compensation net in no o 5
4 Urban 0.2149 V.Low /A - Other Sl e Compensation Not Required 2.00
local sratecry
5 Woodland and fores: 0.0842 Mectum Moderate Formally :dentified in local stracegy 0177
& Urban 0.992 Medtum Good Formally :dentified in local stracegy 13.69
7 Urban 0.1528 Medium Moderate Formally idennfied in local strategy 121

10
11
12

14.16 | Total Site baseline 198.22

Retention category biodiversity value

Baseline | Baseline
units units Area lost Units lost
retained | enhanced

0.00 181.80 0.00 0.00

0 0.0282 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.00
0 0.061 0.00 0=Z 00 0:00
0218 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.0842 0 0.77 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.1528 121 0.00 0.00 000

1.44 13.86 15.87 182.35 0.00 0.00
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West of Southwater Off-site Habitat Enhancement Biodiversity Metric Calculation
— |- ot development postl
Baseline habitats Proposed Habitat (Pre-Populated but can be overridden) Change in disti and diti
k:: Distinctiveness | Condition
Baseline habitat Proposed Broad Habitat Proposed Habitat Distinctiveness change Condition change
Grassland Lowland meadows V Good
Crassland - Grassland Lowland meadows Medium - V.Hgh VHgh Good
Lakes

Ponds (Non- Pricrity Habitat)

sixly Poor - Good

13.86
“Intervention nabitais
Strategic significance Temporal multiplier ::;‘;‘;’:7“ Spatial risk multiplier
Habitat
2 A Final time to units
Strategic significance A e d pineto target Ditficulty Spatial risk category delivered
target condition condition/years
15 26468
o 040
6 0865
265.74
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Church Road Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Habitats and areas Distinctivenes Condition Swuategic significance Eculug_ical
= . baseline
Suggested action to
Ret| Brosd Habitat Habitat Type Area Distinctivenes Condition Strategic significance address habitat losses Total h_ahllal
[hectares] |s units
1 | Sparseh vegetated land FuderalEghemeral 19 Low Foar Arealcompensation not in local strategy! | Same distil_'uctil.'enetss or better 380
rio local strategy habitat required =
2 Grazsland Other neutral grassland 216 Medium Poor fuealcompensation notin local strategy! 564
rio local strategy
3 Heathland and shrub Eramble scrub 0.0d Medium Condition Arealuompensation notin locsl strategy! 0.6
Azzessment MNIA rio local strateqy
4 ‘w'oodland and farest Other waodland; broadleaved 0.46 Medium Maderate Arealuompensation notin locsl strategy! 368
nalocal strategy
5 Lakes Pands (Man- Priarity Habitat) 0.0 Medium Fraar Areateompensation notinlocal stategy! 0.04
nalocal strategy
6
T
B8
9
10
Total habitat area 4. 57 16.32
Hetention category biodiversity value
Area Area nase_rll'r'l:i‘a?E_‘lThe P
retaine |enhance | € un_lts units ) Units last
d d retaine | enhance | habitat lost
0.00 0.00 1.50 3.80
0.00 0.00 26 &.6d
0.00 0.00 0.04 016
0.45 0.00 363 0.0o 0.00
0.00 0.0o 0.0 0.0
0.00 046 0.00 3.68 4.11 12.64
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Post development! post intervention habitats

Area Distinctivenes | Condition Strategic significance Temporal multiplier e Di::[ii:la.lllty Habitat
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat [hectares | Distinctivenes - I Standard or adjusted time to target o units
Condition Strategic significance o target difficulty of o
] = condition ot s delivered
conditionfyear | creation

Urban DOevelopedland; sealed suface 17 W Law & - Other Arealcompensation notin local strategyl no Standard time ta target condition applied 1] Medium 0.00
lozal strategy

Lakes Pands (Naon- Priority Habitar) 0.z Medium Maoderate firealcompensation natin local strategyl no Standard time to target condition applied 8 Lo 1.4
local strategy

‘woodland and farest COther woodland; broadleaved 0.2 Medium Moderate Arealcompensation notin local strategyl no Standard time ta target condition applied s L 0.54
lozal stravegy

Condition Ares) i tin losal stratequ!

Urban Vegetated garden 0.6 Lo Bszessment| 0o CoMREnSSton RAtIn oG Al sakegyl no Standard time to target condition applisd 1 L 116

local strategy
M

Grassland Maodified graszland 0.2 Lo Moderate Arealcompensation notin local strategyl no Standard time ta target condition applied 4 L 0.63
local stravegy

Grassland Other newtral grassland 115 Medium Fairly Good Arealcompensation notin lecal strategy! no Sitandard time to target condition applied T Lo 3.20
lacal strategy

Heathland and kb Mined sarub 0.03 Medium Moderate frealzompensation notin local strategy! no Standard time to target condition applisd B Low 0.20
local strategy

Urban Urban Tree 0.3 Medium Moderate Arealcompensation notin local strategy! no Standard time to target condition applisd 27 Low 0.3z
local strategy

Total habitat area 441 14.54
Site Area [Excluding area of Uiban trees and Green w alls) 4.11
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Church Road Habitat Enhancement Biodiversity Metric Calculation

A-3 Site Habitat Enhancement

Condanse | Show Rows

Post development! post interrestion babitats
Baselime habitats Proposed Habitat [Pre-populated bat can be overridden) Change in distinctiveness and condition Area o .
[bectare Distinctivenes | Conditio
B:i:';- Bazelime habitat Froposed Broad Habitat Froposed habitat Distinctirveness change Condition change =) = -
| ‘waodland and Forest - Other woodland; broadleaved woodland and Forest Other woodland; broadleaved Pdedium - bledium Paderate - Gaod 046 Medium Good
06
PP A - Difficult
Er T
rateqic siguificamce Temporal risk multiplier risk Habitat
TTEST TN E TFF Fimal
Strateqic sigmificamce Erandaios ‘dl.st.t.d time ta_r_get difficulty of | delivered
bt target condition conditiondyea
o enbancement
Areatcompenzation not in lecal strategyd | Standard time to t_arget condition 10 Lo 4487
no local strabegy applied
437
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Habitats and areas Distinctivenes Condition Strategic significance Eculug_lcal
= - baseline
Suggested action to
- - A Distincti dd habitat | Total habitat
Ref| Broad Habitat Habitat Type rea istinclivenes Condition Strategic significance acdress habiat losses otal habia
[hectares] | = units
1 Irban Developed land; sealed surface 04 W Low Mif = Other frealcompensation notin local strategy! Compensation Mot Bequired 0.0a
nolocal strategu
2 Urban Vegetated garden oo Low Condition Arealcompensation not in local strategy! | Same dIStII-ﬁctl'.'E'l'lE.ES or better 00z
Bzzessment MG nolocal strategu habitat required =
3 Grassland Madified grassland GEZ Low Foor Arealcompensation not in local strategy! | Same dIStII.ﬂCtI'.'E'I'lElSS or better 1374
nolocal stratequ habitat required =
q Grassland Other neutral grassland 32 Medium Poor Arealsompensation notin local strategu! 12.80
nolocal strategu
5 Grazzland Other neutral grassland 183 Medium F airly Poar Arealcompensation notin local strategu! 10,358
nolocal strategu
" Condition Arealcompensation not in local strategy!
B Heathland and shrub Bramble scrub 0.28 Medium 112
Bszessment NG nolocal strategy
T ‘w'ondland and farest Other woodland; broadleaved 0.08 Medium Poar Arealcompenzation not in loc sl strategy! 0.32
nolocal strategy
Breal i tinlozal strategul | 5 distincti betn
B |Sparzely vegetated land FuderallEphemeral 1.0 L Foor rEAIEEMpEnE=ation not nocal strstegy e el "_jc I'.'E'I'IE:SS SrhEter 202
nolocal strategu habitat required 2
a
10
11
12
13
Total habitat area 13.13 40_50
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Retention category biodiversity value

k|

Aren Area |D3TENN DESENNE e
retaine |enhance | € un_lts T _ Units lost
d d retaine | enhance | habitat lost
0.00 0.00 0.10 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.0 0.0z
0.48 0.00 0.36 E.14 12.28
194 0.00 T.76 126 5.04
.00 0.00 183 10.98
.00 0.00 028 112
0.038 .00 032 0.o0 0.00
0.36 .00 132 005 0.0
0.00 3.46 0.00 10.96 967 29.54
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Post dev: post intervention
Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic si Temporal i Sy
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Aren . ) o ) ) . Balfmo B ot units
ist n or o o <
(hectares) | D C Strategic significance Standard or adjusted time to target condition target difficulty of | sojivereq
Urban Developed land; sealed surface 5.16 Viow N/A - Other "':Ei':ompl‘u?ton‘ not in local strategy/ no Standard time to target condition applied 0 Medium 0.00
local strategy
Urban Vegetated garden Low r.:ea‘:ompem?ﬁo;r‘;m;f DLASI OO0, Standard time to target condition applied 1 Low 392
10Ci trategy
Grassland Cther neutral grassland 117 Medium Moderate A—:eav:ompers?;?;r;:;::‘;\.:al SRCHYI0 Standard time to target condition applied 5 Low 783
Area/com ' in loc leqy’ no
Lakes Ponds (Non- Priority Habitat) 0.11 Medium Moderate RALR ‘O“‘pmiff:lns::;ffal stratsoy 10 Standard time to target condition applied 3 Low 0179
loc; ategy
Crassland Other neutral grassland 044 Medium Moderate r.rea-compem?z?;r;c;ail;:al Siegwng Standard time to target condition applied 5 Low 295
Area/compensation not in loc s no
Crassland Other neutral grassland 0.56 Medium Moderate EEPRER Fe‘s?;f;n;_‘;;':fal strategy/ no Standard time to target condition applied 5 Low 375
local strategy
Woodland and forest Cther woodland; broadleaved 02 Medium Moderate r.:ea-:cmpans?f;r;g;i;\::al Stalegyino Standard time to target condition applied 15 Low 094
Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no -
Urban Urban Tree 0.2 Medium Moderate ~ R Tocal shatass = Standard time to target condition applied 27 Low 0.61
C egy
Total habitat area 9.87 20.79

Site Area (ExcludE area of Urban trees and Greenwal]s)l 9.67

78


http://www.templegroup.co.uk/

temple

Creating sustainable futures

Glebe Farm Habitat Enhancement Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Post developmentd post interrestion habitats
Bazcline habitats Proposed Habitat [Pre-popalated but can be orerridden] Change in distinctiveness and condition Area . i .
[hectare Distinctivenes | Conditio
B:sr':lfl. Bazelime habitat Proposed Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Distinctiveness change Condition change =] = .
o A Lower Diztinctiveness Habitat - n
K Grazsland - Moedified grazzland Grassland Deher nentral grazsland Low - Bedium Mlederate 045 Medium Maoderate
4 Grazsland - Other neutral grazsland Grassland Deher nentral grazsland Fledium - Bedium Poor - Fairly Good 134 Medium Fairly Good
T ‘wWaadland and farest - Other waodland; braadlzaved woodland and Forest Other woodland: broadleared Fledium - Bedium Poor - Fairly Good 005 Medium Fairly Goad
& Eparsely vegetated land - Ruderal!Ephemeral Heathland and shrub Mixed scrub Law - Medium Lol DI;;':;:";"‘;‘::; R 0.36 Medium Fairly Good
346
ERRE—— - =g Difficulty
Strateqgic siguificance Temporal rick multiplier ok Habitat
11 TR 1 T3 { N E—— i
A - Final umit=
Zrrategic sigmificamce SLEnibnd o Sdfanied) G target difficulty of | delivered
to target condition conditiondyea
o enbancement
Arcalcompensation not in local strategud | Standard time to target condition 0 Lo 298
no local strategy applicd
Arcalcampenzation ot in lacal strakegud | Standard time ko t.arget condition 12 Low 1535
na lacal skrategy applizd
Arcalcompenzation not in local strakeged | Standard time ko tlarget condition 15 Low .60
no local skrategy applied
Arcalcompensation not in local strategyd | Standard time to tlargct condition 7 Low .30
no local strategy applied
6. 53
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Partridge Green Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Habitats and areas L el e Condition Strategic significance Eculug-ical
5 - baseline
Suggested action to
Ref| Broad Habitat Habitat Type Area Distinctivenes Condition Swategic significance address habitat losses Total h-abltat
[hectares] | = units
1 rban Developedland; zealed surface 0.0z WLow MIA - Other Arealcompensation notin local srategy! Compensation Mot Required 0.00
rio local strategy
2 woodland and forest Otker woodland; broadleawed 0.22 Medium Poar Lecation ecolagically desiiable but notin 097
local strategy
3 woodland and forest Other woodland; mised 0.05% Medium Moderate Lecation ecolagically desiiable but notin 0.d4

local strategy

4 |Sparselyvegetated land FudersliEphemersl 0os Lo Poar Arealcompenzation notinlocal strategy! | Same dlstujnctluene:ss ar better 010
rio local strategy habit at required =

5 Heathland and shrub Mined zcrub 0E Medium Poar Arealcompenszation notinlocal strategy!

2.40
rio local strategy
] Grassland Other neutral grassland 0oy Medium Moderate Arealcompensation notin local srategy! 0.56
rio local strategy
Crassland Madified grassland 324 Lo Moderate Arealcompenzation notinlocal strategy! | Same distiljnctiuene:ss ar better 1296
rio local strategy habitat required =
8 Grassland
9
10
11
12
13
Total habitat area 4. Z5 17.43
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Retention category biodiversity value
Bren Bren |DETONN DETENNE nren
Ref | retaine |enhance | © I.II'I-II:S units ) Unit= lost
d d retaine | enhance | habitat lost
1 0.00 0.00 0oz 0.00
2 n.zz2 0.00 0.97 000 0.00
3 0.00 0.00 00s 0.44
q 0.00 0.00 00s 010
5 016 0.00 0.64 044 176
6 0.00 0.00 07 0.56
T 1.27 0.00 5.03 197 T.88
8 0.00
9
10
11
12
13
000 165 0.00 6.69 2.60 10.74
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Area Distinctivenes | Condition Strategic significance Temporal multiplier — Di::fii::llly Habitat |
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat [hectares | Distinctivenes - I Standard or adjusted time to target e units
Condition Strategic significance o target difficulty of -
] s condition - - delivered
conditionlyear creation

Lakes= Ponds [Man- Priority Habitat] 0.3 Medium Good Arealoompensation notinlocal strategyl no Standard time to target condition applied 5 Low 3.0
local strategy

Urban Developed land; sealed suface 1.47 W L MG - Oither Areatcompensation notin local strategyl no Standard time to target condition applied u] Medium 0.00
lozal strategu

Urban Developedland; sealed surface 0.0z W Low M4 - Oitker Frealzompensation notinlocal strategyl no Standard time to target condition applisd u] Me divm 0,00
local strategu

Condition Lreal i i local stratequl

Urban Vegetated garden 0.49 Low fAssessment rEancampen=ation notinlocal Stralegu no Standard time ta target condition applied 1 Low 0.95

|l strategu
i

Heathland and shrub Mined sarub 01z Medium Good Arealnampensation natinlocal strategyl no Standard time to target condition applisd 10 Lewe 101
local strategy

Grassland Other neutral grassland Medium Maderate Arealcompensation natinlocal strategyl no Standard time ta target condition applied 5 Lo 0.00
lozal strategu

Grassland Other neutral grassland 0.z Medium Moderate Areatcompensation notin local strategy! no Standard time to target condition applied 5 Low 134
local strategu

Total habitat area 2.60 6.31

Site Area [Excluding area of Urban trees and Green lIlallsll 260
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Post development! post intervention habit:

Bazeline habitats Proposed Habitat [Pre-populated but can be overridden] Change in distinctiveness and condition Area
Bazeli [hectare
:s':f“ Bazeline habitat Propo=sed Broad Habitat Propo=ed habitat Dictimctiveness change Condition chamge =]
z ‘woodland and Forest - Other woodland; broadleaved woodland and Forest Dther woodland; broadieared PAedium - fediom Foor - Good nza2z
5 Heathland and shrub - Mixed scrub Heathland and shrakb Mized scruk Fedium - Medium Paor - Fairly Geod R 1)
T Grazsland - Medificd grazzsland Grassland Dther meutral grazsland Low - Medium L I:Ilsl:lml::::':gess e = 1.27
165
aks
Etrateqgic siguificamce Temporal rick multiplier Diff_ic:lt’ Habitat
DiztinctiTenes | Conditio TIEST TTNE X3 I:;:al :lilt:
s " Ztrategic sigeificamce S e e Ghe target difficulty of | deliverzd
to target condition conditionfyea
o enbancement
Pledium Good Lacation ecologically desirable but notin | Ftandard time ko l:.arget condition 20 Low 152
local ztrategy applizd
teledium Fairly Good Lacation ccalagically desirable but natin | Standard time to target condition 7 Lo 153
local ztrategy applizd
tledium Good Arcalcompenzation nok in local strategy’ | Ztandard time ke l:.argt:l: cendition ® Law Mo
no local strakegy applicd
14_48
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Habitats and areas Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance E(I:::ini::l
Strateoi Suggested action to
Re . . Area Distinctivene | Scor . . Strategic BT address habitat losses | Total habitat
P Broad Habitat Habitat Type (hectares) | == - Condition | Score Strategic significance ST Significance units
multiplier
1 Urban Developed land; sealed surface 0.0g W Lt 1] FAA - Other 1] Areateompensation notin local strategyt Lolw S_t_ral:eglc 1 Compenzation Mot Fequired .00
no local strategy Significance
2 | Heathland and shrub Mised serub 008 Medium 4 Paor (| #+reteompensation not in looal stratequt (EPeEHEEE0R 1 n.24
no loal strateqy Significance
3 Grassland Crther neutral grassland nra [edium 4 Foor 1 Areabcompensation nat in local strategy! Lolw S_t_rateglc 1 312
no |oozal strateqy Significance
4
L]
[
Fi
]
Total habitat area 030 3.36
Retention cateqory biodiversity value
Area Area EasE Has?:m Area
retaine [enhance ne & units habitat Units lost
units |enhance lost
0.00 o.on 0.06 0.0
0.00 o.on 0.08 0.24
0.00 0.00 0.7s 312
0.00 0.00 0.0 .00 0.90 336
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Post development! post intervention habitats

Distinctivenes | Condition Strategic significance Temporal multiplier Difficule _
B8 Final time to Final [Efien
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat [(hectares | Distinctivenes . o Standard or adjusted time to target o units
Condition Strategic significance o target difficulty of "
1 5 condition i N delivered
conditionlyear | creation

Heathland and shrub Mined somib 0.05 Medium Fairly Good Arealcompensation notin lecal suategyt no Standard time to target condition applied T Low 0.23
laal strategy

Grassland Other neutral grassland 0.25 Medium Fairly Good Arealcompensation notin local stategyl no Standard time to target condition applied T Lo 195
local strategy

Fandition | o a tion ot in local stateay!

Urban \egetated garden 021 Law fiszessment| 10 o oo mPEnsatian natinlocalstrategyl no Standard time to target condition applied 1 Low 0.41

laal strategy
W)

Urban Developed land; sealed surface 0.33 S Lo A - Other Areatcompensation notin lncal strategy! no Standard time to target condition applied u] Medium 0.00
local strategy

Urban Urban Tree 0z Medium Maderate Arealcompensation notin local stategyl no Standard time to target condition applied 27 Lo 0.E1
local stratequ

Total habitat area 1.10 3.39

I Site Area [Excluding area of Urban trees and Green llalls]l 0.90 I

No habitat enhancement practically achievable
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Habitats and areas Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance E;:log:]: cal
Suggested action to address i
: . Area Lo S iy habitat losses Total habitat
Broad Habitat Habitat Type (hectares) Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance S
=zzizn odifiad orzzsiznd 03 - arate e Sk A TS drnr o) atratonr Same distinctivensss or batter
2ssland Modifizd zrzzsland 193 Low Nodarate Formally identified in local stratagy o Saeaaois 288
Hezthland and shrub Mixzd scrub 05 Madivm Poor Formally identifiad in local strategy 230
Total habitat area 243 1118
Retention category biodiversity value
Aren Aren Basgl;m ane_line Aren habitat Units lost
retnined | enhanced | "™ lost oS
retnined | enhanced
0.00 0.00 183 288
0.00 0.00 050 230
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 243 1118
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Smock Alley Habitat Creation Biodiversity Metric Calculation
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Post development/ post intervention habitats

Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Temporal multiplier Difficulty -
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat S = Final time to Final H::xltts“
5 (hectares) | Distincti Conditi Strategic significance Standard or adjusted time to target condition difficulty of delivered
ion
Urban Urban Tre= 048 Madivm Moderatz Formzlly identified in local stratzgy Standard time to target condition applisd Low 169
Utban Vegetated garden 0856 Low Formally identified in local stra Standzrd time to targst condition applisd 1 Low 212
Urban Developad land, s2aled surce 0423 VLiow N/A - Other Standard tims to targst condition applisd 0 Madiva 0.00
Modifizd grassland 0121 Low Modzrats Standard tims to target condition applisd 4 Low 048
Ponds (Non- Priority Habitat) 004 Madiva Moderatz Standard tims to targat condition applisd 3 Low 033
Mixsd scrub 03 Madivm Fairly Good Formzlly idantified in local strategy Standard tims to targst condition applisd 7 Low 269
0.59 Madivm Fairly Good Formzlly identifi=d in local stratzgy Standard time to target condition applisd 7 Low 528
Fairly Good Formally identified in local stratezy
Total habitat aren 291 12.60
Site Area (Excluding area of Urban trees and Green walls 243

No habitat enhancement practically achievable
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West of Cowfold Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Habitats and areas Lisimeinernes Condition Strategic significance Ecolog-ical
s 5 . baseline
uggested action to
Ref| Broad Habitat Haksitat Type Area Distinctivenes Condition Strategic significance address habitat losses Total h_.abllat
[hectares] | s units
1 Grassland Maditied grassland 165 Low Maderate Arealcompensation not in local stratequl | Same distil.ﬂcti'.'EnE:SS or better 660
no local strateqy habitat required 2
2
3
F]
5
B
Total habitat area 165 B6.60
Retention category biodiversity value
. Aron | DESCINDESENE .
retaine (enhance | € l.ll'l_lts HLE . Units lost
d d retaine | enhance | habitat lost
0.0a 0.00 165 6.60
000 0.00 0.00 000 1.65 6_60
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West of Cowfold Habitat Creation Biodiversity Metric Calculation
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Post development! post intervention habitats

Distinctivenes | Condition Strategic significance Temporal multiplier Difficult _
bhie Final time to Final GEfimes
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat [hectares | Distinctivenes - I Standard or adjusted time to target e units
Condition Swrategic significance o target difficulty of 0
] = condition - _ delivered
conditiondyear [ creation

Urban Developed land; sealed surface 0.63 WoLlow Mt - Other Arealcompensation notin local strategyl no Standard time ta target condition applied 1] Medium 0.o0

lozal strategy
Condition Areal i rin losal stratequl

Urban Vegetated garden 0.z21 L Brzessment| oo CORENSAHON RALINIGALSrAEU NG Standard time to target condition applisd 1 Low 0.4

local strategy
[l

Lakes Pandsz (Pricrity Habitat] 0.05 High Maderate Arealoompensation notin looal strategyf no Standard time to target condition applisd 3 Medium 0.36
local strategy

Grassland Other neutral graszland 013 Medium Moderate Areslcompensation notinlocal strategyl no Standard time ta target condition applied 5] Law 0.587
local strategy

Grassland Other neutral grassland 0.63 Medivum Good Arealcompensation notin local strategyl no Standard time to target condition applied bl Low 523
local strategy

Total habitat area 1.65 6.93

Site Area [Excluding area of Urban trees and Green llalls]l 1.65

No habitat enhancement practically achievable
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guestionnaire responses

Creating sustainable futures
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Suitable for Habitat Creation Suitable for Habitat Enhancement

Habitat Area (m?)

Suitable for Habitat Enhancement

Suitable for Habitat Creation

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

£EcE 2555

Please provide details if the proposed BNG

~ ]
'CUQ

= |

Cereal crops

parcel is currently in stewardship and / or a

Other produce

conservation / off setting scheme?

N/A

How is the proposed BNG parcel currently
managed?

Sheep grazing

)
wv

Agricultural land classification

Livestock grazing (including equestrian) X
Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow X
Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows X
Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating
Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches X
Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow
Amenity grassland X
Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating X
Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian) 12,350
Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow 12,350

Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

temple

Creating sustainable futures

[
o -

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider suitable?

Are there any habitat types that you would

consider unsuitable?

Is the site available for at least 30 years for
biodiversity net gain purposes?

Yes

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Bury St Austens Farm

Please provide details if the proposed BNG

Cereal crops

parcel is currently in stewardship and / or a

Other produce

conservation / off setting scheme?

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

Countryside Stewardship Scheme rotational

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

arable options

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow

Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

How is the proposed BNG parcel currently

Cereal crops

managed?

Other produce

Cereal rotation

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow

Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider suitable?

Wildflower meadows

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider unsuitable?
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Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

Other produce

el Livestock grazing (including equestrian)
% Dairy, pig, or poultry farming
g Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow
T Amenity grassland
8 Heathland
= Scrub
Hedgerows

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Policy and / or environmental constraints

Agricultural land classification

temple

Creating sustainable futures

Bury St Austens Farm

Is the site available for at least 30 years for

Yes

biodiversity net gain purposes?

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

East Clayton Farm

Please provide details if the proposed BNG
parcel is currently in stewardship and / or a

Are there any habitat types that you would

= . . consider suitable?
g Other produce conservation / off setting scheme?
§ Livestock grazing (including equestrian) X Part of a whole farm Higher Level Scheme, Wildflower meadow, heathland
B Dairy, pig, or poultry farming but there are no management options on
< .
sl Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow these fields
% Amenity grassland
e Heathland
,:C__J Scrub
% Hedgerows
©
=l Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating
w
Wetland area
Water bodies including drainage ditches
Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas How is the proposed BNG parcel currently Are there any habitat types that you would
Cereal crops managed? consider unsuitable?
Sl Other produce Ley grazing
E Livestock grazing (including equestrian) X
sl Dairy, pig, or poultry farming
E Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow
§ Amenity grassland
E Heathland
KB Scrub
0
Ul Hedgerows X
=]
28 \Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating
Wetland area
Water bodies including drainage ditches

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Is the site available for at least 30 years for
biodiversity net gain purposes?

Policy and / or environmental constraints

Cereal crops

Other produce Yes

Livestock grazing (including equestrian) 0

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow

Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Habitat Area (m?)

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas Please provide details if the proposed BNG
parcel is currently in stewardship and / or a

conservation / off setting scheme?

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider suitable?

} Cereal crops

| Other produce
Livestock grazing (including equestrian) X

Suitable for

Not currently in offsetting scheme
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Suitable for Habitat Creation

Habitat Area (m?)

Suitable for Habitat Enhancement

Suitable for Habitat Creation

Habita

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow X
Amenity grassland X
Heathland X
Scrub X
Hedgerows X
Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating X
Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches X
Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian) X
Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow X
Amenity grassland X
Heathland X
Scrub X
Hedgerows X
Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating X
Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches X

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow

Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

How is the proposed BNG parcel currently

managed?

Not actively managed — some sporadic
animal grazing

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider unsuitable?

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian) X
Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow X
Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub X
Hedgerows X
Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating X
Wetland area X
Water bodies including drainage ditches X
Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow X
Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub X
Hedgerows

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating X
Wetland area X

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

| Cereal crops

Please provide details if the proposed BNG
parcel is currently in stewardship and / or a
conservation / off setting scheme?

N/A

How is the proposed BNG parcel currently

managed?
Annual topping

Policy and / or environmental constraints

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider suitable?

Wetland creation and meadows

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider unsuitable?

Is the site available for at least 30 years for
biodiversity net gain purposes?
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Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow

Amenity grassland

Heathland

130,0
Scrub 00
Hedgerows
Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

58,00
Wetland area 0

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Flood risk

Yes

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

Other produce

Suitable for Habitat Enhancement

Suitable for Habitat Creation

Livestock grazing (including equestrian) X
Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow X
Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub X
Hedgerows X
Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating X
Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas X
Cereal crops X
Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian) X
Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow X
Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub X
Hedgerows X
Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating X

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow

Amenity grassland

Heathland

Habitat Area (m?)

Scrub

Hedgerows

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Please provide details if the proposed BNG
parcel is currently in stewardship and / or a
conservation / off setting scheme?

Grassland has been entered into a
Countryside Stewardship Scheme with the
grass managed to provide nectar and shelter
for invertebrates and an increase in food
supply for birds

Grazed, arable, or not actively managed

Policy and / or environmental constraints

Guy Hurst Copse is an ancient woodland

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider suitable?

Is the site available for at least 30 years for
biodiversity net gain purposes?

Yes

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Suitable for Habitat

Cereal crops

I Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

8 Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow X
Amenity grassland
Heathland
Scrub X

-
.20_:0:0:8

Please provide details if the proposed BNG
parcel is currently in stewardship and / or a
conservation / off setting scheme?

Awaiting stewardship agreement

tc=2o0ocl gl

(]

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider suitable?

Native Woodland regeneration & creation,
enhancement of wildlife corridors,
hedgerow restoration & new native
hedgerows, creation of traditional coppice
woodland, dormouse habitat creation &
enhancement, habitat creation &
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Suitable for Habitat Creation

Habitat Area (m?)

Suitable for Habitat Enhancement

Suitable for Habitat

How is the proposed BNG parcel currently
managed?

Grazed by sheep and annual hay crop

Policy and / or environmental constraints

£
Hedgerows X
Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating X
Wetland area
X

Water bodies including drainage ditches
Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas
Cereal crops
Other produce
Livestock grazing (including equestrian)
Dairy, pig, or poultry farming
Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow X
Amenity grassland
Heathland
Scrub X
Hedgerows X
Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating X
Wetland area
Water bodies including drainage ditches X
Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas
Cereal crops
Other produce
Livestock grazing (including equestrian)
Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

79,00
Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow 0
Amenity grassland
Heathland
Scrub 1,000
Hedgerows

42,00
Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating 0
Wetland area
Water bodies including drainage ditches 4,500

enhancement for bats, owls, and other
species as advised, native orchard creation,
wildflower meadow creation, converting the
low diversity grassland fields into species-
rich meadows, restore naturally functioning
habitat mosaics within which all
characteristic wildlife can thrive, increase in
woodland dependent butterflies, insects and
invertebrates, management of woodlands
for ecological benefit e.g. providing dead
and decaying wood for invertebrates,
provision of bird of prey and owl boxes on a
site where these are already known to nest,
provision of bird & mammal boxes to aid
species diversity, provision of beneficial
measures to encourage & protect both flora
and fauna including Insects, Fish, Reptiles,
Amphibians etc, renewable energy schemes.

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider unsuitable?

All proposals would have to be presented for
consideration & exploration, with all benefits
clearly articulated and measurement criteria
prior to any agreements being considered.
Management fees and payments to us as the
landowners would need to be agreed prior
to any proposal, scheme or improvement
activity being considered.

Is the site available for at least 30 years for
biodiversity net gain purposes?
Yes

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

g2 30

Please provide details if the proposed BNG

Cereal crops

parcel is currently in stewardship and / or a

Other produce

conservation / off setting scheme?

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

N/A

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

How is the proposed BNG parcel currently

managed?

Annual grass cutting or hay crop if possible

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow X
Amenity grassland
Heathland
Scrub
Hedgerows X
Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating X
Wetland area
Water bodies including drainage ditches X
Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas
Cereal crops

§ Other produce
Livestock grazing (including equestrian)
Dairy, pig, or poultry farming
Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow X

T=TXT o5 ™ E

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider suitable?

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider unsuitable?
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Habitat Area (m?)

Suitable for Habitat Creation Suitable for Habitat Enhancement

Habitat Area (m?)

Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow

13,50

Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows

1,000

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

600

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

900

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

T O 2 >
R v o

Please provide details if the proposed BNG

o
o

Cereal crops

parcel is currently in stewardship and / or a

Other produce

conservation / off setting scheme?

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

Field margins to field boundary to north and

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

south are currently subject to grassland

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow

management as part of Entry Level

Amenity grassland

Stewardship Scheme

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

How is the proposed BNG parcel currently
managed?

Other produce

Currently managed as part of a wider

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

agricultural land holding. Field parcel used

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

for arable crop production

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow

Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

40,00

Policy and / or environmental constraints

Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow

Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows

4,800

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

omm - L 4
cPx -T2 8 oc

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider suitable?

Field parcel adjoined to southern boundary

by area of woodland and elsewhere by field

margins that include mature hedgerows and
individual trees

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider unsuitable?

Is the site available for at least 30 years for
biodiversity net gain purposes?

Yes
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Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

wn Y= o= OO0 Y=
o ¥ c

o w 0T
Please provide details if the proposed BNG

parcel is currently in stewardship and / or a
conservation / off setting scheme?

N/A

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow

Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows

Suitable for Habitat Enhancement

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

How is the proposed BNG parcel currently
managed?

Other produce

The land is currently subject to farming. It

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

forms part of the proposed submission to

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

the HEELA for a larger residential site at

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow

Kingsfold. The land that is the part of this
submission represents what would be the

Amenity grassland

>

Country Park.

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows

Suitable for Habitat Creation

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

temple

Creating sustainable futures

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider suitable?

Initial assessments have assumed that circa
20% BNG could be achieved.

Are there any habitat types that you would

consider unsuitable?

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

Other produce

Protected species/priority habitat,

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

agricultural land classification

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow

Amenity grassland

Heathland

Habitat Area (m?)

Scrub

Hedgerows

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Is the site available for at least 30 years for
biodiversity net gain purposes?

Yes

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Langley Fields, Lyons Road, Slinfold

Please provide details if the proposed BNG

Cereal crops

parcel is currently in stewardship and / or a

Other produce

conservation / off setting scheme?

Suitable for Habitat Enhancement

Suitable for Habitat Creation

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider suitable?

Livestock grazing (including equestrian) X N/A

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow X

Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows X

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas How is the proposed BNG parcel currently Are there any habitat types that you would
Cereal crops managed? consider unsuitable?
Other produce Not actively managed

Livestock grazing (including equestrian) X

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow X

Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows X
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Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Langley Fields, Lyons Road, Slinfold

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

Other produce Agricultural land classification Yes
33,00
PPl Livestock grazing (including equestrian) 0
£ Dairy, pig, or poultry farming
§ Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow 8,000
% Amenity grassland
-8 Heathland
T Scrub
Hedgerows 2,000
Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating
Wetland area
Water bodies including drainage ditches

Policy and / or environmental constraints

temple

Creating sustainable futures

Is the site available for at least 30 years for
biodiversity net gain purposes?

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

XPTrosjoe

Please provide details if the proposed BNG

Cereal crops

parcel is currently in stewardship and / or a

conservation / off setting scheme?

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider suitable?

Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

The estate has a parcel called three bogs a

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

wetland area. In addition, the estate has

existing Stewardship schemes in place and

Various habitat opportunities exist both in
the bog areas, wetland, ditches, hedgerows,
forestry and along the banks of the

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow X

various forestry schemes. The estate watercourses.

Amenity grassland supports biodiversity and environmental

Suitable for Habitat Enhancement

Heathland schemes.
Scrub X
Hedgerows X
Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating X
Wetland area X
Water bodies including drainage ditches X
Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas How is the proposed BNG parcel currently Are there any habitat types that you would
Cereal crops managed? consider unsuitable?
S Other produce
= Livestock grazing (including equestrian)
8 Dairy, pig, or poultry farming
E Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow X
§ Amenity grassland
é Heathland
% Scrub X
L8 Hedgerows X
a Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating X
Wetland area X
Water bodies including drainage ditches X

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

Heritage conservation area, agricultural land
classification

Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow

Amenity grassland
Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows

Habitat Area (m?)

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas Please provide details if the proposed BNG
parcel is currently in stewardship and / or a

conservation / off setting scheme?

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider suitable?

§ Cereal crops

| Other produce

Suitable for

Livestock grazing (including equestrian) X
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Suitable for Habitat Creation

Habitat Area (m?)

Suitable for Habitat Enhancement

Suitable for Habitat Creation

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow X
Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows X
Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating X
Wetland area X
Water bodies including drainage ditches X
Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian) X
Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow X
Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows X
Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating X
Wetland area X
Water bodies including drainage ditches X

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow

Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Countryside Stewardship mid-tier grassland
scheme

How is the proposed BNG parcel currently

managed?
Predominantly managed grassland

Policy and / or environmental constraints

Land parcel adjoins ancient and semi-natural
woodland to northern boundary and priority
habitat deciduous woodland to east and
south. There are ponds adjoining edge of
land parcel to north, north-east and south-
east. Land parcel comprises fields bound by
mature hedgerows with specimen trees.

Land parcel would be suitable for enhanced
grassland, woodland and wetland habitats.

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider unsuitable?

Is the site available for at least 30 years for
biodiversity net gain purposes?

Yes

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

~ 2

Cereal crops

Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian) X

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow X

Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows X

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating X

Wetland area X
X

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian) X

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow X

Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

) ~
m O d C ";ﬂi

Please provide details if the proposed BNG

parcel is currently in stewardship and / or a
conservation / off setting scheme?

ccmEWVoO

Countryside Stewardship mid-tier grassland
scheme

How is the proposed BNG parcel currently
managed?

Proactively managed grassland

-~
- L

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider suitable?

Land Parcel predominantly comprises
managed grassland fields.

Toward the southern boundary is designated
ancient and semi-natural woodland, with
further such designation close to the eastern
boundary. Priority Habitat Deciduous
Woodland adjoins the north-west boundary.

There are 'gill' watercourses along the
southern boundary and running east
through the land parcel.

Land is predominantly boundary by mature
hedgerows, including specimen trees, and
woodland shaws. There are a number of
mature specimen trees within the fields.

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider unsuitable?
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Habitat Area (m?)

Suitable for Habitat Creation Suitable for Habitat Enhancement

Habitat Area (m?)

Suitable for

Hedgerows

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow

Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Policy and / or environmental constraints

temple

Creating sustainable futures

Is the site available for at least 30 years for
biodiversity net gain purposes?

Yes

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Sosg=28

Please provide details if the proposed BNG

Cereal crops

parcel is currently in stewardship and / or a

Other produce

conservation / off setting scheme?

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

N/A

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow

Amenity grassland

A woodland management plan submitted to

the forestry commision

Policy and / or environmental constraints

Flood risk, pollution

Heathland

Scrub X
Hedgerows X
Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating X
Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches X
Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow X
Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows X
Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Wetland area X
Water bodies including drainage ditches

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

Cereal crops

Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow

Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub 1,000
Hedgerows 1,000
Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating 7,000
Wetland area 200
Water bodies including drainage ditches 1,000

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider suitable?

Is the site available for at least 30 years for
biodiversity net gain purposes?

Yes

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

L O @ ©

- o — - E
Please provide details if the proposed BNG

| Cereal crops

parcel is currently in stewardship and / or a

i Other produce

conservation / off setting scheme?

| Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

CSS rotational option AB15

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider suitable?

Wildflower meadow, wetland


http://www.templegroup.co.uk/

temple

Creating sustainable futures

Suitable for Habitat Creation

Habitat Area (m?)

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow

Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas

How is the proposed BNG parcel currently
managed?

Cereal/break crop rotation

Cereal crops X
Other produce
Livestock grazing (including equestrian)
Dairy, pig, or poultry farming
Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow
Amenity grassland
Heathland
Scrub
Hedgerows
Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating
Wetland area
Water bodies including drainage ditches
Buildings, yards, and hard surface areas
98,30
Cereal crops 0

Policy and / or environmental constraints

Other produce

Livestock grazing (including equestrian)

Dairy, pig, or poultry farming

Natural or semi-natural grassland/meadow

Amenity grassland

Heathland

Scrub

Hedgerows

Woodland - native, natural, or regenerating

Wetland area

Water bodies including drainage ditches

Are there any habitat types that you would
consider unsuitable?

Is the site available for at least 30 years for
biodiversity net gain purposes?

Yes
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Appendix 5: Green call for sites
biodiversity net gain calculations
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Barn's Green Road, Coolham, North of Wisteria Place Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Habitats and areas L e e = Condition Strategic significance Eculug_ical
s ; baseline
Suggested action to —
Ref Broad habitat Habitat type Area Distinctivenes Condition Strategic significance address habitat losses Toral h_al:utal
[hectares] | s units
1 Cropland Cerel crops 254 Lo MIA - ‘within area formally identified in local Same distinctiveness or better 5 ad
) Agricultural sirategy habitat reguired )
2
3
4
5
254 5.84
Retention category biodiversity value
Area froa | DaSoNN| DaseNmE
retaine |enhance | € l..ll'!ltS s Area lost Units lost
d d relallne enhatnt:e
0.00 0.00 254 5.5d
000 000 000 0.00 254 584
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Barn’s Green Road, Coolham, North of Wisteria Place Habitat Creation Biodiversity Metric Calculation
Barns Green Road, Coolham, North of Wisteria Place
A-2 Site Habitat Creation

Condense / Show Columns Condense / Show Rows
— e W ]

Post develor { post intervention habitats
Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Temporal multiplier Difficulty Habitat
. . Area Final time to Final
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat andard or adjusted time arget units
= (hectares)| Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance st or Ed ot target difficulty of =
condition . - delivered
condition/years creation
Crassland Other neutral grassland 254 Medium Fairly Good TAthin azea fCZ‘I_’:]’_:’Ell" identifed in local Standard time to target condition applied 7 Low 2276
strateqy
Total area 2.54 22.76

No habitat enhancement proposed.
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Bury St Austens Farm Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation
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Habitats and areas L e e Condition Suategic significance Eculug_ical
3 . baseline
Suggested action to
Ref Broad habitat Habitat type Area Distinctivenes Condition Strategic significance address habitat losses Total h_ahllat
[hectares] | = units
1 Urban Bvilt linear features 0.0% W Law Mg - Otber ithin area FD[Z?:::;;“““EEI inlocal Compenzation Mat Required 0.00
2 Crepland Ceresl crops 47z Lo Nn'F'. - ‘within area formally identified in local Same distir!cti-.'ene.ss or better 1086
Agricultural strategy habitat required
3 Lakez Ponds (Man- Pricrity Habitar) 0.04 [Medium F zirly Poor ithin area formally identiied in local 0.25
strategy
4
5 Cropland Ceresl crops 13 L NM - ‘within area farmally identified in local Same dlStII‘!CtI'.'E'I‘IE'.SS or better 5 59
Agricultural strategy habitat required
B
7 Crepland Ceresl crops . Lo Nn'F'. - ‘within area formally identified in local Same distir!cti-.'ene.ss or better 8 B
Agricultural strategy habitat required
8 Lakez Ponds (Man- Pricrity Habitar) 015 [Medium F zirly Poor ithin area formally identiied in local 104
strategy
9
10 Cropland Ceresl crops 255 L Nfﬂ - ‘within area farmally identified in local Same EIIS[II‘!C[I'.'E'I‘IE'.SS or better 4 57
Agricultural strategy habitat required
11
12 Crepland Ceresl crops 1368 Lo Nn'F'. - ‘within area formally identified in local Same dIStII'!GtI'.'E'I'lE'.SS or better 4R
Agricultural strategy habitat required
13 | ‘woodland and farest Other woadland; mixed 172 Medium Moderate Within area an:a"ty identified in local 15.82
strategy
248 | |
72.36 179.06
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Retention category biodiversity value
Area Area nase_m'r‘n‘a‘sa_’nhe
Ref | retaine |enhance | € I..II'!IIZS Il Area lost Units lost
d d retaine | enhance
1 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
2 0.00 0.00 4.72 10,86
3 0.04 0.00 0.28 0.00 0.00
4
5 0.00 0.00 1130 25,93
[i]
T 0.00 0.00 16.80 3864
8 0.5 0.00 1.04 0.00 0.00
b
10 0.00 0.00 23.90 54.97
11
12 0.00 Q.00 13.68 3146
13 17z 0.00 15.82 0.00 0.00
| | | | |
005 [ 191 | ooo | 1714 | TodD | 16192
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Bury St Austens Farm Habitat Creation Biodiversity Metric Calculation

A-2 Site Habitat Creation

Post develor / post intervention ¥
Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Temporal multiplier Difficulty Habitat
c ; Area Final time to Final
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat andard adjusted time arget umits
= (hectares) | Distinctiveness | Condifion Strategic significance = or Ed ot target difficulty of =
condition . - delivered
conditfion/years creation
Crassland Other neuiral grassland 472 Medium Tithin area fcn_’;_ niied inloca Standard time to target condition applied T Low 42.30
5
Grassland Other neutral grassland 11.3 NMedium Tithin arez fc:-x_:;a]l'_ nifedin local Standard time to target condition applied T Low 101.27
5
Crassland Other neutral grassland 16.8 Medium Fairly Good iz area fCZ‘I_’:;E]l‘_ nified nlocal Standard time to target condition applied T Low 150.56
3
Crassland Other neutral grassland 239 Medium Fairly Good iz area fCZ‘I_’:;E]l‘_ nified nlocal Standard time to target condition applied T Low 214.18
5
Crassland Other neutral grassland 13.68 Medium Fairly Good iz area fCZ‘I_’:;El:‘_ nified nlocal Standard time to target condition applied T Low 122 60
strateqy
Total area 70.40 630.90
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Bury St Austens Farm Habitat Enhancement Biodiversity Metric Calculation

e —

Post derelopment! post interrention habitats
Bazeline habitats Proposed Habitat [Pre-Populated but can be overriddes] Change in distinctiveness and condition Area o .
[bectare Distinctivenes | Conditio
B:sr':lf“ Bazelinz habitat Proposed Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Distinctiveness change Condition change =] = -
o Lakes - Pands [Mon- Priarity Habitat) Lakex Ponds [Nos- Priority Habitat) Medium - Medium Fairly Poor - Maderate 004 Rledium Moderate
# Lakez - Pands [Mon- Pricrity Habitat) Lake= Ponds [Nos- Pricrity Habitat) Medium - Medium Fairly Poor - Maderats 0 Medium Madarate
1z ‘whoodland and Forest - Other woodland; mixed wWoodland and Forest Other woodland; mized Pledium - Pedium Maderate - Fairly Good 112 Pdedium Fairly Good
131
A —A—f R A Fr Difficalty
Etrak F T I rizk multipl
rateqgic sigaificamce emporal risk maltiplier risk Habitat
TTEIT ITRE 00 = -
A = Fimal mmit=
Strateqic siguificamce ey id|I$Et_d tom t?r_get difficaity of | delivered
to target condition conditiondyea
o enbancement
“w'ithin area formally identified in local Etandard time ko targt condition 2 Pledium 03
skrakegy applied
within area Farmally identified in lacal Etandard time ko lfargtt conditian 2 Medium 1.25
skratequ applicd
within area Formally identificd in local Standard time ko lfargtt condition g Low 1943
skrategy applicd
2072
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East Clayton Farm Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation
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Habitats and areas Lieiier s Condition Suategic significance Eculng_ical
3 - baseline
Suggested action to
Ref Broad habitat Habitar type frea Distinctivenes Condition Srategic significance address habitat losses Total h_ahltat
[hectares] | = units
1 Cronland C | £ L Ml - ‘within area formally identified in local Same distinctiveness or better 550
fepian erealorop= ) o Bgricultural strategy habitat required )
2
3 Cronland C | 05 L M - ‘within area farmally idertified in local Same distinctiveness or better T2
fepian Srealemps ) o Bagricultural strategy habitat required )
4
5 Cranland C | 489 L M - ‘wlithin area farmally identified in local Same distinctiveness or better 1135
fepan srealorops ) o BAgricultural strategy habitat required )
[i]
7 Cronland C | 40z L M - ‘within area farmally idertified in local Same distinctiverness or better q 55
fepian Srealemps ) o Aaricultural strategy habitat required )
8
M - \within area farmally identified in local Same distinctiveness or better
3 Lropland Lereal crops B.07 Las Bagricultural strategy habitat required U
1)
1 Cronland Coreal crons 318 Lo Mia - ‘within area formally identified in local Same distinctiveness or better 75
P P ) Aaricultural strategy habitat required )
29.95 6889
Retention category biodiversity value
Area Area |DRCCNN | DaTENME
retaine |enhance | € I..II'!IIZS e Area lost Units lost
d d lEta.II'IE enha.nce
.00 0.00 E.7d 15.50
0.00 0.00 5.05 .62
0.00 0.00 4.53 .25
0.00 0.00 4.02 3.25
0.00 0.00 E.07 13.96
.00 0.00 318 el
(000 | oo0o0 | ooo [ ooo [ 2995 [ 6883 |
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East Clayton Farm Habitat Creation Biodiversity Metric Calculation

A-2 Site Habitat Creation

| Condense [ Show Rows |

_7

temple
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No habitat enhancement proposed

Post develor / post intervention h
Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Temporal multiplier Difficulty Habitat
c ; Area Final time to Final
Broad Habitat ed habitat 1] i i
Propos C s)| Distinctiv — . L = Standardm’a@lst_e_dnmetotarget t _ ty of dﬁ'ﬂ:ﬂs
c conditionfyears creation
Crassland Other neutral grassland 674 Medium Moderate TAthin area I’c:‘t_’;a]l‘_' s Standard time to target condition applied 5 Low 5189
s
- . . Within area formally . - .
Crassland Other neutral grassland 5.05 Medium Moderate o y Standard time to target condition applied 5 Low 38.88
s
P . B Within area formally . "~ .
CGrassland Other neutral grassland 488 Medium NModerate i ! Standard time to target condition applied 5 Low 3165
s
P . B Within area formally . " .
Crassland Other neutral grassland 40 Medium Moderate o y Standard time to target condition applied 5 Low 30.95
B
o7 = . Within area formally . o .
Crassland Other neutral grassland 6.07 Medium Moderate o y Standard time to target condition applied 5 Low 46.73
s
Crassland Other neutral grassland 318 Medium Moderate Standard time to target condition applied 5 Low 2448
Total area 29.95 230.58
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Habitats and areas e Condition Swrategic significance Ecnlug_ical
5 . baseline
Suggested action to —
Ref Broad habitat Habitat type Area Distinctivenes Condition Strategic significance address habitat losses Total h_al:utal
[hectares] | = units
1 woodland and farest Other woodland; mised 152 Medium Moderate Within area fc\rn:all:,l identifiedin local 13.35
strategy
2
Heathland and shub Mized sorub 0.63 Medium Moderate Within are fc\rn:allty identified inlocal 5.80
strategy
woodland and Farest Other woodland; mised .08 Medium Moderate Within are fc\rn:allty identified inlocal 13.14
strategy
Cropland Cereal crops 169 L Nfﬁ - ‘within area formally identified in local Same distinlcti-.'ene.ss or better 339
Agricultural strategy habitat required
T woodland and farest Other woodland; mised 0.25 Medium Moderate Within area fc\rn:all:,l identifiedin local —I
strategy
9 Crapland Cereal crops 117 Law Nfﬁ - ‘wiithin area formally identified in lacal Same distinlctil.lene.ss or better 2 69
Baricultural strategy habitat required
I T34 I 47.73
Retention category biodiversity value
Broa Area |DESSINDETENNE
retaine |enhance | © I..II'!IIS I Area lost Units lost
d d retaine | enhance
152 0.00 13.98 0.00 0.00
063 0.00 5.80 0.00 0.00
208 0.00 13,14 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 163 3.83
0.25 0.00 .30 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 117 263
000 4 48 0_00 4122 2 B6 658
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Lamb’s Green, Rusper Habitat Creation Biodiversity Metric Calculation

A-2 Site Habitat Creation

| | Condense / Show Rows

se { Show Columns
K ]
| J
Post develor / post intervention habitats
Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Temporal multiplier Difficulty Habitat
c ; Area Final time to Final
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat P . o Standard or adjusted time to target - units
Distincti Condition Strat:
(hectares) VEness egic significance c . target d.l.ﬁ.culrjr of deliv 3
conditionfyears creation
Grassland Other neutral grassland 1.68 Medium Moderate fthin area I’c:‘t_’.:_:’all nifiedmloca Standard time to target condition applied 5 Low 13.01
stra
Other neutral grassland 1.17 Medium Moderate Tithin area fCZ‘I_’:]'_:’Ell nified nlocal Standard time to target condition applied 5 Low 501
strateqy

Crassland

22.08

2.86

Total area
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Lamb’s Green, Rusper Habitat Enhancement Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Post development! post interrention habitats

Bazeline habitats Proposed Habitat [Pre-Populated but can be overridden) Change in distinctiveness and condition Area o »
[hectare Distinctivenes | Conditio
B:sr:If“ Bazeline habitat Proposed Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Distinctiveness change Conditios change =] = -
1 “woodland and Forest - Other woodland; mixed Woodland and Forest Other woodland; mized Pledium - Medium Maderate - Fairly Good 152 Pedium Fairly Good
3 Heathland and shrub - Mized scrub Heathland and shrab Mized scrub PMedium - Medium Maderate - Fairly Gaod 063 Medium Fairly Goad
d waadland and Farest - Other woodland; miced woodland and Forest Other woodland: mized Pedium - Medium Maderate - Fairly Good 205 Medium Fairly Goad
T ‘w'oodland and Forest - Other woodland; mixed wWoodland and Forest Other woodland; mized Pledium - Medium Madarats - Fairly Good .25 Medium Fairly Good
448
UR—— - = Difficulty
Strat F T I rizk multipl
rategic siguificamce emporal risk multiplier Habitat
TTEST TTNE U0 | -
amits
R Etandard or adjusted time target deli d
Sl el Ti=TeEs to target condition conditionlyea S
“w'ithin area formally identified in local Etandard time ko target condition 5 Lows 1681
skrategy applied
“w'ithin area formally identified in local Etandard time ko target condition
N 2 Law T.15
skrategy applied
‘w'ithin area Farmally identified in lacal Etandard time ko lfarget conditian 5 Low 2514
skrategy applicd
‘w'ithin area Farmally identified in lacal Etandard time ko t.argct caonditian 5 Law 218
skrateqy applicd
4398
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Land at Knepp Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation
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Habitats and areas L irerss Condition Strategic significance
3
Ref Broad habitat Habitat type Area Distinctivenes Condition Strategic significance
[hectares] | =
\Wetland Fens lupland and lowland) 674 W High Moderate ‘wlithin area farmally identified in local
strategy
2
wWetland Fens lupland and lawland) 471 . High Maoderate ‘wlithin area farmally identified in lozal
strategy
q ‘woodland and forest Dther woodland: mixed 0,34 Medium Moderate ‘wiithin area formally identified in local
strategy
5
i3 Heathland and shiub Mined scrub 4.89 Medium Moderate ‘within area Formally identified in local
strategy
T
8 Heathland and shiub Mined scrub 4.02 Medium Maderate ‘wlithin area farmally identified in local
strategy
b
10 | Heathland and shiub Mined scrub 607 Medium Moderate ‘wlithin area farmally identified in local
strategy
] ‘woodland and farest Dther woodland: mixed 0.35 Medium Moderate ‘wlithin area fD[I‘I:EI":I identified in lacal
strategy

Suggested action to
address habitat losses

Ecological
baseline

Total habitat
units

124.02

36.66

313

4d4.33

36.95

55.84

322

I 2712 I

| 354 84 I
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Retention category biodiversity value

Area e L
Ref | retaine |enhance Eur!'ts Il Area lost Units lost

d d retaine | enhance

E.7d 0.00 124.02 0.00 0.00
3 471 0.00 8666 0.00 0.00
q 0.34 0.00 313 0.00 0.00
5
i1 4.33 0.00 4d.53 0.00 0.00
T
il 4.02 0.00 36.95 0.00 0.00
a9
10 E.OT 0.00 5584 0.00 0.00
1 0.35 0.00 3.22 0.00 0.00
L ooo | 2712 | 0.00 | 35484 [ o000 | 0.00 |

No habitat creation proposed.
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Land at Knepp Habitat Enhancement Biodiversity Metric Calculation
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Post development! post istervestion habitats

Bazeline habitats Proposed Habitat [Pre-Populated bt cam be orerriddes) Change in distinctiveness and condition Arca . i .
[hectare Distinctivenes | Conditio
B:s:elf“ Bazeline habitat Proposed Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Distinctiveness change Condition change =) = -
1 ‘w'etland - Fens [upland and lowland) wetland Fens [upland and lowland] % High - %.High Moderate - Fairly Good 674 . High Fairly Good
3 ‘wetland - Fenz [upland and lowland] wetland Fens [upland and lowland] . High - % .High Maderate - Fairly Good 4.1 . High Fairly Good
4 ‘woodland and forest - Other woodland; mixed YWoodland and Forest Dther woodland; mized Pedium - Fedium Maderats - Fairly Good 054 Pledium Fairly Gaod
£ Heathland and shrub - Mized zcrub Heathland and chrab Mixed scrub Medium - Madium Madarats - Fairly Good 4.53 Medium Fairly Good
# Heathland and shrub - Mixed scrub Heathland and shrab Mized scrub Medium - Medium Moderate - Fairly Good 4.02 Medium Fairly Good
0 Heathland and shrub - Bixed scrub Heathland and shrub Mixed scrub Medium - Bedium Maderate - Fairly Good 607 Mledium Fairly Good
1 ‘waadland and farest - Other woodland; mixed Woodland and forest Other woodland: mized Medium - Bedium Maderate - Fairly Good 0,35 Medium Fairly Gaod
2712
Etrategic siguificance Temporal rizk multiplicr Di':iic:“’ Habitat
TTEST TIRE TO 2 -
- - Fimal umits
Strategic sigmificance S eo ‘dI.Ste.d time t?r_gtt difficulty of | delivered
to target condition conditionfyea
. enbamcement
‘whithin area Formally identificd inlocal Etandard time to lf:.rget condition 10 High 15145
skrakegy applisd
‘wfithin area Farmally identifizd in lacal Standard time ta t.:.rgct condition 10 High BT
skrabegy applied
‘wiithin area Farmally identificd in local Standard time ta bargat condition [ Lo 518
skrakegy applicd
‘whithin area Formally identificd in local Etandard time to t_:.rget condition 2 Lo 5 4E
skrakegy applisd
‘wfithin area Farmally identifizd in lacal Standard time ta t.:.rgct condition 2 Low 4553
skrabegy applied
‘wiithin area Farmally identificd in local Standard time ta targat condition 2 Lo BEEL
skrategy applisd
‘wiithin area formally identified in local Standard time o target condition c Lo 558
skrakeqy applicd
AD0. 43
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Land at Little Thakeham Farm, Storrington Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Habitats and areas Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance E‘:ﬁm] ical
Strategic Suggested action to address
i habitat 1 i
Ref Broad habitat Habitat type e Distinctiveness Score | Condition | Score Strategic significance _Sqnteg; Significance P Lo h_nbmt
(hectares) significance units
= R multiplier
e Cacmal e 133 N/A- rmally identified in local igh strategic Same distinctivensss or better
: Ceopland Cecmal caops === o B 1 cvicoiu (IS stratey significance S hbitat saquised A2
2
T e e NA- Within zrsz formazlly identified in lozzl High strategic Szms distinctivensss or batter -
Croplan: Carez 35 Low % N S > < g
= Siopied  crop 2 E Asricultural : stratesy =i B hizbitat saquired B
4 Woodland and forest Other woodland; mixed 018 Medivem 4 Moderats 2 Withinarea formaly identified in focal SHE R 115 166
steatesy sisnificance
E
Coat Cacnal 5 N/A- Within zrez formally identified in local High strategic Same distinctivenass or better
6 Cropland Carzzl crops 21 Low 2 Assicolton 1 iiabaire S 115 Seabitat reived 483
7 Woodland and forest Other woodland; mixed 0.07 Medinm 4 Moderats 2 it w’f"'“ﬁed i H;ghsuategk 115 *I
8
Eronland o 137 N/A- Within araa Heaally identifiad in local High stratsgic Same distinctiveness or battar
2 Cropiand Cerealorops I B S A cvicol oo (S o sienificancs 2 fhzbitat saquired S
10 Utban Built finear Batures 019 VLow 0 |va-ome| 0 Withinarea bemlty identified infocal | 115 Compensation Not Requirsd 0.00
11
12 Woodland and forest Other woodland,; mixed 183 Madivm 4 Moderate 2 Within area rzally “"_-“'"“ﬁe“' S H‘g' SEREEE 115 1684
- stratez significance
14 Croptznd Careat crops 1: e 2 N/A- 1 Within araz formally identifisd in | High strategic 115 Same distinctiveness or battar 00
R Adiiadbub i bt Asviculturat strategy sienificance a habitat saquired 2
15
16 Woodlznd and forest Other woodland; mixad 256 Mzdivm 4 Modzratz 2 Within area mul_l:_f\d“ﬁ*’ inlocal H;?’ §iﬂhegf 115 2355
17
Criida = = B NA- Within arez formally identified in local High strategic Same distinctivensss or batter
1oplan Carzal crops 096 2 > 9 3
:: Cropiand Cereall crop Low 2 Asvicultural 5 1 significance L habitat raguired m
7 & R P o NA- Within arez formzlly identified in local High strategic Same distinctivansss or batter
! n Carzzl oo 5 -
20 Cropland Carzal crops 286 Low 2 Anieatid 1 st sieni 115 Sabitat vectiad 658
21 | Woodland and forest Other wood!land; mixed 0.13 Madiven 4 Moderate 2 Withia aea b:m.snv identified fntocal ERMEe 115 120
stratesy significance
22
T e = NA- 2 formzlly identifiad in loca High strategic Szms distinctivensss or batter
Croplan: Carezl 5.68 Low 2 - St > 9 3 £
- Siopied el cihps E Asricultural : stratesy =i B hizbitat saquired S
24 Woodland and forest Other woodland; mixed 014 Madivm 4 Moderats 2 Within'area formaty identified in focal SHE A 115 129
sisnificance
25
26 | Woodiznd znd frest Other woodiznd; mized 125 Madive 4 | nogere | 2 Highsiatesic 115 1150
stratesy significance
27
S T N/A- High strategic Szms distinctivensss or batter
roplan Coarezl 5 § % S > 9 3 .
28 Cropland 1 crop 1 Low 2 Asvicutrueat 1 S nicanee 115 Sabitat coniad 368
stratesy 31 [cance
30
Conatas Cacoalch o NA- Within rmally identified in local High strategic Same distinctivenass or better
= Groplaskd el caogs L Loy B Asricultural g stratesy significancs g habitat raquised s
32
. Feinida Casait e s N/A- Within ares formzlly identified in local High strategic Same distinctivensass or batter
Croplan 2123 3 38 Low . < ~ S =
= Sroptand S E Asvicultural : stratev significance L habitat raguired s
34
5 Croalan Coatial e 447 N/A- Within arez ormally identified in local High strategic Same distinctivensss or batter
2 Cropland Careal crops 2 Tow = Asricultural : stratsgv siznificance =D habitat raguired S
a6

117
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37

Cropland

Carazl crops

(=
[
o

NA-
Agvicultural

Within arez formally identified in local
stratesv

L15

Szme distinctivenass or batter
habitat raguired

543

39

Cropland

Carzal crops

NA-
Aevicultural

formzlly identifiad in local
stratev

Within zrez

115

Same distinctivensss or batter
habitst raguirad

1129

ormzlly identifiad in locl

Sams distinctivensss or batter

Crooizn Caal rone 045 High strategic ~
41 Cropland Carezl crops 045 stratiey sipoiicance 115 Sibitat vaaiiedt 104
42

& o : NA- Within arez forma! ntified in locz High strategic Same distinctivensss or batter

Croplans Cerazl crops 586 3 S % 7 3 {
= Seopland armal coop Asriculturz] 5 i 2 hizbitat raguirsd e
44

% PR, PR A N/A- Within arez formally identified in local High strategic Same distinctivensss or batter
= Cropland o oo b Agsviculturat strategy izni L habitat saguired e
46 | Woodland 2nd frest Other woodlznd; mixed 117 Madiva Modarats Within area foneaity identified in local High strategic 115 1076
strstesy St cance

47

Within arez ormzlly identified in local

strategy

48 Woodlznd znd forest Other woodland,; mixed 256 Meadium Moderats TR sieni 115 2355
49
= R, Gl 370 NA- Within arez formally identified in local High strategic Same distinctivenass or batter
a5 Cropland i Rl e Asvicultural stratesy sienificance e nabitat raguirsd s
51
52 | Woodland and rest Other woodland; mizsd 132 Madiva Moderats Within area bamelly identified in focal | 115 1214
53
EX Woodland and forest Other woodland; mixed 029 Mediva Moderats Withinates .:,“v e H::gkggz_ﬁ% B £
B

£ Heathland znd shrub Mixed scrub 039 Madiuvm Modaratz Within e m':L hedhiff ocat }Eg‘ e 115 543
= —
= ~ NA- Within area formally identifisd in loca! High strategic = Sams distinctivensss or batter

Croplan &8 A > P 2 % % 5 X
Sy feop'anc & o Asvicultural stratesy cance ER habitat raguirad o
58
50 Heathlznd and shrub Mixad scrub 037 Meadiva Moderatz Within area i:‘m_‘:l_l-v 'o:':‘“ﬁg infocal thl U 115 340

S __stratery sienificence
60 [ Woodland 2nd forast Other woodlzad; mixzd 033 Madiva Modarate s ‘f:.g“ strategic 115 N
strate

61

o o~ s a3 NA- Within area formelly identifiad in local High steategic = Sams distinctiveness or batter

soplan Carszl crops 53 A 2 s g z = 7

62 Cropland Carezl crops 3 Low Abricutton PR s 115 fiabitat veained 1272
63

PR P R 29 NA- Within ar2a formally idantifisd in local High stratesic Same distinctiveness or battar
“ Ciopiane Cersilcrops = Asricultural strategy significance e habitzt saquired 20
65
66 | Woodlznd and orest Other woodiznd; mixed 155 Medive Moderzte Withinarea rmally identified inlocal | [SEEEEREEE 115 1425
67

Hezthland and shrub

Mixad scrub

—
wn

Madium

Modzrats

Within 2 mzlly identified in local

L15

13.30

El2

8081

316.60
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Other neutral grassland

253

Strategic signis :

Other neutral grassland

554

Fairly Good

Within area formally identified in local strategy

21

Fairly Good

Within area formally identified in local strategy

Other neutral grassland

387

Fairly Good

Within area formally identified in local strategy

Other neutral grassland

382

Fairly Good

Within area formally identified in local strategy

086

| Fairly Good

Within area formally identified in local strategy

Other neutral grassland

286

Fairly Good

‘Within area formally identified in local strategy

Other neutral grassland

5.68

Fairly Good

Within area formally identified in local strategy

Other neutral grassland

Fairly Good

‘Within area formally identified in local strategy

Other neutral grassland

158

Fairly Good

Within area formally identified in local strategy

58

Fairly Good

Within area formally identified in local strategy

Other neutral grassland

442

Fairly Good

Within area formally identified in local strategy

Other neutral grassland

2.36

Fairly Good

‘Within area formally identified in local strategy

481

| Fairly Good

‘Within area formally identified in local strategy

045

Fairly Good

‘Within area formally identified in local strategy

5.86

Fairly Good

Within area formally identified in local strategy

127

Fairly Good

‘Within area formally identified in local strategy

3719

Fairly Good

Within area formally identified in local strategy

0.59

Fairly Good

Within area formally identified in local strategy

Fairly Good

Within area formally identified in local strategy
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‘Within area formally identified in local strategy

‘Within area formally i inlocal

J’ |

‘Within area formally identified in local strategy

‘Within area formally identified in local strategy

Other neutral grassland 4638
Other neutral grassland 15
Other neutral grassland 553
Other neutral grassland

Total aren
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Land at Little Thakeham Farm, Storrington Habitat Enhancement Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Post development! post interrention habitats
[Eosalis CelHiets Proposed Habitat [Pre-Populated but can be overridden]) ey D ElEheERenees end azniin Area Distincti .
- [hectare istinctivens | Conditio |
B:s::f“ Bazeline habitat Proposed Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Dictinctiventss change Condition change =] == .
q wWoodland and forest - Other woodland; mixed woodland and Forest Other woodland; mixed Medium - Fedium Maderate - Fairly Good 015 Medium ;ZTE
T ‘woodland and forest - Other woodland; mived wWoodland and forest Dther woodland; mixed Mledium - Pedium Moderate - Fairly Good .07 Mledium ;ZTE
1z wWoodland and forest - Other woodland; mixed woodland and Forest Other woodland; mixed Medium - Fedium Maderate - Fairly Good 153 Medium ;ZTE
1% wWoodland and forest - Other woodland; mixed woodland and Forest Other woodland; mixed Medium - Fedium Maderate - Fairly Good 2.56 Medium ;ZTE
=1 wWoodland and forest - Other woodland; mixed woodland and Forest Other woodland; mixed Medium - Fedium Maderate - Fairly Good 013 Medium ;ZTE
zd wWoodland and forest - Other woodland; mixed woodland and Forest Other woodland; mixed Medium - Fedium Maderate - Fairly Good 0.14 Medium ;ZTE
ZE wWoodland and forest - Other woodland; mixed woodland and Forest Other woodland; mixed Medium - Fedium Maderate - Fairly Good 1.25 Medium ;Zi:g
4 wWoodland and forest - Other woodland; mixed woodland and Forest Other woodland; mixed Medium - Fedium Maderate - Fairly Good 015 Medium ;ZTE
di ‘woodland and forest - Other woodland; mived wWoodland and forest Other woodland; mized Mledium - Medium Mloderate - Fairly Good 117 Mledium ;ZTE
4% wWoodland and forest - Other woodland; mixed woodland and Forest Other woodland; mixed Medium - Fedium Maderate - Fairly Good 2.56 Medium ;ZTE
5z wWoodland and forest - Other woodland; mixed woodland and Forest Other woodland; mixed Medium - Fedium Maderate - Fairly Good 1.32 Medium E;i:s
5d wWoodland and forest - Other woodland; mixed woodland and Forest Other woodland; mixed Medium - Fedium Maderate - Fairly Good 0.23 Medium ;ZTE
1] Heathland and shruk - Biced scrub Heathland and shrab Mized scrub Fledium - Medium Maderate - Fairly Good 0.53 Fledium ;ZTE
1] Heathland and shruk - Biced scrub Heathland and shrab Mized scrub Fledium - Medium Maderate - Fairly Good 037 Fledium l;zi:g
£ wWoodland and forest - Other woodland; mixed woodland and Forest Other woodland; mixed Medium - Fedium Maderate - Fairly Good 035 Medium ;ZTE
13 woodland and Forest - Other woodland; mixed Woodland and Forest Dther woodland; mized Mledium - Medium Maderate - Fairly Good 155 Mledium ;Zi:g
i Heathland and shrub - Bixed scrub Heatkland and shrab Mized scrab Mledium - Pedium Maderate - Fairly Good 15 Fledium ;ZTE
16.01
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Strateqic siguificance Temporal rizk multiplier Diff_ic:lt’ Habitat
Conditic Final 6 5 F'_'s 1 umits
Bazelin L] R Stamdard or adjusted (naT Hme Re ) TiRS delivere
Strateqic siguificance - - target difficulty of
e ref time to target condition - d
conditionfye | enbancement
4 Fairly “within area Formally identified in local Standan.:l.tlme ta karget 5 Law 200
Good skrategy condition applied
= Fairly “within area Formally identified in local Standan.:l.tlme ta karget 5 Law oTE
Good skrakegy condition applicd
1 Fairly “within area Formally identified in local Standan.:l.tlme ta karget 5 Law 20,56
Good skrategy condition applied
1® Fairly “within area Formally identified in local Standan.:l.tlme ta karget 5 Law 25 45
Good skrategy condition applied
2 Fairly “within area Formally identified in local Standan.:l.tlme b liarget 5 Lo 145
Good skrategy condition applied
24 Fairly “within area Formally identified in local Standan.:l.tlme ta karget 5 Law 156
Good skrategy condition applied
- Fairly “within area Formally identified in local Standan.:l.tlme ta karget 5 Law 1581
Good skrategy condition applied
2 Fairly “w'ithin area formally identified in local Standar-_:l_tlmc ke barget g Lo 167
Good skrategy condition applied
4% Fairly “within area Formally identified in local Standan.:l.tlme ta karget 5 Law 502
Good skrategy condition applied
- Fairly “within area Formally identified in local Standan.:l.tlme ta karget 5 Law 25 45
Good skrategy condition applied
= Fairly “w'ithin area farmally identified in local Standan.:l.tlme ke barget 5 Lew HEE
Good skrategy condition applied
54 Fairly “within area Formally identified in local Standan.:l.tlme ta karget 5 Law 50
Good skrategy condition applied
o= Fairly “within area Formally identified in local Standan.:l.tlme ta karget 5 Law P
Good skrakegy condition applied
58 Fairly “within area Formally identified in local Standan.:l.tlme ta karget 5 Law 40
Good skrategy condition applied
i Fairly “within area Formally identified in local Standan.:l.tlme ta karget 5 Law 555
Good skrategy condition applied
aa Fairly “within area Formally identified in local Standan.:l.tlme ta karget 5 Law 1724
Goaod skrakegy condition applizd
03 Fairly “within area Formally identified in local Standan.:l.tlme ta karget 2 Law 17
Good skrategy condition applicd
17864
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Land at Old Camp Farm, Brighton Road Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Habitats and areas Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance E;‘:“g‘].' cal
Suggested action to address e
habitat 1 i
Ref|  Broadhabitat Habitat type m‘:t'::es) Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance v T""g’;:““
A = Within zrez formzlly identified in local Same distinctivensss or batter
zzzlan 3 =d grazslan 319 Nodarats 2 X & 3
1 Grassland Modified grazsland 1 Low Nodarate straiery Siahiitat racpalred 1467
2 Woodland znd forest Other woodland; mixed 42 Madivm Modarate Withinawes ﬁc:rﬂl_}"}?tmeé Snlock 4418
SNy
3 Lakes Ponds (Non- Pricrity Hzbitat) 0.11 Madive Modsrats Within arz2 bf'{*’;ﬁ?[::f—“-"ﬁed inlocal 101
4 Giasstand Modified zrzsslzad 410 T Modarate Within rez formally idantifisd in local Same distir._ctivenesfs or batter 1927
stratesy habitat raguirad
s
1229 7012
Retention category biodiversity value
Baseline | Baseline
% e':‘." : m:;: eq | mmits uits Area lost Units lost
retained | enhanced
000 0.00 31e 1467
48 0.00 4418 0.00 0.00
011 | ooe | 101 0.00 0.00
00 000 412 1927
0.00 401 000 4517 738 3305
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A-2 Site Habitat Creation
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Post development/ post intervention habitats

Distinctiveness Strategic sigmficance Temporal multpher Difficulty Habitat
- ; Area Final time to Final E
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat umnits
o (bectares) | Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Standard or adjusted time to target condition target difficulty of deliv N
condition/years creation

Crassland Other neutral grasslend 318 Medum 1 area formally identified in local strategy Standerd time to target condition apphed T Lowr 28.69

Grassland Other neutral grassland 419 Medium 1 area formally identified i al strateqgy Stendeard time to target condition applied T Low 37.66
Total area 7.38 66.14
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Land at Old Camp Farm, Brighton Road Habitat Enhancement Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Post developmentd post intervention habitats
Baseline habitats Froposed Habitat [Pre-Fopulated but can be overridden] Change in distinctiveness and condition Area o B
(hectare Distinctivene | Conditio
B:S:?I‘m Easeline habitat Proposed Broad Habitat Froposed habitat Distinctiveness change Condition change 5] == "
3 ‘woodland and Forest - Other woodland; mised Woodland and Forest Other woodland; mized Medium - Medium [oderate - Fairly Good 4.8 Medium F airly Good
4 Lakes - Ponds [Rlon- Pricrity Habirat) Lakes Fonds [Non- Priority Habitat] Pledium - Medium Moderate - Fairly Good 0.1 Il dium Fairly Good
L %11
S L - o Difficult
Strat ¥ 1
rategic significance Temporal risk multiplier rick Habitat
- A Final time to Final units
L Standard or adjusted time _ ~
Strategic significance to target condition ta_lget difficulty of | delivered
conditionfse | enhancemen
“within area formally identified in local | Standard time b Farget condition 5 Low E34D
shratedy applied
“within area formally identified in local | Standard time b .target condition 2 pediom 17
shrateqy applied
HL T4
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Land at the Hermitage, Tower Hill Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Habitats and areas Distinctiveness| Condition Strategic significance E;:;Eg_
Suggested action to
_ . Atea . . o address habitat losses Total habitat
Broad habitat Habitat type . ares) Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance: -
1 Cirassland Modified grassland 145 Low Eairly Boor Location ecologically desirable but notin | Same ::1.1511.1'.::1:1'.;31&5?5 or better 278
: local sirateqy habitat required
2 | Woodland and forest Other woodland; mixed 0.07 Medium | Moderate | LOCRTOR Scologically desivable but not in 0.62
local strateqgy
3 Lakes Ponds (Mor- Priority Habitat) 0.03 Medium | Moderate | [O°AUOR Scologlcally desiraple butnotin 026
) 3 : local strateqgy
4
[ 5 |
1.55 5.6
Retention category biodiversity value
x Area |Baseline| Baseline
retained| enhance | umits umits Area lost Units lost
d retained | enhanced
0.00 0.00 145 478
0.07 0.00 0.62 0.00 0.00
0.03 0.00 0.26 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.10 0.00 0.88 1.45 479
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Land at the Hermitage, Tower Hill Habitat Creation Biodiversity Metric Calculation

A-2 Site Habitat Creation

Show Rows

Condense / Show Columns Cond

]

Post development/ post intervention habitats
Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Temporal multipher Difficulty Habitat
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat b L » L . . » DD ey umits
(bhectares) | Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Standard or adjusted time to target condition target difficulty of deliv. 3
condition/years creation
Grassland Other neutrsal grassland 145 Medium Fairly goo ocana ol g::.a]i';:i;_:asle outng Standard time to target condition applied 1 Lowr 1243
Total area 1.45 12.43
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Fost development? post intervention habitats

Baseline habitats Froposed Habitat [Pre-Fopulated but ¢an be overridden) Change in distinctiveness and condition Area o »
N {hectare Distinctivene | Conditio
B:s:?lfm Easeline habitat Proposed Broad Habitat FProposed habitat Distinctiveness change Condition change 5] == "
2 wWoodland and Forest - Qther woodland; mized Yoodland and Forest DOther woodland; mized Medium - Medium Ioderate - Fairly Good 007 Medium Fairly Giood
3 Lakes - Ponds [Mon- Pricrity Habitar) Lakes Fonds [Mon- Priority Habitat) Fledium - Medium Moderate - Fairly Good 0.0z [ledium Fairly Good
010
S R _— Difficulty
Strat F
rategic significance Temporal risk multiplier rick Habitat
Standard or adjusted time | ¢ | disficulty of |, Mt
R tandard or adjusted time target ifFiculty of deli d
Strategic significance to target condition R || et e elivere
Location ecologically desirable buk not in | Standard time o tarnget condition
| . ] Low 0.74
loz:al strateqy applied
| Lacation ecalogically desirable but not in [ Standard time to _target condition 2 e dium 031
lowz:al strakeqy applied
1.05
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Land East of School Lane, Steyning Road, Wiston Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Habitats and areas Distinctiveness Strategic significance E;:;eg]j_ne
Suggested action to
Ref Broad habitat Habitat type {lle;::tﬁr:raes) Distinctiveness Strategic significance address habitat losses Totall::mlabnat
1 Cropland Cereal crops 108 o Location ecolog _" d ble butnotin | Same ::hsn.n:.mer_ass or better 293
ocal strateq; habitat required

2
3
4
5

4.06 8.93

Retention category biodiversity value
A Area |Baseline| Baseline
retained enhance | units umits Area lost Units lost
d retained | enhanced
0.00 0.00 406 8893
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.06 B.93
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Land East of School Lane, Steyning Road, Wiston Habitat Creation Biodiversity Metric Calculation

A-2 Site Habitat Creation

Condense / Show Rows
]

Post development/ post intervention habitats
Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Temporal muliplier Difficulty Habitat
Broad Habitat Proposed hebitat Area o . . : ) . et o units
(hectares) | Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Standard or edjusted time to target condition target difficulty of deliv. 3
condifion/years creation
e . e Location ecologically desirable but net in local . . .
Grassland Other neutral grassland 408 Medium Fairly Good et Standard time to target condition applied T Low 34.80
strategy
Total area 4.06 34.80

No habitat enhancement proposed
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Habitats and areas Distinctiveness| Condition Strategic significance Ecological
Suggested action to
Area address habitat losses Total habitat
i i i i i itd i i i -
Ref Broad habitat Habitat type . ) Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance

1 Cropland Cereal crops 115 R i TIA- Location ecologically desirable butnotin | Same dmu;:twenes_s or better 2555
Agricultural local strateqgy habitat required

2

3 Cropland Ceresl crops 162 Low i A~ Location ecologically desirable but notin | Same dJsmf_:u‘.rer:esjs or better 356
Agricultural local strateqy habitat required

4 Woodland and forest Cther woodland; mixed 0.88 Medium Lloderate Location ecologically desirable but not in 174

local strateqy

5]

& Cropland Cereal crops sE5 Low i LA - Location ecologically desirable butnotin | Same dJStI.l’ILCU‘JeEe%S or better 1287
Agricultural local strateqy habitat required

T

8 Woodland and forest Cther woodland; mived 1328 Ledium Llcderate Location ecologically desirakle but not in

local strateqy
248
2450
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Retention category biodiversity value

A Area |Baseline| Baseline
retai 3 enhance umits umits Area lost Umnits lost
d retained | enhanced
0.00 0.00 11.80 23.96
0.00 0.00 1.62 356
0.88 0.00 174 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 585 12.87
435 0.00 3B8.28 0.00 0.00
(111 223 [ 4602 1927 4230
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Land West of Kingsfold Habitat Creation Biodiversity Metric Calculation

A-2 Site Habitat Creation

| ‘ Condense / Show Rows

——————————————

e W ]

Post development/ post intervention habitats

Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Temporal multiplier Difficulty Habitat
Broad Habitar Proposed hebitat Area L . L ) . - e o units
(hectares) | Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Standard or adjusted time to target condition target difficulty of deliv 3
condiion/years creation
Grassland Other neutral grassland 118 Medium Fairly Goo Locaton g’.ca].l",r dle sirable utn Stendard time to target condition applied T Low 101.15
strategy
an D Location ecclegically desirable but n . -
Crassland Other neutral grassland 1E2 Medium Fairly Good e Stendard time to target condifion applied T Low 1389
sirategy
- = - Location ecclogically desirable but ns
Crassland Other neutral grassland 586 Medum Fairly Good =;rat=g" Standard time to target condition applied 1 Low 50.16
Total area 10.27 165.18
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Land West of Kingsfold Habitat Enhancement Biodiversity Metric Calculation

FPost development! post intervention habitats

Baseline habitats Froposed Habitat [Fre-Fopulated but can be overridden] Change in distinctiveness and condition Area o .
N (hectare Distinctivene | Conditio
B:srzllm Easeline habitat Proposed Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Distinctiveness change Condition change 5] == "
4 ‘woodland and forest - Qther woodland; mized Woodland and forest Other woodland: mized Pedium - Medium Poderate - Fairly Good 023 [ledium Fairly Good|
& ‘wandland and Farest - Other woodland; mixed Woodland and Forest Other woodland; mized Mledium - ledium Mlaoderate - Fairly Good 435 Medium F airly Goood|
5.23
R - - Difficult
Strat f L
rateqic significance Temporal risk multiplier risk Habitat
Standard or adjusted time " target difficulty of units
ic signifi s delivered
Eaateaici=ionitican ce to target condition conditionfye | enhancemen
Location ecologically desirable but not in | Standard time ko target condition 5 ez a3
local strateqgy applied :
Location ecologically desirable but notin | Standard bme ko target condition 5 e 4623
local strakeqy - applied :
55.65
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Langley Fields Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Habitats and areas Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance E::lz?i::l
re—— Suggested action to
A Distincti S S Strategi e address habitat losses | Total habitat
Ref Broad habitat Habitat type rea sunctenes O | Condition | ~°" Strategic significance irategie Significance otaihabia
[hectares] |s e e significance units
1 Cropland Ceresl crops 118 Low 2 Nn’.ﬁ - 1 Location ecologically desirable but notin Metj.hur.n.strateglc 1 Same dlstln.ctlueness or better 2 R0
Agricultural local strategy zsignificance habitat required
2
3 Crepland Cereal crops 45 Low 2 Nn’F\ - q Lozation ecologically desirable but notin I""Ietj_hur.n.strateglc: 1 Same dlstlljctwene;s or better 056
Agriculiural lacal strategy significance habitat required
5.98 I 13.16 I

Retention category biodiversity value
hrea Breg |CoSoNN [ DETENTE
retaine |enhance | © l.ll'!lls (il Area lost Unit=s lost
d d retaine [enhance
0.00 0.00 115 2.60
0.00 0.00 4.50 10.56
| ooo | ooo [ ooo [ ooo | 598 | 13.16 |
Langley Fields Habitat Creation Biodiversity Metric Calculation
A-2 Site Habitat Creation
e —— . ——— ]
_g
— ]
Post development/ post intervention habitats
Distnctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Temporal multpher Difficulty Habitat
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Lxen - » L i ) N e el units
(bectares) | Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Standard or adjusted time to target condifion target difficulty of delivered
condition/years creation
Grassland Other neutral grassland 118 Medium g [osemon ece cg::.allt N ole butnotnlocsl Standard time to target condition applied T Low 10.11
strat
Grassland Other neutral grassland 48 Medium et reble butnot mlocal Standard time to target condition applied T Lowr 41.15
Total area 5.98 51.26

No habitat enhancement proposed
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Long House, Long House, Lane, Cowfold Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Habitats and areas Distinctiveness| Condition Strateqgic significance Ezgéeg_
Suggested action to
_ ; Area L . L address habitat losses Total habitat
Broad habitat Habitat type . ares) Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance -

Location ecol

dland and forest

0.74 1editmn Moderate y desirable but not in B.51
ocal strateqy
2
3 Crassland 4 1.3 LT Moderate Same dﬁﬂ;cﬂ':ene;s or better 535
habkitat required
4
5 Cirazsland 4 1.26 P Moderate Location eco v desirable but notin | Same distinctiveness or better S

al strateqy habitat required

I 3.33 I 17.91 I

Retention category biodiversity value
A Area |Baseline| Baseline
et 3 enhance umits umits Area lost Umnits lost

d retained | enhanced

074 0.00 B.51 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 133 585

0.00 0.00 1.26 554

0.00 0.74 0.00 6.51 2.59 11.40
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Long House, Long House, Lane, Cowfold Habitat Creation Biodiversity Metric Calculation

A-2 Site Habitat Creation

| Condense / Show Columns | |

N —————————

temple

Creating sustainable futures

Post development/ post intervention habitats

Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Temporal multipher Difficulty Habitat

Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Ares | » o ) i » Fmalometo | Final units

(hectares) | Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Standard or adjusted time to target condition target difficulty of detliv 3
condition/years creafion
Grassland Other neutral grassland 1.33 Medium ceaton ESSlSEFSa]g_:i;{faElE butrotinlocel Standard time to target condition applied T Low 11.40
Grassland Other neutral grassland 1.26 Medium oeaton eca cg’.c‘.a].l‘i;dtas'_ra.cle butnot i local Standard time to target condition applied T Low 10.80
strategy

2.69 22.20

Total area
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temple

Creating sustainable futures

Long House, Long House, Lane, Cowfold Habitat Enhancement Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Post development! post intervention habitats
Baseline habitats Froposed Habitat [Pre-Fopulated but can be overridden) Change in distinctiveness and condition Area o »
[hecrare Distinctivene | Conditio
B:s':._m Baseline habitat Proposed Broad Habitat Froposed habitat Distinctiveness change Condition change 5] 55 "
1 wWoaodland and Farest - Other woodland; mized Woodland and Forest Other woodland; mized Mledium - ledium Mlaoderate - Fairly Good 0.74 Medium F airly Good,
074
I R . Dikficulty
Strat
rategic significance Temporal risk multiplier risk Habitat
FINar meE T L LT units
S Standard or adjusted time target difficulty of deli d
Strategic significance to target condition Tt || e elivere
Location ecologically desirable but not in | Standard time to target condition
| - 7] Low AT
loceal strateqy applied
T.87
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Mayes Park North Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation

temple

Creating sustainable futures

Habitats and areas Distinctiveness| Condition Strategic significance E;:;eg_
Suggested action to
. ; Area L address habitat losses Total habitat
Ref Broad habitat Habitat type c ares) Distinctiveness _
- R - i P Same distinctiveness or betfter
1 Cropland ereal crops 221 Low habitat required 2.08
2
- . e . Same distinctiveness or better
3 Cropland Cereal crops 3.08 Low ISrmiEroe 708
4
= - . e - Same distinctiveness or better
S Cropland Cereal crops 3.06 Lowr eEinEiores .04
6
7 Cereal crops 1.5 Low same duu;:u-;er_e;s o bensr 3.68
habitat required
g
. _— Same distinctiveness or better
9 Cropland Cereal crops 134 Lon 354
P " habitat required
10
. ; Same distinctiveness or better
11 Cropland Cereal crops 1.92 Lon 442
r P v habitat required

I 13.41 I


http://www.templegroup.co.uk/

temple

Creating sustainable futures

Retention category biodiversity value

Area Area |Baseline| Baseline
Ref retained enhance umits umits Area lost Units lost
d retained | enhanced
1 0.00 0.00 221 .08
2
3 0.00 0.00 3.08 108
4
5 0.00 0.00 3.06 704
]
T 0.00 0.00 160 368
8
] 0.00 0.00 154 354
10
11 0.00 0.00 152 442
| 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 13.41 30.84
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Mayes Park North Habitat Creation Biodiversity Metric Calculation

A-2 Site Habitat Creation

| Conden

| =

J/ Show Column:

| Condense / Show Rows
— ]

emple

Creating sustainable futures

No habitat enhancement proposed

Post development/ post intervention habatats
Distinctiveness | Conditon Strategic sigmficance Temporal multipher Difficulty Habitar
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Lxen L 5 L § ) n e el units
(hectares] | Distinctiveness | Condiion Strategic sigmficance Standard or adjusted time to target condiion target difficulty of deliv 3
condition/years creation
Grassland Other neutrsl grassland 2.21 Medium Fairly Good area formally identified ir al strateqy Stendard time to target condition applied T Lowr 19.81
Crassland Other neutral grassland 3.08 Mednrm Fairly Goo area formally identified in local strategy Stendard tme to target condifion apphed T Lowr 21.60
Grassland Other neutral grassland 3.06 Medium Fairly Goo area formally identified in local strategy Stendard time to target condition applied T Lowr 2742
Crassland Other neutral grassland LE Medium Fairly Good |V al strategy Stemdard time to target condition applied T Low 1434
Grassland Other neutrsl grassland 1.54 Medium Fairly Good al strateqy Stendard time to target condition applied T Lowr 13.30
Crassland Other neutral grassland 192 Mednrm Fairly Goo area formally identified in local strategy Stendard tme to target condifion apphed T Lowr 17.21
Total area 13.41 120.18
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temple

Creating sustainable futures

Mayes Park South Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Habitats and areas Distinctiveness| Condition Strategic significance EE:;EQ_
Suggested action to
_ . Area L . o address habitat losses Total habitat
Broad habitat Habitat type ¢ ares) Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance: -
ol rmn] e 19 55 ) - Within area formally identified in local Same distinctiveness or better
! Cropland Gereal crops e Lew Agricultural strat habitat required s
2 Woodland and forest Cther woodland,; mixed 1.88 Medium Moderate Tt area f:n_'.:;all suiied mlocal ﬁz
sora! Y
3
4
[ 5 |
21.40 62.19
Eetention category biodiversity value
x Area |Baseline| Baseline
retained| enhance | umits umits Area lost Units lost
d refained | enhanced
0.00 0.00 18.52 4450
1.58 0.00 17.30 0.00 0.00
0.00 1.88 0.00 17.30 19.52 44 50



http://www.templegroup.co.uk/

temple

Creating sustainable futures

Mayes Park South Habitat Creation Biodiversity Metric Calculation

A-2 Site Habitat Creation

| Condense / Show Columns | | densze [ Show Rows
e —
e W

Post development/ post intervention habitats
Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Temporal multipher Difficulty Habitat
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Area [ . L ) ) . Fmalometo | Fmal units
(hectares) | Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Stendard or adjusted time to target condition target difficulty of deliv 3
condition/years creafion
Grassland Other neutral grassland 18.52 Medium Fairly Good | Within ares formally identified in local strategy Stendard time to target condition apphed T Low 17493
Total area 19.52 174.93
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temple

Creating sustainable futures

Mayes Park South Habitat Enhancement Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Post developmentd post intervention habitats
Baseline habitats Froposed Habitat [Pre-Fopulated but can be overridden] Change in distinctiveness and condition Area o .
- [hectare Distinctivene | Conditio
B:s.rzllm Baseline habitat Proposed Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Distinctiveness change Condition change 5] =5 n
2 wWoodland and Forest - Other woodland; mixed YWoodland and Forest Other woodland; mized Medium - Medium Moderate - Fairly Good 189 Mledium F zirly Goood|
188
A - S Difficulty
Strategic significance
q ] Temporal risk multiplier rizk Habitat
F Il e I F T units
. Standard or adjusted time target difficulty of delivered
HEtiEE ST to target condition conditionfye | enhancemen
wiithin area formally identified in local [ Standard time (o target condition 5 ez 2091
shrateqy applied
20.91
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temple

Creating sustainable futures

Mount Wood Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation

Habitats and areas Distinctiveness| Condition Strategic significance Ecological
Suggested action to
; ; Area L . L. address habitat losses Total habitat
Ref Broad habitat Habitat type . ) Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance .
1| weodand and forest Ofher woodland: mixed 5.28 Medium Moderae | DOFREeR scclegically desirable but notin 1645
local strateqy
2 | Heafland and shrub Mixed serul 0.1 Medium | Modsrae | DOFR8CR Scclogically dssirable butnotin 088
local strategy
3 Tetland Fens (upland and lowland) 0.02  High Lederae | DOTATon seclogically desirable but not in 035
. ’ local strategy
1 Lakes Fonds (Mon- Priority Habitat] 0.1 1Medinm Moderate | DOAtoR Scologically desirable but not in 0.88
) : ’ local strateqy
2
5.50 48 58
A Area |Baseline| Baseline
retai 3 enhance umits umits Area lost Units lost
d retained |enhanced
528 0.00 45.48 0.00 0.00
0.1 0.00 088 0.00 0.00
0.02 0.00 0.35 0.00 0.00
0.1 0.00 0.88 0.00 0.00
0.00 2.50 0.00 48.58 0.00 0.00

No habitat creation proposed
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Mount Wood Habitat Enhancement Biodiversity Metric Calculation

temple

Creating sustainable futures

Post development! post intervention habitats

Baseline habitats Froposed Habitat [Pre-Fopulated but ¢an be overridden) Change in distinctiveness and condition Area o »
- [hectare Distinctivene | Conditio
B:s.rzllm Baseline habitat Proposed Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Distinctiveness change Condition change 5] == "
1 ‘wood|and and Forest - Other woodland; mized Yoodland and Forest DOther woodland; mized Fedium - Medium Moderate - Fairly Good R2a Medium Fairly Good|
2 Heathland and shrub - Mized scrub Heathland and shrub Mized scrub Mledium - Medium Mloderate - Fairly Good 01 Mledium Fairly Good|
3 wetland - Fens [upland and lowland] Wetland Fens [upland and lowland] . High - ¥ High Moderate - Fairly Good ooz W High Fairly Good
4 Lakes - Pands [Mon- Friority Habitat] Lakes Fonds [Friority Habitat] Medium - High Lower Disggﬁf;”égﬁ Habitat - 0 High F aitly Giood
5.50
L - A Difficult
Strat ¥ L
rategic significance Temporal risk multiplier rick Habitat
Standard or adjusted time i} target difficulty of units
ic signifi s deli d
Strategic significance to target condition e || coten e elivere
wfithin area formally identified inlocal | Standard time b _target condition 5 e 5574
skrakeqy applied
wiithin area formally identified in local [ Standard time bo target condition
. 2 Lo 113
shrategy applied
wiithin area formally identified in local - | Standard time bo target condition 10 High 039
Skrategy applied
within area formally identified inlocal | Standard time b Farget condition 7 Medium 134
skrakeqy applied
G160
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Theale Farm Habitat Baseline Biodiversity Metric Calculation

temple

Creating sustainable futures

Habitats and areas Distinctiveness| Conditicn Strateqgic significance E;:;ZW
Suggested action to
: ; Area o . . address habitat losses Total habitat
Ref Broad habitat Habitat type a ares) Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance .
. - Within area formally identified in local Same distinctiveness or better
Cropland Cereal crops 3. " ! .
! plaz 2 i ke strate habitat required 85t
2
3
4
5
3.70 8.51
Retention category biodiversity value
A Area |Baseline| Baseline
rea 3 enhance umits umits Area lost Umnits lost
d retained | enhanced
0.00 0.00 370 851
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.70 8.51
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Creating sustainable futures

Theale Farm Habitat Creation Biodiversity Metric Calculation

A-2 Site Habitat Creation

‘ Condense f Show Columns ‘ | Condense / Show Rows
S ———————————————————————————————————
]

Post development/ post intervention habitats
Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Temporal multipher Difficulty Habitat
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat Area L B o ) ) . serlimeis || b umits
(hectares) | Distinctiveness | Condition Strategic significance Standard or adjusted time to target condition target difficulty of deliv "
condition/years creation
Grassland Other neutral grassland 3T Mediwm Fairly Good |Within area formally identified in local strateqy Standard time to target condition applied iy Lowr 33.16
Total area 3.70 33.16

No habitat enhancement proposed.
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