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1. Submission details

1.1 Date

05/12/2024

1.2 Planning application reference number

1.3 Local planning authority (LPA)

West Sussex

1.4 Development site Address

Highfields,
East Grinstead,
RH19 4DL.

1.5 Brief description of the development

Proposal plans will see the addition of a care home complex with associated
infrastructure. To facilitate this, the removal of existing hard standing,
modified grassland and a section of broadleaved woodland is proposed.




2. Consultancy Details

2.1 Name of Responsible Person

Christian Leigh

2.2 Company name

Leigh Ecology Ltd.

2.3 Address

8 Hall Drive
Marston
Northwich
Cheshire
Cwo 6eDT

2.4 Contact number

01606 892032




3. Methodology

3.1 Biodiversity Net Gain was calculated using the Statutory Metric Auditing and

Accounting for Biodiversity Calculation tool.

The onsite habitat baseline calculations are measured on Maplinfo GIS
software using the Phase 1 Habitat map.
e The Phase 1 habitat classifications are translated to UK Habitat Regulations
using the translation tool in the Biodiversity Metric.
e All habitat conditions are based on the condition assessments listed in the
habitat condition sheets excel document.
e The strategic significance is determined by deciding if the habitat is
desirable within the location and seeing if it is identified within a local
strategy.
e The areas to be retained or enhanced habitats are calculated using the
Proposed Landscaping Masterplan.
e The proposed off-setting site habitat baseline calculations are measured on
Maplnfo GIS software using a Phase 1 Habitat map.
e The site proposed habitats and associated scores are calculated using
measurements and habitat information provided by Surfacing Standards Ltd, as
well as over-laying site plans onto the Maplinfo GIS software and taking area

measurements.

3.2 The change in biodiversity is calculated by subtracting the baseline unit values from
the post-development values of the broad habitat types. This is combined with any off-

site gains or losses to give a final Biodiversity Unit Value for the scheme.




4. Biodiversity Net Gain Strategy

4.1 How will the proposal minimise impacts to habitats?

The proposals will see the removal of a section of the existing broadleaved
woodland on site, to facilitate an access road. This woodland area is the
most significant habitat on site, and will be suitably mitigated on site, within
the same area of removal. The replanting of this woodland will ensure a
higher quality woodland floor and flora, as well as the effective planting of
native species to achieve a higher quality woodland habitat. Several
individual trees will be removed across site removed from the woodland
habitat. These trees are either to facilitate the development footprint or for
health and safety reasons. A large section of existing lawn area (poor quality
modified grassland) will be lost also.

The mitigation and BNG hierarchy have been closely followed, with great
importance on the replanting and re-establishment of the woodland habitat
specifically to site.

4.2 Is the net gain percentage being achieved On-site, Off-site or Both?

On site

4.3 How many biodiversity units are required to meet the 10% net gain requirement?

3.91

4.4 Is there a habitat management and monitoring plan?

Supplied upon Validation.

4.5 Has the statutory biodiversity metric tool been used?

Yes

4.6 Reference Number of pre-development habitat survey report and map

Phlorum PEA Report,
December 2022




4.7 Pre-development habitat map (On-site)
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4.8 Post-development habitat map (On-site)




5. Irreplaceable Habitats

5.1 Does the development impact any irreplaceable habitats?

No




6. On-Site Baseline Habitats

6.1 Survey Date

02/05/2024

6.2 Survey Constraints

None.

6.3 Total pre-development biodiversity value
Number of area habitat biodiversity units

3.55

Number of hedgerow biodiversity units

0.95

Number of watercourse biodiversity units

0




6.4 On-site habitat images and descriptions

View of modified grassland on site, as well as one of the small trees to be removed.
(Leigh Ecology, 2024)

6.5 Habitat Condition Assessment

Habitat

Modified Grassland

Score

2

Condition

Poor




Corxdiion Assesamment Criteria

These are 6.3 vascalar plant species per o’ prsent, isciuding at least 2 Sorhs (these muy melde
those Usted i Foomote || Note - this criterion is essential for achieving Moderale or Good

A \h hene the vascala plant species present are chamctenstic of medium, high or very high
grassland, or there are 9 of more of these chametenstic specses per o {exchading
m«m Msted m Footnote 1), please review the fall UXHab desenption 1o assess whether the
should mstend be clissifed 15 2 highes dstinctiveness grsslmd. Wher a grssind is
chassed 2 medwm, high, or very high dstinctiveness, please use the revant condstion sheet.

Swaed hesght i variod (at least 20% of the swaed i less than 7 emand @ least 20% b sore thae 7
a '3 which provide oppostunities for venebmies and inverchmtes to Lve and
breed.

[Any scmls present accounts $or leas than 20% of the total grassland wen (Some scanered seeuh such
02 beamb e Aubus fafoosus agg. may be preseat)

Note - patches of scrub with continuoas (more than 90%) cover should be clissified s the rlevaat
scrub habite type

Physical damsge = nnlml in less thao 5% |Illﬂul erisshand arca. t.unph ofphysicl daruge
D fischade exconive dasspe fo incry use o stomge, crosion cused by high levels
o Facceas, or any other damaging nunagemenl acvitics

Coveraf bae ground is between 1% and 10%, inchiding locakised seens (Sor exarmple, 3
of mbbit wamensy.

=

{Coverof brcken Perdium squilinum is bess than 20%.

G [Thew & i shsence o invasive non-native plant specics” (a8 listed on Schodule 9 0f WCA*)

Essandlal criwrion achieved (Yes or No)

Number of criterin pessed

Mmmmhudl(nd Condition A ot Score

Grassland Habitat passes 3 of 6 classification criteria, resulting in poor condition.

6.6 Habitat Condition Assessment

Habitat

Other woodland- broadleaved

Score

23

Condition

Poor




Condition Sheet: WOODLAND Habitat Type

Condition Sheet: WOODLAND Habitat Type

- e POy Ty
space I3 permited’. W:ﬁf&ﬂmﬁ’
I egory'.
Indicator Good (3 points) Moderate (2 points) |Poor (1 point) Score per Indicator I thvoe classes 1
I 2 present In woodland';
A |Agedistribution age-classes’ Two age-classes' One age-class' Woodiand trees 4 - 7 cm Dismeter |One of twoclasses  [No classes or coppice
of trees present. present. present. G ration at Breast Helght {DBH ), |only prn:rlln rqmmhjrmm In
3 or advanced copplce
Wild, domestic . Evidenca of sigr |s Evidence 4 regromth.
and feral s S
B damage evident in presentinless than  |present in 40% or 1
herblvore o codans’. 40% of whoe more o whela Treemortalty 10% or (1100200 Greqter ran 25% vee
] a meortality 2nd or crown 3
- less, no pests or mortality and or any
H |Treohealth | oeases and mo crown ““ck:' ow-risk i ohvrisk pestor
| Rbxiadendren b dieback” pestor | disease present”
Rhododendron . wesul'. °
ponticum or charry  |Rhododendron or il
Invasive plant  [Noinvasive species”  |laurel Prunus cherry laurel presert, Wlmmﬁ:
c pant a No recognisabie
species it ol or oher invasive
presert, and other  |spesies” 210% cover, | |Ves and | yer present, NVC plant Y
invasive species’ ground flora  |sirongly characterised a a
<10% cover. :y ancient wood! layer present. |around layer present,
o i
Threa tofour native [ Twa or less native Trree or more storeys 1
Number of Five of more native Yee bop T i 'oodlan storey
D [nativetroe  for sheuks species’ found |19 7 STTUDP6CKS 60 cr SUD i 3 :md a acroes all survey piots, Twomm‘fumnllm::,,
spocies acrose woodland parcel. ww“". e '“". structure waoanu'tx survey plots ', lots'
2 Twoor more veteran  [One velerantree'” per [No veteran trees™ |2
Cover of native |>80% of cancpy trees |20~ 8% ofcampy <50% of cancoy ods K [Veterantrees | ol porhockre.  |hecire. inwoodland.
frees and 50 - 80% of  fand <50% of
E |treeand shrub [and >80% of understory Yoy tribs
spocies shrubs are native”. ket dlbrabald Rt Betwoen 25% and 50% [Less than 25% of ail
rettive’. A 50% of all survey piots | vthin the
within the woodiand suveypiots  HERVY PO T
e within the woodland  jwoodland parcel have
10 - 20% of woodiand <10% or >0 of parcel have deadwood, | o oy o deadwiood, |deadwiood, such s
woodland has areas of such as standing and
has areas of tempocary temporary Amointof faflen deadwood, large such as standingand  |standing and fallen
Open space pace’. 21- 40% of woodtand | 0P open E [SRomws) el large large dead
F |within Uniess woodkandis. | has areas of lemporary, 4o voviiand <4ona Sheens. branct ang| 9299 branches ander - branches and of
<106, 0 . has <10% temporary e A stems, stubs and [stems, stubs and
[20% tem perary open e A Ssmal |sumps.oran stumps, or an
mpace is permitied mcmlcﬂwy" cavitios™ |abundance of small  |abundance of small
2 cavities™. cavitos",
1
Al three classes Lees than 1 hectare in I
Syl Nocl i el (1 acRys o oo of
-Tem or 5565 ARG5S OF COPPICH amisie : z
Woodland : " aress nurient envichmert,
L) regeneration ‘B'.“W(DH)' ndymo‘omn W‘unlrlln M :‘lﬂurbar:a or damaged ground weodand ares, and or |and or 20% or mere of
' ' i less than 20% of woodland area has
or acvanced weanas g
e damaged ground™.
PR R 1 Total Score (out of a possible 39)
Condition Assessmant Result Condition Assassmant Score R
Total score >32 {33 %039) Good (3)
Toial score 2610 32 Moderate (2)
Trbad ernim « 2117 4 280 Bl (44 2%

6.7 Habitat Condition Assessment

Habitat

Individual Trees (Small)

Score

Condition

Poor

12



Condition Sheat: INOIVIDUAL TREES Habltat Type

Limitations (it applicable) mwﬂm_” (I rolating to &
Grid reference Habitat parcel reference

A |The ke » n native species (or ot heast 70% withn the block are satve specis).

Criterlon passed (Yes or No)

Notes (such as justification)

B The wee canopy & predomnmantly comenuous, wih gaps m canopy cover makng up < 10% of ol
area and no indnvadual gap being >4 m wide (mdividual wees amoenatioally pass this crmerion)

€ [The wee 3 manse (or more tan S0% within the block are matre)’

There 3 Hile or mo evidence of an adverse mpact on tree heal by human sctivities (ssch s
D herbicide or lteral activity). And there is no ceorent regular prmig
rogime, = the wees rotaim = 75% of expected canopy for ficir age range and hoight

E N 1ecol niohes for and are prosent, sech as presesce of
Jeadwood, cavities, ivy or koose bark

F |More Sus 20% of the tree canupy arca is oversailing vegelation beacatl.

Passes § or 6 criteran | Good (5)

Pasazs 3 or 4 crileria Modersi (2)

Passes 2 oe fewer crtena Pocr (1)

Nowe that *Farly Good and Farly Poor’ coadition
Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score”

6.8 Habitat Condition Assessment

Habitat

Individual Trees (Medium and Large)

Score

q

Condition

Moderate

13



Condition Shwet: NDIVIDUAL TREES Habitat Type |

Limiations {If applicable)

Grid reference

Condition Assesament Criterls [ much as justification)
h

A [The oo 5 0 owtve peows (o at kost WA wihin o block are matnve paowsh,
i

The wee canoy ks peesominanty conmmiss, itk gaps 1 Cancpy cover making up <30 of Kl
faren weel no isdlividu] gap bemg =5 mwide Cndividul wees wetommtica ly s Bis crixrion)

o

The wee s matuee (oc more an S wirkin he Mock sre matere)'

[There s 1tk or 0 evience of an adverse (mpact o wee Reakh By buman aotivres (seoh as
D fvanabiom, berhicide or devimentil agricubirsl sctivity). And éheee ie ns curveal regelas praning
iregime, so BF rees retm >75% € €xpeona canIpy or the age Tangs 4nd belght.

p [Nonead codlog far verkbe: i Prosont, such as pesenio of
Weadnood, cayiies, iy o bose bark.

-

I8Scce fam 2% of the Tee CANOPY 17es I Cveraing Yegemnoa Seacoth,

Condhion Assessment Result (out of &
crrorin)

Fasses 501 6 crberia Gond (3)
Pusses 3ur & criels Moderae (2) N
Fasses 2or Cewer creria Poor (1)

Note that “Fakly Good and Ealrly Poor’ egonies are st wvadable for this broad Nabi type.

Soadnin o1l

6.9 Hedgerow Condition Assessment

Habitat

Line of Trees

Score

q

Condition

Moderate

Condition Sheet: LINE OF TREES Habitat Type

tion Asssssment Criterl
Condi - Notes (such

Criterion passad (Yes o Na)

-
Justitication)

>

Al Lesst 70% o tresd are sative species.

Tree canopy s prodominantly consinesns with gaps in caopy cover
making up <1 0% oftolal arcasnd no individual gup being >5 m wide,

A
Oue or more troes has vetera features and o natwrsl ecologicel aivhes for
© |vertebrates and imvertebrmes, such as presesce of standing and attached
deadwood, cavities, ivy of losse bark

There is an undssturbed satumlly-vegetated strip of at least 6 m on both
sides to protect the line of troes from farming and cther buman activities
fexcluding grazing). Wiere veieTus traes ase prasent, mot protection aeas
should Sollow standing advice”

At least 95% of the trees are in a healihy condition (deadwood or vetenm

features valuable foc wildlife are excleded fom this). These is little or ne
evidence of an adverse impact on tree health by damage from hivestock or
wild andmals, peits or dissases, 0r human activity

-

Passes § criteria Coed 3)
Fasses 5 or 4 critena Modente (1) x
Parzes 2 or fewsr eriterin Poor (1)




6.10 Description of proposed habitat creation/enhancements

The site will see the replanting of 0.1488 Ha. of broadleaved woodland, to
replace the removed section of woodland. The aim of the replanting is to
create a better-quality woodland habitat, with a more prominent and diverse
flora understorey. The planting of trees which will be less likely to be victim of
disease. The planting will be undertaken strategically to improve the canopy
cover and ecological niches. The planting of 23 already semi-mature trees
will also be undertaken on site, as well as the further planting of 59 native
whips, not including tree planting to replenish the woodland habitat.

The site will also see the planting of a poor quality, modified grassland lawn
and a wildflower grassy ‘other neutral grassland’ habitat, which will feature a
range of grass species and some wildflowers to increase suitability for
invertebrate species.

Bulb planting and introduced shrub species planting will also be undertaken
surrounding the hard standing.

6.11 Proposed Habitat Condition Assessment

Habitat

Other woodland, broadleaved
Score
29

Condition

Moderate




Condition Shest: WOODLAND Habitat Type
D - -

IS reference {if jod
urvey
Usnitatiorn 0 rolating 1o 3 wider
spplicatie) survey)
Indcator | Good (3 points) Moderate (2 points)  |Poor (1 polr®) Score per indicetor
1
A [Aoe datribumon [The sgecinsses’  [Two sgecissses’  [One age<cians'
of trees [present. prosent prasent.
3
Wild, Evidence of - Evidance of
o [astedl [ aamage avidest in is prosont in s provont in
pnosebieci woodland”. less Man £0% of 0% or mose of whole
demage [ whaole woodland® woodiand®.
3
Rhododendm
or chemy
P Invasive plart  [No invesive species’  |laumd Prunus [chery Inuset prosent.
apecies sresont n woodtand.  |leurocemsus not |or other invasive
prosent. and cther species’ ¥10% cover.
invasive specion”
<10% cover
Five of mom native bos |Thiee © four rative  |Two of less native
o [Number of native for shnub species* found|iroe or shrub species* [ime or shrub spocies
roe spacies  lacross woodiand found across s s woodiand
[parcel. woosand parcel. parel.
3
50 - 80% of canopy  |<SO0% of cancpy tees
Cover of native  [>80% of canopy tees troes and 50 - 80% of |and <50% of
€ [tree and stvab  and >00% of ¥ shrubs e shrubs s
species ahubs we natve’. )
natve’ natve®.
2
10 - 20% of woodiand | m"“""”_""
[haa ormas of POy |, _ yong of woodinnd Jof emporasy
space®. = b
¢ [ovenspace s |12 ess of fpmeats
within woodland L<10na, in which cose O temponary open [But if woosand «10ha)
Mlllw space®. has <10% Sempomey
s spoce, ploase
[space i parmined’, jopes. n
800 Cood category’
2
ALl thewe classes
[peesont in woostand®;
W nd ywos 4 - 7 cm Diamoter |One or two classos  |No classes or
] 'W“"ll-' ulm‘b:lﬂm WM‘ in M__.W
o advarced coppice I
[regrowm™
3
1% 1 26% twe
e e e [ e

6.12 Proposed Habitat Condition Assessment

Habitat

Modified Grassland

Score

2

Condition

Poor

Condition Sheet: WOCDLAND Habitat Type
= U1

CuppiceE
|regrowth.
3
Tree morality 10% or ‘mm"i;’::d":fcm Greater than 25% ree
H [Trooneattn ~ [[@5.MOPESISE  lgonck o lowisk m :’.'::;’"'
pest or disease o ©
reantl sease prasent’.
Recognisable NVC 3
plant 10 ap [No recognisable
I Vegetation and  |gmund layar present. NVC plant d NVC plant
ground flora y 0 a1 0 ot
by ancient woodland  |ground iayer present. |ground layer prasent.
Nora specialists.
Three of more storeys 2
J |Woodiand across all survey plots, |Two storeys across all[O7° “';:'::"
vertical structure [or & complex sunvey plots . o st ey
woodiand ! plots ™'
Two of more veteran  [One veteran tree'? per [No vateran trees? |1
K |Vemrankees | oosi bachestar: . |hoctare, prosent in
2
Between 25% and
50% of all survey plots |50% of all survey Lok fiac zs:” e
within the woodiand  [plots within the [ourver ""’:‘d v
parcel have deadwood, |woodland parcel have have “': ueh.'
such as standing and  |deadwood, such as ORI
Amount of fallen deadwood, lamge [standing and falien |23 8tanding and fallen
L doad and or Jarge dead faige dead
|pranches and or
stams, branch stubs  |branches and or e ahabe
and stumps. oran stems, stubs and i
of small  [stumps, oran oumps, onen
|cavities*®, of small vt small
cavities!s. cavities .
Less than 1 hectare in 2
total of nutrient 1 hectare or more of
No nutrient ACI05S nch
w |Woodiand or ground area, and or |and or 20% or mom of
vident™. less than 20% of area has
d area has d ground'*.
samaged ground'*.

Total Score (out of a possible 30))

Total score >32 (33 to 30) Good (3)
Total score 26 to 32 M 2) 29 x
Total score <26 (13 to 25) Poor (1)

Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score




6.13

Condion Assesament Criteria

There are 63 vascalar plant species per m” present, including at least 2 Hrbs (these may meude
those Usted m Foowmole 1) Note - this criterion is essental for achieving Moderale or Good
condition.

A |Whene the vascula plant species present are chamctenstic of medium, high or vesy high
[distnctivencas grassiand, or there am 9 or more of these chumeteristic species per o' fexchading
those sted m Foomote 11, plesse review the Lill UKHab descrption 10 assess whesher the
enssland should mstend be classifed a5 2 higher dstinctiveness grsslamd. Wher a grssimd is
chassed 35 medim, high, o7 very high dstinctveness, please use the mevant condition sheet.

[ Swied besght is varied (at least 20% of the swied & less than 7 cmand @ least 209 i more thes 7
which provide brates and to Live and

breed.

| Any scrub peesent sccounts for fess than 20% of the total grussand wen (Some seartesed sesub such
s beasble Rubus ficosus sgg. may be preseat)

[Note - patches of scrub with continuons (more than 90%) cover should be clussified a the mievaat
scrub habitse type

[Physical damage » evident in less then 5% of totl grmshand aca. Exanples of physical dumuge
D fischade exconive pouching, dursge fons machinery use of stomge, rosion caused by high levels
o Pacens, or any other damaging munagcment actvisics

Cover o bane ground is betweea 1% and 10%, inchuding localised seeas (for example, 3
conceatnion ofmbbit waensy.

=

[Coverofbrcken Plerdium squitinum is bess than 20%.

G [There & i dhsencs of invasive non-native plat specics’ (s listed on Schedule 9 of WCAY),

Auuw-unuul(-nd oo A ot Seore

Proposed Habitat Condition Assessment

Habitat

Essandal criwrion achleved (Yes or No)

Number of criteris pessed

Individual Trees (On Site)

Score

3

Condition

Moderate

17



6.14

Condition Asssssrment Criteria

A [The tree is 3 rmtive species (ce 3t leass T0% witsin the Bock are rative species)

Criterion passsd (Yes or No)

Notes (much e st fication)

Ihe tree cancpy i predomimantly cosimiose, with gaps in canepy cover saking wp <10% of al
rea sad 0o indivabeal gap bemg >5 = wide sam s criesicn).

C |The wee = manue (or mere as 594 within the block are malie)'.

These 5 Litle or 20 evilence of an odverse irepact om tree beab® by Ausun actvies (auch a5
1 [vandaburs, serricide o derimental sgricuturs| activity). And ey % 20 current seguisr praring
e ginme, a0 e recs retsin > 5% of expected cancpy foe Ser 15 range and beight

Nateral coalogical niches for vertebrates and ivertebrates aro present, sich 16 prescros of
| dcadwood, cevitica, ivy or ko bark.

¥ |Mors $aan 20% of e tree cancpy area w ovirmilng vwgetation boneath

Congition Assseamant Resilt (out of &
onaria)

Pasees $ or b comia [Gend (3)
Paswes 3 or & criwcia Moderate (2) x
Puses 2 or fewer crisna froce (1}

None that ' Farly Good and Pairly Poor’ condithon camgimes are 20t avaiible for s broad thins hpe
Suggested enhancement interventiona 1o improve coodition scor’

Proposed Habitat Condition Assessment

Habitat

Other Neutral Grassland

Score

4q

Condition

Moderate

18



Condition Assessment Criterla

Criterlon pessed
(Yes or No)

Notes (such as justification)

The parcel represents a good exumple ol'its habitat type, with 2 consistently high proportion
of chamctenistic indicator species present relevant to the specific habitat type {and relative to
Footnote 3 suboptimal species which may be listed in the UKHab description).!

Note - this criterion is essential for achieving Moderate or Good condition for non-
acid grassiand types only.

Sward height is vaned {at least 20% of the sward is less than 7 cm and at least 20% is more
than 7 cm) creating micmoclinmutes which provide opportunites for insects, birds and small
manmals to live and breed

(Cover of bare ground is between 1% and 5%, including localised areas, for exsmple, mbbit
warmens©.

(Cover of bracken Ptenalum aquilinum is less than 20% and cover of scrub {including
bramble Rubus fruticosus ugg.) is less than $%.

i~

Combined cover of species indicative of suboptimal condition’ and physical damage (such as
ive poaching, damage from y use or storge, damaging levels of access, orany
other damaging nanagement activitics) accounts for less than 5% of total arca

[fany invasive non-native plant species® {as listed on Schedule 9 of WCA®) are present, this
criterion i automatically failed

ditional Criterlon - must be

There are 10 or more vascular plant specics per o prescat, including forbs that asc
chancteristic of the habitat type (species refereaced in Footnate 3 and 5 cannot contibute
towards this county

F
Note - this criterion is essential for achieving Good condition for non-acid grassland
types only.
on for Good ¢ 0 (for no nd)
gr nd types outof 5
Passes 5 criteria Good (3)
Passes 3 or 4 criteria Modeate (2) &
Passes 2 or fewer criteria Poor(l)
Non-acid types (Result out of 6

6.15 Proposed Hedgerow Condition Assessment

Habitat

Native Hedgerow

Score

Condition

Poor




Corm grrups - madeatiu o sl hadgenw hype

An

Gterion passat (Yes or M|

. vty plortad hoogeroe toes rut pass)
e crtacen s £is 215 n bt |

The wowsom with of woody gt
[estimaton ot tha widest pord o the
carepy. eackadng gags and based

G bdwown rrurd wd
fot concpy <0.6 m fur >0
orah

T4 i the vwrtsos pueysmes’ o the
[ woody compenent of e hedgerow, and
s dutarce fum e groure i the
st sty grwit.

Cortan @cegtion 104t crbetn e
accetate (ao puge 85 of the
[Hecparow Survey Hanthook )

Gaps make w0 < 10% of 1ols
argphe e

Ne caropy s >6m

T b the rertzortal Gpeess’ of the
woody comsparart of #w hucgaron.
Gogn are compoe Lo #1 1w wonly
canepy (1o mafter how smal

[Accom pomts s gutow contrint o
e averat gaopiness' bt e ot

1o fhe »4 = cbertn o U &
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6.16 Total post-development on-site biodiversity value
Number of area habitat biodiversity units

4.04

Number of hedgerow biodiversity units

1.21

Number of watercourse biodiversity units

0

6.17 Total net change in on-site biodiversity units
Number of area habitat biodiversity units

0.49

Number of hedgerow biodiversity units

0.25

Number of watercourse biodiversity units

0
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7. Trading Summary

7.1 Have the trading rules been satisfied?

Yes

A Habitat units 0.49

A Total net unit change Hedgerow units 0.25

(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement) Wbl oliae il 0.00
Habitat units 13.74%

0
Total net % Change Hedgerow units 26.76%
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement)

Watercourse units 0.00%

Trading rules satisfied?

Yes v
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8. Statutory Biodiversity Credits

8.1 Does the development require statutory biodiversity credits?

8.2 How many statutory biodiversity credits are required?

Area habitat biodiversity units

Hedgerow biodiversity units

Watercourse biodiversity units
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