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Family Foundations Trust Ltd Dalesdown, RH13 8NX

Site Location and Context

A baseline habitat map is provided in Appendix 1, a post development habitat map in Appendix 2, a proposed development plan in Appendix 3, headline
BNG results in Appendix 4, and condition assessments in Appendix 5.

The site is located in Horsham, Chichester at the National Grid Reference TQ 16387 17826 and has an area of approximately 0.83ha. The site comprises
of a static caravan, small shed, storage containers, developed land, gravel surface, grassland, ditch, hedgerow and a line of trees along the north
boundary and southern boundary. The immediate surrounding area consists of the occasional building, residential and commercial, and a collection of
solar farms just south of the site. The wider landscape consists mainly of arable land, fields, watercourses, the occasional residential area and an
ancient deciduous woodland to the west.

This report should be read in conjunction with the following documents:
% Statutory BNG Metric - Dalesdown, RH13 8NX - v2 (Arbtech Consulting Ltd., 2026)
Proposed Plan (2026)
% Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (PEA) - Dalesdown, RH13 8NX - v1 (Arbtech Consulting Ltd., 2026)

Executive Summary

The current landscaping proposal generates a net gain of area-based habitat units (+15.33%) and a net gain of linear-based habitat units (+42.26%). As
such, the proposed development is compliant with current legislation (Environment Act 2021) and planning policies (National Planning Policy
Framework, 2025) as a minimum biodiversity net gain of +10% was achieved for both area- and linear-based habitat units.

L)

‘0

*,

L)

All trading conditions have been satisfied.

A Biodiversity Gain Plan (BGP) and Habitat Management and Monitoring Plan (HMMP) must be produced for the site. This should include
recommendations for the implementation, management and monitoring of the site for at least 30 years to ensure that biodiversity net gain is delivered.

=
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Family Foundations Trust Ltd Dalesdown, RH13 8NX

Introduction

BNG Informative

Date reflected by
BNG calculations
The baseline biodiversity value of the site is derived from the site as observed during the PEA field survey (Arbtech Consulting Ltd.,
2026). As evident in the screenshots of satellite imagery obtained from GoogleEarth dated April 2020 and May 2025, the site does
not appear to have undergone any degradation. The habitats on site, and therefore biodiversity value of the site, is not considered
to have undergone degradation since 30th January 2020.

9th May 2025

Habitat
Degradation
Statement

Irreplaceable No irreplaceable habitats as listed under the Biodiversity Gain Requirements (Irreplaceable Habitat) Regulations (2024) are
Habitat Statement | currently present nor were present before 30" January 2020.
Metric Version & | Statutory Biodiversity Metric Calculation Tool first published 29" November 2023 with last updates to metric tools and user guides
Publication Date | on 3" July 2025.
BNG Target Uplift | +10%

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment



Family Foundations Trust Ltd Dalesdown, RH13 8NX

National Ch t
ational Lharacter | 4 47 _ cotswolds

Area (NCA)
In advance of approval of the LNRS, scheduled for winter 2025-20286, alternative documents have been used for assigning high,
medium and low strategic significance levels, including limited to:
o Draft Local Nature Recovery Strategy
e Local Plans and Neighbourhood Plans
e Local Planning Authority Ecological Networks
Strategic o Tree Strategies and Woodland Strategies
Significance e National Landscape Management Plans

o Biodiversity Action Plans

e Species conservation and protected sites strategies
e Green Infrastructure Strategies

e River Basin Management Plans

e Catchment Plans and Catchment Planning System

There were no specific limitations to the assessment.

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment
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Baseline

Baseline Biodiversity Value: On-Site

Dalesdown, RH13 8NX

Area-Based Habitats (A-1)

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment

Strategic
Habitat Area (ha) Description Condition Assessment L. _g
Significance
Developed
land; sealed 0.0092 There is one static caravan onsite (B1) Habitat condition pre-determined
surface as ‘N/A’ as detailed within the
Developed Statutory Biodiversity Condition Low Stratedic
land; sealed 0.015 There is a small area of hardstanding along the northern site boundary. Assessment Supplement Si nificanc?e
surface 9
Other neutral There is an area of vegetated garden surrounding the B1, w'|th a predommantly Poor: passes 2 of 6 criteria
0.0248 homogenous sward. The area along the northern boundary is subject to frequent , . o
grassland . : excluding essential criterion A
management, with a short sward height
Linear-Based Habitats (B-1)
Strategic
Habitat Length (km) | Description Condition Assessment L. _g
Significance
Native 0.02 There is a native hedgerow along the northern site boundary, that is solely Moderate: passes 6 of 8 criteria qu S'Frateglc
hedgerow comprised of hornbeam Significance
4
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Post-Development

Post-Development Biodiversity Value: On-Site

Dalesdown, RH13 8NX

Area-Based Habitats

) .. . Strategic
Habitat Area (ha) Description Condition Assessment .. .g
Significance
0.015 Habitat condition pre-
Yor) determined as ‘N/A’ as
[ .
< Developed land; Retained car park area. detailed within the Statutory
- sealed surface . . ot
° Biodiversity Condition
[
= Assessment Supplement
@ . .
= Poor: passes 2 of 6 criteria
(]
x Other neutral 0.0169 Retained grassland. excluding essential criterion
grassland A
Habitat condition pre- Low .
. ) , Strategic
Developed land; determined as ‘N/A’ as Significance
- ’ 0.0079 Proposed building. detailed within the Statutory
(N sealed surface L . .
& Biodiversity Condition
et Assessment Supplement
2 Poor: passes 2 of 6 criteria
© Other neutral . . . . . o
(o 0.0092 Proposed grassland where previous static caravan existed. excluding essential criterion
] grassland A
Urban tree 0.0041 Proposed scattered tree. Moderate: passes 3of 6
criteria
Linear-Based Habitats
T
Low
Q ~
. . M te: f .
§ :-: Native hedgerow 0.034 Proposed native hedgerow. odera ?:rif:rsi:es 6of8 Strategic
o~ Significance

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment
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Change of Biodiversity Value

Biodiversity Units

Dalesdown, RH13 8NX

Overall Net Change

Area-Based Linear-Based Watercourse-Based
Baseline 0.10 units 0.08 units N/A
(]
=
(77} Post-
! oS 0.11 units 0.11 units N/A
(<) Development
Net Change 0.02 units (+15.33%) 0.03 units (+42.26%) N/A
o Baseline N/A N/A N/A
L=
<P Post-
o 08 N/A N/A N/A
o Development
Net Change N/A N/A N/A
0.02 units (+15.33%) 0.03 units (+42.26%) N/A

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment




Family Foundations Trust Ltd Dalesdown, RH13 8NX

Results, Discussion, and Next Steps

BNG Informative

The current landscaping proposal generates a net gain of area-based habitat units (+15.33%) and a net gain of linear-based

habitat units (+42.26%). As such, the proposed development is compliant with current legislation (Environment Act 2021) and

planning policies (National Planning Policy Framework, 2025) as a minimum biodiversity net gain of +10% was achieved for both

area- and linear-based habitat units.

Results and Next
Steps All trading conditions have been satisfied.

A Biodiversity Gain Plan (BGP) and Habitat Management and Monitoring Plan (HMMP) must be produced for the site. This should
include recommendations for the implementation, management and monitoring of the site for at least 30 years to ensure that
biodiversity net gain is delivered.

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment
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Appendix 1: Baseline Habitat Plan
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Appendix 2: Post-Development Habitat Plan

Dalesdown, RH13 8NX

Key
[ Site boundary

[_] Ownership boudary

© Proposed trees

=== Proposed hedgerow
~= Native hedgerow with trees

= = Native hedgerow
=== Line of trees

[® | Scattered trees
Il Buildings
[ ] Sealed surface

88 Unsealed surface
—_— —— = © Modified grassland
3 Other neutral grassland
g :

= Line of trees with ditch

Drawn by HB on 30-06-2026

Scale at A4
(not report projection)

1:700

0

Reproduced from GoogleEarth 2022

q arbtech

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment



Family Foundations Trust Ltd

Dalesdown, RH13 8NX

Appendix 3: Development Plan
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Family Foundations Trust Ltd

Appendix 4: Headline BNG Results

The Defra Statutory Biod

iversity Metric is provided as a separate excel spreadsheet.

Dalesdown, RH13 8NX

FINAL RESULTS

. Area habitat units 0.02

Total net unit change Hedgerow s 0.03

(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement) Watercourse units 0.00
Area habitat units 15.33%

o
TOtal net /0 Cha-nge Hedgerow units 42.26%
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement)

Watercourse units 0.00%

Trading rules satisfied? Yes v
Unit Type Target Baseline Units Units Required Unit Deficit
Area habitat units 10.00% 0.10 0.11 0.00
Hedgerow units 10.00% 0.08 0.09 0.00
Watercourse units 10.00% 0.00 0.00 0.00

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment
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Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment

Appendix 5a: Baseline Habitat Condition Assessment Sheets

Condition Sheet: GRASSLAND Habitat Type [medium, high and very high distinctiveness)

Condition Assessment Criteria

Lrienon
passed [Yes or

HNotes [such as justilicatiol

S

The paricel iepresents a good example of its habitat tpe, with a consistently high
proportion of characteristic indicatar species present relevant to the specific habitat
tupe [and relative to Footnote 3 suboptimal species which may be listed in the UKHab
description).’

Mote - this is
.

ial for achieving Mod, o1 Good
for id grassland types only.

m

Sw ard height iz varied [at least 2004 of the swardisless than T om and atleast 20 is
mare than 7 om) creating microclimates which provide opportunities for insects, birds
and zmall mammals talive and breed.

na

Cover of bare graund is betw een 14 and 54, including lacalised areas, for enample,
rabbit warrens®.

no

Couer of bracken Franishm aguincm is less than 20% and eover of serub lincluding
bramble Aibus futizases agg.lisless than 54,

m

Combined cover of species indicative of suboptimal condition® and physical damage
[such as encessive poaching, damage from machinery use or storage. damaging
levels of acoess, or any other damaging management activities) accounts far less than
554 of total area.

If any invasive non-native plant species” [as listed on Schedule 3 of WEAT are
present, this criterion is automatically failed,

nal Criterion - must be assessed fo

grassland types

There are 10 or more vascular plant species perm® present, including forbs that are
characteristic of the habitat tupe (species referencedin Footnote 3 and 5 cannat
contribute tow ards this count).

Mote - this criterion is ial for achieving Good dition for non—
acid grassland types only.

n for Good condition achieved [for non-acid grassland)
es or No)

Mumber of criteria passed

Condition Assessment Resu Condition Assessment Score

Acid grassland types [Result out of 5

yes

Score
Achieved xiv/

Paszes 3 criteria Good (3]
Passes 3 or ¢ criteria Moderate (2)
Passes 2 or fewer criteria Poot (1)

[Non-acid grassland types (Result out of 6 criterial

Passes 5 or B oriteria, including
essential criterion A and Good(3]
additional eriterion F.

Passes 3 -5 criteria, including

Passes 3 ord criteria sxcluding
ciiterion & and F

essential criterion & Maderate (2)
Passes 2 or fawer criteniz; Ves
o Poar (1

Dalesdown, RH13 8NX
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Family Foundations Trust Ltd

Condition sheet: HEDGEROW Habitat Types

Dalesdown, RH13 8NX

functional N - Criteri:
Criteria description titerion
groupings (A, B, C. = passed (Yes ::‘"
D o
(o Eprs = caies i o =l o e (s ()
The average height of woody growth estimated from base of stem |*=
to the top of the shootz, ercluding any bank beneath the
hedgercw, any gaps or isclated trees
e | A Newlylaid o coppiced hedgeraws are indicative of good
management and pass this criterion for up to a masimum of four
years [if undenaken according to good practice).
A newly planted hedgeraw does not pass this criterion (unless itis
515 m height)
yes
The average width of woody growth estimated at the widest paint
ol the canopy, excluding gaps andisolated trees.
Olutgrow ths [such as blackthomn Frumss sainass suckers) sre
A2, |width >15m average alang length orlyincluded in the width estimate when they are 0.5 m in height
Laid, coppiced, cut and newly planted hedgerows are indicative
of good management and pass this criterion for up to & masimum
of four years [ undertaken aceordingto good practics).
yes
Thig iz the vertical “gappiness’ of the woody component of the
hedgeraw, andits distance from the round o the lowest lesfy
B Gap betw esn around and base of canopy | arawth.
Bl |Bap-hedasbase) e foroa0: oflength
Certain exnceptions ta this criterion are acceptable [see page 65 of
the Hedgeraw Survey Handbook),
yes
This is the horizontal ‘gappiness” of the woody component of the
hedgerow. Gaps are complete breaks inthe woody canopyine
g |Gsp-hedas  |Gaps make up <103 of orallength; and matter how small.
eanopy continuity | Mo cancpy gaps >S5 m Bocess points and gates contribute to the overzll ‘gappiness but
are not subject to the »5 m criterion [as this is the tpical size of a
gatel.
ndition categories For hedgerows without
Thhi;bws the |fe.|;:| Er :ism.hanca [excluding wildife disturbance] at Eategury Eategu'}. F]E.qu rements Metric Score
the base of the hedgerau.
Hmafilivaliurdatedne sl i ] Mo more than 2 Failures in total;
perennial herbaceous vegetation far Undisturbed ground is present for at least 305 of the hedasrow
Undisturbed ! ] )
e 8024 of length: length, greater than Tm in width and must be present alang at AND
cp |Sreundsn - Measured from outer edge of hedgerow; |least ane side of the hedgeraw no Good . . . a
el and Mo more than 1failure in any functional
g Is present on one side of the hedgeraw | This criterion recagnises the ualue of the hedgsrow base 2= 2
[atleast). boundary habitat with the capacity to support & wide range of graup.
species. Cultivation, heavily radden footpaths, poached ground
eto. can limit available habitat niches. ND more l:han q_ failures il'l tl:\tal'
\
Mutriert-enviched | Plant species indicative of nutriert The indicator species used are netles &taia spp.. cleavers [oes not Eail both attibgtes in more than
2. |perennial enrichment of zoils dominate <202 cover | Safim dnamne and docks Awmay spp. Their prezence, sither  |no f‘-"ln:rderate 2
uegetation ok the ares o undisturbed ground cingly ar tagether, does ot xcesd the 205 cover thresheld. one functional group [for example, Fails
e attributes A1, A2, B1and C2 = Moderate
Riecenty Inradused spesies referto plants that have naturalized condition).
»30% of the hedgeraw andundistutbed | inthe UK since A0 1500 (neophytes]. Archseaphytes count s
asive ared ground is free of invasive non-native plant | natives. For information an archazophytes and necphytes see the, Fails & tatal of more than d atributes;
D1 “”as:fet 3N | spesies (including those listed on JNEC website”, as well a3 the BSBl website® where the Orline
MEORTLE SPECIES | o chedule 3 of WEA?) and recently Atlas of the British and sk Flars™ contsins an up-to-date list of OoR
introduced species. the status of species. Far information on invasive non-native Eadimhﬂ!ﬂmﬂﬂ .
species see the GB Man-Mative Searctariat website” Poor in maore than one 1
functional group [for erample, fails
This criterion addressesz damaging activities that may have ledto [yes . =
. ) orleadto deterioration In other stibues. attributes A1, A2, Bl and B2 = Poor
30 of the hedgerow or undisturbed .
02 |Cunentdsmage |groundisfree of dsmage caused by condition).
B e This could include evidence of pallution, piles of marure of rubble,
orinappropriate management practices (for example, excessive = b
hedasran cutingl Score achieved: |Moderate

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment
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Appendix 5b: Post-Development Habitat Condition Assessment Sheets

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment

Condition Assessment Crit

Condition Sheet: GRASSLAND Habitat Type (medium, high and very high distinctiveness)
[

The parcel represents 2 good enample of its habitat tupe, with 2 consistently high
proportion of characteristic indicatar species present relevant to the specific habitat
twpe [and relative to Footnote 3 suboptimal species which may be listed in the UkHab

passed [Yes or

Hotes [such as justificatio

Combined cover of species indicative of suboptimal condition® and physical damage
(such as ewcessive poaching, damage from machinery use or starage, damaging
levels of access, or any other damaging management activities) accounts for less than
S of total area.

IF any invasive non-native plant species? (as listed on Schedule 3 of WCA® are
present, this criterion is automatically falled.

must be assessed for all no grassland types

There are 10 or more vazcular plant species per m? present, including forbs that are
characteristic of the habitat tupe (species referenced in Footnote 3 and 5 cannat
contribute tow ards thiz count).

HNote - this criterion is for achieving Good dition for non—
acid grassland wpes only.

Essential criterion for Good condition achieved (for non-acid grassland)
Cres or No)

Number of criteria passed

Condition Assessment Resu Condition Assessment Score

Acid grassland types [Result out of 5 criteria)

A | description].!
Hote - this criterion is ial for achieving Mod. or Good
condition for non—acid grassland types only.
no
S ard height iz varied (atleast 205 of the swardis lezs than 7 om and atleast 203 iz
B |mare than 7 om) oreating microclimates which provide cpporntunities for insects, birds
and small mammals to live and breed.
)
Cower of bare ground is between 4 and 5%, including localised areas, for sxample,
rabhit warrens®.
yes
Cawver of bracken Fhasitiam sqadinem iz less than 2022 and cover of serub (including
bramble S freinmess agg ) is less than 53
yes

Score
Achieved xi/

Paszes S oriteria Good (3]
Passes3or 4 criteria Moderate (2)
Passes 2 or fewer criteria Pocr(f)

[Non-acid grassland types [Result out of B criteria)

Pazses S or 6 criteria, including
essential criterion A and Gaad [3]
additional criterion F.

Passes 3-5 criteria, including

Passes 3or 4 criteria ercluding
criterion & and F.

essential criterion A, Moderate (2]
Passes 2 or lewer oiteria ez
oR Paar(l

Dalesdown, RH13 8NX
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Dalesdown, RH13 8NX

Condition Sheet: INDIVIDUAL TREES Habitat Type

Criterion passed (Yes or

Condition Assessment Result (out of
6 criteria)

Condition Assessment Score

No) Notes (such as justification)
yes
A |The tree is a native species (or at least 70% within the block are native species).
no
The tree canopy is predominantly continuous, with gaps in canopy cover making
B [up <10% of total area and no individual gap being >5 m wide (individual trees
automatically pass this criterion).
no
C [The tree is mature (or more than 50% within the block are mature)'.
There is little or no evidence of an adverse impact on tree health by human yes
D activities (such as vandalism, herbicide or detrimental agricultural actiity). And
there is no current regular pruning regime, so the trees retain >75% of expected
canopy for their age range and height.
no
E Matural ecological niches for vertebrates and invertebrates are present, such as
presence of deadwood, cavities, ivy or loose bark.
yes
F [More than 20% of the tree canopy area is oversailing vegetation beneath.
Number of criteria passed

Score Achieved =/

Passes 5 or 6 criteria Good (3)
Passes 3 or 4 criteria Moderate (2) yes
Passes 2 or fewer criteria Paar (1)

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment

Mote that ‘Fairly Good and Fairly Poor' condition categories are not available for this broad habitat type.
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Condition sheet: HEDGEROW Habitat Types

Dalesdown, RH13 8NX

functional N - Criteri:
Criteria description titerion
groupings (A, B, C. = passed (Yes ::‘"
D o
(o Eprs = caies i o =l o e (s ()
The average height of woody growth estimated from base of stem |*=
to the top of the shootz, ercluding any bank beneath the
hedgercw, any gaps or isclated trees
e | A Newlylaid o coppiced hedgeraws are indicative of good
management and pass this criterion for up to a masimum of four
years [if undenaken according to good practice).
A newly planted hedgeraw does not pass this criterion (unless itis
515 m height)
yes
The average width of woody growth estimated at the widest paint
ol the canopy, excluding gaps andisolated trees.
Olutgrow ths [such as blackthomn Frumss sainass suckers) sre
A2, |width >15m average alang length orlyincluded in the width estimate when they are 0.5 m in height
Laid, coppiced, cut and newly planted hedgerows are indicative
of good management and pass this criterion for up to & masimum
of four years [ undertaken aceordingto good practics).
yes
Thig iz the vertical “gappiness’ of the woody component of the
hedgeraw, andits distance from the round o the lowest lesfy
B Gap betw esn around and base of canopy | arawth.
Bl |Bap-hedasbase) e foroa0: oflength
Certain exnceptions ta this criterion are acceptable [see page 65 of
the Hedgeraw Survey Handbook),
yes
This is the horizontal ‘gappiness” of the woody component of the
hedgerow. Gaps are complete breaks inthe woody canopyine
g |Gsp-hedas  |Gaps make up <103 of orallength; and matter how small.
eanopy continuity | Mo cancpy gaps >S5 m Bocess points and gates contribute to the overzll ‘gappiness but
are not subject to the »5 m criterion [as this is the tpical size of a
gatel.
ndition categories For hedgerows without
Thhi;bws the |fe.|;:| Er :ism.hanca [excluding wildife disturbance] at Eategury Eategu'}. F]E.qu rements Metric Score
the base of the hedgerau.
Hmafilivaliurdatedne sl i ] Mo more than 2 Failures in total;
perennial herbaceous vegetation far Undisturbed ground is present for at least 305 of the hedasrow
Undisturbed ! ] )
e 8024 of length: length, greater than Tm in width and must be present alang at AND
cp |Sreundsn - Measured from outer edge of hedgerow; |least ane side of the hedgeraw no Good . . . a
el and Mo more than 1failure in any functional
g Is present on one side of the hedgeraw | This criterion recagnises the ualue of the hedgsrow base 2= 2
[atleast). boundary habitat with the capacity to support & wide range of graup.
species. Cultivation, heavily radden footpaths, poached ground
eto. can limit available habitat niches. ND more l:han q_ failures il'l tl:\tal'
\
Mutriert-enviched | Plant species indicative of nutriert The indicator species used are netles &taia spp.. cleavers [oes not Eail both attibgtes in more than
2. |perennial enrichment of zoils dominate <202 cover | Safim dnamne and docks Awmay spp. Their prezence, sither  |no f‘-"ln:rderate 2
uegetation ok the ares o undisturbed ground cingly ar tagether, does ot xcesd the 205 cover thresheld. one functional group [for example, Fails
e attributes A1, A2, B1and C2 = Moderate
Riecenty Inradused spesies referto plants that have naturalized condition).
»30% of the hedgeraw andundistutbed | inthe UK since A0 1500 (neophytes]. Archseaphytes count s
asive ared ground is free of invasive non-native plant | natives. For information an archazophytes and necphytes see the, Fails & tatal of more than d atributes;
D1 “”as:fet 3N | spesies (including those listed on JNEC website”, as well a3 the BSBl website® where the Orline
MEORTLE SPECIES | o chedule 3 of WEA?) and recently Atlas of the British and sk Flars™ contsins an up-to-date list of OoR
introduced species. the status of species. Far information on invasive non-native Eadimhﬂ!ﬂmﬂﬂ .
species see the GB Man-Mative Searctariat website” Poor in maore than one 1
functional group [for erample, fails
This criterion addressesz damaging activities that may have ledto [yes . =
. ) orleadto deterioration In other stibues. attributes A1, A2, Bl and B2 = Poor
30 of the hedgerow or undisturbed .
02 |Cunentdsmage |groundisfree of dsmage caused by condition).
B e This could include evidence of pallution, piles of marure of rubble,
orinappropriate management practices (for example, excessive = b
hedasran cutingl Score achieved: |Moderate

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment
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