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Background

This Biodiversity Net Gain Statement has been prepared by BDP on behalf of The College of Richard
Collyer to accompany a planning application for phased development of Technology Centre consisting of
two buildings, associated landscaping, and reconfigured access and parking at Hurst Road, Horsham,
RH12 2EJ (hereinafter referred to as the “surveyed area”).

The following application documents inform the BNG Assessment:

Proposed Landscape - Phase 1 General Arrangement Plan Sheet 10f 3

(CRC-BDP-EX-00-PL-L-900101), BDP, June 2026

Proposed Landscape — Phase 2 General Arrangement Plan Sheet 2 of 3
(CRC-BDP-EX-00-PL-L-900102), BDP, June 2026

Proposed Landscape — Phase 1+2 General Arrangement Plan Sheet 3 of 3
(CRC-BDP-EX-00-PL-L.-900103), BDP, July 2026

The College of Richard Collyer Arboricultural Impact Assessment and Method Statement, BDP, July 2026

The College of Richard Collyer New Technology Centre draft Habitat Management and Monitoring Plan,
BDP, 01 July 2026

The College of Richard Collyer New Technology Centre Statutory Biodiversity Metric Tool version 1.04,
Natural England, 01 July 2026

The College of Richard Collyer New Technology Centre Statutory Biodiversity Metric Condition
Assessments, Natural England, Various dates

The College of Richard Collyer Preliminary Ecological Appraisal, BDP, July 2026

The Site
The College of Richard Collyer is located in Horsham, West Sussex.

The site (ref. Figure 1) (NGR: TQ17623144) is located to the southeast of the college bound by Hurst Road
to the southwest, residential dwellings along Hurst Avenue to the southeast existing college buildings to
the northwest and playing fields to the north. Habitats within the site are urban in character, and comprise
areas of hardstanding, modified grassland, introduced shrub, urban trees and hedgerows.
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Figure 1. Approximate site location plan

Biodiversity Net Gain Statement
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Legislation and Planning Policy

Town and Country Planning Act 1990

Under Schedule 7A of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as inserted by Schedule 14 of the
Environment Act 2021), the development should aim to protect and enhance the overall biodiversity value
of the site by contributing to the achievement of a 10% net gain at minimum. This gain must be delivered
with use of the Biodiversity Statutory Metric Calculation Tool and accompanied with a Biodiversity Gain
Plan which will show how the development will achieve Biodiversity Net Gain. Any proposed ecological

enhancements should be captured in a Habitat Management and Monitoring Plan which will ensure that
the condition of created habitats is maintained for at least 30 years.

Disirict Planning £ : 015

Policy 31 Green Infrastructure and Biodiversity

1. Development will be supported where it can demonstrate that it maintains or enhances the existing
network of green infrastructure. Proposals that would result in the loss of existing green infrastructure
will be resisted unless it can be demonstrated that new opportunities will be provided that mitigates
or compensates for this loss, and ensures that the ecosystem services of the area are retained.

2. Development proposals will be required to contribute to the enhancement of existing biodiversity,
and should create and manage new habitats where appropriate. The Council will support new
development which retains and /or enhances significant features of nature conservation on
development sites. The Council will also support development which makes a positive contribution to
biodiversity through the creation of green spaces, and linkages between habitats to create local and
regional ecological networks.

3. Where felling of protected trees is necessary, replacement planting with a suitable species will be
required.
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4. a) Particular consideration will be given to the hierarchy of sites and habitats in the district as follows:
i. Special Protection Area (SPA) and Special Areas of Conservation (SAC)

ii. Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs) and National Nature Reserves (NNRs)

iii. Sites of Nature Conservation Importance (SNCIs), Local Nature Reserves (LNRs) and any areas of
Ancient woodland, local geodiversity or other irreplaceable habitats not already identified in i & ii
above.

b) Where development is anticipated to have a direct or indirect adverse impact on sites or features
for biodiversity, development will be refused unless it can be demonstrated that:

i. The reason for the development clearly outweighs the need to protect the value of the site; and,

ii. That appropriate mitigation and compensation measures are provided.

5. Any development with the potential to impact Arun Valley SPA or the Mens SAC will be subject to a
HRA to determine the need for an Appropriate Assessment. In addition, development will be required
to be in accordance with the necessary mitigation measures for development set out in the HRA of
this plan.

Strategic Policy 17: Green Infrastructure and Biodiversity states that the Council will support appropriate
new development which delivers at least 10% biodiversity net gain and:

a) Retains and enhances significant features of nature conservation value on development sites;

b) Makes a positive contribution to biodiversity and accords with the aims and objectives of the Green
Infrastructure and Local Nature Recovery Strategies, through the creation of appropriate green spaces,
that provide linkages between habitats to create local and regional ecological networks that enable the
movement of wildlife through development sites; and / or

c) Following the principle of ‘right habitat in the right place’, significantly increases woodland or other
habitats for the purpose of appropriately enhancing biodiversity, carbon sequestration, pollution control,
and / or flood mitigation.

Relevant development proposals will be expected to deliver 10% biodiversity net gain and must submit
Biodiversity Net Gain information to show how this will be achieved using the mandated Biodiversity
Metric or the Small Sites Metric as appropriate and must abide by the metric trading rules. Submissions
must make clear what will be provided to meet no net loss and what will deliver net gains. The net gain
must be achieved through the delivery of appropriate on-site biodiversity net gain or, where this is not
practicable, through off-site net gain within the District especially areas, as suitable to the habitats subject
to gain, identified in the District's Green Infrastructure Strategy or the Local Nature Recovery Strategy, or
as agreed by the Council. All such schemes, excluding any respective element using statutory biodiversity
credits, must submit for approval by the Council a funded maintenance and management plan, including
monitoring / reporting and appropriate enforcement processes, that secures the biodiversity net gains for
at least 30 years.
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4.0 Methodology

41  Aninitial ecological walkover of the site was undertaken on the 12 February 2025 during the period which
is considered sub-optimal for botanical survey and habitat assessment (optimum period often regarded
as March to September). Weather conditions during the survey were dry with temperatures reaching 4°C.

42  Asubsequent survey was undertaken on the 26 May 2026 during the period which is considered optimal
for botanical survey and habitat assessment to resurvey the grassland. Weather conditions during the
survey were dry with temperatures reaching 31°C.

4.3 The survey involved identifying the habitat types present within the site and defining their boundaries.
Each distinct habitat was assigned to a UK Habitat Classification code as set out in UKHAB v2. Using the
information collated on the survey, a map was produced on QGIS defining the habitat types and their
boundaries. This map has been provided within Appendix | of this report.

4.4  The modified grassland within the site was surveyed using quadrat sampling to determine the average
vascular plant species richness per square metre, to inform the habitat condition assessment for BNG
purposes. A total of six 1 m x 1 m quadrats were positioned randomly throughout the grassland, with their
locations recorded using What3words. The main sports field which was the area most intensively
managed where herbicide was being sprayed was not subject to quadrat sampling. All vascular plant
species present within each quadrat were recorded.

45  Forthe purposes of the PEA, a minimum mappable unit (MMU) of 5m?2 is applied. This means that habitat
areas smaller than 5m?2 may be noted and discussed within the report but are not included within the
habitat maps for the site.

5.0 Personnel

51  The habitat surveys were carried out by Anthony Nickson MCIEEM and Olivia Leversedge. Anthony is
FISC Level 4 botanist and has 17 years experience of undertaking habitat surveys. Olivia is a FISC Level 3
botanist and a Qualifying member of the Chartered Institute of Environmental Management (CIEEM). Both
surveyors are familiar with vegetative identification of the plant species commonly found in modified
grassland and have attended a vegetative grass identification training course in 2024.

6.0 Calculating Biodiversity Net Gain

6.1  The Statutory Biodiversity Metric Tool version 1.0.4 (Natural England, June 2026) is the approved tool
used to calculate Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG). The metric assesses biodiversity value by comparing
habitats present within the existing site (habitat baseline) with those proposed as part of the development
(habitat creation).

6.2 The development will be implemented in two phases. For the purposes of this BNG assessment, the
permanent habitat features associated with Phase 1 have been included. Interim habitats proposed during
Phase 1, together with the new landscape proposals for Phase 2, have not been incorporated into the
assessment as the development will achieve 10% BNG via permanent features associated with Phase 1
alone.

BDP. ;
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7.1

7.2

Biodiversity enhancements may be delivered on-site, off-site, or through the purchase of statutory
biodiversity credits. Regardless of the delivery mechanism, all proposed habitats must be secured and
managed for a minimum period of 30 years.

The on-site habitat baseline for the College of Richard Collyer was established using digital Habitat Map
plans prepared following site surveys undertaken on 12 February 2025 and 26 May 2026. Further details
of the survey methodology and findings are can be found in the accompanying the College of Richard
Collyer Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (PEA) (BDP, June 2026). Baseline habitat condition assessment
sheets are included in Appendix Ill. Habitat creation proposals were derived from the Proposed
Landscape General Arrangement Plans (BDP, June 2026). The Arboricultural Impact Assessment
informed the assessment of existing trees and those to be retained following development. Proposed
habitat condition assessment sheets are provided in Appendix V.

Biodiversity Net Gain Calculations

The habitat baseline information has been extracted from College of Richard Collyer PEA, refer to
Appendix | for baseline UK Hab map. The arboricultural impact assessment provides the tree information.
See summary of on-site habitat and hedgerow baseline information in Tables 1and 2 below.

The habitat baseline information has been extracted from College of Richard Collyer PEA, refer to
Appendix | for baseline UK Hab map. The arboricultural impact assessment provides the tree information.
See summary of on-site habitat and hedgerow baseline information in Tables 1and 2 below.

Table 1. Summary of On-site Habitat Baseline

. o . e Habitat Habitat
Habitat Area (Ha) Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance K i
units units lost
Modified grassland 1245 Low Poor Area not in local strategy 249 1.06
Introduced shrub 0.005 Low N/A Area not in local strategy 0.01 0.01
Developed land; sealed surface 0.5366 V.Low N/A Area not in local strategy 0.00 0.00
Developed land; sealed surface 0.0184 V.Low N/A Area not in local strategy 0.00 0.00
Urban tree 0.0489 Medium Poor Area not in local strategy 0.20 0.20
Urban tree 0.5732 Medium Moderate Area not in local strategy 459 0.39
Total 7.28 1.68
Table 2. Summary of On-site Hedgerow Baseline
. Length . . R Hedgerow | Hedgerow
Habitat Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance ) .
(km) units units lost
Native hedgerow 0.044 Low Good Area not in local strategy 0.26 0.00
Non-native and ornamental hedgerow 0.036 V.Low Poor Area not in local strategy 0.04 0.00
Total 0.30 0.00

BDP. ;
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7.3 The habitat creation information has been extracted from the Proposed Landscape General Arrangement
Plans (BDP, June 2026). (ref. Appendix Il). See summary of on-site habitat and hedgerow enhancement
and creation information in Tables 3,4 and 5 below.

Table 3. Summary of On-site Habitat Enhancement

Habitat Area (Ha) Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance Habitat units delivered
Modified grassland > _ )
Other neutral grassland 0.2494 Low > Medium Poor > Good Area not in local strategy 196
Total 1.96
Table 4. Summary of On-site Habitat Creation
Habitat Area (Ha) Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance Habitat units delivered
Introduced shrub 0.0425 Low N/A Area not in local strategy 0.08
Introduced shrub 0.0355 Low N/A Area not in local strategy 0.07
Developed land; sealed surface 01532 V.Low N/A Area not in local strategy 0.00
Developed land; sealed surface 0.8659 V.Low N/A Area not in local strategy 0.00
Urban tree 0.3868 Medium Poor Area not in local strategy 1.08
Total 123
Table 5. Summary of On-site Hedgerow Creation
Habitat (LI:::)Q th Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance ::?‘?;:Lw units
Native hedgerow 0.226 Low Poor Area not in local strategy 044
Total 0.44

BDP.
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8.0 Headline Results

8.1 The on-site habitat creation delivered through the permanent landscape features in Phase 1 will result in an
overall net gain of 14.07% in habitat units and 145.39% in hedgerow units, as shown in the headline results

below.
New Genire, The College of Richard e
Headline Results results menu
Area habitat units 7.28
On-site baseline Heagerow uits 030
Watercourse units 0.00
; n 0 Aroa habitat units 831
On-site post-intervention = 018
e, Watercourse uniis 0.00
On-site net change “Hedgerow urits 044
(1mils & percerksge) Watercourse units 0.00 0.00%
Off-site baseline Hedgerow wits 00
Watercourse units 0.00
7 . ; Area habitat units 0.00
Off-site post-intervention Hedgerow wits 000
relention, creation & Watercourse units 0, m
) Area habitat units 000 0.00%
Off site net change s 000 [ )
(urits & percentage) Watercourse uniis 0.00 0.00%
Combined net unit change e 041
(Including all on-site & off site habitat retention, creati T .00
Area habitat units 0.00
Spatial risk multiplier (SRM) deductions Hedgerow unis .00
Watercourse units 0.00
- “Area habitat units 102
Total net unit change unis 044
(nchucing e & offsite habi 2 g Watercourse units 0.00
Area habitat units
Total net % change FHodgerow units
(Including all on-site & off-
Watercourse units 0.00%
Trading rules satisfied?
Unit Type Target Baseline Units Units Required Unit Deficit
Area habitat units 10.00%_ % 800
units : | 33

Figure 2. Headline Results

Refer to Appendix V for full metric.

BDP. 0
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Condition Sheet: GRASSLAND Habitat Type (low distinctiveness)
UK Habitat Classification (UKHab) Habitat Type

Grassland - Modified grassland

. . ) On-site Anthony Nickson FISC 4
On-site or off-site, site name and |The College of Richard Collyer Survey date and 26 May 2026
location Hurst Road, Horsham, West Sussex, RH12 2EJ Surveyor name
Grassland subject to regular mowing regime. The surveyor is ) N/A
o ) : experienced in identifying species commonly associated with | Survey reference (if
Limitations (if applicable) modified grassland from vegetative characteristics. relating to a wider
Consequently, an appropriate assessmrnt of the grassland survey)
cauld ha o
TQ 17608 3142 (site centroid) G4
Grid reference Habitat parcel reference

Habitat Description
Highly modified swards with low species diversity and richness forming sports pitches and amenity landscaping. Routinely managed and maintained at a short sward
height. Areas surrounding pedestrian walkways are damaged from heavy footfall.

ukhab — UK Habitat Classification

Condition Assessment Criteria Criterion passed (Yes

Notes (such as justification)

) No Quadrat sampling attained average
There are 6-8 vascular plant species per m” present, including at least 2 forbs (these may include richness of 3.5 species per metre
those listed in Footnote 1). Note - this criterion is essential for achieving Moderate or Good square.
condition.
A Where the vascular plant species present are characteristic of medium, high or very high
distinctiveness grassland, or there are 9 or more of these characteristic species per m?
(excluding those listed in Footnote 1), please review the full UKHab description to assess
whether the grassland should instead be classified as a higher distinctiveness grassland. Where
a grassland is classed as medium, high, or very high distinctiveness, please use the relevant
condition sheet.
No Grass is routinely managed as
sports pitches and amenity
Sward height is varied (at least 20% of the sward is less than 7 cm and at least 20% is more than landscaping.
B |7 cm) creating microclimates which provide opportunities for vertebrates and invertebrates to live
and breed.
Yes No scrub present.
Any scrub present accounts for less than 20% of the total grassland area. (Some scattered scrub
such as bramble Rubus fruticosus agg. may be present).
[}
Note - patches of scrub with continuous (more than 90%) cover should be classified as the
relevant scrub habitat type.
Yes Trampled/damaged grass accounts
. o . . for less than 5% of the total habitat
Physical damage is evident in less than 5% of total grassland area. Examples of physical area.
D |damage include excessive poaching, damage from machinery use or storage, erosion caused by
high levels of access, or any other damaging management activities.
No Predominantly tight sward excluding
. . . . areas of bare ground from tramping.
e Cover of bare ground is between 1% and 10%, including localised areas (for example, a 9 ping
concentration of rabbit warrens)?.
Yes No bracken present.
F |Cover of bracken Pteridium aquilinum is less than 20%.
Yes No invasive species present.
G [There is an absence of invasive non-native plant species® (as listed on Schedule 9 of WCA®).

Essential criterion achieved (Yes or No)

Number of criteria passed [

Condition Assessment Result (out

of 7 criteria) Condition Assessment Score Score Achieved x/v'

Passes 6 or 7 criteria including

passing essential criterion A Good (3)

Passes 4 or 5 criteria including

passing essential criterion A Moderate (2)

Passes 3 or fewer criteria; X

OR
Passes 4 - 6 criteria (excluding Poor (1)

criterion A)

Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score
N/A

Fo otes

Footnote 1 — Creeping thistle Cirsium arvense, spear thistle Cirsium vulgare , curled dock Rumex crispus, broad-leaved dock Rumex obtusifolius, common nettle
Urtica dioica, creeping buttercup Ranunculus repens, greater plantain Plantago major , white clover Trifolium repens and cow parsley Anthriscus sylvestris .

Footnote 2 — For example, this could include small, scattered areas of bare ground allowing establishment of new species, or localised patches where not exceeding
10% cover.

Footnote 3 — Assess this for each distinct habitat parcel. If the distribution of invasive non-native species varies across the habitat, split into parcels accordingly,
applying a buffer zone around the invasive non-native species with a size relative to its risk of spread into adjacent habitat, using professional judgement.

Footnote 4 — Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended).
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Condition Sheet: INDIVIDUAL TREES Habitat Type
Habitat Types

Individual trees — Urban trees
Individual trees — Rural trees
Complete a condition sheet for each tree or block of trees.

Please see the separate Line of trees condition sheet for a line of rural trees. You should only use the Line of trees condition assessment and record that habitat
typein rural locations.

Habitat Description
12 no. small trees planted in pits within a car parking area.

Individual trees (description applied to the urban or rural environment):
Young trees over 7.5 cm in diameter at breast height whose canopies are not touching.

Urban Perimeter / Linear Blocks and Groups (description applied to the urban environment only):

Groups or stands of trees (size requirement as defined above) within and around the perimeter of urban land. This includes those along urban streets, highways, railways and
canals, and also former field boundary trees incorporated into developments. Canopies should predominantly overlap continuously. Groups of urban trees that don’t match the
descriptions for woodland may be assessed within this category.

On-site s G ds Olivia Leversedge
The College of Richard Collyer urvey date and surveyor 12 February 2025
Hurst Road, Horsham, West Sussex, RH12 MENE

None Survey reference (if relating NIA

to a wider survey)
TQ 17608 3142 (site centroid) UTG1
Grid reference Habitat parcel reference

On-site or off-site, site name and
location

Limitations (if applicable)

Condition Assessment Criteria Criterion passed (Yes or No) Notes (such as justification)
No Ornamental pear tree species.
A [The tree is a native species (or at least 70% within the block are native species).
No Trees do not form a continuous canopy.
The tree canopy is predominantly continuous, with gaps in canopy cover making up
B |<10% of total area and no individual gap being >5 m wide (individual trees
automatically pass this criterion).
No Classified as young specimens within arboricultural
) s report.
C |The tree is mature (or more than 50% within the block are mature)®. P
No Growth likely to be restricted due to location in a

There is little or no evidence of an adverse impact on tree health by human activities ' YR
(such as vandalism, herbicide or detrimental agricultural activity). And there is no planting pit within a car park.

b current regular pruning regime, so the trees retain >75% of expected canopy for their
age range and height.
No Trees are young specimens and therefore do not
E Natural ecological niches for vertebrates and invertebrates are present, such as contain the described features.
presence of deadwood, cavities, ivy or loose bark.
No Planted in pits within a tarmac carpark.

F |More than 20% of the tree canopy area is oversailing vegetation beneath.

Number of criteria passed 0

Condition Assessment Result (out of

e Condition Assessment Score Score Achieved x/vV
6 criteria)

Passes 5 or 6 criteria Good (3)
Passes 3 or 4 criteria Moderate (2)
Passes 2 or fewer criteria Poor (1) X

Note that ‘Fairly Good and Fairly Poor’ condition categories are not available for this broad habitat type.

Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score?
N/A




Condition Sheet: INDIVIDUAL TREES Habitat Type
Habitat Types

Individual trees — Urban trees
Individual trees — Rural trees
Complete a condition sheet for each tree or block of trees.

Please see the separate Line of trees condition sheet for a line of rural trees. You should only use the Line of trees condition assessment and record that habitat
typein rural locations.

Habitat Description
Reamining trees within the site, consisting of 1 no. very large, 13 no. medium & 27 no. small trees

Individual trees (description applied to the urban or rural environment):
Young trees over 7.5 cm in diameter at breast height whose canopies are not touching.

Urban Perimeter / Linear Blocks and Groups (description applied to the urban environment only):

Groups or stands of trees (size requirement as defined above) within and around the perimeter of urban land. This includes those along urban streets, highways, railways and
canals, and also former field boundary trees incorporated into developments. Canopies should predominantly overlap continuously. Groups of urban trees that don’t match the
descriptions for woodland may be assessed within this category.

On-site s G ds Olivia Leversedge
The College of Richard Collyer urvey date and surveyor 12 February 2025
Hurst Road, Horsham, West Sussex, RH12 MENE

None Survey reference (if relating NIA

to a wider survey)
TQ 17608 3142 (site centroid) UTG2
Grid reference Habitat parcel reference

On-site or off-site, site name and
location

Limitations (if applicable)

Condition Assessment Criteria Criterion passed (Yes or No) Notes (such as justification)

Yes Trees are predominantly native. Three trees within

A [The tree is a native species (or at least 70% within the block are native species). the group comprise non-native species.

Yes Boundary trees form a predominantly continuous
The tree canopy is predominantly continuous, with gaps in canopy cover making up canopy. Other trees comprise individual specimens.
B |<10% of total area and no individual gap being >5 m wide (individual trees
automatically pass this criterion).
No Trees within the group are predominantly young or

. s early mature specimens.
C |The tree is mature (or more than 50% within the block are mature)®. 4 s

There is little or no evidence of an adverse impact on tree health by human activities |N° Pruning evident in trees. Managed due to urban
D (such as vandalism, herbicide or detrimental agricultural activity). And there is no context of location.
current regular pruning regime, so the trees retain >75% of expected canopy for their
age range and height.
No Some features may be present in the mature oak
E Natural ecological niches for vertebrates and invertebrates are present, such as tree, although generally the described features are
presence of deadwood, cavities, ivy or loose bark. not present within the tree group.
Yes Trees are planted in landscaped areas of modified
grassland.

F |More than 20% of the tree canopy area is oversailing vegetation beneath.

Number of criteria passed 3

Condition Assessment Result (out of

e Condition Assessment Score Score Achieved x/vV
6 criteria)

Passes 5 or 6 criteria Good (3)
Passes 3 or 4 criteria Moderate (2) X
Passes 2 or fewer criteria Poor (1)

Note that ‘Fairly Good and Fairly Poor’ condition categories are not available for this broad habitat type.

Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score?
N/A




Condition sheet: HEDGEROW Habitat Types.

Native hedgerow
Native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch

Native hedgerow with tr

Native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch
Species-rich native hedgerow

‘Species-rich native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch
Species-rich native hedgerow with trees

| Fabitat Description

Species-rich native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch

Native hedgerow approx 38m in hawthorn, holly

beech, with dense parts.

‘ukhab — UK Habitat Classification

i On-site
Onssite or off-site, The College of Richard Coll

name and location

er
Hurst Road, Horsham, West Sussex, RH12 2EJ

Survey date and Surveyor name

Olivia Leversedge.
12 February 2025

Grid reference.

[Conition Assessment Detals

Handbook.

key features of the hedgerow.

eagerow favourable conaiion atibutes

‘Survey carried outside of optimal period for botanical assessment. NIA
However condition of habitat is not expected to be impeded by
Limitations (if seasonal constraints due to assessed attibutes. Survey reference (f relating to a wider
applicable) survey)
TQ 17608 3142 (site centroid) H2A

Habitat parcel reference

A series of ten attributes, representing key physical characteristics are used for this assessment. Each attribute is assigned to one of five functional groups (A - E) and the condition
of a hedgerow s assessed according to the number of attibutes from these functional groups which pass or fail the ‘favourable conditon’critria.

This assessment s based on the Hedgerow Survey Handbook' and Favourable Conservation Status document’. For further clarification please refer to the Hedgerow Survey

Best practice would be to record the species, age, spacing and other key information about all trees present along a hedgerow within the ‘Habitat Description’ box, as well as other

Criteria the Inoimum requlrements fod description Criterion passed. Notes (such as
favourable condition s >
(YesorNo)  justification)
| Core groups - appiicable to all hedgerow types
The average height of woody growth estimated from base of stem
1ot e 1o i i ar/ i e e recger|
any gaps or isolated tr
Newy laid or coppiced hedgerows are mdvcavve of good
AL | Height 15 m average along length management and pass this criterion for Up o a maXimum of four
e e e e
A newly planted hedgerow does not pass this criterion (unless itis
>15 m heigh).
No
The average widih of woody growth estimated at the widest point
of the canopy, excluding gaps and isolated trees.
Outgrowths (such as blackthor Prunus spinosa suckers) are only
n2. | width 15 m average along length included in the width estimate when they are >0.5 m in height.
Laid, coppiced, cut and newly planted hedgerows are indicative of
o for up of
four years (if undertaken according to good pracice).
Yes
This is the vertcal ‘gappiness' of the woody component of the
hedgerow, and is distance from the ground 10 the lowest lealy
. apbetwesn groundand e ofcanopy|growt
81 |Gap - hedge base | Sa7 betweer giound
Certain exceptions to this criterion are acceptable (see page 65 of
the Hedgerow Survey Handbook)
Yes
This is the horizontal ‘gappiness' of the woody component of the
hedgerow. Gaps are complete breaks in the woody canopy (1o
matter how smal).
52, |Gap-hedge | Gaps make up <10% of total length; and
>sm Access points and gates contribute (o the overall ‘gappiness’ but
are not subject o the 5 m ciiterion (as this is the typical size of a
gate).
This is the level of disturbance (excluding wildife disturbance) at
the base of the hedgerow:
>1 m width of undisturbed ground with
Undistrbed perennial herbaceous vegetation for >9056 | Undisturbed ground is present for at least 90% of the hedgerow
S of length: length, greater than 1 m in width and must be present along at
ca. [dround an Measured flom outer edge of hedgerow; |1east one side of the hedgerow. .
and
vegetation \s present on one side of the hedgerow | Tis citerion recognises the value of the hedgerow base as a
(t leas). boundary habitat with the capacity to support a wide range of
species. Cultivation, heavly trodden footpaths, poached ground
etc. can limit available habitat niches.
indicative of nutient The indicator species used are nettles Urtica spp., cleavers
2. [perennial envichment of Soils dominate <20% cover | Galium aparine and docks Rumex spp. Thei presence, efiher | No
vegetation of the area of ndisturbed ground. singly or together, does not exceed the 20% cover threshold.
Yes
Recenty nvoduced species rfert lartsta havs raurlised n
>50% o hehedgerow and undisurved | UK snce AD 1500 (reophytes) Achacophytes
ground i free of ivasive atves. For eaprmes oo the
D1 |miese and species (ncluding those listed on NG websie’ a5 wel s the 6551 webete® where the ‘Online
neOPRYE SPECIES | hedule 9 of WCAY) and recently Atlas of the British and Irsh Flora’® contains an up-to-date lst of
introduced species. the status of species. For information on invasive non-native
species see the GB Non-Native Secretariat website'.
This crterion addresses damaging actities thal may have led (o or] Yes
lead to deterioration in other attribu
>90% of the hedgerow or undisturbed
2. |Curient damage | ground s free of damage caused by This could include evidence of pollution, piles of manure or rubble,
human aciiviies. o inappropriate management practices (for example, excessive
hedgerow cutting).
There is more than one age-class (or
morphology) of ree present (for example: |y crterion adresses if there are a range of age-classes or
1. [Tree class young, mature, veteran and o ancient). | morphologies which allow for replacement of trees and provide
and there is on average at least one et e e s,
mature, ancient or veteran tree present per
20 - 50m of hedgerow:
allesstomthecoeures eie
eslty condiion (<iucing ve
= neatth e e T s e This criterion identiies if the trees are subject to damage which
[ieate=Tt orno evidence of an adverse impact on | compromises the survival and health of the individual specimens.
ree health by damage from livestock or
wild animals, pests or diseases, or human
activiy.

tables below.
Condition categories for hedgerows without trees
Category. Cateaor

The hedgerow condition assessment generates a weighting (score) fa

nging from 1 -3, which is used within the Statutory Biodiversity Metric. The scores for each are set outin the

Metric Score

No more than 2 failures in total;
AND

Good
No more than 1 failure in any functional

No more than 4 failures in total;
AND

Does not fail both attibutes in more than
one functional group (for example, fails
attributes A1, A2, B1 and C2 = Moderate
condition).

Moderate

Fails a total of more than 4 attrbutes;
or

Fails both attributes in more than one
functional group (for example, fails
attributes A1, A2, B1 and B2 = Poor
condition).

‘Score achieved:

functional group (for example, fails
atributes A1, A2, B1 and 82 = Poor
condition).

Condiion categories for
Category
No more than 2 failures in total;
Good Al
No more than 1 failure in any funcional
group.
No more than S failures i total;
AND
Moderate Does ot fail both attibutes in more than |,
one ol goup (or ample, fals
B1,C2and &
Moderate conditon),
Fails a total of more than 5 atributes;
or
roor Eails both atrbutes in more thanone |,

Score achieved:

Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score
NIA
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Condition Sheet: GRASSLAND Habitat Type (medium, high and very high distinctiveness)
UK Habitat Classification (UKHab) Habitat Types

Grassland - Lowland calcareous grassland

On-site or off-site. site name and location The College of Richard Collyers General Arrangement Plans, BDP, Survev date and Survevor name Design Review 11/06/2026
’ June 2026 y y Anthony Nickson, FISC Level 4
Limitations (if applicable) N/A Survey reference (if relating to a wider survey) N/A
) : Wildflower Meadow
Grid reference .
! N/A aCLllE Sl 2 (EM2 Standard General Purpose Meadow Mixture)

Habitat Description

EM2 Standard General Purpose Meadow Mixture contains species that are characteristic of traditional meadows across a wide range of soil types.

ukhab — UK Habitat Classification

Condition Assessment Criteria Criterion passed (Yes or No) Notes (such as justification)

The parcel represents a good example of its habitat type, with a consistently high proportion of
characteristic indicator species present relevant to the specific habitat type (and relative to EM2 contains a broad range of meadow grasses and wildflowers that
Footnote 3 suboptimal species which may be listed in the UKHab description).1 are characteristic of other neutral grassland. After successful
establishment and appropriate management, the parcel should

Note - this criterion is essential for achieving Moderate or Good condition for non-acid represent a good example of other neutral grassland.

grassland types only.

Yes

Sward height is varied (at least 20% of the sward is less than 7 cm and at least 20% is more than
B 7 cm) creating microclimates which provide opportunities for insects, birds and small mammals |Yes Habitat will be managed to produce a varied sward height.
to live and breed.

Cover of bare ground is between 1% and 5%, including localised areas, for example, rabbit

C 2 Yes Habitat will be managed to create bare ground between 1% and 5%.
warrens”.
Cover of bracken Pteridium aquilinum is less than 20% and cover of scrub (including bramble The cover of bracken is expected to be less than 20% in managed

D . . Yes . L
Rubus fruticosus agg.) is less than 5%. grassland. Management will prevent bracken from establishing.
Combined cover of species indicative of suboptimal condition® and physical damage (such as The combined cover of species indicative of suboptimal condition and
excessive poaching, damage from machinery use or storage, damaging levels of access, or any physical damage is expected to account for less than 5% of total
other damaging management activities) accounts for less than 5% of total area. area. Management will prevent species indicative of suboptimal

E Yes . . o . .

condition establishing. The habitat is unlikely to be subject to

If any invasive non-native plant species4 (as listed on Schedule 9 of WCA5) are present, this trampling, poaching or machinery damage, and any such impacts will
criterion is automatically failed. be usually rectified through routine maintenance.

Additional Criterion - must be assessed for all non-acid grassland types

Yes Diversity will be kept over 10 species per m2 through management.

There are 10 or more vascular plant species per m? present, including forbs that are
characteristic of the habitat type (species referenced in Footnote 3 and 5 cannot contribute
towards this count).

Note - this criterion is essential for achieving Good condition for non-acid grassland types
only.

Essential criterion for Good condition achieved (for non-acid grassland) R3]
(Yes or No)

Number of criteria passed

Condition Assessment Result Condition Assessment Score Score Achieved x/V
Acid grassland types (Result out of 5 criteria)

Passes 5 criteria Good (3)

Passes 3 or 4 criteria Moderate (2)

Passes 2 or fewer criteria Poor (1)

Non-acid grassland types (Result out of 6 criteria)

mracoto J Ul U UIMCTIA, TMCIUUITTy TooTTIUAlr LIITTIUTT A

and additinnal oritarvian T GOOd (3) X
Passes 3 - 5 criteria, including essential criterion A.  |Moderate (2)

mMaosotTo £ Ul ' ITVWCT LUIncriqa,
Poor (1)

Suggested enhancement interventions to improve condition score

Notes

Footnote 1 - Professional judgement should be used alongside the UKHab description.
Footnote 2 — For example, this could include small, scattered areas of bare ground allowing for plant colonisation, or localised patches not exceeding 5% cover.

Footnote 3 - Species indicative of suboptimal condition for this habitat type include: creeping thistle Cirsium arvense, spear thistle Cirsium vulgare, curled dock Rumex crispus, broad-leaved dock Rumex obtusifolius, common nettle Urtica dioica, creeping buttercup
Ranunculus repens, greater plantain Plantago major, white clover Trifolium repens and cow parsley Anthriscus sylvestris . There may be additional relevant species local to the region and or site.

Footnote 4 — Assess this for each distinct habitat parcel. If the distribution of invasive non-native species varies across the habitat, split into parcels accordingly, applying a buffer zone around the invasive non-native species with a size relative to its risk of spread into
adjacent habitat, by applying professional judgement.

Footnote 5 — Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended).
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The Statutory Biodiversity Metric
Start page

Project details

Planning authority:

Horsham District Council

Project name:

New Technology Centre, The College of Richard Collyer

Applicant:

The College of Richard Collyer

Application type:

Full Planning

Planning application reference:

TBC

Completed by:

Anthony Nickson, anthony nickson@bdp.com

Date of metric completion:

01 July 2026

Reviewer:

Jack Palmer

Calculation iteration:

3

Planning authority reviewer:

TBC

Date of planning authority review:

TBC

Target % net gain:

Trreplaceable habitat present at baseline:

Total site area - including irreplaceable
habitat area (hectares):

Irreplaceable habitat site area (hectares):

Total off-site area - including irreplaceable
habitat area (hectares):

Irreplaceable habitat area off-site
(hectares):




New Technology Centre, The College of Richard C Return to
Headline Results results menu

Area habitat units 7.28
On-site baseline Hedgerow units 0.30
Watercourse units 0.00
. . . Area habitat units 8.31
On-site post-intervention e 074
(Including habitat retention, creation & enhancement) ek eraaee i 0.00
) Area habitat units 1.02
On-site net change e 04d
(units & percentage) Watercourse units 0.00 0.00%
Area habitat units 0.00
Off-site baseline Hedgerow units 0.00
Watercourse units 0.00
. . . Area habitat units 0.00
Off-site post-intervention e 0.00
(Including habitat retention, creation & enhancement) ek araaee i 0.00
X Area habitat units 0.00 0.00%
Off-site net change e 0.00 T
(onits & percentage) Watercourse units 0.00 0.00%
) . Area habitat units 1.02
Combined net unit change e 04d
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & ) Watercourse units 0.00
Area habitat units 0.00
Spatial risk multiplier (SRM) deductions Hedgerow units 0.00
Watercourse units 0.00
. Area habitat units 1.02
Total net unit change Fetbeen 04d
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement) e —— 0.00
Area habitat units
Total net % change Hedgeron units
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & )
Watercourse units 0.00%
Trading rules satisfied?
Unit Type Target Baseline Units Units Required Unit Deficit
Area habitat units 10.00% 7.28 8.01 0.00
Hedgerow units 10.00% 0.30 0.33 0.00
Watercourse units 10.00% 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Trading Summary

Distinctiveness Croup Trading Rule Trading Satisfied?
Very High
High Same habitat recuired =
Medium
e Same cisinciveness or beter habia required =
Very High Distinctiveness Very High Distinctiveness Summary
On-site | Off-site o Dot
Habitet group Group it | unit Unit losses e | 000
change | change |  CB9° cstnctvencssdeter
Grassland - Lowland dry acid grassland. Grassland 000 000 000 ‘Remaining losses; Like for like not satisfied 000
Gr Grassand 050
Grassian Grassland 000
Troatind Tioaliond and sh 000
Takes 000
5 000
Soarsely E 000
Wetand -Blanket boa. etind 000
EED) etind 000
dlontand) etand 000
we etand 000
Wetand - Oceanic vallev mrel11 (D211 etand 000
Wetand -Purol s etand 000
Tetand - N0 etand 000
Toodand andforear 000
Fockr oot ciay or Gl Rockv shore 000
R on_ clay or chalk Rocky shore_ 0.00
Rocky shore - Low energy littoral rock - on clay or chalk Rocky shore 000
Rockv shore - Features of toral rock ~on peat. clav or halkc Rockv shore 000
Itertalsedimen -Litoral seaarass on peat clay or chilk Toterial sechment 000
0.00 0.00 0.00
High Distinctiveness High Distinctiveness Summary
On-site | Off-site N . -
. Project-wide unit| e
Habital group Group unit unit Losaea not 000
changs. lower distinciveness deficit
Grassiand - Tracitional crchards Grassland 000 | oo 000 Remaining losses: Like for i ot satisied | 000
Grow T o0
assiand rassiana 000
assiand Tal Ho40) rassima 000
rasaland. 000
blonc T b 000
- Dunes buckthorn (H2160) He id shrub 000
Hebiond hoatand i > 000
Lakes - High alalnity lakes Lakes 000
Lakes ~Low alkalniy lakes Lakes 000
Takes -Marlakes Laes 000
Laces 000
Takes -Peat s Laces 000
a Laces 000
Tolces~ (0] Laes 000
parely Sparsely’ 000
Soarselv Tand - = 000
E 5 000
E 000
Toban - Tiban 000
Weland -Reedbeds Welind 000
oo 000
Woodland s beeen roodand 000
Sioodland 000
000
birchmoods 000
oo 000
fioodand 000
d 000
Coastall 000
a rook Rocky shoro 000
tora rockc Rocky shoro 000
Rodiey shore - Low eneray tora rock: Rocky shore 000
offtoralrock. Rock shoro 000
Iterical sedmen -Litoral mt S soct 000
e —-: — —
000
000
cenic 000
ures offoral secment 000
3 seciment - Litoral muody sand 000
terial sedmen -Litoralseatase terial sediment 0.0
500 [ 000 000
Medium Distinctiveness Medium Distinctiveness Summary
On-gite | Off-site . . .
" . . Project wide unit| i " ‘Medium Distinctiveness Units available to.
Habilal group Group unit unit Cumulative broad habita change z :
change offset lower distinctiveness deficit
Gropland - Arable feld margins cultvated anmually Gropland 000 [ o0 000 edin Distactyeness broad babiat 000
‘Mechum Distinctvanss Unit dafict
Gropland - Arable field margins game bird mix Gropland 000 | oo 000 000 z T 000
%] Gronland 000|000 000
Gropland 000|000 000
Grassland - Other lowland acid qrassland Crassiand 700 o 000
Grassland - Upland aci qrassland Grassand 0w | o 000
Tieatiand an shrub - Backthorn sort> Teatind and st | 000|000 000
000
= 000
Fawthorn sorub 000 000
Healhlond s shi - Vidlow sorub 000
Heabiand e 000
sorui> 000
i Takes 000 T
Lakes - Reservoirs Lakes 000 o0 |
Soareely vereated land - Oher mland 7ok s soree Soarsely veqeed T | 000|000 000 T
Grban Db o0 | o 000 T
Urban _Biodiverse green root Urban 000 | o000 000
Inividual rees -Fural ree Incividual rees 000 | oo 000
"Wootan and forest Other Soofs ine woodand TWoodland andforest—| 000|000 000
Woodland and forest- Other broadieaved Woodland andforest | 000 | 000 000 000
Woodland and forest- O Woodland andforest | 000 | 000 000
o il ok 000 | o 000
Litoral sand il soc o0 | o0 000 000
. 000 | o000 000
2.48 0.00 246
S Low D: ¥
Low Distinctiveness Units avaiable to ofset Low Distinciveness
detiit
On-site | Off-site
Habilal group Group unit unit Project wide unit change Low Distinctiveness net change in units
chanaa
S ool 000 000 Comiaie surclue of e
opland 0.00 000
opland 0.00 000
= opland 0,00 000
— opland 0.00 000
Gropland -Wirer stubole Cropland 000 )
and racken Grasstand 000
Heathland Heathland hrub. 0.00 000
Tako o pona Laes 000 000
E: 0.00 000
Tall forbs Si 0.00 000
Urb: I an 0.00 000
Urb: an 0.00 000
“Urban - Allotments an 000 000
Urh: an 0.00 000
an 0.00 000
an 0.00 000
_Urban - Other green roof_ an_ 0.00 000
Tieban ensiv areen rook b 000 )
a 000
Urba R an 000 000
Urh: i an 0.00 000
Urban Vacan o derelictlanc anr 000 000
b an 0.00 000
forest 0.00 000
Artificial saltmars 0.00 000
i Artificial lftor 0.00 000
Mefcraiees 000 000
irains 000 000
sand 0.00 000
0.00 000
0.00 000
0.00 000
0.00 000
i tifici 0.00 000
Heathland and shrub - Other sea buckthorn scrub Heathland and shrub 0.00 000
T4z | 000 B




Very High Distinctiveness

Very High Distinctiveness Summary

On-site unit change:

Very High Distinciveness
Units availabie to ofsetlower

000

High Distinctiveness

‘Remaining losses; Like for Ike
Dot satsfied.

Hebitat group On-site unit changs

Species-tich native hedgerow: with trees

Medium Distinctiveness

Medium Distinctiveness Summary

Hebitat group On-site unit changs

Units available from higher e

Species-rich native hedgerow

‘Medium Distinctiveness net v

Native hedgerow - associated with bk or ditch.

Cumlative availabiliy of units 000

Low Distinctiveness

Cumlative availabiliy of units

Very Low Distinctiveness

Very Low Distinctiveness Summary

On-site unit change

OfEsite unit

Project wide unit change.

000

000

000
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