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Limitations and Copyright

Arbtech Consulting Limited has prepared this report for the sole use of the above-named client or their agents in accordance with our General Terms and Conditions, under
which our services are performed. It is expressly stated that no other warranty, expressed or implied, is made as to the professional advice included in this report or any
other services provided by us. This report may not be relied upon by any other party without the prior and express written agreement of Arbtech Consulting Limited. The
conclusions and recommendations contained in this report are based upon information provided by third parties. Information obtained from third parties has not been

independently verified by Arbtech Consulting Limited.

© This report is the copyright of Arbtech Consulting Limited. Any unauthorised reproduction or usage by any person other than the addressee is strictly prohibited.
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Industry Guidelines and Standards

This report has been written with due consideration to:

British Standard 42020 (2013). Biodiversity - Code of Practice for Planning and Development.

British Standard 8683:2021 (2021). Process for Designing and Implementing Biodiversity Net Gain.

Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (2017). Guidelines for Preliminary Ecological Appraisal. 2nd edition. Chartered Institute of Ecology
and Environmental Management, Winchester.

Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (2017). Guidelines on Ecological Report Writing. Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental
Management, Winchester.

Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (2018). Guidelines for Ecological Impact Assessment in the UK and Ireland: Terrestrial, Freshwater,
Coastal and Marine. Version 1.1. Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management, Winchester.

Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (2020). Guidelines for Accessing, Using and Sharing Biodiversity Data in the UK. 2nd Edition.
Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management, Winchester.

Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management, Construction Industry Research and Information Association & Institute of Environmental

Management and Assessment (2019). Biodiversity Net Gain - Good Practice Principles for Development.

Proportionality

The work involved in preparing and implementing all ecological surveys, impact assessments and measures for avoidance, mitigation, compensation and enhancement
should be proportionate to the predicted degree of risk to biodiversity and to the nature and scale of the proposed development. Consequently, the decision-maker should
only request supporting information and conservation measures that are relevant, necessary and material to the application in question. Similarly, the decision-maker
and their consultees should ensure that any comments and advice made over an application are also proportionate.

The desk studies and field surveys undertaken to provide a Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (PEA) might in some cases be all that is necessary.

(BS 42020, 2013)
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Executive Summary
Arbtech Consulting Limited was instructed by Anchorage Prop Ltd to undertake a Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG) Assessment at Dene Holm, Deneholm, Road, Northfleet,
Gravesend, DA11 8JY (hereafter referred to as “the site”). The assessment was required to inform a planning application for the conversion of the existing building to 23 x

residential flats, with landscaping and new car parking spaces (hereafter referred to as “the proposed development”).

The baseline habitat value of the site is 3.03 units, comprising 0.02 of vegetated garden, 1.46 of other neutral grassland, 0.21 of moderate urban trees and 1.34 of good
urban trees.
The post development area-based habitat value of the site is 3.45 units, comprising:

e The retention of 0.01 vegetated garden, 0.09 other neutral grassland, 0.18 of moderate urban trees and 1.34 of good urban trees.

e The creation of 0.03 vegetated garden, 0.04 of modified grassland, 0.07 other neutral grassland and 0.24 of poor urban trees.

e The enhancement of 1.47 other neutral grassland.

This results in a net change in biodiversity of 13.8%, i.e. a net gain.

The baseline linear habitat value of the site is 0.3 units, comprising 0.3 of line of trees.
The post development linear-based habitat value of the site is 0.47 units, comprising:
e The retention of 0.3 of line of trees.
e The creation of 0.17 of native hedgerow.

This results in a net change in biodiversity of 57.47%, i.e. a net gain.
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1.0 Introduction and Context

1.1 Background
Arbtech Consulting Limited was instructed by Anchorage Prop Ltd to undertake a Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG) Assessment at Dene Holm, Deneholm, Road, Northfleet,
Gravesend, DA11 8JY (hereafter referred to as “the site”). The assessment was required to inform a planning application for the conversion of the existing building to 23 x
residential flats, with landscaping and new car parking spaces (hereafter referred to as “the proposed development”).A plan showing the proposed development is provided
in Appendix 1.
This report should be read in conjunction with the following documents:

o Defra Statutory Biodiversity Metric

e PEA-Dene Holm, DA11 8JY (Arbtech, 2024)

1.2 Site Location, Geology and Landscape Context

The site is located at National Grid Reference TQ 63448 72355 and has an area of approximately 0.47ha.

The site consists of a care dwelling at the centre of the site, the associated concrete parking and pathways to provide access, and gardens. The site is in constant use and
under frequent management. The underlying soil and geology of the site represent freely draining slightly acid loamy soils atop the Thanet formation — Sand.

The wider landscape comprises residential and commercial development in close proximity to the A2. The northern landscape is dominated by residential development, but
the southern landscape beyond the A2 comprises arable land. The nearest waterbody is Sawyer’s Lake located 1,535m northwest of the site. The River Thames is located

2,125m north of the site. A site location plan is provided in Appendix 2.

1.3 BNG Informative

BNG is a specific, measurable outcome of project activities that deliver demonstrable and quantifiable benefits to biodiversity compared to the baseline situation. In order
to achieve BNG, a project must be able to demonstrate that it has followed all 10 of the Principles of Biodiversity Net Gain (as outlined in the British Standard 8683:2021
Process for Designing and Implementing Biodiversity Net Gain).

The legalised Environment Act (2021) requires developments in England to demonstrate a measurable net gain in biodiversity and sets a target of a minimum of 10% BNG
for all developments. It also stipulates that a management plan with a minimum 30-year term, should be adopted to ensure biodiversity net gain can be delivered. The
Environment Act (2021) states biodiversity net gain is mandatory for sites over 0.5ha as of February 2024. The requirement for biodiversity net gain is also enshrined within
the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF, 2021). The DEFRA Statutory Biodiversity Metric is the widely accepted tool used to calculate BNG. It enables the calculation
of habitat value pre- and post-development in order to determine the overall change in biodiversity value as a result of the proposed development. The Biodiversity Metric

has separate BNG assessments for areas of habitat, hedgerows and watercourses. The biodiversity value of a site should be maximised. However, it may not always be

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment 7
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possible to achieve a 10% biodiversity net gain within a site and therefore the Statutory Biodiversity Metric can also account for offsite habitat creation, where land is

available. Alternatively, developers can seek to provide an agreed financial contribution to an appropriate third party (such as the Local Authority, the UK Government or

another landowner) to deliver the required biodiversity net gain elsewhere on their behalf.

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment 8
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2.0 Methodology

2.1 Baseline Biodiversity Value

The baseline BNG Calculation was informed by PEA - Dene Holm, DA11 8JY (Arbtech, 2024). A baseline habitat plan is provided in Appendix 3.

Habitat Classification
The PEA - Dene Holm, DA11 8JY (Arbtech, 2024) classified the habitats on site according to The UK Habitat Classification Habitat Definitions Version 2.0 (The UK Habitat
Classification Working Group, July 2023).

Habhitat Area/Length

The area or length of each habitat was calculated using gGIS software. In calculating the area or length of each habitat, habitats which occur as two or more isolated parcels
across the site were combined, where they were deemed to be of a similar composition and condition. Distinctions were made between habitats to be retained (i.e. left as
found in baseline), enhanced (i.e. improved condition) or lost (i.e. destroyed by proposed development).

Areas of scattered trees were calculated using the Tree Helper tool within the Statutory Biodiversity Metric. Class sizes for urban trees are set out in Table 8-1 of the Statutory

Biodiversity Metric User Guide (Natural England, 2023).

Habitat Condition

Habitat condition was assessed using the relevant condition assessment sheets found in the Statutory Biodiversity Metric User Guide (Natural England, 2023).

Strategic Significance

Strategic significance was assigned for each habitat based upon a review of the following:
e Ecological value
e Function within the landscape

e Any site or habitat allocations under the Gravesham Local Plan Core Strategy (2014)

2.2 Post Development Biodiversity Value

The post development BNG Calculation was informed by Gravesham Local Plan Core Strategy (2014) which is included in Appendix 1. A post development habitat plan is

provided in Appendix 4.
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Habitat Classification
Proposed habitats were translated to their equivalents in the UK Habitat Classification using The UK Habitat Classification Habitat Definitions Version 2.0 (The UK Habitat

Classification Working Group, July 2023) and the information provided within the Gravesham Local Plan Core Strategy (2014).

Habitat Area/Length

The area or length of each proposed habitat was calculated using qGIS software. In calculating the area or length of each habitat, habitats which occur as two or more
isolated parcels across the site were combined, where they were deemed to be of similar composition and condition. Distinctions were made between habitats to be retained
(i.e. left as found in baseline), enhanced (i.e. improved condition) or newly created.

Areas of scattered trees were calculated using the Tree Helper tool within the Statutory Biodiversity Metric. Class sizes for urban trees are set out in Table 8-1 of the Statutory

Biodiversity Metric User Guide (Natural England, 2023).

Habitat Condition
Target habitat condition for each proposed habitat was determined assessed using the Temporal Multipliers Tool and the Enhancement Temporal Multipliers Tool included
in the Statutory Biodiversity Metric spreadsheet as well as the relevant condition assessment sheets found in the Statutory Biodiversity Metric User Guide (Natural England,

2023).

Strategic Significance

Strategic significance was assigned for each proposed habitat based upon a review of the following:
e Likely ecological value
e Function within the landscape

e Any site or habitat allocations under the Gravesham Local Plan Core Strategy (2014)

2.3 Limitations

No specific limitations for the report.
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3.0 Results

3.1 Baseline Habitats

Dene Holm, DA11 8JY

Table 1 details the baseline habitats present within the site along with their area/length, condition and strategic significance. A full condition assessment for each habitat

(where relevant) is provided in Appendix 5a.

Table 1: Baseline Biodiversity Value

Habitat

Area / Length

Description

Condition Assessment

Strategic Significance

Area-based habitats

Buildings

0.15529 ha

There are three buildings on
site; one is a residential
dwelling, the second is a
garage, and the third is a
storage building.

N/A

Low strategic significance.
Area/compensation not in local
strategy/ no local strategy.

Developed
Land, Sealed
Surface

0.12255 ha

Surrounding the building and
providing access throughout is
a concrete driveway and
pathways.

N/A

Low strategic significance.
Area/compensation not in local
strategy/ no local strategy.

Vegetated
Garden

0.00911 ha

The buildings are bordered with
vegetated gardens with
ornamental plants such as red-
hot  pokers, cotoneaster,
firethorn.

N/A

Low strategic significance.
Area/compensation not in local
strategy/ no local strategy.

Other Neutral
Grassland

0.18222 ha

Bordering the site are small
areas of other neutral
grassland. The vegetation is
frequently managed in the rear
garden, but other areas have
been left with less
management meaning the
sward length varies from 15 -
40cm. The grass is dominated
by Yorkshire fog, perennial rye
and common bent. Cock’s foot
and timothy are frequent. There
is an accompanying suite of
herbaceous flora, including
greater plantain [A], common
ragwort [A], yarrow [F], white
clover [F], creeping buttercup

Moderate.

The grassland passes 4/6

criteria but neither
essential criterion.

of the

Low strategic significance.
Area/compensation not in local
strategy/ no local strategy.

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment
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[F1, dandelion [F], willowherb
[0], common nettle [O], sweet
violet [0], bedstraw [R] and
purple deadnettle [R].
Throughout the grass lawns are
scattered shrubs including
dogwood, jasmine, lilac and
clusterberry.

T3 - Norway Maple

T5 - Ash Leaved Maple
T6 - Ash Leaved Maple
T9 - Hawthorn

Urban Trees 0.0244 ha T1 - Cherry Moderate. Location ecologically desirable
T4 - Norway Maple but not in local strategy.
T7 - Cherry Medium strategic significance.
T8 - Elder
T10 - Cypress Trees are ecologically desirable
T11 - Elder and as they’re in an urban area
they provide foraging and
commuting habitats for
protected species such as
nesting birds, bats and small
mammals.
Urban Trees 0.1018 T2 - Sycamore Good. Location ecologically desirable

but not in local strategy.
Medium strategic significance.

Trees are ecologically desirable
and as they’re in an urban area
they provide foraging and
commuting habitats for
protected species such as
nesting birds, bats and small
mammals.

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment
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Line of Trees

Linear-based habitats

0.068 km

Within the garden in the
southwestern corner of the site
is a line of trees dominated by
laurel and goat willow.

Moderate.

Less than 70% of the species
are native and there is not an
undisturbed strip of at least 6m
both sides of the line of trees.

Location ecologically desirable
but not in local strategy.
Medium strategic significance.

Trees are ecologically desirable
and as they’re in an urban area
they provide foraging and
commuting habitats for
protected species such as
nesting birds, bats and small
mammals.

3.2 Post Development Habitats

Table 2 details the post development habitats present within the site along with their area/length, condition and strategic significance. An assessment of the anticipated

condition for each habitat (where relevant) is provided in Appendix 5b, which is based on the assumption that a 30-year management plan will be implemented for the site.

The proposed development will result in the gain of 0.42 area-based habitat units and a gain of 0.17 linear-based habitat units.

Table 2: Post Development Biodiversity Value

Habitat Area / Length Description Target Condition Strategic Significance
Buildings 0.12607 ha The main building will be | N/A Low strategic significance.
retained on site and converted. Area/compensation notin local
strategy/ no local strategy.
Developed 0.10842 ha Surrounding the building and | N/A Low strategic significance.
a0 Land, providing access throughout is Area/compensation not in local
S Sealed a concrete driveway and strategy/ no local strategy.
® o) Surface pathways.
e [} . . . e gr
- c Vegetated 0.00642 ha The buildings are bordered | N/A Low strategic significance.
§ % Garden with vegetated gardens with Area/compensation not in local
e o ornamental plants such as red- strategy/ no local strategy.
@ hot pokers, cotoneaster,
< firethorn.
Other 0.0.01146 ha Bordering the site are small | The grassland will be retained | Low strategic significance.
Neutral areas of other neutral | in its current condition and | Area/compensation notin local
Grassland grassland. The vegetation is | used communally by the | strategy/ no local strategy.
frequently managed in the rear | residents.

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment
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garden, but other areas have
been left with less
management meaning the
sward length varies from 15 -
40cm. The grass is dominated
by Yorkshire fog, perennial rye
and common bent. Cock’s foot
and timothy are frequent.
There is an accompanying
suite of herbaceous flora,
including greater plantain [A],
common ragwort [A], yarrow
[F1, white clover [F], creeping
buttercup [F], dandelion [F],
willowherb [0], common nettle
[0], sweet violet [O], bedstraw
[R] and purple deadnettle [R].
Throughout the grass lawns
are scattered shrubs including
dogwood, jasmine, lilac and
clusterberry.

T5 - Ash Leaved Maple
T6 - Ash Leaved Maple
T9 - Hawthorn

Urban 0.0204 ha T4 - Norway Maple Moderate. Location ecologically desirable
Trees T7 - Cherry but not in local strategy.
T8 - Elder Medium strategic significance.
T10 - Cypress
T11 - Elder Trees are ecologically
desirable and as they’re in an
urban area they provide
foraging and commuting
habitats for protected species
such as nesting birds, bats and
small mammals.
Urban 0.1018 ha T2 - Sycamore Good. Location ecologically desirable
Trees T3 - Norway Maple but not in local strategy.

Medium strategic significance.

Trees are ecologically
desirable and as they’re in an
urban area they provide

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment
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foraging and commuting
habitats for protected species
such as nesting birds, bats and
small mammals.
Developed 0.04588 ha More concrete will be laid to | N/A Low strategic significance.
Land, create further car parking. Area/compensation notin local
Sealed strategy/ no local strategy.
Surface
Vegetated 0.01522 ha Further flower beds with | N/A Low strategic significance.
Garden ornamental shrubs will be Area/compensation notin local
planted around the building strategy/ no local strategy.
and in the communal garden to
the SE.
Modified 0.01173 ha Small areas of modified | Poor Low strategic significance.
Grassland grassland will be created Area/compensation not in local
outside of the individual homes strategy/ no local strategy.
and maintained to a short
- sward length.
% Other 0.01039 ha To the SW of the building will | Moderate Low strategic significance.
et Neutral be a communal area of Area/compensation notin local
e Grassland grassland with  vegetated | This will be maintained to the | strategy/ no local strategy.
garden within it. same condition as the retained
other neutral grassland.
Urban 0.0774 ha 19 small trees will be planted | Poor Location ecologically desirable
Trees throughout the site within the but not in local strategy.
communal garden spaces. Medium strategic significance.
Trees are ecologically
desirable and as they’re in an
urban area they provide
foraging and commuting
habitats for protected species
such as nesting birds, bats and
small mammals.
Other 0.13399 ha The other neutral grassland | Good. Low strategic significance.
§ Neutral that borders the perimeters of Area/compensation not in local
s 3 S Grassland the site will be enhanced with strategy/ no local strategy.
o @ < the addition of wildflowers and
<o - a relaxed mowing regime.

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment
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Line of 0.068 km Within the garden in the | Moderate. Location ecologically desirable
Trees southwestern corner of the site but not in local strategy.
is a line of trees dominated by | Less than 70% of the species | Medium strategic significance.
laurel and goat willow. are native and there is not an
k5 undisturbed strip of at least | Trees are ecologically
c
© 6m both sides of the line of | desirable and as they’re in an
2 trees. urban area they provide
% foraging and commuting
5 habitats for protected species
g such as nesting birds, bats and
3 small mammals.
a Native 0.09 km Four separate native | Poor. Location ecologically desirable
f Hedgerow hedgerows will be planted to but not in local strategy.
> provide natural borders to the | The average height will be less | Medium strategic significance.
-5 site and within the communal | than 1.5m and there will only
3 garden. Recommended | be one age class of tree | Trees are ecologically
§ species include; hawthorn, | present when planted. desirable and as they’re in an
IS hazel, box, privet, holly and urban area they provide
blackthorn. foraging and commuting
habitats for protected species
such as nesting birds, bats and
small mammals.

3.3 Change in Biodiversity Value of the Site

Full details are provided in the Defra Statutory Biodiversity Metric. The headline results are presented in Appendix 6.

Areas of Habitat

The baseline habitat value of the site is 3.03 units, comprising 0.02 of vegetated garden, 1.46 of other neutral grassland, 0.21 of moderate urban trees and 1.34 of good

urban trees.

The post development area-based habitat value of the site is 3.45 units, comprising:

e The retention of 0.01 vegetated garden, 0.09 other neutral grassland, 0.18 of moderate urban trees and 1.34 of good urban trees.

e The creation of 0.03 vegetated garden, 0.04 of modified grassland, 0.07 other neutral grassland and 0.24 of poor urban trees.

e The enhancement of 1.47 other neutral grassland.

This results in a net change in biodiversity of 13.8%, i.e. a net gain.

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment
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Hedgerows
The baseline linear habitat value of the site is 0.3 units, comprising 0.3 of line of trees.
The post development linear-based habitat value of the site is 0.47 units, comprising:
e The retention of 0.3 of line of trees.
e The creation of 0.17 of native hedgerow.

This results in a net change in biodiversity of 57.47%, i.e. a net gain.

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment
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4.0 Recommendations to Deliver BNG

4.1 Discussion
The current proposed plan results in a 13.8% net gain for area-based habitats and a 57.47% gain for linear-based habitats. Both have achieved more than the required 10%

net gain.

4.2 Post Development
A Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG) Management Plan must be produced for the site. This should include recommendations for the implementation, management and monitoring

of the site for at least 30 years.

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment 18
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Appendix 2: Site Location Plan

4 Drawn by: M Carter on 14-10-2024

Scale at A4 (not report

oskcen 125,000

Reproduced from GoogleEarth 2024
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Appendix 3: Baseline Habitat Plan
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Appendix 4: Post Development Habitat Plan
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Drawn by: M Carter on 27-11-2024
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Reproduced from GoogleEarth 2024
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Appendix 5a: Habitat Condition Assessment Sheets - Baseline

Condition $hest: GRASSLAND Habitat Typs (medium, high and very high distinctivanses)

—— Condiion Shest: INDIVIDUAL TREE § Habitst Typs
ST IO

uichiatr — LIK Hakw

EnAon Asssssmant Criteria Crtbarion passed
(e or Noj

The pesroel represents 2 good example of its ol fype, with a consistentdy high proporfion

ol charackerizic indicaior species presend raevant to e speciic habitd fype (and reatve o

A Facinate 3 subcopiimal species which many be listed in e UkHab desseripion).

Moits - this critsrion i sessntisl for schisving Modsrats o Good condrtion for non-
i grasstand typse oniy.

Coriterion pacesd (Ve or Ho)

Sward hesightl is varied (a1 least 2% of e sward is less $hon 7 om and 2 least 200 is more
B |fuon 7 on) oreaing microdimaes which provide apporiunifes for insects, birds and smaill

rarnemals i v and red. g [T e is @ raties spmcies for 2t laast TOR WITn e RIock o ratve
SpECinG |
A
- Corver of Bare ground is betwesn 136 and 5%, induding localised aress, for example, ratbin A " i i i i A M " v
e Tha e caropy |5 prediomi nanlly conll nuous., with gaes [n canopy Cower|

B |making up <10% of otal anea and ro indvidual gap being =5 m wics
Arcivicual rees automalically pass this citedon]

Y
] Al i M i i M L] Al ]
S of brascoen Plerkalum auUlnum is less fhan 200 and cover of sorub (induding . _ o .
| e bresds I mzbung for prong Bhan 505G within e Block. ane mabune)’.
= Ewarnkder Rubus ftioosus agg. ) is less fon 5%, ' : !
A Al i i i i W Al Al A
Thear |5 18er o n vl chans of 20 2chnerse IMEact on Nes heal by
i o [Femen @ctvites isuch s wandalism, heicite o desimenta
Carmbsined cover of species indicafive of subopsimal condifion” and physical damage {such 2gricidiral 2chvity ). furd ene 5 io CLment negl ar praring regime, SO
2rs ecessiver paaching, darmage from machinery use o sorage, damaging levels of scoess, e Boes netain = T5R of opentied Sy S BN 200 range and Reignt.

oy affer damaging maragemend acivifies) acoounts for less fon 5% of ol anes,

W axry irreasive: non-radve plant s’ (s listed on Schesdule 9 dWCA:":- are presend, s

criterion is automaicaly Gled. E Mabral ecological niches. for werbebrabes. amd [rverbebrabes ane presant,
Such a5 presancd of Seacwood, cavilas, vy of [oosa ek
E- tonal Critsrion - must be sessessd for all non-acid grasstand types
H

Thieres are 10 or rore vasoular plard species per m* present, induding forts fo are
cheracterisic of Se habit type (species referenced in Footnote 3 and 5 cannal conribe Meflone han 0% of B el canopy anea 15 cwersalling vegehalon
p [frwards is coud). i

Hote - this critsrion te sesantial for achisving Good condition for non-ackd
prasetand typss oniy.

Wurmitesr of orisris pacced

Ewsantial criterion for Good condition schisved (for non-scid grasstand) [I] i tm':':‘::;m B Condilon Accesement Soore Achieved =4
[¥a8 Or No) !
I Passes 5 or 6 critada Gooed (3] Al i i \i i
Numibsr of criteria passsd ¥ - - _ _ _
Fasses 3 or 4 criterda [+

Non-zchd grasstand types (Result out of & criteria) Peloearat (2]

Pamees 5or B criteria, induding Fasses 2 or fower crilera Foor (1]

el criferion A and addiforal | | Good (3) Mokia trak ‘Faidy Good and Fady Pood condilon calagoles ane nok avallabla for Bhis broad hakbitak brpa.

criterion F.

Passes 3 - 5 oriteria, induding

—— Modarade: (2)
Pamees 2 o fewer criteria;

or Poor {1
Pammes 3 or 4 ariteria escluding i
criterion Aand F.
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Condition Sheet: LINE OF TREE S Habitat Type

survey)

Condition Assessment Criteria

Habitat parcel
reference

Criterion passed (Yes

or Mo)
Yes
A |At least T0% of trees are native species.
Yes
B Tree canopy is predominantly continuous with gaps in cancpy cover making
up <10% of total area and ne individual gap being =5 m wide.
One or more trees has veteran features and or natural ecoclegical niches for Ves
C |vertebrates and invertebrates, such as presence of standing and attached
deadwood, cavities, ivy or loose bark.
There is an undisturbed naturally-vegetated strip of at least & m on both sides| Mo
to protect the line of trees from farming and other human activities
o {excluding grazing). Where veteran trees are present, root protection areas
should follow standing advice®.
At least 35% of the trees are in a healthy condition (deadwood or veteran Mo
£ features valuable for wildlife are excluded from this). There is little or no

Condition Assessment Result (out

evidence of an adverse impact on tree health by damage from livestock or
wild animals, pests or diseases, or human activity.

Number of criteria passed

e Condition Assessment Score Score Achieved =i
of 5 criteria)
FPasses § oriteria Good (3)
i A
Passes 3 or 4 witeria Moderate {2)
Passes 2 or fewer oiteria Poor (1)

Dene Holm, DA11 8JY
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Appendix 5b: Habitat Condition Assessment Sheets - Proposed

Condition Shest: GRASILAND Habitat Typs (low distinctivensss)

bty — LPK Hatbitenl Clamsificafion

Conditien Sheet: INDIVIDUAL TREES Habitat Type
onadition Asssesmant Critsria F;:mnw{v“" Movbes |1 Grid reference Habitat parcel reference
HNa —
Thu'\car\c&ﬂw:na.ia'Ha‘ﬂﬂ.ﬂdsmm*MindLﬂngaﬂleﬂZh‘hﬂ{fﬂmapindudﬂ ondition Assessment Criteria Criterion passed (Yes or
s listerd in Foerae 1), Hba - this eriterion s asssntial for schisving Modsrats or Good o)
condition.
A The tree is a native species {or at least TI within the block are native
A |'Wherer the vasoular plan species presem are choracksisgc of medium, bigh or very high SPECKES).
dizinciveness grassland, or here are 9 or mare of these doraclerisic spedes pu'rn“ {emcducding
e listed in Footnote 1), plecse revien $he full UkHab desoripiion o assess wieser #oe grassland . . . . . M
e irtsend B s Ted 2is 2 b distinciveness grassland, Where 2 grassland is o assed s The tree canopy is predominanthy continuous, with gaps in canopy cover
rmeschiurm, high, ar very bigh disfnciveneess, plesses wse fhe relevant condifion sheet. B |making up <10% of totsl area and no individeal gap being =5 m wide
{individual trees sutomatically pass this criterion).
HNa
N
Sward hesigh i waried {2 et 20% of e sward is less fon 7 om and o leest 20% is maore $on 7 '] . . .
B |crn cremiirg ricrodimates which provide cpporirniies o yeriebrakss and inverisbrakes o reand Thee tre= is mature (or more than 505 within the block are mature).
s
There is little or no evidence of an adverse impact on tree haslth by A4
™ o human activitizs {such a5 vandalism, herbicide or detrimantsl agricultural
Aty sorub present acoournts for bess $un 203 of e ol grassland area. | Some scatiered sonub = activity). And thers is no current regulsr pruning regime, so the trees retsin
=uch 2 Eramnble RUNLS FHE05LS agg. may be presend). =>TE% of expected canopy for their ag= rangs and height.
E . _ . N
M h"::d"s of soruitywidh oo (mere S 30} cover shed be damsifed as e el £ | Matural ecological niches for vertebrates and invertebrates are prasent,
ot fype. such as presence of desdwood, cavities, ivy or loose bark.
HNa
N

Prysical damage is evicdert in less fhon 5% of ol grassland area. Examples of pirysical damage . . .
D |inchude excessive paaching, darmage fram machinery use or siorage, erosion caused by high levels F | More than 20% of the tree canopy area is oversailing vegetation beneath.
o access, or any ofer damaging managemest acividges.

Mumber of criteria passed 2

Ve ==
. Cover of bars groud i Exsween 1% 2 10%, inclucing locsissd sress (for axample, 3 uuutn?::fh::r?t:-!‘::]mm esult Condition Assessment Score Score Achieved =/
coreriration of rabiit warrers Passes § or § criteria Good {3
Pazzes I or 4 critenia Moderate (2)
e Passes 2 or fewer criteria Poor (1] ¥
F |Corver of Bracken Peridum quiawg is less fhon 2006 Maote that “Fairhy Good and Fairty Poor condition categories are not available for this brosd habitat typs.
00 0909090909090
Ve

G | Thure i an atesencs of imeasive non- resive plan species” (a5 sted on Schedule 9 o WOA' L

on &chisvad [Yas or Noj B0]
Humbsr of criterts passed &

Zoore Achieved «J

Pamses B ar 7 ariferia induding

et ekl crilericn A Gl (3

Papmmes 4 o 5 eriteria including Yes
e i Mecherarier {2}

Poamoes 3 or feaer oriferiag
OR
Pamses 4 - B oriferia {ecduding

Ao AL

Poar {1}
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Hisdgerow Tavourabis condition attributes

[Thee arvesraaye besight ol waady growsh esSmated from bese of siem o
o s of e s, et ucing ey S berwesst e btk axry
s o iolaried e,

Memady i or coppiced hedgerowes are indicaive of good maragenmess

P =i RS E S S e ] e i erierion for up o & maskiman, of four years (il
urndertefonn acoanding o good pracios).
A roemaity pilaarmtesc] Frescigesrerar cloes ot pesses dhiss criterion (urless itis
1.5 m brsgpt).
[Thes anvesraage wickh af waody growth esSmated o e wickst paint of
[ oy, ecducing gepes and isolzsed froes
[Cungremties {zuch as Blackdom Fruaus Spinosa suckers) are anly
AZ Wi = 1.5 m arverage slang lengh imchucheed in $he wick esimaie wien Sy are >0.5m in beight.
Lasdd, copmoed, cul and ready planted hedgenows are indicagve of
] rmarsgermar and press ghis criterion for up o a masimun of e
[y (i1 et e axcmorcing s good pracioe)
YES
[ This i S verfical “geppiness of e woody componest of e
S - . et —— S '_njrmdgum.aldltdmmiml e ground o e lowest leafy growd.
[ for =90 of g S i eovscsions 1 $0 criderion are aooastte | see poge 65 of S
Hexdgerow Survery Handbook).
This i e harizoniasl “gappiness” of Se woady component of e
[Frescicgesrcnar. Giagrs awres cornplasies brass im e wcly cargry (mo rmastier
mp [S-besge |Gops e 10 of i lengdh, and Frcrr small
ey coniruity | No canopry gops =5 m
[ Mo poirtss and geries corrifae s e overall “gappiness” bt ane
e et o e 5 o vt (s S i e fypiet e of 2 el
[ This i e leved of disurience (eccduding wildife disturbance) at e
e o e P
=1 m wickh of undisturbed ground wigh
perenrial herbacsous vegetson for =90% of Undisturbed ground is presa for o lsest 90% of fe hadgerow lengi,
Unchisurbwed ground |lengé gresssier S 1 m in wich and mst be present along 2 lesst one side
1. [and perenvial - Mesrsred fom ouler edgerof hedgerows.[of e Frsdgerow. NO
wegetadon el
- s pressexid an one side of the hodgerow (| Thiss ariterion recagrizes e value of e hedgerow Bese s a
[y iy hobitt with S copacity S mpport a wide range of species.
| Culiwariion, Frescrvilly Sroxdden footehe, posched ground e, can limit
orvasl e bostiton riches.
Muriert-arriched | Plar spocies indicaive of rurien Ther indicasior species wosd ane netles Uica spo, desvers Gallun
C2  |pererrial exriciiment of sails dominee <20% cover of |aparioe and docks Rumex spn. Their presencs, sither singly or [YES
wespestariion S caresas ol el brecd gyrosred. fogesher, daes nal exceed e 2% caver reshald.
[YES
Recendy infroduced species reler joplants fal heve rotoralised in e
UK sinoe AD 1500 {neapiytes). Archosapfytes count as rafves. For
. "m'd"_“i'”mc:‘_?““‘f"’d“’d:i"w irfarmattion an archoeopiyies and neginles see fe JNCC weksit',
i [fvavead  fgomdsfeolinaheron v g | e BoR) weteite® where i Oriine A of fe BriSshand
e species | |spedes (induding e lised on Scheduale 3| i N N R
WA axd ey indrduced sgrcies Frish Flara™ conains an ugr-io-date [ist of e sishes of species. For
¥ T [irrrnaion o innvasive non- e species see S GE Non-Maive
Secretiat wekmite.
This criterion addresses damaging acivifies #at may e led o or [YES
e P p— lescscd ey chesteicar i in ofher atributes.
D2 |Correridumage  |is Foe of demage coamed by buman

Biodiversity Net Gain Assessment

This ool incude evidence of pallufion, piles of manure o rubible, o
inapraprize maragement pracioss (o example, exoscsive

[Frescipesrcaa cutinal.

Catagony Category Requirsments Mstric Scors

Dene Holm, DA11 8JY

o 2 e in fotal;

Mo maore fhan 1 filure in amy ncionsl
[ ga <N

M cxcderagter

Ha more fon 4 Brlures in jotal;

LMD

Dhoess nct il rash axtiribestess in maore $en ane
funcional grougr {for ecample, fils atirikes
A1, A2, BY and C2 = Moderate condifion).

Fail= 2 fotal of maore $on 4 afinkuies;

OR

Fails bogh atirikaes in more fen one
funcional grougr {for ecample, fils atirikes
A, A2 Bl and B2 = Poor condifon).

2core achisved:

M cachear e
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Appendix 6: Headline BNG Results

The Defra Statutory Biodiversity Metric is provided as a separate excel spreadsheet.

Dene Holm, DA11 8JY

FINAL RESULTS

) Hahitat units 042

Total net unit change [ — ——

(Including all on-site & off-site halitat retention, creation & enhancement) T S 0.00
Habitat units 13.80%

0
Total net % change Hedgerow units 57 47%
(Including all cn-site & off-site habitat retenficn, creation & enhancement)
Watarcourss umnits 0.00%

Trading rules satisfied?

Yeas
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