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1. Introduction

1.1 Background

111 Rampion Extension Development Limited (RED) has made a commitment for the
Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm (‘Rampion 2’ and ‘the Proposed Development’) to
deliver a Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG) of at least 10% for all onshore and intertidal
(above the low water mark) habitats subject to permanent or temporary losses as
a result of the construction and operation of the Proposed Development. This BNG
is measured using the Statutory Biodiversity Metric (‘the metric’) (Defra, 2023)
(updated in 2024).

1.1.2 A commitment to BNG is a positive benefit of the Proposed Development, however
it is not a form of mitigation. Mitigation for individual ecological features is
described within Chapter 22: Terrestrial ecology and nature conservation,
Volume 2 (Document Reference: 6.2.22) of the ES.

1.1.3 BNG is calculated based on a realistic worst-case scenario based on Chapter 4:
The Proposed Development, Volume 2 (Document Reference: 6.2.4) of the ES
and the ‘Maximum design scenario’ described in Section 22.7 of Chapter 22:
Terrestrial ecology and nature conservation, Volume 2 (Document Reference:
6.2.22) of the ES.

1.1.4 This Appendix should be read in conjunction with:

e Chapter 4: The Proposed Development, Volume 2 (Document Reference:
6.2.4) of the ES;

e Chapter 22: Terrestrial ecology and nature conservation, Volume 2
(Document Reference: 6.2.22) of the ES;

e Appendix 22.1: Policy and legislation tables, Volume 4 (Document
Reference: 6.4.22.1) of the ES; and

e Appendix 22.3: Extended Phase 1 habitat survey report, Volume 4
(Document Reference: 6.4.22.3) of the ES.

1.2 Purpose of this Appendix

1.2.1 This biodiversity net gain information describes the methods and results of the
analysis using the metric, the assumptions used to define a realistic worst-case
scenario, the approach to refining BNG calculations at the detailed design stage,
approach to delivering newly created and enhanced habitats to meet the target
and how these will be secured for a period of at least 30 years.

Structure of this Appendix
1.2.2 The remainder of the Appendix is structured as follows:

e Section 2: Legislative and policy context;
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e Section 3: Measuring Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG);
e Section 4: Biodiversity metric outputs;

e Section 5: Delivering Biodiversity Net Gain;

e Section 6: Glossary of terms and abbreviations; and

e Section 7: References.

August 2024
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2.

2.1

211

212

2.1.3

August 2024

Legislative and policy context

Legislation and national policy

The UK Government has repeatedly expressed the need to reverse the current
trend in biodiversity loss being suffered across the UK, with a move towards a
transitionary position of no net loss followed by a realisation of BNG within various
strategy documents. The “Natural Environment White Paper - The natural choice:
securing the value of nature” (2011) and related strategy document “Biodiversity
2020: A system for England’s wildlife and ecosystems services” (2011) first
described a transition towards BNG (to be achieved by 2020) to be implemented
via government policy (for example through describing the concept robustly in the
National Planning Policy Framework (Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local
Government (MHCLG), 2021)). However, there has been a realisation that the
current voluntary and arbitrary system has failed to deliver the aims of the
strategy. Therefore, a universal system for delivering BNG in England was
described in the Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (Defra)’s “A
Green Future: Our 25-year plan to improve the environment” (2018). This has
culminated in a mandatory system for BNG, being written into legislation in the
Environment Act 2021. This system will differ dependent on whether the
development in question is covered by the Planning Act 2008 (as amended) or the
Town & Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended).

Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects (NSIPs) will need to deliver BNG in
line with the relevant National Policy Statement (NPS) (or where a BNG policy is
absent a Biodiversity Gain Statement published by the Secretary of State) by
November 2025. The current Overarching National Policy Statement for Energy
(EN-1) was published in 2011 (Department of Energy and Climate Change
(DECCQC)) and therefore does not include a statement regarding BNG. The
replacement for this NPS (EN-1, 2024), published in March 2023 and came into
force in January 2024 (Department for Energy Security and Net Zero (DESNZ))
contains a statement encouraging applicants to deliver BNG (see paragraph 4.5.5)
measured using the most current version of the Defra and Natural England (2023)
(updated in 2024) biodiversity metric. It also recommends delivery of BNG in a
manner that best contributes to the achievement of wider strategic outcomes for
biodiversity (as described in a Local Nature Recovery Strategy where available). It
is expected that this will be altered to be in line with the Environment Act 2021
post the mandatory requirement coming in to force in 2025. Regardless, it is clear
that Rampion 2 is not currently mandated to provide BNG based on a
Development Consent Order Application (DCO) in 2023.

RED is seeking to deliver a renewable energy project that provides a positive
legacy for the environment, both through delivery of low carbon electricity and by
mitigating and compensating for the effects associated with construction and
operation. As part of this effort, RED is making a commitment, to be secured
through a requirement within the DCO, to deliver a BNG for onshore habitats of at
least 10% in order to deliver a positive outcome for biodiversity. RED is also
seeking to front load the delivery of BNG to ensure positive environmental
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enhancements are being delivered in tandem with losses occurring during the
construction phase.

2.2 Local planning policy

2.2.1 Appendix 22.1: Policy and legislation tables, Volume 4 (Document Reference:
6.4.22.1) of the ES provides local planning policy relevant to the delivery of BNG.
This is both by direct references to BNG, or in older documents, references to
enhance biodiversity. The relevant policies are listed below:

e Arun District Council (2018), Adopted Arun Local Plan 2011 — 2031 (July 2018)
- Policy ENV DM5 Development and biodiversity;

e South Downs National Park Authority (2019), Adopted South Downs Local Plan
2014 — 2033 (July 2019) — Strategic Policy SD9 Biodiversity and geodiversity;

e Horsham District Council (2015), Horsham District Planning Framework
(excluding the South Downs National Park) (2015) — Policy 31 Green
infrastructure and biodiversity;

e Horsham District Council (2020) Draft Horsham District Local Plan 2019 — 2036
(2018) - Policy 31 Green infrastructure and biodiversity;

e Mid Sussex District Council (2018) Mid-Sussex District Plan 2014 — 2031
(2018) — Policy DP38 Biodiversity.

222 These policies outline the expectations of local planning authorities that the
majority of developments should seek to enhance biodiversity as a matter of
course, as opposed to resulting in a net deterioration of the environment.

August 2024
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3.

3.1.1

3.1.2

3.13

3.14

August 2024

Measuring Biodiversity Net Gain

The approach to BNG for the Proposed Development has been developed to be in
line with the mandatory system developed by Natural England that is underpinned
by the Statutory Biodiversity Metric and this Biodiversity Net Gain Information
Annex should be read in conjunction with the associated guidance (Defra 2023,
updated 2024). BNG is a concept that in principle is straightforward (i.e. provide
more biodiversity than that which is lost to development). The metric works by
considering:

e extent of habitat (measured in hectares (ha) or kilometres dependent on
whether the habitat is linear or area-based);

e how distinctive the habitat is (its complexity, rarity, diversity etc.);
e its condition (its structure and management); and
e its strategic location.

These elements are used both to determine the biodiversity value (measured in
‘habitat units’, ‘hedgerow units’ and/or ‘river units’ — see Table 6.1 for definitions)
of the losses due to a particular development, but also the gains made from its
proposed habitat enhancement and creation measures.

The biodiversity value of the gains is refined based on a number of risk multipliers
that account for the difficulty of habitat creation (e.g. it is easier to create ‘medium
distinctiveness’ habitats such as other neutral grassland, than a ‘very high
distinctiveness’ active raised bog), the time it takes for a habitat to reach target
condition (e.g. a grassland reaches target condition quicker than a woodland), the
location of delivery (i.e. habitat creation local to the biodiversity loss is worth more
than habitat creation unrelated to the impact) and the time of delivery (e.g. before,
during or after the losses have occurred).

The metric is also framed by a set of principles that seek to ensure:

e adherence to the mitigation hierarchy (i.e., avoid, mitigate, compensate,
enhance);

e the exclusion of designated sites and irreplaceable habitats from the main
calculations (encouraging their avoidance and ensuring any losses are
compensated for on a case-by-case basis);

e the “like for like or better” replacement of habitats (e.g., removal of valuable
woodland, requires replacement of woodland habitat, as opposed to
replacement with grassland or other habitats that may provide more
biodiversity unit value per hectare of creation). These elements are known as
the “trading rules” (see Table 3-1);

e habitats provided to deliver BNG will be managed for a minimum period of 30
years; and

e losses and deterioration of irreplaceable or very high distinctiveness habitat
cannot be accounted for through this metric.
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Table 3-1  Trading rules within the Statutory Biodiversity Metric

Habitat distinctiveness Distinctiveness of replacement habitat required
(baseline)

Very high “Losses are not permitted within this metric AND bespoke
assessment and compensation are required.”

High “Losses must be replaced with area units of the same habitat
type.”

Medium “Losses must be replaced by area units of either:

Medium distinctiveness habitats within the same broad
habitat type

OR

Any habitat from a higher distinctiveness band (from any
broad habitat type)”

Low “Losses must be replaced with area units of the same or
higher distinctiveness band”
Very low “Not applicable” (i.e., replacement not required)
3.15 It is also notable that this system does not remove the legal obligations with regard

to protected or notable species, or statutorily designated sites. These are
considered where necessary and detailed within Chapter 22: Terrestrial ecology
and nature conservation, Volume 2 (Document Reference: 6.2.22) of the ES.

3.16 The adoption of the metric for Rampion 2 results in the provision of a calculation of
biodiversity losses due to permanent infrastructure and temporary construction
works (based on a realistic worst-case scenario), and gains associated with
reinstatement of habitats subject to temporary works and the creation of new
habitat at the onshore substation site. Also calculated is the estimated size of the
deficit! (measured in habitat, hedgerow and river units — referred to collectively as
biodiversity units in this Appendix) that will need to be met through the purchase of
biodiversity units from third party providers.

3.1.7 The following assumptions form the basis for the realistic worst-case scenario
used as the basis for calculations:

e the proposed DCO Order Limits do not represent temporary habitat loss as
they are drawn to enable micro-siting, the maximum design scenario (e.g., up

! The deficit is the number of biodiversity units required to achieve a state of no net loss
(i.e. compensation) and a BNG of at least 10%. Separate deficits are calculated for habitat,
hedgerow and river units.
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to four cables), provide limits of deviation and different approaches to
construction;

e the onshore cable corridor (where open cut trenching is proposed), trenchless
crossing compounds, temporary construction compounds, temporary
construction accesses and onshore substation footprint represent temporary
and permanent habitat loss (operational access points are excluded as light
access once or twice per year with a van or 4x4 required only, using existing
tracks or driving along field edges as per current practice by land managers).
Therefore, the habitats that make up these areas represent the baseline;

e within specified areas of loss, the Vegetation Retention Plan within Appendix
B of the Outline Code of Construction Practice (CoCP) (Document
Reference: 7.2) specifies those habitats that are to be retained;

e all habitat within trenchless crossing areas will be retained (other than in a
small number of occurrences where a haul road is still required);

e habitats temporarily affected by construction will be reinstated within two years
of loss other than in specific locations such as the onshore substation (see
embedded environmental measure C-103);

e reinstated habitats (other than woodland) will be replaced with the same habitat
type and at the same habitat condition as in the baseline (i.e. there is no
enhancement proposed?);

e woodland (all types) lost temporarily will be replaced with scrub (due to need to
protect transmission cables from root damage caused by large trees);

e areas listed on the Priority Habitat Inventory as floodplain and coastal grazing
marsh that support grassland (as opposed to where arable conversion has
taken place) are specified as this habitat type (i.e., not as the improved pasture
shown on Phase 1 habitat maps — see Appendix 22.3: Extended Phase 1
habitat survey report, Volume 4 (Document Reference: 6.4.22.3) of the ES;

e management of hedgerows, scrub and trees along existing tracks and
highways (as per typical management to reduce overhang), or the reduction in
height of hedgerows and scrub (to 0.9m) for visibility splays at access/egress
points from the highway is assumed to be retained habitat (see Outline Code
of Construction Practice) (Document Reference: 7.2);

e strategic significance has been applied to each habitat as described in Table
4-1; Table 4-2 and Table 4-3. However, this has been completed without any
Local Nature Recovery Strategy (LNRS) being published. Should an LNRS be
published post DCO award this will be further considered during the detailed
design phase (see Section 5); and

2 No enhancement is specified as ensuring specified enhancements of biodiversity are
achieved in a narrow corridor across multiple landowners is unrealistic, especially as the
transmission assets will need to be sold to an Offshore Transmission Operator once
completed (as per Electricity (Competitive Tenders for Offshore Transmission Licences)
Regulations 2009).
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e habitats that can be temporarily lost and reinstated to baseline condition within
2 years of loss are entered into the metric and shown as retained. For Rampion
2, this status has not been attributed to any habitats as the commitment to
reinstate has been stated as 2 years (see Chapter 22: Terrestrial ecology
and nature conservation, Volume 2 (Document Reference: 6.2.22) of the ES)
at this juncture as a detailed schedule will not be available until the detailed
design phase.
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4. Biodiversity Metric Outputs

4.1 Baseline conditions

411 A classification of the habitats on-site and their condition was undertaken between
April 2020 and March 2023 (see Appendix 22.3: Extended Phase 1 habitat
survey report, Volume 4 (Document Reference: 6.2.22) of the ES). The approach
taken to gather the ecological baseline for the sites accords with that outlined in
the Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management’s (CIEEM)
‘Good Practice Guidelines for Habitats and Species’ (2021) and generally following
the condition assessment criteria as outlined in the Biodiversity Metric 4.0
Technical Annex 2 — Technical Information (Natural England and Other Parties,
202332). As the guidelines for habitat condition have evolved over the course of the
data collection period (from those published with The Biodiversity Metric 2.0, 3.1,
3.2 and 4.0), professional judgement has been used to determine a final condition
status, using survey notes against the latest published criteria. This has also been
necessary for areas where habitats were recorded from Public Rights of Way
(PRoW) due to land access restrictions, where habitat type could be established
however details underpinning habitat condition criteria could not.

412 The baseline conditions across the onshore cable route are expected to remain
relatively static between the submission of the DCO Application and the
commencement of construction works. However, some changes may occur such
as changes in locations of agri-environment prescriptions, the planting of new
hedgerows and changes associated with highway works or local planning
applications coming forward. Given the scale of the Proposed Development and
the uncertainty in what will or will not be present by the expected construction
commencement in 2025 all calculations have been undertaken based on existing
survey information. During the detailed design phase, a full survey of affected
habitats will be undertaken using the UK Habitat Classification version 2 and the
condition assessment criteria published alongside the Statutory Biodiversity Metric
(Defra, 2023) (updated in 2024).

413 Table 4-1 to Table 4-3 show a summary of the data input to the Statutory
Biodiversity metric to form the baseline with each habitat type and its size noted,
the unit value of each habitat type and information on the extent of habitat
retained?, reinstated or permanently lost®. The information is presented by local
authority area (Arun District (areas outside of the National Park), the South Downs
National Park, Horsham District (areas outside of the National Park) and Mid-
Sussex District).

3 This guidance has been used, as it was in place during the period when field survey data
was being collated.

4 Within the metric areas referred to in this Appendix to be ‘reinstated’ are entered as ‘Site
Habitat Creation’.

5 Losses of habitats shown on the Outline Vegetation Retention and Removal Plan
correspond to those within the analysis below, allowing for rounding error.
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Table 4-1  Baseline input of area-based habitat units and habitat status following temporary and permanent habitat loss

Habitat type Habitat Extent (ha) Habitat units  Areas Areas to be Areas Strategic significance
condition retained reinstated permanently
(ha) (ha) lost (ha)

Arun District (not including area within South Downs National Park)

Coastal and Moderate 1.75 24.15 0.00 1.75 0.00 Formally identified in local

floodplain strategy. CFGM in the Arun

grazing Valley. Areas lie within

marsh Biodiversity Opportunity Areas

(CFGM)8 (BOA) (namely Climping to
Houghton).

Other Moderate 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Location ecologically desirable

neutral but not in local strategy. Occurs

grassland in several small patches both

within and outside BOAs and
the South Downs National Park

(SDNP).
Modified Poor 2.46 4.92 0.00 2.46 0.00 Area / compensation not in
grassland local strategy / no local

strategy. Habitat is widespread
and common and not the target
of any BOA (although areas do
overlap).

6 Habitat type in the Statutory Biodiversity Metric is “Floodplain wetland mosaic and CFGM”
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Habitat type

Modified
grassland

Cereal
crops

Arable field
margins
tussocky’

Ruderal /
Ephemeral

Habitat
condition

Moderate

Condition
assessment
N/A

Condition
assessment
N/A

Poor

Extent (ha)

1.05

19.25

0.52

0.00

Habitat units

4.20

38.50

2.08

0.00

Areas
retained
(ha)

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

Areas to be
reinstated
(ha)

1.05

19.25

0.52

0.00

Areas
permanently
lost (ha)

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

Strategic significance

Area / compensation not in
local strategy / no local
strategy. Habitat is widespread
and common and not the target
of any BOA (although areas do
overlap).

Area / compensation not in
local strategy / no local
strategy. Habitat is widespread
and common and not the target
of any BOA (although areas do
overlap).

Area / compensation not in
local strategy / no local
strategy. Habitat is widespread
and common and not the target
of any BOA (although areas do
overlap).

Area / compensation not in
local strategy / no local
strategy. Habitat is widespread
and common and not the target

” A proxy for habitat strips along arable field edges (a habitat that changes frequently due to typical farm management)
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Habitat type Habitat Extent (ha) Habitat units Areas Areas to be Areas Strategic significance
condition retained reinstated permanently
(ha) (ha) lost (ha)
of any BOA (although areas do
overlap).
Bare ground Poor 0.08 0.02 0.00 0.08 0.00 Area / compensation not in

local strategy / no local

strategy. Habitat is widespread
and common and not the target
of any BOA (although areas do

overlap).
Developed N/A — Other 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.00 Area / compensation not in
land sealed local strategy / no local
surface strategy. overlap)
Lowland Moderate 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A
mixed
deciduous
woodland
Other Moderate 0.08 0.70 0.00 0.08* 0.00 Location ecologically desirable
woodland; but not in local strategy.
broadleaved Several woodland blocks within
or close to various BOAs and /
or the SDNP.

*Reinstatement as mixed
scrub.
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Habitat type Habitat Extent (ha) Habitat units Areas Areas to be Areas Strategic significance
condition retained reinstated permanently
(ha) (ha) lost (ha)
Mixed scrub Moderate 0.07 0.62 0.00 0.07 0.00 Location ecologically desirable

but not in local strategy. Scrub
within or close to various BOAs
and / or the SDNP.

Rural tree Good 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Location ecologically desirable
but not in local strategy.

Arun 25.22 75.19 0.00 25.22 0.00

District

totals

South Downs National Park (including overlapping areas within Arun and Horsham Districts)

Coastal and Moderate 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A.

floodplain

grazing

marsh

(CFGM)

Other Moderate 0.92 8.10 0.00 0.92 0.00 Location ecologically desirable
neutral but not in local strategy.
grassland

Modified Poor 51.08 102.16 0.00 51.08 0.00 Area / compensation not in
grassland local strategy / no local

strategy. Habitat is widespread
and common and not the target
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Habitat type

Modified
grassland

Cereal
crops

Arable field
margins
tussocky

Ruderal /
Ephemeral

Habitat
condition

Moderate

Condition
assessment
N/A

Condition
assessment
N/A

Poor

Extent (ha)

12.77

48.18

1.24

0.00

Habitat units

51.08

96.37

4.96

0.00

Areas
retained
(ha)

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

Areas to be
reinstated
(ha)

12.77

48.18

1.24

0.00

Areas
permanently
lost (ha)

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

Strategic significance

of any BOA (although areas do
overlap).

Area / compensation not in
local strategy / no local
strategy. Habitat is widespread
and common and not the target
of any BOA (although areas do
overlap).

Area / compensation not in
local strategy / no local
strategy. Habitat is widespread
and common and not the target
of any BOA (although areas do
overlap).

Area / compensation not in
local strategy / no local
strategy. Habitat is widespread
and common and not the target
of any BOA (although areas do
overlap).

Area / compensation not in
local strategy / no local
strategy. Habitat is widespread
and common and not the target
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Habitat type

Bare ground

Developed
land sealed
surface

Lowland
mixed
deciduous
woodland

Other
woodland;
broadleaved

Mixed scrub

Rural tree

Habitat
condition

Poor

N/A — Other

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Good

Extent (ha)

0.22

0.16

0.06

0.26

0.76

0.08

Habitat units

0.44

0.00

0.83

2.33

6.69

1.06

Areas
retained
(ha)

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

Areas to be
reinstated
(ha)

0.22

0.16

0.06

0.26

0.76

0.08

Areas
permanently
lost (ha)

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

Strategic significance

of any BOA (although areas do
overlap).

Area / compensation not in
local strategy / no local
strategy. Habitat is widespread
and common and not the target
of any BOA (although areas do
overlap).

Area / compensation not in
local strategy / no local
strategy. overlap)

Formally identified in local
strategy.

Location ecologically desirable
but not in local strategy.

Location ecologically desirable
but not in local strategy.

Location ecologically desirable
but not in local strategy.
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Habitat type Habitat Extent (ha) Habitat units  Areas Areas to be Areas Strategic significance
condition retained reinstated permanently
(ha) (ha) lost (ha)
South 115.74 274.00 0.00 115.74 0.00
Downs
Totals

Horsham District (not including area within South Downs National Park)

Coastal and Moderate 0.75 10.35 0.00 0.75 0.00 Formally identified in local

floodplain strategy. CFGM in the Adur

grazing Valleys. Area lies within

marsh Biodiversity Opportunity Area

(CFGM) (BOA) known as Woodmill
Stream to Adur.

Other Moderate 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Location ecologically desirable

neutral but not in local strategy. Occurs

grassland in several small patches both

within and outside BOAs and
the South Downs National Park

(SDNP).
Modified Poor 13.00 26.00 0.00 9.40 3.6 Area / compensation not in
grassland local strategy / no local

strategy. Habitat is widespread
and common and not the target
of any BOA (although areas do
overlap).

August 2024
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Habitat type

Modified
grassland

Cereal
crops

Arable field
margins
tussocky

Ruderal /
Ephemeral

Habitat
condition

Moderate

Condition
assessment
N/A

Condition
assessment
N/A

Poor

Extent (ha)

3.14

9.75

0.26

0.00

Habitat units

12.56

19.50

1.04

0.00

Areas
retained
(ha)

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

Areas to be
reinstated
(ha)

3.14

3.82

0.26

0.00

Areas
permanently
lost (ha)

0.00

5.93

0.00

0.00

Strategic significance

Area / compensation not in
local strategy / no local
strategy. Habitat is widespread
and common and not the target
of any BOA (although areas do
overlap).

Area / compensation not in
local strategy / no local
strategy. Habitat is widespread
and common and not the target
of any BOA (although areas do
overlap).

Area / compensation not in
local strategy / no local
strategy. Habitat is widespread
and common and not the target
of any BOA (although areas do
overlap).

Area / compensation not in
local strategy / no local
strategy. Habitat is widespread
and common and not the target
of any BOA (although areas do
overlap).

August 2024
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Habitat type

Bare ground

Developed
land sealed
surface

Lowland
mixed
deciduous
woodland

Other
woodland;
broadleaved

Mixed scrub

August 2024

Habitat
condition

Poor

N/A — Other

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Extent (ha)

0.03

0.17

0.00

0.08

0.03

Habitat units

0.06

0.00

0.00

0.70

0.26

Rampion 2 Environmental Statement, Volume 4. Appendix 22.15: Biodiversity Net Gain information

Areas
retained
(ha)

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

Areas to be
reinstated
(ha)

0.03

0.00

0.00

0.08*

0.03

Areas
permanently
lost (ha)

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

Strategic significance

Area / compensation not in
local strategy / no local
strategy. Habitat is widespread
and common and not the target
of any BOA (although areas do
overlap).

Area / compensation not in
local strategy / no local
strategy. overlap)

Formally identified in local
strategy within SDNP.

Reinstated with mixed scrub.

Location ecologically desirable
but not in local strategy.
Several woodland blocks within
or close to various BOAs and /
or the SDNP.

*Reinstated with mixed scrub.

Location ecologically desirable

but not in local strategy. Scrub

within or close to various BOAs
and / or the SDNP.
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Habitat type Habitat Extent (ha) Habitat units Areas Areas to be Areas Strategic significance
condition retained reinstated permanently
(ha) (ha) lost (ha)

Rural tree Good 0.18 2.38 0.00 0.18 0.00 Location ecologically desirable
but not in local strategy. Three
individual oak trees not related
to hedgerows, woodland etc.

Horsham 27.39 72.85 0.00 17.69 9.53

District

totals

Mid-Sussex District

Coastal and Moderate 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A — not present.

floodplain

grazing

marsh

(CFGM)

Other Moderate 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A — not present.

neutral

grassland

Modified Poor 291 5.82 0.00 291 0.00 Area / compensation not in

grassland local strategy / no local
strategy. Habitat is widespread
and common and not the target
of any BOA.

Modified Moderate 0.73 2.92 0.00 0.73 0.00 Area / compensation not in

grassland local strategy / no local

August 2024
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Habitat type

Cereal
crops

Arable field
margins
tussocky

Ruderal /
Ephemeral

Bare ground

Developed
land sealed
surface

Lowland
mixed
deciduous
woodland

Habitat
condition

Condition
assessment
N/A

Condition
assessment
N/A

Poor

Poor

N/A — Other

Moderate

Extent (ha)

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.91

0.00

0.00

Habitat units

0.00

0.00

0.00

1.82

0.00

0.00

Areas
retained
(ha)

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

Areas to be
reinstated
(ha)

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.91

0.00

0.00

Areas
permanently
lost (ha)

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

Strategic significance

strategy. Habitat is widespread
and common and not the target
of any BOA.

N/A — not present.

N/A — not present.

N/A — not present.

Area / compensation not in
local strategy / no local
strategy. Habitat is widespread
and common and not the target
of any BOA.

N/A — not present.

N/A — not present.

August 2024
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Habitat type Habitat Extent (ha) Habitat units  Areas Areas to be Areas Strategic significance
condition retained reinstated permanently
(ha) (ha) lost (ha)

Other Moderate 0.12 1.06 0.00 0.00 0.12 Location ecologically desirable
woodland; but not in local strategy.
broadleaved
Mixed scrub Moderate 0.01 0.09 0.00 0.01 0.00 Location ecologically desirable

but not in local strategy.
Rural tree Good 0.00 0.000. 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A — not present.
Mid-Sussex - 4.68 11.70 0.00 4.56 0.12
District
totals

Table 4-2  Baseline input of hedgerow units and hedgerow status following temporary and permanent habitat loss

Habitat type

Hedgerow Length (km)
condition

Hedgerow
units

Length

retained (km)

Length

reinstated (km)

Length Strategic
permanently lost significance

(km)
Arun District (not including area within South Downs National Park)
Species-rich  Good 0.0136 0.18 0.0105 0.0031 0.00 All hedgerows /
native tree lines have
hedgerow been assumed
to be ‘Location
Species-rich  Moderate  0.0272 0.24 0.0211 0.0062 0.00

native
hedgerow

ecologically
desirable but not

August 2024
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Habitat type  Hedgerow Length (km) Hedgerow Length Length Length Strategic
condition units retained (km) reinstated (km) permanently lost significance
(km)
Species-rich  Poor 0.0136 0.06 0.0105 0.0031 0.00 in local strategy’
native to represent
hedgerow their importance
as habitats in
Native Moderate  0.0606 0.27 0.0372 0.0235 0.00 their own right
hedgerow and for
. connectivity.
Native Poor 0.0606 0.13 0.0372 0.0235 0.00
hedgerow
(intact native
hedgerow)
Native Poor 0.0242 0.05 0.0173 0.0068 0.00
hedgerow
(defunct
native
hedgerow)
Species-rich  Good 0.0031 0.06 0.0025 0.0006 0.00
native
hedgerow
with trees
Species-rich  Moderate  0.0062 0.08 0.0037 0.0025 0.00

native
hedgerow
with trees

August 2024
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Habitat type  Hedgerow Length (km) Hedgerow Length Length Length Strategic
condition units retained (km) reinstated (km) permanently lost significance

(km)

Species-rich  Poor 0.0031 0.02 0.0025 0.0006 0.00

native

hedgerow

with trees

Native Moderate  0.0334 0.29 0.0136 0.0198 0.00

hedgerow

with trees

Native Poor 0.0334 0.15 0.0136 0.0198 0.00

hedgerow

with trees

Line of trees  Moderate  0.2364 1.04 0.1663 0.0701 0.00

(broadleaved)

Line of trees  Moderate  0.0173 0.08 0.0145 0.0029 0.00

(mixed)

Arun District 0.53 2.65 0.35 0.18 0.00

totals

South Downs National Park (including overlapping areas of Arun and Horsham districts)

Species-rich  Good 0.1059 1.4 0.0820 0.0241 0.00 All hedgerows /

native
hedgerow

tree lines have
been assumed

August 2024
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Habitat type  Hedgerow Length (km) Hedgerow Length Length Length Strategic
condition units retained (km) reinstated (km) permanently lost significance
(km)
Species-rich  Moderate  0.2117 1.86 0.1636 0.0481 0.00 to be ‘Location
native ecologically
hedgerow desirable but not
in local strategy’
Species-rich  Poor 0.1059 0.47 0.0818 0.0241 0.00 to represent
native their importance
hedgerow as habitats in
. their own right
Native Moderate  0.4715 2.07 0.2887 0.1828 0.00 Anior
hedgerow connectivity.
Native Poor 0.4715 1.04 0.2887 0.1828 0.00
hedgerow
(intact native
hedgerow)
Native Poor 0.1876 0.41 0.1347 0.0529 0.00
hedgerow
(defunct
native
hedgerow)
Species-rich  Good 0.0241 0.48 0.0192 0.0048 0.00
native
hedgerow
with trees
Species-rich  Moderate  0.0481 0.64 0.0289 0.0192 0.00

native

August 2024
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Habitat type  Hedgerow Length (km) Hedgerow Length Length Length Strategic
condition units retained (km) reinstated (km) permanently lost significance

(km)

hedgerow

with trees

Species-rich  Poor 0.0241 0.16 0.0192 0.0048 0.00

native

hedgerow

with trees

Native Moderate  0.2598 2.29 0.1059 0.1540 0.00

hedgerow

with trees

Native Poor 0.2598 1.14 0.1059 0.1540 0.00

hedgerow

with trees

Line of trees  Moderate  1.0607 4.67 0.8337 0.2271 0.00

(broadleaved)

Line of trees  Moderate  0.0779 0.34 0.0649 0.0130 0.00

(mixed)

South Downs 3.31 16.96 2.22 1.09 0.00

Totals

Horsham District (not including area within South Downs National Park)

August 2024
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Habitat type Hedgerow Length (km) Hedgerow Length Length Length Strategic

condition units retained (km) reinstated (km) permanently lost significance
(km)

Species-rich  Good 0.0772 1.02 0.0597 0.0175 0.00 All hedgerows /

native tree lines have

hedgerow been assumed

to be ‘Location

Species-rich  Moderate  0.1544 1.36 0.1193 0.0351 0.00 ecologically

native desirable but not

hedgerow in local strategy’

: . to represent

Spgmes-rlch Poor 0.0772 0.34 0.0597 0.0175 0.00 their importance

hative as habitats in

hedgerow their own right

Nati and for

ative Moderate 0.3491 1.51 0.2841 0.00 0.065 .

hedgerow connectivity.

Native Poor 0.3491 0.76 0.2841 0.00 0.065

hedgerow

(intact native

hedgerow)

Native Poor 0.1369 0.30 0.00 0.00 0.1369

hedgerow

(defunct

native

hedgerow)

Species-rich  Good 0.0175 0.35 0.0140 0.0035 0.00

native

August 2024
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Habitat type

Hedgerow
condition

Length (km)

Hedgerow
units

Length
retained (km)

Length
reinstated (km)

Length
permanently lost
(km)

Strategic
significance

hedgerow
with trees

Species-rich

native
hedgerow
with trees

Species-rich

native
hedgerow
with trees

Native
hedgerow
with trees

Native
hedgerow
with trees

Line of trees
(broadleaved)

Line of trees

(mixed)

Moderate

Poor

Moderate

Poor

Moderate

Moderate

0.0351

0.0175

0.1895

0.1895

1.0769

0.0791

0.46

0.12

1.67

0.83

4.74

0.35

0.0211

0.0140

0.8464

0.0659

0.0140

0.0035

0.2305

0.0132

0.00

0.00

0.1895

0.1895

0.00

0.00

Horsham

District totals

2.74

13.80

1.77

0.33

0.64

August 2024
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Habitat type Hedgerow Length (km) Hedgerow Length Length Length Strategic
condition units retained (km) reinstated (km) permanently lost significance
(km)

Mid-Sussex District

Species-rich  Good 0.0233 0.31 0.0180 0.0053 0.000 All hedgerows /

native tree lines have

hedgerow been assumed

to be ‘Location

Species-rich  Moderate  0.0467 0.41 0.0360 0.0106 0.000 ecologically

native desirable but not

hedgerow in local strategy’
. . to represent

Spgues-rlch Poor 0.0233 0.10 0.0180 0.0053 0.000 their importance

native as habitats in

hedgerow their own right

Native Moderate  0.1039 0.46 0.0636 0.0403 0.000 and for

hedgerow connectivity

Native Poor 0.1039 0.23 0.0636 0.0403 0.000

hedgerow

(intact native

hedgerow)

Native Poor 0.0413 0.09 0.0297 0.0117 0.000

hedgerow

(defunct

native

hedgerow)

August 2024

Rampion 2 Environmental Statement, Volume 4. Appendix 22.15: Biodiversity Net Gain information

Page 32



© WSP UK Limited

\\\I)

Habitat type

Hedgerow
condition

Length (km)

Hedgerow
units

Length
retained (km)

Length
reinstated (km)

Length
permanently lost
(km)

Strategic
significance

Species-rich
native
hedgerow
with trees

Species-rich
native
hedgerow
with trees

Species-rich
native
hedgerow
with trees

Native
hedgerow
with trees

Native
hedgerow
with trees

Line of trees
(broadleaved)

Line of trees
(mixed)

Good

Moderate

Poor

Moderate

Poor

Moderate

Moderate

0.0053

0.0106

0.0053

0.0572

0.0572

0.0760

0.0056

0.10

0.14

0.03

0.50

0.25

0.33

0.02

0.0042

0.0064

0.0042

0.0233

0.0233

0.0654

0.0047

0.0011

0.0042

0.0011

0.0339

0.0339

0.0105

0.0009

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

August 2024
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Habitat type  Hedgerow Length (km) Hedgerow Length Length Length Strategic
condition units retained (km) reinstated (km) permanently lost significance
(km)
Mid-Sussex 0.5596 2.99 0.3605 0.1991 0.000

District totals

Table 4-3  Baseline input of river units and habitat status following temporary habitat loss

Habitat type  River Length  River Length Length Length Notes
condition (km) units retained reinstated permanently
(km) (km) lost (km)

Arun District (not including areas within South Downs National Park)

Other rivers Moderate 0.03 0.20 0.00 0.03 0.00 All streams and ditches have been
and streams assumed to be ‘Location ecologically

. desirable but not in local strategy’ to
Other rivers Poor 0.03 0.40 0.00 0.03 0.00 represent their importance as habitats in
and streams their own right and for connectivity.
Ditches Poor 0.30 1.32 0.00 0.30 0.00
Arun District 0.36 1.92 0.00 0.36 0.00
totals

South Downs National Park (including overlapping areas of Arun and Horsham Districts)

Other rivers Moderate 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 All streams and ditches have been
and streams assumed to be ‘Location ecologically

August 2024
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Other rivers Poor 0.04 0.53 0.00 0.04 0.00 desirable but not in local strategy’ to

and streams represent their importance as habitats in
their own right and for connectivity.

Ditches Poor 0.04 0.18 0.00 0.04 0.00

South Downs 0.08 0.71 0.00 0.08 0.00

Totals

Horsham District (not including areas within South Downs National Park)

Other rivers Moderate 0.12 0.79 0.00 0.12 0.00
and streams
Other rivers Poor 0.08 1.06 0.00 0.08 0.00
and streams
Ditches Poor 0.02 0.09 0.00 0.02 0.00
Horsham 0.22 1.94 0.00 0.20 0.00

District totals

There are no watercourses within the Mid-Sussex District area under consideration.

August 2024
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4.1.4

4.1.5

4.1.6

4.1.7

August 2024

The total number of baseline units calculated for the worst-case realistic scenario
are (across Arun District (outside of the National Park), the South Downs National
Park, Horsham District (outside of the National Park) and Mid-Sussex District):

e Habitat units: 433.74 (Arun District Council (ADC) = 75.19, South Downs
National Park Authority (SDNPA) = 274, Horsham District Council (HDC) =
72.85, Mid Sussex District Council (MSDC) = 11.70);

e Hedgerow units: 36.40 (ADC = 2.65, SDNPA = 16.96, HDC = 13.80, MSDC =
2.99); and

e River units: 4.55 (ADC =1.91, SDNPA = 0.70, HDC = 1.94, MSDC = 0.00).
The total number of units lost (net) to the Proposed Development are:

e Habitat units: 72.11 (ADC = 20.94, SDNPA = 17.87, HDC = 5.93, MSDC =
1.73);

e Hedgerow units: 5.90 (ADC = 0.28, SDNPA =1.43, HDC = 3.97, MSDC =
0.22); and

e River units: 2.67 (ADC = 0.89, SDNPA = 0.44, HDC = 1.34, MSDC = 0.00).

The net losses in paragraph 4.1.5 account for temporary and permanent loss of
habitat and the reinstatement of habitats within the draft Order Limits during
construction. They do not include the addition of ‘new’ habitat creation at the
onshore substation site at Oakendene, or within the extension of the existing
National Grid Bolney substation.

At the point of DCO application — this Annex takes a simplified approach to
estimating the net losses — assuming no advanced delivery of units and no time
delay. At the point of DCO application, the net losses do not account for the
construction schedule as it is yet to be determined (see Chapter 4: The Proposed
Development, Volume 2 (Document Reference: 6.2.4). In reality, gains in
biodiversity units will be delivered pre-commencement of construction both
through advanced planting at the Oakendene substation location and through the
advanced securing of biodiversity units (see Section 5). It is notable also that in
reality the majority of habitats being temporarily lost to development will not be
reinstated at the locations they are lost for up to two years. It is also noted that
reinstatement will be completed in up to 3.5-4 years on temporary construction
compounds, cable joint bays, some haul roads, some construction access roads
and the landfall, as stated in Commitment C-103.s. Within the metric advanced
creation of habitats and delay in creating habitats following loss can be accounted
for. However, without a detailed design of each stage it is not possible to
confidently make assumptions. It should be noted that final calculations based on
the detailed design will underpin the final delivery of the BNG commitment and
account for all advances and delays shown in the detailed delivery timetable (see
Section 5). For clarity, no temporary loss of low distinctiveness habitat is assumed
to be ‘retained’ on an assumption that it can be restored to its current condition
within two years. All habitat within the working area subject to ground works has
been assumed to be lost.
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4.2

4.2.1

4.2.2

4.2.3

4.2.4

4.2.5

August 2024

Habitat creation measures at onshore substation at
Oakendene and existing National Grid Bolney substation

Habitat creation (see Section 6 Glossary, Table 6-1 for definition) at the onshore
substation site at Oakendene includes elements that will be delivered prior to
construction commencing, those that will follow completion of the compound
fencing and sustainable drainage infrastructure and finally habitats established
following completion of construction.

The habitats to be created at the onshore substation site at Oakendene include:
e Other woodland; broadleaved — 0.8ha;

e Wet woodland — 1.9ha;

e Mixed scrub 0.9ha; and

e Individual trees — 9 standards to be planted.

The habitats to be created at the existing National Grid Bolney substation
extension include:

e Individual trees — 31 standards to be planted.

The habitats to be created at the onshore substation site are assumed to be
elements of BNG that will be secured in the long term (managed and monitored for
at least 30 years) and therefore included in these outline calculations (see Annex
A). However, this would need to be agreed with the landowner during future land
rights negotiations. Any changes to the position described will be reflected in the
calculations following detailed design.

The habitats to be created are outlined in Table 4-4. Table 4-5 provides an
overview of the losses and gains for the Proposed Development within the
proposed DCO Order Limits.
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Table 4-4  Proposed area-based habitat creation and calculated units delivered at the onshore substation at Oakendene

and existing National Grid Bolney substation extension

Habitat type Extent (ha)

Target condition Time to target condition

Units delivered

Strategic significance

Other woodland; 0.8
broadleaved

Wet woodland 1.9
Mixed scrub 0.9
Individual trees 15
TOTAL 5.1

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

15

15

27

4.13

9.85

6.63

5.04

25.65

Location ecologically
desirable but not in local
strategy.

Location ecologically
desirable but not in local
strategy.

Location ecologically
desirable but not in local
strategy.

Location ecologically
desirable but not in local
strategy.

August 2024
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Baseline input and calculated losses and gains of biodiversity units for the Proposed Development

Unit type

Baseline units

Post-construction
units

No. of units to
reach ‘no net

No. of units to
deliver BNG

Overall shortfall of
units (no net loss

loss® (above no net and BNG
loss) combined)

Habitat units
Arun District 75.19 54.25 20.94 7.52 28.45
South Downs 274.00 256.13 17.87 27.40 45.27
National Park
Horsham District 72.85 66.92 5.93 7.29 13.22
Mid-Sussex 11.70 9.98 1.73 1.17 2.90
Habitat Total 433.74 387.28 46.47 43.38 89.84
Hedgerow units
Arun District 2.65 2.38 0.28 0.27 0.54
South Downs 16.96 15.53 1.43 1.70 3.12
National Park
Horsham District 13.80 9.83 3.97 1.38 5.35
Mid-Sussex 2.99 2.77 0.22 0.30 0.52

8 No net loss is the point at which the number of units lost is the same as that provided by the proposed gains (noting risks are
addressed by the risk multipliers). This is the point at which any residual effects on habitats by development have been

compensated for.

August 2024
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Unit type

Baseline units

Post-construction
units

No. of units to
reach ‘no net

No. of units to
deliver BNG

Overall shortfall of
units (no net loss

loss® (above no net and BNG
loss) combined)
Hedgerow Total 36.40 30.51 5.90 3.65 9.53
River units
Arun District 1.91 1.03 0.89 0.19 1.08
South Downs 0.70 0.26 0.44 0.07 0.51
National Park
Horsham District 1.94 0.60 1.34 0.19 1.53
Mid-Sussex 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
River Totals 4.55 1.89 2.67 0.45 3.12
August 2024
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4.2.6

4.2.7

4.2.8

4.2.9

4.2.10

Table 4-5 shows that there will be a net loss to biodiversity as a result of the
Proposed Development without the delivery of additional off-site biodiversity units.
This loss is driven by permanent habitat loss (at the onshore substation site and
the connection at the existing National Grid Bolney substation) and the reduction
in biodiversity caused by the risk multipliers assigned to the reinstatement works
that are aiming to deliver (for the vast majority of situations) the same habitat type
at the same condition as in the current baseline.

In order to satisfy trading rules®, particular habitat units will be required to meet the
BNG commitment. These are:

e Coastal and floodplain grazing marsh;

e Lowland mixed deciduous woodland;

e Other woodland; broadleaved;

e Species-rich native hedgerow with trees; and
e Other rivers and streams.

Given the nature of some of the habitats (CFGM, lowland mixed deciduous
woodland and other rivers and streams), it is likely that a large number of the units
required to satisfy the trading rules will be delivered through enhancement of
current habitats. This is because creation of these habitats is challenging as it is
reliant on physical elements including topography (e.g., within a flood zone).

Habitat creation to deliver other types of woodland, grassland and scrub are likely
to be created, leading to an overall increase in the extent of habitats that are
managed for biodiversity.

The completed metric workbooks for Arun District Council (denoted by ADC),
Horsham District Council (HDC), Mid-Sussex District Council (MS) and South
Downs National Park (SNDP) are provided in Annex A.

% Including additional rules around replacement of woodland of medium distinctiveness
with woodland only as per Natural England and Other Parties, 2023 (User Guide -
paragraph 6.8).
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5. Delivering Biodiversity Net Gain

5.1 Accounting for detailed design of the Proposed
Development

5.1.1 The design of the onshore elements of the Proposed Development is described
within Chapter 4: The Proposed Development, Volume 2 (Document
Reference: 6.2.4) of the ES. The onshore elements of the Proposed Development
include the flexibility, within specified limits, to design the Proposed Development
to correspond with the rapidly evolving nature of the renewables industry. This
flexibility has implications for the extent of habitat loss, for example should the
maximum number of circuits (four cables) not be required then the size of the
construction working area would be reduced, as would also be apparent if the
number of temporary construction compounds were reduced. Therefore, a realistic
worst-case scenario has been developed to both inform the assessment within
Chapter 22: Terrestrial ecology and nature conservation, Volume 2
(Document Reference: 6.2.22) of the ES and the BNG calculations described
within this biodiversity gain information.

5.1.2 However, this is likely to be an over-estimation of the losses that are likely to
occur. Detailed design is likely to see the maximum design scenario reduced as
efficiencies in delivery cost, schedule and electrical transmission are accounted for
in detail. The mitigation hierarchy will be implemented throughout detailed design
thereby attempting to limit losses through avoidance and minimisation measures.
Distinct from this, but closely aligned the process will also implement the
biodiversity gain hierarchy'® both during design of the infrastructure and during the
design and delivery of the reinstatement, on-site habitat creation and
enhancements and finally in the provision of off-site units to satisfy any shortfall.

513 The detailed design scenario will therefore be used to determine a more accurate
estimation of the number of off-site units that will need to be delivered to ensure
the commitment of delivering at least 10% BNG is met.

5.1.4 It is noted that the detailed design will be delivered in phases (e.g., detailed design
of the onshore substation may precede that of the transmission cable). Therefore,
the calculation of biodiversity losses and gains will also be delivered on a phase-
by-phase basis ( noting that it may make more practical sense for it to all be
issued in one go for the whole project ahead of construction commencing). The
issue of phase specific BNG is secured through Requirement 14 of the Draft
Development Consent Order [REP4-004]. The limits and scale of each phase is

10 The Biodiversity Hierarchy states that firstly avoidance of adverse effects on medium,
high and very high distinctiveness habitats should be avoided, and if not mitigation should
be provided. Secondly, in relation to all on site habitats affected compensation should be
provided, where possible, in the following order; enhancement of onsite habitats, creation
of new onsite habitats, allocation of registered offsite gains and finally the purchase of
biodiversity credits.
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5.2

521

522

5.2.3

5.3

53.1

532

5.3.3

534

not yet known and will be determined by the appointed contractor as part of the
detailed design.

Timing of delivery

To avoid a deficit in biodiversity growing as the construction programme
progresses, the Proposed Development will follow two courses of action.

The first is to enable a progressive reinstatement of habitats, that is secured
through commitment C-103.

The second is to secure 70%?*! of the deficit (as calculated in Table 4-5—i.e., as a
realistic worst-case scenario) prior to commencement of construction. Any
remaining shortfall identified following detailed design will be secured prior to
construction works being completed. This ensures that opportunities to deliver
BNG within areas of temporary construction are retained should negotiations with
the landowner be positive, for example reinstatement of a construction compound
to a wildflower meadow, as opposed to an area of pasture. (It would be impossible
to deliver such units in advance given that they would be in the way of the
construction works).

Sourcing Biodiversity Units

RED will not seek to secure and manage land for the purposes of BNG directly.
This is because the onshore transmission assets, as required by law, will need to
be passed to an Offshore Transmission Owner (OFTO) once energised, who may
not have the capability for ongoing management. Therefore, biodiversity units
would be sourced from landowners whose land is within the Proposed DCO Order
Limits via a third party (such as strategic BNG scheme or via a habitat bank) and /
or habitat banks that are being set up to service the mandatory BNG market that is
created through the Environment Act 2021.

RED has not secured any off-site units currently. This is because the
commencement of construction is not scheduled until 2026, and the detailed
design phase is scheduled to take place post-DCO award. However, discussions
have been held with affected landowners and a number of stakeholders. These
discussions are ongoing.

At least three landowners with interest over large land holdings (including in
Biodiversity Opportunity Areas identified by the Local Nature Partnership) have
expressed detailed interest to RED for the delivery of biodiversity units in support
of meeting the BNG commitment.

In addition to the landowners, the following organisations have been contacted:

e The Weald to Waves Project (part of the Sussex Regeneration Collective)
which is coordinating landowners and identifying opportunities for biodiversity

111t is expected that 70% of the deficit as calculated at Table 4-5, will likely be equivalent
to that which will be necessary to provide to secure the commitment once detailed design
has been completed.
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enhancement and associated funding streams across an area that overlaps
with the proposed DCO Order Limits. This project is in the early stage of
development and therefore, marketable biodiversity units should be available at
the necessary juncture to enable the Proposed Development; and

e Commercial entities involved in habitat banking who have confirmed that they
are in the process of developing relationships with various landowners and
projects (such as the Weald to Waves Project) to bring biodiversity units to the
developing market.

535 South Downs National Park Authority and West Sussex County Council have also
identified that the Sussex Nature Partnership (in collaboration with the
Environment Agency) is currently in the process of identifying strategic areas for
the delivery of BNG. Horsham District Council have also identified the Wilder
Horsham initiative as being a potential provider.

5.3.6 The location of the biodiversity units will be important, both to minimise risk
multipliers applying in the metric, but also to ensure that the positive legacy is local
to the affected area. The location of the biodiversity units will be focused on areas
inside or within close proximity to the proposed DCO Order Limits wherever
possible!? with the intention being to deliver proportionally within the affected Local
Planning Authority areas (e.g. BNG proportionate to losses within Arun District will
be provided within Arun District if possible). However, dependent on availability of
biodiversity units this area could be extended across West Sussex. However, a
strict prioritisation exercise will take place with units being favoured (subject to
reasonable cost consideration and type of unit needed to satisfy metric trading
rules) in the following order:

e within the proposed DCO Order Limits or within 2km of them on land owned /
managed by affected parties (this would attract a spatial risk of ‘compensation
inside LPA or NCA or deemed to be sufficiently local to site of biodiversity
loss’). Priority within this category would be given to any areas of land available
for habitat enhancement / creation within a future Local Nature Recovery
Strategy or through a strategic project;

e within 2km of the proposed DCO Order Limits on land owned / managed by
those not directly affected by permanent or temporary land take due to the
Proposed Development (this would attract a spatial risk of ‘compensation
inside LPA or NCA or deemed to be sufficiently local to site of biodiversity
loss’). Priority within this category would be given to any areas of land available
for habitat enhancement / creation within a future Local Nature Recovery
Strategy or through a strategic project ;

e within the River Arun Lower or Adur Upper Operational Catchments (this would
attract a spatial risk of ‘compensation inside LPA or NCA or deemed to be
sufficiently local to site of biodiversity loss’). Priority within this category would
be given to any areas of land available for habitat enhancement / creation
within a future Local Nature Recovery Strategy or through a strategic project ;

12 Proximity is based on Local Planning Authority (LPA) areas and National Character
Areas (NCA) within the Statutory Biodiversity Metric.
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5.3.7

5.4

54.1

5.4.2

e within the National Character Areas (NCAs) of South Coast Plain, South
Downs or Low Weald when in West Sussex (this would attract a spatial risk of
‘compensation inside LPA or NCA or deemed to be sufficiently local to site of
biodiversity loss’). Priority within this category would be given to any areas of
land available for habitat enhancement / creation within a future Local Nature
Recovery Strategy or through a strategic project ; and

e within other NCAs in West Sussex (this would attract a spatial risk of
‘compensation outside LPA or NCA but in neighbouring LPA or NCA').

Based on current understanding, it is likely that all required biodiversity units could
be delivered within the first two bullet points in paragraph 5.3.6. Identifying the
most appropriate biodiversity units from a long list will take into account their
location, extent and linkages to other habitat complexes in the surrounding area.
This is to maximise the ecological functions that they would provide within the
landscape.

Securing Biodiversity Net Gain

Biodiversity Net Gain is secured through Requirement 14 of the draft
Development Consent Order [REP5-005] (updated at Deadline 6). This includes
for the provision of stage specific Biodiversity Net Gain Strategies.

The stage specific Biodiversity Net Gain strategies will be informed by a range of

5.4.3

information that is to be gathered pre-construction. Firstly, up to date habitat
survey information (see commitment C-294 of the Commitments Reqgister
[REP5-086] (updated at Deadline 6)) will be reported on and used to inform the
detailed design for a stage (noting the implementation of the mitigation hierarchy
at this point through commitment C-292) and the stage specific Vegetation
Retention and Removal Plan (secured via Requirement 40 of the draft DCO) and
then the BNG calculations. The baseline survey information and the losses will
underpin the stage specific BNG strateqgies but are also associated with other pre-
construction documentation secured through Requirement 14 of the draft DCO
[REP5-009] (updated at Deadline 6), such as the stage specific Code of
Construction Practices. Approaches to reinstatement and habitat creation at the
onshore substation location at Oakendene will be covered in the stage specific
Landscape Ecology and Management Plan secured by Requirements 8 and 12 of
the draft DCO [REP5-009] (updated at Deadline 6).

Each of the stage specific BNG strateqgies will use this pre-construction information

54.4

to provide a description of the calculations undertaken and identify the unit deficit
at each stage. They will then go on to identify sources of biodiversity units within a
given stage and describe these with respect to the prioritisation criteria described
in Section 5.3. The biodiversity units considered for purchase would then be
highlighted for discussion with the relevant local planning authority. Assuming that
the highlighted biodiversity units are agreeable, these would be purchased and the
resulting certificates generated through the Biodiversity Gain Site Register
administered by Natural England would then be appended to the BNG strateqy
prior to finalisation for that stage.

Seventy percent of the units required would be secured in advance of the

August 2024
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has purchased units and that the Seller is then under an obligation to deliver and
manage them. Any remaining shortfall identified following detailed design will be
secured prior to construction works being completed. This ensures that
opportunities to deliver BNG within areas of temporary construction are retained
should negotiations with the landowner be positive, (for example reinstatement of
a construction compound to a wildflower meadow, as opposed to an area of

pasture).

5.4.5 Habitat management and monitoring plans would either be provided by the
Applicant as part of the stage specific Landscape and Ecology Management Plan
(secured via Requirement 12 of the draft DCO) or appended from the relevant
third-party provider. Precise timescales for delivery of the habitats acquired by the
Applicant will depend on whether the units relate to habitat that has been already
created or relate to habitats yet to be created in the next available planting season.
Third party providers will have a maximum of 12 months from the date of
acquisition of the units to deliver habitat creation works as per the mandatory
system devised by Defra and Natural England.

5.4.25.46 The management and monitoring of these habitat units over a thirty year period
would be secured through section 106 agreements or conservation covenants
between the land owner and the relevant planning authority or other responsible

body.
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6. Glossary of terms and abbreviations

Table 6-1

Glossary of terms and abbreviations

Term (acronym)

Definition

Baseline Conditions

BNG

Code of
Construction
Practice (CoCP)

Development
Consent Order
(DCO) Application

Environmental
Impact Assessment
(EIA)

Environmental
Statement (ES)

LPA

Habitat creation

National Policy
Statements (NPS)

The environment as it appears (or would appear) immediately
prior to the implementation of the Proposed Development
together with any known or foreseeable future changes that will
take place before completion of the Proposed Development.

Biodiversity Net Gain

The code sets out the standards and procedures to which
developers and contractors must adhere to when undertaking
construction of major projects. This will assist with managing
the environmental impacts and will identify the main
responsibilities and requirements of developers and
contractors in constructing their projects.

An application for consent under the Planning Act 2008 to
undertake a Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project made to
the Planning Inspectorate who will consider the application and
make a recommendation to the Secretary of State, who will
decide on whether development consent should be granted for
the Proposed Development.

The process of evaluating the likely significant environmental
effects of a proposed project or development over and above
the existing circumstances (or ‘baseline’).

The written output presenting the full findings of the
Environmental Impact Assessment.

Local Planning Authority

Habitat created within the draft Order Limits that is replacing the
current habitat type. Reinstatement is the term used to note
habitats that are being replaced like for like following temporary
losses.

Part 2 of the Planning Act 2008 sets out the national policy
against which NSIP applications are assessed. NPSs set out
guidance to inform the decision-making process for NSIPs.
NPSs relevant to energy generation include:

Overarching National Policy Statement for Energy (EN-1)
(DECC, 2011a);
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Term (acronym)

Definition

NCA

No net loss
NPPF

OFTO
Proposed DCO
Order Limits
Proposed

Development

Reinstatement
SAC

SDNPA

Units

National Policy Statement for Renewable Energy (EN-3) (DECC,
2011b); and

National Policy Statement for Electricity Networks (EN-5)
(DECC, 2011c).

National Character Area

The quantity of biodiversity units that need to be delivered to
compensate for predicted losses

National Planning Policy Framework
Offshore Transmission Owner

The proposed DCO Order Limits combines the search areas for
the offshore and onshore infrastructure associated with the
Proposed Development. It is defined as the area within which
the Proposed Development and associated infrastructure will be
located, including the temporary and permanent construction
and operational work areas.

The development that is subject to the application for
development consent, as described in Chapter 4: The
Proposed Development, Volume 2 of the ES (Document
Reference: 6.2.4).

Replacement of habitats temporarily lost with the same habitat
type and target habitat condition as recorded in the baseline.

Special Area of Conservation
South Downs National Park Authority

Habitat units are those measured in hectares and include
habitats such as grassland, woodland and scrub.

Hedgerow units are measured in kilometres and cover
hedgerows and tree lines.

River units are measured in kilometres and cover watercourses
and wet ditches.
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Annex A
Biodiversity Net Gain Metric Calculations
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(units & percentage) Watercourse units 0.00 0.00%
. . Habitat units -20.94
-~ Combined net unit change Hedgerow units 028
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement) oo miiiE 0.89
Habitat units 0.00
Spatial risk multiplier (SRM) deductions Hedgerow units 0.00
Watercourse units 0.00
X Habitat units -20.94
Total net unit change Hedgerow units 028
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement) ,
Watercourse units -0.89

Total net gain achieved is less than target set A

Total net gain achieved is less than target set A

Total net gain achieved is less than target set A




Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm Return to results

Detailed Results mens
Summary Figures

3 3 . . . Habitat units -20.94

Net project biodiversity units e roni 028

(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention / creation) Watercourse units -0.89
s 2 5 a Habitat units -27.84%

0,

Total project biodiversity % change e -10.47%
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat creation + retained habitats) Watercourse units -46.40%

Combined habitat retention and enhancement

Habitats Hedgerows Watercourses
Total on-site and off-site baseline area / length 25.22 053 0.36
Total on-site and off-site baseline units 75.19 2.65 191
| Total on-site and off-site baseline area / length retained | 0.00 | 0.35 | 0.00 |
| Total on-site and off-site baseline units retained | 0.00 [ 1.74 | 0.00 |
| Total on-site and off-site area / length proposed for enhancement | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 |
| Total on-site and off-site baseline units proposed for enhancement | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 |
| Total on-site and off-site baseline area / length lost | 25.22 | 0.18 | 0.36 |
| Total on-site and off-site baseline units lost | 75.19 [ 0.91 | 191 |
Area habitats
2
]
| On-site change by broad habitat type " ; 9 i ’ ) : )
@ ge oy yp! Combined area lost from baseline(s) by % Area lost by distinctiveness category On-site and off-site habitat retention by category On-site and off-site habitat retention category
] Baseline Post-development on-site On-site change distinctiveness band Viow  vign area (hectares) (biodiversity units)
) 7% | | Mesum aV.High 80.00 75.19
TG On-site On-site existing On-site S)“'z‘st: . |On-steareal On-site unit 000 70.00
itat group existing area value proposed area B vz}jluc change change Category Area lost (hectares) Area lost (%) 2500 522 0,00
High > d
Cropland 19.77 40.58 19.77 39.16 0.00 142 o 50.00
Crassland 5.26 33.217 5.26 13.97 0.00 -19.30 V.High 0
Heathland and shrub 0.07 0.62 0.15 1.10 0.08 0.49 o Medium 1500 40.00
Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 High L5 7 30.00
Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 s } 10.00 2000
Urban 0.04 0.02 0.04 0.02 0.00 0.00 Medium 0.67 3 Low
Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 i 5.00 10.00
Woodland and forest 0.8 0.70 0.00 0.00 -0.08 -0.70 - T 0 000 000 000 000 000
Intertidal sediment 000 0.00 000 000 000 0.00 : V.Low o0 Total on-site and off-ste Total on-site and off-site Total on-site and off-ste
Total on-site and off-site  Total on-site and off-site area/ ~ Total on-site and off-site
Coastal saltmarsh 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Vilow 0.03 0 baseline area / length retained  length proposed for baseline area / length lost baseline units retained b“e“”;“h"a“:ig::n‘f“ for baseline units lost
Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 enhancement
Coastal lagoons 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal hard structures 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
‘Watercourse footprint 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Individual trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Biodiversity unit change by habitat group Area change by habitat group (hectares)
Off-site change by broad habitat type
Baseline Post-development off-site Off-site change 25.00
5000
) Offsite | Offsiteexisting |  Off-site Offsite ot sie area|  Oftsite unit
] Habitat group proposed
| existing area value proposed area value change change
E Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 40.00 2000
2 Grassland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
< Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 30.00
Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 15.00
‘Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment 000 000 000 000 000 000 00
Coastal saltmarsh 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Coastal lagoons 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1000 1000
Intertidal hard structures 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Watercourse footprint 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Individual trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
q A 5 5 000 =
Combined on-site and off-site change by broad habitat type Cropland  Grasslanfil Heathlandand  Lakes Sparsely Urban Wetland  Woodlandand Intertidal ~ Coastal  Rockyshore  Coastal Intertidal hard Watercourse  Individual o0
- On-sie and offsite post- X shrub vegetated land forest  sediment  saltmarsh lagoons  structures  footprint trees
Baseline Combined change
. Combined |  Combined Combined | Combined f Combined | ooy i it o
R existingarea| existing value | proposed area [ PrOPO%ed ared change
g g prop value change o .
Cropland 1911 4056 1911 AL 0| 18 Cropland Grassland  Heathlandand  Lakes Sparsely Urban Wetland ~ Woodlandand  Intertidal Coastal Rocky shore  Coastal lagoons Intertidal hard  Watercourse ~ Individual trees
rassland 5.26 3327 5.26 1397 0.00 -19.30 -20.00 shrub vegetated land forest sediment saltmarsh structures footprint
Heathland and shrub 0.07 0.62 0.18 110 0.08 0.49
Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
o Urban 0.04 0.02 0.04 0.02 0.00 0.00 3000 -5.00
:g Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
@ ‘Woodland and forest 0.08 0.70 0.00 0.00 -0.08 -0.70
] Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
o Coastal saltmarsh 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 On-site existing value  On-site proposed value Off-site existingvalue W Off-site proposed value Combined unit change Onssite existingarea M On-site proposed area  ® Off.site existingarea M Off-site proposed area Combined area change
Coastal lagoons 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal hard structures 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Watercourse footprint 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Individual trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hedgerows and lines of trees
g On-site change by hed
n-site change edgero: e o o ictincti 8 .
& ge by hedgerow typ Combined length lost from baseline(s) by % Length lost by distinctiveness category On-site and off-site hedge retention category
5 L N " On-site and off-site hedge retention by category (biodiversity units)
2 Baseline Post-development on-site On-site change distinctiveness band o’ length (km) Y
;g 2.00
3 Onsite | o e existing On-site On-site Onsite | (o oo ViHigh = High 040 03 180 L74
H B T value proposed | proposed | lenath | g Category Length lost (ki) Length lost (%) a0
Il Soecies-rich native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 0.00 o0 140
;:,’ Species-rich native hedaerow with trees 0.01 0.16 0.01 0.15 0.00 -0.02 V High @ 025 120
= Species-rich native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 000 0.00 000 0.0 0.00 Medium = Low 020 018 1.00 091
Native hedgerow with trees - a: iated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 High 0.00371574 2 015 0.80
Species-rich native hedgerow 0.05 0.48 0.05 0.46 0.00 ~0.02 : o060
Native hedgerow - 1 with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Medium 0.08202036 28 0.10 0.40
Native hedderow with trees 007 044 007 0.39 0.00 -0.06 : 005
Ecologically valuable line of trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.126878658 @ 9% ViLow 000 020 000
E aluable line of trees - d with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 N ! @ ' ’ 0.00
'Native hodgerow 0.15 0.45 0.15 0.43 0.00 2002 Total on-site and off-site  Total on-site and off-site area  Total on-site and off-site Total on-site and off-site baseline Total on-site and off-site baseline Total on-site and off-site baseline|
3 : V.Low 0 baseline area / length /length proposed for baseline area / length lost units retained units proposed for enhancement units lost
Line of trees 0.25. 1.12 0.25. 0.95 0.00 -0.16 retained enhancement
Line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Non-native and ornamental hedgerow 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hedgerow biodiversity unit change Hedgerow length change (km)
. Off-site change by hedgerow type 20 030
b Off-site baseline Post- ment off-site Off-site chan
= T 3 3 3
P Off-site Off-site existing Off-site Off-site Off-site Off-site unit
A Hedgerow type existing proposed proposed length 100
2 value change
4 length length value change
=) Species-rich native hedgerow with trees - with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 025
g Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
3 Species-rich native hedgerow - ith bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 080
% Native hedgerow with trees - ith bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
-§’ Species-rich native hedgerow 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
o Native hedgerow - with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 020
Native hedgerow with trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 060
E valuable line of trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Ecologically valuable line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Native hedgerow 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Line of trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 040 015
Line of trees - 1 with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Non-native and ornamental hedgerow 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
020
010
Combined on-site and off-site change by hedgerow type 000 I
Baseline Post-development Change Species-rich Species-rich Species-rich  Native hedgerow  Species-rich  Native hedgerow Native hedgdfiw  Ecologically Ecologically Native hedgerow Line of tre@  Line of trees - Non-native and
Combined | opeq | Combined | Combinea | Combimea [ o o e e T e
o Hedgerow type existing . proposed proposed length P — associated with bankorditch  bank or ditch associated with 008
8 length sting length value e & 020 bankorditch bank or ditch
E Species-rich native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
3 Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 0.01 0.16 0.01 0.18 0.00 -0.02
% Species-rich native hedgerow - a; iated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 I
= Native hedgerow with trees - a: iated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -040 0.00
Species-rich native Species-rich nativeSpecies-rich native Native hedgerow Species-rich native Native hedgerow - Native hedgerow Ecologicall Ecologically  Native hedgerow  Lineof trees  Lineof trees - Non-native and
g Native hedgerow - i with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 trees - associated trees associated with  associated with bank or ditch trees trees - associated bank or ditch hedgerow
2 Native hedgerow with trees 0.07 0.44 0.07 0.39 0.00 ~0.06 with bank or ditch bankorditch  bank or ditch with bank or ditch
8
o Ecolodgically valuable line of trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
°
£ E aluable line of trees - with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 length .  length " dlength noft ength Combined length ch
Native hedgerow 0.15 0.45 0.15 0.43 0.00 0.02 On-site existing value B On-site proposed value Off-site proposed value B Off-site existing value Combined unit change On-site existing lengtl Onssite proposed length Off-site proposed lengt Off-site existing lengt ombined length change
Line of trees 0.25 112 0.25 0.95 0.00 -0.16
Line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Non-native and ornamental hedgerow 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Watercourses % Length lost by Watercourse length retained, proposed for enhancement or Watercourse retention category
distinctiveness category lost (length km) (watercourse biodiversity units)
n o% 0.40 250
On-site change by watercourse type : o 5 = V.High 036
ge by P Combined length lost from baseline(s) b: v e o3s
191
1t ;. 2.00
Baseline Post-development on site On-site Change distinctiveness band 030
High 025 5
On-site On-site Onsie | Onwsite ‘g 20 20
‘Watercourse type existing O ing roposed roposed length G
typ: lenq!hg value ple};qzh P viue cmg;e change Category Length Iost (kan) Length lost (%) s 100
Priority habitat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 Medium 010 050
Other rivers and streams 01 06 01 02 0.0 04 VHigh ® 005 000 000
Ditches 0.3 13 0.3 0.9 0.0 05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Canals 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 Low Total on-site and off-site baseline Total on-site and off-site area/ Total on-site and off-site baseline T . N N N . N
High 0.06 17 otal on-site and off-site Total on-site and off-site Total on-site and offsite
Culvert 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 = 83% area /lengh retained fength proposed for enhancement area/ length lost baseline units retained baseline units proposed for baseline units lost
% Medi 03 a3 enhancement
] ledium .
d
8
§ Low 0
8
S
Watercourse biodiversity unit change Watercourse length change (km)
04
Off-site change by watercourse type 16
Baseline Post ment off-site Off-site Change
03
Off-site Off-site existing Off-site Off-site Off-site Off-site unit 14
‘Watercourse type existing proposed proposed length
value change
length length value change ,
Priority habitat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 !
Other rivers and streams 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 03
Ditches 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 10
Canals 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Culvert 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
o8 02
2
g 06
38
g
g 02
;) 0.4
5
02
l "
00
Prioriy habitat Other ivers and streamf§ Ditches Canals Culvert
Combined on-site and off-site change by watercourse type 02 01
Baseline Post-deyelopment on-site On-site change
Combined Combined Combined Combined | Combined Combined unit on
Watercourse type existing existing value proposed proposed length change
length 9 length value change e 00
Priority habitat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 06 Priority habitat Other rivers and streams. Ditches Canals Culvert
Other rivers and streams 0.1 0.6 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.4
Ditches 0.3 13 0.3 0.9 0.0 -0.5
Canals 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Culvert 00 00 00 00 00 00 On-site existing value M On-site proposed value Off-site existing value M Off-site proposed value Combined unit change On-site existing length M On-site proposed length Off-site existing length W Off-site proposed length Combined length change

g
g
8
3
£



R 38 Trading Summary

results
menu Distinctiveness Group Trading Rule Trading Satisfied?
Very High Same habitat required — bespoke compensation option A Yes v
Trading High Same habitat required = No A
SUmmdny Medium Same broad habitat or a higher distinctiveness habitat required (=) No A
. hedgerows Low Same distinctiveness or better habitat required > No A
Sz::::gfy Very High Distinctiveness Very High Distinctiveness Summary
watercourses
———— . On_sflte Off—glte Project-wide unit . Very High Distinctiveness Units available to
Habitat group Croup unit unit Unit losses o . 0.00
change offset lower distinctiveness deficit
change | change
Crassland - Lowland dry acid grassland Crassland 0.00 0.00 0.00 Remaining losses; Like for like not satisfied 0.00
Crassland - Lowland meadows Crassland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Crassland - Upland hay meadows Crassland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Mountain heaths and willow scrub Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - Aquifer fed naturally fluctuating water bodies Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land - Calaminarian grasslands Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land - Limestone pavement Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00
Wetland - Blanket bog Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Wetland - Depressions on peat substrates (H7150) Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Wetland - Fens (upland and lowland) Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Wetland - Lowland raised bog Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Wetland - Oceanic valley mire[1] (D2.1) Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Wetland - Purple moor grass and rush pastures Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Wetland - Transition mires and quaking bogs (H7140) Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest - Wood-pasture and parkland Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore - High energy littoral rock - on peat, clay or chalk Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore - Moderate energy littoral rock - on peat, clay or chalk Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore - Low energy littoral rock - on peat, clay or chalk Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore - Features of littoral rock - on peat, clay or chalk Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Littoral seagrass on peat, clay or chalk Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
High Distinctiveness High Distinctiveness Summary
On-site | Off-site . . . . L : .
. . . Project-wide unit High Distinctiveness Units available to offset
Habitat group Croup unit unit Losses not yet accounted for o n 0.00
change lower distinctiveness deficit
change | change
Crassland - Traditional orchards Grassland 0.00 0.00 0.00 Remaining losses; Like for like not satisfied
Crassland - Floodplain wetland mosaic and CFCM Crassland
Crassland - Lowland calcareous grassland Crassland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Crassland - Tall herb communities (H6430) Grassland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Crassland - Upland calcareous grassland Crassland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Lowland Heathland Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Dunes with sea buckthorn (HZ2160) Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Upland heathland Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - High alkalinity lakes Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - Low alkalinity lakes Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - Marl lakes Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - Moderate alkalinity lakes Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - Peat lakes Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - Ponds (priority habitat) Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - Temporary lakes ponds and pools (H3170) Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land - Coastal sand dunes Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land - Coastal vegetated shingle Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land - Inland rock outcrop and scree habitats Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land - Maritime cliff and slopes Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Open mosaic habitats on previously developed land Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00
Wetland - Reedbeds Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest - Felled/Replacement for felled woodland Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest - Lowland beech and yew woodland Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest - Lowland mixed deciduous woodland Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest - Native pine woodlands Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00




Medium Distinctiveness Summary

Medium Distinctiveness Units available to 049 v
offset Lower Distinctiveness Deficit :
Medium Distinctiveness Broad Habitat 0718 A
losses to be offset by trading up '
Higher Distinctiveness Surplus Units minus
Medium Distinctiveness Broad Habitat -0.78 A
Deficit
Cumulative surplus of units -0.29 A
Low Distinctiveness Summary
Low Distinctiveness net change in units -2.08 A

Cumulative surplus of units

Woodland and forest - Upland birchwoods Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest - Upland mixed ashwoods Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest - Upland oakwood Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest - Wet woodland Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Coastal lagoons - Coastal lagoons Coastal lagoons 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore - High energy littoral rock Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore - Moderate energy littoral rock Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore - Low energy littoral rock Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore - Features of littoral rock Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Littoral mud Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Littoral mixed sediments Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Coastal saltmarsh - Saltmarshes and saline reedbeds Coastal saltmarsh 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Littoral biogenic reefs - Mussels Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Littoral biogenic reefs - Sabellaria Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Features of littoral sediment Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Littoral muddy sand Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Littoral seagrass Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
-18.57 0.00 -18.57 -18.57
Medium Distinctiveness
On-site | Off-site Project wide unit
Habitat group Group unit unit Sl Cumulative broad habitat change
change | change
Cropland - Arable field margins cultivated annually Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Cropland - Arable field margins game bird mix Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.07 A
Cropland - Arable field margins pollen and nectar Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Cropland - Arable field margins tussocky Cropland -0.07 0.00 -0.07
Crassland - Other lowland acid grassland Crassland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Crassland - Other neutral grassland Grassland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Crassland - Upland acid grassland Grassland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Blackthorn scrub Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Bramble scrub Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Gorse scrub Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Hawthorn scrub Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.49 v
Heathland and shrub - Willow scrub Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Hazel scrub Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Mixed scrub Heathland and shrub 0.49 0.00 0.49
Lakes - Ponds (non-priority habitat) Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - Reservoirs Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land - Other inland rock and scree Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Cemeteries and churchyards Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Biodiverse green roof Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00
Individual trees - Urban tree Individual trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Individual trees - Rural tree Individual trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 '
Woodland and forest - Other Scot's pine woodland Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Woodland and forest - Other woodland; broadleaved Woodland and forest -0.70 0.00 -0.70 -0.70 A
Woodland and forest - Other woodland; mixed Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Littoral coarse sediment Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Littoral sand Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal hard structures - Artificial hard structures with integrated greening of grey infrastructure (IGCI) Intertidal hard structures 0.00 0.00 0.00
-0.29 0.00 -0.29
Low Distinctiveness
On-site | Off-site
Habitat group Croup unit unit Project wide unit change
change | change
Cropland - Cereal crops Cropland -1.35 0.00 -1.35 A
Cropland - Horticulture Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Cropland - Intensive orchards Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Cropland - Non-cereal crops Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Cropland - Temporary grass and clover leys Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Cropland - Winter stubble Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Grassland - Modified grassland Grassland -0.73 0.00 -0.73 A
Crassland - Bracken Crassland 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Rhododendron scrub Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes - Ornamental lake or pond Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land - Ruderal/ephemeral Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sparsely vegetated land - Tall forbs Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00




Urban - Bioswale Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00

Urban - Allotments Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00

Urban - Facade-bound green wall Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00

Urban - Ground based green wall Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00

Urban - Cround level planters Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00

Urban - Other green roof Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00

Urban - Intensive green roof Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00

Urban - Introduced shrub Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00

Urban - Rain garden Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00

Urban - Actively worked sand pit quarry or open cast mine Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban - Sustainable drainage system Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00

Urban - Vacant or derelict land Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00

Urban - Vegetated garden Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00

Woodland and forest - Other coniferous woodland Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00
Coastal saltmarsh - Artificial saltmarshes and saline reedbeds Coastal saltmarsh 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Artificial littoral coarse sediment Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Artificial littoral mud Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Artificial littoral sand Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Artificial littoral muddy sand Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Artificial littoral mixed sediments Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Artificial littoral seagrass Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment - Artificial littoral biogenic reefs Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal hard structures - Artificial hard structures Intertidal hard structures 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal hard structures - Artificial features of hard structures Intertidal hard structures 0.00 0.00 0.00
Heathland and shrub - Other sea buckthorn scrub Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00
-2.08 0.00 -2.08



Same distimativeneas or befter habitat required
‘Bame distiotiveneds or befter habitat required
‘Same distinclivensss or befler habitat required

Very High Distinctiveness Very High Distinctiveness Summary

On-ite unit change.

000

High Distinctiveness High Distinctiveness Summary

Species-rich ntive hedgerow - associated with bark or dich

Native hederov i frees - ssociated vith bank or ditch

Medium Distinctiveness
On-gite unit change

———— I T R

Ecolocacally valuable lne of trees 0,00 0,00 000
Ecologically valuable line of trees — associated with bank or ditch 0,00 0,00 000

Low Distinctiveness Low Distinctiveness Summary
e

Line of trees _associated with bank o ditch | oo I oo T oo |

Very Low Distinctiveness Very Low Distinctiveness Summary
Off-site unit
change

Qn-site unit change
000

000




Return to
esul

Distinciivensss Group

Very High
| Trading High
habitats ‘Medium
—— oo
Trading
| e
hedg . .. s
i Very High Distinctiveness
Oft-gite
Habitat group On-site unit change unit Project-wide unit change
Priority habitat 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00
High Distinctiveness
Oft-gite
Habitat group On-site unit change unit Project-wide unit change
-0.42 0.00 -0.43
Medium Distinctiveness
Oft-gite
Habitat group On-sif “unit
change
Canals 000 000 000
047 0.00 047
Low Distinctiveness
Off-gite
Habitat group On-sile unit change | unit Project wide unit ochange
chanae
Cuvert 000 000 000
0.00 0.00 0.00

Trading Satisfied?
Very High Distinctiveness
Summary
Very High Distinctiveness
‘Units available 10 offset
ki, 000
defiit
Tosses, Like for
et 000
High Distinctiveness Summary
High Distinctiveness Units
il to offset lower 0.00
distinctiveness deficit
Tosses, Like for
like not satisfied
Medium Distinctiveness
Summary
Units available 10 offset

Low Distinctiveness Summary

Low Distinctiveness
change in units

‘Cumulative availabiliy of
units



Project Name: Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm _ Map Reference: Area habitat summary

5 ; i Tolal Nel Unit Change 2004
A-1 On-Site Habitat Baseline Total Net % Change
Trading Rules Sefisfied o - check trading arie
" Ecological
Existing area habitats Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance _ Comments
baseline Eeoas agreed
Required Aotion to Meet Trading .
i et losses of VHDH or irreplaceshle
" " " Area L - P Strategic Pute Rules ” . Area Area N Baseline units | Area habitat . : " Habitat reference
eable hebitat St e Eabitat
Ref Broad Hebitat Habitat Type Irreplac i ) | Distinctiveness | Score | Conciin Score Strategic significance R m::l:ﬁﬂnpa“:e Total habitat uzits o S m‘:‘qu e = Units lost User comments Planning authority comments
High strategic — Temporary habitat losses within ADC. No retention
1 Grassland Floodplain wetland mosaic and CFGM No 175 High 6 Moderate 2 Formally identified in local strateqy 115 Same habitat required = 2415 0.00 000 115 2415 e e e
2 oo [ o B [P i P B Location ecologically desirable but niot n local | Medium strategic o oo oo oo oo oo Temporary habitat losses within ADC. No retention
strateqy assumend within the working area
8 oo ot qrastond o s o B oor | |Aalcompensation notn local srategy/ nolocall  Low Strategic | Same iveness or better o oo oo s o Temporary habitat losses within ADC. No retention
strategy ‘habitat required = assumend within the working area
a oo ot qrasont o o o B [P ,  |Areaicompensation ot inlocal strategy/ nolocal | Low Strategic | Same iveness or better o oo oo s o Temporary habitat losses within ADC. No retention
strategy ‘Thabitat required = assumend within the working area
Condition [Arealcompensation not in local strategy/ no local|  Low Strategic ‘Same distinctiveness o better Temporary habitat losses within ADC. No retention
5 Cropland Cereal crops No 19.25 Low 2 n 1 o, 1 e 3850 0.00 000 1925 3850 AN
Condition [Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local|  Low Strategic Temporary habitat losses within ADC. No retention
6 Cropland Arable field margins fussocky No 052 Medium 4 n 1 o, 1 208 0.00 000 052 208 AN
7 | Sparsely vegetated tand RuderalEphemeral o B o B roor | |Aalcompensation notn local srategy/ nolocall  Low Strategic | Same iveness or better oo oo oo oo oo Temporary habitat losses within ADC. No retention
strategy ‘Thabitat required = assumend within the working area
o o [ o oo o B oor | |Aalcompensation notn local srategy/ nolocall  Low Strategic | Same iveness or better oo oo oo oo oo Temporary habitat losses within ADC. No retention
strategy ‘habitat required = assumend within the working area
9 Urban Developed land; seled surface No 003 Vilow 0 N/A - Other 0 [ Areafoompensation not in local strategy/ no local | RRLCRIREEEOI 1 Compensation Not Recpuired 000 000 000 003 000 Temporary habitat losses within ADC. No retention
strateqy assumend within the working area
10 | Woodland and forest Lowland mixed deciduous woodland No 0 High 6 Moderate 2 Formally identified in local strateqy Bigi g 115 Same habitat required = 000 000 000 000 000 Temporary habitat losses within ADC. No retention
assumend within the working area
11| Woodnt ant orest et woocdand: brosdonred o oo [P N P B Location ecologically desirable but riot in local | Medium strategic o o oo oo oo om0 Temporary habitat losses within ADC. No retention
ocan strateqy assumend within the working area
12 | Heathland and shrub Mixed scrub No 007 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirakle but not inlocal [BECCCIEERERES 11 062 000 000 007 062 Temporary hahitat losses within ADC. No retention
strateqy assumend within the working area
- [ R o B o B oo B Location ecologically desirable bt not in local | Medium strategic o o oo oo oo o0 Temporary habitat losses within ADC. No retention
strateqy assumend within the working area
1
15
16
17
18
Total habitat area] 2522 75.10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2522 5.1
Site Are ‘area of individual trees, “walls, intorfidal hard structures) | 26,92
Total area lost (exclucing area of individual trees, green| o
walls and intertidal hard structures) Bl
Seleot a umit Hectares

M to hectares conversion tool: [ 1 I




Project Name: Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm _Map Reference:

Area habitat summary

A-2 On-Site Habitat Creation Total Net Unit Change 2094
Total Net % Change
Trading Rules Satiafied
Area Check
Post inlervention habitats
Condition Stral Temporal multiplier iy malipiors —
7 ’ Arsa . Strategic | Standard tims to " . | Delayin starting " Fmaltimeto | Standard Difficulty | Habitat units Habitat
Broad Habitat Proposed habital " ;
Rel pos (beotares) Soore Condition |  Score Strategic significance !.5"."‘9‘“9_ significance | target condition H."h"" "?"d;" Babitat creation Standard or adjusted time {o target condition ﬁ:‘l ":‘;"(’ "’9‘; +arget diffioulty of Applied difficulty multiplier foreation |  MuliBli delivered User comments Planning authority comments Telerence.
lgiicany ‘multiplier (years) Eneelea] (years) ondition (Years) | pyyiplier creation ‘applied ‘number
1 Grassland Floodplain wetland mosaic and CFGM 175 High 6 Moderate 2 Formally identified in local strategy Hfa:;f::‘:ge'c 115 10 Standard time to target condition applied 10 0700 High Standard diffiulty applied High 033 558 Reinstatated habitat with targe! of reaching
2 Grassland Other neutral grassland 0 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location e°°‘°‘-"°*’”s‘c'r:§:vab‘e butnotinlocal Med‘“mz“a‘eg‘c L1 5 Standard time to target condition applied 5 0837 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 000 Reinstatated habifat with target of reaching
3 Grassland Modiied grassland. 246 Low 2 Poor | [fedcompensatonnatinocalsrategyinolocal | Low Sategie 1 1 Standard time to target condition applied 1 0965 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 475 | Remstaated habitat wih target of reaching
4 Grassland Modified grassland 105 Low 2 Moderate 2 Area/compensation ‘;:r‘a't‘;:“l strategy/molocal | - Low Strategic 1 4 Standard time to target condition applied 4 0867 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 364 Reinstatated habifat with target of reaching
Condition Area/compensation not in local strategy/no local | Low Strategic Reinstatated habitat with target of reaching
1
8 Cropland Cereal crops 19.25 Low 2 Mse;,s;nem 1 strategy Significance 1 1 Standard time to target condition applied 0.965 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 37.18 condition as current
Condition Area/compensation not in local strategy/no local | Low Strategic Reinstatated habitat with target of reaching
1
6 Cropland Arable field margins tussocky 0582 Medium 4 Mse;,s;nem 1 strategy Significance 1 1 Standard time to target condition applied 0.965 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 201 condition as current
1 Sparsely vegetated land RuderalEphemeral 0 Low 2 Poor | [Pedcompensatonnatinocalsrategyinolocal | Low Sategie 1 1 Standard time to target condition applied 1 0965 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 000 | Remstatated habitat with target of reaching
o b e ot oo o B o | e | e R | T ——— . . o P —— o N ooz | Femsaied habat with g ofeaching
[ Urban Developed land: sealed surface 003 Viow 0 NJA - Other 0 fecompension ol sl stegnolocdl| - Low Siiegs 1 0 Standard time to target condition applied 0 1,000 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 000 Reinstatated habitat with targe! of reaching
10 Heathland and shrub Mixed scrub 0 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Formally identified in local strategy GIED s‘:a‘eg'c 115 5 Standard time to target condition applied 5 0837 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 000 Re“"s‘a‘e“:‘e“‘ :fs:“’bv‘l"‘ a‘easé”e"m“s‘y
Location ecologically desirable but not inlocal |  Medium strategic R} 5 Reinstatement of scrub in areas previously
1 Heathland and shrub Mixed serub 008 Medium 4 Moderate 2 - P L1 5 Standard time to target condition applied 0837 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 059 e oot el
12 Heathland and shrub Mixed scrub 007 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location e°°l°g'“”s‘;:te;'vable butnotinlocal Med‘“mz“a‘eg'c L1 5 Standard time to target condition applied 5 0837 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 052 Reinstatated habifat with target of reaching
) Reinstatated habitat with target of reaching.
18 Indivicual trees Rural tree. 0 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location ecalogically desirable but not inlocal  (EIEORELz ol 11 21 Standard time to target condition applied 21 0382 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 000 | reduced condition as to reach good condition
strategy significance
takes more than 30 vears
1a
15
16
17
18
o Tararea] 2522 Total Units 54.25
ite Area (Excluding area o individual rees, green wall,intertidal hard ¢ oo
structures) -
Selsot a unt Tectares

M? to hectares conversion tool:




Project Name: Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm Map Reference: Hedgerow summary
B g Total Net Unit Change -0.28
B-1 On-Site Hedge Baseline Toll Nel % Change
Trading Rules Satisfied P —
Ecological
Existing hedgerow habitats Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance b Comments
Action to
Strategic Total ! Habitat
Hedge Length Meet Trading Rules Length Length Units Units Length | Units
Ref Habitat type Distinctiveness Score Condition Score Strategic significance hedgerow User comments Planning authority
number (k) miltiplier units retained | enhanced | retained | enhanced lost lost -
1 Species-rich native hedgerow 0.0136244 Medium 4 Good 3 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy Me:i‘m“;f:iz‘;feg‘c 11 Sﬁmﬁ:&zﬁs 018 001052793 0.14 0.00 000 | 004
2 Species-rich native hedgerow 00272488 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy Meg‘q“n‘;‘ﬂzﬁzg‘c 1.1 sa“;z:’sd o‘“r":b“e“"e’erms 0.24 0.02105586 0.19 0.00 001 | 008
3 Species-rich native hedgerow 00136244 Medium 4 Poor 1 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy Me:i‘m“;f:iz‘;feg‘c 11 Sﬁmﬁ:&zﬁs 0.06 0.01052793 005 0.00 000 | 001
4 Native hedgerow 00606904 Low 2 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy Meg‘q“n‘;‘ﬂzﬁzg‘c 1.1 sa“;z:’sd o‘“r":b“e“"e’erms 0.21 0.0871574 0.16 0.00 002 | 010
5 Native hedgerow 0,0606904 Low 2 Poor 1 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy Me:i‘m“;f:iz‘;feg‘c 11 Sﬁmﬁ:&zﬁs 013 0.0371574 0.08 0.00 002 | 008
6 Native hedgerow 00241523 Low 2 Poor 1 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy Meg‘q“n‘;‘ﬂzﬁzg‘c 1.1 sa“;z:’sd o‘“r":b“e“"e’erms 0.05 0.01734012 0.04 0.00 001 | 001
7 Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 00030965 High 6 Good 3 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy Me:i‘m“;f:iz‘;feg‘c 11 0.0 0.00247716 005 0.00 000 | 001
P N . . . . . Medium strategic
8 Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 0.0061929 High 6 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy siqnificance 11 0.08 0.00371574 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.03
9 Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 00030965 High 6 Poor 1 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy Me:i’m“;‘:iz‘;;zg‘c 11 0.02 0.00247716 002 0.00 000 | 000
10 Native hedgerow with trees 00334417 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy Meg‘q“n‘;‘ﬂzﬁzg‘c 1.1 sa“];znd’sd o‘“r":b“e“"e’erms 0.29 0.01362438 0.12 0.00 002 | 017
11 Native hedgerow with trees 00334417 Medium 4 Poor 1 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy Me:]‘q“nri'}lz‘a‘leeg‘c 11 S"’Iﬁndd’somr‘;‘:"tz“fss 015 0.01362438 006 0.00 002 | 009
12 Line of trees 02363936 Low 2 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy Meg’m“;‘.lz:szg‘c 1.1 sar‘l‘)eand’sd o“’r‘g"e‘t’l"‘e’:“s 1.04 0.16628783 013 0.00 007 | 081
13 Line of trees 00173677 Low 2 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy Mesqunr:},z‘::;zgw 11 samb:ndd’so"’r‘;':"ti“fss 0.08 0.01447308 006 0.00 000 | 001
14
18
16
17
18
0.53 2.65 0.35 0.00 174 0.00 0.18 | 091




Project Name Rampion 2 Offshore Wand Farm _Map Reference: Hodgerow summary
B-2 On-Site Hedge Creation oA Ot b
[__oonersioncoims W coienersionrn ] = -
[ voven ]
Proposed habiata Diatinctiveness Gonition Bategio signifoancs. Temporal mutipter Diffcuy risk mutipters Comments
Strategio | Standard Time to Delay in starting. Floaltmeto | Standard. Final | Dificuy | deliversd

Rat nn::p':_ Habttat ypo Hoagi | pissnctvenoas | score | Conaton | sacre Satogio sgnificance sgutomen | Seitomos | mgeroniten” | RN SO i e I o Gy | e | amesy ot L™ oy of | motipior Yoor comments Flearing sutharly comments
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Project Name: Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm _ Map ‘Watercourse summary
- . Total Net Unit Change -0.89
\
C-1 On-Site WaterC' Baseline TG
[ conieresronCann [ conersesiowows | ——— s——
Existing watercourse type Distinctiveneas Condition Strategic significance Riparian Bl Comments
Required Action | Paseline .
to Meet Tradi Bespoke
Length Extent of Exdent of encroachment Fules fotey Length | Length Units Units pazesdicineelbiVERH Habitat reference.
Ret Wateroourse type Distinotiveness | Score | Condion | Score Strategic significance nor Multiplier P Multiplier wmeurl:;uue e call s oq | lLemohlost Unita Lot User Commenta Planning authority comments -
Location ecologically desirable butnot| ~ Medum No Encroachment/ No Same habitat
1 Other rivers and streams 0,08 High 6 Poor 1 o ey strategic 11 No Encroachment 1 S 1 e 0.20 0.00 000 003 020
Location ecologically desirable butnof  Meium No Encroachment/ No Same habitat
2 Other rivers and streams 003 High 6 Moderate 2 sl strategic 11 No Encroachment 1 1 § 040 000 000 003 040
inlocal strategy Encroachment required =
Location ecologically desirable butnot| ~ Medum No Encroachment/ No Same habitat
3 Ditches 03 Medium 4 Poor 1 o ey strategic 11 No Encroachment 1 [ 1 e 132 0.00 000 0.30 132
036 o1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 036 o1




Project Name: Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm  Map Reference:

Lt -Si 0 i ‘Watercourse summary
C-2 On-Site WaterC' Creation e I o

Total Net % Change 46.40%

Trading Rules Satisfied o eck trading summa

Proposed habitats Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance Temporal multiplier Difficulty multipliers Watercourse encroachment Riparian encroachment Comments

‘Watercourse
Delay in starting ) — Finel Timeto |  Stendard o o Difficutty Extert of e Habitat
ﬁmsmw 'd &= ad’“;‘;zﬂ Bl m‘?'ﬁm"e'z’ “’9'?‘ target diffcutyof | APPlieddifficulty | Finel difficulty il Erxm‘ o Multiplier | encroachmentfor | Multiplier User comments Planning authority comments reference

DDERTEET oom¢ years, multiplier creation applied G e both banks number

Strategic | Standerd Time to : )
Length | pictinctiveneas Score | Condition | Score Strategic significance Strategio significance | significance | target condition | FaPiatcreatedin | i oreation

Ref ‘Watercourse type o advance (years)
mmultiplier (years) (years)

multiplier of crestion

Location ecologically desirable butnot|  Medium strategic Standard time to target
ocation i desirable but nof ledium strategic . 0 andard time to target 1 0 High

in local strateay. condition applied

Standard difficulty

1 Other
applied

and streams 003 High 6 Poor 1

High No Encroachment 1

Location ecologicall: sirable b ot Medium st ic Stan m tan Standard d ty
ocation ecological rable butnot|  Medium strategi an g andard time to target 5 - — Standard difficulty
in local strateqy ) Ca _

003 High 6 Moderate 2 T T applied

High 033 No

oachment 1
Other riv

Location ecologically desirable butnot|  Medium strategic Standard time to target N Standard difficulty’
’ 1 1 1 0.965 Medium

0. Mediur 4 P
3 Medium 4 oor 1 inlocal scatoay plied applied

Medium 0.67 No Encroachment 1

0.36 103
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Total off-site area - including irreplaceable
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On-site baseline map
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Main menu

Technical data

Tree helper

T, Number of trees and area (ha) for each condition state
Poor Area Moderate | Area Good Area
/' Small 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Medium 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
lLarge 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
l Results J Very large 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Total [ 0.0000 [ 0.0000 0 0.0000
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Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm Return to

results menu

Headline Results

Scroll down for final results A\

Habitat units 712.85
On-site baseline Hedgerow units 13.80
Watercourse units 1.94
) ) ) Habitat units 66.92
On-site post-intervention Hedgerow umits 9.83
(Including habitat retention, creation & enhancement) Watercourse units 0.60
. Habitat units -5.93 -8.15%
On-site net Chaﬂge Hedgerow units -3.97 -28.15%
(PSP =) Watercourse units -1.34 -68.97%
Habitat units 0.00
Off-site baseline Hedgerow units 0.00
Watercourse units 0.00
i i ) Habitat units 0.00
Off-site post-intervention Hedgerow umits 0.00
(Including habitat retention, creation & enhancement) WVatercourse umits 0.00
) Habitat units 0.00 0.00%
Off—Slte net Chaﬂge Hedgerow units 0.00 0.00%
(units & percentage) Watercourse units 0.00 0.00%
) i Habitat units -5.93
Combined net unit change Hedgerow umits 397
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement) Watercourse units _1.34
Habitat units 0.00
Spatial risk multiplier (SRM) deductions Hedgerow units 0.00
Watercourse units 0.00
. Habitat units -5.93
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement) .
Watercourse units -1.34

Total net % change

(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement)

Habitat units

Hedgerow units

Watercourse units

Trading rules satisfied?

-8.15%

-28.15%

-68.97%

No - Check Trading Summaries A

On-site net gain is less than target set A
On-site net gain is less than target set A

On-site net gain is less than target set A

Total net gain achieved is less than target set A

Total net gain achieved is less than target set A

Total net gain achieved is less than target set A




Unit Deficit

Unit Type Target Baseline Units Units Required
Habitat units 10.00% 12.85 80.14
Hedgerow units 10.00% 13.80 15.18
Watercourse units 10.00% 1.94 2.13

Input errors/rule breaks present in metric A




Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm
Return to results

Detailed Results menu
Summary Figures
. . . . 2 Habitat units -5.93
Net project biodiversity units Hodgerow ums T
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention / creation) Watercourse units _1.34
. . . . Habitat units
0
Total project biodiversity % change Hedgerow unis
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat creation + retained habitats) Watercourse units
Combined habitat retention and enhancement
Habitats Hedgerows Watercourses
Total on-site and off-site baseline area / length 27.39 2.74 0.22
Total on-site and off-site baseline units 12.85 13.80 1.94
Total on-site and off-site baseline area / length retained 0.00 1.77 0.00
Total on-site and off-site baseline units retained 0.00 8.64 0.00
Total on-site and off-site area / length proposed for enhancement 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total on-site and off-site baseline units proposed for enhancement 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total on-site and off-site baseline area / length lost 21.39 0.97 0.22
Total on-site and off-site baseline units lost 12.85 5.17 1.94
Area habitats
B On-site change by broad habitat type i i istincti % Area lost by distinctiveness categor i i i i
£ SR, typ Combined area lost from baseline(s) by distinctiveness % y distinctiv category On-site and off-site habitat retention by category On-site and off-site habitat retention category
el Baseline Post-development on-site On-site change band viow i' Medium area (hectares) (biodiversity units)
o 7 = V.High 80.00 72.85
L] . . - . On-site . . . 30.00
Habitat group On-site On-site existing On-site P — On-site area] On-site unit 27.39 70.00
existing area value proposed area change change Category Area lost (hectares) Arealost (%)
value High 25.00 60.00
Cropland 10.01 20.54 4.08 8.38 -5.93 -12.16 0,00
Grassland 16.89 48.91 13.29 31.43 23.60 17.48 N ) 2000
Heathland and shrub 0.03 0.26 1.01 744 0.98 717 - Medium 1500 4000
Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 High 0.75 3 30.00
Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 10.00 20.00
L X
Urban 0.20 0.06 6.13 0.06 5.93 0.00 Medium 0.55 2 ow
Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.00 10.00
Woodland and forest 0.08 0.70 270 13.97 2.62 13.27 000 000 0.00 0.00 0.00
- - Low 25.92 95 0.00 .
Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 V.low Total on-site and off-site Total on-site and off-site Total on-site and off-site
Total on-site and off-site  Total on-site and off-site area/  Total on-site and off-site . .
Coastal saltmarsh 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 V.Low 0.17 1 Low baseline area / length retained length proposed for baseline area / length lost baseline units retained baseline l;m(s propotsed for baseline units lost
Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ' 9% enhancement enhancemen
Coastal lagoons 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal hard structures 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Watercourse footprint 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Individual trees 0.18 2.38 1.68 5.65 1.50 3.27
Biodiversity unit change by habitat group Area change by habitat group (hectares)
Off-site change by broad habitat type
Baseline Post-development off-site Off-site change 20.00
60.00
, Offsite | Offsite existing Off site Offsite ot site area|  Off-site unit
a2 Habitat group . proposed
8 existing area value proposed area value change change
g Cropland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2000 oo
3 Crassland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
< Heathland and shrub 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 40.00
Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2000 1000
‘Woodland and forest 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Coastal saltmarsh 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2000
Coastal lagoons 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.00
Intertidal hard structures 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Watercourse footprint 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 10.00
Individual trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Combined on-site and off-site change by broad habitat type I I 000 | I
0.00
. On-site and off-site post- . Cropland Grassland| Heathland and Lakes Sparsely Urban Wetland  Woodlandand  Intertidal Coastal Rocky shore  Coastal lagoons  Intertidal hard ~ Watercourse  Individual trees
Baseline development Combined change Cropland Grasslang Heat:hlfgs and Lakes Vegse;:aalr::h‘/and Urban Wetland WOO;:)I,?: and \Sr:de‘;:\::(\ S;?;sat'aslh Rocky shore Izzizt:\s \m::ﬂiadyiasrd Wfaot;r;n::;se \mi\rve\ed:a\ <hrub vegetated land forest codiment sartmarch atructures footprint
. Combined Combined Combineq | Somdned | Combed | o oy ieq umit
BRI Gois existing area| existing value roposed area ferelpRIzdl area change 0
J 9 prop value change J
Cropland 10.01 20.54 4.08 8.38 -5.93 -12.16 500
Crassland 16.89 48.91 13.29 31.43 -3.60 -17.48 20,00
Heathland and shrub 0.03 0.26 1.01 7.44 0.98 7.17
Lakes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
P Sparsely vegetated land 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
8 Urban 0.20 0.06 6.13 0.06 5.93 0.00 -30.00 -10.00
g Wetland 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
o ‘Woodland and forest 0.08 0.70 2.70 13.97 2.62 13.27
b Intertidal sediment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Coastal saltmarsh 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rocky shore 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 On-site existing value ~  On-site proposed value Off-site existing value W Off-site proposed value Combined unit change On-site existingarea M On-site proposed area Off-site existing area W Off-site proposed area Combined area change
Coastal lagoons 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Intertidal hard structures 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Watercourse footprint 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Individual trees 0.18 2.38 1.68 5.65 1.50 3.27
Hedgerows and lines of trees
2 On-site change by hedgerow type X X R . . .
8 ge by g typ Combined leng'th lost from baselme(s) by % Length lost by distinctiveness category . . . On-site and off-site hedge retention category
& o N o On-site and off-site hedge retention by category (biodiversity units)
“g Baseline Post-development on-site On-site change distinctiveness band 0% length (km) oo Y
2 X
g -si —si -si -si 2.00 8.64
) : 8.00
§ e value - value e — change Category Length lost (km) Length lost (%) 1o oo
% Species-rich native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.40 con




Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 0.07 0.93 0.07 0.83 0.00 0.09 e 0 120 5;0 5.17
Species-rich native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 = Medium = Low 1.00 0.97 :
Native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Hien APICEE - s2% 46% 00 400
Species-rich native hedgerow 0.31 2.72 0.31 2.58 0.00 -0.13 ¢ ) 00 3.00
i - i i i ’ 2.00
Native hedgeljow assomated.wnh bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Medium 0.44919168 46 0.0
Native hedgerow with trees 0.38 2.50 0.00 0.00 -0.38 -2.50 020 1.00 0.00
: Ecologgcally valuable line .of tree; : 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Low 0.500150436 50 V.Low 000 0.00 0.00 » . » »
Ecologically valuable line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ) ) ) ) ) ) Total on-site and off-site Total on-site and off-site Total on-site and off-site
- Total on-site and off-site  Total on-site and off-site area  Total on-site and off-site baseline units retained baseline units proposed for baseline units lost
Native hEdgerOW 0.82 2.51 0.87 1.88 -0.26 -0.70 V.Low 0 baseline area / length / length proposed for baseline area / length lost enhancement
Line of trees 1.16 5.09 1.16 4.54 0.00 -0.55 ) retained enhancement
Line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Non-native and ornamental hedgerow 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hedgerow biodiversity unit change Hedgerow length change (km)
Off-site change by hedgerow type 6.00 1.40
§ Off-site baseline Post-development off-site Off-site change
~ . . . .
[ = = . =
5 OFsite | o site existing | Ol Offsite | Offslie |~ o site unit
e Hedgerow type existing value proposed proposed length change 5.00 120
E length length value change dJ
= Species-rich native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
el Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 200 1.00
2 Species-rich native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ’
g Native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
g Species-rich native hedgerow 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.80
= Native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.00
Native hedgerow with trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Ecologically valuable line of trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.60
Ecologically valuable line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.00
Native hedgerow 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Line of trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 040
Line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 100
Non-native and ornamental hedgerow 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 )
0.20
0.00
Species-rich  Species-rich  Species-rich  Native hedgerow  Species-rich  Native hedgerow Native hedgaflew  Ecologically  Ecologically ~Native hedgabw Line of tre@d  Line of trees -  Non-native and I
g @ g native hedgerow native hedgerow native hedgerow  with trees-  native hedgerow - associated with  with tree§ valuable line of valuable line of associated with  ornamental 0.00 . . o o . . o . . . . . . . .
Sl Gl el GRS oo e e Shecsthathespdes oS nave ot bedrow Sy ravenivenceou Navenedclly | Coomly - ool e eioclly Uneofves et Nenae nd
Baseline Post-development Change 1.00 asb;‘;ck‘a;fj‘:;h bankorditch  bankor ditch a;‘;ck‘a;rejiﬁ:h trees - associated trees associated with ~ associated with bank or ditch trees trees - associated bank or ditch hedgerow
Combined . Combined Combined | Combined . : 0.20 With bank or ditch bank or ditch bank or ditch with bank or ditch
é’ length 9 length value change J
5 Species-rich native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 200 -0.40
3 Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 0.07 0.93 0.07 0.83 0.00 -0.09
;5 Species-rich native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
15? Native hedgerow with trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -3.00 -0.60
2 Species-rich native hedgerow 0.31 2.72 0.31 2.58 0.00 -0.13
o Native hedgerow - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
[ Native hedgerow with trees 0.38 2.50 0.00 0.00 -0.38 -2.50
E Ecologically valuable line of trees 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Ecologically valuable line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 o : ) - )
Native hedgerow 0.82 257 0.57 188 2026 20.70 On-site existing value B On-site proposed value Off-site proposed value B Off-site existing value Combined unit change On-site existing length B On-site proposed length Off-site proposed length | Off-site existing length Combined length change
Line of trees 1.16 5.09 1.16 4.54 0.00 -0.55
Line of trees - associated with bank or ditch 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Non-native and ornamental hedgerow 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Watercourses % Length lost by Watercourse length retained, proposed for enhancement or Watercourse retention category
N watercourse biodiversity units
distinctiveness category lost (length km) ( ¥ )
. 9 0% 2.50
On-site change by watercourse type . . % i 025
E P Combined length lost from baseline(s) by = V-High o2 Lo
Cp g 0.20 2.00 :
Baseline Post-development on site On-site Change distinctiveness band
On-site . - On-site On-site On-site . . High 015 150
Watercourse type existing O siis @i proposed proposed length Omeli Tl
L 1 lost (% 0.10
— value - value e change Category ength lost (km) Length lost (%) 1.00
Priority habitat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 Medium 0.05
- 0.50
Other rivers and streams 0.2 1.8 0.2 0.5 0.0 -1.3 V High 0 0,00 0.00
: g/ 0.00 0.00
Ditches 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 - -
Canals 00 00 00 00 00 00 o 0z o Low Total o site and of st beseine, Tota on-site and off e ares | Tota -t and oft e baselne Totalonsite andoftsite  Totalonsite andoff-ste  Total onsite and oftste
Culvert 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1% baseline units retained baseline units proposed for baseline units lost
@ - . enhancement
Q Medium 0.02 9
% L 0
0 oW
Q@
(]
=
Watercourse biodiversity unit change Watercourse length change (km)
03
Off-site change by watercourse type 25
Baseline Post development off-site Off-site Change
Off—;lte O s Sxisiing Off-site Off-site Off-site Off-site unit
Watercourse type existing value proposed proposed length change 20 02
length length value change J !
Priority habitat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other rivers and streams 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 is
Ditches 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 )
Canals 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Culvert 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 02
1.0
wn
2
3
o 05
S
g
g 0.1
0.0 —_—
Priority habitat Other rivers and stream Ditches Canals Culvert
05 0.1
Combined on-site and off-site change by watercourse type
Baseline Post-development on-site On-site change
- - - - 1.0
Conflb}ned Combined Combined Combined | Combined Combined unit
Watercourse type existing L proposed proposed length
existing value change
length length value change 00
Priority habitat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 15 Priority habitat Other rivers and streams Ditches Canals Culvert
Other rivers and streams 0.2 1.8 0.2 0.5 0.0 -1.3
Ditches 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0
Canals 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Culvert 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 On-site existing value B On-site proposed value Off-site existing value B Off-site proposed value Combined unit change On-site existing length M On-site proposed length Off-site existing length m Off-site proposed length Combined length change

Watercourses






Project Name: Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm _ Map Reference:

Area habitat summary

Select a unit
|

" . p Total Net Unit Change 503
A-]1 On-Site Habitat Baseline Total Net % Change
Trading Rulos Satiafied heck trad arie
Existing area habitats Distinctiveness Gondition Strategic significance i Commenta
) . rac basel Bespoke ion agreed for
Area Strategi e Am;:l:-mm Area Area Baseline | b cline nits | Area habitat R T e Habitat reference
Ret Broad Habitat Habitat Type Irreplaceabls habitat j | Distinctiveness | score [ Condiion Score Strategic significance e ignificance Total habitat units " - units - = Units lost habitat User comments Planning authority comments e
=) ignii multplier eahanc retained. | S0 b
High strategic - -
1 Grassland Floodplain wetland mosaic and CFGM No 0.75 High 6 Moderate 2 Formally identified in local strategy 115 ‘Same habitat required = 10.35 0.00 0.00 0.78 10.35
2 Grassland Other neutral grassland No 0 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but not in local [BHECEIELEa R 11 000 000 000 000 000
strategy significance
3 Grassland Modified grassland No 13 e 2 Poor 1 Areajcompensation not in local strategy/no. | Low Strategic 1 ST SR 26.00 000 000 13,00 26.00
local strateay habitat required >
4 Grasland Modified grassland No 314 Low 2 Moderate 2 freclcompensaion ot mlocal nareay/no. | ow Sraegie 1 Same distinctiveness or betier 1256 0.00 0.00 314 1256
‘Condition TArea/compensation not in local strategy/ o | Low Strategic ‘Same distincliveness or better
8 Cropland Cereal crops No 915 Low 2 a 1 - S 1 . 1950 0.00 0.00 915 1950
Condition Area/compensation not in local strategy/no |  Low Strategic
N
[} Cropland Arable field margins tussocky lo 0.26 Medium 4 Assessment N/A 1 local strategy. Significance 1 1.04 0.00 0.00 0.26 1.04
7 | sparsely vegetated land Ruderal/Ephemeral No 0 Low 2 Poor 1 A ea’“’mpensf:é’; ‘S‘z‘a“:(‘:fal strategy/no - (pLOmEiECORe 1 Same distinctivencss or befier 0.00 000 000 000 0.00
8 Urban Bare ground No 003 e 2 Poor 1 Areajcompensation not in local strategy/no | Low Strategic 1 ST S 0.06 000 000 003 006
local strateay habitat required >
9 Urban Developed land; sealed surface No 017 VIow 0 N/A - Other 0 A ea’“’mpensf:é’; ‘S‘z‘a“:(‘:fal strategy/no - (EECBIESOR 1 Compensation Not Required 000 000 000 017 000
10 | Woodland and forest Lowland mixed deciduous woodland No 0 High 6 Moderate 2 Formally identified in local strategy EEheiEsly 115 Same habitat required = 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
11| Woodiand and forest Other woodland; broadleaved No 0.08 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but not inlocal | Medium strategic L1 070 000 000 008 070
strategy significance
12 | Heathland and shrub Mixed scrub No 003 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable butnot inlocal | Medium strategic L1 026 000 000 003 0.26
strategy significance
13 Individual trees Rural tree No 0.18 Medium 4 Good 3 Location ecologically desirable but not inlocal | Medium strategic L1 238 000 000 018 238
strategy significance
8
Tolal habitat area] 2731 72,65 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 213 72,65
Site Area (Excluding ares of Individual Gess, green walls, intertidal hard structures)] 2721
Total area lost (excluding area of individual trees, gresnf 0 0
walls and intertidal hard structures) d
M- o hectares conversion fool: e




Project Name: Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm _ Map Reference:

Area habitat summary

A-2 On-Site Habitat Creation Total Net Unit Change 583
Total Net % Change
Trading Rules Satisfied
Area Check
)
Condition Strat: Temporal multiphier Difficulty mulfipliers Comments
i " . Strategic | Standard time to ’ .| Delay in starting . Final time to Standard . " Difficulty | Habitat units Habitat
Broad Habitat Proposed habitat ” e Rl Final diffio :
Ref PO Scors | Condifion |  Score Strategic significance _.s"f“”“’s significance | target condition H-‘“"'“ & ““3" i i Standard or adj ims to i sy )‘" target difficulty of Applied difficulty multipliar " cmﬁn“iq multiplier | delivered User comments Plaming suthority comments reference
ignitioana ‘multiplier (years) dvancs (years (years) ondition (7821 | uiplier | - creation applied number
High strategic § w Reinstatated habitat with target of reaching
1 Grassland Floodplain wetland mosaic and CFGM 015 High 6 Moderate 2 Formally identified in local strateqy s 115 10 Standard time to target condition applied 0100 High Standard difficulty applied High 033 230 e e
2 Grassland Other neutral grassland 0 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location ecologically "S:'Vab‘e butnotinlocal [IEECIE z“a‘eg‘c 11 5 Standard time to target condition applied 5 0837 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 000 Reinstatated haf"‘a‘ vt ‘a’ge"""‘ reaching
3 Grassland Mocified grassland 94 Low 2 Poor 1 Areajcompensation ‘;:{‘a‘t':r"l strategry/ no local | CRIREEeE S 1 1 Standard time to target condition applied 1 0,965 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 1814 Femnstatated haf"‘a‘ vith ‘a’ge"""‘ reaching
4 Grassland Mocified grassland 214 Low 2 Moderate 2 Areajcompensation ‘;:{‘a‘t':r"l strategry/ no local | CRIRCEeE 1 4 Standard time to target condition applied 4 0867 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 Femnstatated haf"‘a‘ vt ‘a’ge"""‘ reaching
Condition )
Area/compensation ot in local strategy/ nolocal | Low Strategic N Reinstatated habitat with target of reaching
8 Cropland Cereal crops 382 Low 2 Rsse;:nem 1 Sty = 1 1 Standard time to target condition applied 0865 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 731 P ———
Condition
‘Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no local Low Strategic . 1 Reinstatated habitat with target of reaching
6 Cropland Arable field margins tussocky 026 Medium 4 Aasessment 1 e sy 1 1 Standard time to target condition applied 0965 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 100 e e
1 Sparsely vegetated land Ruderal/Ephemeral 0 Low 2 Poor 1 Areajcompensation ‘;:{‘a‘t':r"l strategry/ no local | CRIRCEeE 1 1 Standard time to target condition applied 1 0,965 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 000 Femnstatated haf"‘a‘ vt ‘a’ge"""‘ reaching
8 Urban Bare ground 003 Low 2 Poor 1 Areajcompensation ‘;:{‘a‘t':r"l strategry/ no local | CRIRCEeE 1 1 Standard time to target condition applied 1 0,965 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 006 Femnstatated haf"‘a‘ vt ‘a’ge"""‘ reaching
[ Urban Developed land; sealed surface. 61 Viow 0 N/A - Other 0 Areajcompensation ‘;:{‘a‘t':r"l strategry/ no local | CRIRCEeE 1 0 Standard time to target condition applied 0 1,000 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 000 Femnstatated haf"‘a‘ vt ‘a’ge"""‘ reaching
10 Heathland and shrub Mixed scrub 0 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Formally identified in local strategy High s‘:a‘eg‘c 115 5 Standard time to target condition applied 5 0837 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 000 Relnstatement 3:5:“’1’: a‘e”;’e"“’“s‘y
11 Heathland and shrub Mixed scrub 008 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location ecalogically desirable but not inocel ([iegizs z“a‘eg‘c 11 5 Standard time to target condition applied 5 0837 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 059 Re‘“s‘a‘e“:‘e“‘ 3:5:“’1’: a‘e”;’e"“’“s‘y
12 Heathland and shrub Mixed scrub 003 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location e°°‘°‘-"°*’”s‘;:§fvab‘e butnotinlocal [IEECIE z“a‘eg‘c 11 5 Standard time to target condition applied 5 0837 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 022 Reinstatated haf"‘a‘ vt ‘a’ge"""‘ reaching
Reinstatated habitat with target of reaching
18 Indivicual trees Rural tree. 018 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but st inlocal ([BEImEEEiceic) 11 21 Standard time to target condition applied 21 0382 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 061 | reduced condition as to reach good condition
strategy significance
takes more than 30 vears
Habital creation at Oakendene - location
Location ecologically desirable but not inlocal | Medium strategic ecologically desirable as adjacent to
14 Woodland and forest Other woodland; broadleaved 08 Medium 4 Moderate 2 ool o B L1 15 Standard time to target condition applied 1 0586 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 1418 hedgerows, woodland (including ancient
9 Roateree woodland), lakes, Cowfold Stream catchment
ete
Habitat creation at Oakendene - location
ecologically desirable as adjacen! to
16 Woodland and forest Wet woodland 19 High 6 Moderate 2 Location ew@‘“”;;:f*‘“ble putnotin local Meg‘g“l_""lﬁi‘a’:;g‘c 11 15 Standard time to target condition applied 15 0586 Medium Standard diffiulty applied Medium 067 985 ‘hedgerows, woodland (including ancient
e woodland), lakes, Cowfold Stream catchment
Habial creation at Oakendene - location
ecologically desirable as adjacent to
16 Heathland and shrub Mixed scrub 09 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location ec"‘”‘“”s‘l;:‘?‘“me butnotinlocal [REkEdiLN Z“a‘eg'c 11 5 Standard time to target condition applied 5 0837 Low Standard difficulty applied Low 1 663 ‘hedgerows, woodland (including ancient
9 Roateree woodland), lakes, Cowfold Stream catchment
17 Individual trees Rural tree 15 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location e“"‘”‘“”s‘;:‘?‘;me butnotinlocal. | ediiy Sretege 11 21 Standard time to target condition applied 21 0282 Low Standard diffiulty applied Low 1 504 habitat creation at Oakendene and Bolney
22
Tolal habilat area] 38,89 Total Urits | 6602
Site Avea (Excluding area of individual trees, green walls, imtertidalhard| 5o 0
struotures) -
Seleot a unit Hodiares

M to hectares conversion tool:



Project Name: Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm p Reference;

B-1 On-Site Hedge Baseline

Existing hedgerow habitata

"Toral Net Untt Change 3.7

Trading.

No - check trading summery A

Strategio significance

Habitat type

Length
Gem)

Strategio significance

rotainad

‘Species-rich native hedgerow

00772048

Good

Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy

005965827

Species-rich native hedgerow

01544006

Moderate

Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy

011031654

‘Species-rich native hedgerow

00772048

Poor

Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy

005965827

Native hedgerow

03430124

Moderate

Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy

0284124

Native hedgerow

03439124

Poor

Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy

0284124

Native hedgerow

0.1368631

Poor

Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy

Species-rich native hedgerow with trees

00175466

Good

Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy

0

Species-rich native hedgerow with trees

00350031

Moderate

Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy

001403724

Species-rich native hedgerow with trees

00175466

Poor

Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy

002105585

Native hedgerow with trees

0.1895027

Moderate

Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy

Native hedgerow with trees

0.1895027

Poor

Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy

Line of trees

10769044

Moderate

Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy

Line of trees

00791195

Moderate

Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy




B-2 On-5ite Hedge Creation
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Project Name: Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm  Map Watercourse summary
5 5 Total Net Unit Change -1.34
U
C-1 On-Site WaterC' Baseline Total Net % Change
Trading Rules Satisfied 0 eck trading a
Existing watercourse type Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance Watercourse encroachment Riparian encroachment Esol:lg_'lcal Comments
Required Action aseimne .
to Meet Trading Total Be;}:iofe z:am1 pen.:asg;H
. Strategic . agr or losses o g
Length L . I Strategic s Extent of - Extent of encroachment for - Rules Length Length ; . Units ; ; . Habitat reference
Ref Watercourse type =) Distinctiveness Score Condition Score Strategic significance e sﬁ:}si:;e S Multiplier both bark Multiplier wateu;ci?:rse retained ] Units retained i i Length Lost Units Lost User Comments Planning authority comments ——
Location ecologically desirable but not Dty No Encroachment/ No Same habitat
1 Other rivers and streams 0.12 High 6 Poor 1 o ogicaly strategic 11 No Encroachment 1 1 . 0.79 0.00 0.00 0.12 0.79
inlocal strategy S Encroachment required =
significance
Location ecologically desirable but not s No Encroachment/ No Same habitat
2 Other rivers and streams 0.08 High 6 Moderate 2 oogiealy strategic 1.1 No Encroachment 1 1 . _ 1.06 0.00 0.00 0.08 1.06
inlocal strategy A Encroachment required =
significance
Location ecologically desirable but not Dty No Encroachment/ No Same habitat
3 Ditches 0.02 Medium 4 Poor 1 cogically strategic 11 No Encroachment 1 1 P 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.09
inlocal strategy S Encroachment required =
significance
4
5
6
7
8
0.22 1.94 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.22 1.94




Project Name: Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm Map Reference:

C-2 On-Site WaterC' Creation

Condense / Show Columns Condense / Show Rows
Main Menu

Watercourse summary

Total Net Unit Change

-1.34

Total Net % Change

Trading Rules Satisfied

No - check trading summary A

-68.91%

Proposed habitats Distinctiveness

Condition

Strategic significance

Temporal multiplier

Difficulty multipliers

‘Watercourse encroachment

Riparian encroachment

Length
(km)

Ref Watercourse type Distinctiveness Score

Condition

Score

Strategic significance

Strategic significance

Strategic
significance
multiplier

Standard Time to
target condition
(years)

Habitat created in
advance (years)

Delay in starting
habitat creation

Standard or adjusted

time to target condition
(years)

Final time to target
condition (years)

Final Time to
target multiplier

Standard
difficulty of
creation

Applied difficulty
multiplier

Final difficulty of
creation

Difficulty
multiplier
applied

Extent of

S Multiplier

Extent of
encroachment for both
banks

Multiplier

‘Watercourse units
delivered

Comments

User comments

Planning authority comments

Habitat
reference
number

1 Other rivers and streams 0.12 High 6

Poor

Location ecologically desirable but not
in local strateqy

Medium strategic
sigmificance

Standard time to target
condition applied

0.965

High

Standard difficulty
applied

High

0.33

No Encroachment 1

No Encroachment/ No
Encroachment

0.25

2 0.08 High 6

Other rivers and streams

Moderate

Location ecologically desirable but not
in local strategy

Medium strategic
significance

Standard time to target
condition applied

0.837

High

Standard difficulty
applied

High

0.33

No Encroachment 1

No Encroachment/ No
Encroachment

0.29

Ditches 0.02 Medium 4

Poor

Location ecologically desirable but not
in local strateqy

Medium strategic
sigmificance

Standard time to target
condition applied

0.965

Medium

Standard difficulty
applied

Medium

0.67

No Encroachment 1

No Encroachment/ No
Encroachment

0.06




0.22

0.60




The Statutory Biodiversity Metric

Start page
Project details
Planning authority: Mid-Sussex District Council
Project name: Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm
Applicant: Rampion Extension Development Ltd
Application type: Development Consent Order
Planning application reference:
Completed by: ‘Alan Kirby
Date of metric completion: 17 April 2024
Reviewer: Craig Brookes
Caloulation iteration:
Planning authority reviewer:
Date of planning authority Teview: Results
Target % net gain: 10%
Ireplaceable habitat present at baseline:
c "‘i;ﬁ;’x“mmmgme’;?c b 468 Irreplaceable habitat site area (hectares): 0.00
Total off-site area - including irreplaceable N/A Irreplaceable habitat area off-site NA
habitat area (hectares): (hectares):
Cell style conventions
Attention required
Input error/rules and princi not met e
Use of this cell is not opriate
Enter data
‘Automatic lookup .
Result
On-site baseline map On-site post intervention map l T J
On-site baseline reference number Ox-site post-intervention map ‘ence aumber
Off-site baseline map l Insert J Off-site post intervention map l Insert J

Off-site baseline map reference number Off-site post-intervention reference number



Start here‘l
p—

n-site
baseline

A-] On-site
Area Habitat
Baseline

=

B-1
On-site Hedge
Baseline

The Statutory Biodiversity Metric

Main menu

Technical data

Tree helper

T, Number of trees and area (ha) for each condition state
Poor Area Moderate | Area Good Area
/' Small 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Medium 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
lLarge 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
l Results J Very large 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Total [ 0.0000 [ 0.0000 0 0.0000

N

On-site Area
Habitat Creation

B-2 On-site
Hedge Creation

C-2 On-site
‘Watercourse
Creation

PN

On-site post development

A-3 On-site Area
Habitat
Enhancement

=

B-3 On-site Hedge
Enhancement

C-3 On-site
Watercourse
Enhancement

~n
~a

\ "/Off—site baseline

D-1
Off-site
Area Habitat Baseline

E-1
Off-site Hedge
Baseline

F-1
Off-site Watercourse
Baseline

Off-site post development

D-2 Off-site Area
Habitat Creation

=

E-2 Off-site Hedge
Creation

F-2 Off-site
Watercourse Creation

D-3 Off-site Area Habitat
Enhancement

E-3 Off-site Hedge
Enhancement

F-3 Off-site Watercourse
Enhancement
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Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm
Headline Results

Scroll down for final results A

Return to
results menu

Total net % change

(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement)

Habitat units

Hedgerow units

Watercourse units

-14.74%

-1.40%

0.00%

Trading rules satisfied?

Unit Type Target Baseline Units Units Required
Habitat units 10.00% 11.70 12.87
Hedgerow units 10.00% 2.99 3.29
Watercourse units 10.00% 0.00 0.00

No - Check Trading Summaries A

Unit Deficit
90
0
0.00

Input errors/rule breaks present in metric A

Habitat units 11.70
On-site baseline Hedgerow units 2.99
Watercourse units 0.00
X X . Habitat units 9.98
On-site post-intervention Hedgerow s 217
(Including habitat retention, creation & enhancement) A 0.00
X Habitat units -1.73 -14.74% On-site net gain is less than target set A
OH_SH‘e net Change Hedgerow units -0.22 -1.40% On-site net gain is less than target set A

(units & percentage) Watercourse units 0.00 0.00%
Habitat units 0.00
Off-site baseline Hedgerow units 0.00
Watercourse units 0.00
. ) . Habitat units 0.00
Off—31te post-intervention Hedgerow units 0.00
(Including habitat retention, creation & enhancement) S 0.00

. Habitat units 0.00 0.00%

Off-site net change Hedgerow units 0.00 0.00%

(units & percentage) Watercourse units 0.00 0.00%
. . Habitat units -1.713
| Combmed net unit ch_ange Hedgerow units 0.22
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement) oo miiiE 0.00
Habitat units 0.00
Spatial risk multiplier (SRM) deductions Hedgerow units 0.00
Watercourse units 0.00
) Habitat units -1.73
Total net unit change Hedgerow units 022

(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement) ,

Watercourse units 0.00

Total net gain achieved is less than target set A

Total net gain achieved is less than target set A

No additional watercourse units required to meet target v/
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Project Name: Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm _Map Reference:
A-2 On-Site Habitat Creation

Area habitat summary

Total Net Unit Change

-1.13

Conden:

Total Net % Change

Trading Rules Satisfied

Area Check

-14.74%

Post infervention habitats

Ref

Broad Habitat

Proposed habitat

Distincfr Condition

Difficulty mulfipliers

Comments

Area
(hectares)

Distinctivensss Scare Condition Score

Strategic significance

Strategic
significance

Standard

time to

target condition
(years)

Habitat created in

advance (years) | Debitat creation

(years)

Delay in starting

Stendard or adjusted tims to target condition

Final time 10 target
condition (ysars)

Final time to
*

arget
multiplier

Applied difficulty rmultiplier

Final diffioulty
of creation

Habitat units
delivered

User comments

Plamning suthority comments

Habitat
reference
number

assland

Floodplain wetland mosaic and

High 6 Moderate 2 Form:

High strategic

me to target condition applied

High

ied

High

Rei

ated habitat with target of reaching
oncition as current

Other neutral grassland

Medium 4 Moderate 2

Location ec

olg

me to target condition applied

Low

ied

Low

Relnstatated habitat with target of reaching

fie:

assland

Area/compe

nsation not in local strategy/ no local

Low Strategic
Simificance

me to target o

dition applied

0965

Low

Standa

ity appl

Low

Reinstat

iified grassland

‘Arealcompe

2 Moderate 2

ns local strategy/ no local

Low Strategic
Siomificance

Standard time to target condition applied

0867

Low

Standard difficulty applied

Low

Cropland

Cereal crops

Arealcompe

notinlocal strategy/ no local
strategy

Low Strategic
Significance

Standard time to target condition applied

Low

Standard difficulty applied

Low

Reinstatated habitat with target of reaching
dition as curr

Cropland

ble field margins tus

Hrealc:

not in local strategy/ no local

strategy

Low Strategic

‘Standard time to target condition applied

Low

Standard difficulty applied

Low

habitat with target of reaching
ondition as current

ly vegetated land

Ruderal/Ephemeral

‘Arealcompe

nsa local strategy/ no local

ndard time to target condition applied

0,965

Low

Standard difficulty applied

Low

sted habitat with target of reaching
g

n as curn

Urban

Bare ground

‘Arealcompe

ns local strategy/ no local

Low Strategic

Simificance

‘Standard time to target condition applied

0,965

Low

Standard dif

y applied

Low

Reinstatated habitat with target of reach:
ondition as curr

ViLow 0 N/A - Other 0 Areacompe

ns local strategy/ no local

Low Strategic
Simificance

indard

me to target condition applied

1.000

Low

Standard

difficulty app

Low

Reinstatated habitat with target of reaching

Medium 4 Moderate 2 Form

iy ide

strategy

High strategic
cance

‘Standard time to target condition applied

0837

Low

Standard difficulty applied

Low

Mixed

Location e

4 Moderate 2

olo able but not in 1o

cance

andard

to target condition applied

0837

Low

andard dif

y appl

Low

Mixed

Medium 4 Moderate 2

Location ect

olo able but not in 1o

Medium strategic
cmificance

‘Standard time to target condition applied

0837

Low

Standard difficulty applied

Low

007

Rural tree

Medium Moderate 2

Location ec

olo able but not in 1o

Medium strategic
significance

Standard

arget condition applied

Low

Standard difficulty applied

Low

000

BIEB[BB[R B[R BS2]E

15 |5 [

Tolal habitat ares]

456

Site Area (Excluding area of individual trees, green walls, intertidal hardl oo |

M? to hectares conversion to

[ Seteot a unit |

Heclares T ME ]
I

Total Uits




Project Name: Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm  Map Reference: Hedgerow summary
. 3 Total Net Unit Change [ -0.22
B-1 On-Site Hedge Baseline Total Net % Change e
Trading Rules Satisfied No - check trading summary A
Condense / Show Columns Condense / Show Rows
Existing hedgerow habitats Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance Egologhzfal Comments
Swategic | Fequired Adtion to = Habitat
Meet Trading Rules i i
Ref Hedge Habitat type Length Distinctiveness Score Condition Score Strategic significance Strategic significance | significance 9 hedgerow Len.gth Length Un}ts Units Length Units lost User comments Planning authority comments reference
number (km) .o X retained enhanced | retained | enhanced lost
multiplier units number
1 Species-rich native hedgerow 0.02332 Medium 4 Good 3 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy e e 1.1 S SIS 031 0.01802 0.24 0.00 0.01 0.07
significance band or better
2 Species-rich native hedgerow 0.04664 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy Ve g 1.1 e G 0.41 0.03604 0.32 0.00 0.01 0.09
significance band or better
3 Species-rich native hedgerow 0.02332 Medium 4 Poor 1 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy e e 1.1 S SIS 0.10 0.01802 0.08 0.00 0.01 0.02
significance band or better
4 Native hedgerow 0.10388 Low 2 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy Ve g 1.1 e G 0.46 0.0636 0.28 0.00 0.04 0.18
significance band or better
5 Native hedgerow 0.10388 Low 2 Poor 1 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strateqy e e 11 S SIS 0.23 0.0636 0.14 0.00 004 | 009
significance band or better
6 Native hedgerow 0.04134 Low 2 Poor 1 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy Ve g 1.1 e G 0.09 0.02968 0.07 0.00 0.01 0.03
significance band or better
. . . . . . . . . Medium strategic
7 Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 0.0053 High 6 Good 3 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy i — 1.1 0.10 0.00424 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.02
8 Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 0.0106 High 6 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy Me;‘;ﬁiz:;igm 1.1 0.14 0.00636 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.06
9 Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 0.0053 High 6 Poor 1 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy Meig;?;igj;eegw 1.1 0.03 0.00424 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.01
10 Native hedgerow with trees 0.05724 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy Ve g 1.1 e G 0.50 0.02332 0.21 0.00 0.03 0.30
significance band or better
11 Native hedgerow with trees 0.05724 Medium 4 Poor 1 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy e e 1.1 S SIS 0.25 0.02332 0.10 0.00 0.03 0.15
significance band or better
12 Line of trees 0.07595 Low 2 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy Ve EiiEg e 1.1 St AT 0.33 0.06541 0.29 0.00 0.01 0.05
significance band or better
13 Line of trees 0.00858 Low 2 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but not in local strategy WG SEiEge 1.1 T CHEMISEsE 0.02 0.00465 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00
significance band or better
14
15
16
17
18
0.56 2.99 0.36 0.00 1.93 0.00 0.20 1.06




Project Name: Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm _ Map Reference:

B-2 On-Site Hedge Creation

Hedgerow summary
T

No - ohieck trading summary A

Proposed habitata

Condition

Strategio significance

Tempora! multplior

Difcuity Hek multpliers

OCommenta

hedge
mmbar

Habitat type

Length
(cm)

Distinotiveass

Gondition | Saore

Birategio significance

Btrategio
signifioance

Standard Time lo
target condifion
fvears)

‘Habifat areated in
advanoe (years)

‘Delay in atarting
‘habitat areation

Comars)

target condition

R o
conliton (years)

Final time o

Standard
difiutty of

areation

Appiisd. diffiulty
‘muliplisr

Final
difiutty of
areation

‘Diffioulty
‘muliplier
anoiien

g
deliversd

User comments

Planning authority comments

numbar

Spec

s-rich native hedgerow

Medium

clogicall d

Medium srategic
aignificance.

Standard time to taxget condition

Standard il
jed

Low

Spec

s-vich native hecgerow

Medtm

Medium strategic

Standard time to target concltion

Standard difculty

pled

Spec

s-vich native heclgerow

Medtm

ble

Medium strategic

Standard time to target concition

Standiard cific
pled

ble

Medium strategic

Standard time to target concition

Standiard diffic
pled

ble

Medium strategic

Standard time to target concition

Standiard diffic
pled

ble

Medium strategic

Standard time to target concition

Standiard diffic

pled

pecies-¢

h native hes vith tres

High

Medium strategic

significance.

Standard time to target concition
applied

Standiard diffic
appled

pecies-¢

h native hes

High

Medium strategic

Standard time to target concition

Standiard diffic

pled

pecies-¢

h native hes

High

Medium strategic

Standard time to target concltion

Standiard dific
pled

Medtm

Medium strategic

Standard time to target concition

Standiard diffic
pled

Medtm

Medium strategic

Standard time to target concition
applied

Standiard diffic
pled

Medium strategic

Standard time to target concition

Standiard diffic
appled

ble

Medium strategic

Standard time to target concition

Standiard diffic

pled




Project Name: Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm Map

Watercourse summary

C-1 On-Site WaterC' Baseline

Total Net Unit Change

0.00

Total Net % Change

0.00%

Condense / Show Columns Condense / Show Rows

Trading Rules Satisfied

Yes v

Existing watercourse type

Distinctiveness

Condition

Strategic significance

Watercourse encroachment

Riparian encroachment

Ref Watercourse type

Length
(km)

Distinctiveness

Score

Condition

Score

Strategic significance

Strategic
significance

Strategic
significance
multiplier

Extent of

encroachment Ruloney

Extent of encroachment for
both banks

Multiplier

Required Action
to Meet Trading
Rules

Ecological
baseline

Total
watercourse
units

Length
retained

Length
enhanced

Units retained

Units
enhanced

Length Lost

Units Lost

Bespoke compensation
agreed for losses of VHDH

Comments

User Comments

Planning authority comments

Habitat reference
number

1 Other rivers and streams

High

Poor

Location ecologically desirable but not
in local strategy

Medium
strategic
significance

1.1

No Encroachment 1

No Encroachment/ No
Encroachment

Same habitat
required =

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

2 Other rivers and streams

High

Moderate

Location ecologically desirable but not
in local strategy

Medium
strategic
significance

No Encroachment 1

No Encroachment/ No
Encroachment

Same habitat
required =

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

3 Ditches

Medium

Poor

Location ecologically desirable but not
in local strategy

Medium
strategic
significance

No Encroachment 1

No Encroachment/ No
Encroachment

Same habitat
required =

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

100

101

102

103

104

108

106

107

108

109

110

111

113

114

118

116

117

118

119

120

121

123

124

125




0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00




Project Name: Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm Map Reference:

C-2 On-Site WaterC' Creation

Condense / Show Columns Condense / Show Rows
Main Menu

Watercourse summary

Total Net Unit Change

0.00

Total Net % Change

0.00%

Trading Rules Satisfied

Yes v

Proposed habitats Distinctiveness

Condition

Strategic significance

Temporal multiplier

Difficulty multipliers

‘Watercourse encroachment

Riparian encroachment

Length
(km)

Ref Watercourse type Distinctiveness Score

Condition

Score

Strategic significance

Strategic significance

Strategic
significance
multiplier

Standard Time to
target condition
(years)

Delay in starting
habitat creation
(years)

Habitat created in
advance (years)

Standard or adjusted
time to target condition

Final time to target
condition (years)

Final Time to
target multiplier

Standard
difficulty of
creation

Applied difficulty
multiplier

Final difficulty of
creation

Difficulty
multiplier
applied

Extent of

S Multiplier

Extent of
encroachment for both
banks

Multiplier

‘Watercourse units
delivered

Comments

User comments

Planning authority comments

Habitat
reference
number

1 Other rivers and streams 0 High 6

Poor

Location ecologically desirable but not
in local strateqy

Medium strategic
sigmificance

Standard time to target
condition applied

0.965

High

Standard difficulty
applied

High

0.33

No Encroachment 1

No Encroachment/ No
Encroachment

0.00

2 0 High 6

Other rivers and streams

Moderate

Location ecologically desirable but not
in local strategy

Medium strategic
significance

Standard time to target
condition applied

0.837

High

Standard difficulty
applied

High

0.33

No Encroachment 1

No Encroachment/ No
Encroachment

0.00

Ditches 0 Medium 4

Poor

Location ecologically desirable but not
in local strateqy

Medium strategic
sigmificance

Standard time to target
condition applied

0.965

Medium

Standard difficulty
applied

Medium

0.67

No Encroachment 1

No Encroachment/ No
Encroachment

0.00




0.00

0.00




The Statutory Biodiversity Metric

Start page

Project details
Planning authority: South Downs National Park Authority
Project name: Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm
Applicant: Rampion Extension Development Ltd
Application type: Development Consent Order
Planning application reference:
Completed by: ‘Alan Kirby
Date of metric completion: 17 April 2024
Reviewer: Craig Brookes
Calculation iteration:
Planning authority reviewer:
Date of planning authority review:
Target % net gain: 10%
Irreplaceable habitat present at baseline:
Total site area - including irreplaceable @ a
S (hmg: 115.86 Irreplaceable habitat site area (hectares): 0.00
Total off-site area - including irreplaceable NA Irreplaceable habitat area off-site NA
habitat area (hectares): (hectares):
Cell style conventions
Attention required
Input error/rules and princi not met
Use of this cell is not opriate
Enter data
Automatic lookup
Result

On-site baseline map

On-site baseline reference number

Off-site baseline map

On-site post intervention map l Insert J
Ox-site post-ervention map ‘ence number
[ Insert J Off-site post intervention map l Insert J

Off site baseline map reference mumber

Off-site post-intervention reference number



Start here‘l
p—

n-site
baseline

A-] On-site
Area Habitat
Baseline

=

B-1
On-site Hedge
Baseline

The Statutory Biodiversity Metric

Main menu

Technical data

Tree helper

T, Number of trees and area (ha) for each condition state
Poor Area Moderate | Area Good Area
/' Small 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Medium 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
lLarge 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
l Results J Very large 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
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Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm
Headline Results
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Total net % change

(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement)

Habitat units

Hedgerow units

Watercourse units

Trading rules satisfied?

No - Check Trading Summaries A

-6.52%

-8.41%

-63.12%

Unit Type Target Baseline Units Units Required
Habitat units 10.00% 274.00 301.40
Hedgerow units 10.00% 16.96 18.66
Watercourse units 10.00% 0.70 0.71

Input errors/rule breaks present in metric A

Unit Deficit

Habitat units 274.00
On-site baseline Hedgerow units 16.96
Watercourse units 0.70
X X . Habitat units 256.13
On-site post-intervention Hedgerow s 15.53
(Including habitat retention, creation & enhancement) A 0.26
X Habitat units -17.87 -6.52% On-site net gain is less than target set A
On_ Slte net Change Hedgerow units -1.43 -8.41% On-site net gain is less than target set A
(units & percentage) Watercourse units -0.44 -83.12% On-site net gain is less than target set A
Habitat units 0.00
Off-site baseline Hedgerow units 0.00
Watercourse units 0.00
. ) . Habitat units 0.00
Off-site post-intervention Hedgerow units 0.00
(Including habitat retention, creation & enhancement) S 0.00
. Habitat units 0.00 0.00%
Off—Slte net Change Hedgerow units 0.00 0.00%
(units & percentage) Watercourse units 0.00 0.00%
. . Habitat units -11.87
| Combmed net unit ch_ange Hedgerow units 143
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement) oo miiiE 0.44
Habitat units 0.00
Spatial risk multiplier (SRM) deductions Hedgerow units 0.00
Watercourse units 0.00
) Habitat units -17.87
Total net unit change Hedgerow units 143
(Including all on-site & off-site habitat retention, creation & enhancement) ,
Watercourse units -0.44

Total net gain achieved is less than target set A

Total net gain achieved is less than target set A

Total net gain achieved is less than target set A




Project Name: Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm Map Reference: Area habitat summary
B B : Total Net Unit Change -17.87
A-1 On-Site Habitat Baseline Total Net % Change
ing Rules Satisfied 0 e ading arie
Existing area habitats Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance Eg:;‘;‘—‘_;‘::l Comments
i Required Action {o Meet Trading Bespoke compen.sal?cn agreed for
Area Strategic Hlizizgls Rules Area Area  |Baseline units| Baseline units | Area habitat LI VH?lI:bm SEaetl Habitat reference
. . q D e L . . . . itat . .
Ref Broad Habitat Habitat Type Irreplaceable habitat e Distinctiveness | Score Condition Score Strategic significance siqnificance s::u]ﬁ;&lsi.r:;e Total habitat units retained enhanced ——— o lost Units lost User comments Planning authority comments .
. . y . . . High strategic ) R
1 Grassland Floodplain wetland mosaic and CFGM No 0 High 6 Moderate 2 Formally identified in local strategy sionificance 1.15 Same habitat required = 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
2 Grassland Other neutral grassland No 0.92 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but not in local Med.“’,“ CUEyS 1.1 8.10 0.00 0.00 0.92 8.10
strategy significance
3 Grassland Modified grassland No 51.08 Low 2 Poor 1 Area/compensation not in local strateqy/no | IETCRISIZIEIE 1 e Gl WEmess @ e 102.16 0.00 0.00 5108 102.16
local strategy Significance habitat required >
4 Crassland Modified grassland No 12.77 Low 2 Moderate 2 Area/compensation not in local strategy/no | BRECHISIESS 1 s CiReiERess er Boier 51.08 0.00 0.00 12.77 51.08
local strategy Significance habitat required >
Condition Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no Low Strategic Same distinctiveness or better
5 Cropland Cereal crops No 48.18343903 Low 2 Assessment N/A 1 local strateqy SHemiezmee 1 e 96.37 0.00 0.00 48.18 96.37
. . Condition Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no Low Strategic
6 Cropland Arable field margins tussocky No 1.239290679 Medium 4 Assessment N/A 1 local strategy e . 1 4.96 0.00 0.00 1.24 4.96
Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no Low Strategic Same distinctiveness or better
7 Sparsely vegetated land Ruderal/Ephemeral No 0 Low 2 Poor 1 local strateqy SHemiezmee 1 e 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
8 Urban Bare ground No 0.220087245 Low 2 Poor 1 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no ng Sﬁategw 1 Same dlstTnchvene‘ss or better 0.44 0.00 0.00 0.22 0.44
local strategy Significance habitat required >
9 Urban Developed land; sealed surface No 0.163386523 V.Low 0 N/A - Other 0 Area/compensation not in local strategy/ no ng Skate@c 1 Compensation Not Required 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.00
local strategy Significance
10 | Woodland and forest Lowland mixed deciduous woodland No 0.06 High 6 Moderate 2 Formally identified in local strateqy H;?f‘ﬂféf‘ﬂ:gem 1.15 Sarme habitat required = 0.83 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.83
11 | Woodland and forest Other woodland; broadleaved No 0.26461183 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location ecclogically desirable butnot inlocal. | Medium strategic 11 2.33 0.00 0.00 0.26 2.33
strategy significance
12 | Heathland and shrub Mixed scrub No 0186 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but not in locel. | REdLEEEESoY 11 6.69 0.00 0.00 0.76 6.69
strategy significance
13 Individual trees Rural tree No 0.08 Medium 4 Good 3 Location ecologically desirable but not inlocal | Medium strategic 11 1.06 0.00 0.00 0.08 1.06
strategy significance
14
18
16
17
18
Total habitat areal 115.74 274.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 115.74 274.00
Site Area (Excluding area of individual trees, green walls, intertidal hard structures; 115.66
Total area lost (excluding area of individual trees, green NiEGE
walls and intertidal hard structures) .
Select a unit Hectares M

M? to hectares conversion tool:
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Project Name: Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm Map Reference:

Hedgerow summary

B-2 On-Site Hedge Creation

Total Net Unit Change

Total Net % Change

Trading Rules Satisfied No - check trading summary A

Proposed habitats Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance Temporal multiplier Difficulty risk multipliers Comments
Hedge units
New ] Strategic | Standard Time to - - ] ] ] ] ] N Standard o] (T ] Difficulty | delivered Habitat
Ref hedge Habitat type B || Brieiveee | S || Geonden || S Strategic significance liwiegjls et || (oo o || el iEeim | DRk || Bieskl er ezl i i | Meliiepioimgs | Ml || g o || AR chitemy |l i) e User comments Planning authority comments reference
(km) significance P advance (years) |habitat creation (years) condition condition (years) |target multiplier . multiplier of creation 2
number multiplier (years) creation applied number
1 Species-rich native hedgerow 0.024057 Medium 4 Good 3 Location ecologically desirable but not in local Meq.m.rp strategic 11 12 Standard time to Farget condition 12 0652 Low Standard Fi.l.fﬁculty Low 1 021
strategy significance applied applied
2 Species-rich native hedgerow 0048114 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but not in local Meq.m.rp strategic 11 5 Standard time to Farget condition 5 0837 Low Standard Fi.l.fﬁculty Low 1 035
strategy significance applied applied
3 Species-rich native hedgerow 0.024057 Medium 4 Poor 1 Location ecologically desirable but not in local Meq.m.rp strategic 11 1 Standard time to Farget condition 1 0965 Low Standard Fi.l.fﬁculty Low 1 0.10
strategy significance applied applied
4 Native hedgerow 0.1828332 Low 2 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but not in local Meq.m.rp strategic 11 5 Standard time to Farget condition 5 0837 Low Standard Fi.l.fﬁculty Low 1 067
strategy significance applied applied
5 Native hedgerow 0.1828332 Low 2 Poor 1 Location ecologically desirable but not in local Meq.m.rp strategic 11 1 Standard time to Farget condition 1 0965 Low Standard Fi.l.fﬁculty Low 1 039
strategy significance applied applied
6 Native hedgerow 0.0529254 Low 2 Poor 1 Location ecologically desirable but not in local Meq.m.rp strategic 11 1 Standard time to Farget condition 1 0965 Low Standard Fi.l.fﬁculty Low 1 011
strategy significance applied applied
7 Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 0.0048114 High 6 Good 3 Location ecologically desirable but not in local Meq.m.rp strategic 11 20 Standard time to Farget condition 20 0490 Low Standard Fi.l.fﬁculty Low 1 005
strategy significance applied applied
8 Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 00192456 High 6 Moderate PRl| [oc2tion ecologically desirable but not in local [[RECIICEREEES 11 10 Btz T (0 {EvEps! Eemeitem 10 0.700 ey Sttmdaeel ety e 1 0.18
strategy significance applied applied
9 Species-rich native hedgerow with trees 0.0048114 High 6 Poor 1 Location ecologically desirable but not in local Meq.m.rp strategic 11 1 Standard time to Farget condition 1 0965 Low Standard Filfﬁculty Low 1 003
strategy significance applied applied
10 Native hedgerow with trees 0.1539648 Medium 4 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but not in local Mec.hmin strategic 11 10 Standard time to Farget condition 10 0.700 Low Standard f:h.ﬂiculty Low 1 0.95
strategy significance applied applied
11 Native hedgerow with trees 0.1539648 Medium 4 Poor 1 Location ecologically desirable but not in local Mec.hmin strategic 11 1 Standard time to Farget condition 1 0.965 Low Standard f:h.ﬂiculty Low 1 065
strategy significance applied applied
12 Line of trees 0.2270664 Low 2 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but not in local Mec.hmin strategic 11 20 Standard time to Farget condition 20 0.490 Low Standard f:h.ﬂiculty Low 1 0.49
strategy significance applied applied
13 Line of trees 0.0129888 Low 2 Moderate 2 Location ecologically desirable but not in local Mec.hmin strategic 11 20 Standard time to Farget condition 20 0.490 Low Standard f:h.ﬂiculty Low 1 0.03
strategy significance applied applied




Project Name: Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm  Map Watercourse summary
5 5 Total Net Unit Change -0.44
U
C-1 On-Site WaterC' Baseline Total Net % Change
Trading Rules Satisfied 0 eck trading a
Existing watercourse type Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance Watercourse encroachment Riparian encroachment Esol:lg_'lcal Comments
Required Action aseimne .
to Meet Trading Total Be;}:iofe z:am1 pen.:asg;H
. Strategic . agr or losses o g
Length L . I Strategic s Extent of - Extent of encroachment for - Rules Length Length ; . Units ; ; . Habitat reference
Ref Watercourse type =) Distinctiveness Score Condition Score Strategic significance e sﬁ:}si:;e S Multiplier both bark Multiplier wateu;ci?:rse retained ] Units retained i i Length Lost Units Lost User Comments Planning authority comments ——
Location ecologically desirable but not Dty No Encroachment/ No Same habitat
1 Other rivers and streams 0 High 6 Poor 1 o ogicaly strategic 11 No Encroachment 1 1 o 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
inlocal strategy S Encroachment required =
significance
Location ecologically desirable but not s No Encroachment/ No Same habitat
2 Other rivers and streams 0.04 High 6 Moderate 2 oogiealy strategic 1.1 No Encroachment 1 1 . _ 0.53 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.53
inlocal strategy A Encroachment required =
significance
Location ecologically desirable but not Dty No Encroachment/ No Same habitat
3 Ditches 0.04 Medium 4 Poor 1 cogically strategic 11 No Encroachment 1 1 P 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.18
inlocal strategy S Encroachment required =
significance
4
5
6
7
8
0.08 0.70 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.70




Project Name: Rampion 2 Offshore Wind Farm  Map Reference:

Lt -Si 0 i ‘Watercourse summary
C-2 On-Site WaterC' Creation e I .

Total Net % Change 63.12%

Trading Rules Satisfied o eck trading summa

Proposed habitats Distinctiveness Condition Strategic significance Temporal multiplier Difficulty multipliers Watercourse encroachment Riparian encroachment Comments

Wetercourse
Delay in starting ) — Finel Timeto |  Stendard o o Difficutty Extert of e Habitat
ﬁmsmw 'd &= ad’“:‘i:zn Bl m‘?'ﬁm‘e'z’ “’9‘;“ target diffcutyor | APplieddifficulty ( Finaldifficulty | ey Erxm‘ o Multiplier | encroachmentfor | Multiplier User comments Planning authority comments reference

DDERTEET oom¢ years, multiplier creation applied G e both banks number

Strategic | Standerd Time to : )
Lﬁm”g'h) Distinctiveneas Score | Condition | Score Strategic significance Strategio significance | significance | target condition | FaPiatcreatedin | i oreation

Ref ‘Watercourse type o advance (years)
mmultiplier (years) (years)

multiplier of crestion

Location ecological

sirable butnot|  Medium strategic
av

eams 0 High 6 Poor

High High No Encroachment 1

inlocal s

2 ] 00s High Moderate 7 Location ecolog rable butnot|  Medium strategic wil 5
Other rivers and streams in local strateav.

5 0837 High e ] High 033 No Encroachment 1

applied

Location ecologically desirable butnot|  Medium strategic
0.04 Medium 4 Poor oeaton ey able butne s Wil Medium 0.67 No Encroachment 1
av sicmifican

Encroachment




g Rampion 2

WIND FARM




