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GN40: BREEAM, CEEQUAL, HQM Ecology
Assessment Issues Reporting Template

Applicability of this Guidance Note (GN) to the BREEAM Family of Schemes
(BREEAM, CEEQUAL, HQM)

This guidance note is applicable for BREEAM, CEEQUAL and HQM schemes used in the UK which opened for registrations from 2018
onwards.

The relevance of this document to a project undergoing an assessment under any of these schemes is dependent on the version of
the scheme being used. Reference should be made to the scheme Technical manual and specifically the assessment issue content to
determine this. Where the assessment criteria do not align the information set out here is not relevant and cannot be used as a tool for
demonstrating compliance with the assessment criteria in those versions of those schemes.

Where the term Assessor is used in this document this refers to the BREEAM, CEEQUAL or HQM Assessor as appropriate.

Purpose and Scope of this Guidance Note

The purpose of this guidance note is to help the Assessor relate the information generated during the project to the BREEAM, CEEQUAL or
HQM ecology assessment issues in the scheme being used for assessment. The guidance in this document has been produced to support
the assessment of these issues and should not be interpreted as criteria. Use of this document as a template is optional. If the Assessor
chooses to use the template provided within this guidance note as evidence in the assessment the Assessor, project team member or the
appointed Suitably Qualified Ecologist must complete all relevant sections.

The completed document can then be used by the Assessor along with all relevant project documentation to demonstrate compliance
with the BREEAM, CEEQUAL or HQM criteria.

Evidence Used to Demonstrate Compliance

Evidence does not need to be prepared specifically for the purpose of the BREEAM, CEEQUAL or HQM assessment. Wherever possible
the Assessor should source readily available project information to demonstrate compliance. For this reason, BREEAM is generally not
prescriptive on the type of evidence required, although some issues do require specific documents to be provided.

The Assessor and project team will find that many assessment issues require more than one piece or type of information to demonstrate
compliance with one criterion. However, in some instances, a single piece of information may be sufficient to demonstrate compliance with
multiple criteria.

To help project teams and the Assessor understand how the different types of building information documentation they collate can be
used as evidence at each stage of assessment, the evidence types are grouped broadly into three categories:

1. General evidence type
2. Specific evidence type
3. Other evidence type.

For some assessment issues, the Assessor will require a mix of general and specific evidence types. For more guidance see the ‘Evidence
Requirement’ section of the relevant technical manual.
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Sections in this Document
There are 4 sections (sections A - D) in this document.

1. Section A: Scheme, Assessment Route and Contact Details
+ Section A1: identifies the BREEAM family scheme the project has been assessed under.
+ Section A2: identifies the assessment route that has been used for the project.

+ Section A3 requires details and contact details for the project team member (Route 1 only) or the Ecologist (Route 2 only) and
developer/client.

2. Section B Expertise

 Section B1 requests a list of the organisations / experts which were consulted in support of the assessment of the ecology
assessment issues (Route 1 assessments).

+ Section B2 determines whether the appointed ecologist is ‘suitably qualified” as defined by BREEAM (Route 2 assessments).

3. Section C Information Provided to Support the Assessment of the Ecology Assessment Issues.

This section provides the Assessor with a template to guide the extraction of the necessary information to complete the ecology
assessment of issues and to summarise the evidence being submitted to support achievement of the issue.

» Section C1 should be completed for Route 1 assessments

» Section C2 should be completed for Route 2 assessments

Note: There are four core assessment issues which relate to ecology (exact titles may vary according to scheme):
o ldentifying and understanding the risk and opportunities for the project
o Managing negative impacts on ecology

o Change and enhancement of ecological value
o Long term ecology management and maintenance

4. Section D Signature of Validation

This section requires the signature of the project team member or appointed suitably qualified ecologist as appropriate to the
assessment route for the project.

Please note: it is only the appointed qualified and licensed Assessor who can confirm the award or otherwise of a credit or equivalent for a
BREEAM, CEEQUAL or HQM assessment.

Where the Assessor assists in the completion of this document the project team member (for Route 1 assessments) or the ecologist (for
Route 2 assessments) must completed and sign the final section (D1) to confirm the contents are accurate.
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Section A: Scheme, Assessment Route and Contact Details

Section A1: Information About the Breeam Family Scheme the Development / Project Has Been Assessed Under

1) Please enter the full name of the scheme including version, revision number and year (e.g. Home Quality Mark One v 2.3, 2019) being
assessed against:

2) Please add the project details

BRE project reference number (if known):

Development name: OldhamRoad

Development address:

Section A2: Assessment Route Used for the Development / Project

1. Which assessment route is being used for the project?

Route 1 O Route 2 .

(Project team member) (Ecologist)

Section A3: Contact Details

Project team member details (complete for Route 1 assessments only)

Company name:

Company address:

Contact name:

Project team member report reference (where applicable):

Ecologist's details (complete for Route 2 assessments only)

Company name: PennyAndersonAssociates td

Company address: ParkLea,60 ParkRoad,BuxtonSK176ST

Contact name: Dr SarahRoss

Ecology report reference (where applicable): RefNo.090430(datedNov 2019)
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Developer/Client details (Complete for both Route 1 and Route 2 assessments)

Company name: Mulbury Homes(Central)Limited

Company address: GreatOakFarm,Mag Lane,Lymm, CheshireWA13 0TF

Contact name: Mr JamesAlderson

Section B Expertise
Section B1: Recognised Local Ecological Expertise (Route 1 Only)

Please list the names and websites of the organisations who provided recommendations, specialist input or guidance which supported the
assessment of the site.

Section B2: Ecologist’s Qualifications (Route 2 Only)

1. Do you hold a degree (or equivalent qualification, e.g. N/SVQ level 5) in ecology or a related subject?
Yes . No O

If yes, please provide details

BSc(Hons)Pure& Applied Ecology(University of Sheffield)
PhD WetlandEcology(University of Stirling)

Note: The following degrees might be considered relevant: Ecology, Biological Sciences, Zoology, Botany, Countryside Management,
Environmental Sciences, Marine and Freshwater Management, Earth Sciences, Agriculture, Forestry, Geography, Landscape
Management.
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2. Are you a practising ecologist with a minimum of 3 years relevant experience within the last 5 years?

Yes . No O

If yes, please provide details

Sarahhasbeencarryingout ecologicalresearctandprovidingecologicaladvicefor overtwentyyears,ncludingoverfifteenyearsin consultancySarah
hasworkedfor variousStatutoryNatureConservatiorBodiesandfor ADAS ConsultingLtd beforejoining PennyAndersonAssociated.td (PAA) in
200l1asanecologicalconsultantSheadviseson all key terrestrialhabitatsandprotected/priorityspeciedor arangeof clientsincluding statutory
agenciesytilities companiescommercialdeveloperandprivateclients.SarahholdsNaturalEnglandbatanddormousesurveylicenseqsince2006)
andBatLow ImpactBat Licence(since2015)anda NaturalResource®Valesbatsurveylicence(since2011).SheregularlypreparesMethod Statement

Note: Relevant experience must clearly demonstrate a practical understanding of factors affecting ecology in relation to construction
and the built environment, including, acting in an advisory capacity to provide recommendations for ecological protection, enhancement
and mitigation measures. Examples of relevant experience are: ecological impact assessments; Preliminary Ecological Appraisals (PEA);
Phase 2 habitat and fauna surveys; and habitat creation.

3. Are you bound by a professional code of conduct and subject to peer review*?

Yes . No O

If yes, please provide details including which organisation you are a full member of.

Full Memberof CIEEM since2001
CharteredEnvironmentalis{SocEnv) since20015

*Note: a full member of one of the following organisations is considered to be bound by a professional code of conduct and subject

to peer review: Chartered Institution of Water and Environmental Management (CIWEM), Chartered Institute of Ecology and
Environmental Management (CIEEM), Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment (IEMA); Landscape Institute (Ll), Institute
of Environmental Sciences (IES), Royal Society of Biology; Institute of Environmental Sciences.

Peer review is defined as the process employed by a professional body to demonstrate that potential or current full members maintain
a standard of knowledge and experience required to ensure compliance with a code of conduct and professional ethics.

If 'no” has been answered for any question in Section B2 the requirements for carrying out an assessment using route 2 have not been
met and no credits or points can be awarded for any ecology assessment issues under Route 2.
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Section C: Information Provided to Support the Assessment of the Ecology Issues

General note

When completing entries the level and detail provided should be appropriate to the scope and scale of the project.

Completing text fields in ‘justification, explanatory, why boxes'.

Where the information is available within an existing document simply reference the relevant section of that document (including page
number, section and clause, as applicable). There is no need to repeat the content in the justification, explanation or why boxes if this
already exists elsewhere.

Section C1: Complete For Route 1 Assessments

Assessment Issue: Identifying and Understanding the Risks and Opportunities for the Project or Site

Prerequisite

1. Has the dlient or designated representative (e.g. contractor etc) confirmed that compliance is monitored against all relevant UK and EU
or international legislation relating to the ecology of the site?

Yes O No O

If yes, please provide details on all relevant current UK and EU legislation that relates to the site:

Survey and evaluation

2. Has the BREEAM, CEEQUAL, HQM Ecology Risk Evaluation Checklist been completed?

Yes O No O

Determining the ecological outcomes for the site

3. Have the survey and evaluation criteria been achieved?

Yes O No O

Note: If no, the points below are not available and the assessment issue cannot be achieved.
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4. During Concept Design, did the project team liaise and collaborate with representative stakeholders to identify and consider ecological
outcomes (appropriate to the scale and type of development) for the project?

Yes O No O

If yes, please provide a brief statement explaining how this was done:

5. Was the identification, appraisal and selection of specific solutions, actions and / or measures at a stage that allowed for the early
influence of key project planning decisions?

Yes O No O

Was this done in accordance with the following hierarchy of actions for those applicable for Route 1?
a. avoidance
b. protection

Yes O No O

Please provide a brief statement for each action explaining how this was done / each point (applicable for Route 1) in the hierarchy was
achieved:

Hierarchy of actions What was done?

Avoid

Protect

If yes, please provide a brief statement explaining how this was done:

Were any sections or items listed in the methodology corresponding to this point deemed not appropriate due to the nature and scale of
the project?

Yes O No O
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If yes please list these and provide a brief statement explaining why they were deemed not appropriate:

Which sections or items Why not appropriate

6. Where the assessor has determined that the related set of criteria is applicable, were the wider site sustainability-related activities and
the potential for ecosystem service related benefits also considered when determining the ecological outcome for the site?

Yes O No O

If yes, please provide a brief statement explaining how this was done:

Were any sections or items listed in the methodology corresponding to this point deemed not appropriate due to the nature and scale of
the project?

Yes O No O

If yes please list these and provide a brief statement explaining why they were deemed not appropriate:

Which sections or items Why not appropriate
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Evidence submission

Evidence is required to support the above statements and confirm compliance with this assessment issue. See the beginning of this GN for
guidance about evidence types acceptable to submit.

Please record the project specific information relevant for demonstrating compliance with this assessment issue. Include an appropriate
reference, such as ID number or document title, for each document:

Description Reference or Title

Assessment Issue: Managing negative impacts on ecology

Prerequisite

1. Has the following been achieved?
a. The Identifying and understanding the risks and opportunities for the project or site assessment issue?

b. Has the client or designated representative (e.g. contractor etc)) confirmed that compliance is monitored against all relevant UK and
EU or international legislation relating to the ecology of the site?

Yes O No O

If yes, please provide details on all relevant current EU and UK legislation that relates to the site:
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Planning, liaison, implementation, data

2. Were roles and responsibilities clearly defined, allocated and implemented to support successful delivery of project outcomes at an early
enough stage to the ecological outcomes on the site by influencing the project brief and concept design stages?

Yes O No O

If yes, please provide a brief statement explaining how this was done:

3. Were site preparation and construction works planned for and implemented at an early project stage to optimise benefits and outputs?
Yes O No O

If yes, please provide a brief statement explaining how this was done:

4. Did the project team liaise and collaborate with representative stakeholders, taking into consideration data collated and shared,
implement solutions, and measures selected, during site preparation and construction works?

Yes O No O

If yes, please list these and provide a brief statement explaining how this was achieved
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Managing negative impacts of the site / project

5. Were negative impacts from site preparation and construction works managed according to the hierarchy set out within the
methodology for the relevant assessment scheme via one of the following?

Avoidance of negative impacts on habitats and features of ecological value on the site. Yes O No O
or

Avoidance of negative impacts, protect habitats and features of ecological value from damage in accordance
with best practice guidelines during development works. ves O No O

For the option selected, please provide a brief statement explaining how this was done;

Were any sections or items listed in the methodology corresponding to this point deemed not appropriate due to the nature and scale of
the project?

Yes O No O

If yes please list these and provide a brief statement explaining why they were deemed not appropriate:

Which sections or items Why not appropriate
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Evidence submission
Evidence is required to support the above statements and confirm compliance with this assessment issue. See the beginning of this GN for
guidance about evidence types acceptable to submit.

Please record the project specific information relevant for demonstrating compliance with this assessment issue. Include an appropriate
reference, such as ID number or document title, for each document:

Description Reference or Title

Assessment issue: Change and Enhancement of Ecological Value Assessment Issue
Project / site overview

1. Please provide a brief description of the site being developed making clear features of the site which can be classified as linear (foliage
and watercourse) and area based habitats.

Prerequisite

1. Has the following been achieved?
a. The Managing the negative impacts on ecology site “assessment issue”?

b. Has the client or designated representative (e.g. contractor etc) confirmed that compliance is monitored against all relevant UK and
EU or international legislation relating to the ecology of the site?

Yes O No O

If yes, please provide details on all relevant current EU and UK legislation that relates to the site:
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Change and enhancement of ecology

2. Did the project team, liaising and collaborating with representative stakeholders and taking into consideration data collated and shared,
implement locally relevant solutions, actions and / or measures which enhance the site?

Yes O No O

Were the solutions, actions and / or measures adopted based on recommendations from recognised ‘local” ecological expertise and
specialist input and guidance?

Yes O No O

Please briefly summarise the recommendations made and solutions, actions and / or measures implemented.

Evidence submission
Evidence is required to support the above statements and confirm compliance with this assessment issue. See the beginning of this GN for
guidance about evidence types acceptable to submit.

Please record the project specific information relevant for demonstrating compliance with this assessment issue. Include an appropriate
reference, such as ID number or document title, for each document:

Description Reference or Title
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Assessment Issue: Long Term Ecology Management and Maintenance

The layout of assessment content varies depending on the scheme therefore this part of the GN captures the key issues assessed and
supports the inclusion of information relevant to demonstrate compliance against this issue.

Pre requisite

1. Has the following been achieved?
a. The Change and Enhancement of Ecological Value “assessment issue”?

b. Has the client or designated representative (e.g. contractor etc)) confirmed that compliance is monitored against all relevant UK and
EU or international legislation relating to the ecology of the site?

Yes O No O

If yes, please provide details on all relevant current UK and EU legislation that relates to the site:

Planning, liaison, data

2. Did the project team liaise and collaborate with representative stakeholders, taking into consideration data collated and shared, on
solutions and measures implemented to:
o monitor and review implementation and the effectiveness

o develop and review management and maintenance solutions, actions or measures.

Yes O No O

If yes, please list these and provide a brief statement explaining how this was achieved

Monitoring and reporting, management and maintenance

3. Taking into consideration the assessment criteria in the scheme technical manual which the project is being assessed against please:
o summarise the monitoring and reporting arrangements / actions in place for the project / site
o show how these demonstrate compliance against the criteria
o indude justifications about why these were deemed appropriate to the nature and scale of the project
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4. Taking into consideration the assessment criteria in the scheme technical manual which the project is being assessed against please:
0 summarise the management and maintenance arrangements / actions in place for the project / site
o show how these demonstrate compliance against the criteria
o indude justifications about why these were deemed appropriate to the nature and scale of the project

5. As part of the tenant or building owner information supplied, has a section been included on Ecology and Biodiversity to inform the
owner or occupant of local ecological features, value and biodiversity on or near the site and any related management requirements?

Landscape and ecology management plan (or similar)

6. Was the Landscape and ecology management plan, or similar, developed in accordance with BS 42020:2013 covering as a minimum
the first five years after project completion?

Yes O No O

Were any sections or items listed in the criteria or methodology relating to the scope and content of the plan deemed not appropriate due
to the nature and scale of the project?

Yes O No O

If yes please list these and provide a brief statement explaining why they were deemed not appropriate:

Which sections or items Why not appropriate
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Evidence submission
Evidence is required to support the above statements and confirm compliance with this assessment issue. See the beginning of this GN for
guidance about evidence types acceptable to submit.

Please record the project specific information relevant for demonstrating compliance with this assessment issue. Include an appropriate
reference, such as ID number or document title, for each document:

Description Reference or Title
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Section C2: Complete For Route 2 Assessments

Assessment Issue: Identifying and Understanding the Risks and Opportunities for the Project or Site

Prerequisite

1. Has the client or designated representative (e.g. contractor etc) confirmed that compliance is monitored against all relevant UK and EU
or International legislation relating to the ecology of the site?

Yes . No O

If yes, please provide details on all relevant current EU and UK legislation that relates to the site:

For planningrelatedlegislativecontextseeEcologyReportparagraph4.7- 1.15

In addition,Part1 of the Wildlife andCountrysideAct (WCA) 1981,asamendedy laterlegislationincludingthe CountrysideandRightsof Way
(CRoW)Act 2000,is potentiallyrelevantdueto limited potentialfor nestingbirdsto occuron site. This legislationappliesin EnglandandWales.

Survey and Evaluation

2. Was an appropriate individual (s) appointed at a project stage that ensured early involvement in site configuration and, where
necessary, could influence strategic planning decisions?

Yes . No O

If yes, briefly describe the role and relevance of the individual (s) to the project and project stage in meeting the above point.

Dr SarahRosswasappointedasEcologistto the projectin June2018(pre-planningstageo undertakeheinitial ecologicalassessmemindadvisethe
DesignTeamandClient on any ecologicalfeatureson siteandconstraint@andopportunitieswith regardto proposede-developmenBriefing Notes,
proposaldor Site Plans& ScheduleandMassingStrategyinformationpreparedy the DesignTeamwasprovidedto the Ecologiston appointmentThe
Ecologistwasinvited to undertakehe ecologicalassessmentith key membersf the DesignTeamandthe Clientbeingpresenbn siteatthe same
time, which engenderedmmediateénformationexchangenddiscussion.

3. Prior to the completion of the preparation and brief stage, was an appropriate level of survey and evaluation carried out to determine
the ecological baseline of site taking into account the zone of influence to establish:

+ Current and potential ecological value and condition of the site, and related areas within the zone of influence.
+ Direct and indirect risks to current ecological value

« Capacity and feasibility for enhancement of the ecological value of the site and, where relevant, areas within the zone of influence?
Yes . No O

If yes, please provide a brief statement explaining how this was done:

Thebrief hadbeendevelopedo ConceptDesignwhenthe Ecologistwasappointechoweverthis is not considerecinimpedimento advisingthe Design
Team/Clienton appropriateneasureso avoid/protececologicalfeatureson site andenhancehe site'shiodiversityoverthelongterm. The ecological
solutionsandmeasuresecommendedereidentified sufficiently earlyin the procesgo influencekey planningdecisions.

A EcologicalAssessmenwascompletedo furtherinform the ConceptDesign,coveringthefollowing:
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Were any sections or items listed in the methodology corresponding to this point deemed not appropriate due to the nature and scale of
the project?

Yes O No .

If yes please list these and provide a brief statement explaining why they were deemed not appropriate:

Which sections or items Why not appropriate

4. Was data collated and shared with the project team to inform the site preparation, design or construction works?

Yes . No O

If yes, please provide a brief statement explaining how this was done:

Thefull EcologyReportwasprovidedby the SQEto the appointedPlanningConsultanfor circulationto thewider teamfor informationandreviewand
takenforwardto DesignTeamMeetingsandsubsequerdevelopmenof the DesignandAccessStatementA requesfor anupdatedecological
AssessmeriReportwasreceivedrom the PlanningConsultantsn November2019following somedesignrevisions,indicatingthewider DesignTeam
areawareof the needfor on-goingecologicalinputinto the designprocessandhaveengagedully with the EcologyTeam.

Determining the ecological outcomes for the site

5. Have the survey and evaluation criteria been achieved?

Yes . No O

Note: If no, the points below are not available and the assessment issue cannot be achieved.

6. During Concept Design, did the project team liaise and collaborate with representative stakeholders to identify and consider ecological
outcomes (appropriate to the scale and type of development) for the project?

Yes . No O

If yes, please provide a brief statement explaining how this was done:

DesignTeamMeetingsformedanimportantpartof the designprocesdgor this schemeyith feedbackrom all relevanteammemberdeing
incorporatednto thedesignprocessThe DesignandAccessStatemen{DAS) preparedy the Architectprovidesa clearstatemenbf the process
presentinghe designevolution,how the proposaimeetshoth nationalplanningpolicy andlocal developmenplansincludingthe Neighbourhood
DevelopmenErameworkNDF). Thereis particularemphasi®n increasinggreenspaceis theareawhichis a key ambitionwithin the New CrossNDF
andalsoconsolidatedvithin the wider GreateiManchesteGreenBlue Strategy This hasbeena cornerstonef the creationof anecologically-sensitive
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7. Was the identification, appraisal and selection of specific solutions, actions and / or measures at a stage that allowed for the early
influence of key project planning decisions?

Yes . No O

8. Was this done in accordance with the following hierarchy of actions:

a. avoidance

b. protection

¢. reduction or limitation of negative impacts

d. on site compensation and,

e. enhancement, considering the capacity and feasibility within the site, or where viable, off-site.

Yes . No O

Please provide a brief statement for each action explaining how this was done / each point in the hierarchy was achieved:

Hierarchy of actions What was done?
Avoid, recommendatlonm av0|d potentlallmpactsmth nestmgblrds by snteclearanccautsndeof the blrd breedlng
Protect Is siteclearancawithin the breedlngseason thenpre- worksmspectlorby Ecologlstto checkfor andprotectany

PR S S SO S U SO 1 S U D T D S

Reduce/limit negative impacts | N/A

On-site compensation N/A

Enhancement Recommendation®r insect/bathabitatbox provisionanduseof native/wildlife friendly plantingschemes

Were any sections or items listed in the methodology corresponding to this point deemed not appropriate due to the nature and scale of
the project?

Yes O No .

If yes please list these and provide a brief statement explaining why they were deemed not appropriate:

Which sections or items Why not appropriate

GN40 0.0 PN345 © BRE Global Ltd, August 2018
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9. Briefly describe the agreed ecological outcome for the site

Avoid impactson nestingbirdsby applyingseasonatonstraintgo site clearanceavorks, or if not possibledueto schedulingthenprotectnestingbirds
duringworks underguidancerom Ecologist.

Ensureanyrisk thatmight occurasaresultof batsnewly occupyingthessite after2 yearsis addressethroughanupdatebatassessmenteingscheduled
into pre-workstimetable.

Enhancesite by incorporatingnsect/batabitatboxesinto schemewverepossible.

10. Were any sections or items listed in the methodology corresponding to this point deemed not appropriate due to the nature and scale
of the project?

Yes O No .

If yes please list these and provide a brief statement explaining why they were deemed not appropriate:

Which sections or items Why not appropriate

11. Where the assessor has determined that the related set of criteria is applicable, were the wider site sustainability-related activities and
the potential for ecosystem service related benefits also considered when determining the ecological outcome for the site?

Yes . No O

If yes, please provide a brief statement explaining how this was done:

Key ecosystenservicesbenefitlikely to beachievedor this site,givenits sizeandtype,links to the supportof local biodiversitythroughthe provision
of theagreecdecologicaloutcomesThis providesbothdirectsupportvia the protectionof nestingbirdsandthe provisionof enhancemerguchashabitat
boxesandnectar/pollen-riciplantspeciesbutalsoindirectly via additionto the networkof 'ecologicalsteppingstonesacrosghelocal urban
environmensupportinghewider greeninfrastructureandincreasingocal greenspacewith associatethealthandwellbeingbenefitsto thelocal
community.

Were any sections or items listed in the methodology corresponding to this point deemed not appropriate due to the nature and scale of
the project?

Yes O No .

If yes please list these and provide a brief statement explaining why they were deemed not appropriate:

Which sections or items Why not appropriate
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Evidence submission
Evidence is required to support the above statements and confirm compliance with this assessment issue. See the beginning of this GN for
guidance about evidence types acceptable to submit.

Please record the project specific information relevant for demonstrating compliance with this assessment issue. Include an appropriate
reference, such as ID number or document title, for each document:

Description Reference or Title
ExtendedPhasel HabitatSurveyandAssessmerfor Bats(Sept2018 Ref: 190430
updatedNov 2019)

OldhamRoadDesignandAccessBrochure.Tim GroomArchitects.
Designé& AccessStatement

Assessment Issue: Managing Negative Impacts on Ecology

Prerequisite

1. Has the following been achieved?
a. The Identifying and understanding the risks and opportunities for the project or site assessment issue?

b. Has the client or designated representative (e.g. contractor etc)) confirmed that compliance is monitored against all relevant UK and
EU or International legislation relating to the ecology of the site?

Yes . No O

If yes, please provide details on all relevant current EU and UK legislation that relates to the site:

For planningrelatedlegislativecontextseeEcologyReportparagraph4.7- 1.15- the projectis consideredo havemetall ecologically-relategholicies
andguidanceelevantto this stageof thedesignprocess.

In addition,Part1 of the Wildlife andCountrysideAct (WCA) 1981,asamendedy laterlegislationincludingthe CountrysideandRightsof Way
(CRoW)Act 2000,is potentiallyrelevantdueto limited potentialfor nestingbirdsto occuron site. This legislationappliesin EnglandandWales.

Part of the BRE Trust I e



GN40 0.0 PN345 © BRE Global Ltd, August 2018

BREEAM CEEQUAL  soarirv S

MARK

delivered by delivered by bre  ceivered by

Guidance Note GN40 V0.0 August 2018

-

Planning, liaison, implementation, data

2. Were roles and responsibilities clearly defined, allocated and implemented to support successful delivery of project outcomes at an early
enough stage to the ecological outcomes on the site by influencing the project brief and concept design stages?

Yes . No O

If yes, please provide a brief statement explaining how this was done:

Theecologicarecommendationseededo achievethe desiredoutcomesvereprovidedin the EcologyReportprior to planningensuringhese
recommendationsould be could betakenforwardto DesignTeammeetingsandfully integratednto anyresultingpermissionsfor examplevia
Conditions.Theneedfor theinput of anEcologistto over-seeingotentiallysensitivesite worksand/orto assistin refining ecologicalenhancementst
the TechnicalDesignand/orConstructiorStagess clearly statedn the EcologyReport(para.4.7 and4.19).

3. Were site preparation and construction works planned for and implemented at an early project stage to optimise benefits and outputs?

Yes . No O

If yes, please provide a brief statement explaining how this was done:

Recommendation®r seasonatonstrainton site preparatiorandconstructiorworkswereincludedin the EcologyReportto inform the Developed
DesignandPlanningApplicationpackageAssumingthe EcologyReportrecommendationareadheredo goingforwardto TechnicalDesignand
ConstructiorStagesthenbenefitsanddesiredoutputsshouldbe achieved Appointingan Ecologistto reviewany Conditionsandadviseon working
methodshroughouthe TechnicalDesignandConstructiorStagesvould assisin achievingthis targetat later stagef the project,particularlywith
regardto achievinganecologically-driverplantingspecificatiorandtheinstallationof any bat/insechabitatboxes.

4. Did the project team liaise and collaborate with representative stakeholders, taking into consideration data collated and shared,
implement solutions, and measures selected, during site preparation and construction works?

Yes . No O

If yes, please list these and provide a brief statement explaining how this was achieved

DesignTeamMeetingsformedanimportantpartof the designprocesdgor this schemeyith feedbackrom all relevanteammemberseing
incorporatednto thedesignprocessThe DesignandAccessStatemen{DAS) preparedy the Architectprovidesa clearstatemenof theprocess
presentinghe designevolution,how the proposaimeetshoth nationalplanningpolicy andlocal developmenplansincludingthe Neighbourhood
Developmentramework{NDF). Thereis particularemphasi®nincreasinggreenspaceis theareawhich is akey ambitionwithin the New CrossNDF
andalsoconsolidatedvithin the wider GreateiManchesteGreenBlue Strategy This hasbeena cornerston®f the creationof amecologically-sensitive
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Managing negative impacts of the site / project

5. Were negative impacts from site preparation and construction works managed according to the hierarchy set out within the
methodology for the relevant assessment scheme via one of the following?

No overall loss of ecological value has occurred Yes @ No O
or
The loss of ecological value has been limited as far as possible Yes O No O

For the option selected, please provide a brief statement explaining how this was done;

Ecologicalfeatureson the sitewerevery limited, with impactson nestingbirds beingavoidedthroughseasonatonstraintgo site clearancer
appropriatere-clearancehecksandsafeguardingneasuressidentifiedwithin any ConstructiorscheduleNo significantareasof habitatwerepresent
onsite (approx.76havery sparseself-seededegetatioracrosshesite, of low ecologicalvalue).Significantecologicalenhancemenireproposedn
theform of ecologically-sensitiv@lantingandinclusionwherepossibleof bat/insechabitatboxes.Thereis, therefore judgedto be no overalllossof
ecologicalvalueandameasurablsignificantnetgainin biodiversityis predicted.

Were any sections or items listed in the methodology corresponding to this point deemed not appropriate due to the nature and scale of
the project?

Yes O No .

If yes please list these and provide a brief statement explaining why they were deemed not appropriate:

Which sections or items Why not appropriate
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Evidence submission
Evidence is required to support the above statements and confirm compliance with this assessment issue. See the beginning of this GN for
guidance about evidence types acceptable to submit.

Please record the project specific information relevant for demonstrating compliance with this assessment issue. Include an appropriate
reference, such as ID number or document title, for each document:

Description Reference or Title

ExtendedPhasel HabitatSurveyandAssessmerfor Bats(Sept2018 REF:190430

updatedNov 2019)

Design& AccessStatement OldhamRoadDesignandAccessBrochure.Tim GroomArchitects.
OldhamRoad- 10thFloor Plan DWG. REF:0322-TGA-XX-10-DR-A-0310

Assessment issue: Change and Enhancement of Ecological Value Assessment Issue

Project / site overview

1. Please provide a brief description of the site being developed making clear features of the site which can be classified as linear (foliage
and watercourse) and area-based habitats.

Thesite comprisesareaf hardstandingandasinglebuilding, with scatteredelf-seededegetatioraroundthe edgeof the carparkarea.The Extendec
Phasel habitatsurveyhighlightedno areasof habitatof natureconservatiorinterest.No linearfeaturesverepresentThereis no significanthabitat
presenbn siteandanyincidentalplantspeciesncludethosetypical of urbanareassuchasannualmeadow-grass;anadiarfleabaneknotgrass,
mugwort,Michaelmas-daisypineappleweedndwall barley,someof which arenon-native No non-nativeinvasiveSchedule-listedplantswere
observedacrosghessite. The building offeredsomelow potentialfor useby roostingbatshoweverafollow up eveningsurveyedietectedcho evidenceof

2. Which change in ecological value methodology has been used for the site?
Ful @ simplified Q)

Where the simplified route was used please provide a brief explanation of why, including any assumptions made.
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The Farm Environment Plan Manual (Natural England 2010) should generally be used to assess the condition of the habitats but this will
not cover all habitat types and so will be inappropriate in some instances. If a different method has been used the SQE should explain
why this has been selected and provide evidence to demonstrate its appropriateness for the site in question.

N/A

Prerequisite

3. Has the following been achieved?
a. The Managing the negative impacts on ecology site “assessment issue”?

b. Has the client or designated representative (e.g. contractor etc)) confirmed that compliance is monitored against all relevant UK and
EU or International legislation relating to the ecology of the site?

Yes . No O

If yes, please provide details on all relevant current UK and EU legislation that relates to the site:

For planningrelatedlegislativecontextseeEcologyReportparagraph4.7 - 1.15.Assumingthe developmenproceedsn line with therecommended
actionsasstatedunderpara.4.7to 4.9 of the EcologicalAssessmerReport,thenall relevantegislationshouldhavebeencompliedwith.

4. Where appropriate avoidance, mitigation and/or compensation measures have been agreed with the relevant statutory bodies for any
potential impacts on legally protected species, SSSIs, ASSIs (Northern Ireland only), SACs, SPAs, Ramsar sites or irreplaceable habitats
please briefly provide information about this.

Recommendation®r avoidingpotentialimpactson nestingbirdshavebeenmadein the EcologyReportsubmittedwith the planningapplication.
No otherlegally protectedspecie®r habitatsor habitatsclassifiedasirreplaceableareidentified asbeingimpactedby the proposaldor thesite.

GN40 0.0 PN345 © BRE Global Ltd, August 2018
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Liaison, implementation and data collation

5. Did the project team, liaising and collaborating with representative stakeholders and taking into consideration data collated and shared,
implement the solutions, actions and / or measures, selected in a way that enhances ecological value, in the following order:

a. On site, and where this is not feasible,
b. Off site within the zone of influence?

Yes . No O

Please indicate what was pursued

On site enhancement (@) Offsite enhancement (O

6. Has relevant data been offered to the local environmental records centres nearest to, or relevant for, the site?

Yes . No O

Enhancement of Ecology

7. Where the calculation of the change in ecological value has been carried out in line with GN 36 - BREEAM, CEEQUAL, HQM Ecology
Assessment Issues — Route 2, please confirm the BREEAM, CEEQUAL, HQM Change in Ecological Value tool has been completed and
submitted as evidence.

Yes . No O

8. In addition to completion of the calculation tool please confirm the following:
- Habitat losses and gains relating to legally protected species are included in the calculations and have been clearly identified.

Yes . No O

- Linear and area biodiversity units have been calculated separately and losses and gains calculated for the Pre-Development and
Post-Development scenarios are reported separately, i.e. per habitat type.

Yes . No O

- All site survey information and the data associated with the calculations are included within evidence provided. This may include date
stamped photographs and GIS layers containing data on the habitat types.

Yes . No O
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Were any sections or items listed in the methodology corresponding to this point deemed not appropriate due to the nature and scale of

the project?

Yes O No .

If yes please list these and provide a brief statement explaining why they were deemed not appropriate:

Which sections or items

Why not appropriate

Evidence submission

Evidence is required to support the above statements and confirm compliance with this assessment issue. See the beginning of this GN for

guidance about evidence types acceptable to submit.

Please record the project specific information relevant for demonstrating compliance with this assessment issue. Include an appropriate

reference, such as ID number or document title, for each document:

Description

Reference or Title

ExtendedPhasel HabitatSurveyandAssessmerfor Bats(Sept2018
updatedNov 2019)

Designé& AccessStatement

OldhamRoad- 10thFloor Plan

REF:190430

OldhamRoadDesignandAccessBrochure.Tim GroomArchitects.

DWG. REF:0322-TGA-XX-10-DR-A-0310
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Assessment Issue: Long Term Ecology Management and Maintenance

The layout of assessment content varies depending on the scheme therefore this part of the GN captures the key issues assessed and
supports the inclusion of information relevant to demonstrate compliance against this issue.

Pre requisite

1. Has the following been achieved?
a. The Change and Enhancement of Ecological Value assessment issue?

b. Has the client or designated representative (e.g. contractor etc)) confirmed that compliance is monitored against all relevant UK and
EU or international legislation relating to the ecology of the site?

Yes . No O

If yes, please provide details on all relevant current UK and EU legislation that relates to the site:

For planningrelatedlegislativecontextseeEcologyReportparagraph4.7 - 1.15.Providingthe developmenproceedsn line with therecommended
actionsasstatedunderpara.4.7to 4.9 of the EcologicalAssessmerReport,thenall relevantegislationshouldhavebeencompliedwith.

Planning, liaison, data

2. Did the project team liaise and collaborate with representative stakeholders, taking into consideration data collated and shared, on
solutions and measures implemented to:

o monitor and review implementation and the effectiveness

o develop and review management and maintenance solutions, actions or measures.
Yes . No O

If yes, please list these and provide a brief statement explaining how this was achieved

At this stagein the project,therehasbeenno implementationmaintenancer monitoring,howeverit is anticipatedhatthis will beundertakenn line
with Breeamguidanceasthe projectgoesforward.

Monitoring and reporting, management and maintenance

3. Taking into consideration the assessment criteria in the scheme technical manual which the project is being assessed against please:
o summarise the monitoring and reporting arrangements / actions in place for the project / site
o show how these demonstrate compliance against the criteria

o indude justifications about why these were deemed appropriate to the nature and scale of the project

Whilst the projectis not at the stageof monitoringandreporting,it is expectedhatsuitableprocesseandproceduresvill bein placeandimplemented
attheappropriatestagein the project'sschedulein line with Breeamguidance.

GN40 0.0 PN345 © BRE Global Ltd, August 2018
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4. Taking into consideration the assessment criteria in the scheme technical manual which the project is being assessed against please:
0 summarise the management and maintenance arrangements / actions in place for the project / site
o show how these demonstrate compliance against the criteria

o indude justifications about why these were deemed appropriate to the nature and scale of the project

Whilst the projectis not at the stageof managemerandmaintenancet is assumedhatsuitableprocesseandproceduresvill bein placeand
implementedat the appropriatestagein the project'sschedulein line with Breeamguidance.

5. As part of the tenant or building owner information supplied, has a section been included on Ecology and Biodiversity to inform the
owner or occupant of local ecological features, value and biodiversity on or near the site and any related management requirements?

Whilst the projectis not at the stageof managemergandmaintenancet is assumedhatthis will beaddressedtthe appropriatestagein the project's
schedulein line with Breeamguidance.

Landscape and ecology management plan (or similar)

6. Was the Landscape and ecology management plan, or similar, developed in accordance with BS 42020:2013(206) covering as a
minimum the first five years after project completion?

Yes . No O

Were any sections or items listed in the criteria or methodology relating to the scope and content of the plan deemed not appropriate due
to the nature and scale of the project?

Yes O No .

If yes please list these and provide a brief statement explaining why they were deemed not appropriate:

Which sections or items Why not appropriate

GN40 0.0 PN345 © BRE Global Ltd, August 2018
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Evidence submission

guidance about evidence types acceptable to submit.

reference, such as ID number or document title, for each document:

Evidence is required to support the above statements and confirm compliance with this assessment issue. See the beginning of this GN for

Please record the project specific information relevant for demonstrating compliance with this assessment issue. Include an appropriate

Description

Reference or Title

ExtendedPhasel HabitatSurveyandAssessmerfor Bats(Sept2018
updatedNov 2019)

Design& AccessStatement

OldhamRoad- 10thFloor Plan

REF:190430

Bendix StreetDesignandAccessBrochure.Tim GroomArchitects.

DWG. REF:0322-TGA-XX-10-DR-A-0310

Section D: Signature of Validation

I confirm the information provided in this document is truthful and accurate at the time of completion.

Name of project team member / ecologist: Dr SarahRoss

Signature of project team member / ecologist: | SarahRoss

Date: 06/12/19
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Ecological input into the wider landscaping design (ground level and terrace areas) is highly desirable, and there are no immediate barriers to achieving this assuming an Ecology Team continues to be engaged on the project. Any specific habitat boxes for bats or insects will require detailed ecological advice on the design and micro-siting of these features at the construction phase, and again this is considered feasible within the proposed scheme and the project scheduling.



	Text Field 78: Recommendations for seasonal constraints on site preparation and construction works were included in the Ecology Report to inform the Developed Design and Planning Application package. Assuming the Ecology Report recommendations are adhered to going forward to Technical Design and Construction Stages, then benefits and desired outputs should be achieved. Appointing an Ecologist to review any Conditions and advise on working methods throughout the Technical Design and Construction Stages would assist in achieving this target at later stages of the project, particularly with regard to achieving an ecologically-driven planting specification and the installation of any bat/insect habitat boxes.
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	Text Field 79: Design Team Meetings formed an important part of the design process for this scheme, with feedback from all relevant team members being incorporated into the design process. The  Design and Access Statement (DAS) prepared by the Architect provides a clear statement of the process presenting the design evolution, how the proposal meets both national planning policy and local development plans including the Neighbourhood Development Framework (NDF). There is particular emphasis on increasing greenspaces in the area, which is a key ambition within the New Cross NDF and also consolidated within the wider Greater Manchester Green Blue Strategy. This has been a cornerstone of the creation of am ecologically-sensitive landscape design in both the public realm areas and garden/terrace areas for residents' use (See Section 2 of the DAS). The Architects met with the Places Matter review panel in August 2018 to further explore and consolidate the design in particular with reference to public realm design and access and a public consultation was undertaken (see Section 7 of the DAS and page 18 of this document for further detail). 
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	Text Field 85: The site  comprises areas of hard standing and a single building, with scattered self-seeded vegetation around the edge of the car park area. The Extended Phase 1 habitat survey highlighted no areas of habitat of nature conservation interest. No linear features were present. There is no significant habitat present on site and any incidental plant species include those typical of urban areas such as annual meadow-grass, Canadian fleabane, knotgrass, mugwort, Michaelmas-daisy, pineappleweed and wall barley, some of which are non-native. No non-native invasive Schedule 9-listed plants were observed across the site. The building offered some low potential for use by roosting bats however a follow up evening surveyed detected no evidence of bats roosting at the site. The was some potential for nesting birds to be present.
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	Text Field 89: Recommendations for avoiding potential impacts on nesting birds have been made in the Ecology Report submitted with the planning application.
No other legally protected species or habitats, or habitats classified as irreplaceable, are identified as being impacted by the proposals for the site.
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