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Reporting template for ecology
assessment issues in BREEAM

Scope
This guidance note applies to:

Scheme Version

BREEAM International NewConstruction V7

BREEAMUKNewConstruction V7

Please refer to the most up to date version of the relevant technical manual to ensure that this guidance note can be used.

Introduction 
The purpose of this guidance note is to help BREEAM Assessors relate the information generated during the project to the BREEAM 

ecology assessment issues. The guidance in this document has been produced to support the assessment of these issues and should not 

be interpreted as criteria. This guidance note should be read alongside the technical manual to ensure all criteria are met and the 

methodology section has been followed.

Use of this document as a template is optional. If the Assessor chooses to use the template provided within this guidance note as 

evidence, all relevant sections must be completed.

The completed document can be used by the Assessor along with all relevant project documentation to demonstrate compliance with the 

BREEAM criteria.

Supporting notes

1. There are four core assessment issueswhich relate to ecology:

— Ecological risks and opportunities (Lue 02)
— Managing impacts on ecology (Lue 03)
— Ecological change and enhancement (Lue 04)
— Long term ecological management (Lue 05)

2. Only the appointed qualified and licensedAssessor can confirm if a credit, or equivalent, is met for a BREEAMassessment.

3. TheAssessor should assist in the completion of this document, and the project teammember (for Foundation route) or the

ecologist (for Comprehensive route)must complete and sign the Signature of Validation to confirm the contents that they are

responsible for are accurate.

4. In some instances, this guidance note refers to actions that have already been taken. However, for design stage assessments,

some of these actionsmay not have been taken yet (e.g. mitigationmeasures before construction has started).Where this is the
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case, answers should reflect what will happen based on commitments and plans in place, with evidence submitted to support this

as referred to in the evidence section of the relevant technical manual.

Schedule of changes

Version Release date Description of change

0.0 Jul 2025 First issue.

View and download the latest version of this guidance note at:

kb.breeam.com/knowledgebase/gn41

https://kb.breeam.com/knowledgebase/gn41
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Section A: Assessment details

A1: Project details

1. Please enter the full name of the scheme being assessed against, including the version and issue number

(e.g. BREEAMUKNewConstruction V7, 7.0.0)

_______________________________________________________________________________

2. Please add the project details

BRE project reference number (if known): ____________________________________

Development name: _______________________________________________________________________________

Development address: _______________________________________________________________________________

A2: Contact details

Project team member details (Foundation route) or Ecologist details (Comprehensive route)

Company name: _______________________________________________________________________________

Company address: _______________________________________________________________________________

Contact name: _______________________________________________________________________________

Project teammember or ecology report reference (where applicable): ____________________________________

Developer or client details

Company name: _______________________________________________________________________________

Company address: _______________________________________________________________________________

Contact name: _______________________________________________________________________________

Roles and responsibilities – Concept design (Stage 2)

Please fill in the roles and responsibilities of the project in the table below:

Role Name Contact details

ProjectManager

SiteManager

Principal Contractor

LandscapeArchitect

Architect

Engineer

Other (please specify)

Other (please specify)

Other (please specify)

Other (please specify)

Other (please specify)
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Roles and responsibilities – Technical design (Stage 4)

Please fill in the roles and responsibilities of the project in the table below:

Role Name Contact details

ProjectManager

SiteManager

Principal Contractor

LandscapeArchitect

Architect

Engineer

Other (please specify)

Other (please specify)

Other (please specify)

Other (please specify)

Other (please specify)

A3: Assessment route

Which assessment route is being used for the project or development?

◯ Foundation route (Project teammember) –GOTOSECTIONB

◯ Comprehensive route (Ecologist) –GOTOSECTIONC
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Section B: Foundation route assessments
This section asks for information to support the assessment of the ecology issues using the Foundation route (Project teammember).

B1: Recognised local ecological expertise

B1.Q1: Please list the names andwebsites of the organisationswho provided recommendations, specialist input or guidancewhich

supported the assessment of the site:

Evidence reference for B1.Q1 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

B2: Criteria checklist for Foundation route assessments

a. Ecological risks and opportunities (Lue 02)

Survey and evaluation

Criterion 1 (Lue 02)

B2a.Q1: Has the 'Ecology risk evaluation checklist for BREEAMandHQM' (GN34) been completed?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Evidence reference for B2a.Q1 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

B2a.Q2:Was the site evaluated using the 'Ecology risk evaluation checklist for BREEAMandHQM' (GN34) prior to the project preparation

and brief?

◯ Yes ◯ No

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

https://kb.breeam.com/knowledgebase/gn34-breeam-ceequal-and-hqm-ecology-risk-evaluation-checklist/
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Evidence reference for B2a.Q2 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

Determining ecological outcomes

B2a.Q3: DuringConcept Design, did the project team liaise and collaboratewith representative stakeholders to identify and consider

ecological outcomes (appropriate to the scale and type of development) for the project?

◯ Yes ◯ No

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

Evidence reference for B2a.Q3 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

B2a.Q4:What optimal ecological outcomeswere identified for the site?

Evidence reference for B2a.Q4 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

B2a.Q5:Whatmeasures tomeet the optimal ecological outcomes for the site have been identified?

Please provide a brief statement for eachmeasure explaining how each point in the hierarchywas achieved:

Hierarchy of actions Measure and how this was done Evidence reference

Avoid
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Hierarchy of actions Measure and how this was done Evidence reference

Protect

B2a.Q6:Were any sections or items listed in themethodology corresponding to this point deemed not appropriate due to the nature and

scale of the project?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Evidence reference for B2a.Q6 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

B2a.Q7: If yes, please list these and provide a brief statement explainingwhy theywere deemed not appropriate:

Survey and evaluation

Section or item fromGN34 Why not appropriate Evidence reference

Determining ecological outcomes

Section or item Why not appropriate Evidence reference

Identifying and agreeing measures

Section or item Why not appropriate Evidence reference
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Evidence reference for B2a.Q7 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

Wider site sustainability (exemplary level criteria)

Criteria 11 and 12 (Lue 02)

B2a.Q8:Were thewider site sustainability-related activities and the potential for ecosystem service-related benefits also consideredwhen

determining the ecological outcomes for the site?

◯ Yes ◯ No

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

Evidence reference for B2a.Q8 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

B2a.Q9:Were any sections or items listed in themethodology corresponding to this point deemed not appropriate due to the nature and

scale of the project?

◯ Yes ◯ No

If yes, please list these and provide a brief statement explainingwhy theywere deemed not appropriate:

Which sections or items Why not appropriate

Evidence reference for B2a.Q9 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)
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B2a.Q10: Has onemeasure that demonstrates an ecosystem service related benefit been incorporated into the design?

◯ Yes ◯ No

If yes, please provide a brief statement explainingwhat themeasure is andwhat benefit it provides:

Evidence reference for B2a.Q10 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

b. Managing impacts on ecology (Lue 03)

Prerequisite: Ecological risks and opportunities

Criterion 1 (Lue 03)

B2b.Q1: Has the relevant criterion for 'Ecological risks and opportunities' beenmet?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Implementation of measures on site

Criteria 2-3 (Lue 03)

B2b.Q2: Please describewhat actionswill be taken during handover to ensure that planned ecological measures are communicated,

understood and adhered to during construction:

Evidence reference for B2b.Q2 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)
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B2b.Q3:Whatmeasureswill be implemented to achieve optimal ecological outcomes during the site preparation and construction

processes?

Please describe how thesewill bemeasured andmonitored throughout construction and handover:

Evidence reference for B2b.Q3 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

B2b.Q4: Has theContractor nominated a Biodiversity Championwith authority to influence site activities and to ensure the necessary

measures are implemented?

◯ Yes ◯ No

If yes, please describe their role and how theywill ensure the necessarymeasures are implemented:

Evidence reference for B2b.Q4 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

c. Ecological change and enhancement (Lue 04)

B2c.Q1: Please provide a brief description of the site being developedmaking clear features of the site which can be classified as linear

(foliage andwatercourse) and area-based habitats:
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Evidence reference for B2c.Q1 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

Prerequisite: Managing negative impacts on ecology

Criterion 1 (Lue 04)

B2c.Q2: Have the relevant criteria for 'Managing negative impacts on ecology' beenmet?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Evidence reference for B2c.Q2 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

Ecological enhancement

Criterion 2 (Lue 04)

B2c.Q3: Did the project team, liaising and collaboratingwith representative stakeholders and taking into consideration data collated and

shared, implement locally relevantmeasures/actions to enhance the site?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Evidence reference for B2c.Q3 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

B2c.Q4:Were themeasures/actions adopted based on recommendations from recognised ‘local’ ecological expertise and specialist input

and guidance?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Please briefly summarise the recommendationsmade andmeasures/actions implemented:

Evidence reference for B2c.Q4 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)
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d. Long term ecological management (Lue 05)

Prerequisite: Ecological change and enhancement

Criterion 1 (Lue 05)

B2d.Q1: Have the relevant criteria for 'Ecological change and enhancement' beenmet?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Evidence reference for B2d.Q1 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

Handover to building owner or tenant

Criterion 2 (Lue 05)

B2d.Q2: As part of the tenant or building owner information supplied, has a section been included on Ecology andBiodiversity to inform the

owner or occupant of local ecological features, value and biodiversity on or near the site and any relatedmanagement requirements?

Evidence reference for B2d.Q2 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

Landscape and ecology management plan

Criteria 3-4 (Lue 05)

B2d.Q3: Has a landscape and ecologymanagement plan, or similar, been developed covering as aminimum the first five years after project

completion?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Evidence reference for B2d.Q3 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)
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B2d.Q4:Were any sections or items listed in the criteria ormethodology relating to the scope and content of the plan deemed not

appropriate due to the nature and scale of the project?

◯ Yes ◯ No

If yes, please list these and provide a brief statement explainingwhy theywere deemed not appropriate:

Which sections or items Why not appropriate

Evidence reference for B2d.Q4 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

B3: Signature of validation

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

Name of project teammember: ____________________________________

Signature of project teammember: ____________________________________

Date: ____________________________________
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Section C: Comprehensive route assessments
This section asks for information to support the assessment of the ecology issues using theComprehensive route (SuitablyQualified

Ecologist).

General note:When completing this section of the document, the level of detail and information provided should be appropriate to the

scale, size and type of project undergoing the assessment.

Completing text fields in ‘Justification / Explanatory / Why’ boxes:Where the information is availablewithin 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 if this already exists elsewhere.

C1: Ecologist’s qualifications

C1.Q1: Do you hold a degree (or equivalent qualification, e.g. N/SVQ level 5) in ecology or a related subject?

◯ Yes ◯ No

If yes, please provide details:

Note: The following degreesmight be considered relevant: Ecology, Biological Sciences, Zoology, Botany, CountrysideManagement,

Environmental Sciences, Marine and FreshwaterManagement, Earth Sciences, Agriculture, Forestry, Geography, Landscape

Management.

C1.Q2: Are you a practicing ecologist with aminimumof 3 years relevant experiencewithin the last 5 years?

◯ Yes ◯ No

If yes, please provide details:

Note: Relevant experiencemust 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

mitigationmeasures. Examples of relevant experience are ecological impact assessments; Preliminary Ecological Appraisals (PEA); Phase

2 habitat and fauna surveys; and habitat creation.
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C1.Q3: Are you bound by a professional code of conduct and subject to peer review*?

◯ Yes ◯ No

If yes, please provide details includingwhich organisation you are a full member of:

*Note: For UK ecologists only, a full member of one of the following organisations is bound by a professional code of conduct and subject to

peer review: Chartered Institution ofWater and Environmental Management (CIWEM); Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental

Management (CIEEM); Institute of Environmental Management andAssessment (IEMA); Landscape Institute (LI); 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 membersmaintain a

standard of knowledge and experience required to ensure compliancewith a code of conduct and professional ethics.

If ‘no’ has been answered for any question in this section (C1), the requirements for carrying out an assessment using the comprehensive

route have not beenmet and no credits or points can be awarded for any ecology assessment issues under the comprehensive route.

C2: Criteria checklist for Comprehensive route assessments

a. Ecological risks and opportunities (Lue 02)

Survey and evaluation

Criteria 2-3 (Lue 02)

C2a.Q1: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

If yes, briefly describe the role and relevance of the individual(s) to the project and project stage inmeeting the above point:

Evidence reference for C2a.Q1 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)
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C2a.Q2:Was the survey and evaluation of the site carried out early enough to influence the planning of the project/site ensuringmaximum

ecological outcomes specified in the relevant technical manual?

◯ Yes, and before project preparation and brief

◯ Yes, but not before project preparation and brief

◯ No

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

Evidence reference for C2a.Q2 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

Note: if ‘yes but not before project preparation and brief’, please refer to Timing of Ecological survey/report (KBCN0292) on the BREEAM

KnowledgeBase for further guidance.

C2a.Q3:Was there an appropriate level of survey and evaluation carried out to determine the ecological baseline of site considering the

zone of influence to establish:

a. Current and potential ecological value and condition of the site, and related areaswithin the zone of influence.

b. Direct and indirect risks to current ecological value.

c. Capacity and feasibility for enhancement of the ecological value of the site and, where relevant, areaswithin the zone of influence.

◯ Yes ◯ No

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

Evidence reference for C2a.Q3 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

https://kb.breeam.com/knowledgebase/nc11-le-04-why-must-the-ecologists-survey-and-report-be-completed-at-riba-stage-b/
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Determining ecological outcomes

Criteria 6-9 (Lue 02)

C2a.Q4: Have the 'Survey and evaluation' criteria been achieved?

◯ Yes ◯ No

C2a.Q5: Did the ecologist collaboratewith appropriate project teammembers, sharing relevant information and recommendations from

the survey and evaluation to influence the project design aswell as decisions regarding site preparation and constructionwork?

◯ Yes ◯ No

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

C2a.Q6: Did the ecologist collaboratewith representative stakeholders to identify and consider ecological outcomes (appropriate to the

scale and type of development) for the project early enough to influence key planning considerations?

◯ Yes ◯ No

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

Evidence reference for C2a.Q6 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

C2a.Q7:What optimal ecological outcomes andmeasures to implement these have been identified for the site?

Describe how they are achieved in linewith the collaborations and themitigation hierarchy:

Hierarchy of actions What was done? Evidence reference

Avoid

Protect
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Hierarchy of actions What was done? Evidence reference

Reduce/limit negative

impacts

On-site compensation

Enhancement

C2a.Q8:Were any sections or items listed in themethodology corresponding toQ7 above deemed not appropriate due to the nature and

scale of the project?

◯ Yes ◯ No

If yes, please list these and provide a brief statement explainingwhy theywere deemed not appropriate:

Survey and evaluation

Section or item Why not appropriate Evidence reference

Determining ecological outcomes

Section or item Why not appropriate Evidence reference

Identifying and agreeing measures

Section or item Why not appropriate Evidence reference
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Wider site sustainability

Criteria 10-11 (Lue 02)

C2a.Q9:Were thewider site sustainability-related activities and the potential for ecosystem service-related benefits also consideredwhen

determining the ecological outcome for the site?

◯ Yes ◯ No

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

Evidence reference for C2a.Q9 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

C2a.Q10:Were any sections or items listed in themethodology corresponding to this point deemed not appropriate due to the nature and

scale of the project?

◯ Yes ◯ No

If yes, please list these and provide a brief statement explainingwhy theywere deemed not appropriate:

Which sections or items Why not appropriate

Evidence reference for C2a.Q10 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

C2a.Q11:Whichmeasurewas chosen as an ecosystem service-related benefit? Please demonstratewhat benefit it provides.
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Evidence reference for C2a.Q11 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

b. Managing impacts on ecology (Lue 03)

Prerequisite: Ecological risks and opportunities

Criterion 1 (Lue 03)

C2b.Q1: Have the 'Survey and evaluation' and 'Determining ecological outcomes' criteria in Lue 02 beenmet for the project or site?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Implementation of measures on-site

Criteria 2-3 (Lue 03)

C2b.Q2: Please describewhat actionswill be taken during handover to ensure that planned ecological measures are communicated,

understood and adhered to during construction:

Evidence reference for C2b.Q2 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

C2b.Q3:Were site preparation and constructionworks planned for and implemented at an early project stage to optimise benefits and

outputs?

◯ Yes ◯ No

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

Evidence reference for C2b.Q3 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)
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C2b.Q4:Whatmeasureswill be implemented to achieve optimal ecological outcomes during the site preparation and construction

processes?

Please describe how thesewill bemeasured andmonitored throughout construction and handover:

Evidence reference for C2b.Q4 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

C2b.Q5: Has an ecological clerk of works been appointed by the contractor tomonitor and advise on the protection of site ecology as

agreed?

◯ Yes ◯ No

If yes, please describe their role and how theywill ensure the necessarymeasures are implemented:

Evidence reference for C2b.Q5 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

C2b.Q6: If the ecologist requires the input of an additional ecological specialist at any point (for example, an expert on a particular form of

wildlife) will the contractor provide for such services as required?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Evidence reference for C2b.Q6 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)
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No net loss (UK only)

Criterion 5 (Lue 03, UKNC)

C2b.Q7:Were negative impacts from site preparation and constructionworksmanaged so that no overall loss of ecological value has

occurred?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Please provide a brief statement explaining how this was done:

Evidence reference for C2b.Q7 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

C2b.Q8:Were any sections or items listed in themethodology corresponding to this point deemed not appropriate due to the nature and

scale of the project?

◯ Yes ◯ No

If yes, please list these and provide a brief statement explainingwhy theywere deemed not appropriate:

Which sections or items Why not appropriate

Evidence reference for C2b.Q8 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)
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c. Ecological change and enhancement (Lue 04)

Project/site overview

C2c.Q1: Please provide a brief description of the site being developedmaking clear features of the site which can be classified as linear

(foliage andwatercourse) and area-based habitats. Please also describe if any offsite areas (including zone of influence) are being used for

habitat enhancement/creation/compensation andwhich criteria this is relates to:

Evidence reference for C2c.Q1 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

Prerequisite: Managing negative impacts on ecology

Criterion 1 (Lue 04)

C2c.Q2: Have the relevant criteria for ‘Managing negative impacts on ecology' been achieved?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Evidence reference for C2c.Q2 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

Ecological enhancement

Criteria 3-4 (Lue 04)

C2c.Q3: Did the project team implement the ecological enhancementmeasures/actions in the following order:

a. On site, andwhere this is not feasible,

b. Off site within the zone of influence?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Evidence reference for C2c.Q3 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

Please indicatewhat was pursued:

◯ On site enhancement

◯ Off-site enhancement
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C2c.Q4: Has relevant data been offered to the local environmental records centres nearest to, or relevant for, the site?

◯ Yes ◯ No ◯ Not applicable

If not applicable, please explain why:

Evidence reference for C2c.Q4 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

Quantifying change in ecological value | UK NC V7

Criteria 5-6 (Lue 04)

C2c.Q5: Does your site have a baseline of 0.1 biodiversity units (BUs) or lower?

◯ Yes (please answerQ6 toQ8) ◯ No (please answerQ9 toQ14)

C2c.Q6:Which version of the BiodiversityMetric calculation tool have you used?

◯ Statutory BiodiversityMetric (SBM)

◯ Small SitesMetric (SSM)

C2c.Q7: HowmanyBUs have been implemented per hectare for the site post-development?

C2c.Q8: Has the SBMor SSMcalculation of BU/ha and site plans been submitted as evidence?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Please reference the sources of data used in the calculation of BNG (C2c.Q5-Q8)

C2c.Q9:Which version of the BiodiversityMetric calculation tool have you used?

◯ Statutory BiodiversityMetric (SBM)

◯ Small SitesMetric (SSM)

C2c.Q10:Which habitat typeswere on your site pre-development?

◻ Area

◻ Hedgerow

◻ Watercourse
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C2c.Q11:Which habitat types are on your site post-development?

◻ Area

◻ Hedgerow

◻ Watercourse

C2c.Q12:Which habitat had the lowest percentage in biodiversity net gain (BNG)?

◯ Area

◯ Hedgerow

◯ Watercourse

C2c.Q13:What is the percentage of the lowest percentage in biodiversity net gain?

C2c.Q14: Has the SBMor SSMand site plans been submitted as evidence?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Please reference the sources of data used in the calculation of BNG (C2c.Q9-Q13)

In addition to completion of the calculation tool please confirm the following:

C2c.Q14a: Habitat losses and gains relating to legally protected species are included in the calculations and have been clearly identified.

◯ Yes ◯ No

Evidence reference for C2c.Q14a (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

C2c.Q14b: 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

Evidence reference for C2c.Q14b (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

C2c.Q14c: All site survey information and the data associatedwith the calculations are includedwithin evidence provided. Thismay include

date stamped photographs andGIS layers containing data on the habitat types.

◯ Yes ◯ No



GUIDANCE NOTE 41

JULY 2025

GN41 0 .0 | JULY 2025 | © BRE GLOBAL LTD PAGE 27 OF 31

Evidence reference for C2c.Q14c (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

C2c.Q14d:Were any sections or items listed in themethodology corresponding to this point deemed not appropriate due to the nature and

scale of the project?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Evidence reference for C2c.Q14d (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

If yes, please list these and provide a brief statement explainingwhy theywere deemed not appropriate:

Which sections or items Why not appropriate

Quantifying change in ecological value | International NC V7

C2c.Q15: Has the SQEdeemedBiodiversity Net Gain to be appropriate for the site?

◯ Yes (go toQ16) ◯ No (go toQ20)

Criterion 5 (Lue 04)

C2c.Q16:Which version of the BiodiversityMetric calculation tool have you used?

◯ Ramboll Global BiodiversityMetric

◯ Country specific biodiversitymetric

If you have used a country specific biodiversitymetric, please statewhich one below:

C2c.Q17: HowmanyBUs per hectare are present for the site pre-development?

C2c.Q18: HowmanyBUs per hectare are present for the site post-development?

C2c.Q19: Has the BiodiversityMetric calculation of BU/ha and site plans been submitted as evidence?

◯ Yes ◯ No
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Please reference the sources of data used in the calculation of BNG (C2c.Q15-Q19)

In addition to completion of the calculation tool please confirm the following:

C2c.Q19a: Habitat losses and gains relating to legally protected species are included in the calculations and have been clearly identified.

◯ Yes ◯ No

Evidence reference for C2c.Q19a (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

C2c.Q19b: Losses and gains calculated for the pre-development and post-development scenarios are reported separately, i.e. per habitat

type.

◯ Yes ◯ No

Evidence reference for C2c.Q19b (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

C2c.Q19c: All site survey information and the data associatedwith the calculations are includedwithin evidence provided. Thismay include

date stamped photographs andGIS layers containing data on the habitat types.

◯ Yes ◯ No

Evidence reference for C2c.Q19c (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

C2c.Q19d:Were any sections or items listed in themethodology corresponding to this point deemed not appropriate due to the nature and

scale of the project?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Evidence reference for C2c.Q19d (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

If yes, please list these and provide a brief statement explainingwhy theywere deemed not appropriate:
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Which items Why not appropriate

Criteria 6-8 (Lue 04)

C2c.Q20: Have the UrbanGreening Factor targets beenmet according to asset type?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Evidence reference for C2c.Q20 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

C2c.Q21a: Has the local authority set targets for UrbanGreening Factor?

◯ Yes ◯ No

C2c.Q21b: If yes, what are the targets? If they are lower than the BREEAM targets, the BREEAM targetsmust bemet.

Evidence reference for C2c.Q21 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

C2c.Q22a: Does the baseline of the site alreadymeet the target level?

◯ Yes ◯ No

C2c.Q22b: If yes, has the project improved upon this by +0.1?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Evidence reference for C2c.Q22 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)
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C2c.Q23: In addition tomeeting the targets, has the ecologist also confirmed that the vegetation specified tomeet the targets provides

ecological benefits?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Evidence reference for C2c.Q23 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

d. Long term ecology management (Lue 05)

Prerequisite: Ecological change and enhancement

Criterion 1 (Lue 05)

C2d.Q1: Have the relevant criteria for 'Change and enhancement of ecological value' been achieved?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Evidence reference for C2d.Q1 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

Handover to building owner or tenant

Criterion 2 (Lue 05)

C2d.Q2: As part of the tenant or building owner information being supplied, has a section been included on ecology and biodiversity to

inform the tenant or owner of local ecological features, value and biodiversity on or near the site and any relatedmanagement

requirements? Please include an overview below:

Evidence reference for C2d.Q2 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)
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Landscape and ecology management plan

Criterion 3 (Lue 05)

C2d.Q3: Has a landscape and ecologymanagement plan, or similar, been developed covering 30 years after project completion?

◯ Yes ◯ No

If yes, please provide an overview of how the planmeets the points outlined in the technical manual:

Evidence reference for C2d.Q3 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

C2d.Q4:Were any sections or items listed in the criteria ormethodology relating to the scope and content of the plan deemed not

appropriate due to the nature and scale of the project?

◯ Yes ◯ No

Evidence reference for C2d.Q4 (including clear locational referencing such as page or clause numbers as relevant)

If yes, please list these and provide a brief statement explainingwhy theywere deemed not appropriate:

Which sections or items Why not appropriate

C3: Signature of validation

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

Name of ecologist: ____________________________________

Signature of ecologist: ____________________________________

Date: ____________________________________
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