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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:

BREEAM NC (New Construction2018— Office

2) Please add the project details

BRE project reference number (if known):

Development name: 13 BlackburnRoad

Development address: 13 BlackburnRoad WestHampstead,.ondon,NW6 1RZ

Section A2: Assessment Route Used for the Development / Project

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

Route 1 Route 2
) o ) o

(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: ClarksonandWoodsLtd.

Company address: Units 1-6 OverbrookBusines<Centre,PoolbridgeRoad Blackford, SomersetBS284PA

Contact name: Harry Fox

Ecology report reference (where applicable): EcologicallmpactAssessmentlarksonandWoodsLtd, May 2020
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Developer/Client details (Complete for both Route 1 and Route 2 assessments)

Company name: WestHampsteadnvestments$artnership

Company address: 55 BlandfordStreet.ondon,W1U 7HW

Contact name: JacobLoftus

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

I holdaBSc(Hons)in Ecologyfrom DurhamUniversity.

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

Harry has12 years'experienceindertakingecologicalsurveysjncludingcompilingandundertakingassessmenfsr Codefor Sustainablédomesand
BREEAM. Harry holdsalicencefor the surveyof batsin England(NaturalEnglandLevel 2 Reg.No. 2018-33520-CLS-CLSyreatcrestechewtsin
England(NaturalEnglandLevel 1 Reg.No. 2016-19781-CLS-CLSYyarereptilesin England(NaturalEnglandLevel 1 Reg.No. 2015-11245-CS-CLS)
andabarnowl nestdisturbancdicencefor all countiesn England(Reg.No. CL29/00041).

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.

Harryis afull memberof the Charterednstituteof EcologyandEnvironmentaManagemen{CIEEM).

*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

GN40 0.0 PN345 © BRE Global Ltd, August 2018

Page 8 of 30 Part of the BRE Trust I e



BREEAM  CEEQUAL  comiirv e

. . MARK
delivered by bre  delivered by bre  gelivered by bre

Guidance Note GN40 V0.0 August 2018
/

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:

All 17 specief batknownto breedin EnglandandWales,andtheir roostsites,areprotectedunderthe Conservatiorof HabitatsandSpecies
Regulation®2017,knownasthe ‘HabitatsRegulations’ This makesit anoffenceto deliberatelykill or injure abat,or to deliberatelydisturba batsuch
thatits ability to hibernatepreedor rearyoung,or suchthatthe speciesdistribution,weresignificantly affected.

It is alsoanoffenceto damageor destroyany breedingsite or restingplace.Intentionalor recklesdisturbancef batsin their restingplacesanddamage

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.

ClarksonandWoodsLtd wereappointedat the pre-planning/desigatageof the project.An ExtendedPhasel Habitatssurveywascarriedout on 29th
May 2020by ChrisPooleMSc GradCIEEM.Chrishasover 2 years'experiencaindertakingecologicalsurveysandhasbeenassessednderthe
ClarksonandWoodsQA processeascompetento completethe survey

Following the siteecologicalsurvey,a PreliminaryEcologicalAppraisalemailwasimmediatelysentto theclientin orderto inform the projectteamof
thefindingsof the survey,andthe potentialconstraintsandopportunitiesassociateavith thefuture developmentf the site. Thisinformationwasthen

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:

An ExtendedPhasel Habitatssurveywascarriedout on 29thMay 2020, prior to the completionof the preparatiorandbrief stage An appraisabf all
habitatson siteaccordingto the INCCPhasel guidelineswasundertakenandanassessmemtf the potentialfor the siteto supportprotectedspeciesvas
made following industrystandardestpractice.This surveyassessethe currentecologicalvalueof the site,andrelatedareaswithin the zoneof
influence,andidentifiedthe potentialimpactsof the proposedievelopmentThis wasthencommunicatedo the clientthrougha preliminaryecological
appraisateport,andrecommendationseremadefor the enhancementf the ecologicalvalueof thesite.
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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:

Thefindingsof the ExtendedPhasel EcologicalSurveywassubsequentlgommunicatedo the clientandtherestof the projectteamthrougha
preliminaryecologicalappraisafeport. This reportdiscussedhe ecologicalconstraintandopportunitiesassociatedavith the site,andrecommendations
weremadefor the enhancemertf the ecologicalvalueof thesite.

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:

The SuitablyQualified Ecologistliaisedwith otherrelevantmemberf the projectteamto discussheimplementatiorof therecommendeécological
enhancememneasuresThis includedtheincorporationof a biodiversegreenroof, andnesting/roostindgeaturedor birdsandbatswithin the proposed
development.

The Greenspactnformationfor Greatel.ondonCIC EnvironmentaRecordsCentre(GiGL) wasconsultedor recordsof protectedspeciesandspecies
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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, T|m|ng of demolmonworkswnl avondAutumn monthsof SeptembeandOctoberasthls isthe breedlngseason
Protect N/A asno habitatsof ecologicalimportancewereidentifiedduringthe survey.

Reduce/limit negative impacts Delivery of atoolboxtalk to contractorgprior to commencemerdf worksto dlscussthelegal protectionof bats,

S A TR S Y (S S | B BT SN SO U SN P £ BUPR SRS DG [V S B

On-site compensation Althoughbatswereconsideredinlikely to be presenunderthe panellingon the building, theinstallationof 2-3

o ATET TN M M LMot ab o M VNl E€_t_ _ab . ol _af_ il N _ _f . a2t N _ _a

Enhancement Creationof intensivegreenroofson all threebuildings,installationof 6-8 artificial batandbird boxes- thesewill

[ USSR JOR IS S S S Y U SN B LIRS

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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9. Briefly describe the agreed ecological outcome for the site

Theexistingbuilding haslow potentialto supportroostingbats,andmitigation measurefiavebeendesignedo ensurghattheseimpactsareavoided
andminimisedasmuchaspossible Avoidancemeasuresvith regardto nestingbirds havealsobeenimplemented.

Theschemewill incorporateseverakcologicalenhancemerfeaturesjncludingthe creationof biodiverseextensivegreenroofson all threeof the
proposeduildings,theinstallationof artificial batandbird boxes,andtheinstallationof enhancemerfeaturedor pollinatorsandotherinvertebrates.

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 O No .

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 .

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

- PreliminaryEcologicalAppraisal(emailreport)thatdetailsthefindings - PreliminaryEcologicalAppraisal- ClarksonandWoods,1stMay 2020
of theecologicalsurvey,andmakesrecommendationfor appropriate
mitigationandecologicalenhancemenneasures.

- Ecologicalimpactassessmemf the proposedievelopmenat 13 - EcologicallmpactAssessment ClarksonandWoods,May 2020
BlackburnRoad.

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:

Wildlife & CountrysideAct (1981)in particularregardto nestingbirdsandthe avoidanceof damageor destructiorof protectedspeciesasidentified
within Schedule$ and8.

The Conservatiorof HabitatsandSpecieRegulationg2017)in particularrelatingto the surveyof thesitefor batsandtheirroosts.

The NaturalEnvironmentandRural CommunitiesAct (2006)in particularrelatingto incorporationof ecologicalenhancementsithin the scheme.
In England the NationalPlanningPolicy FrameworkNPPF),issuedn March2012andupdatedn 2018,stateshatthe planningsystemshould
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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 . No O

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

ClarksonandWoodsLtd. wereappointedat the projectbrief andconcepidesignstageof the projectin anecologicalconsultantole. This role was
clearlydefined,andtherolesandresponsibilite®f all memberof the projectteamwerecirculatedby the projectmanagerThis facilitatedthe
successfutleliveryof projectoutcomesat the projectbrief andconceptdesignstages.

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:

N/A - assite preparatiorandconstructionrworkshavenot yet commencedhoweverthetiming of constructionworkswasconsideredtanearly stage,
andmitigationmeasuresvererecommendeth orderto minimize potentialimpactson roostingbatsandnestingbirds.

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

N/A - assite preparatiorandconstructionvorkshavenot yet commenced.
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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;

Theexistingsitewasdeemedo beof very low ecologicalvalue,with the only semi-naturahabitatpresentbeingthreenon-nativeornamentatrees.The
ecologicalenhancemenneasuregcreationof greenrooves andinstallationof nesting/roostindeaturedor birds, batsandinvertebratesgonstitutea
significantnetgainfor biodiversitywithin thesite,andthereforeit is consideredhatno overalllossof ecologicalvaluewill occurasaresultof the
proposedievelopment.

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

- PreliminaryEcologicalAppraisal(emailreport)thatdetailsthefindings - PreliminaryEcologicalAppraisal- ClarksonandWoods,1stMay 2020
of theecologicalsurvey,andmakesrecommendationfor appropriate
mitigationandecologicalenhancemernmneasures.

- Ecologicalimpactassessmerf the proposedievelopmenat 13 - EcologicallmpactAssessment ClarksonandWoods,May 2020
BlackburnRoad.

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.

The Sitewaslocatedin the areaof WestHampsteadwithin theboroughof Camdenijn London.The Siteitself comprisedanapartmenblock (knownas
the Clockwork FactoryApartments)with associate@ccessparkingfacilities, andutility areasjncludingabin storageareaandawarehouse/storage
building. Thelocal landscapés urban,andis flankedby railway linesto the northandsouth,which areassociateavith the nearbyWestHampstead
Thameslinkpvergroundandundergroundstations.

2. Which change in ecological value methodology has been used for the site?
Fl O Simplified @)

Where the simplified route was used please provide a brief explanation of why, including any assumptions made.

Totalimpacton habitatss lessthan0.05ha,andnoneof the areahabitatsverecategorise@shigh distinctivenessandtherefore asper GN36, the
simplified calculationroutewasused.
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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.

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:

Wildlife & CountrysideAct (1981)in particularregardto nestingbirdsandthe avoidanceof damageor destructiorof protectedspeciessidentified
within Schedule$ and8.

The Conservatiorof Habitatsand SpecieRegulationg2017)in particularrelatingto the surveyof the site for batsandtheir roosts.
TheNaturalEnvironmentandRural CommunitiesAct (2006)in particularrelatingto incorporationof ecologicalenhancementsithin the scheme.
In England the NationalPlanningPolicy FrameworkNPPF),issuedn March2012andupdatedn 2018,stateshatthe planningsystemshould

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.

No agreedavoidance/mitigation/compensatioreasurefavebeenagreedwith thelocal planningauthorityto date,howeverit is anticipatedhat
relevantmeasuresvill be securedria planningconditionsoncethe planningapplicationhasbeendecided.

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

Calculatortool usedto quantify habitatlossesandgainsasa resultof the
proposedievelopment.
EcologicallmpactAssessmenteportcontainsExtended?hasel Survey
Resultg(includinghabitatspresenbn site pre-developmentanddetailsof
habitatsto be providedasa resultof the proposedievelopment.

- BREEAM, CEEQUAL & HQM Changen EcologicalValue Calculator

- EcologicallmpactAssessment ClarksonandWoods,May 2020
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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:

Wildlife & CountrysideAct (1981)in particularregardto nestingbirdsandthe avoidanceof damageor destructiorof protectedspeciesasidentified
within Schedule$ and8.

The Conservatiorof Habitatsand SpecieRegulationg2017)in particularrelatingto the surveyof the site for batsandtheir roosts.
TheNaturalEnvironmentandRural CommunitiesAct (2006)in particularrelatingto incorporationof ecologicalenhancementsithin the scheme.
In England the NationalPlanningPolicy FrameworkNPPF) issuedn March2012andupdatedn 2018,stateghatthe planningsystemshould

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(206) 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

GN40 0.0 PN345 © BRE Global Ltd, August 2018
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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

A Landscapé&nvironmentaManagemenPlan(LEMP) coveringthefirst
five yearsfollowing projectcompletionhasnotyet beenproducedput this
will beproducednceplanningpermissiorhasbeenreceived.

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: Harry Fox

Signature of project team member / ecologist: (%

Date: 9/6/20
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