
Appendix F – Guidance for relating ecologist’s 

report to BREEAM 
Before using this guidance and completing the form please read the following: 

1. This PDF form may be filled electronically you are using Acrobat Reader 9 or later. Users may: 
• Save forms and data locally 
• Fill and submit forms online 
• Distribute forms to others for review and comment 
• Add digital signatures 

2. This document is to be used for BREEAM 2011 assessments, where an ecologist has been appointed and 
produced an ecology report as part of a proposed development. 

3. As an ecologist may have been appointed to carry out ecological site surveys and produced an ecology report 
without being aware that a BREEAM assessment has been, or is to be conducted, the purpose of this 
document is to help assist BREEAM assessors relate the contents of such a report to the land use and ecology 
criteria of BREEAM. 

4. The assessor is to request that the appointed ecologist complete all sections of this guidance and return it to 
the BREEAM assessor along with all relevant documentation required to demonstrate compliance with the 
BREEAM criteria. 

5. The assessor is to use this completed document in conjunction with the latest issue of the BREEAM 2011 New 
Construction Scheme Document and information provided by the developer / client to carry out the 
assessment of the land use and ecology BREEAM issues. 

There are 6 sections (sections A - F) in this document. 

1. Section A requires contact details for the ecologist and developer / client. 
2. Section B1 determines whether the appointed ecologist is ‘suitably qualified’ (under BREEAM); and if not, 

section B2 determines whether the report has been verified by an ecologist who is ‘suitably qualified’. 
3. Section C determines whether the findings of the report have been based on data collected from site surveys 

conducted at appropriate times of the year to determine whether different species are evident. 
4. If ‘no’ is recorded for either Section B or C then the contents of the ecology report cannot be used to determine 

compliance with the BREEAM criteria. 
5. Section D provides the BREEAM assessor with the necessary information to complete the assessment of the 

ecology related BREEAM issues. 
6. Section E provides details of the documentation / information required by BREEAM as evidence of compliance. 
7. Section F requires the signature of the appointed ecologist who has completed this document. 

Please note: it is only the appointed qualified and licensed BREEAM assessor who can award or withhold a credit for 
a BREEAM assessment. 



Section A: Contact Details 

Ecologist’s Details  

Company name:  

Company address: 
  

Contact name:  

Contact telephone number:  

Ecology report reference:  

Developer / Client Details  

Company name:  

Company address: 

  

Contact name:  

Contact telephone number:  

Development details  

BRE reference number (if known):  

Development name:  

Development address: 

  



Section B1: Ecologist’s Qualifications 

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

Yes   No   

If yes, please provide details 

  

  

  

  

Note: Depending on the ecological content (minimum 60%), 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. 

2. Are you a practising ecologist with a minimum of 3 years relevant experience within the last 5 years? 

Yes   No   

If yes, please provide details  

  

  

  

  

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; Phase 1 and 2 habitat surveys and habitat restoration. 

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

Yes   No   

If yes, please provide details  

  

  

  

  

Note: a full member of one of the following organisations will be deemed suitable: Chartered Institution of Water 
and Environmental Management (CIWEM); Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (IEEM); Institute of 
Environmental Management and Assessment (IEMA); Landscape Institute (LI). 

Note: 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 B1 then the BREEAM requirement for a ‘suitably qualified 
ecologist’ has not been met. The ecology report CANNOT be used to assess the BREEAM Ecology issues unless it is 
verified by an individual who is ‘suitably qualified’ (see section B2 below). 

Section B2: Report Verification 

Details on verifying an ecology report for a BREEAM assessment: 

1. The individual verifying the report must provide written confirmation that they comply with the definition of a 
‘suitably qualified ecologist’ (as detailed in Section B1 above). 

2. The verifier of the report must confirm in writing they have read and reviewed the report and found it to: 
a. represent sound industry practice 
b. report and recommend correctly, truthfully, and objectively 
c. be appropriate given the local site conditions and scope of works proposed 
d. avoid invalid, biased, and exaggerated statements. 

Written confirmation from the third party verifier on all the points detailed under 1 and 2 above (for section B2) 
must be included in an appendix to this guidance (see section E). 

If the appointed ecologist does not meet the criteria of a ‘suitably qualified ecologist’ and the report has not been 
verified by an individual who does meet these criteria, then the report CANNOT be used as evidence of compliance 
with the ecology related BREEAM. 

Section C: Site Survey 

1. Have the findings of the ecology report been based on data collected from a site survey(s)? 

Yes   No   

If yes, please provide details to justify this (e.g. date(s) and scope of site survey(s)) 

  

  

  

  

Note: The site visit(s) and survey(s) must be conducted at appropriate times of the year when it is possible to 
determine the presence, or evidence of the presence, of different plant and animal species. 

Note: the contents of the ecology report must be representative of the site’s existing ecology prior to the 
commencement of initial site preparation works, i.e. before RIBA stage K, Construction to Practical Completion, and 
after RIBA stage B, Design Brief. 

If ‘no’ has been answered to question 1 of Section C then the ecology report CANNOT be used to determine 
compliance with the criteria of the relevant BREEAM ecology issues. 



Section D: Site Survey Details 

LE 02 Ecological value of land and protection of ecological features 

1. Is the land within the ‘construction zone' deemed by the suitably qualified ecologist to be of low ecological 
value? 

Yes   No   

If yes, please provide a brief statement explaining how it has been deemed to be of low ecological value: 

  

  

  

  

Note: The construction zone is defined as any land on the site which is being developed (and therefore disturbed) 
for buildings, hard standing, landscaping, site access, plus a 3m boundary in either direction around these areas. It 
also includes any areas used for temporary site storage and buildings. 

2. Are there any features / areas of ecological value that fall within the site, but outside the construction zone? 

Yes   No   
Note: If you have deemed this area to be of low ecological value then there will be no features of ecological value 
to protect. However, if there is a feature(s) or area(s) of low ecological value you wish to advise be retained and 
enhanced, e.g. a species-poor hedgerow to a species-rich hedgerow, then full details of the protection and 
enhancement advice should be entered under LE 04 Enhancing site ecology. 

If yes, please provide a brief statement outlining the advice / recommendations given for protecting all existing 
features and areas of ecological value: 

  

  

  

  

LE 03 Mitigating ecological impact 

3.  Are you able to provide the following information for before and after construction: 

• Broad habitat types  
• An estimate of the number of floral species present per broad habitat type (based on appropriate census 

techniques and confirmed planting regimes)? 

Yes   No   



a. If yes, please give a brief description of the landscapes and broad habitats surrounding the development site. 

  

  

  

  

b. The total site area (in m2). This will be the same before and after development. 

  

c. Please fill in Table 19-1 below with site details before and after development: 

 Table 19-1: Site details before and after development1 

Broad habitat type2 Area of broad habitat type (m2)  
Average total taxon richness per broad habitat type 

      

      

      

      

      

      

Broad habitat type2 
Area of broad habitat type (m2)  

Average total taxon richness per broad habitat type 

      

      

      

      

      

      

 Note to assessor (and ecologist where requested to carry out calculations); the information contained in these tables 
can be used to calculate both LE 03 Mitigating ecological impact and LE 04 Enhancing site ecology issues. 

 Broad habitat types will include natural areas, e.g. various grasslands and woodlands; as well as areas of the built 
environment, e.g. buildings, hard landscaping. The area of each habitat type when added together must always 
equal the total area of the development site. 

 

4. Has the client / developer requested you to carry out the calculation for LE 03 Mitigating ecological impact 
and /or LE 04 Enhancing site ecology (where relevant)? 

Yes   No   

Note: The calculations must be carried out in line with the methodology provided in the current version of the 
BREEAM 2011 Scheme Document. 

If yes, please complete Table 19-2 and Table 19-3 below: 



 Table 19-2: Calculation of the Ecological Value of the Site Before Development 

Broad habitat type Area of broad 
habitat type [m2] 

  Average total 
taxon richness (see 
BREEAM issue LE 
03 or a SQE*) 

  Average total 
taxon richness x 
Area of broad 
habitat type 

    x   =   

    x   =   

    x   =   

    x   =   

    x   =   

    x   =   

    x   =   

    x   =   

    x   =   

    x   =   

(1) Total site area =     (2) Total =     

Average total taxon richness before development =     

Average total taxon richness x area of habitat type / Total site area = (2)/(1) =     

* SQE = Suitably Qualified Ecologist 

 Table 19-3: Calculation of the Ecological Value of the Site After Development 

Broad habitat type Area of broad 
habitat type [m2] 

  Average total 
taxon richness (see 
BREEAM issue LE 
03 or a SQE) 

  Average total 
taxon richness x 
Area of broad 
habitat type 

    x   =   

    x   =   

    x      

    x   =   

    x   =   

    x   =   

    x   =   

    x   =   

    x   =   

    x   =   

(1) Total site area =     (2) Total =     

Average total taxon richness after development =     

Average total taxon richness x Area of broad habitat type / Total site area = (2)/(1) =     

LE 04 Enhancing site ecology 

5. Has the client / developer required you to provide advice and make recommendations for enhancing site 
ecology? 

Yes   No   

If yes, please provide a brief statement outlining the advice / recommendations given on enhancing and protecting 
the ecological value of the site: 



  

  

  

  

Note: Such advice is to include, and go beyond, compliance with all current EU and UK legislation relating to 
protected species and habitats. 

LE 05 Long term impact on biodiversity 

6. Were you appointed prior to commencement of development work activities on site? 

Yes   No   Don’t know   

7. Has the client / developer given you the responsibility to confirm whether all current EU and UK legislation 
relating to protection and enhancement of ecology has been (or will be) complied with during the design and 
construction process? 

Yes   No   

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

  

  

  

  

8. Has the developer / client appointed you to produce an appropriate landscape/site ecology management plan 
covering at least the first 5 years after project completion? 

Yes   No   

 EITHER: 

a. If yes, and the management plan has already been produced does it include the following: 
i. management of any protected features on site 
ii. management of any new, existing, or enhanced habitats 
iii. a reference to the current or future site level Biodiversity Action Plan? 

Yes   No   

OR 

b. If yes, but the management plan is still to be produced (due to it being too early in the design/construction 
phase), have you provided the following information to the developer / client: 

i. scope of management plan 
ii. key responsibilities, and with whom these responsibilities lie, e.g. owner, landlord, occupier? 

  



If you have answered ‘yes’ to either question 8a or 8b please provide a brief explanation outlining the details 

  

  

  

  

9. Has the client / developer required you, as part of your responsibilities, to provide recommendations and 
advice to minimise detrimental impacts on site biodiversity? 

Yes   No   

If yes, or not applicable, please briefly explain your reasoning: 

  

  

  

  

10. Do your responsibilities to the client / developer include providing advice and recommendations for the 
protection of ecological features? 

Yes   No   N/A   

If yes, or not applicable, please briefly explain your reasoning: 

  

  

  

  

11. Do your responsibilities to the client / developer include providing advice on the creation of a new ecologically 
valuable habitat, which is appropriate to the local area and is either nationally, regionally, or locally important, 
or supports nationally, regionally, or locally important biodiversity? 

Yes          No          N/A

If yes, or not applicable, please briefly explain your reasoning: 

  

  

  

  

12.  Do your responsibilities to the client / developer include providing advice and recommendations on when site 
works are to be avoided so as to minimise the disturbance to wildlife? 

Yes          No          N/A   



If yes, or not applicable, please briefly explain your reasoning 

  

  

  

  

Section E: Schedule of Evidence 

Copies of the following documentation are required to support the above statements and act as evidence of 
compliance with the BREEAM Land Use and Ecology criteria: 

1. The suitably qualified ecologists site/project specific report 
2. Written confirmation from the verifier of the ecology report (where necessary) 
3. Any supplementary documentation e.g. maps, plans, drawings, letters / emails of correspondence, etc. 

Please include these details along with the appropriate reference to each document in the table below: 

Document Reference 

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

Section F: 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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yes
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no
no
yes
yes
yes
yes
	Company name:: Mouchel
	Company address:: 209-215 Blackfriars Road,LondonSE1 8NL
	Contact name:: Paul Joyce
	Contact telephone number:: 07833 401 919
	Ecology report reference:: Mouchel (2014). Phase 1 Habitat Survey Report.
	Company name:: 
	Company address:: 
	Contact name:: 
	Contact telephone number:: 
	BRE reference number (if known):: 
	Development name:: 
	Development address:: 
	: 
	If yes, please provide details: BSc Hons Zoology from Royal Holloway UniversityPhD Aquatic Ecology University College  London
	If yes, please provide details: Paul is a biologist with a PhD in aquatic ecology from University College London, and a strong background in the study of terrestrial and freshwater ecosystems. Paul is responsible for managing large scale ecological survey and mitigation projects. Although specialising in conservation issues related to water voles, Paul undertakes bat and great crested newt surveys, has considerable expertise in the design of ecological mitigation/ compensation and monitoring schemes. As a scientist Paul has designed, conducted and published a number of aquatic surveys in notable journals investigating nutrient transfer in stream and river ecosystems. His research interests have been diverse but focussed on interactions between invertebrates and their environment, ranging from chalk rivers and grasslands in the UK to upland ponds in Tasmania and Australia, mixing scientific research with experience of ecological conservation and habitat management.
	If yes, please provide details: Full member of CIEEM (CMIEEM)Chartered Environmentalist (CEnv)
	If yes, please provide details to justify this (e.g. date(s) and scope of site survey(s: A Phase 1 habitat survey was carried out at the site in April 2014
	If yes, please provide a brief statement explaining how it has been deemed to be of low ecological value: The construction zone houses three main ecological features; parkland, neutral grassland, and hard standing/ buildings. ParklandThis comprises intensively managed and regularly mown grassland, typical of lawns and playing fields.  These habitats are common throughout the UK and therefore this habitat has significance within the site only.Semi-improved neutral grasslandThis area of semi improved grassland is managed as a wild area by the school. With relaxed management the species mix will be much higher than that found in the other grassland habitats on site.  This habitat is common throughout the UK, and considering this site is very close to Richmond Park this habitat can only be classed as locally important. Within this area are two dried up ponds, and this habitat type also contains an artificial badger sett. The inclusion of a new 'nature & garden area' is to replace lost habitat.Hard standing/ buildingsAlthough no vegetation is associated with this habitat, some buildings can house protected species such as bats and birds.  A careful inspection of the builds showed that there were no such constraints associated with the buildings on this site; therefore, this habitat has significance within the site only.
	features and areas of ecological value: 
	a: The landscape surrounding the development site consists primarily of hard standing/ buildings that are located to the north, east, and south of the site. To the west of the site is an area of broad-leaf semi-natural woodland with a large area of amenity grassland to the north-west.Within 2.5km of the site there are two local nature reserves; Ham Common and Ham Lands. Additionally, Richmond Park (TQ 200 730) also falls with the 2.5 km buffer surrounding Strathmore School.  The park is designated as a National Nature Reserve (NNR), Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and European Special Area of Conservation (SAC).  The park has been managed as a royal deer park since the seventeenth century, producing a range of habitats of value to wildlife.  In particular, Richmond Park is of importance for its diverse deadwood beetle fauna associated with ancient trees found throughout the parkland. In addition the park supports the most extensive area of dry acid grassland in Greater London.  There are no non statutory designated sites within a 2.5 km buffer around the proposed site.  However there are several priority S41 (formally UK BAP) habitats within the buffer zone.  As stated above Richmond Park has extensive lowland dry acidic grassland, there is also an area of undetermined grassland to the south west of the site which (from aerial photography) appears to be a golf course.There are six designated traditional orchards within the 2.5 km buffer, including one within the grounds of Strathmore School.  This may point to a single pare tree on the southern boundary of the site.Within the mosaic of habitats included within the 2.5 km buffer there are 81 areas of deciduous woodland, including and area adjacent to the western boundary of the site known as The Copes.  28 of these areas are also on the National Inventory of Woodland and Trees, with a further 8 areas registered as Woodpasture and Parkland habitat.
	site area: 17618.00000000
	Area of broad habitat type (m2: Parkland
	Area of broad habitat type (m2: 9661.00000000
	Average total taxon richness per broad habitat type: 19.99000000
	Area of broad habitat type (m2: Semi-improved neutral grassland
	Area of broad habitat type (m2: Hard standing/ buildings
	Area of broad habitat type (m2: Boundary and Linear features
	Area of broad habitat type (m2: 
	Area of broad habitat type (m2: 
	Area of broad habitat type (m2: 1601.00000000
	Area of broad habitat type (m2: 5808.00000000
	Area of broad habitat type (m2: 548.00000000
	Area of broad habitat type (m2: 
	Area of broad habitat type (m2: 
	Average total taxon richness per broad habitat type: 20.44000000
	Average total taxon richness per broad habitat type: 0.00000000
	Average total taxon richness per broad habitat type: 15.42000000
	Average total taxon richness per broad habitat type: 
	Average total taxon richness per broad habitat type: 
	Area of broad habitat type (m2: Parkland
	Area of broad habitat type (m2) - new: 7522.00000000
	Average total taxon richness per broad habitat type: 19.99000000
	Area of broad habitat type (m2: Hard standing
	Area of broad habitat type (m2: Standing water
	Area of broad habitat type (m2: Wildlife area
	Area of broad habitat type (m2: Boundary and linear features
	Area of broad habitat type (m2: 
	Area of broad habitat type (m2) - new: 7521.00000000
	Area of broad habitat type (m2) - new: 53.00000000
	Area of broad habitat type (m2) - new: 731.00000000
	Area of broad habitat type (m2) - new: 1791.00000000
	Area of broad habitat type (m2) - new: 
	Average total taxon richness per broad habitat type: 0.00000000
	Average total taxon richness per broad habitat type: 0.00000000
	Average total taxon richness per broad habitat type: 0.00000000
	Average total taxon richness per broad habitat type: 15.42000000
	Average total taxon richness per broad habitat type: 
	x: 9661.00000000
	Broad habitat type: Parkland
	x: 19.99
	x: 193123.39000000
	Broad habitat type: Semi-improved neutral grassland
	x: 1601.00000000
	x: 20.44
	Broad habitat type: Hard standing/ buildings
	x: 5808.00000000
	x: 0
	Broad habitat type: Boundary/ linear features
	Broad habitat type: 
	x: 548.00000000
	x: 
	x: 15.42
	x: 
	Broad habitat type: 
	x: 
	x: 
	Broad habitat type: 
	x: 
	x: 
	Broad habitat type: 
	x: 
	x: 
	Broad habitat type: 
	x: 
	x: 32724.44000000
	x: 0.00000000
	x: 8450.16000000
	x: 
	x: 
	x: 
	x: 
	x: 
	x: 
	x: 
	Broad habitat type: 
	x: 
	x: 
	(1) Total site area =: 17618.00000000
	=_(2) Total =: 234297.99000000002
	=_Average total taxon richness before development =: 55
	=_Average total taxon richness x area of habitat type / Total site area = (2)/(1) =: 13.29878477
	Broad habitat type: Parkland
	x: 7522.00000000
	x: 19.99000000
	x: 150364.78000000
	Broad habitat type: Boundary/ linear buffer
	Broad habitat type: Hard standing/ buildings
	Broad habitat type: Standing water
	Broad habitat type: Wildlife area
	Broad habitat type: 
	Broad habitat type: 
	Broad habitat type: 
	Broad habitat type: 
	Broad habitat type: 
	x: 1791.00000000
	x: 7521.00000000
	x: 53.00000000
	x: 731.00000000
	x: 
	x: 
	x: 
	x: 
	x: 
	x: 15.42000000
	x: 0.00000000
	x: 
	x: 
	x: 
	x: 
	x: 
	x: 
	x: 
	x: 27617.22000000
	x: 0.00000000
	x: 0.00000000
	x: 0.00000000
	x: 
	x: 
	x: 
	x: 
	x: 
	(1) Total site area =: 17618
	=_(2) Total =: 177982
	=_Average total taxon richness before development =: 35
	=_Average total taxon richness x area of habitat type / Total site area = (2)/(1) =: 10.10228176
	undefined: BirdsIf sections of the mixed species hedge or trees are to be removed due to the progressing of this scheme, removal should be undertaken outside the bird breeding season (breeding bird season: March-July) if possible. However if such work should be undertaken during the breeding season then an ecologist should be present to check the habitat for active nests prior to removal. If breeding birds are found, work in the vicinity of a nest should be avoided until young birds have fledged (period dependent on bird species).Other ecological constraintsRemoval of the pear tree on the southern boundary should be avoided if at all possible.Recommendations to further ecological value of the siteThere are several ways in which the ecological value of the site can be improved.  Here are some suggestions discussed previously with the client.• Enhance the ponds - Currently the ponds are of poor quality.  Improving the quality of these ponds will increase the attractiveness of them to amphibians and aquatic invertebrates.• Relax management of amenity grassland - Leaving a rough grassland boarder around the outside of the playing fields and other managed grassland would help to improve the biodiversity of plants and invertebrates within the site.  Care should be taken to reduce the nutrient level in the soil before reducing the management levels as this will stop weed species such as nettle and bramble from taking hold in these areas.• Expanding the wildlife area – Increasing the size of the wildlife area will hep to improve the biodiversity of plants and invertebrates on site.• Reduce the nutrient level of the wildlife area – the current wildlife area has high levels of weed species such as nettle.  By reducing the nutrient level in the soil these species will gradually reduced in cover and other native wild flowers and grasses will start to take hold. • Camera trapping the badger sett – The presence of a badger sett on site could be a valuable educational tool.  Badgers are mainly nocturnal so the use of a camera trap placed near to the entrance of the sett should be able to detect the movement and habitats of the resident population.
	If yes, please provide details on all current EU and UK legislation that relates to the site: European Protected Species (EPS)All EPS in England are fully protected through inclusion within Schedule II of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010. This legislation makes it an offence to deliberately capture, kill, injure or disturb an EPS. It is also an offence to damage or destroy a breeding site or resting place of these species. For the purposes of this legislation disturbance has been defined as that likely:• To impair their ability:(i) To survive, breed or reproduce, or to rear or nurture their young; or,(ii) To hibernate or migrate.• To affect significantly the local distribution or abundance of that species to which they belong.It may be possible to apply for a licence from Natural England to allow activities that would otherwise be an offence under these Regulations.Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended)The main piece of national legislation which protects animals, plants, and in some cases their habitats in England is the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended).All wild birds receive protection from being intentionally killed, injured or taken damage. It is also an offence to destroy a wild bird nest (whilst being built or in use) or its eggs. Species listed on Schedule 1 of The Act receive further protection which makes it an offence to intentionally or recklessly disturb these species while building a nest, or in, on or near a nest containing eggs or young; or to disturb dependent young of such a bird.Great crested newts, water vole, otter, dormice, badgers, all UK reptile species and all UK bat species are protected under the Wildlife and Countryside Act (WCA) 1981 (as amended). This legal protection makes it an offence to intentionally kill, injure or take (capture) any of these species and also to intentionally or recklessly damage, destroy or obstruct access to any structure or place which these species use for shelter or protection, including disturbance of these species while they are using such a place.The Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006 (NERC)Section 41s of the NERC Act (2006) (referred to as S41) requires the Secretary of State to publish a list of priority habitats and species that are of principal importance to biodiversity conservation in England.Priority habitats and species were identified as requiring action in the UK Biodiversity Action Plan (UK BAP), which has now been succeeded, by the UK Post-2010 Biodiversity Framework (JNCC and Defra, 2012).
	If you have answered: 
	If yes, or not applicable, please briefly explain your reasoning: As part of a Phase 1 Habitat Survey recommendations were provided and included in section LE 04 (5) above.
	If yes, or not applicable, please briefly explain your reasoning: Removal of the pear tree on the southern boundary should be avoided if at all possible as this tree species provides an excellent food source for a wide range of species.
	If yes, or not applicable, please briefly explain your reasoning: Recommendations to further ecological value of the siteThere are several ways in which the ecological value of the site can be improved.  Here are some suggestions discussed previously with the client.• Enhance the ponds - Currently the ponds are of poor quality.  Improving the quality of these ponds will increase the attractiveness of them to amphibians and aquatic invertebrates.• Relax management of amenity grassland - Leaving a rough grassland boarder around the outside of the playing fields and other managed grassland would help to improve the biodiversity of plants and invertebrates within the site.  Care should be taken to reduce the nutrient level in the soil before reducing the management levels as this will stop weed species such as nettle and bramble from taking hold in these areas.• Expanding the wildlife area – Increasing the size of the wildlife area will hep to improve the biodiversity of plants and invertebrates on site.• Reduce the nutrient level of the wildlife area – the current wildlife area has high levels of weed species such as nettle.  By reducing the nutrient level in the soil these species will gradually reduced in cover and other native wild flowers and grasses will start to take hold. • Camera trapping the badger sett – The presence of a badger sett on site could be a valuable educational tool.  Badgers are mainly nocturnal so the use of a camera trap placed near to the entrance of the sett should be able to detect the movement and habitats of the resident population.
	If yes, or not applicable, please briefly explain your reasoning: BirdsIf sections of the mixed species hedge or trees are to be removed due to the progressing of this scheme, removal should be undertaken outside the bird breeding season (breeding bird season: March-July) if possible. However if such work should be undertaken during the breeding season then an ecologist should be present to check the habitat for active nests prior to removal. If breeding birds are found, work in the vicinity of a nest should be avoided until young birds have fledged (period dependent on bird species).
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