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Introduction
This report summarises the feedback received from stakeholders during a wide ranging programme of consultation on BREEAM UK New 
Construction 2011. The consultation was part of a process of updating BREEAM New Construction to the 2014 version.

The report presents BRE’s responses to the issues raised and explains the resulting amendments made to the 2014 scheme document, a draft 
of which has now been published. 

The consultation

In response to changes in UK building regulations, BRE began work on revising and updating BREEAM UK New Construction 2011 in the 
spring of 2013. 

While BRE continually receives and responds to comments on BREEAM, formal scheme updates provide an opportunity to seek feedback 
using more targeted consultation methods. These regular update exercises also give stakeholders an opportunity to contribute to potentially 
fundamental changes to BREEAM.  

The consultation programme on the 2011 version included:

–  Public surveys – one for the United Kingdom (May – August 2013, 172 responses) plus a Scotland specific survey (September 2013, 18 
responses)

– UK Green Building Council workshop, June 2013

– Customer Liaison Workshops for BREEAM Assessors (held every three months)

– Briefing days for public and private sector specifiers of BREEAM, June 2013

– BRE Scotland and BRE Global joint workshop in Scotland to seek views on BREEAM in Scotland, October 2013

– Consultation with other specific industry bodies such as:

– BSRIA 

– Construction Products Association

– UK Contractors Group

– Education Funding Agency

– National Health Service

– Department for Communities and Local Government

– BRE Global Governing Body and Standing panel review.

BRE would like to take this opportunity to thank all of the organisations listed above, the many BREEAM Assessors who have contributed 
feedback, and the wide range of other stakeholders who participated in the consultation. These included contractors, engineers, architects, 
construction consultancies, building clients, developers, product manufacturers and many others.

The consultation outcomes

The majority of the feedback received from the consultation was concerned with the assessment criteria detailed in the BREEAM New 
Construction 2011 scheme document. 

The main themes of this feedback are summarised in this report, in tables divided into the ten BREEAM sections – Management, Health and 
wellbeing, Energy, Transport, Water, Materials, Waste, Land use and ecology, Pollution and Innovation. Alongside each feedback point, BRE’s 
response and any resulting amendments to the 2014 version are discussed. 

Some feedback received was more general and not linked to a particular section. This is presented separately in tables listing issues concerned 
with shell and core assessments, evidence requirements, country specific regulations and standards and adaptation to climate change. 

Feedback received on operational aspects of BREEAM, such as the quality assurance of assessment reports, is not presented here.  This report 
is focussed on the content of the BREEAM UK New Construction 2011 scheme document – operational feedback has been gathered and 
reviewed separately by BRE. 
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BREEAM UK New Construction 2014 

The feedback gathered during the consultation process, plus other comments received since the launch of BREEAM UK New Construction 
2011, has been reviewed to inform the update of the 2014 version.  

The draft of the 2014 scheme document has been published and includes the amendments highlighted in this report. It also includes other 
amendments determined by changes to regulations and developments in best practice. 

The publication of the draft is being followed by a period during which comments on the revised scheme can be submitted (see Table 1 
below). The final version of BREEAM UK New Construction 2014 will be published in spring 2014. The closure for new registrations of the 2011 
scheme will be co-ordinated with the publication of the new version. 

Table 1: BREEAM New Construction update delivery stages

Key stages Planned due date

Consultation period Spring to early Autumn 2013

Development of BREEAM New Construction Summer 2013 to January 2014

Publication of draft BREEAM New Construction 2014 10th February 2014 

Period for comments on the draft technical manual to be submitted 10th February to 10th March 2014

Peer review of the draft scheme by the independent Standing Panel  
and approved by BRE Global Governing Body

Spring 2014

Go live - close registration for 2011 and open for 2014 Late Spring 2014 

Feedback and outcomes
The tables in this report include summaries of the feedback received on BREEAM New Construction 2011, along with BRE’s responses and 
notes on the resulting outcomes. Due to the extent of the consultation process, the wider themes of the feedback are presented rather than 
individual comments. 

Assessment criteria feedback

The feedback on the assessment criteria of BREEAM New Construction 2011 has been grouped into the following sections: 

–  Management

–  Health and Wellbeing

–  Energy

–  Transport

–  Water

–  Materials

–  Waste

–  Land Use and Ecology

–  Pollution and Innovation 
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Management

Ref. Issue Feedback received Outcome BRE response

1 Man 01 Sustainable 
procurement

Man 01 should be split into 
separate issues. It currently 
includes too many credits, which 
are generally covered by various 
members of a design team. This 
makes it difficult to understand 
(for the team) and manage. 

Criteria amended The Management section has been reorganised  
to form issues and credits that more closely 
align with the phases of a project. For instance, 
Man 01 is now called ‘Project brief and design’ 
and has been simplified to include four credits 
rather than eight (as was the case for 2011). The 
approach taken is aimed at promoting ease of 
understanding and assessment of the content. 

2 Man 01 Sustainable 
procurement

The roles and responsibilities 
criteria are not needed, as the 
project team members already 
know what their roles and 
responsibilities are and early 
meetings already take place.

No change from 
the 2011 criteria

The aim of this issue is to recognise and 
encourage an integrated design process that 
optimises building performance. The aim of the 
roles and responsibilities criteria is to reward 
projects where an integrated approach is taken, 
and there is clear and unambiguous ownership 
and accountability of aspects relating to 
sustainability. 

3 Man 04 Stakeholder 
participation

The consultation credits are 
difficult and expensive to achieve 
because of the rigidly prescribed 
way that BREEAM requires the 
process to be carried out, e.g. the 
Design Quality Indicator (DQI) 
requirement for schools.

Clarification of 
criteria 

The criteria have been clarified to show that there 
is flexibility in the choice of consultation method.

4 Man 05 Life cycle cost 
and service life planning

Life cycle costing is a difficult 
and expensive credit to achieve 
and some find it difficult to 
understand.  It rarely adds value 
to a project in the way it is carried 
out and is treated more as a tick 
box exercise by designers.

Criteria amended This is a comment raised by a range stakeholders. 
Therefore, we have reviewed and amended 
the criteria to make achieving compliance more 
accessible. 

Health and Wellbeing 

Ref. Issue Feedback received Outcome BRE response

5 Hea 01 Visual comfort Consider making the ‘glare 
control’ and ‘view out’ 
requirements separate credits.

Criteria amended Separate credits have been made available for 
glare control and view out within the Hea 01 
issue

6 Hea 02 Indoor air quality The distance criteria between the 
intakes/exhausts is not always 
achievable and doesn’t seem to 
reflect good practice in relation to 
indoor air quality.

Criteria amended A reference to BS EN 13779: 2007 has been 
included in BREEAM 2014 as an alternative option 
to demonstrating compliance.
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Ref. Issue Feedback received Outcome BRE response

7 Hea 02 Indoor air quality Difficult to find an appropriate 
time between completion and 
occupation to carry out the 
volatile organic compound (VOC) 
testing.

No change from 
the 2011 criteria

The early consideration and planning of VOC 
testing within the construction schedule of the 
project would aid in identifying an appropriate 
time to carry out testing.

8 Hea 02 Indoor air quality The issue should ensure the 
laboratory equipment specified is 
fit-for-purpose, e.g. safe

Criteria amended Whilst it is not BREEAM’s role to enforce 
regulatory standards, BREEAM 2011 addresses 
this in part. The criteria have been strengthened 
in 2014 through the introduction of criteria for risk 
assessment. 

9 Hea 04 Water quality The requirement for ‘chilled’ mains 
fed water is not justified

Criteria amended The criteria have been reviewed and BRE 
concluded that it no longer warrants inclusion in 
BREEAM.

Energy 

Ref. Issue Feedback received Outcome BRE response

10 Ene 01 Reduction of 
emissions

Some projects have difficulty 
complying with the 25% CO2 
reduction required for BREEAM 
Excellent ratings.

Criteria amended The minimum standards have been updated 
for Excellent and Outstanding ratings and are 
now based solely on the Energy Performance 
Ratio (EPR) achieved. The EPR is a more flexible 
and balanced measure of energy and CO2 
performance, therefore we have removed the 
standalone minimum standard for CO2. 

11 Ene 01 Reduction of 
emissions

There should be a greater 
emphasis on the operational 
performance of buildings, 
compared with the predicted 
performance at design stage, to 
ensure performance targets are 
met. 

No significant 
change from the 
2011 calculation 
method

BREEAM New Construction certification takes 
place prior to the occupation of buildings and 
therefore focuses on minimising the potential 
energy demands through design, commissioning, 
handover and committing to building occupant 
aftercare. In 2011 and increasingly in 2014 
we have strengthened the POE and aftercare 
criteria to encourage actual performance to be 
monitored and compared with predicted, and 
management of the building to be adjusted 
accordingly 

This dovetails with BREEAM In-Use which 
addresses energy performance during occupation. 
BRE, government and others are working to 
improve the way in which user behaviour is 
considered within design stage prediction tools. 
This will impact on BREEAM as changes are 
implemented.

www.breeam.com

Summary of Consultation Feedback Received  
on BREEAM UK New Construction 2011



6

Part of the BRE Trust

Ref. Issue Feedback received Outcome BRE response

12 Ene 01 Reduction of 
emissions

It is difficult for design teams 
to assess the impact of design 
changes on EPRNC quickly, due 
to the relative lack of transparency 
on the workings of the three 
metrics and translators.

No change to 
methodology 

There is a complexity to determining energy 
performance of buildings and this would 
usually require some form of energy modelling 
to determine the impact of design changes. 
Recognising this, we introduced the online 
compliance checker to enable design teams 
to easily check their buildings’ BREEAM 
performances using the outputs from this model. 
We are reviewing and updating supporting 
guidance for assessors and design teams on this 
methodology to support greater understanding of 
how BREEAM benchmarks energy performance. 

13 Ene 01 Reduction of 
emissions

The calculation method does not 
accurately reflect the benefits of 
using biomass heating, waste 
heat, district heating, CHP, 
CCHP and/or absorption chillers. 
This is particularly important 
where targeting the mandatory 
requirements for the BREEAM 
Excellent rating.

Calculation 
method amended 

 

The performance translators used in the Ene 01 
calculation method have been updated to better 
reflect the different servicing strategies. In addition 
changes to the minimum standards will affect 
how these types of systems perform in BREEAM 
(see BRE response Ref. 10 above).

14 Ene 01 Reduction of 
emissions

It is more relevant for Scottish, 
Welsh and Northern Irish projects 
to be assessed against their own 
regulations rather than having to 
comply with Part L of the English 
Regulations.

Calculation 
method and 
methodology 
description 
amended 

The methodology has been amended so that 
the Energy Performance Rating and credits are 
calculated based on the building regulations of 
the country where the building is located.

15 Ene 01 Reduction of 
emissions

BREEAM should complement or 
align with Scotland’s Section 7 
of the ‘Non-domestic Technical 
Handbook 2013’

No significant 
change from the 
2011 calculation. 
Minimum 
standards criteria 
amended 

See BRE response Ref. 14 above – the Ene 
01 methodology for BREEAM 2014 will use 
the Scottish regulations as the baseline for 
determining the BREEAM Ene 01 benchmarks. 
The NCM (National Calculation Methodology) 
approach is used for the purpose of both 
regulatory and BREEAM compliance in Scotland. 
Therefore whilst the BREEAM and Section 
7 targets are different, the approaches for 
measuring performance are complementary.
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Ref. Issue Feedback received Outcome BRE response

16 Ene 02 Energy monitoring Clearer guidance is required 
relating to what needs to be 
metered and how this is done, 
for the design team and the 
contractor. 

Criteria amended The criteria have been updated to be more 
outcome based and allow flexibility in achieving 
compliance. Generally, BREEAM avoids prescribing 
solutions as this does not guarantee maximum 
benefit, and can restrict opportunities and 
significantly increase cost. Where appropriate 
we will give guidance on how to comply with 
BREEAM’s outcomes-based criteria. For Ene 02 
examples are given of which systems could be 
monitored to address this issue.  

17 Ene 02 Energy monitoring Some extension and/or campus 
projects struggle with this issue 
where they are using existing 
systems which do not already 
comply. This can add an expense 
to the project for retrofitting sub-
meters.

Compliance notes 
amended 

Comment noted. We have clarified the guidance 
around this issue. 

18 Ene 02 Energy monitoring Clients have expressed concerns 
about the additional cost of 
providing the meters and have 
advised that they do not see the 
benefit as in practice the outputs 
are very rarely monitored.

Criteria amended Comment noted. The ability to monitor energy 
use in buildings is fundamental to reducing its 
consumption in operation. See BRE response Ref. 
16 above. Reference to automatic meter reading 
systems is now included in this issue. 

19 Ene 04 Low and zero 
carbon technologies

More leniency could be applied 
when a client decides to target 
BREEAM too late in design, or 
appoints the assessor late and 
the opportunity to carry out a 
feasibility study early is missed.

No change from 
the 2011 criteria

The ability to maximise the benefits of using 
these technologies is dependent on early design 
decisions. However, it is still possible in some 
instances to gain credits if the feasibility study is 
carried out at a later date. Refer to 2011 or 2014 
BREEAM manual for further guidance.

20 Ene 04 Low and zero 
carbon technologies

The experience of the design 
team must be supplemented by 
an expensive energy specialist. 
Why can’t the client/design 
team specify what they have 
experience of themselves if they 
know that works for their project 
based on similar experiences?

No change from 
the 2011 criteria

The issue does allow flexibility in defining the 
energy specialist. They can be a design team 
member with substantial expertise in low and 
zero carbon technologies. 

21 Ene 07 Energy efficient 
laboratory systems

The 2011 criteria for schools 
are inappropriate. The criteria 
applicable to laboratory plant 
and systems are too onerous for 
school buildings. 

Criteria amended This issue no longer applies to schools for 2014 
following the advice of a working group of 
laboratory specialists. 

The criteria applicable to higher education 
buildings were reviewed and remain. 

22 Ene 07 Energy efficient 
laboratory systems

The issue should ensure the 
laboratory equipment specified is 
fit-for-purpose, e.g. efficient

Criteria amended The criteria for this issue have been updated 
to ensure client engagement for the efficient 
specification of equipment, including the right-
sizing of systems.
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Transport

Ref. Issue Feedback received Outcome BRE response

23 Transport in rural locations

For developments positioned 
in remote/rural locations the 
BREEAM requirements impede 
assessments, particularly the 
transport section.

Criteria and 
compliance notes 
amended – see 
Tra 01 and Tra 03

In BREEAM 2011, criteria were amended in the 
Tra 01 issue to recognise the limitations in rural 
locations. For 2014 the Tra 03 Cyclist facilities 
criteria have been amended to further address 
this feedback.

24
Tra 02 Proximity to 
amenities

Within Tra 02 some of the 
required amenities do not align 
with the intended users of certain 
buildings. For example, primary 
schools currently need to be close 
to a cash machine. 

Criteria amended 

The criteria in this issue have been updated 
to increase flexibility, not only in the type of 
amenities required but also the importance of 
those amenities to the particular building type. 

25 Tra 03 Cyclist facilities

The layout of this issue is 
confusing, particularly when 
calculating the number of cycle 
storage spaces required. 

Criteria amended The layout of Tra 03 has been updated as part 
of a wider review to improve layout within the 
manual. 

Water

Ref. Issue Feedback received Outcome BRE response

26 Wat 01 Water 
Consumption

Rainwater harvesting and grey 
water recycling are encouraged 
within BREEAM however they 
are considered expensive credits 
to target and can have a high 
embodied carbon and operational 
energy impact. There should 
be a requirement to carry out a 
feasibility study in early stages, 
as with low and zero carbon 
technologies, to review whether 
rainwater harvesting and grey 
water harvesting are feasible 
options.

No change from 
the 2011 criteria

Comment noted. The aim of this issue to reduce 
the consumption of potable water. While we 
recognise the points that are being made and 
that the idea to include a feasibility study could 
well be appropriate, these form a wider scope 
of discussion that are appropriate to the next 
generation of BREEAM schemes.

27 Wat 01 Water 
consumption

Water efficiency credits are 
currently awarded based on the 
occupancy profile of the building 
type and measured against an 
arbitrary baseline. Credits should 
instead be awarded based 
on specifying the most water 
efficient fittings.

No change from 
the 2011 criteria

The Wat 01 methodology provides flexibility 
for the design team in specifying the most 
appropriate efficient water fittings to achieve the 
biggest improvement. The approach suggested 
would remove the flexibility for the design team 
to decide how the water consumption for the 
building will be reduced. The criteria will therefore 
remain unchanged in this respect.
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Materials 

Ref. Issue Feedback received Outcome BRE response

28 All The Materials credits are not 
weighted highly enough

Weightings 
amended – see 
“Environmental 
section 
weighting” at 
the start of the 
BREEAM manual

Weightings have been reviewed and updated 
in light of changes to building regulations. The 
Materials weighting has increased as a result. 

29 Mat 01 Life cycle impacts There is no reward for reducing 
material use as opposed to 
choosing more carbon efficient 
materials

New issue added A new issue, ‘ Material efficiency ‘ has been 
added under the Materials section to encourage 
design teams to consider materials resource 
efficiency at all stages of a project.

30 Mat 01 Life cycle impacts Table 21 Requires “A third-party, 
independently verified EPD” to 
achieve a points uplift. ISO 14025 
and EN 15804 only require EPDs 
to be independently verified. A 
company self-generated EPD that 
has been independently verified 
and/or externally verified should 
also be able to achieve the same 
uplift. Specifying “third party EPDs” 
means manufacturers have to 
use third party EPD programmes 
at significantly greater cost. An 
externally verified EPD should 
carry the same credibility as a 
third party EPD.

Criteria wording 
amended

A company self-generated Environmental Product 
Declaration (EPD) that has been independently 
verified would be acceptable for this issue. The 
criteria wording has been amended to give 
greater clarity.

31 Mat 02 Hard Landscaping 
and boundary protection 

Mat 02 credits are very rarely 
achieved. B rated materials should 
be included, or 50% A - A+ 
rather than 80%.

No change from 
the 2011 criteria

Data from assessments show over 60% of 
projects achieve credits for this issue. 

32 Mat 03 Responsible 
sourcing of materials

The responsible sourcing table 
showing the robustness of the 
various schemes should be 
regularly updated.

Responsible 
sourcing table 
referenced in 
BREEAM is being 
updated

The table of responsible sourcing schemes is 
being updated for BREEAM and will be updated 
as new schemes apply for recognition.

33 Mat 03 Responsible 
sourcing of materials

Calculating material volumes 
is a long and tedious process. 
Responsible sourcing credits need 
simplification.

Criteria amended The methodology for this issue has been revised 
to remove the need for the calculation of material 
volumes. 

34 Mat 03 Responsible 
sourcing of materials

Rewards given are not a reflection 
of the amount of effort one 
needs to put into achieving these 
credits. This leads to the credits 
not being targeted for many 
projects. The number of credits 
available in Mat 03 should be 
increased.

New criteria 
added

The issue now includes an additional credit for 
having a procurement policy in place. This has 
been added to encourage and incentivise projects 
that consider responsibly sourcing materials at a 
strategic level, to guide materials procurement 
throughout the project.

Also refer to the comment in the row above. 
These changes will reduce the effort and 
associated costs needed to demonstrate 
compliance.

www.breeam.com

Summary of Consultation Feedback Received  
on BREEAM UK New Construction 2011



10

Part of the BRE Trust

Ref. Issue Feedback received Outcome BRE response

35 Mat 03 Responsible 
sourcing of materials

ISO 14001 is not proof of 
responsible sourcing and this 
is all we get when we ask for 
responsible sourcing evidence. 
This is confusing the industry’s 
understanding of responsible 
sourcing.

No change to the 
criteria

ISO 14001 addresses one aspect of managing the 
procurement of materials responsibly. As a result 
it has some recognition in BREEAM, albeit within 
the lower tier levels.

See also responses in rows above.  

36 Mat 05 Designing for 
robustness

This is not a particularly onerous 
credit to achieve as most 
developments have some level of 
boundary protection.

Criteria amended 
and new credit 
added

The scope of this issue has been expanded to 
include criteria on designing for resilience to 
encourage project teams to consider the resilience 
of materials more widely.

Waste 

Ref. Issue Feedback received Outcome BRE response

37
Wst 01 Construction 
waste management

It would be good to see Resource 
Management Plans included as 
a requirement in BREEAM when 
Site Waste Management Plans are 
no longer necessary. Criteria amended 

We are maintaining our criteria in BREEAM for site 
waste management, however the terminology 
has been amended to reflect legislative changes.

38
Wst 01 Construction 
waste management

The benchmark levels make 
achieving the credits too difficult.

No change from 
the 2011 criteria

The underlying data used to set the benchmarks 
has been reviewed and specific industry feedback 
gathered from our online survey. These indicate at 
present there is no justification for changing them.

39
Wst 02 Recycled 
aggregates

The benchmark levels for 
percentage recycled aggregate 
specified need to be reviewed. Criteria amended

Data regarding the percentage of recycled 
aggregate specified has been reviewed and the 
benchmarks have been updated accordingly.

Land Use & Ecology

Ref. Issue Feedback received Outcome BRE response

40 All The criteria are too heavily 
focused on flora.

No change from 
the 2011 criteria

We acknowledge that there is scope to further 
develop how BREEAM recognises ecological 
impact within the criteria. 

This is being considered as part of the longer 
term development of all BREEAM schemes, with 
findings to be implemented in future versions. We 
would welcome expressions of interest in being 
involved with this work.

41 All It is very difficult to achieve credits 
on greenfield/derelict sites where 
the new development includes 
only buildings and hard surfaces.

No change from 
the 2011 criteria

The credits in this section may not be achievable 
on all sites. However, the balanced scorecard 
approach that underpins the BREEAM 
methodology allows alternative credits that are 
appropriate to the development to be sought 
from other sections. 

42 All Feedback from some sources 
state LU&E credits are low cost 
compared to other credits in 
BREEAM. Other sources state 
LU&E credits are too expensive, 
particularly for smaller sites.

No change from 
the 2011 criteria

There is a disparity in the feedback received on 
the cost of achieving credits in this section. 

BRE is monitoring the costs and benefits of the 
scheme and will feed this into our wider work on 
the development of the Land use and ecology 
section (as referred to in BRE response Ref. 40). 
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Ref. Issue Feedback received Outcome BRE response

43 LE 01 Site Selection Clients often have very little 
opportunity to influence the site 
chosen for public sector buildings, 
such as hospitals and schools.

No change from 
the 2011 criteria

Whilst it is recognised that the location for some 
buildings is pre-determined, site selection is a 
factor influencing fundamental environmental 
impacts and BREEAM will continue to maintain 
this criteria.

44 LE 02 Ecological value 
of site and protection of 
ecological features

Some feedback states appointing 
the ecologist at RIBA Stage B 
(RIBA Stage 1) is too early. 

Some feedback states RIBA Stage 
B (RIBA Stage 1) is appropriate to 
identify opportunities at an early 
stage before they are designed 
out.

No change from 
the 2011 criteria

BRE is aware that a requirement to involve 
the ecologist at RIBA Stage 11 is not currently 
standard practice and therefore can be 
challenging to meet. Their early involvement is 
important as it maximises the benefits that can 
be gained. If the ecologist were to only provide 
input at RIBA Stage 22 design decisions may 
have been made which restrict the opportunities 
for ecological enhancement. The requirement 
will therefore remain for BREEAM UK New 
Construction 2014. 

45 LE 03 Mitigating 
ecological impact & LE 04 
Enhancing site ecology

LU&E methodology does not 
accurately measure change in 
ecological value.

No change from 
the 2011 criteria

The purpose of the methodology is to provide an 
indicator of change in ecological value, rather than 
an absolute measure. However, changes have 
been made to allow a greater degree of flexibility 
in demonstrating compliance. This issue will be 
further considered in the ongoing review referred 
to in BRE response Ref. 40 above. 

Pollution 

Ref. Issue Feedback received Outcome BRE response

46 Pol 01 Impact of 
Refrigerants

More consultation is required with 
industry on this issue, particularly 
in relation to the leak detection 
criteria.

Criteria amended Following consultation with industry the leak 
detection system criteria have been updated to 
give greater flexibility in achieving compliance. 

47 Pol 01 Impact of 
Refrigerants

The information required for the 
DELC calculation is often hard to 
obtain, particularly at the Design 
Stage

Criteria amended Following consultation with industry optional, 
default values have been defined for a number 
of the Direct Effect Life Cycle (DELC) calculation 
inputs and system types.
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Ref. Issue Feedback received Outcome BRE response

48 Pol 03 Surface water 
run-off

The 5mm requirement within 
the “minimising watercourse 
pollution” criteria (criterion 15 in 
NC 2011 manual) is challenging 
to achieve on certain sites and 
often prevents the whole credit 
being sought.

Criteria amended Consideration was given to whether this criteria 
should stay part of the water quality credit, or be 
a credit in its own right. More than fifty percent 
of all rainfall events in the UK have rainfall depths 
of up to 5mm. By preventing the water from 
these frequent events leaving the site, the risk of 
contamination to the surrounding watercourses 
is reduced. 

Therefore this criteria remains in the manual 
as part of the water quality credit. However, a 
compliance note has been added to address 
situations where it is not possible to meet the 
criteria. This provides a driver for ensuring that 
all other relevant criteria are still achieved in this 
issue, even if the 5mm requirement cannot be 
achieved. 

49 Pol 04 Reduction of night 
time pollution

This credit is rarely achieved, as 
clients often wish to ‘show-off’ 
their new building by lighting it 
up.

No change from 
the 2011 criteria

Comment noted. This optional issue has been 
included to recognise where light pollution has 
been addressed.

50 Pol 05 Noise attenuation BREEAM requirements are often 
less stringent than the planning 
requirements.

No change from 
the 2011 criteria

The criteria have been written to provide a 
generic level of best practice. The planning 
process may be used to set site specific 
requirements over and above BREEAM and in 
most instances meeting their requirements will 
demonstrate compliance with BREEAM.  

Innovation 

Ref. Issue Feedback received Outcome BRE response

51 Inn 01 Innovation It is too expensive to submit an 
Innovation Application

No change 
from the 2011 
criteria. This 
comment relates 
to operational 
procedures

This comment has been addressed in the 
Innovation FAQs available on the BREEAM 
website. 

52 Inn 01 Innovation More information needs to 
be provided about approved 
Innovations to give a better 
understanding of the type of 
applications likely to be successful. 

No change 
from the 2011 
criteria. This 
comment relates 
to operational 
procedures. 
Changes to 
operational 
procedures are 
planned

We now publish a list of Approved Innovations on 
the BREEAM website. Please see the Resources 
section.
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General feedback
The general feedback on BREEAM New Construction 2011 has been grouped into the following sections: 

– Shell and core assessments

– Evidence requirements

– Country specific regulations and standards

– Adaptation to climate change 

Shell and Core Assessments

Ref. Feedback received Outcome BRE response

53 At present, higher BREEAM ratings (Excellent / 
Outstanding) are not always sought by shell and core 
projects as these are often only achievable (without 
higher investment) where a green lease agreement is in 
place. Developers are unable to place or commit to place 
legal green lease agreements on future tenants/owners, 
particularly where the building has not been let or sold at 
the time of final assessment.

Approach amended – see 
Appendix D 

The approach to assessing shell and core 
projects has been updated to offer greater 
flexibility in achieving certification. The issues 
addressed within BREEAM will be based on 
pre-defined project types which reflect the 
scope of shell and core developments.

Evidence Requirements 

Ref. Feedback received Outcome BRE response

54 The process of collecting evidence is too prescriptive and 
not flexible enough.

Evidence requirements 
amended – see “The 
BREEAM evidential 
requirements” section at 
the start of the BREEAM 
manual

The evidence requirements have been 
restructured to provide greater flexibility 
on the type of evidence required. The 
terminology used to describe project 
information is consistent, where relevant, with 
those described in the RIBA Plan of Work 
2013.

 

Country-specific Regulations and Standards 

Ref. Feedback received Outcome BRE response

55 The manual uses the English building regulations for its 
benchmarks [energy], which is not always appropriate for 
the other countries in the UK.

Criteria amended This feedback refers to Ene 01. See BRE 
response Ref. 14.

56 Some credits are written with the English requirements/
processes in mind.

Criteria amended ‘Country specific’ guidance where necessary 
has been introduced to applicable issues to 
account for regional variation. These notes 
highlight where alternative standards/best 
practice guidance specific to the country of 
assessment can be followed.

www.breeam.com
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Adaptation to Climate Change

Ref. Feedback received Outcome BRE response

57 Is adaptation to climate change going to be addressed in 
future versions?

Criteria amended The following issues have been amended/
added to emphasise the recognition of 
climate change adaptation;

– Ene 04 Low carbon design

– Hea 04 Thermal comfort

–  Wst 05 Adaptation to climate change (new 
issue)

– Pol 03 Surface water run-off

Further information
For further information on:

– The BREEAM UK New Construction 2011 consultation

– The draft scheme document for the 2014 version

– The publication of the final BREEAM UK New Construction 2014 scheme document or

– The closure for new registrations for BREEAM UK New Construction 2011,

please contact the BREEAM Office: breeam@bre.co.uk.

www.breeam.com
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