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CC0.1  

 
Introduction 
Please give a general description and introduction to your organization. 
 
 
 
 
Taylor Wimpey plc is a UK-focused residential developer which also has operations in Spain. Our vision is to become the UK’s leading residential developer for 
creating value and delivering quality within the UK housebuilding sector. 
 
We are committed to being a responsible homebuilder and are continuing to integrate sustainability into our business practices. This approach helps us to create 
better homes and communities and a stronger business for the long term. Sustainability information and performance data is integrated in our Annual Report and 
Accounts through each part of our Business Model 
 

 

CC0.2  

 
Reporting Year 
Please state the start and end date of the year for which you are reporting data. 
The current reporting year is the latest/most recent 12-month period for which data is reported. Enter the dates of this year first. 
We request data for more than one reporting period for some emission accounting questions. Please provide data for the three years prior to the current reporting 
year if you have not provided this information before, or if this is the first time you have answered a CDP information request. (This does not apply if you have been 
offered and selected the option of answering the shorter questionnaire). If you are going to provide additional years of data, please give the dates of those reporting 
periods here. Work backwards from the most recent reporting year. 
Please enter dates in following format: day(DD)/month(MM)/year(YYYY) (i.e. 31/01/2001). 
 
 



 
 

Enter Periods that will be disclosed 
 
 
 

Fri 01 Jan 2016 - Sat 31 Dec 2016 
 

 

CC0.3  

Country list configuration 
 
Please select the countries for which you will be supplying data. If you are responding to the Electric Utilities module, this selection will be carried forward to assist 
you in completing your response. 
 

Select country 
 

United Kingdom 
Spain 

 

CC0.4  

Currency selection 
 
Please select the currency in which you would like to submit your response. All financial information contained in the response should be in this currency. 
 
GBP(£) 

 

CC0.6  

 
Modules  
As part of the request for information on behalf of investors, companies in the electric utility sector, companies in the automobile and auto component manufacturing 
sector, companies in the oil and gas sector, companies in the information and communications technology sector (ICT) and companies in the food, beverage and 
tobacco sector (FBT) should complete supplementary questions in addition to the core questionnaire. 



If you are in these sector groupings, the corresponding sector modules will not appear among the options of question CC0.6 but will automatically appear in the ORS 
navigation bar when you save this page. If you want to query your classification, please email respond@cdp.net. 
If you have not been presented with a sector module that you consider would be appropriate for your company to answer, please select the module below in CC0.6. 
 
 

 

Further Information 
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CC1.1  

Where is the highest level of direct responsibility for climate change within your organization? 
 
Board or individual/sub-set of the Board or other committee appointed by the Board 

 

CC1.1a  

Please identify the position of the individual or name of the committee with this responsibility 
 
 
The Chief Executive Officer leads the board and is ultimately responsible for climate change within the organisation. The CEO puts in place the personnel structures 
to ensure that greenhouse gas emissions reported in the Annual Report and Sustainability Report are complete and accurate. Responsibility cascades down to our 
Major Developments Director, a representative of the General Management Team who chairs the Sustainability Steering Group (SSG). 

 

CC1.2  

Do you provide incentives for the management of climate change issues, including the attainment of targets? 
 
Yes 

 

CC1.2a  



Please provide further details on the incentives provided for the management of climate change issues 
 

Who is entitled 
to benefit from 

these 
incentives? 

 
 
 

The type of 
incentives 

 
 
 

Incentivized 
performance 

indicator 
 
 
 

 
Comment 

 
 

All employees 
Other non-
monetary 
reward 

Emissions 
reduction project 
 

Taylor Wimpey promote healthier journeys to work and incentivise all employees to reduce emissions by 
cycling to work rather than using alternative transport methods such as driving or public transport. The 
government Cycle to Work scheme offers significant savings on the cost of bikes and related safety 
equipment. Cycle to Work is a salary sacrifice scheme that allows employees to pay in monthly 
instalments whilst saving through tax and National Insurance exemptions. 
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CC2.1  

Please select the option that best describes your risk management procedures with regard to climate change risks and opportunities 
 
Integrated into multi-disciplinary company wide risk management processes 

 

CC2.1a  

Please provide further details on your risk management procedures with regard to climate change risks and opportunities 
 
 
 



 
Frequency of 
monitoring 

 
 

 
To whom are results 

reported? 
 
 

 
Geographical areas considered 

 
 

 
How far into 

the future 
are risks 

considered? 
 
 

 
Comment 

 
 

Six-monthly 
or more 
frequently 

Board or 
individual/sub-set of 
the Board or 
committee appointed 
by the Board 

Our detailed risk management 
procedure covers the UK, which 
accounted for 97.4% of revenue in 
2016. Spain is also considered 
from an overall group risk 
perspective. 

> 6 years 

The Sustainability and Climate Change Risk and Opportunity 
Register was developed by senior members of staff who sit on the 
Sustainability Steering Group. The register is a standing item on 
the Sustainability Steering Group agenda, and is revised at least 
annually. Our Sustainability Steering Group includes one GMT 
(General Management Team) member and a further two GOT 
(Group Operations Team) members. These personnel raise 
sustainability issues at board level. The risk from flooding is still 
deemed to be our biggest climate change adaptation risk and was 
a major focus in 2016. We conducted a review of key processes 
around land acquisition, planning and environmental 
management, and have strengthened the processes where 
needed. We conducted additional work on emergency procedures 
for flooding and communication with customers. 

 

CC2.1b  

Please describe how your risk and opportunity identification processes are applied at both company and asset level 
 
COMPANY-LEVEL RISKS: 
 
Taylor Wimpey’s corporate risk management framework consists of risk registers at every organisational level which identify key strategic, operational and financial 
risks. The operational business units’ risk registers account for the climate change risks relevant to the business units. Climate change risks are included as a 
specific section in two central risk registers: the Land & Commercial and the Technical Risk Registers. The business unit Risk Registers and the Central Risk 
Registers feed into a Group Material risk register. In addition, we maintain a separate Climate Change & Sustainability Risk and Opportunity Register to specifically 
monitor non-financial issues; this register is a standing item on every Sustainability Steering Group agenda. The Taylor Wimpey Energy & Carbon Strategy provides 
an assessment of strategic carbon-related risks and opportunities to be tackled via a series of action plans. 
 
ASSET-LEVEL RISKS: 
 
In terms of asset level risks/opportunities we have a variety of processes which manage risks and identify opportunities. Every asset or investment approval contains 
a Risk and Opportunity register listing the areas where cost savings or increased revenues could be delivered to enhance the submitted and approved financial 
returns. Our Value Improvement process seeks to continually improve the impact of our investments and our community engagement process seeks to mitigate risks 
through the planning process. We have a formal, comprehensive and fully integrated Health, Safety and Environmental (HSE) management system covering all of 



our business activities and in addition, our Environmental Management System (EMS) is based on (but not certified to) the ISO14001 standard and requires all sites 
to carry out mandatory environmental checks and keep a regularly updated Site Specific Environmental Action Plan (SSEAP). 
 
Our Land Assessment and Management Process (LAMP) seeks to ensure the technical quality of the land we buy. 
 

 

CC2.1c  

How do you prioritize the risks and opportunities identified? 
 
Taylor Wimpey uses a standardised methodology for the assessment and prioritisation of risks and opportunities. Following the initial identification of risks and 
opportunities as described in CC2.1b, risk and opportunities are prioritised (ranked) according to a risk matrix which accounts for the likelihood and magnitude of the 
impact of each risk and opportunity. The risks/opportunities identified are assessed for potential impact over three years alongside other criteria such as reputational 
impact. The Climate Change and Sustainability Risk and Opportunities Register follows the CDP approach with columns for potential impact, timeframe, 
direct/indirect, likelihood and magnitude of impact. 
 
At an asset level, prioritisation of risks and opportunities varies within different processes. For example, Value Improvement prioritisation is mainly conducted on a 
commercial basis. Through our LAMP process we look at risks on the basis of mitigation cost, contractual requirements and confidence based on the available level 
of information.  Our environmental management system provides structure to HSE management and covers areas such as training, record management, 
inspections, objectives and policies to help prioritise and manage risks and opportunities. 
 

 

CC2.1d  

Please explain why you do not have a process in place for assessing and managing risks and opportunities from climate change, and whether you plan 
to introduce such a process in future 
 

 
Main reason for not having a process 

 
 

 
Do you plan to introduce a process? 

 
 

 
Comment 

 
 

 

CC2.2  

Is climate change integrated into your business strategy? 
 
Yes 



 

CC2.2a  

Please describe the process of how climate change is integrated into your business strategy and any outcomes of this process 
 
 
 
i. HOW THE BUSINESS STRATEGY HAS BEEN INFLUENCED AND EXAMPLES: 
 
Taylor Wimpey’s core business model is based on a value cycle with each component feeding into the achievement of our strategic objectives: 1) Customer service; 
2) Land selection; 3) Managing the planning and community engagement process; 4) Health & safety/energy reduction; 5) Strategic human resources management; 
and 6) Optimising value through social contribution. 
 
Our Co-ordinated Measurement of Business Information System (COMBINE) and other processes collect key sustainability information on each part of the business 
model. Our Sustainability Strategy supports and influences this integrated approach and sets out a range of strategic commitments that relate to key social, 
environmental and economic issues. For example, the principles in our Business, Sustainability and Energy & Climate Change Strategies led us to adopt a carbon 
reduction target which commits us to reducing the carbon intensity of our operations by 25% by 2018. In terms of energy data collection, we invested in a robust 
energy data process to provide confidence for decision making, and in 2016 we worked on improving our energy cost model, which was embedded in 2015 to 
improve confidence in financial decisions around energy. 
 
From 2016, the vast majority of our new homes were fitted with smart meters as standard. Smart meters come with an energy monitor that shows homeowners their 
consumption and cost to encourage energy savings. In 2016 we also began evaluating leading smart energy systems with a view to undertaking a wider roll out in 
2017. This included installing the product HIVE, smart thermostats by British Gas into our show homes as a customer option on particular developments and in six 
regional businesses as an option. In the future, this will allow our customers to remotely control their heating and hot water, helping them to save energy and money. 
 
We collect and report on greenhouse gas emissions under Section 7 of The Companies Act 2006 (Strategic Report and Directors’ Report) Regulations 2013 and 
produce a dedicated annual sustainability report. 
 
ii. ASPECTS OF CLIMATE CHANGE THAT HAVE INFLUENCED THE STRATEGY: 
 
As a public company, we are subject to regulation and scrutiny by our stakeholders, be they investors, customers, trading partners, employees or the wider 
community. We aim to control and manage our business responsibly, and to analyse operational risk.  
 
Physical climate change aspects: We understand the likely material impacts that the physical effects of climate change will have on our customers, including the 
impacts of significant changes in temperature variations, extreme weather and flooding. Climate change represents the single biggest risk to our business and 
adaptation is necessary to mitigate this. 
 
Regulatory climate change aspects: We understand that in order for the UK Government to reach its binding carbon targets additional regulation will be needed 
which will impact our business operations.  
 
To support and evidence this intent, the Board of Taylor Wimpey plc has mandated a series of decisive policies. We use our Climate Policy in particular to guide our 



business practices, guide the adaptation of the homes and communities we build, to inform our mitigation measures and to benefit from commercial opportunities 
accessible in a low carbon economy. 
 
iii. HOW THE SHORT TERM STRATEGY HAS BEEN INFLUENCED: 
 
a) In 2014, we outsourced energy data management to the specialist AJR to support more consistent and accurate carbon data. AJR read our meter estate, 
populate a specialist data base, and provide reports. We continue to evolve the methodology for measuring Scope 3 emissions. We have analysed resource 
intensity in the supply chain including energy, carbon, water, waste and resource cost. This will be used to mitigate risks of future resource costs as part of a wider 
sustainable procurement strategy. 
 
b) A combination of factors including business, sustainability strategies, carbon reduction and cost supported our commitment to a carbon reduction target. We 
take part in many working groups, and contribute to changes to planning policy (e.g. National Planning Policy Framework). We continue to research our ‘fabric first’ 
approach, concentrating on highly insulated walls and windows and limiting linear thermal bridging and have adopted the new standard plasterboard measure to 
minimise waste from our constructions. Energy efficient and renewable energy technologies are used to meet regulatory requirements. 
 
iv HOW THE LONG TERM STRATEGY HAS BEEN INFLUENCED: 
 
a) Project 2020 is a long term initiative looking at trends and industry innovations to future-proof our product range for 2020 and beyond which reflects evolving 
customer lifestyles and expectations. It explores and evaluates trends, design innovations, technology, materials and build methodology. As part of this process we 
are engaging with organisations such as BRE, RIBA and Zero Carbon Hub as well as academics, suppliers, industry and research bodies. Work streams include 
product design, customer demographics, alternative build methodologies, new technologies and build materials, supply chain and more. We are looking at a range 
of environmental issues including energy efficiency, zero-energy buildings, renewable energy technologies, resource efficiency and carbon reduction.  
 
A number of the Project 2020 workstreams have come to fruition as an indirect result of the adoption of the Paris Climate Agreement in 2015. These include 
research into alternative build methodologies that promote resource efficiency as well as our increasing preference for renewable energy installations. Paris has 
reaffirmed our commitment to promoting sustainability and influences the context in which business decisions are made. 
 
v. HOW THIS IS GAINING TAYLOR WIMPEY STRATEGIC ADVANTAGE: 
 
Our approach to climate offers us competitive advantages such as cost savings through energy efficient operations, and in future in our supply chain. This includes a 
better chance of securing planning permission, lower energy bills for customers and engagement of younger staff who wish to work for a sustainable organisation. 
 
vi. THE MOST SUBSTANTIAL BUSINESS DECISION MADE RELATING TO CLIMATE CHANGE: 
 
We have decided to switch part of our electricity tariff to a low carbon electricity tariff. We now procure 6% of our total energy supply (some 25,600MWh annually) 
from REGO-backed supplies, which has saved around 3000 tonnes CO2e and £41,000 on the annual electricity bill. 
 

 

CC2.2b  



Please explain why climate change is not integrated into your business strategy 
 
 
 

 

CC2.2c  

Does your company use an internal price on carbon? 
 
No, and we currently don't anticipate doing so in the next 2 years 

 

CC2.2d  

Please provide details and examples of how your company uses an internal price on carbon 
 

 

CC2.3  

Do you engage in activities that could either directly or indirectly influence public policy on climate change through any of the following? (tick all that 
apply) 
 
Direct engagement with policy makers 
Trade associations 
Other 
 

 

CC2.3a  

On what issues have you been engaging directly with policy makers? 
 

Focus of 
legislation 

 

Corporate 
Position 

 

Details of engagement 
 

Proposed legislative solution 
 

Energy 
efficiency Support The ‘Housing standards review’ (HSR) was launched by the government in 

October 2012 following the housing and construction 'Red Tape Challenge', which 
To simplify the myriad of local standards 
that currently existed into one set of 



Focus of 
legislation 

 

Corporate 
Position 

 
Details of engagement 

 
Proposed legislative solution 

 

began in Spring 2012. It was a review of the building regulations framework and 
housing standards, intended to consolidate and simplify codes, standards, rules, 
regulations and guidance in order to reduce unnecessary costs and complexities 
in the house building process. It was undertaken by a range of cross-sectoral 
working groups that made proposals on:  - Accessibility;  - Space;  - Security;  - 
Water efficiency;  - Energy;  - Indoor Environmental Standards;  - Materials;  - 
Process and compliance. Taylor Wimpey attended working groups on space, 
accessibility and security (Dale Saunders, Nick Rogers and Paul Jenkins).  
Following the Government’s Housing Standards Review, a range of our house 
types now also comply with the new Nationally Described Space Standard and the 
optional higher level of accessibility in Building Regulations. Our regional 
businesses will be able to use these standard house types when local authorities 
request homes to be built to space standards or with enhanced accessibility. 

standards which applies to all regions. The 
view was to review standards or put them 
into regulations where appropriate. 

Other: 
Government and 
planning policy 

Support 

Engagement with government and opposition on all emerging housing and 
planning policy. This includes participation in the Plans Management Group 
(PMG), via the Home Builders Federation (HBF), as well as the HBF committee 
working groups, e.g. National Planning Committee. 

Ensure local plans are robust and 
Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) charge 
schedules are appropriate; Starter Homes 
and the Housing and Planning Bill. 

Other: Super- 
fast broadband Support 

This is engaging with DCLG, specifically the Building Standards and Regulation 
department. There are a number of people now that are working from home - so 
this supports the ability to work from home by improving home-based internet 
connections. This should benefit commuter emissions/road congestion/energy 
efficiency. This work stream is undertaken with telecommunications providers in 
order to improve site technology infrastructure. 

We support the roll out of super-fast 
broadband with no exceptions. 

 

CC2.3b  

Are you on the Board of any trade associations or provide funding beyond membership? 
 
Yes 

 

CC2.3c  

Please enter the details of those trade associations that are likely to take a position on climate change legislation 
 



Trade 
association 

 

Is your 
position on 

climate 
change 

consistent 
with 

theirs? 
 

Please explain the trade association's position 
 

How have you, or are you attempting to, influence the 
position? 

 

HBF (Home 
Builders 
Federation) 

Consistent 

To be responsible in discussing how the housing industry 
can meet the UK Government's policy requirements with 
regard to climate change issues in a fair and 
proportionate way. For example, the HBF continues to 
collaborate with Government on zero carbon housing and 
co-chaired the 2016 Taskforce with DCLG. 

The HBF is the voice of the housebuilding industry and therefore 
reflects the opinion of its members. As Taylor Wimpey is very 
actively involved in working with and influencing industry bodies 
and regulators, we believe we are the leader among our peers in 
this space. Jennie Daly, UK Land Director attends the Plans 
Management Group, the Burden of Regulation Group and the 
Housebuilders Forum. Our UK Associate Technical Director, Dale 
Saunders, chairs the HBF National Technical and Sustainability 
Committee (NTSC) and the HBF Standard Assessment Procedures 
(SAP) working group. Ian Heasman, our Director of Sustainability 
chairs the HBF waste group. There are also other members of staff 
which participate in relevant working groups. 

National House 
Building Council 
(NHBC) 

Consistent 

The organisation has been at the heart of industry 
engagement on sustainability for a number of years; in 
particular supporting the drive towards achieving the 
Government’s zero carbon homes target by 2016. It 
provides training to house builders, and research to help 
the industry progress with the zero carbon homes 
agenda. 

Our UK Associate Technical Director, Dale Saunders, is a member 
of the NHBC Standards Review Group, and the NHBC Building 
Control Industry Support Group. 

Futures Group Consistent 

HBF joined the Modern Masonry Alliance to form the 
Futures Group in 2007. It aims to investigate the 
challenges of the Code for Sustainable Homes and the 
zero carbon agenda, and provides construction solutions 
and publications. 

Our UK Associate Technical Director, Dale Saunders, is a member 
of the Futures Group – run by the modern masonry alliance- which 
looks at building regulations, compliance issues and information for 
developers. 

Robust Details 
Standard 
Committee 

Consistent This association looks at building compliance in terms of 
acoustics between buildings. 

Dale Saunders sits on the committee as a representative of the 
housebuilding industry and looks at regulation and compliance 
issues and monitoring. 

 

CC2.3d  

Do you publicly disclose a list of all the research organizations that you fund? 
 



 

CC2.3e  

Please provide details of the other engagement activities that you undertake 
 
1. DvAB (Design vs. As-Built). Individuals within Taylor Wimpey are involved with the DvAB project examining the energy performance of new homes. This is a 
Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG) funded project which is being led by the Zero Carbon Hub, a non-profit public/private partnership 
established to take day-to-day operational responsibility for co-ordinating delivery of low and zero carbon new homes in the UK. The project brings together leading 
housebuilders and industry experts to investigate the actual performance of homes and better understand how this compares to that expected by the original design. 
 
Nick Rogers, our Design Director, and Dale Saunders, our UK Associate Technical Director, are both on working groups that form part of the project. DvAB 
considers the construction process as a whole, from design and planning to testing and verification, gathering evidence of areas where an energy use ‘performance 
gap’ could occur. Priorities will be established and recommendations for change proposed so that industry can work to ensure that new homes deliver in practice the 
CO2 emission reductions that they are expected to. We support the Government’s drive to reduce carbon emissions from both new homes and existing housing 
stock. We engage with Government and industry with the aim of achieving practical and implementable climate policies for Taylor Wimpey and the housebuilding 
industry as a whole. This has now come to a close earlier in 2015 and is leading to some in-house testing to this effect. 
 
2. FEES. We are involved in a field trial with regard to the UK Government’s proposed new requirements with regard to a new Fabric Energy Efficiency 
Standard (FEES) for new housing. This project is also being led by the Zero Carbon Hub. We are testing the post-occupancy energy performance of some of our 
homes at our Rowner regeneration scheme in Gosport, providing a key field trial site to assess the feasibility and practicality of the UK Government’s proposed new 
requirements with regard to a new Fabric Energy Efficiency Standard (FEES). Our UK Associate Technical Director, Dale Saunders is currently involved in the Zero 
Carbon Hub and government working groups on the Design vs. As Built performance gap. This has now expanded into overheating and indoor air quality. 
 
3. APPCCG. Ian Heasman, Taylor Wimpey’s Sustainability Director, is a member of the All Party Parliamentary Climate Change Group (APPCCG). The group 
organises regular events in Whitehall on all aspects of Climate Change. The purpose of the APPCCG is to raise awareness of the threat of climate change and to 
promote policies to counter that threat. Taylor Wimpey fully supports the aims of the APPCCG.  
 
4. UK Government. Jennie Daly, our Head of Planning (becoming UK Land Director in August 2015), communicate on a regular basis with Government, on 
behalf of Taylor Wimpey and on occasion on behalf of the Home Builders Federation (HBF) . Topics include practical approaches to zero carbon housing, the 
Burden of Regulation for the housebuilding industry and planning issues that include sustainability. 
 
5. All Party Parliamentary Group on Environment: In 2016 our Sustainability Director Ian Heasman was a member of the All Party Parliamentary Group on 
Environment, which aims to raise interest on environmental issues in both the House of Commons and the House of Lords. 
 

 

CC2.3f  



What processes do you have in place to ensure that all of your direct and indirect activities that influence policy are consistent with your overall climate 
change strategy? 
 
We understand that the effects of climate change have significant potential to impact our business and the residential developments that we build. We recognise that 
in order for the UK Government to reach its binding carbon targets significant additional regulation will be needed which will impact our business. A dedicated team 
within Taylor Wimpey is responsible for overseeing engagement with policy makers and trade associations with regard to activities that may influence policy on 
climate change. The same team is also part of Taylor Wimpey’s Sustainability Steering Group and/or those responsible for developing climate change related 
strategy within the Company. This streamlined communication process ensures that any engagement remains consistent with Taylor Wimpey’s strategic approach to 
sustainability and climate change. 

 

CC2.3g  

Please explain why you do not engage with policy makers 
 

 

Further Information 
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CC3.1  

Did you have an emissions reduction or renewable energy consumption or production target that was active (ongoing or reached completion) in the 
reporting year? 
 
 
Intensity target 
 

 

CC3.1a  

Please provide details of your absolute target 
 



ID 
 
 
 

Scope 
 
 
 

% of 
emissions in 

scope 
 
 
 

% reduction 
from base year 

 
 
 

Base year 
 
 
 

Base year emissions 
covered by 

target (metric tonnes 
CO2e) 

 
 
 

Target year 
 
 
 

 
Is this a science-

based target? 
 
 

Comment 
 
 
 

 

CC3.1b  

Please provide details of your intensity target 
 

ID 
 
 
 

Scope 
 
 
 

% of 
emissions 
in scope 

 
 
 

% 
reduction 

from 
base year 

 
 
 

Metric 
 
 
 

Base 
year 

 
 
 

Normalized 
base year 
emissions 
covered by 

target 
 
 
 

Target 
year 

 
 
 

Is this a 
science-

based 
target? 

 
 
 

Comment 
 
 
 

Int1 
Scope 1+2 
(location-
based) 

100% 25% 

Other: Metric 
tonnes CO2e 
per 100 square 
metres of 
completed floor 
area 

2013 2.82 2018 

No, but we 
anticipate 
setting one in 
the next 2 
years 

In 2014 we introduced an intensity reduction 
target for direct carbon emissions (scope 1 and 
2) of 25% by 2018 with a 2013 baseline. We 
have reduced Scope 1 and 2 emissions intensity 
by 24% since 2013 (i.e. 98% of the way to hitting 
our target). We are currently considering our next 
target, which will include considerations of 
science based methodologies and a commitment 
that is likely to extend beyond 2020. 

 

CC3.1c  

Please also indicate what change in absolute emissions this intensity target reflects 
 



ID 
 
 
 

Direction of 
change 

anticipated in 
absolute 

Scope 1+2 
emissions at 

target 
completion? 

 
 
 

% change 
anticipated in 

absolute 
Scope 1+2 
emissions 

 
 
 

Direction of change 
anticipated in 

absolute Scope 3 
emissions at target 

completion? 
 
 
 

% change 
anticipated in 

absolute 
Scope 3 

emissions 
 
 
 

Comment 
 
 
 

Int1 Decrease 9 No change 0 

Our completed floor area is predicted to increase by 21% between 2014 and 
2018. If we achieve our intensity reduction target, our absolute Scope 1 and 
2 emissions would decrease by 9%. Our target only covers Scope 1 and 2 
emissions. 

 

CC3.1d  

 
Please provide details of your renewable energy consumption and/or production target 
 
 
 
 

ID 
 

 
Energy types 

covered by target 
 
 

 
Base year 

 
 

 
Base year energy for 
energy type covered 

(MWh) 
 
 

 
% renewable 

energy in base 
year 

 
 

 
Target year 

 
 

 
% renewable 

energy in target 
year 

 
 
 
 

 
Comment 

 
 

 

CC3.1e  

For all of your targets, please provide details on the progress made in the reporting year 
 



ID 
 
 
 

% complete (time) 
 
 
 

% complete 
(emissions or 

renewable energy) 
 
 
 

Comment 
 
 
 

Int1 60% 98% We are now into the fourth year of our target, which 
uses 2013 UK data as the baseline. 

 

CC3.1f  

Please explain (i) why you do not have a target; and (ii) forecast how your emissions will change over the next five years 
 
 
 

 

CC3.2  

Do you classify any of your existing goods and/or services as low carbon products or do they enable a third party to avoid GHG emissions? 
 
 
Yes 

 

CC3.2a  

Please provide details of your products and/or services that you classify as low carbon products or that enable a third party to avoid GHG emissions 
 
 
 



 
Level of 

aggregation 
 
 
 
 

 
Description of product/Group of products 

 
 
 
 

 
Are you 

reporting 
low carbon 

product/s or 
avoided 

emissions? 
 
 

 
Taxonomy, project 

or methodology 
used to classify 
product/s as low 

carbon or to 
calculate avoided 

emissions 
 
 

 
% 

revenue 
from low 
carbon 

product/s 
in the 

reporting 
year 

 
 

 
% R&D in 

low carbon 
product/s 

in the 
reporting 

year 
 
 

 
Comment 

 
 

Group of 
products 

Taylor Wimpey builds homes that achieve high levels of 
energy efficiency, allowing homeowners to reduce their 
Scope 1 and 2 carbon emissions by using less energy in 
their homes. In addition, the location of houses near to public 
transport nodes, cycle routes and increased cycle storage 
facilities means that our customers can also lead to savings 
on our Scope 3 transportation emissions. The UK 
Government has now phased out ‘The Code for Sustainable 
Homes’ regulations which was replaced nationally by new 
Building Regulations. Although it is anticipated the number of 
new homes we build to the Code will reduce, in 2016 we 
completed 3,676 homes to Code level three (2015:3,698) 
and 1282 homes to Code level four (2015:944). Taylor 
Wimpey is thinking about going into the ‘homes in use’ space 
and further information can be found in the sustainability 
report, published in March 2017. Taylor Wimpey is actively 
participating in policy development to facilitate positive 
changes in this area. Improvements made to current building 
regulations include improved insulation and air tightness, and 
the use of more thermally efficient products and linear 
thermal bridging designs. Taylor Wimpey also carries out 
work with our manufacturing partner which has led to the 
introduction of new, easy-to-use products into the 
marketplace. These help to prevent heat loss and reduce 
energy demand in homes. Taylor Wimpey employs a ‘fabric 
first’ approach to energy efficiency, concentrating in highly 
efficient walls and windows. We make all of our homes 
airtight and use mechanical ventilation to maintain good air 
quality and comfort. Finally, where appropriate, we use low 
carbon and renewable technologies. In 2016, we audited our 
24 regional businesses to assess the energy efficiency 
performance of our finished homes which we are using to 

Low carbon 
product 

Other: Code for 
Sustainable Homes 
Code Level 4 and 5 
Homes 

7.2% 
Less than 
or equal to 
10% 

7.2% is an 
estimate based 
on % of low 
carbon homes 
built. 



 
Level of 

aggregation 
 
 
 
 

 
Description of product/Group of products 

 
 
 
 

 
Are you 

reporting 
low carbon 

product/s or 
avoided 

emissions? 
 
 

 
Taxonomy, project 

or methodology 
used to classify 
product/s as low 

carbon or to 
calculate avoided 

emissions 
 
 

 
% 

revenue 
from low 
carbon 

product/s 
in the 

reporting 
year 

 
 

 
% R&D in 

low carbon 
product/s 

in the 
reporting 

year 
 
 

 
Comment 

 
 

develop action plans going forward. 
 

CC3.3  

Did you have emissions reduction initiatives that were active within the reporting year (this can include those in the planning and/or implementation 
phases) 
 
Yes 

 

CC3.3a  

Please identify the total number of projects at each stage of development, and for those in the implementation stages, the estimated CO2e savings 
 
 

Stage of development 
 
 

Number of projects 
 
 

Total estimated annual CO2e savings in metric tonnes 
CO2e (only for rows marked *) 

 
 
 

Under investigation   
To be implemented* 0 0 
Implementation commenced* 0 0 
Implemented* 4 3798.71 
Not to be implemented   

 



CC3.3b  

For those initiatives implemented in the reporting year, please provide details in the table below 
 
 
 
 

Activity 
type 

 
 
 

Description of activity 
 
 
 

Estimated 
annual 
CO2e 

savings 
(metric 
tonnes 
CO2e) 

 
 

 
Scope 

 
 

 
Voluntary/ 
Mandatory 

 
 

Annual 
monetary 
savings 

(unit 
currency 

- as 
specified 
in CC0.4) 

 
 
 

Investment 
required 

(unit 
currency - 

as 
specified 
in CC0.4) 

 
 

Payback 
period 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
lifetime of 

the 
initiative 

 
 

 
Comment 

 
 

Energy 
efficiency: 
Processes 

We found that thermostats in many 
of our show homes were left on 
factory settings, so heating stayed 
on during the evenings, wasting 
energy. Our Sustainability Team 
met with Sales Executives at many 
of our show homes to show how 
adjusting the thermostat timer can 
save energy and money. Reducing 
gas usage in our Sales Show 
homes by reprogramming the 
thermostat could save 40% gas 
usage. 

461.46 Scope 1 
 

Voluntary 
 100000 0 <1 year 3-5 years 

Monetary saving 
is calculated 
from estimated 
natural gas 
savings (from 
this initiative) 
and a base price 
for natural gas. 

Low carbon 
energy 
installation 

In 2016 we purchase 6% of our 
energy from REGO-backed low 
carbon tariffs. 

2939.30 

Scope 2 
(market-
based) 
 

Voluntary 
 41350 6085 <1 year Ongoing 

The investment 
required is 
considered to be 
the annual low 
carbon energy 
spend. 

Energy 
efficiency: 
Building 
fabric 

Retrofitted 169 site compounds that 
>3 years remaining life 249.24 

Scope 2 
(location-
based) 
 

Voluntary 
 161779 1600000 4-10 

years Ongoing  



Activity 
type 

 
 
 

Description of activity 
 
 
 

Estimated 
annual 
CO2e 

savings 
(metric 
tonnes 
CO2e) 

 
 

 
Scope 

 
 

 
Voluntary/ 
Mandatory 

 
 

Annual 
monetary 
savings 

(unit 
currency 

- as 
specified 
in CC0.4) 

 
 
 

Investment 
required 

(unit 
currency - 

as 
specified 
in CC0.4) 

 
 

Payback 
period 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
lifetime of 

the 
initiative 

 
 

 
Comment 

 
 

Energy 
efficiency: 
Building 
fabric 

Buying of new eco-spec 
compounds 148.71 

Scope 2 
(location-
based) 
 

Voluntary 
 70200 320000 4-10 

years Ongoing  

 

CC3.3c  

What methods do you use to drive investment in emissions reduction activities? 
 
 
 

Method 
 
 
 

Comment 
 
 
 

Compliance with regulatory 
requirements/standards 

Regulatory Standards including Building Regulations, Local Government requirements through planning and the Code for 
Sustainable Homes all drive improvements in the energy efficiency of the homes we build. In 2014 we completed our 
responsibilities under the Carbon Reduction Commitment (CRC) and do not qualify for Phase 2 and so there was no 
requirement to participate in 2016. In 2016 we continued to fulfil the requirements of Mandatory Carbon reporting, and we also 
fulfilled our requirements under ESOS (Energy Savings Opportunities Scheme) though our existing measurement processes, 
identifying opportunities and sending in a declaration to the Environment Agency. We have used the ESOS process to drive 
additional emissions reductions. 

Financial optimization 
calculations 

In our Energy and Carbon Strategy (2012) we identified significant areas for annual energy and carbon cost saving 
opportunities within Taylor Wimpey and our supply chain. In 2016 we completed or continued a number of projects to reduce 
the direct use of energy (Scope 1 and 2) that was influenced by financial optimisation. These included decisions made during 
the purchase and refurbishment of new offices; that all new porta-cabins on building sites must be to an energy efficient 
standard; and that existing building sites with a significant time to run must be retrofitted to an energy efficient standard. In our 
Energy and Carbon Strategy we projected value at risk from energy and carbon cost increases and continue to work on an 
analysis of the energy and carbon costs in the supply chain. Through reviewing and highlighting the costs of Allowable 



Method 
 
 
 

Comment 
 
 
 

Solutions, we continued research into alternatives for carbon offsetting. We have looked at various options through our Carbon 
Futures research (sequestration in public open space, energy embodied in water and design over building regulations) and 
continue to expand this research. 

Other 

Policy and strategy: Within our Sustainability Strategy, sustainability is both good for business and the right thing to do. We 
introduce six sustainability principles, one of which is as follows: ‘We seek to embrace sustainable principles in order to 
achieve our business objectives, which include including delivering greater efficiencies, less waste, more certain planning 
outcomes, better relationships with stakeholders and communities based on trust, and an enhanced reputation’. By linking 
sustainability with traditional business objectives, we have set a policy position which could be used to encourage investment 
in emission reduction. 

Compliance with regulatory 
requirements/standards 

Regulatory Standards including Building Regulations, Local Government requirements through planning and the Code for 
Sustainable Homes drive improvements in the energy efficiency of the homes we build. ESOS (Energy Savings Opportunities 
Scheme) helped to provide data to help make the case for reduction in emissions, and this was enhanced by Mandatory 
Carbon reporting requirements. 

Employee engagement 
In 2016, we worked with our employees to relaunch and refresh our brand. Sustainability is integrated into this, in particular 
through our ‘Build a proud legacy’ value and our cultural principle ‘Commit to a sustainable future’. We communicated the 
brand to employees through internal roadshows, newsletter articles and team meetings and events. 

 

CC3.3d  

If you do not have any emissions reduction initiatives, please explain why not 
 

 

Further Information 

Page: CC4. Communication 

CC4.1  

Have you published information about your organization’s response to climate change and GHG emissions performance for this reporting year in places 
other than in your CDP response? If so, please attach the publication(s) 
 
 
 



Publication 
 
 
 

 
Status 

 
 

Page/Section 
reference 

 
 
 

Attach the document 
 
 
 

 
Comment 

 
 

In mainstream reports (including 
an integrated report) but have not 
used the CDSB Framework 

Complete 21,35,36,37 https://www.cdp.net/sites/2017/54/18354/Climate Change 2017/Shared 
Documents/Attachments/CC4.1/Taylor Wimpey Annual Report 2016.pdf  

In voluntary communications Complete 18,25,26,42,43,44,58 
https://www.cdp.net/sites/2017/54/18354/Climate Change 2017/Shared 
Documents/Attachments/CC4.1/Taylor Wimpey Sustainability Report 
2016.pdf  

 

Further Information 

Module: Risks and Opportunities 

Page: CC5. Climate Change Risks 

CC5.1  

Have you identified any inherent climate change risks that have the potential to generate a substantive change in your business operations, revenue or 
expenditure? Tick all that apply 
 
 
Risks driven by changes in regulation 
Risks driven by changes in physical climate parameters 
Risks driven by changes in other climate-related developments 
 

 

CC5.1a  

Please describe your inherent risks that are driven by changes in regulation 
 
 



Risk driver 
 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential impact 
 
 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

 
Direct/ 
Indirect 

 
 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management 

method 
 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

Fuel/energy 
taxes and 
regulations 

In 2016 Taylor 
Wimpey spent 
£2,050,000 on 
fuel. In the UK 
fuel tax 
equates to a 
cost of 57.95p 
for every litre 
of petrol and 
diesel we 
purchase. It is 
the biggest 
element of the 
price we pay 
at the pumps. 
There is 
uncertainty 
around how 
this will 
change in 
coming years. 
An increase in 
the fuel tax 
would lead to 
increased 
operational 
costs if 
everything 
else were to 
remain 
constant. 

Increased 
operational cost 

1 to 3 
years Direct Likely Medium 

Taylor 
Wimpey paid 
£1,187,975 in 
fuel tax in 
2016. Since 
its inception 
the fuel tax 
has increased 
by 0.5p per 
year on 
average. If 
the tax were 
to increase by 
0.5p a year in 
line with the 
average 
increase this 
would equate 
to a cost of 
roughly 
£89,690 over 
the next 5 
years. 

EXAMPLE/CASE 
STUDY:  We are 
exploring other 
opportunities to 
reduce energy 
use, looking at 
areas such as 
efficient plant 
machinery and the 
fuel efficiency of 
our car fleet. We 
promote car 
sharing and 
provide a higher 
mileage rate to 
members of staff 
that travel with one 
or more 
passengers. 

The cost of 
management 
is included in 
the overall 
management 
of energy, 
which is part of 
business as 
usual and is 
thus difficult to 
define. The 
cost required 
to trial more 
energy 
efficient 
generators on 
10% of our 
sites was 
£30,000 and 
£2,000 was 
associated 
with staff 
costs, based 
on 10% of a 
staff member's 
time to monitor 
the trial. 

Carbon taxes 

Increased 
carbon taxes 
on energy 
intensive 

Reduction/disruption 
in production 
capacity 

Up to 1 
year 

Indirect 
(Supply 
chain) 

Very likely Medium-
high 

The CCL will 
increase by 
45% for 
electricity and 

EXAMPLE/CASE 
STUDY: We 
undertake 
numerous projects 

There is no 
cost associate 
with this 
management 



Risk driver 
 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential impact 
 
 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

 
Direct/ 
Indirect 

 
 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management 

method 
 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

materials and 
activities will 
be reflected in 
increased 
costs of 
materials and 
services 
through the 
supply chain. 
Taylor 
Wimpey does 
not currently 
take part in 
the CRC 
scheme, 
however 
under 
government 
plans to 
abolish CRC 
the Climate 
Change Levy 
(CCL) will 
increase. 

67% for LPG` 
and Natural 
gas (£ per 
kWh) 
between the 
2018-19 
financial year 
and 2019-20. 
Based on 
Taylor 
Wimpey's 
2016 
consumption 
of electricity, 
natural gas 
and LPG, an 
estimated 
increase in 
tax of 
£113,000 per 
annum in 
2019-20 as 
compared to 
2018-19. 

to reduce our 
electricity 
consumption and 
energy 
consumption, 
including the 
adjustment of 
thermostats in 
many of our show 
homes, previously 
left on factory 
settings to reduce 
show-home gas 
consumption by 
40%. This has 
been managed by 
updating our UK 
sales policy. 

option, only 
significant 
savings. 

General 
environmental 
regulations, 
including 
planning 

Changes to 
flood risk 
management 
legislation, 
limiting net 
developable 
area and 
influencing 
flood 
mitigation 
works scope 

Increased 
operational cost 

3 to 6 
years Direct Likely Medium 

The 
implications of 
this risk will 
be localised 
to individual 
sites and will 
result in 
increased 
flood 
mitigation 
costs and 

EXAMPLE/CASE 
STUDY: On 19th 
February 2016 the 
Environment 
Agency updated 
and made climate 
change 
allowances more 
stringent for 
England. Climate 
change 

The costs 
associated 
with this risk 
are 
consultancy 
costs which 
are £30,000. 
The cost of 
updating 
LAMP 
processes to 



Risk driver 
 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential impact 
 
 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

 
Direct/ 
Indirect 

 
 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management 

method 
 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

and costs. could 
potentially 
result in a 
decreased 
land value. 
Direct 
financial 
implications 
are estimated 
to be zero, 
due to the 
financial 
implications 
being 
absorbed 
over the long 
term. 

allowances are 
predictions of 
anticipated change 
for peak river flow 
(by river basin 
district); peak 
rainfall intensity; 
sea level rise and 
offshore wind 
speed; and 
extreme wave 
height.  Local 
planning 
authorities refer to 
these when 
preparing local 
plans and when 
considering 
planning 
applications. The 
update had 
potential 
implications for 
flood risk 
assessments as it 
could have 
influenced among 
other things net 
developable area 
and flood 
mitigation works 
scope and costs. 
This was a 
potentially material 
issue for the 
business. We 

account for 
these climate-
related factors 
was £30,000. 



Risk driver 
 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential impact 
 
 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

 
Direct/ 
Indirect 

 
 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management 

method 
 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

therefore 
appointed 
specialist flooding 
consultant BWB to 
conduct a detailed 
review. BWB 
reviewed 44 flood 
risk assessments, 
and conducted 
more detailed 
assessment on 16 
of these. The 
project found that 
the Taylor Wimpey 
business as a 
whole is not 
currently 
significantly 
exposed to the risk 
of increased fluvial 
flood levels or 
extents in future 
climate change 
scenarios. 
However, there 
are individual sites 
and circumstances 
that could be 
impacted on by 
the increased 
allowances. 
Where this is the 
case, the review 
has shown impact 
could be 
significant and 



Risk driver 
 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential impact 
 
 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

 
Direct/ 
Indirect 

 
 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management 

method 
 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

could challenge 
the viability of 
schemes. We 
have circulated the 
results and are 
planning training 
for our regional 
businesses and 
our strategic land 
function. 

 

CC5.1b  

Please describe your inherent risks that are driven by changes in physical climate parameters 
 
 

Risk driver 
 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential 
impact 

 
 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

Direct/ 
Indirect 

 
 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management 

method 
 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

Change in 
precipitation 
pattern 

Changing 
precipitation may 
alter the conditions 
of our construction 
sites, including 
geology, the risk of 
slope instability, soil 
shrinkage, erosion 
and water table 
height. We are 
highly selective with 

Increased 
operational 
cost 

>6 years Direct More likely 
than not Medium 

The implications 
of this risk will 
be localised to 
individual sites 
and will result in 
increased flood 
mitigation costs 
and could 
potentially result 
in a decreased 
land value. 

EXAMPLE/CASE 
STUDY: Our Land 
Assessment and 
Management Process 
(LAMP) enables us to 
identify and manage 
risks and technical 
issues and will play 
an increasing role as 
the effects of climate 
change are 

The cost of 
keeping 
LAMP 
updated is ca. 
£30,000 per 
annum. 



Risk driver 
 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential 
impact 

 
 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

Direct/ 
Indirect 

 
 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management 

method 
 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

regard to the types 
of sites that we 
buy,focusing on the 
quality of the land 
rather than the 
number of 
plotsacquired. We 
employ dedicated 
Land Teams in each 
of our 24 regional 
businesses, who 
use their expertise 
and local knowledge 
to identifypotential 
high-quality, 
sustainable sites. 

Direct financial 
implications are 
estimated to be 
zero, due to the 
financial 
implications 
being absorbed 
over the long 
term. 

experienced. 

Change in 
mean 
(average) 
precipitation 

A changing climate 
will increase the 
frequency of 
extreme events, 
increasing the 
chance of greater 
mean precipitation. 
This will increase 
the likelihood of 
flooding events in 
some areas. 

Increased 
operational 
cost 

>6 years Direct Likely Medium-
high 

Taylor Wimpey 
keeps central 
risk registers 
and so do each 
of the business 
units. The 
financial 
implications of 
such risks will 
alter the overall 
risk profile and 
are hard to 
estimate; these 
will be updated 
through the 
quantitative risk 
framework 
whenever they 
impact on the 
business. 

EXAMPLE/CASE 
STUDY: We have put 
in place a number of 
measures to reduce 
the risk of flooding, 
such as sustainable 
drainage systems 
(SDS) and we will not 
purchase land where 
it is not possible to 
mitigate flood risk. 
Many of our sites 
include SDS that 
reduce flood risk 
associated with water 
run-off. SDS work by 
mimicking natural 
drainage systems, 
absorbing rainfall in 
ponds and swales. As 

The cost of 
keeping 
LAMP 
updated is ca. 
£30,000 per 
annum. 



Risk driver 
 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential 
impact 

 
 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

Direct/ 
Indirect 

 
 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management 

method 
 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

well as improving 
water management, 
they create attractive 
natural features that 
contribute to 
placemaking and 
provide habitats for 
wildlife. All our sites 
have site-specific 
environmental action 
plans (SSEAPs) to 
guide management 
efforts.  Additionally, 
we are part-funding a 
research project with 
Abertay University 
and other partners in 
Scotland to explore 
how gardens in new 
homes can be used to 
absorb heavy rainfall, 
help prevent flooding 
in built-up areas and 
contribute to 
biodiversity. As well 
as trialling new 
approaches at our 
Torrance Park 
development, we 
have also helped to 
produce a 
Developer’s Guide to 
Greener Gardens and 
a learning package for 
schools. 

 



CC5.1c  

Please describe your inherent risks that are driven by changes in other climate-related developments 
 

Risk 
driver 

 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential 
impact 

 
 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

Direct/ 
Indirect 

 
 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management method 

 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

Reputation 

Taylor Wimpey 
recognises the 
need to address 
the climate 
change risks in the 
homes and 
developments we 
build and 
throughout our 
operations.  
Failure to mitigate 
this risk, impacts 
on Taylor 
Wimpey's brand, 
reputation, and 
licence to operate, 
and may ultimately 
result in reduced 
demand for our 
products and 
services. Since 
the Paris COP 
agreement 
December 2015 
there is a higher 
international 
profile and greater 
onus on 
organisations who 
do not manage 
these risks well. 

Reduced 
stock 
price 
(market 
valuation) 

Up to 1 
year Direct Unlikely High 

Taylor Wimpey 
keeps central 
risk registers 
and so do 
each of the 
business units. 
The financial 
implications of 
such risks will 
alter the 
overall risk 
profile and are 
hard to 
estimate; these 
will be updated 
through the 
quantitative 
risk framework 
whenever they 
impact on the 
business. 

CASE 
STUDY/EXAMPLE: 
We annually submit to 
CDP Climate Change 
questionnaire and fulfil 
the requirements of 
Mandatory Carbon 
reporting in our annual 
report, alongside the 
adoption of carbon 
intensity targets. We 
produce an annual 
sustainability report 
which details our 
approach to 
sustainability and 
climate-related issues.   
The corporate risk 
management 
framework consists of 
risk registers at every 
organisational level 
which identify key 
strategic, operational 
and financial risks 
which sits alongside 
the company-wide 
Sustainability Risk 
and Opportunities 
register; both of these 
are continually 
monitored and 

Total management 
costs for energy 
and carbon are of 
the order of £500K 
per year. 



Risk 
driver 

 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential 
impact 

 
 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

Direct/ 
Indirect 

 
 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management method 

 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

updated. 

Changing 
consumer 
behavior 

Taylor Wimpey 
recognises the 
shifting behaviours 
of its customers 
and a desire to 
move towards 
incorporating more 
elements that 
promote 
sustainability - be 
it environmentally 
(through the use 
of sustainably 
sourced 
materials), socially 
(by incorporating 
elements to build 
a cohesive 
community) and 
financially 
(through building 
affordable homes). 
An inherent risk is 
that Taylor 
Wimpey does not 
keep abreast of 
these changes. 

Reduction 
in capital 
availability 

>6 years Direct More likely 
than not Medium 

Taylor Wimpey 
keeps central 
risk registers 
and so do 
each of the 
business units. 
The financial 
implications of 
such risks will 
alter the 
overall risk 
profile and are 
hard to 
estimate; these 
will be updated 
through the 
quantitative 
risk framework 
whenever they 
impact on the 
business. 

CASE 
STUDY/EXAMPLE: 
We are increasingly 
focused on 
placemaking – 
developing well-
designed communities 
that meet the needs of 
residents and have a 
strong sense of 
identity and character. 
Good placemaking 
incorporates many 
elements, from the 
layout of the 
development to the 
integration of green 
spaces and access to 
transport, facilities and 
amenities. If we get 
placemaking right we 
can increase 
customer satisfaction, 
achieve strong sales 
and maintain good 
relationships with local 
communities and their 
representatives. 
Placemaking supports 
our goal to build a 
proud legacy.  We 
consider placemaking 
from when we first 
choose which land to 
buy. We have 

Our contributions 
to communities 
throughout the UK 
are laid out in 
planning 
agreement 
obligations, known 
as section 106 
agreements in 
England and 
Wales (and section 
75 agreements in 
Scotland).These 
contributions are 
negotiated with 
local authorities 
and can take many 
forms including the 
provision of 
affordable housing, 
community and 
leisure facilities 
and educational 
funding etc. During 
2016, these were 
worth £363 million 
(2015: £335 
million). 



Risk 
driver 

 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential 
impact 

 
 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

Direct/ 
Indirect 

 
 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management method 

 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

guidance documents 
to help our Land, 
Planning, Design and 
Technical Teams and 
our external 
consultants to 
integrate a 
placemaking 
approach. These 
include Our Guide to 
Placemaking, Our 
Approach to 
Sustainable 
Development, Our 
Approach to Planning, 
Preparing a Design 
and Access Statement 
and Our Guide to 
Green Infrastructure. 
We use external 
standards such as 
Building for Life to 
inform and assess our 
site designs. 

 

CC5.1d  

Please explain why you do not consider your company to be exposed to inherent risks driven by changes in regulation that have the potential to 
generate a substantive change in your business operations, revenue or expenditure  
 
 
 
 

 



CC5.1e  

Please explain why you do not consider your company to be exposed to inherent risks driven by changes in physical climate parameters that have the 
potential to generate a substantive change in your business operations, revenue or expenditure 
 
 
 
 

 

CC5.1f  

Please explain why you do not consider your company to be exposed to inherent risks driven by changes in other climate-related developments that 
have the potential to generate a substantive change in your business operations, revenue or expenditure 
 
 
 
 

 

Further Information 

Page: CC6. Climate Change Opportunities 

CC6.1  

Have you identified any inherent climate change opportunities that have the potential to generate a substantive change in your business operations, 
revenue or expenditure? Tick all that apply 
 
Opportunities driven by changes in regulation 
Opportunities driven by changes in physical climate parameters 
Opportunities driven by changes in other climate-related developments 
 

 

CC6.1a  



Please describe your inherent opportunities that are driven by changes in regulation 
 

Opportunity 
driver 

 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential 
impact 

 
 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

Direct/Indirect 
 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management 

method 
 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

Fuel/energy 
taxes and 
regulations 

Increasing fuel 
and energy 
taxes makes 
action on energy 
more cost 
effective. For 
example we 
have developed 
specifications for 
show homes and 
compounds. In 
2015 we rolled 
out an eco-
specification for 
new site 
compounds and 
completed a 
retrofit process. 
We have also 
developed 
behaviour 
change 
guidance and 
communication 
programmes. 

Reduced 
operational 
costs 

1 to 3 
years Direct Likely Low-

medium 

We have 
calculated 
that energy 
savings from 
building sites 
will be about 
£5m over the 
next 5 years. 

CASE 
STUDY/EXAMPLE: 
We reviewed the 
specification for our 
site compound 
buildings to reduce 
the overall amount of 
space we need to 
heat in each building 
and reduce heat loss 
from people coming 
in and out. We 
engaged with Sales 
Executives at many 
of our show homes 
to show how 
adjusting the 
thermostat timer can 
save energy and 
money. 

The 
investment in 
retrofit and the 
extra costs for 
energy 
efficient 
compounds 
over standard 
specification 
compounds is 
about £1.4m. 

Product 
efficiency 
regulations 
and 
standards 

Approximately 
5% of housing 
starts in 2016 
were timber 
frame and 
therefore the 
second most 
common build 
method after 

Wider 
social 
benefits 

>6 years Direct 
About as 
likely as 
not 

Low-
medium 

Our annual 
Timber frame 
spend is 
around £10.8 
million. 

CASE 
STUDY/EXAMPLE: 
We commissioned 
an external review of 
our approach to 
sustainable 
procurement during 
2016. This looked at 
our policies and 

This 
management 
method does 
not require 
significant 
investment, 
but represents 
significant 
financial gains 



Opportunity 
driver 

 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential 
impact 

 
 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

Direct/Indirect 
 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management 

method 
 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

conventional 
brick and block. 
Alongside 
increasing in 
popularity, the 
greater use of 
timber 
encourages 
sustainable 
forestry which 
has the 
capability to 
sequester 
carbon at scale. 
Currently 
embodied 
carbon is not 
regulated, but 
this could 
change in the 
future. 

procedures and 
benchmarked them 
against best practice 
standards and other 
companies in our 
sector. It identified 
opportunities to 
strengthen our 
approach in areas 
such as supplier 
criteria and 
engagement which 
we will be reviewing 
during 2017.  We 
joined the Supply 
Chain Sustainability 
School (SCSS), a 
membership 
organisation for 
companies in the 
construction, 
housebuilding, 
facilities 
management and 
infrastructure 
sectors, to share 
information and best 
practices on 
sustainability. We will 
be working with the 
SCSS to develop our 
approach and share 
information with 
suppliers.  We also 
have a target for 
20% of our housing 
starts to be of timber-

for Taylor 
Wimpey 



Opportunity 
driver 

 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential 
impact 

 
 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

Direct/Indirect 
 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management 

method 
 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

frame construction. 
 

CC6.1b  

Please describe your inherent opportunities that are driven by changes in physical climate parameters 
 

Opportunity 
driver 

 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential impact 
 
 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

Direct/ 
Indirect 

 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management 

method 
 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

Change in 
temperature 
extremes 

Development of 
new technology 
including, for 
example: 
shading systems; 
glazing and film 
technologies for 
solar exclusion; 
reflective building 
materials to 
reflect heat from 
building 
surfaces; night 
time ventilation 
systems to allow 
buildings to be 
purged of hot air; 
better use of 
ground and air 
for temperature 
mitigation; and 
acoustically 

New 
products/business 
services 

1 to 3 
years 

Indirect 
(Supply 
chain) 

More likely 
than not Medium 

Within 5 years 
we could 
generate £1 
revenue per 
year from 
selling smart 
homes 
options. This 
could double 
again within 
10 years. 

Our standard 
house types 
include highly 
energy-efficient 
walls and 
windows, and 
insulated loft 
space. We test 
our homes for 
airtightness and 
use mechanical 
ventilation to 
maintain good air 
quality and 
comfort. Some 
developments 
also include 
additional 
efficiency 
measures such as 
systems for 
mechanical 

The investment 
in project 2020, 
our key 
research 
programme for 
developing 
future 
technologies 
will exceed 
£1,000,000 
over four years.  
Our investment 
in smart home 
technology in 
2016 equals ca. 
£30,000-
40,000. 



Opportunity 
driver 

 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential impact 
 
 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

Direct/ 
Indirect 

 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management 

method 
 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

attenuated 
natural and 
mechanical 
ventilation 
systems. 

ventilation with 
heat recovery, 
waste water heat 
recovery and flue 
gas heat 
recovery, often in 
response to local 
authority 
requests.  We use 
energy-efficient 
fixtures and 
fittings. All 
appliances that 
we offer as 
standard options 
in our homes are 
at least A rated 
for energy 
efficiency. We use 
100% low energy 
light fittings, 
including LED 
bulbs, for 
recessed down 
lights.  Where 
practicable, we 
encourage site 
workers to use 
natural ventilation 
methods rather 
than heating to 
reduce energy 
use. 

Other 
physical 
climate 

A combination of 
adaptation 
requirements 

New 
products/business 
services 

>6 years Indirect 
(Client) Likely High <1% revenue 

We have 
launched Project 
2020 which aims 

The investment 
in project 2020, 
our key 



Opportunity 
driver 

 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential impact 
 
 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

Direct/ 
Indirect 

 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management 

method 
 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

opportunities such as 
overheating and 
extreme weather, 
and mitigation 
requirements 
such as low and 
nearly zero 
energy buildings, 
has contributed 
to the decision to 
review our house 
type range and 
ensure that the 
homes we build 
are fit for the 
future. 

to shape, design 
and future proof 
the Taylor 
Wimpey product 
range for 2020 
and beyond. This 
will look at issues 
beyond climate 
change, including 
design, 
architecture, 
technology, 
materials and 
building methods. 
However future 
proofing for 
climate change is 
integral to the 
project. 

research 
programme for 
developing 
future 
technologies 
will exceed 
£1,000,000 
over four years.  
Our investment 
in smart home 
technology in 
2016 equals ca. 
£30,000-
40,000. 

 

CC6.1c  

Please describe your inherent opportunities that are driven by changes in other climate-related developments 
 

Opportunity 
driver 

 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential impact 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

Direct/ 
Indirect 

 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management 

method 
 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

Reputation 

Effective 
community and 
stakeholder 
engagement on 

Increased 
demand for 
existing 
products/services 

Up to 1 
year Direct Likely Medium-

high 

In 2016, we 
contributed 
£363 million to 
the local 

CASE 
STUDY/EXAMPLE: 
Through our 
business activities 

In 2016 we 
undertook a 
materiality 
review at a 



Opportunity 
driver 

 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential impact 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

Direct/ 
Indirect 

 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management 

method 
 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

sustainability 
issues could 
lead to 
competitive 
advantage over 
other 
housebuilders 
from 
understanding 
customer needs 
and wants. We 
could also see 
reputational 
benefits from 
the company's 
extensive track 
record of 
delivering high 
environmental 
and 
sustainability 
standards in our 
homes and 
communities. 
This will also 
aid us during 
the planning 
stages of our 
sites in terms of 
the 
‘presumption in 
favour of 
sustainable 
development'. 

communities 
in which we 
build across 
the UK via 
planning 
obligations, 
providing, for 
example, local 
infrastructure, 
affordable 
homes, public 
transport and 
education 
facilities. 

we interact with and 
have an impact on a 
wide range of 
stakeholders. We 
aim to build positive 
relationships with our 
stakeholders through 
clear, open and 
accurate 
communication, and 
be responsive to 
their views and 
concerns. Dialogue 
with our stakeholders 
can help us to 
improve how we 
work, run a more 
efficient and effective 
business and 
address the social, 
economic and 
environmental 
impacts of our 
operations.  Our 
stakeholders include: 
investors, customers, 
local communities, 
employees, 
suppliers, 
subcontractors and 
other business 
partners, local 
government, UK 
Government, 
landowners and land 
agents, housing 
associations, trade 

cost of 
£45,000. 



Opportunity 
driver 

 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential impact 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

Direct/ 
Indirect 

 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management 

method 
 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

associations and 
industry bodies, 
charities, NGOs and 
other groups 
interested in 
sustainable homes 
and communities.  
We create a tailored 
planning and 
community 
engagement strategy 
for each site that 
reflects local 
circumstances using 
our Community 
Engagement toolkit. 
Our approach goes 
beyond regulatory 
requirements, with 
engagement starting 
before we submit a 
planning application 
and continuing 
throughout the 
development 
process. We also 
have a community 
review process in 
place to evaluate the 
effectiveness of our 
community 
engagement 
projects. 

Changing 
consumer 
behavior 

As homes 
become 
'smarter' and 

Increased 
demand for 
existing 

1 to 3 
years 

Indirect 
(Client) Likely Medium 

Within 5 years 
we could 
generate £1m 

CASE 
STUDY/EXAMPLE: 
We are currently 

The initial trial 
has a cost of 
about £5K, 



Opportunity 
driver 

 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential impact 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

Direct/ 
Indirect 

 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management 

method 
 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

more connected 
there will be 
better 
opportunities for 
intelligent 
learning 
systems, and 
for consumers 
to control 
heating and 
lighting systems 
remotely e.g. by 
phone or tablet, 
and hence save 
money and 
carbon. 

products/services revenue per 
year from 
selling smart 
homes 
options. This 
could double 
again within 
10 years. 

running smart home 
trials in show homes 
in three locations. 
Based on the results 
of the initial trials we 
will probably run 
more extensive trials 
and then plan to 
develop a strategic 
approach to smart 
homes. The current 
thinking is that smart 
homes would 
probably be bought 
by a customer as an 
'option' which means 
is an extra to the 
standard 
specification. 

and more 
detailed trials 
and strategic 
development 
may cost a 
further £20K. 
We are not yet 
in a position to 
cost the roll 
out of smart 
homes as an 
option. 

Reputation 

The increased 
desire for 
sustainability to 
be embedded 
into everything 
we do by the 
communities we 
engage with 
through our 
building 
projects 
represents an 
opportunity for 
us to prioritise 
improving our 
performance on 
sustainability-

Increased stock 
price (market 
valuation) 

1 to 3 
years Direct Likely Medium 

This 
management 
method 
represents 
significant 
financial 
savings for 
Taylor 
Wimpey. 

CASE 
STUDY/EXAMPLE: 
We have set a target 
of a 25% reduction in 
scope 1 and 2 
greenhouse gas 
emissions per 100sq 
metres of completed 
homes by 2018 
compared with 2013. 

The costs 
associated 
with this 
management 
method are 
bound in the 
normal cost of 
business. 



Opportunity 
driver 

 
 
 

Description 
 
 
 

Potential impact 
 

Timeframe 
 
 
 

Direct/ 
Indirect 

 
 
 

Likelihood 
 
 
 

Magnitude 
of impact 

 
 
 

 
Estimated 
financial 

implications 
 
 

 
Management 

method 
 
 

 
Cost of 

management 
 
 

related KPIs. 
 

CC6.1d  

Please explain why you do not consider your company to be exposed to inherent opportunities driven by changes in regulation that have the potential to 
generate a substantive change in your business operations, revenue or expenditure 
 
 
 
 

 

CC6.1e  

Please explain why you do not consider your company to be exposed to inherent opportunities driven by changes in physical climate parameters that 
have the potential to generate a substantive change in your business operations, revenue or expenditure 
 
 
 
 

 

CC6.1f  

Please explain why you do not consider your company to be exposed to inherent opportunities driven by changes in other climate-related developments 
that have the potential to generate a substantive change in your business operations, revenue or expenditure 
 
 
 
 

 



Further Information 

Module: GHG Emissions Accounting, Energy and Fuel Use, and Trading 

Page: CC7. Emissions Methodology 

CC7.1  

Please provide your base year and base year emissions (Scopes 1 and 2) 
 
 
 

 
Scope 

 
 

Base year 
 
 
 

Base year emissions (metric tonnes CO2e) 
 
 
 

Scope 1 
Tue 01 Jan 2013 - Tue 31 Dec 
2013 
 

16107 

Scope 2 (location-based) 
Tue 01 Jan 2013 - Tue 31 Dec 
2013 
 

10526 

Scope 2 (market-based) 
Tue 01 Jan 2013 - Tue 31 Dec 
2013 
 

14229 

 

CC7.2  

Please give the name of the standard, protocol or methodology you have used to collect activity data and calculate Scope 1 and Scope 2 emissions  
 
 
 

Please select the published methodologies that you use 
 
 
 

The Greenhouse Gas Protocol: A Corporate Accounting and Reporting Standard (Revised Edition) 



 

CC7.2a  

If you have selected "Other" in CC7.2 please provide details of the standard, protocol or methodology you have used to collect activity data and 
calculate Scope 1 and Scope 2 emissions 
 
 
 
N/A 

 

CC7.3  

Please give the source for the global warming potentials you have used 
 
 
 

Gas 
 
 
 

Reference 
 
 
 

CH4 IPCC Fourth Assessment Report (AR4 - 100 year) 
N2O IPCC Fourth Assessment Report (AR4 - 100 year) 
HFCs IPCC Fourth Assessment Report (AR4 - 100 year) 
PFCs IPCC Fourth Assessment Report (AR4 - 100 year) 
SF6 IPCC Fourth Assessment Report (AR4 - 100 year) 
CO2 IPCC Fourth Assessment Report (AR4 - 100 year) 

 

CC7.4  

Please give the emissions factors you have applied and their origin; alternatively, please attach an Excel spreadsheet with this data at the bottom of this 
page 
 
 
 



Fuel/Material/Energy 
 
 
 

Emission Factor 
 
 
 

Unit 
 
 
 

Reference 
 
 
 

Motor gasoline 2.19697 kg CO2e per liter DEFRA (2016) 
Diesel/Gas oil 2.96572 kg CO2e per liter DEFRA (2016) 
Electricity 0.28908 kg CO2e per liter DEFRA (2016) 
Electricity 0.41205 metric tonnes CO2e per MWh DEFRA (2016) 
Other: Diesel average vehicle 0.18307 Other: kg CO2e per km DEFRA (2016) 
Other: Diesel average vehicle 2.61163 Other: kg CO2e per km DEFRA (2016) 
Other: Petrol average vehicle 0.19184 Other: kg CO2e per km DEFRA (2016) 
Other: Petrol average vehicle 2.19697 Other: kg CO2e per km DEFRA (2016) 
Other: Unknown fuel vehicle 0.18695 Other: kg CO2e per km DEFRA (2016) 
Other: Unknown fuel vehicle 2.61163 Other: kg CO2e per km DEFRA (2016) 
Natural gas 0.184 Other: kg CO2e per kWh DEFRA (2016) 

 

Further Information 

Page: CC8. Emissions Data - (1 Jan 2016 -  31 Dec 2016) 

CC8.1  

Please select the boundary you are using for your Scope 1 and 2 greenhouse gas inventory 
 
 
 
Financial control 

 

CC8.2  

Please provide your gross global Scope 1 emissions figures in metric tonnes CO2e 
 
 
 
17983 



 

CC8.3  

 
Please describe your approach to reporting Scope 2 emissions 
 
 
 

 
Scope 2, location-based 

 
 

 
Scope 2, market-based 

 
 

 
Comment 

 
 

We are reporting a Scope 2, location-based figure We are reporting a Scope 2, market-based figure  
 

CC8.3a  

Please provide your gross global Scope 2 emissions figures in metric tonnes CO2e 
 
 
 
 

 
Scope 2, location-based 

 
 

 
Scope 2, market-based (if applicable) 

 
 

 
Comment 

 
 

10417 10827  
 

CC8.4  

Are there any sources (e.g. facilities, specific GHGs, activities, geographies, etc.) of Scope 1 and Scope 2 emissions that are within your selected 
reporting boundary which are not included in your disclosure? 
 
Yes 

 

CC8.4a  



Please provide details of the sources of Scope 1 and Scope 2 emissions that are within your selected reporting boundary which are not included in your 
disclosure  
 

Source 
 
 
 

 
Relevance of 

Scope 1 
emissions from 

this source 
 
 

 
Relevance of 

location-based 
Scope 2 

emissions from 
this source 

 
 

 
Relevance of 
market-based 

Scope 2 emissions 
from this source (if 

applicable) 
 
 
 

Explain why the source is excluded 
 
 
 

Fugitive emissions 
(refrigerant gases) 

Emissions are 
not relevant 

Emissions are not 
relevant 

Emissions are not 
relevant 

Currently excluded on the basis of expected immateriality and 
difficulty in acquiring. 

Gas and electricity of 
part-exchange 
properties 

Emissions are 
not relevant 

Emissions are not 
relevant 

Emissions are not 
relevant 

Excluded on the basis of immateriality due to very few completions of 
this type 

Certain joint venture 
properties 

Emissions are 
not evaluated 

Emissions are not 
evaluated 

Emissions are not 
evaluated 

This source if emissions was excluded where Taylor Wimpey was not 
part of the handover process. In these cases other house builders 
have captured MCR-related data 

 

CC8.5  

Please estimate the level of uncertainty of the total gross global Scope 1 and 2 emissions figures that you have supplied and specify the sources of 
uncertainty in your data gathering, handling and calculations 
 

 
Scope 

 
 

 
Uncertainty range 

 
 
 
 

 
Main 

sources of 
uncertainty 

 
 
 
 

 
Please expand on the uncertainty in your data 

 
 
 
 

Scope 1 
More than 2% but 
less than or equal 
to 5% 

Assumptions 
 

Data collection is exactly the same for gas as for electricity, with site (including show homes) and office 
meters being collected quarterly and plot meters being assessed upon handover. The data included is from 
a variety of sources with the preferred, coming via direct data collection from site. However, on occasion, 
access to the meter is not possible, photographs do not turn out as expected and therefore invoices are 
used and failing invoices being available, data gathered from supplier databases and as a last resort, 
estimation using prior consumption data. For unmetered street lighting supplies, all consumption is recorded 



 
Scope 

 
 

 
Uncertainty range 

 
 
 
 

 
Main 

sources of 
uncertainty 

 
 
 
 

 
Please expand on the uncertainty in your data 

 
 
 
 

from invoices or on occasion, the unmetered supply inventory. 
Scope 2 
(location-
based) 

More than 2% but 
less than or equal 
to 5% 

Assumptions 
 

Data collection is exactly the same for gas as for electricity, with site (including show homes) and office 
meters being collected quarterly and plot meters being assessed upon handover. Where meter readings are 
missing, they are estimated by metering contractor AJR on the basis of prior readings and average data. 

Scope 2 
(market-
based) 

More than 2% but 
less than or equal 
to 5% 

Assumptions 
 

In the UK, each supplier of electricity is required to publish their Fuel Mix Disclosure (FMD), which is the 
average Scope 2 emission factor for all electricity they have supplied. Where either a supplier’s tariff does 
not vary by generation source (e.g. they do not offer a renewable tariff) or where they do not transfer the 
Renewable Energy Guarantees of Origin (REGO) certificates to their customers, it is appropriate for the 
reporting company to use the supplier’s FMD emission factor. Residual mix emission factors are drawn from 
the Reliable Disclosure Systems (RE-DISS) project.   In 2016, Taylor Wimpey purchased electricity on 
REGO-backed renewable tariffs from Npower and Ecotricity. Electricity consumption on these tariffs has a 
Scope 2 market-based emission factor of zero. The emission factor for each supplier was multiplied by the 
relevant electricity consumption to give total emissions. Divided by total electricity consumption, this gives 
us a weighted average emission factor. This was multiplied by the figure for total UK electricity consumption, 
which has been uplifted to take into account unmetered offices.  Total emissions in Spain were calculated 
by multiplying Spain’s residual grid mix emission factor by total consumption. 

 

CC8.6  

Please indicate the verification/assurance status that applies to your reported Scope 1 emissions 
 
 
 
Third party verification or assurance process in place 

 

CC8.6a  

Please provide further details of the verification/assurance undertaken for your Scope 1 emissions, and attach the relevant statements 
 



 
 

 
Verification 

or 
assurance 

cycle in 
place 

 
 

 
Status in 

the 
current 

reporting 
year 

 
 

Type of 
verification 

or 
assurance 

 
 
 

 
Attach the statement 

 
 

 
Page/section 

reference 
 
 

Relevant 
standard 

 
 
 

Proportion 
of reported 

Scope 1 
emissions 
verified (%) 

 
 
 

Annual 
process Complete Limited 

assurance 

https://www.cdp.net/sites/2017/54/18354/Climate Change 
2017/Shared Documents/Attachments/CC8.6a/CTS Verification 
Diploma - Taylor Wimpey UK Ltd - 2017.02.pdf 

1 

Verification as 
part of Carbon 
Trust standard 
certification 

100 

 

CC8.6b  

Please provide further details of the regulatory regime to which you are complying that specifies the use of Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems 
(CEMS) 
 

Regulation 
 

% of emissions covered by the system 
 

Compliance period 
 

Evidence of submission 
 

 

CC8.7  

Please indicate the verification/assurance status that applies to at least one of your reported Scope 2 emissions figures 
 
 
 
Third party verification or assurance process in place 

 

CC8.7a  

Please provide further details of the verification/assurance undertaken for your location-based and/or market-based Scope 2 emissions, and attach the relevant 
statements 
 



 
 
 

 
Location-
based or 
market-
based 
figure? 

 
 

 
Verification 

or 
assurance 

cycle in 
place 

 
 

 
Status in 

the 
current 

reporting 
year 

 
 

Type of 
verification 

or 
assurance 

 
 
 

 
Attach the statement 

 
 

Page/Section 
reference 

 
 
 

Relevant 
standard 

 
 
 

 
Proportion 

of 
reported 
Scope 2 

emissions 
verified 

(%) 
 
 

Market-
based 

Annual 
process Complete Limited 

assurance 

https://www.cdp.net/sites/2017/54/18354/Climate Change 
2017/Shared Documents/Attachments/CC8.7a/CTS 
Verification Diploma - Taylor Wimpey UK Ltd - 
2017.02.pdf 

1 

Verification as 
part of Carbon 
Trust standard 
certification 

100 

 

CC8.8  

Please identify if any data points have been verified as part of the third party verification work undertaken, other than the verification of emissions 
figures reported in CC8.6, CC8.7 and CC14.2 
 

 
Additional data points verified 

 
 

 
Comment 

 
 

No additional data verified  
 

CC8.9  

Are carbon dioxide emissions from biologically sequestered carbon relevant to your organization? 
 
Yes 

 

CC8.9a  



Please provide the emissions from biologically sequestered carbon relevant to your organization in metric tonnes CO2 
 
 
 
0 

 

Further Information 

Page: CC9. Scope 1 Emissions Breakdown - (1 Jan 2016 -  31 Dec 2016) 

CC9.1  

Do you have Scope 1 emissions sources in more than one country? 
 
 
 
Yes 

 

CC9.1a  

Please break down your total gross global Scope 1 emissions by country/region 
 
 
 

Country/Region 
 
 
 

Scope 1 metric tonnes CO2e  
 
 
 

United Kingdom 17738.95 
Spain 243.94 

 

CC9.2  

Please indicate which other Scope 1 emissions breakdowns you are able to provide (tick all that apply) 
 



 
 
By business division 
 

 

CC9.2a  

Please break down your total gross global Scope 1 emissions by business division 
 
 
 

Business division 
 
 
 

Scope 1 emissions (metric tonnes CO2e) 
 
 
 

Taylor Wimpey Head Office 419.03 
Taylor Wimpey Spain 243.94 
Taylor Wimpey Logistics 100.08 
Taylor Wimpey Bristol 371.85 
Taylor Wimpey Central London 11.02 
Taylor Wimpey East Anglia 681.69 
Taylor Wimpey East London 1279.89 
Taylor Wimpey East Midlands 415.74 
Taylor Wimpey East Scotland 588.75 
Taylor Wimpey Exeter 661.13 
Taylor Wimpey Manchester 935.95 
Taylor Wimpey Midlands 783.68 
Taylor Wimpey North East 1122.12 
Taylor Wimpey North Midlands 651.70 
Taylor Wimpey North Thames 299.76 
Taylor Wimpey North West 790.43 
Taylor Wimpey North Yorkshire 1017.35 
Taylor Wimpey Oxfordshire 683.76 
Taylor Wimpey South East 1048.73 
Taylor Wimpey South Midlands 769.52 
Taylor Wimpey South Wales 370.20 



Business division 
 
 
 

Scope 1 emissions (metric tonnes CO2e) 
 
 
 

Taylor Wimpey South Thames 1199.53 
Taylor Wimpey Southern Counties 416.78 
Taylor Wimpey West London 874.24 
Taylor Wimpey West Midlands 1028.92 
Taylor Wimpey West Scotland 612.76 
Taylor Wimpey Yorkshire 604.36 

 

CC9.2b  

Please break down your total gross global Scope 1 emissions by facility 
 
 
 

Facility 
 
 
 

Scope 1 emissions (metric tonnes CO2e) 
 
 
 

Latitude 
 

Longitude 
 

 

CC9.2c  

Please break down your total gross global Scope 1 emissions by GHG type 
 
 
 

GHG type 
 
 
 

Scope 1 emissions (metric tonnes CO2e) 
 
 
 

 

CC9.2d  



Please break down your total gross global Scope 1 emissions by activity 
 
 
 

Activity 
 
 
 

Scope 1 emissions (metric tonnes CO2e) 
 
 
 
 

 

Further Information 

Page: CC10. Scope 2 Emissions Breakdown - (1 Jan 2016 -  31 Dec 2016) 

CC10.1  

Do you have Scope 2 emissions sources in more than one country? 
 
 
 
Yes 

 

CC10.1a  

Please break down your total gross global Scope 2 emissions and energy consumption by country/region 
 
 
 

Country/Region 
 
 
 

 
Scope 2, location-based (metric 

tonnes CO2e) 
 
 

Scope 2, market-based (metric 
tonnes CO2e) 

 
 
 

Purchased and 
consumed electricity, 
heat, steam or cooling 

(MWh) 
 

Purchased and consumed low carbon 
electricity, heat, steam or cooling 

accounted in market-based approach 
(MWh) 

 
 

United Kingdom 10040.13 10254.3 24366.30 1654 
Spain 377.06 572.30 1304.33 0 

 



CC10.2  

Please indicate which other Scope 2 emissions breakdowns you are able to provide (tick all that apply) 
 
 
 
By business division 
 

 

CC10.2a  

Please break down your total gross global Scope 2 emissions by business division 
 
 
 

Business division 
 
 
 

Scope 2, location-based 
(metric tonnes CO2e) 

 
 
 

 
Scope 2, market-based 
(metric tonnes CO2e) 

 
 

Taylor Wimpey Head Office 24.69  
Taylor Wimpey Spain 377.06  
Taylor Wimpey Logistics 53.01  
Taylor Wimpey Bristol 437.92  
Taylor Wimpey Central London 39.91  
Taylor Wimpey East Anglia 455.51  
Taylor Wimpey East London 527.14  
Taylor Wimpey East Midlands 430.59  
Taylor Wimpey East Scotland 614.46  
Taylor Wimpey Exeter 249.90  
Taylor Wimpey Manchester 430.76  
Taylor Wimpey Midlands 373.27  
Taylor Wimpey North East 399.89  
Taylor Wimpey North Midlands 371.89  
Taylor Wimpey North Thames 517.62  
Taylor Wimpey North West 374.42  
Taylor Wimpey North Yorkshire 437.72  



Business division 
 
 
 

Scope 2, location-based 
(metric tonnes CO2e) 

 
 
 

 
Scope 2, market-based 
(metric tonnes CO2e) 

 
 

Taylor Wimpey Oxfordshire 446.79  
Taylor Wimpey South East 363.12  
Taylor Wimpey South Midlands 489.82  
Taylor Wimpey South Wales 443.68  
Taylor Wimpey South West Thames 502.18  
Taylor Wimpey Southern Counties 471.42  
Taylor Wimpey West London 451.13  
Taylor Wimpey West Midlands 432.13  
Taylor Wimpey West Scotland 398.67  
Taylor Wimpey Yorkshire 302.50  

 

CC10.2b  

Please break down your total gross global Scope 2 emissions by facility 
 
 
 

Facility 
 
 
 

Scope 2, location-based (metric tonnes CO2e) 
 
 
 

 
Scope 2, market-based (metric tonnes CO2e) 

 
 

 

CC10.2c  

Please break down your total gross global Scope 2 emissions by activity 
 
 
 



Activity 
 
 
 

Scope 2, location-based (metric tonnes CO2e) 
 
 
 

 
Scope 2, market-based (metric tonnes CO2e) 

 
 

 

Further Information 

Page: CC11. Energy 

CC11.1  

What percentage of your total operational spend in the reporting year was on energy? 
 
More than 0% but less than or equal to 5% 

 

CC11.2  

Please state how much heat, steam, and cooling in MWh your organization has purchased and consumed during the reporting year 
 
 
 

Energy type 
 
 
 

MWh 
 
 
 

Heat 0 
Steam 0 
Cooling 0 

 

CC11.3  

 
Please state how much fuel in MWh your organization has consumed (for energy purposes) during the reporting year 
 
 



66509.75 
 

CC11.3a  

Please complete the table by breaking down the total "Fuel" figure entered above by fuel type 
 
 
 

Fuels 
 
 
 

MWh 
 
 
 

Natural gas 33137.28 
Propane 751.32 
Butane 491.14 
Diesel/Gas oil 31904.62 
Liquefied petroleum gas (LPG) 149.14 
Motor gasoline 76.25 

 

CC11.4  

Please provide details of the electricity, heat, steam or cooling amounts that were accounted at a low carbon emission factor in the market-based Scope 
2 figure reported in CC8.3a 
 

Basis for applying a low carbon 
emission factor 

 

MWh consumed 
associated with low 
carbon electricity, 

heat, steam or 
cooling 

 

 
Emissions factor (in units 
of metric tonnes CO2e per 

MWh) 
 
 

Comment 
 

Energy attribute certificates, Renewable 
Energy Certificates (RECs) 1654 0 6% of our total electricity is supplied by a REGO-backed 

tariff purchased from NPower and Ecotricity. 
 

CC11.5  



 
Please report how much electricity you produce in MWh, and how much electricity you consume in MWh 
 
 

 
Total 

electricity 
consumed 

(MWh) 
 
 

 
Consumed 
electricity 

that is 
purchased 

(MWh) 
 
 
 
 

 
Total 

electricity 
produced 

(MWh) 
 
 

 
Total 

renewable 
electricity 
produced 

(MWh) 
 
 

 
Consumed 
renewable 
electricity 

that is 
produced by 

company 
(MWh) 

 
 

 
Comment 

 
 

25670.63 25670.63 0 0 0 

We take a ‘fabric first’ approach, concentrating on making our homes as energy-
efficient as possible. However, we also integrate low-carbon and renewable 
technologies on some of our developments or include them as customer options. 
This includes photovoltaic and solar panels, combined heat and power products and 
ground source heat pumps. We are exploring other renewable energy approaches 
through Project 2020. Renewable technologies within the homes that we build would 
contribute to Scope 3 (use of sold products) emissions reductions, rather than Scope 
1 or 2 emissions reductions. 

 

Further Information 
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CC12.1  

How do your gross global emissions (Scope 1 and 2 combined) for the reporting year compare to the previous year? 
 
Decreased 

 

CC12.1a  

Please identify the reasons for any change in your gross global emissions (Scope 1 and 2 combined) and for each of them specify how your emissions 
compare to the previous year 
 



Reason 
 
 
 

Emissions 
value 

(percentage) 
 
 
 

Direction 
of change 

 
 
 

Please explain and include calculation 
 
 
 

Emissions 
reduction activities 6.9 Decrease Electricity emissions have decreased by 2121 tCO2e, therefore we have calculated the emissions value as 

follows:   (-2121/30716)*100 = -6.90 
Divestment    
Acquisitions    
Mergers    

Change in output 1.64 Increase 

Gas oil is the second-largest contributor to Taylor Wimpey’s Scope 1 and 2 emissions after electricity. The 
emissions associated with gas oil have increased by 2% compared with 2015 (from 6,210 tonnes CO2e to 
6,711 tonnes CO2e). This is due to an increase in activity data rather than in the emissions factor, since the 
emission factor has seen an increase of only 2%. It is not obvious that sites have moved to gas oil from other 
fuels because the increase in gas oil consumption, however, significantly outweighs changes in other fuels. 
Therefore we have calculated the emissions value as follows:  (505/30716)*100 = 1.64 

Change in 
methodology  Increase  
Change in 
boundary    
Change in physical 
operating 
conditions    

Unidentified 0.95 Decrease 
There remaining portion of our change in emissions is unknown. The unidentified contribution to change in 
emissions equates to -241 tCO2e. Therefore we have calculated the emissions value as follows:  (-
291/30716)*100 = -0.95 

Other    
 

CC12.1b  

 
Is your emissions performance calculations in CC12.1 and CC12.1a based on a location-based Scope 2 emissions figure or a market-based Scope 2 
emissions figure? 
 
 
Market-based 

 



CC12.2  

Please describe your gross global combined Scope 1 and 2 emissions for the reporting year in metric tonnes CO2e per unit currency total revenue 
 
 
 

Intensity 
figure = 

 
 
 

Metric 
numerator (Gross 
global combined 

Scope 1 and 2 
emissions) 

 
 
 

Metric 
denominator: 

Unit total 
revenue 

 
 
 
 
 

 
Scope 

2 figure 
used 

 
 

% 
change 

from 
previous 

year 
 
 
 

Direction 
of change 

from 
previous 

year 
 
 
 

Reason for change 
 
 
 

0.0077254 metric tonnes CO2e 1000 Market-
based 14 Decrease 

We have undertaken a number of emissions reduction initiatives 
during the reporting year including switching some of our electricity 
supplies to renewable electricity and reducing gas usage in our 
showhomes by reprogramming the thermostats. In addition we have 
seen a 17% increase in revenue. Overall this has led to a 14% 
decrease in Scope 1+2 emissions per unit currency total revenue. 

 

CC12.3  

Please provide any additional intensity (normalized) metrics that are appropriate to your business operations 
 
 
 

Intensity 
figure = 

 
 
 

Metric 
numerator (Gross 
global combined 

Scope 1 and 2 
emissions) 

 
 
 

Metric 
denominator 

 
 
 

 
Metric 

denominator: 
Unit total 

 
 

 
Scope 

2 figure 
used 

 
 

% 
change 

from 
previous 

year 
 
 
 

Direction 
of 

change 
from 

previous 
year 

 
 
 

Reason for change 
 
 
 

2.13 metric tonnes CO2e 
Other: 100 
square meters of 
housing 

1 Market-
based 11 Decrease 

The intensity metric has dropped 11% from the 
previous year. Reason for change is an increased build 
completion rate and decreased absolute Scope 1 and 



Intensity 
figure = 

 
 
 

Metric 
numerator (Gross 
global combined 

Scope 1 and 2 
emissions) 

 
 
 

Metric 
denominator 

 
 
 

 
Metric 

denominator: 
Unit total 

 
 

 
Scope 

2 figure 
used 

 
 

% 
change 

from 
previous 

year 
 
 
 

Direction 
of 

change 
from 

previous 
year 

 
 
 

Reason for change 
 
 
 

completed 2 emissions due to a number of emissions reduction 
initiatives undertaken during the reporting year 
including switching some of our electricity supplies to 
renewable electricity and reducing gas usage in our 
showhomes by reprogramming the thermostats. 

 

Further Information 
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CC13.1  

Do you participate in any emissions trading schemes? 
 
No, and we do not currently anticipate doing so in the next 2 years 

 

CC13.1a  

Please complete the following table for each of the emission trading schemes in which you participate 
 

Scheme name 
 
 
 

Period for which 
data is supplied 

 
 
 

Allowances allocated 
 
 
 

Allowances purchased 
 
 
 

Verified emissions in 
metric tonnes CO2e 

 
 
 

Details of ownership 
 
 
 

 

CC13.1b  



What is your strategy for complying with the schemes in which you participate or anticipate participating? 
 
 
 

 

CC13.2  

Has your organization originated any project-based carbon credits or purchased any within the reporting period? 
 
No 

 

CC13.2a  

Please provide details on the project-based carbon credits originated or purchased by your organization in the reporting period 
 

Credit 
origination 

or credit 
purchase 

 
 
 

Project 
type 

 
 
 

Project 
identification 

 
 
 

Verified to which 
standard 

 
 
 

Number of 
credits 
(metric 

tonnes CO2e)  
 
 
 

Number of credits 
(metric tonnes 

CO2e): Risk adjusted 
volume 

 
 
 

Credits 
canceled 

 
 
 

Purpose, e.g. 
compliance 

 
 
 

 

Further Information 
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CC14.1  

Please account for your organization’s Scope 3 emissions, disclosing and explaining any exclusions 
 
 
 



Sources of 
Scope 3 

emissions 
 
 
 

Evaluation 
status 

 

metric 
tonnes 
CO2e 

 
 
 

Emissions calculation methodology 
 
 
 

Percentage 
of 

emissions 
calculated 
using data 
obtained 

from 
suppliers or 
value chain 

partners 
 
 

Explanation 
 

Purchased goods 
and services 

Relevant, 
calculated 1010475 

Purchased goods and services is broken down into 
two categories: overheads and construction 
materials.   Overheads: Each business unit in Taylor 
Wimpey enters their financial figures monthly onto a 
centralised portal. The total annual spend for each 
overhead category is multiplied by the relevant 
environmentally extended input-output (EEIO) 
factor1 to calculate Scope 3 emissions.  
Construction:  Taylor Wimpey takes the actual 
spend on construction materials across the business 
from Coins, an enterprise software solution, which 
provides actual spend on construction materials for 
49 building material categories, plus some additional 
categories. The overall spend for each of the Coins 
categories is then multiplied by environmentally 
extended input output (EEIO) emission factors to 
calculate the Scope 3 emissions of construction 
materials. 

100.00% 

Extended Input Output (EEIO) analysis is 
a pragmatic method for identifying 
emission hotspots, and leverages Taylor 
Wimpey’s financial procurement records. 

Capital goods Relevant, 
calculated 0 Included in ‘Purchased goods and services’ 100.00% Included in ‘Purchased goods and 

services’ 

Fuel-and-energy-
related activities 
(not included in 
Scope 1 or 2) 

Relevant, 
calculated 6048.00 

Defra (Department for Environment, Food and Rural 
Affairs) have recently clarified that carbon emissions 
associated with extraction, production, 
transportation or transmission losses of energy 
should be considered within Scope 3 emissions. 
These emissions have been estimated on the basis 
of energy consumption data and Defra conversion 
factors. All input data was primary, although a small 
number of data points were rationalised by Taylor 
Wimpey to replace outliers. 

100.00% Recommended methodology for GHG 
reporting companies 



Sources of 
Scope 3 

emissions 
 
 
 

Evaluation 
status 

 

metric 
tonnes 
CO2e 

 
 
 

Emissions calculation methodology 
 
 
 

Percentage 
of 

emissions 
calculated 
using data 
obtained 

from 
suppliers or 
value chain 

partners 
 
 

Explanation 
 

Upstream 
transportation and 
distribution 

Relevant, 
calculated 0 Included in ‘Purchased goods and services’ 100.00% Included in ‘Purchased goods and 

services’ 

Waste generated 
in operations 

Relevant, 
calculated 2127 

Data are split into multiple categories, the most 
important of which are general waste, compactable 
waste, wood and inert waste. A further dataset 
covers plasterboard waste. Other waste streams 
(i.e., soil, remediation and demolition wastes) are 
estimated each year due to the difficulty in obtaining 
the data. These estimates are based on 2008 data, 
which is multiplied year on year by the percentage 
increase in completions compared to the year 
previous. The total volume of waste in each 
category is multiplied by the latest waste emission 
factors published by BEIS in order to calculate 
Scope 3 emissions. 

100.00% 

It should be noted that waste data is for 
the UK only and excludes Spain. 
However, given the size of operations in 
Spain, its contribution to total waste is 
considered to be negligible. 

Business travel Relevant, 
calculated 7771 

Rail, taxi and flight distance activity data was 
gathered through staff surveys and extrapolated to 
cover all of Taylor Wimpey. ‘Grey fleet’ (where staff 
have the benefit of a company car allowance) 
emissions are included. Whilst the regional business 
have different processes for purchasing business 
travel, Taylor Wimpey collects a sample of staff 
expenses from four to five business units. Mileage is 
converted to kgCO2e using the latest BEIS 
emissions factors. 

100.00% 

Car fleet emissions are already included 
in Scope 1 and 2 footprint. Data on 
business travel was not available for the 
entire year for all offices, and secondary 
data is less accurate 

Employee 
commuting 

Relevant, not 
yet 
calculated    

We do not currently have data to estimate 
this. 

Upstream leased Not relevant,    These emissions from offices / equipment 



Sources of 
Scope 3 

emissions 
 
 
 

Evaluation 
status 

 

metric 
tonnes 
CO2e 

 
 
 

Emissions calculation methodology 
 
 
 

Percentage 
of 

emissions 
calculated 
using data 
obtained 

from 
suppliers or 
value chain 

partners 
 
 

Explanation 
 

assets explanation 
provided 

leased by Taylor Wimpey have already 
been taken into account in our Scope 1 
and 2 emissions as we take the 
operational control approach. 

Downstream 
transportation and 
distribution 

Not relevant, 
explanation 
provided    

Taylor Wimpey does not procure the 
services of third parties to undertake 
downstream transportation activities. 

Processing of sold 
products 

Not relevant, 
explanation 
provided    

Sold products (houses) are not 
subsequently processed and therefore 
this category is not relevant. 

Use of sold 
products 

Relevant, not 
yet 
calculated    

The use of the homes we sell is not 
assessed. Although this is not assessed, 
we understand the responsibility we have 
to ensure that our properties perform as 
efficiently as possible for our customers 
during their operational lifetimes. 

End of life 
treatment of sold 
products 

Not relevant, 
explanation 
provided    

The demolition or disassembly of the 
homes we build is not assessed. Due to 
the long term design life of our properties 
and their sale to third parties, in practice 
the responsibility of the demolition of the 
homes we build falls to demolition 
contractors and therefore data collecting 
is not undertaken. 

Downstream 
leased assets 

Not relevant, 
explanation 
provided    

Taylor Wimpey does not have any 
downstream leased assets of significance 

Franchises Not relevant, 
explanation    Taylor Wimpey does not have franchises 



Sources of 
Scope 3 

emissions 
 
 
 

Evaluation 
status 

 

metric 
tonnes 
CO2e 

 
 
 

Emissions calculation methodology 
 
 
 

Percentage 
of 

emissions 
calculated 
using data 
obtained 

from 
suppliers or 
value chain 

partners 
 
 

Explanation 
 

provided 

Investments 
Not relevant, 
explanation 
provided    

Taylor Wimpey does not have equity or 
debt investments of significance. 

Other (upstream) 
Not relevant, 
explanation 
provided    n/a 

Other 
(downstream) 

Not relevant, 
explanation 
provided    n/a 

 

CC14.2  

Please indicate the verification/assurance status that applies to your reported Scope 3 emissions 
 
No third party verification or assurance 

 

CC14.2a  

Please provide further details of the verification/assurance undertaken, and attach the relevant statements 
 
 
 



 
Verification or 

assurance cycle 
in place 

 
 

 
Status in the 

current 
reporting year 

 
 

 
Type of 

verification or 
assurance 

 
 
 
 

Attach the statement 
 
 
 

 
Page/Section reference 

 
 

 
Relevant standard 

 
 
 
 

 
Proportion of 

reported Scope 3 
emissions verified (%) 

 
 

 

CC14.3  

Are you able to compare your Scope 3 emissions for the reporting year with those for the previous year for any sources? 
 
Yes 

 

CC14.3a  

Please identify the reasons for any change in your Scope 3 emissions and for each of them specify how your emissions compare to the previous year 
 
 
 

 
Sources of Scope 3 

emissions 
 
 
 
 

 
Reason for 

change 
 
 
 
 

 
Emissions 

value 
(percentage) 

 
 
 
 

 
Direction 

of 
change 

 
 
 
 

Comment 
 
 
 

Purchased goods & 
services 

Change in 
output 33 Increase 

In 2016, a new and more accurate methodology for calculating carbon from purchased 
goods and services was introduced. There is also an increase due to the increase in area 
of completed homes (5%). 

Fuel- and energy-
related activities (not 
included in Scopes 1 
or 2) 

Change in 
methodology 5 Decrease 

Despite a 4.5% increase in overall Scope 1 and 2 energy consumption from 90,524 MWh 
in 2015 to 92,001 MWh in 2016, emissions from fuel and energy related emissions have 
reduced by 5%, from 6,361 tonnes CO2e in 2015 to 6,048 tonnes CO2e in 2016. This can 
be largely attributed to the reduction in the National Grid transmission and distribution 
emission factor for electricity, which has dropped from 0.11kg CO2e/kWh in 2015 to 
0.1kgCO2e/kWh, a reduction of 7%. This reduction reflects the UK grid’s movement away 



 
Sources of Scope 3 

emissions 
 
 
 
 

 
Reason for 

change 
 
 
 
 

 
Emissions 

value 
(percentage) 

 
 
 
 

 
Direction 

of 
change 

 
 
 
 

Comment 
 
 
 

from coal for electricity generation. Coal is more carbon intensive to extract and transport 
compared to other fuels (e.g. natural gas) and renewables. 

Waste generated in 
operations 

Change in 
output 4 Decrease 

Emissions from waste generated in operations has decreased by 4%, from 2218 tonnes 
CO2e in 2015 to 2127 tonnes CO2e in 2015. Despite an increase in completions of 2.9% 
between 2015 and 2016, leading to more waste generated, absolute emissions have 
reduced due to changes in BEIS emission factors. 

Business travel Change in 
output 64 Increase 

Despite only a 9% increase in full time employees (FTEs) from 4,299 in 2015 to 4,697 in 
2016, business travel emissions have increased 64%, from 4,749 tonnes CO2e in 2015 to 
7,771 tonnes CO2e in 2016. This encompassed an increase in emissions from rail, taxi, 
flights, with Road Travel responsible for the majority of this increase. Taylor Wimpey has 
maintained the representativeness of its business travel surveys, with 46 employees 
participating across 4 business units for 6 months, compared to 72 employees across 5 
business units for 6 months in 2014. No methodological changes were made regarding 
how sampled data was extrapolated to estimate overall business travel emissions. 

 

CC14.4  

Do you engage with any of the elements of your value chain on GHG emissions and climate change strategies? (Tick all that apply) 
 
Yes, our suppliers 
Yes, our customers 
 

 

CC14.4a  

Please give details of methods of engagement, your strategy for prioritizing engagements and measures of success 
 
SUPPLIER ENGAGEMENT: 
 
In 2016 Taylor Wimpey continued working with a consultancy to estimate its GHG, water and waste impacts from suppliers based on its purchase ledger. Due to the 



challenges in the previous year, we restarted the modelling exercise with better data collection procedures; the next stage will be to undertake supplier engagement 
as the next step in the process, with a focus on resource efficiency. 
 
Our early work on a Supply Chain Sustainability Strategy was incorporated into a root and branch review of supply chain. In 2015 we employed a consultancy to 
look in detail at the strengths and weaknesses of our approach to sustainable procurement including a gap analysis and benchmarking against peers. This included 
a review of procurement policy, strategy, data mapping, subcontractor engagement, mandatory sustainability requirements in contracts, and metrics used, including 
for climate change. This will result in an action programme in 2016. 
 
We are members of the Supply Chain Sustainability School (SCSS) and have been participating in a series of nationwide workshops with our suppliers and directly 
employed staff. We also encourage them to engage through the SCSS portal. 
 
CUSTOMER ENGAGEMENT 
 
Our sales and marketing materials increasingly include details of the sustainability and community features of developments as well as the environmental features of 
our homes, allowing us to communicate these features to our customers. Our new integrated Taylor Wimpey website contains a dedicated customer service section 
with useful information for new and existing homeowners. There are step-by-step guides to help the buying process as well as living in a Taylor Wimpey home, 
information on how we build and how to contact us, advice on warranty issues and details of our Customer Charter and Customer Journey. 
  
Our website also includes a section on sustainable living, explaining what our customers can do to live a sustainable life and how to take steps to improve our 
environmental, social and economic impact on our planet. Advice ranges from energy-efficiency tips to growing your own vegetables, getting to know your 
neighbours and supporting your local shops and services. Taylor Wimpey has installed Sustainability Boards at sales areas to inform prospective customers of our 
work in the sustainability area, including placing a high priority on insulation to enable customers to save on their energy bills. In the future, Taylor Wimpey is 
planning to roll out a Post Occupancy Monitoring Review to gain customer’s feedback once they have moved in terms of their new home, the development, and any 
other general issues. 
 
We also engage extensively with local communities in the areas in which we operate. Many of our customers come from these local communities - 75% of our 
customers move from a 5 mile radius of the Taylor Wimpey development they are purchasing on – and so by listening and responding to community requirements it 
will give communities confidence that Taylor Wimpey will behave responsibly, which can build both our reputation and brand.  
 
We have an extensive UK-wide community led planning programme in place that emphasises communication, engagement and culture change within our 
organisation in order to become increasingly community focused. We have a consistent and thorough community engagement process for every site with a 
framework in place that provides clear procedures for all of our regional business units. This process applies at every stage of the development timeline from pre-
planning consultation to ongoing communication with existing and new residents during and after construction. Our engagements are prioritised through our 
community review process, which has been given more prominence in the daily operations of the business through our brand refresh.  
 
The three stages of this process are: 1) Planning and preparation: gain a full understanding of the community including identifying key decision makers, local issues 
etc. 2) Implementation: undertaking a formal programme of engagement alongside the planning process, and continue to provide accurate information and 
responses to the community; 3) Development and legacy: Ongoing communication with the community throughout the sales, construction and adoption process. All 
developments that are in the planning and sales phase are available to view on our website www.TaylorWimpey.co.uk . We also have an ‘About Taylor Wimpey’ 
brochure that provides information on our approach to sustainability and topics such as carbon emissions and climate change.  
 

 



CC14.4b  

To give a sense of scale of this engagement, please give the number of suppliers with whom you are engaging and the proportion of your total spend 
that they represent 
 

 
Type of 

engagement 
 
 

Number of 
suppliers 

 

% of total 
spend (direct 
and indirect) 

 

Impact of engagement 
 

Active 
engagement 125 90% 

90% of total spend refers to supplies that are centrally procured (regional procurement is separate). At our 
request, 105/125 of our suppliers have registered for Sustainability Supply Chain School and have reviewed a 
combined 1080 documents on the portal showing that they are engaging rather than box-ticking. We conducted 
a workshop with our sub-contractors in early 2017 and anticipate doing more of these in the future. 

 

CC14.4c  

Please explain why you do not engage with any elements of your value chain on GHG emissions and climate change strategies, and any plans you have 
to develop an engagement strategy in the future 
 

 

Further Information 

Module: Sign Off 

Page: CC15. Sign Off 

CC15.1  

Please provide the following information for the person that has signed off (approved) your CDP climate change response 
 

 
Name 

 
 

 
Job title 

 
 

 
Corresponding job category 

 
 

Lee Bishop Major Developments Director Other C-Suite Officer 
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