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(1. Applicant Name, Address and Contact Details

— .
Titles ii-tr First name:  |Gecige

l Luriame: Ergrea'.-es

CoTnparty nurie |_

—_— - Country Mationak Calerslon
Sireet addness: a1 Alkchasiar Anad : Code Murnber Mumbsar
- Telephone number: |_ | |_ J |
}':IE'?J'"":‘“ le Drale - - Meblie number | | [ i I
Town/City — ; N : r
© Fax hurher: I_— : P
Tounty: : rkee . | : 1 :
Country: ’ | Ermall ad<vess:
Postcode: BE{ DHE . | .
AiFe wouy an agent acting on ehalf of the zpplicans? (¥ Yes { Mn
\ ) )
-
2. Agent Name, Address and Contact Details
Title: | Flrst Mame:  [Adest j Surname: [Khatana
Campany haims; |3'Iper‘t Planning |
- Country Mationzl Extension
atreet address 5 J Code ~ Mumbr Humber
beechwood Cort Telephione nurabes: | _ J |n?5155 15478 | |
[ Mehile numker: | | | E |
Toem/Cir Rlackburn s .
& i = Fax nurbes:; | J! 1 |
oty Blackbwurr with Darwen ’
Country: : Ermail acddress:
Pastoede: BE1 Ei}ﬂ . infa@xporlplanning.cruk
L -

r'F_'-'.. Description of Proposed Works

Fleace dustilhe the proposed waorks:

[Ereesion singl: sterey rear extension and duuble storey side extension & and extension tn garage

Has the work alrezdy been starsad
without planiing permission?

{1 Yes

LN

{* Mo




f4. Site Address Details

Fulf postal address of lhe site Frclhuding Fall posbeode whers availzhle) Descripdion;

House: 181 Sz |

Heuse nasne:

Street address: Fibehester Road

Clayten e Dals

Tewintiky: Blackbum
Cenantyn
Pusteods: BET 8T |

Description of lacztion oF a i reference
(st he complated IEposteods is not known):

. oy
Easting: Frsswz :
Maorthing: |432?95 i
L _ -
(‘5_ Pedestrian and Vehicle Access, Roads and Rights of Way
I% & newr at altered vehicl: |5 a newe or altered padeslrizn Do the propozals regine any
aceess paoposed bo or fram i aceess propased to o diversions, exlnguishment andier
the puhlic highway? {Yes (& Mo from the peblic highway? (¥es  (a:Ne creation of publle sights of way? {iWes  {& Mo

,

f_ - -
&. Pre-application Advice

| Has assistance or prict adwice been snughs fram Lhe local autherity about thls spplication? {7t Yes  {= Mo

e
7. Trees and Hedges

Are there any trees ar hedges on yaur cwn propetty oron adjoining properties which are within
falling distance of your proposed developrent? (Gves  {= No

k'l.-'u'ill any trees or hedges need ta ba removed or pruned in crder to cmy ot your propinsal? (T Yas (& No

r . .
8. Parking
Wil the proposed works affect exlsting car parking amangemerits? {7 Ya= (& Mo

L

5. Authority Employee/Member

With respock be the Autharsty, | an:
[2) & rember of stall
[ anetected mormter
[c* retaked Lo a member of stas
[dY relabedto an slected member
D any of these statements apply toyou? " es & Mo

e

0. Site Visit

Can Lhe site be seen fram 2 public road, gudic fentpath, bridleway ot other poblic land? {7 Vas (¥ Mo
I tihe planning authorty noeeds o make an appeintmend Lo CArmy DuE 3 sita vissk, whor shauld they contacl? (Pleass selact only on]

{a, Theagent {" The applicans { Other person

L

‘. .
11. Materials
Flease statz what materials [Including tpe, cobour and rame] are to b used extermally [f apjplicable):

Walls - description:
Description of existing materials and finishas: N -

o] clay Bvick

Disechption of propozed malerlais and finishes:

|Tv:| thasch existing

Raof - description:

Descriptlon of existing materials and finlshes:

f;aﬁeygm}:tilq_ AT _ . .- - —

Dlescription of proposed meaterials and finishes: .

1o miateh existi




(" 11. (Materials continued)

Windows - desgription:
Drescripion of axfsting maiarials znd finishes:

|'n|.lP'|i1L'1=.h v

Dicse i ption of pronosad materials and finlshes:

Luhite e ) . . ]
Ara you supphing addittonal infrrmation on submilled planfshid mwing (=) design and scoess staternani? {7 Yes {w. No ;
. . h
i . g . ™
12. Certificates (Certificate A} .
' Certlficate of Qwnership - Certiffats &
Town and Sountvy Planning (Devalopment Management Procedure} (England} Order 2010 Cartificate under Artide 12
| cortify The 2pplicant certifies that on the day 21 days before the dite of this appficatien nobady exoepl myself) the applicans was the owner fowneris a peraon with a
freeheld interesl o lezsehold interest with at least ¥ years iefl Lo rut) of any part of the fand or buildieg to which the application relates,
Tigde: [My First rarme: |Gr_~wgr_~ SumnAne: |Hargr|:am
Personerole:  [hpplicant E Cedlaratlon date: A0YGF2012 | @ Braclzration made
L SR
4 . ,
12, Certificates {Agriculfural Land Declaration}
Agricultiral Land Baclaration
Town and Country Planning [Development Management Procedure) [England] Order 20710 Certificate tnder Article 12
Agriculiural Land BrecBuratlon - You Must Complete Either & or B
{4} Mane of the land 1o which the application vefates is, oris park of an agdcultural kelding. g
{81 1 haveThe apgdicant has given the requiskte netice ta svery person ather then myselffthe applicant wha, on the gy 29 days hefore the date of this application, -~
wias asenant of an agriculurat halding on all or part of the land ta which this applicatien relates, a5 listed below:
B any parl of the Hatd is an agdculturs] halding, of which the appllcant is the sole tenant, the applicant should rompleta part [H] of the form by writing 'sole lenant -
not appblcabbe’ e the first oolumn of the table below
Title E: First Manae: |GEC|rgE . _| Surnatne;  |Hargreawves
LFersurt vule: |ﬁ.pp|icant [ Dizedaration clate; 072012 J E Drerlaration Made
. >
s - ' ™)
13. Breclaration
IYwe herchy apply for planning permission/consent as descrlbed inthis foira and the
accompartyIng plansidrawings and additianal informativn. ' E
Diete 13 0OF/ 2012
, - v
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earthworks environmenist design
9 Poorsiand Barn, Slaidburn, Clitheroe. Lancashire. BB7 3AE
01200 446859 M: 07709 225783  canhwuesksuk@yahoo.co.uk

Mr George Margreaves
% . -}_. }':3 ﬁ aZa.
5 ibchester Road % gﬁf o4 gf% N N @'
Suon-le-Dale VAR O
Salesbury : & e L oE o p .
Biackburn
BB1 24T
4 December 2012 Joix ref. B 1239

Dear Mr Hargreaves

Re: Daylight scoping survey (bats): 81 Ribchester Road, Clavton-le-Dale, Blackburn, BB1 9HT

Introduction

You have requested a protected species survey as a condition of a planning application te Ribble Valley
Borough Councit (RVBC) for a proposed rear and side extension requiring modifications to the roof, roof veid
and fascia-soffits including removal of a single storey rear extension and demolition of a garage; the existing
property shown in figures 1 to 6 of this report.

The Local Planning Authority must take account of the impact of a development on protected species in
accordance with PPSS. RVBC requires an appraisal of the likely impact of the proposed development ori aft
bat species that are present or likely to be present at the property, in addition to any mitigation, compensation
or enhancsment proposals that may be required.

A daylight scoping survey was undertaken on Thursday 29 November 2012 between 10.00 and 10.30.
Survey methodolagy
The survey includes both intemal and external inspections of the building.

The survey methodology follows the recommended guidslines published by the Bat Conservation Trust - Bat
Surveys: Good Fractice Guidelines, 2™ Edition, Hundf, L (2012)), Natural England (Survey Objectives,
Methods and Standards as ouflined in the Bat Mitigation Guidelings, 2004} and Chapter 3 - Survey and
Monitoring Methods, {Bat Worker's Manual, JNCC, Mitcheli-Jones AJ and Mol eish AP 3% Edition 2004).

The aim of the scoping exercise is to consider the potential valug of the site for European Protected Species
{EPS) and to establish whether bats and other protected species have been active within any part of the
property that will be affected by the proposed development.

Non-invasive survey methods were used to asseés the use of the property by protected species (bats).

The search was made using a high-powered lamp {Clu-lite CB2 - 1,000,000 candle powsn), closefocussing
binocutars (Leica Trinovid), a digitat camera (Kedak MD41) and §00mm endoscope (ProVision 300) to view
all likely areas of the buiiding for the presence of bats, ie. droppings and urine spots, bat corpses, roost
staining or evidence of feeding remains such as discarded moth and butterfly wings and other insects
fragments typically found in a perching and feeding area.
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Survey constraints

The survey methodalogy is designed to determine the likely presence of bats within the property and does
not necessarily prove absence.

Crevice-roosting species are occasionaily overlooked, particulariy in situations where sofitary bats are able to
conceal themselves within cavity walls or beneath walt claddings and roofing materials.

Bats tend to be highly mobile mammals; pipistrellus, plecotus and myotis species frequently change roost
sites, particularly during spring, summer and autumn, '

Evening emergence and dawn swarming surveys have not been carried out ai this propsrty.

Evidence of bat activity such as bat droppings or staining on external wails and surfaces is frequently
remaved by the action of wind and rain; absence of evidence is therefore evaluated with caution.

Personnel

The survey was carried out by David Fisher (EED) - an experienced acological consultant with more than 25
years experience of bat ecology and field survey work and a Natural England iicence holder since 1989,

Natural England licence No: 20122876 (August 2012), Conservation, Science and Education.
Pesktop study (10km square: SD 63)

A local data search was carried to identify any relevant records of bat activity within 1km of the site, The
following bat species are known to be present within the wider district;

Myotis sp.

Natterer's bat (Myolis natferer)
Whiskered bat f Brandt’'s bat (M. mystacinus /M. brandti}*
Daubenton's bat {M. daubentonip*
Plecotus sp. -

Brown long-eared bat {(Pleccius aurtusy* !
Pipistrelius sp.

Common pipistrelie {Pipistrefius pipistrelfusy™ *
Sopranc pipistrelie (P. pygmaeusy*
Nyctatus sp.

Noctuls bat {Nvctalus noctufa)?

*NEN data 'EED data

Naticnal Biodiversity Network (NBN} and NLBG database records, whilst indicative of the bat species likely to
occur within a 10km square, do not confirm presence or ahsence of a species or habiat.

Absence of records does not imply that a particutar bat species is not present within the recording area.

Pre-existing information

No records are available at this property (8D 682 328) or in neighbouring buildings within a 200 m. radius.
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Description of the property

The property is semi-detached two storey house (built 1930's) with rendered brick cavity wall construction
and hipped tile-with-batten roof. There is also a single storey xitchen extension on the rear elevation with
mono-pitch tile roof (figures 2 and 3) and a single detached garage in the garden {shown as ‘B' in figure 3}.

The tifed roof is back-pointed and roofing felt is absent (figure 5); insulation material is present above the
ceiling joists (figure 6). The roof void is generally cool, dry and well-ventitated and there are accumulations of
dust and debris.

There is no access to the smali roof void above the single storey kitchen extension (figure 2).

The garage has a stee! roof frame and concrete panel construction (figure 4); the building has good natural
light (figure 4); it is cold, dry and well-ventilated with minimal potential for roosting bats.

Externaily, the property is rendered and pebble-dashed and all windows and doors are double-glazed units
throughout. The timber fascia-soffits are well-sealed and there are no visible gaps between soffit and wall

Figure 1: Figure 2 Figure 3:

Figure 4 Figure §: Figure &:

Location of the property  (national grid reference: SD 682 328): elevation: approximately 135 metres).
The property is located on Ribchester Road, within a well-established residentiat area and the site is close to
other properties of similar age, design and construction. There is no adjacent woodiand habitat or area of
open water or river channel nearby.

The location of the property is within the urban zone and the site is sub-optimal in terms of providing suitable
habitat for feeding, foraging and commuting bats. The potential of the property to support roosting bats is low.
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Proposed works

It is understood the proposed works comprise a two fioor rear and side extension including re-tifing of the
main roof, removal of an existing single storey rear extension (shown as 'A’ figure 3) and demolition of the
detached garage {as shown as ‘B' in figure 3).
Survey resulis

The weather at the time of the inspection was cold, dry and bright with ground frost (max. temperature; +1°C;
cloud cover: 10%; wind: calm; precipitation: nil) providing satisfactory conditions for a scoping survey.

There is no evidence of hat activity at this property.

All external features were carefully inspected for evidence of bat droppings and other indicative slgns of
access by bats, none was found; all areas of the building have low / minimal roost potential.

There is no evidence of bat activity within the roof void and i is highly unlikely that bats have roosted within
any part of the building or within the detached garage.

Evatuation of results

There is currently no evidence of bat activity at the property.

It is unlikely that breeding or hibernating bats have been present within any pan of the building.
All areas of the property have low potential for supporting roosting bats.

The overall scale of impact of the development on local bat populations is fikely fo be negligibie.”
There are no existing records of bat activity at this property or within neighbuuring properiies.

Further survey work (emergence and activity surveys} is not recommended.®

T The scaie of main impacts at sita lsvel on bat poputations — Table 5.1, p37 - Guidelines for proportionate Mitigation,
{Bat Mitigation Guidelines, 2004),

? Flow chart depicting the process for deciding what level of survey is necessary, (BCT, Bat Surveys, 2007, p24)

Conclusion:
« There is currently no evidence of bat activity within any part of the building.
« There are no records of roosting bats at this property or in neighbeuring buildings.

= There is minimal risk of disturbing roosting bats during the proposed building alterations.
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Recommendations

It is recommended the proposed works proceed with reascnable caution and vigilance for the 'unexpected’
presence of solitary roosting bats.

Further surveys (ie. svening emergence or dawn re-entry and swarming surveys} are not required.

An EPS deveiopment licence is not required.

SUMMARY

There is no evidence of ropsting bats at this property.

An EPS development licence is not required.

The proposed building alterations are untikely to cause disturbance to bats or result in the loss of a bat
roost or cause injury or death of a European Protected Species ~ (Bats) or result in any significant impact on
a local bat population. :

The scale cf impact of the development at site level on local bat populations is likely to be negligible,

Mitigation guidance notes are aftached (Appendix A}, in the uniikely situation that any bats are disturbed,
contact the survéyor immediately {David Fisher - EED) or call the Bat Conservation Trust for further advice.

Please note: | do not provide a copy of this report to the iocal planning authority, therefore it is your
responsibility to forward the report to Ribble Valley Borough Council with the planning application.

Yours sincerely

B e I-J'«- d'_&:'j ‘[‘"

_'_,..-'-'—"
David Fisher

Page Sof ¥



APPENDDX A

Mitigation considerations {general guidance notes)

Mitigation refers to the practices adopted to reduce or remove the risk of disturbance, injury or death of a protected
species or damage o a roost. The Bat Mitigation Guidelines (Natural England, 2004) define mitigation as "...maasures
fo protect the bat poputation from damaging activities and reduce or remove the impact of development”,

1. Further survey effort MNa reguired

2. Timing comstraints - Mot reguired ﬂ R
:.EF‘S Licence requirama;"m Mot required

4, Mathod statement Mot requirad

& Retmoval of roof ti.1;s Although it is unlikely that reosting bats will b;emnsed during the proposed works, all site

confrectors and project managers shouid be aware that solitary roosting bats ane
occasionally found beneath roof tiles, roof verges, ridge tles, lead work flashing, fascia
boards and soffis.

&. Accidental exposure of bats In the event of bals being exposed or vulneratie to ham, all werk in that area must stop
itnmediately. Cover the exposed hats to reduce further risk of hamm and seek further acdvie.

7. Lega! protection Site contractors and project managers should be fully aware of the legat protection afforded
' all species of bat In the UK and pracedures should be in place to mitigate for the poterdial
impact en bats - see notes on 'Bats and the Law'in this report.

8, General advice on bats If you reguire further advice on bats during the proposed building operations or ift you find
an injured or Testing bat, call BCT immediafely; they will normally contact & gualified bat ;
worker in the foeai area who will vizit the site and provide further advice free of charge.

Bat Conservation Trust (BCT) helpling number: 0845 1300 228

{ 9. Emergency advice: | Call David Fisher [EED on {1200 445858 {office) or 07708 225783 (mabite)

10, Post-development monitoring | Mot required
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APPENDIX B
Wildiife legislation — Bats and the law

All bat species in the UK receive full profection undsr the Wildife and Countryside Act 1881 {(amended by the
Environment Protection Act 1980). The Countryside and Rights of Way Agt 2000 amends the Wildlife and Countryside
Act to also make it an offence to intentionally or recklessly damage, destroy or abstruct & place that bats use for sheiter
or protection. All species of bats are Fsted on Schedule 5 of the 1881 Act, which makes i an offence to:

irtentionally kill, injure or take any wifd bat
intentionally or recklessly damage, destroy or obstruct access fo any place thaf @ witd bat uses for shelfter or
proteciion. This is faken to mean all bat rooste whether bais are present or not

¢ ntentionafly or reckiessly disturh any wifd baf while it is cocupying a sfrucfure or place which it uses for shelfer
er protection,

The protected stalus afforded to bats means planning authorities may require extra information (in the form of surveys,
impact assessments and mitigation proposals) tefore determining planning applications for sites vsed by bats, Planning
authonties may refuse planning permission solely on grounds of the predicted impact on prolected species such 88
bats. Recant case law has underined the impartance of obtaining survey information priot to the determination of
planning consent”.

‘It is essential that the presence or oiherwise of protected species, and the extent that they may be affecled by a
development proposal, is established before the planning permission is granted, otherwise all relevant material
cohsiderafions may nof have been addressed in making the decision.” =

All British bat species are included in Schedule 2 of the Conservation {Natural Habitats, &c.) (Amendment) Regulations
2007, {also known as Habitats Regulations) which defines ‘European Protected Species’ (EPS),

1 Bat Mitigation Guidelines, AJ Milsheal Jones, Juint Mature Consenvation Commites, (2004} FSBM 1 86107 558 8

* Planning Policy Stalement (FP39) (2008) | Biodiverstty and Gealpgical Consenvation, ODPM,

Protected specles (Bats) and the planning process’

For development proposails reguiring planning permission, the presence of bats, and therefars the need for a bat
survey, is an important ‘matenai planning consideration'. Adequate surveys are therefore required to esiabiish the
presence or absence of bats, to enable a prediction of the fkely impact of the proposed development on them and thelr
kireeding sites or resting places and, if necessary, to design mitigation and compensation. Similarly, adequate survey
information must accompany an application for a Habitats Regulations licence (alse known as a Mitigation Licence)
required tn ensure that a proposed development is able {0 procead lawfully.

The term ‘developmant' [used in thess guidslines] includes all activiies requiring consent under relevant planning
legislation and / ar democlition operations reguiring building contral approval under the Building Act 1984,

Maturat England (Formerly English Nature) states that development in relation to hats “covers a wide range of
operations that fave e potential to impact negalivefy on bats and bat popilations. Typical examples would be the
construction, modification, resforafion or conversion of buildings and structures, as well as infrastruciure, landfill or
minaral extraction profects and demolition aperations”™ ™

“*Tony Mitchell-Jones, 2004} 22,3 - Planning for devetopment, p10, Bat Surveys, Good Practice Guidelines, BCT (2007).
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