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Dear Mr Harrison

Re: Protected Species Survey at: 22 Moor Field Whalley, Clitherce, Lancashire. BB7 S8A

K

Introduction .

You have requested a protected species survey as a condition of a planning application to Ribble Valley
Borough Councl for a proposed side and rear extension at the above property reguiring modifications to the
existing roof verges, roof void and external fascia soffits; the property is shown in figures 1 to 6 of this report.

The Local Planning Auwthorty must take account of the impact of a development on protected species in
accordance with planning policy PPSS. The planning authority requires an appraisal of the likely impact of
the proposed development on all bat species that are present or fikely o be present at the property, in
addition to any mitigation, compensation or enhancement proposals that may be required.

A daylight scoping survey was undertaken a Wednesday 10 July 2013 between 19.30 and 20.00 hrs. The
weather at the fime of the survey was warm, dry and bright (minimum temperature: 17°C, cloud cover: nil,
wind: calm, rain: nfl} providing optimal survey conditions.

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

The survey methodology follows the recommended guidefines published by the Bat Conservation Trust - Bat
Surveys: Good Practice Guidelines, 2™ Edition, Hundf, [ (2012), Natural Engtand {Survey Objectives,
Methods and Standards as outfined in ihe Bat Mitigation Guidefines, 2004) and Chapter 3 - Survey and
Monitoring Methods, (Bat Worker's Manual, JNCC, Mifcheli-Jones AJ and Mcleish, AP, 3™ Edition 2004.

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

The search was made using a high-powered lamp (Clu-lite CB2 - 1,000,000 candle power), close-focussing
binoculars (L eica Trinovid} and digitat camera (Kodak #D41) were used to view alf likely areas of the building
for the presence of bats, fe. droppings and urine spots, bat corpses, roost staining or evidence of feeding
remmams such as discarded moth and butterfly wings and other insects fragments typically found in a perching
and feeding area.

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

Ad intemal and extemal features that are likely to be affected by the proposed building atterations were

included within the scope of this survey, these include visual inspections of the main roof vaid, lead work
flashings, external facia soffits, roof verges, verge slates, brick work, windows, sills, doors and frames.
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Survey limitations / constraints

Crevice-roosting bat species are able to roost within very narrow gaps usually less than 25mm wide; soiitary
roosting bats are sometimes overlooked during daylight inspections, particufarly in situations where bats
have gained access to the cavity walls or beneath wall claddings, fascia boards, soffits and roofing matertals.
The daylight smping survey does not include dusk emergence / dawn swarming f acoustic bat surveys,

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

Perzonnel

The survey was carried out by David Fisher (EED) - an experienced ecologicat consultant with more than 25
years experience of bat ecology and field survey work and a Natural England licence holder since 1888,

" Natural England licence No: 20122876 {(August 2012), Conservation, Science and Education.

Pre-survey data search (10km-gtid squares: SD73 - Whalley)

The desk-top study includes information on:

(1) European Protected Species (EPS) - ie. locally significant bat roosts or species records within the district.
{2} Locally, regionally or nationally impoﬂaﬁt wildiife and conservation areas and site designations.

{3) EPS surveys previously carried at the property or at neighbouring properties.

{4} National Biodiversity Network (NBN) terrestrial marmmal records {chtmﬁtefa} for the 10km grid square.

{5} Locat bat records within a radius of 2.5km of the site.

The following bat species are known to be present within the wider district:

Myotis sp.
Matterer's bat {Mvofis nafferari}
Whiskered bat / Brandt's bat (M. mystacinus / M. brandtii}*
Daubenton’s bat {M. daubentonii)* 1
Plecotus sp.

" Brown long-earad bat {(FPlecotus auritusy
Pipistrellus sp.
Commeon pipistrelle {Fipistrelius pipistrelius)”*
Sopranc pipistrelle - {F. pygmaeus)y?
Nyctaius sp.
Noctule bat iNvctatus noctula)?

*NBEN date 'EED data

Pre-existing information (survey location NGR: S0 727 368 (SD 73).

There are no records of roosting bats at this site or within close neighbouring properiies.

The location of the property is sub-optimal in terms of bat feeding, foraging, commuting and roosting habitat.

Limitations of the data search

National Biodiversity Network {NBN) records, whilst indicative of the bat species kkely to octur within a
10km-gri¢t square do not confirm presence or absence of a speciss or habitat.
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Description of the property

The property is a detached bungalow (built early 1860's) with rendered brick cavity wall construction and
duo-pitched tiled roof. There is a single garage to the side of the property with fiat timber-framed bitumen roof
{figures 1 and 8).

The trussed roof has a rafter-with-purlin construction (figures 4 and 5); # is understood the building was re-
rocfed only a few years age; the tile-with-batten roof is lined with a woven membrane and the void is clean,
dry and weil-ventiated. There is no evidence of bat roosting activity or nesting by birds inside the roof void.

txternally the property is very weli-sealed and all verges, fascias and scfﬁts appear to be secure and there
are no gaps between the rendered walis and the timber soffits.

Proposed works

it is understood the proposed rear extension [cumently under construction - figure 3} will comprise two
pitched roofs cutting into the existing scuth pitch of the main house roof. Additionaily there will be a side
extension over the garage {as outlined in figure 1).

rFiaere 1. Fisre 2: Figunz 2

Figurs 4: Figura & Figuis B:

Location of the property
{MGR: 5D 727 369: elevation: 60m; 750m north-west of Whalley.

The property is situated within a2 well-established residential area and is surrounded by othar properties of
similar age, design and canstruction. The house is not immediately adjacent to woodland or plantation edge
and there are no watercourses nearby. The nearest significant woodland is close to the former Calderstones
Hospital site approximately 300 metres west of the site. The River Calder is located 750 metres to the SW.

The Iocation is sub-optimal in terms of feeding, foraging and commuting habitat for bats.

A local data search has shown there are no designated nature conservation sites adjacent to the property —
ie. Special areas of Conservation (SACs), Sites of Special Scientific Interest (S851), Biological Heritage Sites
{BHE), National Nature Reserves (NNR's), Local Nature Reserves {LNR's) or Regionally important
Genological and Gec-morphological Sites (RIGS).
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Survey results

There is no evidence of roosting bats_ in any part of the oroperty; it is very unlikely that bats have ever been
present at this site.

Evaluation of results

It is highly unlikely that rocsting bats will be disturbed or expesed during the proposed building eﬁeratiene_
Timing constraints are not required at this site.

The overall scale of impact of this development on local bat popuiations is likely fo be negligible.

Main recommendation

It is reeemmended. the proposed works proceed with resscnable caution and vigilance for the ‘unexpected’
presence of solitary raosting bat; the risk of disturbing / exposing bats at this site is negligible / low.

SUMMARY

The prepeeed buﬂdlng alterations are unhkely to cause disturbaﬂce te hate or. reeult in the ldss uf a bat
reeet orgaigse injury or death of & Eureﬁeen Preteeteci Spemee {Bete} or reeult in any elgmf;eent impact on
a local bef population. _ _

The eee!e of impeet ef the development e’t site 1evel on Ieeel bet pepuletmne IS l1kel1.r to be negliglble

Addzt:»eﬁ,ai euwey effert {le -::Iuek emergen-::e and- eewn reentry end ewenmng eurvey'!-.t} is nat required at the
property. .

An EPS development licence {EESI_.} is not réquired;

Please note: 1 do not provide a copy of this report to the local planning authority, therefore it is your
respansibility to forward the report to Ribble Vailey District Council with the plamming application.

Yours sincetaly

David Fisher
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APPENDIX A
Mitigation guidance - summary .
Mitigation refers to the practices atopted to reduce or remove the risk of disturbance, injury or death of a protected

species of damage to a roost. The Bat Mitigation Guidelines {Matural England, 2004) define mitigation as *...measures
to profect the bat population from damaging activifies and reduce or remove the impact of development”.

1, Further survey afford Mo requined

_;.u:l'iming constraints Mot required -
3. EPS Licence requirernent Mot required u 5
4. Remeoval of rocfing materials Awareness at @il Bmes; very occasionally, solitary roosting bats are disturbed or exposed i

berzath some roof materials such a3 rooling tiles, bitumen felis, fevia boards ang soffits.

5. Accidental exposure of bats In the event of bats being exposed or vulnerable to harm, alt work in that area must stop
immediately. Cover the exposed bats to reduce further tisk of harm and seek further advice.

f. Legat protection Site contractors and project managers should be fully aware of the legal profection afforded
alt species of bat in the UK and procedures showld he in place to mitigate for the potential
impact on bats - see notes on 'Bats and the Law’ in this report,

7. Emergency advices an bats If you require specific advice on injured or exposed bats during the building works please
contzct David Fisher immediately on (MZ00 448850 (office) or G7 70D 225783 (mobile].

8. General advice on bats: If you require further information on bats refer o the Bat Congervation Trust {BCT) website,

Bat Conservation Trust (BCT) also provides a hat helpline number. 0845 1300 228
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APPENDIX B

Wildlife legislation -- Bats and the law

All bat species in the UK receive full protection under the Wildlife and Countryside’ Act 1981 (amended by the
Environment Protection Act 1990}, The Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000 amends the Wildlite and Countryside
Act to aiso make it an offence to intentionally or recklessly damage, destroy or obstruct 2 place that bats use far shelter
of protection. All species of bats are listed on Schedule 5 of the 1981 Act, which makes it an offence tal

» intentionalfy kil infure or Fake any wifd bal,
imtentionally or recklessly damage, desfroy or obstruct accass to any place that a wild bat uses for sheﬁ‘er or
profection. This ia faken fo mean alf bal ropsis whether bats are present or nof.

« intenfionally or recklessly disturh any wild baf while # is occupying a structure or place which it uses for shelfer
o profection.

The protected status afforded to bats means planning autharities may require extra information (in the form of surveys,
impact assessments and mitigation proposals) before defermining planning applications for sites used by bats. Planning
authoritics may refuse planning permission solely an grounds. of the predicted impact on protected species such as
bals. Recent case law has underfined the imporiance of obtaining survey information prior o the determination of
planning conzsent!,

“ft is essential ihat the presence or offierwize of profected species, and the extent thaf ihey may be affected by 2
development proposal Is established before the planning permission is granted, ofherwise all relevant material
cansiderations may nof have been addressed in making the decision.” ®

Afl British bat species are included in Schedule 2 of the Conservation (Natural Habitats, &c.) (Amendment} Regutations
2007, (also known as Habitats Regulations) which defines 'European Protected Species' (EPS})

1 Bg) Miigation Guidelines, Ad Mitchetl Jones, Joint Mature Conssevation Committea, {2004} I1SBN 1 85107 358 &

= Planning Policy Staterment (PPSS) (2005) . Bindiversity and Geological Consenvation. ODPR.

Protected species {(Bats) and the planning process’

For development proposals reguiring planning permission, the presence of bats, and therefore the nsed for a bat
survey, 75 an important ‘'materal planning consideration’. Adeguate surveys are therefore reguired to establish the
presence of absence of bats, to enable a prediction of the likely impact of the proposed development on them and their
breeding sites or resting places and, if necessary, to design mitigation and compensation. Similarly, adeguate survey
irformation must accompany an apphication for & Habitats Regulations Hcenge (also known as a Miligation Licence)
required to ensurg that a proposed development is able to proceed fawfully.

The term 'development’ {used in these guidefines] includes all activities requiring consent under refevant planning
legislation and / or demolition operations requiring building controt approvat under the Building Act 1984,

MNatural England (Formerly English Nature) states that development in reletion to bats 'covers a wide range of
operations that have the potential to impact negatively an bals and bat poputations. Typical examples woild be the
consiruction, modification, resloralion or conversion of buildings and structures, as well as infrasfructure, landfifl or
nyhgral axtraction projects and demolition operations”™™

“[Tany Mitchell-Janes, 2004} T 223 - Planning for davelopment, p10, Bal Surveys, Good Practive Guidelines, BET (2007).
Other references:

Bats, development ang planning in England, {Specialist support series} - Bat Conservalion Trust, 5" Fioor, Quadrant
house, 250 Kennington Lane, London, SE11 5RE, 0845 1300 228

Defra Circular 01/2005 (o accompany PPS 9) - Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs.
www.defra gov. uk :

MNaturai England - Cheshire, Cumbria, Greater Manchester, Lancashire and Marseyside offices are focated at:
Crewe: Natural England, Electra Way, Crawe business park, Crewe, Cheshire, CW1 8GJ 0300 060 2922

¥endal: Natural England, Jumper Hotise, Murley Moss, Oxenhiolme Rd, Kendal, Cumbria, LA9 7RL 0300 080 2122
Manchester; Natural England, 3™ Floar, Bridgewater House, Whitworth Strest, Manchester, M1 6LT {1300 060 1062
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