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Jean Winder
Sunnybrook Cottage
Slaidburn Road
Waddington
Lancashire

BB7 3JQ

11 July 2018

Job ref: B
1717
Dear Jean

Re: Scoping survey {(European Protected Species): Sunnybrook Barn, Slaidburn Rd, Waddington, BB7 3JQ

You have requested a scoping survey as a condition of a planning application to Rikble Valley Borough Council
(RVBC) for building alterations at the above property.

The Local Planning Authority has a duty to take account of the impact of a development on proiected species
in accordance with current pianning policy (Naticnal Planning Policy Framewaoik). RVBC requires an appraisal
of the likely impact of the proposed development on all bat species that are present or likely io be present at
the site, in addition to any mitigation and enhancement works that may be necessary.

As a consequence of the historical declines in bat populations during the second half of the twentieth century,
all bats and their roosts are protected by UK law. The depletion of natural habitats throughout the UK means
that some bat species are now more than ever dependent on houses and other buildings as roosting sites. It
is this dependance that makes them vulnerable to redevelopments that can result in damage or destruction of
a bat roost, particularly at maternity and hibernation sites resulting in negative impacts on a locail bat population.

Since 2008 bats have been included as one of the UK Biodiversity Indicators which aim to show the response
of species to the pressures, changes and threats to our natural and built environment.

Results and recommendations

The scoping survey has found no evidence of access by roosting bats or nesting wild birds in this building.

Given the weli-maintained condition of building and complete sbsence of signs of bat activity, the scale of
impact of the proposed works on protected species (bats) is likely to be minimal.

It is recommended the development proceeds without the requirement to obtain a development licence since
the proposed works are unlikely to result in a breach of the Habitais Reguiations.

Flezse find the survey report now attached.

Yours sincerely
» €1
=T i € o

David Fisher
Director (EED Surveys)



{(European Protected Species)

PRELIMINARY ROOST ASSESSMENT - BAT SURVEY REPORT

Property at Sunnvbrook Barn, Slatdburn Rd, Waddinglon. Lancashire, 887 3JQ

Description and aims

A prefiminary roost assessment has been undertakan 10 assess whether bats and / or other protected species
are present or likely to be present at your property. The survey requires a detailed mspedmn of all accessible
internat and external arsas of the building to look for evidence of roosting, parching and flight activity by bats.

The gim of the survey is to determine the actugl or potential presence of bats and the need for further survey
and / or mitigation. The wider aim of the survey s to assess the poleniial vatue of the sile for Eurcpean
Frofected Species (EPS) w0 establish whether bais, bamn owis and other nesting wiid birds have been aclive
v any part of the building that is likely to be affected by the proposed devsiopment.
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*page 17 - Bat Surveys, Good Practice Guidelines, 2 Edition, BCT, (2012}

Survey methodology

.

Mon-invazive survey methode were used o sssess the use of the property by oo

The survey protocol reguires that a full visual inspaciion of the property is carried out; the survey should cover
ail intermnal and external features of the buillding including inspection of any accessible roof voids and out-
buiidings likely to be affected by the proposad works.
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Tha survey mathodology foliows the recommended guidelines published by the Bat Conservation Trust - Bat
Surveys: Good Practice Guidelines, 2™ Edition, Hundi, L (2012}, Bat Surveys for Professicnal Ecologists, Good
Practice Guidslinas 37 edition {2016}, Natural England (Survey Ogéecﬁves, Mathods and Standards as oullined
in the Bat Mitigation Guidelines, 200 ‘4} an d Chapa—‘hu 3 - Survey and Monitoring Methods, (Bai Worker's Manual,
JNCC, Micheli-Jones At and Mclaish, AP, 3% £dition 2004).
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Timing of survey / weather conditions

Tra preiiminary roost assessment was undertaken on Monday 11 July 2018 between 10.30 and 11.00.

The weather at the time of the inspection was mild, calm and avey rr—ab% g‘mm i temperature 14°C, cloud:
100%, wind: calim / light SW, rain: light drizzie) providing satisfactory sunciions for this level < survey.




Personnel

The inspection was carried out by David Fisher (EED Surveys) - an ecoiogical consultant with more than 25
years of experience in field survey work and development issues relating to protected species. The surveyor
has held a licence since 1989 and is a volunteer bat worker with Natural England (via the BCT), 2 participating
member of several UK bat groups and founder member of the Bowland Kilns and Caves Research Group.
Natural England Class Licence Registration Number: 2015 — 17599-CLS-CLS) CL15 {Bat Roost Visitor)
Natural England Class Licence Registration Number: 2015 — 12106-CLS-CLS) CL18 (Bat Survey)

Survey limitations

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

The survey includes access to the roof void within the side extension but does not include the main house roof.
Crevice-roosting bat species are able to roost within very narrow gaps, freguenily less than 25mm wide; solitary
roosting bats are sometimes overlooked during davlight inspections, particularly in situations where bats have
gained access within cavity walls and roof materials or behind wall claddings, fascias and soffiis.

Evidence of bat activity such as bat droppings or staining on exiernal walls and surfaces is frequently removed
by the action of wind and rain; apparent absence of evidence is therefore evaluaied with caution.

National Biodiversity Network (NBN) and ciher dais sources, whilst indicative of the bat species likely to occur
within a 10km-grid square, do not confirm presence or absence of ¢ species or habitat.

Pre-survey data search

The aim of the pre-survey data search (also cailed a desk study or scoping study) is to collate background
information arcund the proposed development site on bat activity, roosts and significant landscape features
that may be used by bats. The key sources of information used in this report are:

(1) European Protected Species (EPS) - ie. species records of iocal, regional or naticnai significance.

{2) National Biodiversity Network (NBN) ierrestrial mammat records (chiroptera).

(3) Local bat records: (i) East Lancashire Bat Group (ELBG) (ii) EED Surveys (iii) other ecological consultants.
(4) Interactive maps: Nafureonihemap (Natural England) and Magic.gov.uk.

The following bat species were recorded during the previous 5 years in the 10km grid square: SD73 (Clitheroe):

Scientific name

Common name

Natterer's bat
Whiskerad Dat
Brandt's hat
Daubenton’s bat
Brown long-eared bat
Common pipisirelie
Soprano pipistrelie
Nathusius’s pipistrelle
Moctuls bat

*NBN data  *East Lancashire Bat Group

{Myotis nattereri)* " 2

(M. mystacinus) *

(M. brandtii)

(M. daubentonii) = " 2
{Plecotus aunitus)* 12
(Pipistreflus pipistrellus)* " 2
(F. pygmasus) * 2

{P. nathusii) 2

{Nyctalus noctula)’ 2

2EED surveys

Status of local population

widespread / common
widespread / uncommeon
infrequent / uncommon
widespread / locally common
widespread / locally common
widespread / common
widespread / locally common
current distribution unknown
widespread / locally common




Pre-existing information

A local data search has found n: records = roosting bats &t ihiz property o within neighbouring buildings.

Location of the property

The property is located at NGR: S0 724 44% at an elevation of approximately 120 metres on rising givmnd
close to Slaidburn Road approximately 500 metres north of Waddington village. The building is in a rural
location and is situated close to a number of dweliings and out-buildings at the former Chancery Farm,

The site within the boundary of the Bowland and Pendle ACNB but is outwith the Conservation Area houndary
of ihe Waddington Consaivation Area /Refarsncs: Townsceps Appraisal Map - RVBC).

"

Coundy Council / Laneashire Wildlils

The building is adiacent o & small mocrand walarcourse and is closs o open couniryside with exiansive
orazing lznd, broadisaved hadgerows and small woorlet copass aearby. The nearest significant walerceursa
iz Waddington Brook — a deaply wooded moordand clough some 200 — 250 memers agsi of the sile. The ripanan
wootiand along the watercourse has besn designalad as a B il Hartiags Siie (2HS) by Lonsashis
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T | head with midden
i T & e buiiding h s gione and binalowark

Cen e g
OG-

The roof is clad in blue slate and lined with bitumastic felt. Extarnally the roof is axiremely well-sazied with
peramic verga files and mortar pointed side verges. All external stonework is mortar-pointed and very gacure.

The property is vary well-maintained and sscure and thare are qo sgjus of auoaas by reosing bats or wiid bivds,

=
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Proposed works

Conversion to a holiday let.

Survey results

There is no evidence of bat droppings or other indicaiive signs of access by bats within any part of the property.
Externally there are no signs of access by roosting bats or nesting wild birds.

The building is well-maintained and all external stonework and roofing materials are very secure.

Evaluation of results

The survéy has found no evidence of roosting bats at this property, therefore the conseivation significance of
the building in terms of providing access and shelter to roosting bats is considered low.

Given that the building is well-maintained and secure, the property currentiy has minimat / low potential for
supporting roosting bats and nesting wild birds.

The scate of impact of the proposed building works on roosting bats is likely to be minimal* (see table 1 below}.

*Minimal: it is highly uniikery any bat species have been active within any part of the property.
*Low risk: there s only low risk of disturbance to solitary bats or small numpers of common and widespraad bat species.

Low / moderate risk: caution required; activity of comrman / rarer species is possible, including the presence of occasional / regular night perching and
feeding activity or the prasence of smalt numbers of rarer species (but not a maternity or hibernation siis}).

Moderate risk: caution required; there is moderate risk of disturbance to common bat spectes; activity may include ths presence of regular / significant
feeding perches and signs of feading, 2 regutarty used day / night raost or & maternity site of a common and widespread species or the likely presence
of fow niumbers of rarer species {‘rerer’ &s defined within the local context).

Moderate / high risk: considerable caution is required; this categery may include a maternity site of rarer species.
Hloh risl: considerable / exireme caution s requived; theve is  significant risk of causing disturbance io roosiing bais &t this sie including large

numbers of comimon species, 2 matemity site of locally rare or rarest UK species or & significent hibernation site for rare or rarest species; this is likely
to be a site meeding the SSS1 guidelines.

Table 1: “Based on Guidefines for proporiionate mitigation - Bat Mitigation Suidelines (2004) fig. 4, page 39

impact assessment and recommendations

The conservation significance of this property is low.

The buitding currently has minimal / low potential for supporting protected species.

The scale of impact of building works at site level on iocal bat populations will be minimal.

The proposed roofing works and building alterabions are uniikely to cause disturbance to bats or rasuti in
the loss of a bat roost or cause injury or death of a European Protected Species — (Bats) or result 11 any

significant impact on a iocal bat population

it is recommended the works proceed without a requirement {o obtain a deveiopment ticence (EPSL) since the
proposed development is unfikely to result in a breach of the Habitats Regulations.

No further survay sffort is required at the property.




SUMMARY

Action

| Summary

1. Further survay afiori at this siie

i
| Wl required
!

2. Detailed method siatement

i 4. Removal of reoling maseriale
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5. Accidental exposiurs of Dats

i Sesk advice immaginiely.

Sover any exposad bats to veduce gy further risk of harm. Place the bats in a
smialt davk and very sgours hox and leav* in & coot and suial placs,

Wherever possible, building / roofing contractors shnouid try (o pravent any bals
fram fiving 2way in davlight,

ad doa bafors prosssuing, ofherwise contact the

Ll the survever Tor furil
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e ocue Bes with the aoplicant to ensure that no offence will ba commitied if

i email:earthworksuk@yahoo.co.uk

5 6. l.ezgal responsibility

: the development goes & uad, ragardiess of whathar plarning permission has
i been granted.

| 7. Emargency advics on beis ‘ EED Surveys (David Fisher): 31200 425113 {ofiies} or 37708 2257233 {mobile}
4

;

The Bat Consarvation Trust {(BCT) provides a bat helpline: 0345 1300 225; in an

emargency, BCT will call the nearsst volunieer bal worker In your arsa o
arrance & Tae il visk,

Cvww Bats org uk




ANNEX €
Wildlife legislation — Bats and the law

All bat species in the UK receive fuit protection under the wWiidliie and Countryside Act 1981 {amended by the Environment
Protection Act 1990). The Couniryside and Rights of Way Act 2000 amends the Wildiife and Countryside Act to aiso make
it an offence to intentionally or reckiassly damage, destroy or obstruct a place that bats use for shelter or protection. All
species of bats are listed on Schedule 5 of the 1981 Act, which makes it an offence ta:

» Iptentionally kifl, injure or take any wild bat.

+ intentionally or recklessly damage, destroy or obsiruct access o any place that a wild bat uses for shelter or
protection. This is taken to mean all bat roosts whether bats are preseni or not.

e intentionally or recklessly disturh any wild bat while it is occupying a structure or place which it uses for sheifer
or protection.

The protected staivs afforded {o bats means planning authorities may require extra information (in the form of surveys,
impact assessmenis and mitigation proposals) before determining planning applications for sites used by bats. Planning
authorities may refuse planning permission solely on grounds of the pradicted impact on protected species such as bats.
Recent case law has underlined the importance of obtaining survey information prior io the determination of planning
consent.

“It is essential that the presence or otherwise of profecfed species, and the extent that they may be affected by a
development proposal, is established before the planning permission is granted, oftherwise all relevamt material
considerations may not have been addressed in making the decision.” 2

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 Guldelines, AJ Mitchell Jones, Joint Nature Conservation Committes, (2004) ISBN 1 86107 358 &
* Plenning Policy Statement (PPS9) (2005) , Biodiversity and Geclogical Conservation. ODPM.

Protected species {Bats) and the planning process

Qur buili environment has the potential to have major negztive impacts on biodiversity. Howsaver, if done sensitively, the
development and refurbishment of buildings 2an, in fact, increase the ecological value of the site.®

Far development proposals requiring planning pemmission, the presence of bais, and therefore e need for a bat survey,
is an important ‘material planning consideration’. Adequate surveys are therefore reouired to sstablish the presence or
absence of bats, to anable a pradiction of the likely impact of the proposed develspment on them and their breeding sites
or resting places and, if necsssary, to design mitigation and compensztion. Similerly, adequais survey information must
accompany an application for a Habitats Regulations licence {also known as a Mitigation Licence) required o ensure that
a proposed development is able to procead lawfully*.

The term ‘development [used in (hese guidelines] includes all activities requiring consent under relevant planning
legisiation and / or demolition cperations requiring building control approval under the Building Act 1984,

Natura! England {Formerly English Nature} states that developmert in relation to bals “covers a wide range of operafions
that have the potential io impact negatively on bats and bat populations. Typical sxamples would be the construction,
modification, restoration or conversion of buildings and structures, as well as infrasiructure, landfill or mineral exiraction
projects and demoiition oparations”.?

* Designing fer Biodiversity, RIBA (second Editicn - 2013)  * Bat Surveys, Geed Preciice Guidelines, BCT (2007,  2Tony Miichall-Jenes, (BMG, 2004)
Other references:

Bats, development and planning in England, (Specialist suppcrt series) - Bat Conservation Trust, 5% Floor, Quadrant
house, 250 Kennington Lane, Londen, SE11 5RD, 0845 1300 228

Defra Circular 01/2005 ({to accompany PPS 9) - Depariment for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs. www.defra.gov.uk

Maiurzl England - Cheshire, Cumbrig, Creztsr Manchester, Lancashire and Mergeyside officas are iocated at:
Crews: Natural England, Electra Way, Crewe business park, Crawe. Cheshire, CW1 6GJ 0300 060 2922

Kendai: Natural England, Juniper House, Murley Moss, Oxenholme Rd, Kendal, Cumbriz, LAS 7RL 0300 060 2122
Manchester: Natural Engiand, 3 Floor, Bridgewater House, Whitworth Street, Manchester, M1 6LT 0300 060 1062
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