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Introduction

In October 2022 Batworker consultancy was commissioned to undertake a survey of
11 Hacking Close, Langho, BB6 8EY to assess the potential for use by bats and
breeding birds.

A daytime survey was carried out on 2™ November 2022 to support development plans
to extend the property.

Survey and Site Assessment

Objectives of the survey

The survey was carried out to determine roost potential of the building, current usage by
bats, and other protected species, of the site and to establish status of the bat species

using the site prior to development work being carried out.

Survey site location

A central grid reference for the site is SD7014734050



‘lenuajod jeq ajqibijfau Jayo 0} paiapisuod 8q ueo Auadoud ay}

‘pajeas [[om pue pejo ale siaulog ‘jussaid se|y paddis Jo Buissiw ‘pay| Jo 20UdPIAS
ou yym abpu pajess |om & pue saj Buny 9sojo UM uonipuod poob ui si jool 8y}

‘pojess ||om s pud a|qeb ay L ‘pajess ||am e sjyos
oadn -uasald sao1aa10 10 sdeb ‘syoelo SNOIAQO OU YIM pajuiod ||om ale s|jem Joue)x3

‘pus ajqeb ay) uo juasaid si AiojeA1asuod Aa10)s a|Buis e ‘joou pa|n payoud
ajgnop e yym mojebung Jawiop J|ing >ouq PaYoe}sp |LISS e JO SISISUod Ruadoid ay |

uonduoseq aus



Pre Existing data on local bat species

A search of the MAGIC (www.magic.gov.uk) website revealed no EPS licence
applications within a 1km radius.

From personal experience of surveying for and researching bats in Lancashire,
Yorkshire and Cumbria, the following species were considered.

Common Pipistrelle — known to roost on sites where suitable foraging habitat is
available.

Soprano Pipistrelle — known to roost on sites where suitable foraging habitat is available.
Whiskered/Brandt's - species often found roosting in buildings close to woodland.

Natterer's — a typical upland bat, often associated with lowland woodland, but with
foraging bats being recorded high on heather moorland. Often roosting in barns.

Daubenton's — a species commonly associated with aquatic habitats.

Long Eared bat — a typically woodland species which has been recorded foraging over in
bye meadows and rough grassland sites. Often roosting in barns.

Habitat

The property is located in an urban position with surrounding habitat a mosaic of mature
domestic gardens and scattered deciduous tree cover leading to improved and semi
improved grassland with some hedgerow present on field boundaries, and linear semi
natural deciduous woodland.

Connectivity to the wider landscape is moderate. Bat foraging potential is low to
moderate.
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Survey Results
Visual Inspection - Bats

The property is well maintained, well sealed and was assessed as offering negligible
roosting potential with no obvious cracks, gaps or crevices suitable for roosting bats.

No evidence (in the form of scattered droppings, urine splashing, feeding remains or
grease marking) to suggest use by bats was recorded despite numerous undisturbed
horizontal surfaces being present at a time of year when such evidence should be
present.

Visual Inspection — Nesting birds

No evidence of nesting birds was observed.

Evaluation of the resuits

No evidence of use by bats was recorded during the survey and the building was
assessed as offering negligible roosting potential.

Given the lack of roosting potential it is considered that the development proposals do
not risk negative impacts on roosting bats.

Conclusion

No evidence was recorded to suggest bats were roosting within the building.
No bats were observed or recorded using the building for roosting.

The building is considered to be of negligible potential for roosting bats.

The surveyor considers survey effort to be reasonable to assess the roost
potential of the building and no further survey work is deemed appropriate.

The surveyor does not consider the proposed development and change of use is
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Proposed Biodiversity Net Gain

The installation of a Greenwoods Ecohabitats Two Chamber Bat Box or Kent Bat Box
within the site would provide roosting potential for the local bat population.
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The Conservation (Natural Habitats, &c.) Regulations 1994

Section 39(1)

It is an offence

(a) deliberately to capture or kill any bat

(b) deliberately to disturb any bat

(d) to damage or destroy a breeding site or resting place of any bat.

The difference between this legislation and the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 is the
use of the word 'deliberately’ rather than 'intentionally'. Also disturbance of bats can be
anywhere, not just at a roost. Damage or destruction of a bat roost does not require the
offence to be intentional or deliberate.

Countryside and Rights of Way (CRoW) Act (2000)
Part lll Nature conservation and wildlife protection

74 Conservation of biological diversity

(1) Itis the duty of6 (a) any Minister of the Crown (within the meaning of the
Ministers of the [1975 c. 26.] Crown Act 1975), (b) any Government department,
and (c) the National Assembly for Wales, in carrying out his or its functions, to
have regard, so far as is consistent with the proper exercise of those functions, to
the purpose of conserving biological diversity in accordance with the Convention.

SCHEDULE 12 AMENDMENTS RELATING TO PART | OF WILDLIFE AND
COUNTRYSIDE ACT 1981

1. In section 1(5) of the 1981 Act (offence of intentional disturbance of wild birds)
after "intentionally” there is inserted "or recklessly".

The Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act (2006)
PART 3, (40): Duty to conserve biodiversity

(1) Every public authority must, in exercising its functions, have regard, so far as is
consistent with the proper exercise of those functions, to the purpose of conserving
biodiversity.

(3) Conserving biodiversity includes, in relation to a living organism or type of habitat,
restoring or enhancing a population or habitat.






