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Report of Bat Survey
Cliff Farm, Cobley.

Introduction

1.1 The surv~y was required in connection with prop~sals,for the conversion of bams' to residential use. The
site,waslocated off Mortimer Road a' 0.5. Grid Reference.SE.245014,

2 Details or'work proposed

Full d~~a11srJ6~known but in (~rms of pOre,~ti;Jl irripacrs'on prorected species are likely (0 involve roof
removal and replacement, work to eXlema!.w_slls ..repair of timber work and remedial timber treatment
and the.pennan~nt loss ot'separare loft space.

3 BackgrotJnd to tile special protection afforded to bats under UK and'EC
legislation.

3,1 Bats,are hig~}y_,spedaJised_cr~a~ures ~d require,a'relatively narrow range of sU'ilable'conditio,:,s'i~
order to sustain a viable p'opulatiol). Bats' require:an ~bundant supply of.flying insect food,'in places
where they can casily'be caught and they need safe and' reiiable roosting sites. panicularly during
breeding and hibernation.

3,2 Bats i!Ie heavily deperidem on buildings and trees for lheir roost sites and. therefore. extremely
s.usceptible to d"i~turbance from.~u.man.ac~!Y,itie~ ran·gi~g.from simple maintenance work through"major
conversion and renovation sch~mes to building ~emOlition ..Development schemes can" also isolate bat
populations and sever rOOst sites from favoured· feeding areas, by remoying ~dgerows and trees that
bars use as commuting,TOulfS. .

3.3 Bats are suSceptible' to disturbance and tiave been known to·abandon:roosts.sitcs after instances of
di~turba.ncc..The effectS of.disturb~oce il{e more pr'o~un~ed at different [imes ofyea;"Serious
disturbance during.breeding can result i~·the breeding females being killed or lhe abandonment and
sUbsequent starvation of-dependent young~ Repeat.ed.dislUJb~ce:d~ng·w\ntet hibernation can·result in
the death of adult animals ·from slarValion.

3,4 The 1e,,:el of prOtection aff9rded [0 batS'in'UK and European legislation reflecls'lhe fact that-it is n~w
generally acc.cpted that b~ts ha,,:e declined su!?sta-ntially. maybe'by as much·as 60% over recent years.
Most species ate declining. and vulnerable and all are protected.

4 Details of Survey

~,I Daytime'survey ~Y a single s~rv~yor.

5 Methodology for ihe survey

5.1 A detaih:d internal and·e~lC:mal inspectio~ o~the b1J..ildingwas carried auno identify potential roost
sites and access pointS and any signs of actual oceupation.-such.as droppings, discarded moth wings.
~taini~g·,ctc.

5,2 A dus~ emergence·_and; jiCtiyity survey was !lot carried out because:of the season ..

5,3 Assessment of site and surrounding habitats,

·5.4 Search of existing bat roost records.

6 Description or habitats

6,1 The !tite wa~ situated in a fairly exposed location above Cubley,at an elevation of 285 meues ASL. The
surroundings Were open pasture fOf.a di.stance.'around allho~gh·the site itself contained a.large number
of mature trees.
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7 Results of daytime survey

7.1 The survey was carried OUIon J March 2011 and the results are ~t out in the following table.

Ref Description
A A large lwo~sturcy stone bam with'blue s\ateroof. 'The walls were gen·erally

well pOInted with no suitable crevices'nmed on the yard (east) side. ·I'bc,outer
(wesa) wall contained a regular series uf large ~quare openings -much [00

\at%t. to ~:a\ltat\\\·e to bat~. The ::;~ro'Na\\ I.:.ut\taintd a \~f&e{\\\\ hc\ghl
arched opening and a numbt:r of ground and first floor doors and \\oindows..
There were potential gaps under the edge of roofslales at wall top level on
both sides. Some venical open joinls were also nOlcd around ston~ window
mullions. Gables appcared (0 have no opponUflllies for bats.

A single·storey lean·to with a s[one'slate roof .....·as anached 10 the north gable.

Internally there were IWo 10ft moms 81 the south end accessed from ex:tcrnal
steps. These contained hay bales. The central part of the barn ~3S open lo-,he
underside: of the roof and also contained hay bales on a half \Of1a11he nonh
end. Aseparatc area at the nonh end was viewable onlY.lhrough a window
opening in the internal di\"ldi~g wall,.

In all these areas the roof wa!i supported on ~wn timber trusses with no
sockel or monice holeS likel), to he used by bats. The ridge and iOlcmal gable
watls .were very' cobwebby indicating that bats were unlikely to be prescnt.
There were no signs of droppings. urine spotting or discarded insect remains
on the floor or other surfaces.

B Two·storey stone barn with' stone slale roof. The fronl on the ground noor was
open in two bays with a central stone column. The gable walls were finished
'with stone copings and small openings were noled in the poin~ng. The rear·
wall was plain with tots of open join\.'Sin thc masonry and under the edge of
Ihe roof tiles 3t :-"'alJtop level. The roof was partially collapsed in the south-
west comer.

lnternally the loft was partially accessible on safct)' grounds but the whole
noor area was vl~ibJe from the suir head ..The roof was supponed on ~wn
timber trosses with no socket or morrice holes likely to bt' used by bats. Tht=
ridge and internal gable walls were very cob",ebby indicating thaI bats were
unlikely to be present There were no ~lgns of droppings. urine sponing or
discarded insect remains on the floor or other surfaces:

C Small single·slorey stone barn with ,tone slate roof. Open joints were nOled in
Ihe front gable wall and under the SlOne parilpel copings. The caves were t()(l

low to be likely toaltfael bats.

lnternally the barn was· open to the underside of lhe roof slales and very
cobwebby along the ndge indicating that bals were unlikely.

0 Pig sty and outside toilet buill as a lean·to against the, outside wall. Small
slOne structure substantially covered with thick ivy. particularly lhe loilet. No
potential for bats, (Fig 5)

E Single-srorey stables wilh stone and brick walls and Stone slate roof. There
were s.ome gaps in the gable verge pointing. The froTtI (e3~t) wan was plain
;lnd the yard wall cOnlained three stable doors. The building was quite low·and
unlikely to be attraclive to bats.

Internally the roof was supponed on sawn timber trusses containing no Isuitable sockets orjuints which could provide suilabkroosling crevices. The
ndge and apexes of internal gable walls were Lubwcbby suggesting bals were

Iunlikelv. (Fi~ 5).
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Rer Descrinunn
F Single-storey. brick barn with a blue slate roof. A !~an-I~on, the f~nl wall h~d

brick walls wi'h profile sleel roof sheels. The gables.~ad timhedasci.s.with
large·gaps behind. pmentiaHy allowing acces.s to crevices under the Toof
31tliough no signs were found.

~n~r:nally the. building ~as ope.n [0 thc'unden;ide of [.t~.rO<?fwith ,no underfelt.
The. ridg~ .ancfinside g~bles were,exceptionally cobwebby indi~a[jng toat bats
were very unlikely. '(Fig 6)

G Single-Slorey barn with blockwork walls and corrugated sheet roof. The'gable
was plain' with a tight fascia. Tne eaves fairly lo.w~Generally unsuitable:ror
hats.

InternaHy 'he ridge ami gables were exceptionally cobwebby. indicating thut
balS'were verv unlikelv,'

7.2 As a·matter of ~ourse the b~ildings were als~ checked for the presence of other protected. species such
as S~allow' arid. Barn O~l, Nc(signs al all of BaJl.1Owl.were'found but evidence, of nesting swaliows
were found ,n mos' of the buildings.

7.3 Although the' site conlained a large number ef,mature trees, only six are propose,f for rerrioya)'beeause,
of their cJoseness to buildings. These were inspected andlhe results set au( in rhe followi1,1gtable.

Ref Specie. Stem dia. Description
111m

TI Oak' 500 Dead snag j'n crown No suitable crevices
noted.

T2 Beech 900 No suitable crevices noted.
T3 Oak 650 Twin No suitable crevices noted.

Stem
T4 Svcamore 400 Leanimz. No' suitable crevices'noted.
T5 Beech 600 No suitable creviCes'noted.
T6 Sycamore 500 No suitable crevices noted,

8 Results of dusk survey

.&: I A.dlis}s:survey was no( carried out because ofthe season.

9 Existing local records

9.1 Bamsley Bat Group has Ihe following records

Site Name District Roosl Type NGR Species Counl Da'"
Gledhill Avenuc' Penislone House SE241023 Pipistrelle 40 27I06I01
Wordsworth Avenue Penislonc House SE 243027 45 Pioistrelle

'Shelley Close 2 Penislone House SE24S036 Pinistrelle I+Dr 021Q819O
KeaLS Grove.3 ·Penistone Hous< SE247036 BrandIS I 16I06I9O
R \·daJ Close Penistone House SE 249039 Pinistrelle +Dr OSIl17l01
W'indennere Road Penistone House SE'248038 Pinistrelle I 13107197
Keats Grove 2 Penislone House SE247036 Pinistrelle 76 17107/89
Shellev Close I Penistone House SE24803S Pinistrellc 39 30106190.
Keats Grove' 3 Penislone House SE247036 Pin,strelle 2 16106190
Keats.Grov(1 Penistone House SE247036 Whiskered 8 311fJ11&7
Keal!> Gro"e 4 PeniSlone House SE247036 Pi;"islrcHe 6 ·281Q719l
KeatS Grovc.l Penis(onc House SE247036 Pinistrelle JI J 1107187

5
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10 Protected spedes lel:islation

11).1 Bals and their n)(),l~ arc fully pn)Il'L:lcJ at JlllilTlC'~ (whclher IhL.'ball- arc r..:urn=lltly prl"t"nlur 11(1). (,his
prottxtlon (onle~ (rom the Wildlife & Cuuntl)'side Act IlJXI (updated hy the: CoumrylOitk & Ril!hls uf
\\.'uy ..\C( 200m and the Ihlbit;IL" Rc~ulatjnn!\ 1994 (UpJotkt.l hy the Cons~n'~uiol1 (!\<.1lural Uahiwtsl
IAml"mirncntl RcgulatlUlls ::!007. L:mJcr this Icghlatiun II is an IIfkm.'c to <.h.·hbcralcly kill. Inlure.
r..:aptun: or uisturh bah or to J.ulla~c. lk,trny or Oh'MUCI .H:t·t·...s III any I'I;.lCl"IIsed hy hals :.J.~ i.l hrt·l.."dUll~
'Ill' or r~"lingpla{:c,

10 ~ I ~I"lcrthe h~bitah n:~ul.tli()ns. wncre bab 11l00ybe' affe\.:I~d b~ d~\clupnlt ..nt rrnpo"l"bo.. ;l lil"l'nn" I'
r1'4UlfcJ from ='alural England. PtIl'lIi~Il\."d guideline .. on tht.' 1ll.:\.'III.:cprl'k.·l·durt: llldicaic Lhall£. tll1lhc
t'-a...i...IIf ~un'ey mftlrmatlon and spcl.'l:llist kntJwlcd!le tIt Ih~ ..pe~iL~ t'ooccm:d. the propo\Cd :lctJ\'uy i'i
rca'iUlMbly likely !ll resull in :m "lienee then, a lll.:'cncc i~rcttUln:d, It. un the lIther hand thl.· rrupt,I ....·J
.u.:llvily l~ rcasonahly unlikely to rcsull in an offen':e. then a licence ili nm rt'qulrcd,

10,' ,\11 hints, [heir nc ...o. and t.'ggs. ;lfe proll'C[cJ lIn<kr Ihe WlldlltC .mJ Counlryslde A...·I IlJ~ l. Junn!! the
hreedlng. '\Ca.'illJO. It I!' an otfcncc \\1 mh:nuHna.lly lake. ~l\l Ill' mjurc any wild hinlo; or dl'stroy Ihl'ir nc~t.'i
.and c:ggs. In addltitm !'>ome ...pecic::; havt" additional protection under Sl'ht.·dulc I of Ihe acl where it i"i all
.llkm,'e to c..llsturh these hinh whiht nes.t huilding or at;) fl(''it l't'nI.3ining e~)ts or young or 10dislurh ltll:
dL'pcndclll young of such \t hird.

10,-1 B;1fT1Uwl<. haw special pmledlOn under s~hedulc I ot thc WihJhlc & Cuuntry ..ide Act IlJXI. The .uJull
hinJs.. tht.'ir eggs and )'Hung arc fully pn1Ic(,'h:d all:llllirncs but di~turhanr.:e I)f the nc ..t ,ilt' {including 1111:
oUIlding O( lree containm!Z the nC!l1site} would only be an lllft:nr.::c during Ihc ~ret.·din~ penod Ifnml Oo,(~Jn

III i:,gg laying until the last chid. ka\'es the nest) u'\ually ~(\.\'een March and August. hUl ,:(lulu ~
tunger. To constitute an offence. ulsturbanl.:e mU:'i1be !'>hown In ~ rt.·lkle~s. Disturbance may he Jecmcd
III he rcd.:le!O.~ ifit i...tmnmllTl"d hy 'Onleunc wnocould he C"ltpceled 10 krKIW Ih .. t the hinl(s) mighl he
prc,",C'nt. hut failed to check.

1115 LlCens.e .. (Jonnl be issued lur rcmu ...alllf Barn Owls in (lrder In l:u':llilatc de ..-dnpmenl

II Evaluation or survey result.

11.1 ,\ summary evaluation of the varinu!'> bUildin~s I:>,glvcn In the t:.lblc hclow. rhal' was no cvidelll"C JI all
III su~ges.l the presence of '"mll:'mal" flying Iopcdcs such as Bro ......n Long-cared bat. The presence uf
Ihc"C <;p'·l·il.''l; would normally he indicalC'd hy the presence (If droppings. unne spotting or th'iot;'anlL"d
IO-.e.:t remams. \Vlthout dit;;mrhJncc lhese "gns \l,uuld rcrnalll fllr 'l~\('ral jt:':ll"io,

II rwo bUildings. [he mam barn" and the t'pc-n-fromed bam B ...hll .....t·d pt11('nllal n~I..llR~ ~re\'ln.·s 011 the:
I.:xlcrnal walh -hoth 'ildes Ill' ham A ,lOd mainly the fear e.a"'C!ii01 ham H and also \'crtilo:aJ wall Joints
~Iroulld \lOnc mullillns III barn A, ;..so .,igno; of ;1I...tual Uti;(,"werr: found.

11.3 Overall il i~con~idered that a 'i.ummer hrccdin~ roost io;, unhkdy bl'.c:ause ot Ihe exposed location. Thl'~e
nltlSl!i. are more hkel)' {U be 1(mnd. in lower and more ~heltcTcd ,ucas where t'oraging for b(ccdin~
t'c:m:llcs l!'i more reliable. Sevcral !'ouch nH)sts an: kno .....n frum relli~wnc wllh one known hrcedin!! roost
in Cublcy 41pproxim;Jtely 800m from the sile.

I I ..; It IS likely thai ...ingl'" nr ...mallnumbcr .. of male bals ml~ht be pn:"cnI ill cn:n,:c' in the buildlllj!s tlufln~
lhl' ..K[I\·C ""cason or to hlhcmalion.

\ \.5 ='nnc uf 1he tfCC~ pnlrHI~CU fllr relUo ..·.d uJr}[ainl."tJ 'iullahle fiKl'llIlg crevlce''i lor I:lats.

:\ . .\Iain U~lm :-.10C:\'ldefKc IOlema;!y f(lr 'lllX'iC"s s.uch a ...Brow" l..ong-ean·d Hoof
wry l·uhwl"bby.

Pllssihlc l'Xlcma] roo'iting l.:fl':~\'ICCSfor Pip,sUdlc a\ eaves \c\'c\ unllcr
the ~tf~~cuf roof slates on .tOlI in vcrtical joint" mum) ~hlnc IlIUllllill'

"



B - Open ·fronted Barn No evidence inter:nally for speci~s such as Brown Long-e:ared. Roof
very cobwebby.
Possible, external roosting·,crevices for Pipj~~lle at eaveS leyel under"
the.e51ge of roof-slates:

C- Small Barn Buil~i~g unsuitfl.ble -too small & low

D - Pig Sly· Building'unsuitable - too s~p & low,

E- Slables Roost unlilcely~ex[emal wall.s quite lo\\;,_,Internal foofVery c·obwebby.

F- Br.iek Barn Roost unlikely'" gable verge gaps probably [00 large for bats. Internal
r~f verycobwebby.

G- Concrete Block Barn Building unsuitable -~o suitable roost siles.

12 Site·&·spedts status assessment

1'2.1 No:evidence-to suggest tbe presence of a rOOSI and a summer breeding roost.ctm~idered unlikely. Single
'or s~all numbe'ts'of.ma!e bats likely'during-the active,season or ..in hibernation. .

13 Assessment of Impacts without Mitigation

13.1 !'{egaliY,e-impacts are predicted to be low.

o".elopmenl effect &aJe of hilDaet
Neolioible LOw MOdlum Hloh

Destruction of roost site: +
Temporary loss of roost'site during building +
works.
MOdificatioll of roost sile +
Risk Of eniombine bats dUrine buildin. work +
Risk of kiliinoliiliUrin. bats dUrin. roof slrii>t>in. +
Temporary",disturbance from '~uilding 'works +
durine breeding season
'Tempordry disturbance (roIT' b~Hding works +
'outside the breedin£ season
Post development interference +

14 ]\titigation guidelines.

14.1 Mitigation is required to a\'oid or reduce the impact of ~evelopme.nt proposals on the population of bats
present. either roosting or feeding. Licences are nonnally required ~here a roost site is, threatened in
some w~y by a scheme~,bLlt might also.be necessary where'the viabaiity of a roost i~_lhtealened by the

·removal of the, availability of crucial feedi~g habilat.

14.2 Natural England in their· published guidelines (Bat Mitigation Guidelines Jan 20(4) defines the key
prinCiples involved. i.e. Mitigation involving.c·hanges to the ~heme or altering the timing of work to
reduce or remove impacts and Compensation, tile creation of new replacemenl ~oos's or habit3(s.

14.3 ~atUr~1 England a1,59'~equire~' rnitigationlcompensation'(o'be proportionate to the size of lhe impact and
the importance'of the population'affecled ana as a principle:

• There should be no net loss of roost sites and that compensa~.iori should provide.an enhanced
resource since the adoption of. new roost sites bay bats is nol ~aranteed.

• The scheme should aim to,replace like with, like in tenns of the.Slarus o(lhe site, i:~.male roost,.
maternity tqosl. hibernation-roost etc.
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• Compensation should ensure.[hal the .affected b.al population could continue·lo t"unctmn.a~ bl.:forc
so <lncntion may need to be given 10 surrounding habiulls

15 Mitigation proposals

15.1 In this:ca!'>c sioce there arc no indit::.uions to sug~esl the presence of a bal roosi. no forl'1'kllmitlg.uion
measures are required although some sImple precautionary measures'arc recommended in all cases
hec;:lUsc.~ingk male Plpi~me\\e bats can ~·found )USl about anywhere.

15.1 Purc:ly as a precaution. roof 'tripping shuuld not be carried OUiduring the bree.ding.sca!'on (May:
August) unless (he absence of bats has been confirrned by·a·dusk emergence·suryey. Care should also
bL~taken during roof slrippin~ lifting rather than sliding ridge tiles and checking beneath tor ~igns of
bats. (f bats or droppings arc found further advice should be ~uught immedi.uely and work halted in thai
arca.

15.3 Any limber treatment should be carried uut using unly safe PemlCUuyn type chemicals on the Natur;J,1
England list of approved safe chemic:lls. The· work area should be checked for the presence ot bats prior
to apphcatiOldinc1uding monise joints) to ensure that bats are not directly sprdyed wilh Ihe chemical.
Use of new pre~lfeated timber such as tan.alisoo. is safe provided the treated timber has been H!lowed 10
dry before use.

15.4 Great care should be taken with masonry work and rc:-poinllllg walls. Bats will use l:re\'ices at any time
of year but arc more vulnerable during winter hibemation when they are unable to cscape when
disturbed. AI this, time they arc likely to use sites d«p in the ruhble filled core of walls. gaining accc's
through open joints elc. The roost site can be a considerable distance from the access point. For this
reason where bats may be present this type of work.should preferably not be done in the winter month ..
with spring and autumn being the prefcrred seasons.

15.5 Ouring.lhc: active season bats are likely 10be disturbed by t~ crl"Clion of M'affoldin~. general building
wo.-k dislurbance etc and move 10other siles. Work to crevices should therefoTC be staned afler 3
sustained period of disturbance in thal part of the buildin~.

• Shallow crcvices w!tere the full extent can be easily seen and l~al can clearly be seen 10 he empty
may he fi lied.

• Any crevices thai appear to extend into the rubble filled core of the wall or disappear behind olher
oU11ding slones and cannOi be fully Sten may be redUced by careful pointing Icaving small
JX:nnanenl escape holes approx. 15xJOmm in sizt'.11 reguhu ;nten'.1Js accessing the core of lhe
wall..

• Any :oiuchcrevices that have to be futty filled and where·permanent escape openings cannol be
relained will need to be checked by a licensed bat worker with an endoscupe or similar instrument
or by dusk emer~ence observations.

• Open jOints at eaves le ..·eJ whIch extend under the edge of runf ",Ialcs and openings !:lclow "tone
window cil\s should geoera\\y be retained for potenlia\ use by bats In the future. These shou\d be:
,dcnt;flcd in advance and deal1)' mark.ed \[\ order to prevenl accidenlalliHing.

1's.6 II would be beneficial in (onservatiun terms to retain ~ome opcninl;1s for bats In lhe con\,ert.:d buildings.
pilf1lcularly barn A (both long walls and south gableapcx) and barn B I.rear wall and hoth gable apcx's)
These need be no more than small un-pointed openings in gable apex local ions approximately
15x50mm in size or unsealed openings behmd fasdas. I.ul.:ations over doors and window!! should he
avoided:

\5.7 In general it is preferable to ha ....e compleled any work before ~wallow~ rtlurn in spring or 10 cover·
openings to buildings where 5wallows might nest, prior to (heir return, !Oprevenr nest huilding and
dislurhance during the summer. Where the birds have commenced nestjn~ it would be 3n offence [0

destroy the nests CIC.

15.8 8cc<lusc·so m;lny potential nesl siles will be: IOSI to the developll~nl. il would he advantageous·lll rcwin
or provide some accessible nuthuildings for the birds to use in lht., future.
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'16 Conclusions & Recommendations

I'6: I As things stand there~ is no~evidel\Ce Losuggest the presence of a bat roost and'accordingly rio,need.
lherefore~ to seek a Natufa} England license: l! should.be kept' in mind. however,. mat if bats,are'
subsequently discuvered or suspected; (droPpi':l8S appe~ng in patches on external walls. or audi~le
sounds of scratching or chanering are heard. wOrk'sho.uJd be:stopped ana further advice SOU~I without
delay,

16:2 The'preca~tjonari meas~s arc recommended.

EM Bennett
7 March '2MI.
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