1. Paragraph 3.11 in the bat report details that there are a small number of crevice features that could not be accessed due to their location. Please note that it is good practice within bat reports to describe the location and type of feature that has been observed. The avenues for bat access are stated within the building description in 3.09 – previously I have dealt with sites where I have pinpointed access and the access has been blocked before any mitigation measures can be implemented so I am not as specific now. If the county ecologist would like the list then I can provide it.
1. Building 2 has been assessed as having low potential to supporting roosting bats, yet no emergence surveys have been undertaken. The ecologist suggests that a) no further surveys are necessary and b) the work should proceed under a non-licenced method statement. According to Paragraph 5.2.44 of the BCT Guidelines 4th Edition, when a structure is deemed to have low bat roost potential, the professional ecologist should make a judgement based on the available evidence and the balance of probabilities, with their thought processes and decision-making clearly documented. This thought process has not been included within the report. Additionally, Paragraph 5.2.44 states that if all areas of a structure have been inspected and no evidence of bats is found, further surveys are not required. However, in this case, the ecologist noted that not all crevices were inspected due to access restrictions, therefore if a complete survey is not possible, proportionality must be considered. However, based on the images provided, I would classify the building as having borderline moderate potential. Photograph 5, in particular, shows multiple lifted slates that could provide roosting habitats for individual crevice-dwelling bats. Unfortunately, the data search does not include details on the distance and direction of bat records from the site, so I cannot comment on the presence of nearby roosts. However, the site appears to be well connected to high-quality bat foraging and commuting habitats along the tree-lined watercourse located 100 m northeast, which is connected to the site through mature gardens. Therefore, at least one bat emergence survey should be conducted to fully assess the building's use by bats. Further justification has been provided within the report. 
1. Regarding the Main House, which has been assessed as having negligible potential for roosting bats. Given the nature of the roof pitches, was a full view possible, and if so, can photographic evidence be provided? If a full view was not possible, there may be features hidden from view that could support roosting bats. Therefore, classifying the building as having negligible potential would not be appropriate. A full view was possible, and a photograph to show one side of the pitch in the centre has been provided. Unfortunately I did not take a photograph of the other side of the pitch from the site as it would have required about 4 photographs to piece together the entire pitch but it was fully visible with close focussing binoculars to check for presence of potential features for bat roosts.
1. With regards to mitigation BMBCs Biodiversity and Geodiversity SDP states that all dwellings should comprise integrated bat and bird boxes. Included in report now.
1. Do any of the trees within the garden have bat roost potential? no
1. The entirety of habitats within the site have been recorded as vegetated garden and developed land, sealed surface. However, can the ecologist please refer to the statutory metric guidance in that trees within residential gardens should be included within the metric. The report is in line with the Small Sites Metric user guide (2024) page 30 and pages 55-56 of Statutory Biodiversity Metric user guide (2024): We will record any medium, large and very large trees in private gardens. And any small trees that are ancient or veteran in private gardens. Small trees outside of private gardens will be counted. Exceptions; we cannot count newly planted trees within private gardens. A small tree is classified as a tree with a diameter at breast height of less than or equal to 30cm which the trees on site met.
1. Please can the ecologist also refer to the supporting information for the SMM, in that a short description of the habitats on site should be provided. This is provided in paragraphs 3.11, 3.14 and 3.16 of the report.


