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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Terms of Reference 

1.1.1 Wardell Armstrong LLP (WA) was commissioned by Strata Sterling Barnsley West Ltd 

to update the previously established baseline of Bat Surveys in support of a 

commercial and residential development project. The project is located west of 

Barnsley, with an approximate central Ordnance Survey (OS) Grid Reference of SE 

31778 07075. 

1.1.2 This report aims to update the baseline preliminary surveys as provided in the earlier 

Factual Bat Survey Report (WYG, 2018 & 2021).  

1.2 Background 

1.2.1 Previous Bat Surveys have been prepared and reports produced over several years: 

• WYG (2020) Barnsley West: Factual Ecological Appraisal; 

• WYG (2021) Barnsley West: Factual Bat Survey Report 

1.2.2 Bat surveys were also undertaken by WYG during 2018 and by others prior to this.  All 

of the previous bat survey data is summarised in the most recent WYG report and it is 

this baseline data which is considered primarily in this survey report. 

1.2.3 For ease, the same naming conventions were used for the farm buildings ate Hermit 

House Farm as per the previous WYG surveys/reports. 

1.3 Development Proposals 

1.3.1 The updated proposed development comprises a mixed-use development to provide 

up to 1,560 new homes and up to 43 hectares of employment land for Use Class 

E/B2/B8. In addition, the proposals will provide: 

• Part of the Link Road between M1, Junction 37 and the A635, Barugh Green Road 

(The section from Higham Lane to Barugh Green Road) 

• A new primary school  

• Small local shops and community facilities  

• Strategic areas of greenspace and wildlife corridors 

1.4 Site Context 

1.4.1 The planning application area comprises a large formerly open cast mine and 

surrounding land covering approximately 120 hectares (Ha; henceforth known as the 
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Application Site). The study site (the Site) includes all land within the Application Site 

plus an additional surrounding buffer of 50m. The Site generally comprises of open 

pastoral land and arable fields, with associated boundary hedgerows, trees, ditches 

and areas of semi-natural plantation woodland.  

1.4.2 The Site like 2km west of Barnsley town centre, on farmland between communities of 

Gawber, Higham, Pogmoor, Redbrook and Barugh Green, and site immediately north-

east of Junction 37 of the M1 motorway.  
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2 METHODOLOGY 

2.1 Roost Assessment Surveys 

Buildings 

2.1.1 The buildings at Hermit House Farm were subject to a preliminary survey to assess the 

suitability of the buildings for roosting bats, to search surfaces for bat droppings  and 

to determine the level of survey effort required. External building assessments were 

conducted from the ground systematically with special attention paid to windowsills, 

windowpanes, walls, gaps behind peeling paintwork, hanging tiles, eaves, soffit boxes, 

fascias, lead flashing, gaps in brickwork/under felt and under tiles. 

2.1.2 The overall condition and age of the buildings was considered in the roost assessment.  

Based on the age and quality of the building, each independent structure was 

categorised as below: 

• Confirmed roost – Bats or signs of bats discovered during the survey; 

• High – A structure with one or more potential roost Sites that are obviously 

suitable for use by larger numbers of bats on a more regular basis and potentially 

for longer periods of time due to their size, shelter, protection, conditions and 

surrounding habitat; 

• Moderate – A structure with one or more potential roost Sites that could be used 

by bats due to their size, shelter, protection, conditions, and surrounding habitat 

but unlikely to support a roost of high conservation status; 

• Low – A structure of sufficient size and age to contain PRFs but with none seen 

from the ground or features seen with only very limited roosting potential; and 

• Negligible – No roosting features present likely to be utilised bay bats. 

2.1.3 Repeat surveys of Redbrook Farm buildings were not undertaken as these buildings 

lie outside of the planning application boundary.  For assessment purposes, the data 

from the WYG surveys in 2020 should be referred to.  

Trees 

2.1.4 The tree inspection included a systematic search for potential roosting features (PRF) 

and for signs indicating the presence or potential presence of bat roosts. With 

reference to the current bat survey guidelines (Collins, 2016), the inspection included 

a search for the following features; 
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• Suitable roosting features; 

o Natural holes, woodpecker holes, cracks/splits in major limbs and the 

trunk, holes/cavities, dense ivy growth, dense epicormic growth, bird and 

bat boxes 

• Signs indicating possible bat use; 

o Scratches and/or staining at entrance points, bat droppings in, around or 

below entrance, audible squeaking in warm weather, distinctive smell of  

bats, smoothing of surface around cavity. 

2.1.5 Based on the location of the tree within the surrounding habitat, the suitable features 

present and the indicating signs recorded, each tree was placed into one of the 

following categories (Collins, 2016): 

• Confirmed roost – bats or signs of bats discovered during the survey; 

• High – a tree with one or more potential roost sites that are obviously suitable for 

use by larger numbers of bats on a more regular basis and potentially for longer 

periods of time due to their size, shelter, protection, conditions and surrounding 

habitat; 

• Moderate – A tree with one or more potential roost sites that could be used by 

bats due to their size, shelter, protection, conditions and surrounding habitat but 

unlikely to support a roost of high conservation status; 

• Low – A tree of sufficient size and age to contain PRFs but with none seen from 

the ground or features seen with only very limited roosting potential 

2.2 Dusk Emergence/ Dawn Re-Entry Survey  

Buildings – Roost Surveys 

2.2.1 All buildings at Hermit House Farm, excluding those with negligible potential to 

support roosting bats, were subject to bat roost surveys. Buildings with Low potential 

to support roosting bats were subject to one dusk emergence or one dawn re-entry 

survey, those with Moderate potential were subject to one dusk emergence and one 

dawn re-entry survey and those with High potential were subject to one dusk 

emergence, one dawn re-entry survey plus one dusk emergence or dawn re-entry 

survey. Although B3 was identified as having Low suitability for roosting bats, it was 

subject to more than one survey due to it being attached to B4 (assessed as having 

Moderate suitability). 
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2.3.1 The bat activity survey methodology was designed with reference to Bat Conservation 

Trust guidelines’ (Collins, 2016). The survey methods were consistent with previous 

surveys to allow for comparisons to be made between current and previous data. 

2.3.2 Email consultation with Barnsley Metropolitan borough Council dated 24th January 

2023 confirmed that as the previous bat activity surveys (WYG, 2020) did not include 

surveys during the months of April and May, and hence that one survey comprising 

transect and static detector sampling during spring 2023 would be a sufficient update. 

Also, that if the results of the update surveys in 2023 should differ significantly from 

the previous findings, that monthly activity surveys should continue throughout the 

bat survey season (until October). 

2.3.3 Due to the low overnight temperatures during April (<10°C), this month’s surveys were 

delayed until temperatures were warmer at the beginning of May, with the sampling 

continuing into June.  

Automated Bat Detector Survey 

2.3.4 To be able to make comparisons with previous years’ data, survey methods were 

based on those used by WYG in 2018 and 2020. Four song Meter SM2BAT/SM4/SM4 

Ultrasonic Recorder (Wildlife Acoustics, Inc.) automated bat detector units were 

deployed at 16 different locations on site for at least five consecutive nights during 

May and June 2023 (see Drawing LD10361/026 for Automated Detector Locations).  

2.3.5 The devices were positioned on the ground with the microphone pointing upwards at 

an angle of approximately 45 degrees. The recording period was 30 minutes prior to 

local sunset to 30 minutes after local sunrise. After retrieval of the recording devices 

the data files were downloaded as Waveform Audio File Format Files (WAV) and 

converted to ZCA (zero crossing analysis) format using Kaleidoscope.Ink audio 

conversion software (Version 1.1.19, Wildlife Acoustics, Inc.).  

2.3.6 If call parameters could not be accurately determined by this method, the files were 

subsequently analysed using BatSound (Version 3.31, Petterson Elektrik) analysis 

programme. This software retains and displays amplitude information and can 

facilitate more accurate identification of calls with overlapping characteristics. 

2.3.7 Following the results of the emergence/re-entry surveys, a static detector was  also 

deployed within B3/B4 to monitor bat activity within the barns. The device was 

deployed on 23rd August 2023 until 20th September 2023, and was attached to a pipe 

within the building. 
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2.4.1 Assessment methods have been undertaken with reference to Wray et al. (2007), i.e. 

the site’s foraging/commuting habitats were assigned a value using the following 

geographic frame of reference: 

• International; 

• National; 

• Regional; 

• County; 

• Local; 

• Site; and 

• Negligible. 

2.4.2 Individual values were calculated for each species, with the overall site value defined 

as the highest value obtained for any individual species (usually the least common 

species present). Details of the habitat valuation system are provided in Appendix 3. 

2.5 Nomenclature 

2.5.1 All flora and fauna names follow the National Biodiversity Network (NBN) Gateway 

(NBN, 2013). The common and scientific name of species/taxa is provided (if available) 

when first mentioned in the text, with only the vernacular name referred to 

thereafter. 

2.6 Assessment Limitations 

2.6.1 The results of the surveys undertaken by Wardell Armstrong are representative at the 

time of surveying. 



STRATA STERLING BARNSLEY WEST 
BARNSLEY WEST  
BAT SURVEY UPDATE REPORT   

 

LD10361/FINAL 
OCTOBER 2023 

 Page 9 

  

2.6.2 It should be noted that long-eared bats Plecotus spp in particular echolocate more 

quietly than other bat species and so can sometimes be more difficult to detect. 

Myotis species Myotis spp and Nyctalus species Nyctalus spp are notoriously difficult 

to identify precisely in the field and from recorded sonograms, as there is considerable 

overlap in their echolocation characteristics. Where the species cannot be determined 

only the genus is stated. 

2.7 Quality Assurance & Environmental Management 

2.7.1 All Ecologists employed by WA are members of CIEEM and are bound by its code of 

professional conduct. All surveys and assessments have been undertaken with 

reference to the recommendations given in BS 42020. 
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3 RESULTS AND ANALYSIS 

3.1 Desk Study 

3.1.1 Six species of at recorded within 2km, including Common Pipistrelle Pipistrellus 

pipistrellus, Soprano Pipistrelle Pipistrellus pygmaeus, Daubenton’s Bat Myotis 

daubentonii, Noctule Nyctalus noctule and an unidentified Myotis spp.. One roost of 

Daubenton’s recorded in Redbrook.  

3.2 Roost Assessment Surveys 

Buildings 

3.2.1 The following table summarises the buildings on site and any features with potential 

for roosting bats. Overall, the Preliminary Bat Roost Potential assessed most of the 

buildings as having the same suitability as they did in the previous survey in 2020, with 

the exception of B7 and B8, which were both upgraded to Low potential from 

Negligible due to gaps in the soffits and fascias. 

3.2.2 Additionally, B3 and B4 were previously classed as two separate buildings in 2018 and 

2020. Due to the complexity of the buildings, and the numerous barns within that are 

connected by a sheltered walkway, they are being grouped as one building in 2023.  
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Trees 

3.2.3 Of the 35 individual trees and three tree groups that were identified as being of at 

least Low suitability (Collins, 2016) for roosting bats (Appendix 4) 16 are of Moderate 

suitability and four are of High suitability.  Of these, three will be directly impacted by 

the development. T1 and T2 are both of Low suitability for roosting bats, and therefore 

were both subject to one dusk emergence survey on 24th July 2023.   

3.2.4 T23 is a lone mature oak tree of High suitability and will be removed to accommodate 

earthworks to produce a level development platform.  In addition, T4 and T5 (a mature 

ash and mature oak) both trees of Low suitability will be removed to accommodate a 

proposed SUDs feature within the employment site.  These trees will be subject to a 

climbed inspection survey, the results of which will be reported via a separate 

Technical Note. 

3.3 Dusk Emergence /Dawn re-entry Surveys 

Buildings 

3.3.1 During the previous surveys, no bats were recording emerging or re-entering any of 

the buildings at Hermit House Farm, and therefore no bat roosts have been previously 

identified.  

3.3.2 In 2023, one common pipistrelle bat was recorded emerging from the western apex 

of B8. The building was therefore subject to another dusk survey, where a single 

common pipistrelle was recorded emerging from the same location. 

3.3.3 During the first dusk survey of the B3/B4, at least 2 common pipistrelle bats and 2 

brown long-eared bats were recorded emerging from within the barns. On the second 

dusk survey, at least 2 common pipistrelle bats were recorded emerging again.  

3.3.4 B3/B4 includes a sheltered walkway (see Plate 1 below) within the barn. On either side 

of this walkway is the entrance to several separate barns with animal stalls/pens. The 

bats were seen emerging from within the sheltered walkway, however, due to the 

complexity of the barn structure, and the potential roost features that were 

unobservable during the survey, the exact points of egress could not be identified.  
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Plate 1: Image showing B3 (left) and sheltered walkway between B3 and B4 

 

3.3.5 The detector deployed within B3/B4 recorded common pipistrelle bats on every night 

during the four weeks it was deployed, with an average of 119.43 passes per night. On 

a number of evenings, the first pass recorded was a short time after local sunset (as 

early as 13 minutes after sunset).  

3.3.6 No brown long-eared bats were recorded by the detector. 

3.3.7 No other bats were recorded emerging or re-entering any of the other buildings during 

the surveys.  
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along the mature hedgerow lining Hermit Lane. The most activity was generally 

recorded between Point Counts 11 and 1 on both visits.  

3.4.10 As was the case in 2020, common pipistrelle activity was recorded at all automated 

detector locations and was the most frequently recorded species. Common pipistrelle 

accounted for 97.82% of activity of bats recorded on Site in 2023 compared to 96.65% 

in 2020. The highest number of passes were recorded at S16 and S3 in 2023, which 

recorded a BAIV of 26.45 passes per night (99.01% of passes at location) 24.35 passes 

per night (99.55%) respectively. S16 is located just south-west of Pond 7 on the south-

western border of the Site. However, in 2020, the most activity was recorded at S12 

(accounting for 92.57% of activity at this location).  

3.4.11 The lowest levels of common pipistrelle activity recorded in 2023 was at S7 (BAIV of 

0.12 accounting for 94.12% of activity at this location), located in the centre of one of 

the northern fields. In 2020, the lowest activity was also recorded at S7 (75% of activity 

at this location).  

Soprano Pipistrelle 

3.4.12 Although soprano pipistrelle accounted for the second-highest levels of overall activity 

(BAIV of 3.00 passes per hour accounting for 4.60% of activity), the species was only 

recorded during Visit 2 on the southern transect. At Point Count 7, 12 passes were 

recorded as the species was observed foraging along the edge of Craven Wood.  

3.4.13 In 2023, soprano pipistrelle was recorded at all detector locations apart from two, and 

also accounted for the second-highest levels of overall activity. However, they 

recorded a much lower BAIV than common pipistrelle of 1.97 passes per night (1.16% 

of activity). Similarly, much lower levels of soprano pipistrelle activity were recorded 

in 2020 (accounting for 0.97% of activity) compared to common pipistrelle. Although, 

in 2020, soprano pipistrelle was only recorded at 9 out of the 16 detector locations.  

3.4.14 During the 2023 surveys the highest soprano pipistrelle activity was recorded at S2, 

located on the edge of Craven Wood. In 2020 no soprano pipistrelle were recorded at 

S2, and instead the highest activity levels were recorded at S12. Overall, more soprano 

pipistrelle activity was recorded in 2023 (268 passes) than 2020 (160 passes).   

3.4.15 Soprano pipistrelle were recorded only occasionally during the 2018 surveys. 

Nathusius’ Pipistrelle 



STRATA STERLING BARNSLEY WEST 
BARNSLEY WEST  
BAT SURVEY UPDATE REPORT   

 

LD10361/FINAL 
OCTOBER 2023 

 Page 23 

  

3.4.16 In both 2020 and 2023, no Nathusius’ pipistrelle were recorded during the manual bat 

transects.  

3.4.17 During the 2023 automated surveys, very few (no more than 4) passes were recorded 

at 4 separate detector locations (Site BAIV of 0.09 passes per night, accounting for 

0.05% of activity). The species recorded the highest number of passes at S3 and S13 

(BAIV of 0.03 passes per night at each location). 

3.4.18 Nathusius’ pipistrelle recorded even less activity in 2020. One pass was recorded 

throughout the duration of the automated surveys, at S11. This detector was located 

in the centre of a mature hedgerow on the northern boundary of the Site.  

3.4.19 The survey results confirm that this species is an occasional visitor to the site, the very 

low number of passes suggest that roosts are not present although the site may be 

used for occasional foraging/commuting. 

Myotis sp  

3.4.20 Very Low levels of Myotis spp. were recorded during the manual transect surveys. On 

the northern transect one pass was recorded at Point Count 12 on Visit 1, and on the 

southern transect 4 passes were recorded at Point Count 6 on Visit 2.  

3.4.21 Low levels of Myotis spp. were also recorded during the automated surveys in 2023. 

The species recorded a BAIV of 0.76 passes per night (accounting for 0.45% of overall 

activity) and was recorded at most of the detector locations.  

3.4.22 The highest activity levels were recorded at S5, which is located adjacent to a 

hedgerow on the south-western boundary of the Site (BAIV of 0.29 passes per night 

accounting for 1.97%). In 2020, Myotis spp. were recorded at all but one of the 

detector locations and the highest level of activity was recorded at S12.  

3.4.23 Myotis were recorded in low numbers in 2018.   

3.4.24 The results suggest that Myotis species are uncommon across the site and any roosts 

are likely occupied by single bats or low numbers, with no larger maternity colonies 

present.  The hedgerows and woodland habitats on site are used for foraging and 

commuting by a low number of bats, which are in the main, likely associated with off 

site roosts. 

Noctule/Leisler’s /Nyctalys spp/Leisler’s Bats 
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3.4.25 No noctule/Nyctalus spp. were recorded during the manual transect survey in 2023. 

However, noctule were recorded in 2020 during the August, September and October 

surveys. 

3.4.26 Low levels of noctule and Nyctalus spp. were recorded during the automated surveys 

in 2023 (Site BAIV of 0.47 and 0.38 passes per night respectively).  

3.4.27 The highest level of activity for noctule was recorded at S8 on the hedgerow bordering 

Hermit Lane (BAIV of 0.74 accounting for 0.77% of activity at location), and S9, along 

the hedgerow bordering the northern half of the Site and the residential dwellings to 

the west (BAIV of 0.74 accounting for 3.68% of activity at location). The highest level 

of Nyctalus spp. activity was recorded at S15 (BAIV of 0.15 passes per night accounting 

for 1.22% of activity). 

3.4.28 Lower levels of activity of both noctule and Nyctalus spp. were recorded in 2020, 

where the species both accounted for 0.12% of activity. Furthermore, in 2020 Leisler’s 

bat accounted for 0.08% of overall Site activity. No Leisler’s calls were identified in 

2023, however this is not necessarily due to their absence from the Site. The sonogram 

of Nyctalus species can be difficult to separate due to overlap in their echolocation 

characteristics, particularly at the higher frequency of a noctule’s range (e.g. when 

they echolocate in cluttered habitat) and the typical frequency a Leisler’s (e.g. when 

they echolocate in edge habitat). 

3.4.29 Noctule and Nyctalus spp. were rarely recorded in 2018. 

3.4.30 The results suggest that Nyctalus species are uncommon across the site and any roosts 

are likely occupied by single bats, with an absence of larger maternity colonies.  It is 

likely that the automated detectors recorded a  low number of bats commuting to off 

site foraging locations (typically associated with larger waterbodies and woodland). 

Brown Long-eared Bat 

3.4.31 Only one brown long-eared bat pass was recorded on during the manual transect 

surveys, at Point Count 1 on the southern transect during Visit 2. Point Count 1 is 

located on the south-eastern boundary of the Site, just south of a waterbody. Brown 

long-eared bat was only recorded in the June transect in 2020, near Hermit House 

Farm. 

3.4.32 During the 2023 automated surveys, brown long-eared bat was only recorded at three 

detector locations; S1, S7 and S10. The species recorded low levels of bat activity at 
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each location, with an overall site BAIV of 0.03 passes per night (0.02% of activity). 

Similarly, in 2020, brown long-eared bat accounted for 0.02% of activity.  

 Summary 

3.4.33 No new species, which were not previously recorded in the 2018 and 2020 surveys, 

were recorded in 2023. Similar levels of activity were recorded across the three survey 

years, with common pipistrelle accounting for the majority of activity. All other species 

which were recorded during the activity surveys recorded low levels of activity.  

3.4.34 In 2018, one single serotine Eptesicus serotinus call was recorded in the activity 

surveys, however brown long-eared bat and Nathusius’ pipistrelle were not.  

 

 

Chart 2: 2023 Bat Activity Index Value (BAIV) at each Detector Location (North) 

 

 

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

S3 S4 S13 S8 S9 S11 S7 S14

B
A

IV

Detector Location

BAIV  by Detector Location (North)

MYOSPP NYCLEI NYCNOC PIPNAT PIPPIP PIPPYG PLEAUR







STRATA STERLING BARNSLEY WEST 
BARNSLEY WEST  
BAT SURVEY UPDATE REPORT   

 

LD10361/FINAL 
OCTOBER 2023 

 Page 28 

  

4 REFERENCES 

Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010, [Online]. Available at: 

www.opsi.gov.uk/si/si2010/uksi_20100490_en_1  

Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000, (c.37), London: HMSO. [Online]. Available at: 

www.legislation.hmso.gov.uk/acts/acts2000/20000037.htm  

Department for Communities and Local Government (2012). The National Planning 

Policy Framework (NPPF). Department for Communities and Local Government: 

London. [Online]. Available at: 

www.communities.gov.uk/documents/planningandbuilding/pdf/2116950.pdf 

Entwistle, A.C., Harris, S., Hutson, A.M., Racey, P.A., Walsh, A., Gibson, S.D., Hepburn, 

I. & Johnston, J. (2001). Habitat Management for Bats – A Guide for Land Managers, 

Land Owners and their Advisors. Joint Nature Conservation Committee, Peterborough. 

Hundt, L. [Editor] (2012). Bat Surveys – Good Practice Guidelines (2nd Edition). Bat 

Conservation Trust, London. 

Collins (Editor) (2016). Bat surveys – Good Practice Guidelines (3rd edition). Bat 

conservation trust, London. 

JNCC (2011a). UK-wide Digital GIS Datasets for Internationally Designated Sites 

[Online]. Available at: 

www.jncc.gov.uk/ProtectedSites/SACselection/gis_data/terms_conditions.asp  

JNCC (2011b). Special Areas of Conservation [Online]. Available at: 

www.jncc.gov.uk/page-23  

Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006, [Online]. Available at: 

www.opsi.gov.uk/acts/acts2006/ukpga_20060016_en_1  

Richardson, P. (2000). Distribution Atlas of Bats in Britain and Ireland – 1980-1999. Bat 

Conservation Trust, London. 

Russ. J, (2012). British Bat Calls: A Guide to Species Identification. Pelagic Publishing, 

Exeter  

UK Biodiversity Action Plan (2007) UK List of Priority Species. Joint Nature Conservation 

Committee. [Online]. Available at: http://www.ukbap.org.uk/NewPriorityList.aspx. 

Wardell Armstrong (2015a). M42 Motorway Service Area, Solihull: Preliminary 

Ecological Appraisal  



STRATA STERLING BARNSLEY WEST 
BARNSLEY WEST  
BAT SURVEY UPDATE REPORT   

 

LD10361/FINAL 
OCTOBER 2023 

 Page 29 

  

Wardell Armstrong (2015b). M42 Motorway Service Area, Solihull: Bat Roost Report  

Wardell Armstrong (2018). M42 Motorway Service Area, Solihull: Preliminary 

Ecological Appraisal report – Update 2018. 

Wardell Armstrong (2018). M42 Motorway Service Area, Solihull: Bat roost report – 

Update 2018. 

Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (and amendments), (c.69), London: HMSO. [Online] 

Available at: 

http://www.opsi.gov.uk/RevisedStatutes/Acts/ukpga/1981/cukpga_19810069_en_1  

Wray S, Wells D, Long E and Mitchell-Jones T (2007) EcIA: Specific issues associated 

with bats. Presentation at the mammal society/ zoological society of London / IEEM 

symposium on advances in EcIA for Mammals 

Wray, S. Wells, D. Long, E. and Mitchell-Jones, T. (2010) Valuing Bats in Ecological 

Impact Assessment. In Practice: No. 70, December 2010, Pg. 23- 25. Bulletin of the 

Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management: Hampshire. 



STRATA STERLING BARNSLEY WEST 
BARNSLEY WEST  
BAT SURVEY UPDATE REPORT   

 

LD10361/FINAL 
OCTOBER 2023 

  

  

APPENDICES



STRATA STERLING BARNSLEY WEST 
BARNSLEY WEST  
BAT SURVEY UPDATE REPORT   

 

LD10361/FINAL 
OCTOBER 2023 

  

  

Appendix 1  

Legislation and Policy Summary Protection Legislation 

 

All UK bat species are listed under Schedule 2 of the Conservation of Habitats and Species 

Regulations 2012 and as such receive protection under Regulation 41, which makes it an 

offence to: 

• Deliberately capture or kill a bat; 

• Deliberately disturb a bat; 

• Damage or destroy a breeding site or resting place of a bat. 

Under the 2012 Regulations, disturbance of bats includes in particular any disturbance 

which is likely to: 

• Impair their ability to survive, breed or reproduce, or to rear or nurture their young or to 

hibernate or migrate; 

• Significantly affect the local distribution or abundance of the species in question. 

European Protected Species (EPS) licenses can be granted by Natural England in respect of 

development to permit activities that would otherwise be unlawful, providing that 

‘favourable conservation status’ is maintained. 

All UK bat species are also listed under Schedule 5 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 

and therefore receive protection under Section 9 of this Act (as amended). Among other 

things, this legislation makes it an offence to. 

• Intentionally kill, injure or take a bat; 

• Intentionally or recklessly damage, destroy or obstruct access to any place that a bat uses 

for shelter or protection; 

• Intentionally or recklessly disturb any bat whilst it is occupying a structure or place that it 

uses for shelter or protection. 

Protection Afforded by the Planning System 

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (Department for Communities and Local 

Government (DCLG), 2012) sets out national policy towards biodiversity in planning 

decisions. Under the NPPF the presence of a protected species is a material consideration 

where a development proposal that, if carried out, would be likely to result in harm to the 

species or its habitat.  
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The NPPF states that: 

‘When determining planning applications, local planning authorities should aim to 

conserve and enhance biodiversity by applying the following principles: 

if significant harm resulting from a development cannot be avoided (through locating on 

an alternative site with less harmful impacts), adequately mitigated, or, as a last resort, 

compensated for, then planning permission should be refused; 

proposed development on land within or outside a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) 

likely to have an adverse effect on a SSSI (either individually or in combination with 

other developments) should not normally be permitted. Where an adverse effect on the 

site’s notified special interest features is likely, an exception should only be made where 

the benefits of the development, at this site, clearly outweigh both the impacts that it is 

likely to have on the features of the site that make it of special scientific interest and any 

broader impacts on the national network of SSSIs; 

development proposals where the primary objective is to conserve or enhance 

biodiversity should be permitted; 

opportunities to incorporate biodiversity in and around developments should be 

encouraged; 

the following wildlife sites should be given the same protection as European sites: 

potential Special Protection Areas (SPA) and possible Special Areas of Conservation 

(SAC); listed or proposed Ramsar sites; and sites identified, or required, as compensatory 

measures for adverse effects on European sites, potential SPAs, possible SACs, and listed 

or proposed Ramsar sites.’ 

Under Section 40 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities (NERC) Act 2006 

public bodies, including Local and Regional Planning Authorities have a duty to ‘have regard’ 

to the conservation of biodiversity in England when carrying out their normal functions, 

which includes consideration of planning applications. In compliance with Section 41 of the 

Act, the Secretary of State has published a list of species considered to be of principal 

importance for conserving biodiversity in England. This is The England Biodiversity List, of 

which there are 941 ‘priority’ species. Regional Planning Bodies and Local Planning 

Authorities use the list to identify the species that should be afforded priority when applying 

the requirements of the NPPF to promote the protection and recovery of species 

populations, via national and local targets. 
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Seven bat species are UK BAP (2007) Priority Species. These are: 

• Barbastelle Barbastelle barbastellus; 

• Bechstein’s bat Myotis bechsteinii; 

• Noctule Nyctalus noctula;  

• Soprano Pipistrelle Pipistrellus pygmaeus; 

• Brown Long-eared bat Plecotus auritus; 

• Greater horseshoe bat Rhinolophus ferrumequinum; and 

• Lesser horseshoe bat Rhinolophus hipposideros 

All local bat species are included within the Warwickshire, Coventry and Solihull Local BAP2. 

Known species currently listed on the BAP are: 

• Common Pipistrelle Pipistrellus pipistrellus; 

• Soprano Pipistrelle; 

• Nathusius’ Pipistrelle Pipistrellus nathusii; 

• Brown long-eared bat; 

• Noctule; 

• Daubenton's bat, Myotis Daubentonii; 

• Whiskered / Brandt’s bat Myotis mystacinus /brandtii; 

• Natterer’s Bat Myotis nattereri;  

• Leisler’s bat Nyctalus leisleri;  

• Serotine Eptesicus serotinus;  

• Barbastelle Barbastella barbastellus; and 

• Lesser Horseshoe. 

Foraging Areas & Commuting Routes 

Bat foraging areas and commuting routes are not directly protected under the legislation 

described above. However, loss of important foraging areas and/or commuting routes could 

potentially constitute a disturbance offence, as defined by the 2012 Regulations3, in addition, 

the loss of a commuting route providing the only access to a roost could also potentially 

constitute indirect damage/destruction of a breeding site/resting place and 

damage/destruction/obstruction of a places used for shelter/protection under the Wildlife 

and Countryside Act 1981.  

 

2 http://www.warwickshirewildlifetrust.org.uk/sites/default/files/files/Bats.pdf 

3 Where such actions result in a loss of the ecological functionality of the roost. 
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APPENDIX 2 

Weather Conditions and Survey Timings of Roost Surveys 
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Appendix 3 

Bat/Site Valuation System 
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APPENDIX 4 
Tree Preliminary Bat Survey Results
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