Jesscia good morning I trust you are well.

Further to the comments of the councils ecologist please see below for the views of our ecologist on the request for additional information.

It is understood that you require ground level tree assessments (GLTAs) prior to determining the outline planning application based upon comments received on the 4th December 2024. You require these to understand whether the initial survey effort with regards to emergence surveys on trees are inadequate or still outstanding. Based up on the above previous surveys undertaken by Quants Environmental in December 2021 the following target notes were identified as trees with bat roost potential:

1. TN1 – two ash trees with moderate bat roost potential which has been subject to two emergence surveys on 14th September and 16th May 2022
1. TN2 – one oak tree with high bat roost potential which was subject to three surveys on 14th September, 5th October 2022 an d16th May 2023
1. TN4 – one ash tree and one horse chestnut tree with high bat roost potential which was subject to two emergence surveys on 5th October 2022 and 5th June 2023
1. TN7 – two oak trees with moderate bat roost potential which are being retained by the proposed development and as such does not require further survey
1. TN9 – three crack willow trees with moderate potential which are being retained by the proposed development and as such does not require further survey

No emergences were identified during any of these surveys undertaken.

Whilst the two trees at TN4 were not surveyed within line with the Best Practice Guidelines due to only having had two emergence surveys (rather than the three recommended for high potential trees) transect surveys were also undertaken at the site between August 2022 and July 2023 activity levels at the site. The surveys established that low-moderate levels of bat activity of widespread species such as common pipistrelle and soprano pipistrelle were present on the site. The site and habitat bounding the site have trees that are to be retained that are expected to have a level of suitability to support roosting bats and the population or roosting bats within the area. The bats predominantly identified using the site for foraging and also predominantly a building dwelling bat, therefore whilst they may use trees on the site have plenty of opportunity in the wider area for roosting. Site conditions have not materially changed in the time elapsed between these surveys and the updated site walkover undertaken by Greengage on 7th May 2024. As such, whilst these survey data are reaching the end of their ‘shelf-life’, the conclusions are likely still reliable.

In addition, as the proposals are  for an outline planning application, it is possible that trees assessed now may need reassessment at the reserved matters stage due to the time that will pass between the above surveys and the plan to be put forward at the reserved matters stage. Trees themselves are dynamic features and features can be created and removed at any point in time. Therefore, if the GLTAs were to be undertaken now they will be required to be undertaken again to reflect any changes in the trees, which may result in a different outcome even from the surveys above.

In this context we consider the information submitted more than sufficient to consider the implications of the proposals for bats at outline stage and further bat surveys can be secured by condition both on the outline and at subsequent RM stage.

With regard to the comments on the AIP these are being addressed and will be with you shortly. 

On this basis can you please confirm that the committee report has been drafted and that we will be considered at the January planning committee?

I look forward to hearing from you


