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3.3. Evidence of Bats Recorded 

No evidence of roosting bats was recorded within or around the buildings on the Site, following a 
thorough inspection.  

 

3.3. Evidence of Birds Recorded 

No evidence of roosting birds was recorded within or around the buildings on the Site, following a 
thorough inspection.  

 

3.4. Buildings Assessment – Potential Bat Roosting Areas and Bat Access Points  

The building has some potential access points which are visible in the figures above, in the form of 
several slightly raised tiles on the roof. The most viable roosting locations are the slightly shifted tiles 
on the pitched and hipped slate-tiled roof. However, these raised tiles do not provide sufficient space 
to function as suitable roosting features. 

The loft space was accessible, and a thorough internal inspection was undertaken. The loft is lined 
with bitumen roofing felt, is partially boarded, and was well lit at the time of inspection. No light ingress 
was noted, and no visible damage or entry points were identified. The loft beams are in good condition, 
and only light cobwebbing was present. No evidence of bats, including droppings, staining, feeding 
remains, or roosting features, was identified. No nesting birds were recorded within the loft, although 
a wood pigeon was observed externally on the roof. 

Due to the limited nature and size of the slightly raised tiles, it is unlikely that any crevices present are 
sufficient to support a maternity roost. The attached garage has no loft space and is therefore 
considered to have negligible potential for supporting roosting bats. Additionally, while Confederate 
jasmine is present on the front elevation, it is not dense enough to provide suitable roosting habitat. 

Therefore, the building has been assessed as holding ‘negligible potential’ for supporting roosting 
bats. If bats were to be present, they could be impacted by the proposals through the closure of any 
minor access points; however, no evidence of bat use was identified during the survey. 

The interior loft space had good light levels, showed no signs of bat activity, and offered limited 
suitable features for roosting; it is therefore considered unsuitable for roosting bats. 

 

3.5. Trees 

There were no trees identified within the Site during the site visit. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  
 

  
 

4. Biodiversity Mitigation and Enhancement Plan 

4.1. Foraging and Commuting Bats 

The general surrounding area has low suitability for commuting and foraging bats, due to the Site’s 
proximity build up areas and infrastructure. Licence records show that species Common Pipistrelle 
(Pipistrelleus pipistrelleus), Soprano Pipistrelle (Pipistrelleus pygmaeus) and Brown Long Eared 
(Plecotus auritus) are present within 2km of the Site.  

Artificial lighting can impact local bats as it can impede their ability to forage successfully and can 
deter bats from commuting across the property. Therefore, to ensure any lighting disturbance on bats 
is minimised, the following strategy for artificial lighting around the property will be adhered to: 

 Where lighting is required for health and safety purposes only, any external lighting required 
as part of the scheme (e.g. security lighting) will be motion triggered, set on timers (1 minute 
or less) and directional towards the ground to avoid upward light spill.  

 Any light spill must be directed away from the roof and from surrounding tree canopies and 
vegetation.  

 All luminaires used will lack UV elements when manufactured. Metal halide, fluorescent 
sources will not be used. 

 LED luminaires will be used due to their sharp cut-off, lower intensity, good colour rendition 
and dimming capability. 

 A warm white spectrum (ideally <2700 Kelvin) must be adopted to reduce blue light 
component. 

 Luminaires must feature peak wavelengths higher than 550nm to avoid the component of light 
most disturbing to bats. 

 Internal luminaires will be recessed where installed in proximity to windows to reduce glare 
and light spill. 

 The use of specialist bollard or low level downward directional luminaires to reduce upwards 
lighting spill can be considered, however, should be used as a final resort. 

 Column heights should be carefully considered to minimise light spill. Only luminaires with an 
upward light ratio of 0% and with good optical control must be used. 

 Luminaires will always be mounted on the horizontal, i.e., no upward tilt. 

 

4.2. Conclusions on Roosting Bats 

A Preliminary Roost Assessment (PRA) of the property was conducted. The building was assessed 
as having ‘negligible potential’ for bat roosting, based on the presence of bat roosting features and 
potential access points. 

Given the identified lack potential for roosting bats, any bats present may not be affected by the 
proposed works, depending on whether the works are to be carried out on the same building/tree or 
a different one. 

Accordingly, it is recommended that no further action is required. 

It must be noted that the PRA provides a current assessment of the bat roosting potential on Site. It 
is always possible for bat species to ingress at any point in the future, and therefore it is recommended 
that if 18 months pass and no works have been undertaken, and/or if the condition of the buildings 
change, an updated PRA is required to assess whether to potential of the buildings to support roosting 
bats has altered.  


























