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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Naturally Wild were instructed to undertake a bat risk assessment at Barlby Bridge Primary School.
The survey area comprised of three areas: - a small, enclosed, playground area consisting of hard
standing and amenity grassland with a small bush, a small, enclosed, playground area consisting of
hardstanding and an area of amenity grassland in the main playground area with small hedges and
an access track consisting of hardstanding. The purpose of the assessment was to determine the
suitability of the site to support roosting bats and to check for any evidence of their presence, as well
as identifying any suitable foraging and commuting habitat for bats on or adjacent to the site. In
addition, in accordance with good practice, the site and adjacent areas were also assessed for their
suitability to support other protect or notable species. The proposals are to build two new extensions
on to the existing building.

The bat risk comprised two parts: a desktop study and a site visit. The desktop study collated
available public information regarding the biodiversity of the area, including the habitat structure of the
site and surrounding area and the presence of any statutory or non-statutory designated sites. In
addition, bat records within 2 km of the development site were requested from North Yorkshire Bat
Group.

The desktop study was followed by an on-site assessment, which included a thorough internal and
external examination of the target building to look for signs of bat presence/activity (droppings, urine
staining, feeding remains, greasy marks on timbers, live/ dead bats, etc.) and/or any suitable features
which may support bats. This was carried out on 31/05/2018 by ecologists Heather Lyons MSc BSc
(Hons) & Sarah Woods BSc (Hons). A single dusk emergence activity survey was carried out on
05/07/2018 by Heather Lyons and Elliott Stockill MSc, BSc (Hons).

The surveyed area was found to be of low value for bats. This is due to a number of gaps under roof
tiles round the building in areas that will be impacted on by the proposed works. There is also a
moderate value to nesting birds on site within bushes and hedges. Naturally Wild recommend that the
removal of bushes, hedges and tress on site should not take place between March 1 st and August
31st unless under ecological supervision to mitigate against the disturbance of nesting birds. The bat
activity survey found no bats emerging from the building and very low bat activity in the near-by area.

Providing the recommendations of this report are implemented in full, Naturally Wild would conclude
that there will not be a significant impact to bats or any other protected species as a result of the
proposed works.
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BAT RISK ASSESSMENT: BARLBY BRIDGE PRIMARY SCHOOL, SELBY

1

INTRODUCTION

Naturally Wild were instructed to undertake a bat risk assessment at Barlby Bridge Primary School, Selby
(Figure 1). The survey area comprised of two areas of hard standing, a single story red brick building with
a pitched roof and an area of amenity grassland with assess track. The purpose of the assessment was
to determine the suitability of the site to support roosting bats and to check for any evidence of their
presence, as well as identifying any suitable foraging and commuting habitat for bats on or adjacent to the
site. In addition, in accordance with good practice, the site and adjacent areas were also assessed for
their suitability to support other protect or notable species.

The proposals are to set up a works compound on the amenity grassland within the school playing field
and building an extension onto the existing school building. part of the planning process, an ecological
assessment is required to determine if any European, UK Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP) or other important
protected species/habitats are likely to be affected by the proposed works, and to show how any negative
ecological impacts would be mitigated and compensated.

Figure 1. Site location plan. Red line shows the area proposed for redevelopment.
(© Crown Copyright and MAGIC database rights 2018. Ordnance Survey 100022861).
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2

RELEVANT LEGISLATION

British wildlife is protected by a range of legislation, the most important being the Wildlife and Countryside
Act 1981 (as amended), the Countryside Rights of Way Act 2000 and The Conservation of Habitats and
Species Regulations 2017. The Wildlife and Countryside Act, as amended mainly by the Countryside
Rights of Way Act, protects species listed in Schedules 5 and 8 of the Act (animals and plants respectively)
from being killed, injured, and used for trade. For some species, such as all bat species, the provisions of
this Act go further to protect animals from being disturbed or taken from the wild and protects aspects of
their habitats. The Act also stipulates that offences occur regardless of whether they were committed
intentionally or recklessly.
The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations (also known as the ‘Habitats Regulations’) is the
English enactment of European legislation and provides similar but subtly different protection for species
listed on Schedules 2 and 4 of those regulations. A recent change in this legislation means that the
provisions of this act now complement those of the Wildlife and Countryside Act more. Species to which
these provisions apply are known as European Protected Species. Activities that might cause offences to
be committed can be legitimised by obtaining a licence from the relevant statutory body.

All British bat species are listed on Schedule 5 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 and are afforded
protection under Section 9 of this Act. In addition, all British bat species are listed on Schedule 2 of The
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 and are protected under Regulation 39 of these
Regulations. They make provision for the purpose of implementing European Union Directive on the
Conservation of Natural Habitats and of Wild Fauna and Flora 1992, under which bats are included on
Annex IV. The Act and Regulations makes it an offence, inter alia, to:
•

Intentionally kill, injure, take (handle) or capture a bat;

•

Intentionally or recklessly damage, destroy or obstruct access to any place that a bat uses for
shelter or protection (this is taken to mean all bat roosts whether bats are present or not) – under
the Habitats Regulations it is an offence to damage or destroy a breeding site or resting place of
any bat; or

•

Intentionally or recklessly disturb a bat while it is occupying a structure or place that it uses for
shelter or protection – under the Habitats Regulations it is an offence to deliberately disturb a bat
(this applies anywhere, not just at its roost) in such a way as to be likely to affect its ability to
survive, breed, reproduce, rear or nurture its young, or hibernate.

Further details of the above legislation, and of the roles and responsibilities of developers and planners in
relation to bats, can be found in Natural England’s (formerly English Nature) Bat Mitigation Guidelines
(Mitchell-Jones, 2004). Additional information on legislation relating to other protected species covered
under this assessment are provided in the Appendix.
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3

ECOLOGICAL SURVEY

3.1

Objective of Survey

The objective of the survey was to determine the suitability of the surveyed building for roosting bats and
survey for evidence of bat roosting activity. This takes the form of an initial scoping assessment. The
scoping survey would also ascertain if any other protected species may be using the site, document the
habitats present and determine any potential ecological risks posed by the development during and postconstruction. The findings of the risk assessment survey would identify the need for any additional survey
effort, mitigation measures and/or compensation to be incorporated into the proposed works. All survey
work would be completed under suitable weather conditions and by experienced ecologists.

3.2

Survey Area

The application site is located at Grid Reference SE61863253 and can be accessed via St Thomas Street.
The assessment focused on the application site, as well as all habitats in the immediate surrounding area
(where access was available).

Figure 2. Location of the surveyed area. Application site boundary is shown by the red line.
(Image taken from Google Earth Pro: ©2018 Map Data Google 2018).

3.3

Survey Constraints

Assess into the internal loft voids was limited due to the volume of insulation material blocking the loft
hatches. Other than this, there were no constraints with regards to site access or completion of the survey
objectives across the development site.
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4

METHODOLOGY

4.1

Overview

The bat risk assessment comprised two parts: a desktop study and a site visit. The desktop study collated
available public information regarding the biodiversity of the area, including the habitat structure of the site
and surrounding area and the presence of any statutory or non-statutory designated sites, using the MultiAgency Geographic Information for the Countryside (MAGIC) resource. In addition, any available existing
bat records for the site and surrounding 2 km area were obtained from the North Yorkshire Bat Group.

All survey and assessment work were completed in line with official assessment guidelines produced by
Natural England, the Chartered Institute for Ecology and Environmental Management (CIEEM), the Bat
Conservation Trust (BCT) and British Standard document BS 42020: 2013 ‘Biodiversity – Code of practice
for planning and development.’

4.2

Site Assessment

An assessment of the target structure was carried out in order to identify the presence of any potential
roost features (PRFs) for bats, and/or evidence of roosting bats, in accordance with the current BCT
guidelines (Collins, 2016). An external inspection of the building was carried out, focusing on features that
may provide roosting opportunities or access points to roosting features internally, such as the gaps under
overhanging roof tiles. An internal inspection was also carried out, with any roof spaces present checked
for any evidence of bats. The target building was then categorised in terms of its value for roosting bats
in accordance with BCT guidelines (Table 1).

Features that are symptomatic of bat use include: bat droppings in, around or below an entrance hole;
staining around an entrance hole; small scratches around an entrance hole; audible squeaking at dusk or
in warm weather; smoothening of surfaces around cavity or an entrance hole; and the distinctive smell of
bats. The bat risk assessment was completed using ladders, binoculars and a powerful torch. An
endoscope was also available to check any small gaps/cracks for evidence of bats.
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Table 1. Guidelines for assessing bat roosting potential of structure and trees.
Suitability
Negligible

Low

Moderate

High

Habitat description
Negligible habitat features on site likely to be
used by roosting bats.
A structure with one or more potential roost sites
that could be used by individual bats
opportunistically. However, these potential roost
sites do not provide enough space, shelter,
protection, appropriate conditions and/or
suitable surrounding habitat to be used on a
regular basis or by larger numbers of bats (i.e.
unlikely to be suitable for maternity or
hibernation).

Further action required?
No further bat risk assessment effort or bat
activity surveys are required.
Structures: One bat activity survey is required
to determine whether the structure is being
utilised by roosting bats; this may be a dusk or
dawn survey. This survey must occur between
May and August. The discovery of a roosting
bat during this single bat activity survey will
require further survey effort.

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.

Trees: No further bat risk assessment effort or
bat activity surveys are required.

A structure or 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.

Two bat activity surveys are required to
determine whether the structure or tree is being
utilised by roosting bats; this should be
comprised of one dusk and one dawn survey.
One survey must occur between May and
August.
Three bat activity surveys are required to
determine whether the structure or tree is being
utilised by roosting bats; this should be
comprised of one dusk and one dawn survey,
with an additional survey (either dusk or dawn).
Two surveys must occur between May and
August.

A structure or 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.

The assessment was carried out by ecologists Heather Lyons MSc, BSc (Hons) and Sarah Woods BSc
(Hons) on 31/05/2018.

4.4

Other Wildlife

In accordance with good practice, the site and surrounding area were assessed for their potential to
support other protected species and for the presence of any evidence of protected species. Based on the
habitats present, the assessment was carried out with regard to nesting birds.
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5

RESULTS

5.1

Desktop Study

5.1.1

Statutory and Non-Statutory Protected Sites

The closest statutory protected site to the proposed redevelopment is Burr Closes, Selby Site of Special
Scientific Interest (SSSI) (ref code 1003556, 1.28ha) which is 2.6km to the north-west of the site. The
main habitat here is neutral grassland. There is a local nature reserve (LNR) within 5km of the site, a
National Nature Reserve (NNR) 5.3km to the north-east of the site and no non-statutory protected sites
within 1km of the site. Due to the small scale and location of the proposed re-development, it is considered
unlikely that there will be impacts on the near-by statutory protected sites.

Table 2. Statutory protected sites within 5 km and non-statutory protected sites within 1 km of the
development site.
Designation
Local Nature
Reserve (LNR)
Site of Special
Scientific
Interest (SSSI)

Reference

Name

Area (ha)

Distance

1009457

Barlow Common

32.95

3.5 km

1003556

Burr Closes, Selby SSSI

1.28

2.6 km

Figure 3. Location of the surveyed site in relation to the surrounding designated sites.
(© Crown Copyright and MAGIC database rights 2018. Ordnance Survey 100022861).

5.1.2

Bat Records

Records were obtained from the North Yorkshire Bat Group for a 2 km radius surrounding the application
site. A total of 66 records were returned, this included noctule (Nyctalus noctule), common pipistrelle
(Pipistrellus pipistrellus), soprano pipistrelle (Pipistrellus pygmaeus), pipistrelle species (Pipistrellus sp.),
unknown species of bat and Whiskered / Brandt's Bat (Myotis mystacinus/ Myotis brandti).
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5.2

Bat Risk Assessment

5.2.1

On-site Assessment

The school building was in good condition. The building is a single storey primary school which was
constructed from redbrick and a pitched roof with interlocking concrete tiles. There were gaps under the
overhanging tiles of the roof which are considered to be PRFs. The areas of hard standing are used for
play equipment by the students of the school. Located within the western hardstanding area was a small
bush which had an active birds nest within it. The access track consisted of hard standing and ruderal
vegetation of negligible ecological value on either site. The amenity grassland where the proposed works
compound will be located is of negligible ecological value due to it being regularly mown and maintained.
There is little- no commuting or foraging habitat on site for bats.

5.2.2

Off-site Assessment

Immediately adjacent to the east of the school is a line of trees next to a rail way track, this is potentially
good commuting and forage habitat for bats. Potential off-site roosting habitats; foraging and commuting
habitat. To the south of the school is the river Ouse which is potentialy good commuting habitat for bats,
particularly Daubenton’s bats (Myotis daubentonii). The wider surrounding area is an urban area of
northern Selby with near-by allotments and residential dwellings.

5.3

Bat Activity Survey

The bat activity survey was carried out at a time of year when bats are active and during optimal weather
conditions. This survey found no bats emerging from the building and a single commuting pass of a
common pipistrelle (Pipistrellus pipistrellus) at 22.17.

Table 3. Bat Activity Survey Weather Conditions.
Date
05/07/18
5.4

Survey
start
21.15

Sunset/
sunrise
21:36

Survey
end
22:40

Temp.
(°C)
16

Precipitation
None

Wind
(Beaufort)
1

Cloud
(Oktas)
3

Other Wildlife

There is a moderate value to nesting birds within bushes, trees and hedges on site. An active birds nest
was found in a bush within an area of hardstanding on site.
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6

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Overall, the school is considered to be of low value to bats. this is due to the low number of PRFs and
lack of commuting and foraging habitat on site. There was also no evidence of bats on site. There is
potentially good foraging habitat immediately to the east and south of the site. However, the bat activity
survey found no bats emerging from the building and only one commuting pass of a common pipistrelle
over site. Following the site assessment and in review of the findings, Naturally Wild would recommend
the following:

6.1

Mitigation Measures
•

A low-level lighting scheme should be implemented during and after construction to avoid indirect
disturbance to foraging and commuting bats, birds and small mammals that may be using the
near-by tree line and river.

•

If trees, hedges or bushed on site are to be removed then this should be done outside of bird
breading season (March 1st - August 31st) or under ecological supervision.

6.2

Compensation Measures
•

At least one bird box should be provided within a near-by tree or on the school building to
compensate for the removal of the bush within the area of hard standing, if it is to be removed.

6.3

Enhancement Measures
•

To enhance the biodiversity on site it is recommended that native flowering plants, that will attract
pollinating insects, are to be planted in suitable locations within the school grounds.

•

Further bird boxes should be installed on near-by trees and on the school building.

•

Schwegler 2F bat boxes should be installed on near-by tress.

Providing the recommendations of this report are implemented in full, Naturally Wild would conclude that
there will not be a significant impact to bats or any other protected species as a result of the proposed
works.
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7

SITE IMAGES

Image 1. Area of hardstanding
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Image 2. Area of hardstanding

Image 3. School roof showing gaps under roof overhanging tiles
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Image 4. Playing area with bush

Image 5. Roof of school showing further gaps under roof tiles in overhang.
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APPENDICES

9.1

Development Plans

Proposed Plans.

Site map.

Page 17 of 19
Bat Risk Assessment
Barlby Bridge Primary School

APP-18-09
R1 June 2018

9.2

Additional Information for the Legislation of Other Protected Species

Badgers: The badger is geographically widespread across the UK; however, they are still vulnerable to
baiting, hunting and detrimental impacts of development to their habitat. Both the badger and its habitat
are protected under The Protection of Badgers Act 1992, Schedule 6 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act
1981 (as amended) an Appendix Three of the Bern Convention. Therefore, badgers have legal protection
against deliberate harm or injury and it is an offence to:
•

Interfere with a badger sett by damaging or destroying it

•

Kill, injure, take or possess a badger

•

Cruelly ill-treat a badger

•

Obstruct access to a badger sett

•

Disturb a badger whilst it is in a badger sett

Nesting Birds: Birds receive protection under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended). It is
an offence to intentionally or recklessly kill, injure or take any wild bird; take, damage or destroy a nest of
a wild bird whilst it is in use or being built; or to take, damage or destroy an egg of a wild bird. The birdnesting season is defined as being from 1st March until 31st August with exceptions and alterations for
some species.

Great Crested Newts: Great crested newts are a European Protected Species, listed on Annex II and IV
of the EEC Directive on the Conservation of Natural Habitats and Wild Fauna and Flora, receiving
protection under Schedule 2 of The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017. This species
is also afforded full protection under the Schedule 5 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981. Under such
legislation it is an offence to:
•

Intentionally or recklessly* kill, injure or capture a great crested newt;

•

Possess or control any live or dead specimen or anything derived from a great crested newt;

•

Intentionally or recklessly* damage, destroy or obstruct access to any structure or place used
for shelter or protection by a great crested newt; and

•

Intentionally or recklessly* disturb a great crested newt while it is occupying a structure or place
which it uses for that purpose.

•

Damage or destroy a breeding site or resting place.

•

Sell, barter, exchange or transport or offer for sale great crested newts or parts of them.

*Reckless offences were added by the Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000, which applies only to
England and Wales.
To undertake surveys for great crested newts it is necessary to hold an appropriate licence issued by
Natural England.
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Reptiles: All native British species of reptile (of which there are 6) are listed on Schedule 5 of the
Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 and, as such, are protected from deliberate killing, injury or trade.
Therefore, where development is permitted and there will be a significant change in land use, a
reasonable effort must be undertaken to remove reptiles off site to avoid committing an offence. The
same Act makes the trading of native reptile species a criminal offence without an appropriate licence.
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