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Disclaimer

This report has been prepared by Beamsley Ecology Ltd, with all reasonable skill, care and diligence within the terms of
the Contract with the client, incorporation of our General Terms and Conditions of Business and taking account of the
resources devoted to us by agreement with the client.

We disclaim any responsibility to the client and others in respect of any matters outside the scope of the above.
This document does not constitute legal advice.
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0.0 SUMMARY

0.1 Beamsley Ecology Ltd conducted a Bat Roost Suitability Assessment (BRSA) of 75 Bailey's Lane, Halewood (the
‘Site’), ahead of proposed demolition.

0.2 Two buildings on-site were assessed: a residential property (Building 1) and an outbuilding (Building 2).
0.3 Buildings on Site were assessed in accordance with Bat Conservation Trust (BCT) Guidelines.
0.4 Building 1 is assessed as offering low suitability for roosting bats. A single emergence survey was carried out

in August 2024 which confirmed the likely absence of roosting (reported separately).

0.5 Building 2 offers negligible suitability for roosting bats and its demolition presents minimal risk of impacting on

roosting bats.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Beamsley Ecology Ltd was commissioned by Redrow Homes Limited to carry out a Bat Roost Suitability
Assessment (BRSA) at 75 Bailey's Lane, Halewood, Liverpool L26 QUA (hereafter referred to as the ‘Site’).

1.2 The work has been commissioned to inform proposals for the demolition of the existing buildings.

1.3 The Site is centred on Ordnance Survey Grid Reference SJ 45405 85466 and comprises a detached residential

property and an associated outbuilding.

Legislation

1.4 All UK bat species are protected by the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 and by the WCA
1981 (as amended). Taken together it is an offence to deliberately, intentionally or recklessly:

® Kill, injure or capture a bat;

e Disturb bats in such a way as to significantly affect the ability of any group of bats to survive, breed,
or rear / nurture their young; or

® Impact the local distribution of that species;
e Damage or destroy any breeding or resting place used by bats; or

® Obstruct access to any place used by bats for shelter or protection and disturbing bats while occupying
such a place.

2.0 METHODS

2.1 The buildings on Site were assessed for their suitability for supporting bat roosts in accordance with the Bat

Conservation Trust (BCT) Good Practice Guidelines!.
2.2 Each building on Site was ascribed a ‘suitability’ level in accordance with the table below.

Table 1: Bat Roost Suitability of Buildings and Trees

Suitability Criteria

Negligible Negligible habitat features on site likely to be used by roosting bats.

Low 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 a larger numbers of bats (i.e. unlikely to be suitable for maternity
or hibernation). 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.

Moderate A structure or tree with one or more potential roost sites that could be used due to their
size, shelter, protection, conditions, and surrounding habitat but unlikely to support a roost
of high conservation status (with respect to roost type only - the assessments in this table
are made irrespective of species conservation status, which is established after presence is
confirmed).

High 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, protections, conditions and surrounding habitats.

L Collins, J. (ed.) (2023) Bat Surveys for Professional Ecologists: Good Practice Guidelines (4" Edition), The Bat Conservation Trust. London.
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2.3 The survey was undertaken by Daniel Ross BSc (Hons) ACIEEM on the 9% of August 2024. Daniel has over 10
years of experience carrying out BRSA survey and holds a Level 2 Class Licence from Natural England for Bats.

The surveyor was aided by the use of 8 x 42 binoculars.

3.0 DESK STUDY
Site Context

3.1 The Site is located at the eastern edge of development associated with Halewood, a conurbation of Liverpool
c.11km to the east of Liverpool centre. Residential development extends to the west over Bailey’s Lane,
becoming increasingly dense towards Liverpool centre. To the east is a combination of arable fields, active

construction sites and isolated woodland (including Finch Farm Woods 70m to the southeast).

3.2 The wider landscape is dominated by development associated with the conurbations of Liverpool (west) and
Widnes (east), with farmland, occasional woodland and major roads. The Mersey Estuary is found c.3.2km to
the south.

Granted EPSM Licences

3.3 Records of granted European Protected Species Mitigation (EPSM) Licences within 1km were searched for on
the Multi-Agency Geographic Information for the Countryside (MAGIC?).

No European Protected Species Mitigation (EPSM) licences are shown within 1km of the Site.

4.0 BAT ROOST SUITABILITY ASSESSMENT

4.1 Two buildings are found on Site, a detached residential property (‘Building 1’), and an associated outbuilding
(“Building 2"). These buildings are described separately below, with photographs found in Appendix 1.

Building 1

4.2 This is a double pitched two storey rendered building with gable ends, and slate tile roof. Single storey elements
extend from the eastern elevation. The building is in reasonable condition and generally well sealed, supporting

no Potential Roost Features (PRFs).

4.3 There were some instances of lifted slate tiles, and displaced mortar along the ridge which have the potential
to support roosting. Additionally, the barge boards were lifted away from the render in areas along the western

elevation, offering a PRF.

4.4 Building 1 is assessed as offering /ow suitability for roosting bats.
Building 2
4.5 This is a single storey outbuilding constructed of solid brick, with single pitch corrugated asbestos roof on a

wooden frame.

4.6 The interior is open and exposed and supported no evidence of roosting bats.

2 Magic.defra.gov.uk. (2014). Magic. [online] Available at: http://magic.defra.gov.uk/ [Accessed October 2024].
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4.7 This building is assessed as offering negligible suitability for roosting bats.

5.0 DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

5.1 Building 1 is assessed as having low suitability for roosting bats. A single emergence survey was undertaken
on the 29%™ of August 2024 which concluded the likely absence of roosting. The results of this survey are
presented in a separate report3.

5.2 Building 2 is assessed as having negligible suitability for roosting bats and its demolition presents minimal risk

of impacting on bat roosts.

3 Brooks Ecological Limited, 05/09/2024, Bat Emergence Survey Report, Report Ref. ER-7906-01
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FIGURES

Figure 1: Site Location

Building2
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Photo 1: General view of Building 1 from Bailey’s Lane Photo 2: General view of Building 1 - eastern elevation
(west) and northern gable end

Photo 3: Lifted barge board on western elevation of Photo 4: General view of Building 2.
Building 1.
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Photo 5: Building 2 interior
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