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Section 1 
Introduction 

 
 
1.1 This report has been prepared by The Environmental Dimension Partnership (EDP) on 

behalf of Westerman Homes Ltd. (hereafter referred to as “the Client”).  It sets out the 
results of bat emergence and re-entry surveys undertaken in June 2011 of a group of 
outbuildings located at Field Farm, Stapleford, Nottinghamshire, prior to their 
demolition under Natural England Mitigation Licence 3188A. The site is situated in 
Broxtowe Borough Council and is centred approximately at Ordnance Survey Grid 
Reference (OSGR) SK 495 389. Residential development is proposed for the wider site, 
measuring a total of 21.1 hectares, as illustrated in Appendix EDP 1.  

 
1.2 The results of a mist netting survey for bats undertaken in July 2011 of the retained 

barn following the demolition works are also documented within this report to further 
inform the development proposals.  

 
1.3 This aims of this report are to: 
 

(i) Identify any remaining actual or potential constraints pertinent to the proposed 
development of the site in relation to bats;  

 
(ii) Identify how the proposed development can avoid, mitigate and, if necessary, 

compensate for impacts on these actual or potential constraints; and  
 
(iii) Identify potential opportunities for the proposed development to enhance and add 

to the biodiversity resource within the site in line with planning policy, such as 
Planning Policy Statement 9 (PPS9). 

 
1.4 The remainder of this report is structured as follows: 
 

(i) Section 2 describes the methodologies employed during further emergence and re-
entry surveys undertaken of those outbuildings known to support bat roosts, in line 
with Natural England Mitigation Licence 3188A, and during a mist netting survey of 
the bat roost located within the barn currently retained on site; 

 
(ii) Section 3 summarises the findings of the above listed surveys for bats; and 
 
(iii) Section 4 summarises the key legislative, planning policy and biodiversity action 

planning considerations for the proposed development and makes key 
recommendations in line with the aims of the report as set out above. 
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Section 2 
Methodology 

 
 
2.1 Following the completion of a number of bat surveys undertaken in 2010 of Field 

Farmhouse, its associated outbuildings and the wider site (as documented within the 
previous Ecological Appraisal Report prepared for the site (C_EDP293_04b), the main 
farmhouse and outbuildings 3, 4 and 5 were found to support a small number of bat 
roosts. These included the presence of two, common pipistrelle bat roosts each 
supporting a single individual, including one located beneath an ivy-clad wall of the 
main farmhouse and a second within the roof structure of outbuilding 3, together with 
three brown long-eared bat roosts each supporting a maximum of two individuals, 
located within outbuildings 3, 4 and 5 respectively.  

 
2.2 Given the accelerating deterioration of a number of the outbuildings on site including 

outbuildings 4 and 5 known to support roosting bats, together with ongoing vandalism 
to these buildings and difficulties in fully securing the site, an application for a European 
Protected Species Mitigation Licence was submitted to Natural England on the 16 June 
2011. This application was made to allow for the demolition of outbuildings 4 and 5 
under reasons of public health and safety, given their imminent state of collapse 
following ongoing degradation and vandalism resulting from regular and unlawful 
access to the site. The licence was subsequently granted on the 28 June 2011. A copy of 
the licence is included in Appendix EDP 2.  

 
 

Survey work undertaken in accordance with the Bat Mitigation Licence 
 
Bat Box Installation 
 

2.3 In accordance with the Bat Mitigation Licence, eight Schwegler bat boxes (two of 1FF, 
four of 2FN special and two of DFP design), were installed upon suitable mature trees 
located within the semi-natural woodland corridor along Boundary Brook to the rear of 
the buildings.  

 
Emergence & Re-entry Survey 
 

2.4 A single bat emergence and re-entry survey undertaken between the 29 and 30 June 
2011 was completed prior to the commencement of the demolition works planned for 
the 30 June 2011.  
 

2.5 The dusk emergence element of the survey was undertaken by three surveyors, 
including a licensed bat worker. One surveyor was positioned within outbuilding 3 
whilst a further two surveyors were positioned to cover the northern and southern 
elevations of the line of outbuildings 3, 4 and 5 respectively. The dawn element of the 
survey comprised two surveyors concentrating on the northern and southern elevations 
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of outbuildings 3 and 4 only to fully identify re-entry points within these buildings 
targeted for demolition.  

 
2.6 In accordance with best practice guidelines, the dusk emergence survey was initiated at 

least fifteen minutes before dusk and extended for one and a half hours into the night. 
The dawn re-entry survey was undertaken the morning after the previous night’s dusk 
survey, commencing two hours prior to sunrise and finishing at sunrise. Weather 
conditions on each visit were optimum for bat surveys, being relatively warm, with little 
wind, and no rain. 

 
2.7 Surveyors were equipped with Pettersson D240x bat detectors connected to Edirol 

Digital recorders and observations of the time, location of emergence, activity and/or re-
entry in relation to the building surveyed, and behaviour of all bats seen or heard were 
noted. Bats were identified on the basis of their characteristic echolocation calls, which 
were recorded where appropriate and analysed using computer sonogram analysis 
(Batsound 4.03) to confirm species identification.  

 
 
Bat Mist Netting Survey 

 
2.8 Further to the completion of the works required under the Bat Mitigation Licence, an 

additional investigation to fully determine the nature of the retained brown long-eared 
bat roost occupying the retained barn (Outbuilding 3) was undertaken in July 2011.  

 
2.9 Given the increase in brown long-eared bat numbers recorded during the emergence 

and re-entry survey undertaken in 2011 compared to similar surveys undertaken during 
the previous year, it was considered necessary to determine whether the status of the 
summer roost confirmed for the barn in 2010 had changed so as to inform future 
development proposals for the wider site. However due to the inherent difficulty in 
observing this particular species of bat emerging from their roost site (given their quiet 
echolocation calls, late emergence and tendency to exhibit light sampling behaviour), it 
was considered that undertaking further standard emergence surveys would likely be 
ineffective in determining roost status.  

 
2.10 A mist netting survey of the barn was therefore undertaken on the 21 July 2011 to 

enable a more definitive assessment of the number of bats present within the roost, as 
well as to allow for the confirmation of age, sex and breeding condition of those 
individuals caught. Two mist nets measuring 1.8m in width were installed over both 
entrances to the retained barn and aimed to catch bats upon emergence, whilst a third 
mist net measuring 2.7m in width was also erected beneath the roof tie-beams within 
the barn so as to catch bats whilst exhibiting light sampling behaviour. 

 
2.11 Mist nets were installed at 20:30 hours, approximately 25 minutes before sunset, and 

dismantled at 23:30 hours when bat activity had significantly declined. All bats caught 
were removed from the net and details of their sex, age (adult or juvenile), and breeding 
condition (bred this year or not bred this year), were taken before individuals were 
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released outside of the retained barn so as to prevent double counting of individuals. 
Weather conditions during the survey were overcast, dry and warm with an air 
temperatures measuring between 12 oC and 14oC. 
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Section 3 

Results 
 
 

Survey work undertaken in accordance with the Bat Mitigation Licence 
 
3.1 Bat emergence and re-entry data recorded during the survey undertaken on the 29 and 

30 of June 2011 are detailed within Appendix EDP 3. A summary of these results are 
presented in Table EDP 1 below: 

 
Building Emergence/Re-entry of Bats Observed, June 2011 
Outbuilding 3 
(barn retained on 
site) 

A maximum count of 5 brown long-eared bats seen emerging from ridge 
beam and rafters of this barn and within the brickwork beneath the wall 
plates; possibly a single common pipistrelle bat also roosting within barn, 
though no emergence seen 

Outbuilding 4 (to 
be demolished) 

No bats seen re-entering features within outbuilding 4 

Outbuilding 5 (to 
be demolished) 

No bats seen re-entering features within outbuilding 5 

Table EDP 1:   Bat emergence survey results, June 2011.  
 
3.2 No bats were seen emerging or re-entering the structures of outbuildings 4 or 5 during 

the emergence and re-entry survey, nor were any bats recovered following the sensitive 
dismantling of these structures during the demolition works.  

 
3.3 In relation to outbuilding 3, a maximum count of five brown long-eared bats was 

recorded emerging from the roof structure (compared to a maximum count of 2 
recorded during surveys previously undertaken in 2010), whilst a single common 
pipistrelle bat was also noted within the barn.  

 
3.4 Given the increase in numbers of brown long-eared bat individuals recorded during the 

2011 survey, the brown long-eared bat roost previously identified as a summer roost 
may now instead represent a breeding/maternity roost within the retained barn. In 
addition, a single common pipistrelle roost comprising a single individual is also 
supported within this building.  

 
 

Bat Mist Netting Survey 
 
3.5 A total of sixteen brown long-eared bats were captured during the mist netting survey, 

including both lactating females and juvenile bats. The full results of the mist netting 
survey are provided within Table EDP 2:  



Land at Field Farm, Stapleford, Nottinghamshire 
Further Ecology Report 

C_EDP293_06 

 

8 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Table EDP 2: Bat mist netting survey results, July 2011.  
 

3.6 In addition to those bats captured by the mist nets, a further four juvenile brown long-
eared bats were recorded on the interior walls of the retained barn prior to the 
dismantling of the nets, with a total of twenty brown long-eared bats supported by the 
retained barn. As such, the retained barn is confirmed to support a brown long-eared 
bat maternity roost. 

 
 

Adult 
Lactating 
Females 

Adult 
Nulliparous 
Females 

Adult Males 
Juvenile 
Females 

Juvenile Males 

7 1 1 2 5 
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 Section 4 
Discussion and Recommendations 

 
 
4.1 This section discusses the findings of the appraisal as set out in Section 3 and should be 

read in conjunction with the recommendations made within the previous Ecological 
Appraisal Report prepared for the site (C_EDP293_04b). 

 
 

Details of Proposed Development 
 
4.2 An outline application for the site is intended for residential development and associated 

infrastructure across a total area of 21.1 hectares. As part of this application, all 
buildings on site are to be demolished, with exception to outbuilding 3 which is to be 
retained and integrated into the development design. The semi-natural woodland 
corridor along Boundary Brook located adjacent to this retained barn will also be 
maintained, with additional planting proposed to connect this woodland habitat to all 
other areas of semi-natural woodland, hedgerows, mature trees and woodland 
plantation also targeted for retention as part of the development proposals. In addition, 
two attenuation basins will also be created within the development site as part of the 
proposed drainage strategy. The development proposals are further illustrated in 
Appendix EDP 1 and have been informed by the findings of this report and other pre-
planning investigations of the site.  

 
 

Bat Roosts on site and their Legislation 
 
4.3 A single common pipistrelle bat roost is supported by the ivy-clad gable wall at the 

western end of Field Farmhouse, whilst outbuilding 3 supports a maternity roost of 
brown long-eared bats of up to 20 individuals as well as a common pipistrelle roost 
comprising a single individual. These bats were noted emerging from the roof, wall 
plates and brickwork of outbuilding 3.  

 

4.4 Bats and their roosts are afforded full protection under the Conservation of Habitats and 
Species Regulations 2010, such that all individuals are protected against capture, injury 
and killing, whilst their roosts are protected against disturbance and destruction. In 
addition, disturbance to individuals which may affect their ability to survive, breed, 
hibernate and/or migrate, or which may significantly affect their local distribution and 
abundance is also considered an offence. Additional protection for bats is also afforded 
under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended), making it an offence to 
intentionally or recklessly disturb bats whilst they are occupying a structure or place 
which is used for shelter or protection, or to obstruct access to this structure or place. 
Brown long-eared bat is also listed as Priority Species within both the UK and 
Nottinghamshire BAP. 
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4.5 Whilst brown long-eared and common pipistrelle bats are considered to be relatively 
widespread and common both within Nottinghamshire1 and the UK2, the presence of a 
maternity roost does render it of greater conservation significance. In accordance with 
the mitigation guidelines set by Natural England3 therefore, the brown long-eared 
maternity roost supported by outbuilding 3 is classed as ‘maternity sites of common 
species’, and therefore considered to be of medium conservation significance. 

 
4.6 In addition, the common pipistrelle bat roosts supported by both Field Farmhouse and 

outbuilding 3 can be classed as ‘individual bats of common species’ within the 
guidelines and therefore considered to be of low conservation significance.  

 
4.7 Given the greater conservation significance of outbuilding 3 therefore, this building is 

proposed for retention as part of the development proposals and will be integrated into 
the residential layout for the site. Field Farmhouse however, will be demolished as part 
of the development proposals.  

 
4.8 As a result of the proposed demolition of Field Farmhouse, the common pipistrelle bat 

roost supported within its western gable wall will be lost. In addition, whilst the details 
of the development proposals remain unknown at this stage, it is likely that some level 
of renovation and/or maintenance works will be required to outbuilding 3.  

 
4.9 As such, a Bat Mitigation Licence issued by Natural England will be required prior to any 

demolition works occurring to Field Farm in accordance with the Conservation 
Regulations 2010. In addition, any renovation/maintenance works proposed to 
outbuilding 3 may also require a licence should the works required likely cause some 
disturbance to the existing bat roosts supported. Both buildings and the proposed works 
can be included within a single licence application should it be possible to programme 
all works to these buildings within an acceptable timeframe.  

 
4.10 A Bat Mitigation Licence can take up to 30 working days to be granted, and will only be 

issued once full, detailed planning permission is obtained and all associated conditions 
discharged. Moreover, a licence for any proposed works can only be approved if it can 
be demonstrated that the following three tests can be met:  

 
(i) That there is no satisfactory alternative; 
 
(ii) That there is no detriment to maintaining the favourable conservation status of the 

species; and 
 
(iii) That the development is in the interest of public health and public safety, or of 

other reasons of overriding public interest (including those of a social or economic 
nature and beneficial consequences of primary importance for the environment). 

                                                 
1 Bat Species Action Plan 2008, Nottinghamshire BAP 
2 Bat Conservation Trust (2008). National Bat Monitoring Programme – Annual Report. JNCC & Bat Conservation 
Trust.  
3 Mitchell-Jones, A.J. (2004). Bat Mitigation Guildelines. Natural England 
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4.11 Given the low status of the common pipistrelle bat roost supported by Field Farmhouse, 
the retention of all significant commuting and foraging habitat on site, and the 
existence of eight bat boxes on site considered suitable for roosting individuals of this 
species, it is considered that test (ii) above can be met. 

 
4.12 Given that the decision to retain outbuilding 3 as part of the development proposals has 

been made for the purposes of avoiding the loss of the brown long-eared bat maternity 
roost on site, it is considered likely that test (ii) above can be met. However, it is 
recommended that should any renovation and/or maintenance works be proposed to 
this building, then such works should be reviewed by a licensed bat worker to 
determine whether a mitigation licence is required and to ensure that all works 
undertaken follow an appropriate methodology designed specifically with bats in mind.  

 
4.13 To accompany a further Bat Mitigation Licence application, a detailed method statement 

including all mitigation measures proposed to ensure the avoidance, mitigation and/or 
compensation for any potential impacts upon bats and their roost sites is required 
before the licence will be granted. The information gathered during all previous and 
additional surveys undertaken of the relevant building(s) will also be used for the licence 
application.  

 
4.14 General mitigation and enhancement measures specific to the loss of the common 

pipistrelle bat roost within Field Farmhouse and to any potentially disturbing works to 
outbuilding 3 which may impact upon the brown long-eared bat maternity roost are 
recommended as follows:  

 
(i) All works to those buildings known to support bat roosts should be undertaken 

between December and April inclusive when summer and maternity roost sites are 
unlikely to be occupied; 

 
(ii) All noisy construction activities occurring within close vicinity to these roosts to 

avoid working within an hour of dusk or dawn;  
 
(iii) To compensate for the loss of the common pipistrelle bat roost following the 

demolition of Field Farmhouse, it is recommended for two additional bat boxes to 
be installed on suitable mature tree standards and/or buildings near the existing 
roost locations. Such artificial sites should be erected as soon as possible prior to 
any works to Field Farmhouse;  

 
(iv) Where possible, features suitable for pipistrelle and long-eared bats such as access 

points to soffit boxes and eaves, gaps created under tiles, and access to roof voids 
via bat bricks and/or ridge tiles should be incorporated into the design of those 
buildings to be developed within close vicinity of the existing roosts; 

 
(v) All bat boxes and other features for bats incorporated into buildings should be 

included within the Landscape and Ecology Management Plan to ensure their 
appropriate long-term maintenance and management; and 
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(vi) A sensitive lighting strategy adjacent to, and within the vicinity of, outbuilding 3 
should be in place so as to ensure no disturbance upon the maternity roost as a 
result of light spill. Where possible, lighting should be avoided altogether 
on/adjacent to outbuilding 3, adjacent to bat box locations, and within all habitat 
corridors connecting the retained barn to the adjacent semi-natural woodland. 
Where lighting is necessary within the vicinity of the retained barn and adjacent 
woodland, then this should be appropriately designed so as to ensure that 
directional, timed, or low-level lighting of minimum lux levels be used. In addition, 
all external light fittings on buildings should avoid light spill upon any bat features 
incorporated into their design or near bat boxes erected on adjacent trees.  

 
4.15 In addition to the above, it is recommended that outbuilding 3 is maintained to ensure 

the future longevity of the bat roost supported. In particular, the stability of this building 
should be reassessed and for appropriate maintenance works to be undertaken given 
the damage it has been subject to thus far.  

 

4.16 All renovation and maintenance works will necessarily need to ensure that the roof 
structure and all other key features likely to support the roosting bats remain unaltered 
in the process and for the current open and accessible nature of the barn be maintained 
where possible. Should alterations to this building be required, such as the creation of a 
ceiling and loft void, or alterations to existing access points including doorway size and 
locations, then it will be imperative to ensure that adequate volume and accessibility 
remains for brown long-eared bats in particular, in addition to ensuring the 
maintenance of the environmental regime of the altered roosts and established flight 
paths leading to and from this building.   

 

4.17 Whilst no further specific compensation, mitigation and enhancement measures can be 
determined for outbuilding 3 at this stage, it is strongly advised that any proposed 
renovation and alteration works be assessed by a licensed bat worker to ensure that 
adequate measures, including the need for a mitigation licence, are in place to ensure 
no significant detrimental impacts occur upon the maternity roost as a result of any 
alterations proposed to this building.  

 

4.18 It is considered that should the above mitigation measures be implemented as part of 
the development proposals, no significant impacts to bats will likely arise as a result of 
the development proposals such that their favourable conservation status can be 
maintained.  
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Appendix EDP 1 
Illustrative Masterplan, Field Farm, Stapleford (Drawing No. SK14 

rev. J, October 2011, Halsall Lloyd Partnership 
Architects & Designers) 
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Natural England Bat Licence EPSM2011-3188 A 
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CONSERVATION OF HABITATS AND SPECIES 
REGULATIONS 2010
LICENCE ISSUED UNDER REGULATION 53(1) IN 
RESPECT OF CERTAIN EUROPEAN PROTECTED 
SPECIES:
This licence authorises acts that would otherwise be offences 
under the above legislation

Any request for information in this licence will be considered under the 
Environmental Information Regulations 2004 and the Freedom of Information Act 
2000 as appropriate.

Natural England Ref:

Wildlife Licensing Unit
Natural England 
Temple Quay House 
2 The Square
Bristol, BS1 6EB
T 0845 6014523
F 0845 6013438 EPSM2011-3188 Suffix: A

Natural England, in exercise of the powers conferred on the Secretary of State by Regulation 53 of the 
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010, is satisfied that:
             there is no satisfactory alternative and the action authorised will not be detrimental to the maintenance
             the species concerned at a favourable conservation status in their natural range.

This licence is granted for the purpose of Preserving public health or public safety

To: Name in full: Mr Robert Westerman

Address:

Nottinghamshire NG9  5HQPostcode:

158 Bye-Pass Road, Chilwell, Nottingham, .

County:

Company Name: W Westerman Ltd

Of the following species: The Max No Common Name (Latin Name):

To (authorised actions):  By means of (method):  

Bats

Capture. Disturb. . . Damage or 
Destroy Resting Place. . 

By hand. Exclusion by one-way door or 
valve. Permanent exclusion by techniques 
specified in the Bat Workers Manual. 
Destructive search by soft demolition. 
Mechanical demolition. . . .

Species Group:

Brown Long Eared bat: Plecotus auritus3

CONTINUED OVERLEAF

WML-L13a(01/08) EPSM2011-3188 A



 Project Work Consented:

Demolition of unsafe structures to the rear of the main farm house including buildings 4 and 5 and part 
of building 6.

 At Location: Field Farm

Ilkeston Road

Stapleford

Nottingham

OS Grid Ref:
Nottinghamshire

NG9  8JH SK494389

 between the dates of: 28/06/2011 and inclusive:31/08/2011

This licence is granted subject to the licensee, including servants and named agents, adhering to the 
terms and conditions specified below and to the activities agreed in the Method Statement between 
the licensee and Natural England. The Method Statement for the mitigation scheme is appended to this 
licence. The following person is authorised to act on behalf of the licensee:

 Consultant Name: Mr J Mullholland (EDP)
 Consultant Address: 14 Inner Courtyard, Whiteway Farmhouse, The Whiteway, Cirencester, 

Gloucestershire, GL7  7BA

 Signature:  Date:

 (for Natural England on behalf of the Secretary of State, Department for Environment, Food and Rural 
Affairs)

 Important Advice:

This licence authorises acts that would otherwise be offences under the Conservation of Habitats 
and Species Regulations 2010. Any departure from the terms or conditions of the licence will be 
an offence against that Act;

This licence conveys no authority for actions prohibited by any other legislation;

This licence can be modified or revoked at any time by the Secretary of State or Natural England, 
but this will not be done unless there are good reasons for doing so. The licence is likely to be 
revoked immediately if it is discovered that false information had been provided which resulted in 
the issue of the licence. Any person who provided a false statement or information to obtain this 
licence is guilty of an offence and may be liable to prosecution;

Bodies corporate and their directors/secretaries are liable for offences under the 2010 Regulations.

 •

 •
 •

 •

28/06/2011Ms D Nicolaou

WML-L13a(01/08) EPSM2011-3188 A



Licence Conditions

The licensee is responsible for ensuring that operations comply with all terms and conditions of the licence.
 
While engaged in the activities to which this licence applies the Licensee shall make a copy of the licence 
available for inspection on each site where the activities are taking place, and shall produce it on demand 
to any constable or an officer of Natural England.

No agent of the Licensee shall carry out any of the activities to which this licence applies unless authorised 
in writing by the licensee, appointing them the Licensee’s agent.  The agent shall make a copy of the 
authorisation available for and shall produce it on demand to any constable or officer of Natural England.

The licensee must submit a written report of actions taken under licence, even if no action is taken, and 
sent to the Natural England officer at the address shown on the top of the report form, to arrive not later 
than 14 days (two weeks) after the expiry of the licence. Failure to make reports may result in the licence 
being revoked and/or the refusal to grant subsequent licences.

1.

2.

3.

4.

A person authorised by the licensee shall provide him/her with such information as is within his/her 
knowledge and is necessary for the Report, which the licensee is required to make to Natural England.

The Licensee shall permit an officer of Natural England, accompanied by such persons as he/she 
considers necessary for the purpose, on production of his/her identification on demand, reasonable 
access to the site for monitoring purposes and to be present during any operations carried out under the 
authority of this licence for the purpose of ascertaining whether the conditions of this licence are being, or 
have been, complied with. The Licensee shall give all reasonable assistance to an officer of Natural 
England and any persons accompanying him/her.

The licensee, including servants and named agents, must adhere to the activities and timescales agreed 
in the Method Statement between the licensee and Natural England.

All activities authorised by this licence, and all equipment used in connection herewith shall be carried out, 
constructed and maintained (as the case may be) so as to avoid cruelty, unnecessary injury or distress to 
any species covered by this licence.

5.

6.

7.

8.

Methods used in connection with the execution of this licence must comply with the relevant published 
'mitigation guidelines', unless otherwise agreed with Natural England and specified in the Method 
Statement pertaining to this licence.

9.

Recommendations (Bat Licences only)

Natural England advises that where any individual is likely to come into contact with a bat in the operation 
of this licence, they should ensure that they wear suitable clothing and gloves and have been vaccinated 
against European Bat Lyssavirus (EBL).

a).

Special Conditions:
None

10.

11.

The ecologist named on this licence is authorised to appoint such persons in writing to enable them to 
handle Great crested newts for the specific task of relocating animals from pitfall traps and/or artificial 
refugia (e.g. carpet tiles) either to the opposite side of the exclusion fencing or to the receptor site, as 
appropriate. Those appointed persons will be classed as assistants and will only be covered by this 
licence if they have received appropriate training which includes the handling and welfare of the species. 
Such persons, who may be 'site staff' or 'field workers', are not required to hold individual Great crested 
newt licences and may work unsupervised. Persons appointed as assistants by the ecologist named on 
this licence will be required to produce on demand their written authorisation to a police constable or an 
officer of Natural England

The ecologist named on this licence shall be responsible for all activities of the persons they have 
appointed in connection with this licence, as referred to in condition 10, and must provide Natural England 
with a list of those persons appointed and notify it of any changes to that list.

Great crested newt licences only

WML-L13a(01/08) EPSM2011-3188 A
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Postcode:

EPSM2011-3188 AOur Ref:
28 June 2011

Mr Robert Westerman

Nottinghamshire

Co. Name:

NG9  5HQ
County:

Address:
Natural England

Wildlife Licensing Unit
First Floor, Temple Quay 

House, 2 The Square
Bristol, BS1 6EB

T 0845 601 4523
F 0845 601 3438

Ms D Nicolaou

CONSERVATION  OF HABITATS AND SPECIES REGULATIONS 2010
LICENCE APPLICATION IN RESPECT OF CERTAIN EUROPEAN PROTECTED SPECIES

Mr WestermanDear

SITE: Field Farm, Ilkeston Road, Stapleford, Nottingham, Nottinghamshire, NG9  8JH

To:

I refer to your application for a licence in respect of the above site. Please find enclosed licence 
numbered: 

EPSM2011-3188 A

It is essential that you read the conditions of the licence and make it available on site for 
inspection.   

If there are any changes to the proposed works detailed in agreed Method Statement you should 
inform us as soon as possible. Such changes will likely require a modification to the licence and 
will need to be agreed by us before a modified licence can be issued.

158 Bye-Pass Road
Chilwell
Nottingham

W Westerman Ltd

To help, please send us one copy of the revised Method Statement on CD, by email if less than 
5MB in size or alternatively three paper copies (see the note below for specific requirements*). 
This must be sent to the Wildlife Licensing Unit, not a Wildlife Adviser.

Describe any implications for the 'favourable conservation status' of the species licensed as a 
result of the changes proposed.

Changes to the Method Statement

Changes must be identified using one or more of the following methods:

Covering Letter

A modification submission should include a covering letter outlining the changes required and 
providing justification for the alterations. Please ensure the licence reference number is included 
in the covering letter to ensure the modification is processed as quickly as possible.

A summary of the changes to the licensed Method Statement and other documents;
A summary of the animals captured/ disturbed during the licensed works so far;

In addition, the following information must be provided either in the covering letter or, in the case 
of Great crested newt applications, on the cover sheet of the Method Statement itself:

A summary of progress with the licensed development/ operation;

Block- coloured text, or all the above.
Use different font colour;
Underline new text/ strikeout deleted text;

WML-L13a(01/08) EPSM2011-3188 A



Yours sincerely,  

Senior Licensing Officer 

Ms D Nicolaou

For bat, dormouse and EPS (excluding Great crested newt) licence modifications (or 
resubmissions following a minded-to-refuse), please submit Document 2 (Delivery Information), 
together with any photos, maps and plans relevant to the Delivery Information. You only need 
submit Document 1 (Background Information) if you have altered anything in this document (for 
example, licensable activities, further survey information, etc.).

Method Statement for Great crested newt.
For GCN licence modifications (or resubmissions following a minded-to-refuse), please submit 
the Method Statement in its entirety, together with all maps, plans, photos and appendices.

Any further documents needed to support the application, including any discussed with 
the Wildlife Adviser or Senior Licensing Officer assessing the application.

Updated maps, diagrams and figures, as appropriate.

An updated timetable which shows any changes to the programme and allows sufficient time 
for the assessment of the modified Method Statement by Natural England.

The modified Method Statement must include:

*Please note: Method Statement requirements below.

Method Statement for bats, Dormouse and other EPS (Excluding Great crested newt).

If you have any questions relating to this licence or future European Protected Species 
licence applications, please take the time to read our document called 'How to get a 
licence' which can be found at the following link on the Natural England website;

www.naturalengland.org.uk/Images/WML-G12_tcm6-4116pdf

WML-L13a(01/08) EPSM2011-3188 A
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Method Statement for Application for Bat Licence 
 
Document 2 – Delivery Information 
 
 
A Mitigation and Compensation 
 
A.1 Summary of mitigation strategy 
 

This document sets out the measures to be undertaken to remove the risk posed by 
buildings 4 and 5 whilst not adversely impacting on the bat species present. The mitigation 
strategy has two main objectives. First, to avoid harm to bats during the demolition of 
buildings 4 and 5 and second, to provide alternative roosting habitat that adequately 
compensates for the loss of existing habitat. 
 
Harm to bats will be avoided by the careful checking of buildings 4 and 5 by a Natural 
England licensed bat worker immediately prior to demolition, and a sensitive methodology 
will be adopted for the demolition works. The bat worker's advice will be followed by the 
demolition workers who will be supervised as necessary. The demolition is scheduled for 
June - August 2011 (exact timings will be determined by receipt of derogation licence).  
 
As it will not be possible, nor deemed necessary to provide alternative roosting 
opportunities for bats within an existing building, or through the provision of a new 
building, replacement roosting opportunities will be provided in the form of bat boxes 
erected on trees within the strip of woodland located immediately adjacent to the 
buildings.  

 
 
B Works to be undertaken by the ecologist or suitably experienced person 
 
B.1 Capture and exclusion 
 

Before commencing the demolition works on buildings 4 and 5, the site managers and 
workers will be inducted by a Natural England licensed bat worker to make them aware of 
the possible presence of bats within the fabric of the buildings, their legal protection, and 
of working practices which would avoid harming any bats that may be present. A copy of 
the method statement will be made available at the site for the duration of the 
demolition/construction programme. 

 
The demolition will be scheduled to be undertaken as soon as possible once the derogation 
licence has been received and will be sometime between June – August 2011. The bat 
roosts present are not considered to be maternity roosts, therefore exclusion at this time of 
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year should not have an impact on flightless young. The demolition works will be 
conducted under supervision by a Natural England licensed bat worker. 
 
Before the start of works a range of Schwegler bat boxes (2 no. 1FF, 4 no. 2FN special, and 
2 no. DFP) will be erected on suitable mature trees within the strip of woodland adjacent to 
the buildings.  
 
Given the readiness of bat roost locations to move, the buildings will be reinvestigated for 
bat presence immediately prior to the start of demolition. This will involve a combined 
evening emergence/dawn re-entry survey undertaken the evening/morning prior to 
demolition commencing and an update internal inspection of the buildings before and 
following this survey. Previously buildings 4 and 5 could not be fully inspected internally due 
to health and safety concerns associated with the remains of the collapsing roofs and floor 
beams overhead. To enable a more detailed internal inspection to be undertaken, the roof 
of buildings 4 and 5 will be removed prior to this inspection. 
 
The most appropriate way of dismantling the walls of buildings 4 and 5 so as to avoid harm 
to the bats present and avoid risk to operatives working in close proximity to the structures 
cannot be determined at this stage given the rapidly changing status of the stability of the 
buildings in question. Having spoken to Howard Ward Associates LLP (structural engineers), 
it is clear that sections of the walls have deteriorated to such an extent that there is now 
little cohesion between individual bricks. The extent of this deterioration and its location 
relative to the bat roosting locations is presently unknown however. Therefore, two 
working methods are proposed for this element of work, the first being the preferred 
option involving hand removal of sections of walls, the second involving exclusion of bats. It 
may be necessary to utilise one or other of these techniques or a combination of both; 
however this will not be known until works commence on site and the current status of the 
buildings assessed. The two working methods proposed are detailed below: 
 

• The preferred option is to dismantle small sections of targeted walls by hand or 
through the use of hand tools under the supervision of a licensed bat worker. This 
technique would focus solely on sections of wall where roosting has been 
confirmed during previous bat surveys on site, or on sections which provide suitable 
sized gaps to support roosting bats but which cannot be fully inspected using 
endoscopes/torches and mirrors, etc. This technique would allow for the sensitive 
dismantling of all the potential/actual roost locations with minimal disturbance/risk 
of injury to bats. Any bats captured will either be released at night or transferred to 
the newly erected bat boxes. Any injured bats will be taken into immediate care. 
Once all of the suitable cracks/crevices have been explored the remaining wall will 
be demolished using standard demolition techniques (i.e. knocked over using the 
bucket of a digger or similar). 

 
• If the above is not possible, should there be a risk in harming either bats or 

demolition operatives, the proposed alternative is to initiate an exclusion of the 
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roost sites. This exclusion would involve the installation of ‘one-way door or valve’ 
as described in Chapter 9.1.2 of the Bat Workers Manual. This valve is constructed 
from a collapsible plastic tube fitted over the roost entrance. This device allows any 
bats present to leave the roost but not re-enter. After being installed for a minimum 
period of three days, the roosting location will be re-inspected to establish whether 
the bats have vacated the roost site. Given the large number of cracks/crevices 
within the brickwork, this option is not the preferred option as this procedure may 
inadvertently force the bats to move to another location within the same building 
rather than leaving the building all together. This may therefore result in the 
potential to demolish remaining sections of the wall with bats in residence as a 
result of bats moving to these sections. If this method is to be employed either in 
combination with the preferred method described above or on its own, various 
steps will be employed to minimise the likelihood of this occurring. These include:  

 
o dismantling as much of the wall structure as safely as possible prior to the 

bats being excluded, thereby reducing the number of potential alternative 
roost sites;  

o filling any vacant cracks/crevices of suitable size to be used by bats; and 
o on completion of the exclusion, the undertaking of a combined evening 

emergence/dawn re-entry survey prior to the remaining wall structures being 
demolished. 

 
The above steps are considered sufficient to enable the buildings to be safely dismantled 
without causing harm to any bats present or placing demolition contractors in undue 
danger. The iterative approach described above is therefore deemed the only suitable way 
forward. 
 
 

C Works to be undertaken by the Developer/Landowner 
 
C.1 Bat Roosts 
 
C.1.1 In-situ retention of roost(s) 
 

As discussed within other documents supporting this application, the farmhouse and 
building 3, both of which contain bat roosts, will be retained for the immediate future. 

 
C.1.2 Modification of existing roost(s) 
 
 Not applicable 
 
C.1.3 New roost creation 
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Due to the nature of the proposed works, it will not be possible to provide new roosting 
opportunities within either an existing or custom-built building. Alternative roosting 
provisions will therefore instead be provided in the form of a range of Schwegler bat boxes 
(2 no. 1FF, 4 no. 2FN special and 2 no. DFP) erected on suitable mature trees within the 
strip of woodland adjacent to the buildings (see Plan EDP293/26 (Proposed Location of Bat 
Boxes). These bat boxes will be erected immediately prior to works commencing. The bat 
boxes will be sited carefully in relation to aspect, height above ground and to avoid 
branches which would obstruct access by bats. These boxes will remain in place 
permanently to provide the replacement roosting provisions within the site. 
 

 
C.1.4 Scaled maps/plans 
 

Plan EDP293/27 Field Farmhouse and Associated Buildings 
 

Plan EDP293/15 Bat Roosting Potential of Buildings Assessed and Approximate 
Locations of Roosts Confirmed 

 
Plan EDP293/26 Proposed Location of Bat Boxes 
 
 

D Post-development Site Safeguard 
 
D.1 Habitat/site management and maintenance 
 

The bat boxes, by virtue of their design will require little/no maintenance other than 
ensuring that they remain in place and do not suffer from vandalism. The site is regularly 
inspected by a number of parties including W. Westerman Ltd., the tenant farmer, the 
estate agents and the local police beat team, such that the inspection of these boxes will 
become part of a regular inspection undertaken of the properties on site. Any boxes 
suffering from damage so as to no longer provide a roosting resource will be replace on a 
like-for-like basis. 
 
The remaining buildings will continue to be maintained by W Westerman Ltd., with regular 
inspections by the tenant farmer and the estate agents to ensure they remain in good 
condition and thus retain suitable conditions for bat roosting as far as is practically possible. 

 
D.2 Population monitoring, roost usage, etc. 
 

In accordance with Figure 4 of the bat mitigation guidelines1, due to the low conservation 
significance of the roosts to be destroyed there are no requirements for monitoring of roost 
usage. None are therefore proposed. 

                                                
1 Mitchell-Jones, A.J. (2004) Bat Mitigation Guidelines, English Nature 
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D.3 Mechanism for ensuring delivery of post-development works 
 

The legal basis of the EPS Development Licence (and this Method Statement) is considered 
in itself to be sufficiently robust to ensure delivery. Robert Westerman of W Westerman 
Ltd., together with assistance of the licensed bat worker and relevant contractors will be 
responsible for ensuring that the work proceeds in accordance with this method statement.
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E Timetable of Works 
 
 
 

2011 Task 
June July August 

Obtain Natural England EPS licence             
Erect bat boxes on mature trees 
adjacent to buildings and undertake 
update internal check of buildings for 
any bats and emergence/re-entry 
survey 

            

Soft demolition of buildings 4 and 5 
under supervision 

            

 
N.B. Exact timings to be determined on receipt of the derogation licence. The works are proposed to take no longer than 1 week to complete from 
erection of bat boxes/re-inspection of buildings to demolition of buildings. Given the current risk posed by the buildings it is envisaged that 
demolition works will proceed as soon as the licence is issued. 
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Appendix EDP 3 

Bat Emergence and Re-entry Survey Data, June 2011 
 
 

Survey period: 21:00 - 23:00
Weather: 12 (start) -7.5 (end) degrees celsius; dry; 10% cloud cover Sunset: 21:35
Surveyor Buildings 

covered
Elevation Activity observed/recorded including confirmed or potential roosts 

(yellow highlighted cells)
Time

Social calls heard, not seen 2137-2153
Single long-eared bat emerged from eastern end of barn from ridge 
beam/rafters; exact point not seen

2156

2nd long-eared bat emerged from rafters within building at eastern gable end. 
No echolocation

2158

Light sampling activity of emerged individuals 2159
3rd long-eared bat emerged from eastern gable end; continual light sampling 
activity

2203

4th long-eared bat flying between rafters 2205
Single common pipistrelle bat, heard not seen, likely from outside barn 2207
Two long-eared bats flying within barn 2211
Five long-eared bats now seen flying within barn, plus single pipistrelle 2213-2215
Social calls 2232
Single long-eared and common pipistrelle bat flying within barn 2231-2239
Two long-eared bats left, flying amongst rafters 2243-2244
Single long-eared bat remaining in barn 2307-2312
Two long-eared bats flying around barn 2315
Common pipistrelle bat, heard not seen 2205
Common pipistrelle bat seen overhead 2206
Common pistrelle bat commuting south - north- south overhead 2230-2233
Long-eared bat flying overehead from barn northwards, towards woodland 2235
Long-eared bat seen leaving Outbuilding 3 and flying north 2248
Common pipistrelle, heard not seen 2206
Common pipistrelle flying overhead in southerly direction 2207
Common pipistrelle foraging in courtyard 2210-2211
Single long-eared bat commuting along wall of outbuildings 2226-2227
Common pipistrelle foraging in courtyard 2233
Common pipistrelle commuting over outbuildings 2244
Common pipistrelle & long-eared bat, heard not seen 2259
Single myotid bat, heard not seen 2335

Survey period: 02:45 - 04:45
Weather: 10.9 (start) - 5.4 (end) degrees celsius; dry; 0% cloud cover Sunrise: 04:47
Surveyor Buildings 

covered
Elevation Activity observed/recorded including confirmed or potential roosts 

(yellow highlighted cells)
Time

Single long-eared bat foraging overhead 0306
Single long-eared bat flying south over wall 0312
Single long-eared bat flying north away from barn 0316
Single long-eared bat flying overhead before heading southwards 0320-0326
Single common pipistrelle bat commuting overhead 0335
Single long-eared bat entered outbuilding 3 0336
2nd long-eared bat entered outbuilding 3 0344
Single long-eared and common pipistrelle foraging overhead 0345
2 long-eared bats foraging 0347
3 long-eared bats possibly entered outbuilding 3 0351-0352
2 Long-eared bats commuting northwards 0326-0329
Single common pipistrelle bat commuting southwards 0334
Single long-eared bat seen commuting over outbuilding 5 0335
Single long-eared bat seen commuting over outbuildings 4 & 5 then headed 
south

0336

Long-eared bat foraging over buildings 4 & 5 before heading south westwards 0342
Long-eared bat heading south along line of willow trees 0344
2 common pipistrelle bats seen heading north over buildings 0345
3 long-eared bats seen flying into outbuilding 3 0350
1 long-eared bat seen flying over outbuildings 4 &5 before heading west 0354

1 Outbuilding 
3

Inside 
building

2 Outbuilding
s 3, 4 & 5

north side

3 Outbuilding
s 3, 4 & 5

south side

2 Outbuilding
s 3, 4 & 5

north side

Dawn Re-entry 30th June 2011

south sideOutbuilding
s 3, 4 & 5

3

Dusk Emergence 29th June 2011
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