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1.     Introduction, Purpose and Methodology   

 

1.1. Tyler Grange (TG) were instructed to conduct an Ecological Appraisal 

of land at Chedworth Farm Shop, Chedworth, Gloucestershire (the 

‘site’) to inform a planning application for demolition of the existing farm 

shop and construction of up to 9no. dwellings.  The site is located at 

national grid reference SP 066 105 and the extent of the site is shown 

in Figure 1.  

 

Methodology 

1.2. Detailed methods are provided at Appendix 1. This Ecological Appraisal 

has been informed by the following: 
 

• Internet desk study in 2019 and 2021; 

• Initial site survey comprising ‘extended’ Phase I habitat survey 

(JNCC, 2010) and internal and external building assessments for 

protected species (Collins, 2016) in 2019 and repeated in 2021; and 

• A single bat emergence survey (Collins, 2016) conducted in 2019 

and repeated in 2021.  

 

1.3. The above scope has informed the description and evaluation of 

ecological features - in line with (CIEEM, 2018), assessment of impacts 

as a result of the proposals and mitigation/enhancement requirements 

to ensure conformity with legislation and policy (see Appendix 2). 

 

Quality Assurance 

1.4. This report has been prepared by Carly Goodman-Smith, an 

experienced ecological consultant and full member of the Chartered 

Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (CIEEM). All 

ecologists at TG are members of CIEEM and abide by the Institutes 

code of conduct. 

 

Figure 1: Red line boundary of site 
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2.     Ecological Features   

                   
Desk Study Results 

 

Table 1: Designated Sites (in order of proximity to the site) 

2.1. The site is not covered by, or adjacent to, any sites designated for 

nature conservation importance.  A number of such sites are present in 

the study area (defined in Appendix 1) as set out in Table 1.  Stony 

Furlong Railway Cutting SSSI (245m west) and Foss Cross Quarry 

SSSI (1.6km south west) are designated on account of their geological 

interest so are not considered in this report. 
 

Feature 
Distance 
from Site 

Ecological 
Importance1 

Description 

Designated sites 

Barnsley Warren 

SSSI 

2.5km south National Unimproved limestone 

grassland supporting 

nationally rare and scarce 

plants and butterflies. 

 

Winson 

Meadows SSSI 

3.3km south 

east 

National Neutral grassland with 

marshy areas providing an 

example of alluvial pasture 

associated with a limestone 

stream. 

 

EPS Mitigation licences 

Brown long-

eared and 

common 

pipistrelle roost 

 

600m north Likely local Non-breeding roost. Licence 

runs from 2015 - 2020. 

Brown long-

eared roost 

1.8km east Likely local to 

district 

Breeding roost. Licence runs 

from 2014 - 2019. 

 

 

 

  

 
1  Defined in line with CIEEM methodology (CIEEM, 2018). 
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2.     Ecological Features  
 

  

Extended Phase I Habitat Survey Results 

2.2. The site is located to the south of Chedworth village and is surrounded 

by pastoral farmland and horse paddocks, with a block of wooded 

scrub to the west (see Error! Reference source not found.).  The 

site itself comprises a collection of buildings which in 2019 was in use 

as a farm shop and café (TN 1 to 3 on Error! Reference source not 

found.) and hardstanding used for associated car parking, deliveries 

and outdoor seating (TN 4). In the update in 2021, the shop and café 

were no longer in use. 

 

2.3. All the buildings are steel framed, pitched corrugated asbestos / metal 

/ Perspex roofs with cladded concrete block construction.  Detailed 

descriptions and photographs are provided at Appendix 3. The 

buildings and hardstanding are of negligible ecological importance. 

 
2.4. Small isolated patches of rough grassland and tall ruderal vegetation 

are located at TN 5 and 6.  Species recorded, and photographs are 

provided at Appendix 3. These areas are isolated and not contiguous 

with other more valuable habitat hence are of no more than site 

ecological importance.    

 
2.5. Bats is considered over the page, however, no evidence of other 

protected or priority species on the site was recorded during the initial 

site survey. The open fronted part of building 3 has some potential to 

be used by nesting birds, although no active nests were recorded 

during the survey or update.  

 

 

 Figure 2: Aerial photo of the site and immediate environs with target notes 
(TN) 1-6 

1 

2 3 
4 

5 
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2.    Ecological Features   

 

Bat Surveys 

Preliminary Roost Assessment 

2.6. The three connected buildings were considered to have low potential to support roosting bats - in line with (Collins, 2016).  Potential roosting features 

were limited to small crevices beneath wooden cladding, under lead flashing and beneath wooden barge boards.  The void above the café was light and 

unsuitable for roosting and no evidence of bats or birds was found during internal or external searches.  

 

Emergence survey 

2.7. In line with published guidance for low potential buildings a single bat emergence survey was conducted I 2019 and repeated in 2021.  Three surveyors 

were positioned around the buildings to ensure adequate coverage (see Appendix 1).  No bats were observed emerging from any of the buildings in 

2019 or 2021.  Bat activity recorded was low, with only occasional passes by one or two individual common pipistrelle bats (see Appendix 3). 

 

Conclusion 

2.8. No bat roosts are present and the site is used by low numbers of common species for commuting / foraging but is not considered important in maintaining 

the local population and are considered to be of no more than local ecological importance. 
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3.     Implications, Recommendations and    
        Conclusions 

  

 

3.1. Given the low ecological importance of the habitats recorded and the lack of potential for protected and priority species proposed clearance of the site to 

allow the proposed redevelopment would not trigger national or local (policy EN8 of the local plan) policies or legislation as it relates to wildlife.  

 

3.2. No bat roosts were present and only low levels of bat activity were recorded by common species known to be tolerant of some ambient lighting. 

Nevertheless, given the presence of known roosts in the wider landscape, including those of more light sensitive species such as long-eared bats, lighting 

should be restricted within the proposals and only installed if / where required and limited to directional and low level security lighting controlled by motion 

sensors on a short (1 minute) timer in line with published guidance (ILP, 2018).  

 

3.3. To mitigate for losses of small areas of habitat present and to deliver ecological enhancements in line with national and local planning policy the following 

would be implemented: 

 

a. Use of native species of local provenance within any proposed landscaping within the development; 

b. Erection of two Schwegler 2F bat boxes2 on mature trees present within the wider land ownership; and 

c. Erection of two Schwegler 1B bird boxes2 (suitable for inter alia tree sparrow, a local Biodiversity Action Plan species3) on trees within the wider land 

ownership. 

 

Conclusion 

3.4. Provided the recommendations of this report are implemented (which could be controlled via an appropriately worded planning condition), the proposed 

development would be in conformity with national and local planning policy and legislation afforded to biodiversity.  

 

                

  

 
2  Available from www.nhbs.co.uk or www.wildcare.co.uk  
3  https://www.gloucestershirenature.org.uk/biodiversity-action-plan-bap  

http://www.nhbs.co.uk/
http://www.wildcare.co.uk/
https://www.gloucestershirenature.org.uk/biodiversity-action-plan-bap
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Appendix 1:  Methodology  
 

 

Desk Study Table A1.1: Study areas for desk study 

A1.1. Existing ecological records were collated for the 

site and its vicinity.  This helps in the assessment 

of a site and provides additional information on 

issues that may not be apparent during a single 

site survey, which by its nature provides only a 

'snapshot' of the ecology of a given site. 

 

A1.2. The study areas used for the desk study and 

sources used to gather information are provided 

at Table A1.1. 

 

Item Source Study area 

Internationally designated statutory sites 

(e.g. SAC, SPA, Ramsar) 

Multi-Agency Geographic Information for 

the Countryside (MAGIC) website4 and 

Joint Nature Conservancy Council 

(JNCC) website5. 

 

10km 

Nationally designated statutory sites (e.g. 

SSSI) 

 

MAGIC and Natural England (NE) 

website6. 

 

2km 

Non-statutory sites (e.g. LWSs/SINCs) Cotswold District Council Local Plan 

2011 - 20317 Proposals map. 

 

2km 

Ancient Woodland and priority habitats MAGIC. Site and 

adjacent areas 

 

Records of European Protected Species 

(EPS) mitigation licences 

 

MAGIC. 2km 

Local planning policy and supplementary 

planning guidance relevant to biodiversity 

Cotswold District Council Local Plan 

2011 - 20317. 

 

Site 

Gloucestershire Biodiversity Action Plan 

(LBAP) 

 

Gloucestershire Local Nature 

Partnership8. 

 

Site 

 
4  www.magic.defra.gov.uk  
5  http://archive.jncc.gov.uk/page-4  
6  https://designatedsites.naturalengland.org.uk  
7  https://www.cotswold.gov.uk/residents/planning-building/planning-policy/local-plan-2011-2031/  
8  https://www.gloucestershirenature.org.uk/biodiversity-action-plan-bap  

http://www.magic.defra.gov.uk/
http://archive.jncc.gov.uk/page-4
https://designatedsites.naturalengland.org.uk/
https://www.cotswold.gov.uk/residents/planning-building/planning-policy/local-plan-2011-2031/
https://www.gloucestershirenature.org.uk/biodiversity-action-plan-bap
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Extended Phase I Habitat Survey 

A1.3. The technique for the site survey was based upon Phase I survey methodology (JNCC, 2010).  This 'extended' Phase I technique provides an inventory 

of the habitat types present and dominant species.  Additionally, incidental records of fauna were also made during the survey and the habitats 

identified were evaluated for their potential to support legally protected and priority9 species.  Metadata for the survey is provided in Table A1.3. 

 

Bat surveys 

External and internal preliminary roost assessments (PRA)  

A1.4. PRAs of buildings on the site were undertaken using methods were adapted from best practice guidance (Collins, 2016).  Externally the buildings were 

carefully examined, from ground level, aided by the use of binoculars, a Clulite torch and endoscope, where required.  A systematic visual inspection 

was undertaken of the buildings with a focus on areas that could have potential roost features (PRF), as well as the ground below these features. 

 

A1.5. An internal assessment was also undertaken.  Note was taken of features that may indicate a higher likelihood of bats being present including large 

roof voids with space for flying and / or large roof timbers with joints, cracks and holes.  The loft voids were searched thoroughly, with particular 

attention paid to areas near potential bat access points, which were identified during the external building assessment, as well as features most likely 

to be used by bats, including beams and joints, gable end walls, chimney breasts, junctions between timbers and walls, uncovered water tanks, where 

present, and the floor beneath these features. 

 

A1.6. A search was also made for evidence of bats or bats themselves and for potential access or egress points, or PRFs shown in Table A1.3.  Dependent 

on the results of these surveys, as well as consideration of a number of additional factors, including internal conditions, proximity to foraging habitats 

or cover and potential for disturbance from lighting and other sources, buildings were assessed as being of negligible, low, moderate or high potential 

to support roosting bats, or to be a confirmed roost, where bats or sufficient evidence were recorded. 

  

 
9  Priority species are also known and Species of Principal Importance (SoPI) identified for conservation action.  They are listed at Section 41 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities  

   Act 2006 and Section 40 of the Act places a responsibility on local authorities to have regard for the conservation of these species in all their duties. 
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          Table A1.2:  Types of evidence and features used by bats 

Dusk emergence survey 

A1.7. The PRA survey assessed the buildings as having low 

potential for roosting bats.  As such a single emergence 

survey of the buildings was conducted in 2019 and 2021 with 

the objective of identifying presence or absence of bat roosts 

and where found locating and classifying roosts and species 

(in line with published guidance (Collins, 2016).  

 

A1.8. Surveyors were located around the buildings to allow 

coverage of all elevations. Surveyors used Batbox Duet bat 

detectors and Anabat Express detector and recorders to listen 

to and record any bats heard.  Bat species and type of activity, 

namely emergence, foraging or commuting, were recorded.  

Echolocation calls were later analysed to identify calls 

characteristic of different bat species or groups of species. 

 

A1.9.  The dusk emergence surveys commenced approximately 15 

minutes before sunset and continued for approximately 90 

minutes after sunset.  The metadata for the survey is provided 

in Table A1.3. 

 

Dusk emergence survey 

A1.10. The PRA survey assessed the buildings as having low 

potential for roosting bats.  As such a single emergence 

survey of the buildings was conducted with the objective of 

identifying presence or absence of bat roosts and where 

found locating and classifying roosts and species (in line with 

published guidance (Collins, 2016).  

 

Types of evidence of use by bats 
Features of buildings commonly used by 
bats 

• Live bats; 

• Live bats; 

• Bat corpses or skeletons; 

• Droppings (accumulations or 

scattered) and their freshness; 

• Feeding remains; 

• Staining from urine or fur oil; and 

• Characteristic smell 

• Crevices in brick or stone work; 

• Cavity walls; 

• Poor condition of roof covering; 

• Presence of hanging tiles, weather-

boarding or other cladding; 

• Soffit boxes with suitable entrances; 

• Raised lead flashing; 

• Gaps under eaves, around window / 

door frames, beneath barge boards 

etc; 

• Presence of suitable roof lining; and 

• Crevices in internal timbers e.g. 

mortice and tenon joints. 
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 Table A1.3:  Survey metadata in 2019 and 2021 

A1.11. Surveyors were located around the buildings to allow coverage of all 

elevations. Surveyors used Batbox Duet bat detectors and Anabat 

Express detector and recorders to listen to and record any bats heard. 

Bat species and type of activity, namely emergence, foraging or 

commuting, were recorded.  Echolocation calls were later analysed to 

identify calls characteristic of different bat species or groups of species. 

 

A1.12.  The dusk emergence surveys commenced approximately 15 minutes 

before sunset and continued for approximately 90 minutes after sunset.  

The metadata for the survey is provided in Table A1.3. 

 
Evaluation  

A1.13. The evaluation of habitats and species is defined in accordance with 

published guidance (CIEEM, 2018). The level of importance of specific 

ecological features is assigned using a geographic frame of reference, 

with international being most important, then national, regional, county, 

district, local and lastly, within the site boundary only. Evaluation is 

based on various characteristics that can be used to identify ecological 

features likely to be important in terms of biodiversity. These include site 

designations (such as SSSIs), or for undesignated features, the size, 

conservation status (locally, nationally or internationally), and the quality 

of the ecological feature. In terms of the latter, quality can refer to 

habitats (for instance if they are particularly diverse, or a good example 

of a specific habitat type), other features (such as wildlife corridors or 

mosaics of habitats) or species populations or assemblages. 
 

Date Survey 
Surveyor(s) (and 
licence numbers 
where applicable) 

Weather 
Conditions 

09/07/2019 Extended Phase I 

habitat survey. 

 

Carly Goodman-Smith Dry, 2/8 cloud, 

wind Beaufort 2, 

20°C. 

Internal and 

external building 

assessment. 

Carly Goodman-Smith 

(NE licence number 

2015-16667-CLS-

CLS) 

 

03/08/2019 Bat emergence 

survey 

Start time: 21:14 

Sunset time: 21:29 

End time: 22:59 

Carly Goodman-Smith 

(NE licence number 

2015-16667-CLS-

CLS) 
 

Ivi Szaboova (NE 

licence holder 2015-

15725-CLS-CLS) 
 

Trevor Boreham 

Dry, 4/8 cloud, 

wind Beaufort 1, 

14°C 

 02/06/21 

 

Update extended 

Phase I habitat 

survey. 

 

Paul Webb Dry, 6/8 cloud, 

wind Beaufort 0-1, 

23°C (17°C at 

end). 
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 Update internal 

and external 

building 

assessment. 

Paul Webb 

 Update bat 

emergence survey 

Start time: 20:48 

Sunset time: 21:19 

End time: 22:49 

Paul Webb 

Lucy Mason 

Grace England 
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Appendix 2:  Legislation and Planning Policy  
                      Context 

  

 

Legislation 

A2.1 Specific habitats and species receive legal protection in the UK under various pieces of legislation, including: 

  

● The Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended); 

● The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2018; 

● The Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000; 

● The Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006; 

● The Hedgerows Regulations 1997; and 

● The Protection of Badgers Act 1992. 

 

A2.2 The European Council Directive on the Conservation of Natural Habitats and of Wild Flora and Fauna, 1992, often referred to as the 'Habitats Directive', 

provides for the protection of key habitats and species considered of European importance.  Annexes II and IV of the Directive list all species considered 

of community interest.  The legal framework to protect the species covered by the Habitats Directive has been enacted under UK law through The 

Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2018 (as amended). 

 

A2.3 In Britain, the WCA 1981 (as amended) is the primary legislation protecting habitats and species. SSSIs, representing the best examples of our natural 

heritage, are notified under the WCA 1981 (as amended) by reason of their flora, fauna, geology or other features.  All breeding birds, their nests, 

eggs and young are protected under the Act, which makes it illegal to knowingly destroy or disturb the nest site during nesting season. Schedules 1, 

5 and 8 afford protection to individual birds, other animals and plants. 

 

A2.4 The CRoW Act 2000 strengthens the species enforcement provisions of the WCA 1981 (as amended) and makes it an offence to 'recklessly' disturb 

a protected animal whilst it is using a place of rest or shelter or breeding / nest site. 

 

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), February 2019 

A2.5 The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) was published in February 2019 and sets out the Government's planning policies for England and 

how these should be applied.  It replaces the first National Planning Policy Framework published in March 2012.  
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A2.6 Paragraph 11 states that: 

“Plans and decisions should apply a presumption in favour of sustainable development.” 

 

A2.7 Section 15 of the NPPF (paragraphs 170 to 177) considers the conservation and enhancement of the natural environment. 

 

A2.8 Paragraph 170 states that planning and decisions should contribute to and enhance the natural and local environment by: 

a) “protecting and enhancing valued landscapes, sites of biodiversity or geological value and soils (in a manner commensurate with their statutory 

status or identified quality in the development plan); 

b)  recognising the intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside, and the wider benefits from natural capital and ecosystem services – including the 

economic and other benefits of the best and most versatile agricultural land, and of trees and woodland; and 

d)  minimising impacts on and providing net gains for biodiversity, including by establishing coherent ecological networks that are more resilient to 

current and future pressures” 

A2.9 Paragraph 171 states that plans should distinguish between the hierarchy of international, national and locally designated sites; allocate land with the 

least environmental or amenity value; take a strategic approach to maintaining and enhancing networks of habitats and green infrastructure; and plan 

for the enhancement of natural capital at a catchment or landscape scale across local authority boundaries. 

 

A2.10 Paragraph 174 states that in order to protect and enhance biodiversity and geodiversity, plans should:  

a) “Identify, map and safeguard components of local wildlife-rich habitats and wider ecological networks, including the hierarchy of international, 

national and locally designated sites of importance for biodiversity; wildlife corridors and stepping stones that connect them; and areas identified by 

national and local partnerships for habitat management, enhancement, restoration or creation; and  

b) promote the conservation, restoration and enhancement of priority habitats, ecological networks and the protection and recovery of priority species; 

and identify and pursue opportunities for securing measurable net gains for biodiversity.”  

A2.11 When determining planning applications, Paragraph 175 states that local planning authorities should aim to conserve and enhance biodiversity by 

applying the following principles: 

a) “if significant harm to biodiversity resulting from a development cannot be avoided (through locating on an alternative site with less harmful impacts), 

adequately mitigated, or, as a last resort, compensated for, then planning permission should be refused;  
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b)  development on land within or outside a Site of Special Scientific Interest, and which is likely to have an adverse effect on it (either individually or in 

combination with other developments), should not normally be permitted. The only exception is where the benefits of the development in the 

location proposed clearly outweigh both its likely impact on the features of the site that make it of special scientific interest, and any broader impacts 

on the national network of Sites of Special Scientific Interest;  

c) development resulting in the loss or deterioration of irreplaceable habitats (such as ancient woodland and ancient or veteran trees) should be 

refused, unless there are wholly exceptional reasons58 and a suitable compensation strategy exists; and  

d)  development whose primary objective is to conserve or enhance biodiversity should be supported; while opportunities to incorporate biodiversity 

improvements in and around developments should be encouraged, especially where this can secure measurable net gains for biodiversity.” 

A2.12 As stated in paragraph 176 the following should be given the same protection as habitats sites:  

a) “potential Special Protection Areas and possible Special Areas of Conservation;  

b)  listed or proposed Ramsar sites; and  

c) sites identified, or required, as compensatory measures for adverse effects on habitats sites, potential Special Protection Areas, possible Special 

Areas of Conservation, and listed or proposed Ramsar sites.” 

A2.13 Paragraph 177 states that the presumption in favour of sustainable development does not apply where the planned project is likely to have a significant 

effect on a habitat site (alone or in combination) unless an appropriate assessment concluded the plan or project will not adversely affect the integrity 

of the habitats site. 

 

Local Planning Policy 

A2.14 The site falls within the administrative district of Cotswold District Council. The Council’s planning policies are set out in the The Cotswold District Local 

Plan (2011-2031). The Local Plan was adopted on 3 August 2018. Relevant policies to wildlife and nature conservation are: 

 

Policy EN1 BUILT, NATURAL AND HISTORIC ENVIRONMENT 

“New development will, where appropriate, promote the protection, conservation and enhancement of the historic and natural environment by: 

a. ensuring the protection and enhancement of existing natural and historic environmental assets and their settings in proportion with the significance 

of the asset; 

b. contributing to the provision and enhancement of multi-functional green infrastructure; 

c. addressing climate change, habitat loss and fragmentation through creating new habitats and the better management of existing habitats; 

d. seeking to improve air, soil and water quality where feasible; and 
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e. ensuring design standards that complement the character of the area and the sustainable use of the development.” 

 

Policy EN7 TREES, HEDGEROWS AND WOODLANDS 

“Where such natural assets are likely to be affected, development will not be permitted that fails to conserve and enhance: 

a. trees of high landscape, amenity, ecological or historical value; 

b. veteran trees; 

c. hedgerows of high landscape, amenity, ecological or historical value; and/or 

d. woodland of high landscape, amenity, ecological or historical value. 

Where trees, woodland or hedgerows are proposed to be removed as part of development, compensatory planting will be required. 

Development proposals affected by (2) above should, where appropriate, have regard to the potential for new or extended woodland to assist in carbon 

storage and to be a potential local source of biomass or biofuel.” 

 

Policy EN8 BIODIVERSITY AND GEODIVERSITY: FEATURES, HABITATS AND SPECIES 

“Development will be permitted that conserves and enhances biodiversity and geodiversity, providing net gains where possible. Proposals that would 

result in significant habitat fragmentation and loss of ecological connectivity will not be permitted. Proposals that reverse habitat fragmentation and 

promote creation, restoration and beneficial management of ecological networks, habitats and features will be permitted, particularly in areas subject 

to landscape-scale biodiversity initiatives. Developer contributions may be sought in this regard. Proposals that would result in the loss or deterioration 

of irreplaceable habitats and resources, or which are likely to have an adverse effect on internationally protected species, will not be permitted. 

Development with a detrimental impact on other protected species and species and habitats “of principal importance for the purpose of conserving 

biodiversity” (Section 41 (England) of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006) will not be permitted unless adequate provision can 

be made to ensure the conservation of the species or habitat.” 

 

Policy EN9 BIODIVERSITY AND GEODIVERSITY: DESIGNATED SITES 

“International Sites 

1. Internationally designated wildlife sites (including proposed sites and sites acquired for compensatory measures) will be safeguarded from 

development that could cause a significant effect that would adversely affect their integrity. 

National Sites 

2. Development that is likely to have an adverse effect upon a nationally designated nature conservation site will not be permitted unless the benefits 

of development at the site clearly outweigh the impact development is likely to have both on (a) its special features and (b) the national network of 

Sites of Special Scientific Interest. Where a proposal is permitted appropriate mitigation or compensation will be required. 
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Local Sites 

3. Development proposals that are likely to cause significant harm to locally identified wildlife sites (Key Wildlife Sites) and Local Nature Reserves, 

where such harm cannot be satisfactorily mitigated or adequately compensated for, will not be permitted unless it can be demonstrated that the 

benefits of the proposal clearly outweigh the impact of the development on the nature conservation value of the site. 

4. Development should maintain Local Geological Sites for their scientific and educational value. Development that significantly adversely affects 

local geological features will be permitted only where comparable sites can be identified or created elsewhere, or the impact can be adequately 

mitigated through other measures.” 
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Appendix 3:  Survey Results   
 

 

Extended Phase I Habitat Survey and Preliminary Bat Roost Assessment 

 

A3.1. Habitat descriptions and photographs are provided below. 
 

Table A3.1: Habitats descriptions and photographs  

Habitat Description Photographs 

Buildings Complex of modern farm buildings 

utilised as farm shop and café (TN 1 to 

3 on Figure 2 - main report).  
 

Building 1 comprises breeze blocks 

clad in corrugated material with a 

pitched corrugated asbestos and 

clear, corrugated Perspex roof. It has 

wooden fascias and lead flashing 

around where it joins to a stone wall 

to the north where there are some 

gaps and crevices. Internally is a 

large warehouse style open to the 

underside of the roof and within it is a 

stone building with a pitched stone 

tile covered roof. Multiple gaps are 

present beneath the stone tiles of this 

internal building but are covered in 

thick cobwebs. Internally the stone 

building is vaulted and no loft void is 

present. 
 

Protected species assessment: low 

bat roost potential No evidence of 

bird nesting. 

  
View north east towards buildings 1 (left of frame), 2 (centre of frame) and 3 (right of frame) and original stone building 

inside building 1. 
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Habitat Description Photographs 

 Building 2 is of similar construction to 

1 and has wooden cladding on the 

southern aspect and corrugated 

asbestos on the western aspect with 

some minor crevices beneath but 

largely well sealed.  

 

Internally connected to building 1 and 

contains the café with a small 

accessible roof space above used for 

storage. The void is 0.5m to the apex 

with steel frame and wooden purlins 

and is light given the areas of 

Perspex roofing.  

 
Protected species assessment: No 

evidence of bats or birds was found. 

Low potential for roosting bats. 

 

  
Wooden cladding on building 2 (café) and intrnal void used for storage. 
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Habitat Description Photographs 

 Building 3 is of breezeblock 

construction and is wooden clad on 

the southern aspect and metal clad 

on the northern and eastern aspects. 

The northern end of the building 

contains offices and stores and the 

southern end is an open fronted barn, 

store and stabling for horses. It is 

wooden and steel framed. 

 

A void is present above the office part 

of the building which is open to the 

open fronted area to the south and 

was viewed from a ladder.  

 

Protected species assessment: No 

evidence of bats or birds was found. 

Low potential for roosting bats. 

 

  
Southern (left) and northern (right) aspects of building showing wood and metal cladding 
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Habitat Description Photographs 

Hard-

standing 

Areas of concrete hardstanding used 

for car parking, deliveries and 

outdoor seating for the café. 

 
Concrete hardstanding used for car parking and outdoor seating for café, bordered by areas of amenity and improved 

grassland (outside the site boundary) 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

  
 

Chedworth Farm Shop, Chedworth 
   Ecological Appraisal Report 

 
       12379_R01a_16th June 2021_CGS_HM 

 

 

Habitat Description Photographs 

Tall 

ruderal / 

rough 

grassland 

Small isolated patches of tall ruderal 

vegetation are located at TN 4 and 5 

on Error! Reference source not 

found.. TN 4 comprises rough 

grassland (Yorkshire fog Holcus 

lanatus, false oat grass 

Arrhenatherum elatius, perennial rye 

grass Lolium perenne and cock’s foot 

Dactylis glomerata) with herbs 

(creeping buttercup Trifolium repens, 

birds foot trefoil Lotus corniculatus 

oxeye daisy Leucanthemum vulgare 

and field bindweed Convolvulus 

arvensis) with patches of ruderal and 

scrub including nettle Urtica dioica, 

cow parsley Anthriscus sylvestris and 

buddleia Buddleija davidii. TN 5 

comprises an area of strimmed tall 

ruderal (nettle) and rough grass 

bordered by ornamental shrubs. 

   
Area of strimmed rough grassland and tall ruderal around cess pit (TN 6 – left frame) and area of isolated grassland 

(TN 5 - right frame) next to entrance drive 

 

Bat surveys 

A3.2. Bat survey results, including all bat activity by all surveyors are shown in Table A3.2, with surveyor locations shown in Figure A1.1. 
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Table A3.2: Bats recorded during the 2019 and 2021 surveys by all surveyors     Figure A3.1:  Surveyor locations 

2019 Emergence Survey 

Time  
(Sunset 21:29) 

Species* Location and activity (ABC refer to 
surveyor locations)  

21:59 Unidentified 
(not detected - 
seen only)  

Commuting above houses to the north of site 
(travelling west to east)  

22:01 Ppi  Heard, not seen by B 

22:20 Ppi Commuting from north to south around 
southern end of barns  

22:23 Ppi Flying around building 3 building  
22:25 Ppi  Foraging in front of building 3 

22:30 Ppi  Heard, not seen by A 

22:31 Ppi  Flying from east to west then headed north 

22:34 Ppi  Flying from south to north then back again 

22:36 Ppi  Heard, not seen by C 

22:41 Ppi  Heard, not seen by C 

22:43 Ppi  Heard, not seen by A 

22:45 Ppi  Heard, not seen by B 

*Ppi = common pipistrelle, Nn= noctule, My = Myotis sp. 

2021 Emergence Survey 

Time  
(Sunset 21:19) 

Species* Location and activity (ABC refer to 
surveyor locations)  

21:43 Nn Heard not seen by C 

21:47 Ppi Pass west to east along north of buildings 

21:50 Ppi Heard not seen by B 

21:54 Ppi Pass to south of buildings 

21:55 Ppi Pass to east of buildings 

22:07 Ppi Heard not seen by B 

22:09 Ppi Pass to south of buildings 

22:09 Ppi Foraging in yard west of buildings 

22:15 Ppi Heard not seen by A 

22:21 Ppi Heard not seen by B 

22:23 Myotis Heard not seen by B 

22:26 Ppi Heard not seen by A 

22:27 Ppi Heard not seen by B 

*Ppi = common pipistrelle, Nn= noctule, My = Myotis sp. 

A 

B 

C 



 

 

  
 

Chedworth Farm Shop, Chedworth 
   Ecological Appraisal Report 

 
       12379_R01a_16th June 2021_CGS_HM 

 

 

 

 

 
 


