


and re-roof the property. Evidence that might suggest that data more than 12 months old is no longer

sufficient to inform planning determination may include:

1. Notable changes to the condition of the building.

2. Evidence of work undertaken to repair the property (such as the replacement of roof or hanging

tiles.

3. Any new evidence suggesting a change in the use of the property by bats (such as dropping

concentrations.

My assessment established that the property remains in a near identical condition to that described in

the report by AEWC and the Ecology Co-op bat emergence survey report. No significant evidence of

roosting bats was identified, though one pipistrelle sized bat dropping was visible on a hanging tile on

the western face of the property. Using a high-powered torch to illuminate crevices behind hanging tiles,

no bat droppings were visible behind the tiles themselves and no other evidence of bats was identified.

Photographs 1 & 2. The western face of the property and evidence of tile gaps visible at the property

consistent with descriptions from the bat scoping report by AEWC.

Photograph 3. A single pipistrelle sized bat dropping visible on a hanging tile on the western face of

the building (identified with a black arrow).

Kind regards,




