
 
 

Eco-Check Ltd, White House Cottage, Knapton Green, North Walsham NR28 

0RU, Tel-01263 722199 Mob-07914 130493 ecocheckconsultancy@gmail.com 

 
Planning Services 

Babergh and Mid Suffolk District Councils 

Endeavour House 

8 Russell Road 

Ipswich 

IP1 2BX 

22nd January 2024 
Dear Sirs, 

 
Preliminary Bat Tree Roost Assessment – DC/23/04847-56 Westhall, Stradbroke, Eye, 

Suffolk, IP21 5HP 

I am writing in connection with the above application and the recent request for a 

preliminary bat roost assessment of a single storey structure at the above property and in 

connection with a planning application DC/23/04847 for the demolition of existing 

extension and construction of a new larger rear extension. A preliminary bat roost 

assessment was undertaken by Eco-Check on the 16th January 2023. Due to the structure 

being well sealed and with no PRF’s evident and with no signs of any ecological 

constraints I am providing the following details in the absence of a full PRA report which is 

not deemed necessary on this occasion. 

Preliminary Roost Assessment (PRA) 

 

The aim of the survey was to assess the building and specifically the structure to be 

demolished to ascertain any evidence of bat activity and/or roosts and the potential of 

the building to be used by bats. A licensed bat ecologist (James Hodson- Natural 

England Level 2 Bat Survey License 2017-30927-CLS-CLS) undertook a PRA of the existing 

extension as detailed on the survey plan (Appendix 1) on the 16th January 2024 in 

accordance with best practice guidance (Collins, 2023, 4 Ed). The objectives of survey 

were to:  

 

• Determine the presence or likely absence of bats;   

• Locate any bat roosts and determine the species (where possible);  

• Estimate the size of the roost (i.e. small / moderate / large); 

• Identify access / egress points to and from potential / confirmed roosts; 

• Assess potential flight paths to and from potential / confirmed roosts in terms of 

the arrangement of current vegetation and lighting layout; and,   

• Determine the status and seasonal usage of any bat roosts present. 

 

The survey comprises a systematic search of the exterior of the building to identify 

potential roosts and access points, and to locate any evidence of bats such as live or 

dead specimens, droppings, urine splashes, fur-oil staining and/or squeaking noises. The 

survey also included the ground surrounding Potential Roost Features (PRFs), particularly 

beneath potential access points, and structural features such as fascia boards, soffits, 

eaves, wall tops and other areas that may be used by bats. Any potential features were 

inspected from a ladder using an endoscope (Ridgid CA-150).  

 

http://www.ipo.gov.uk/tm/t-journal/t-tmj/journals/6684/domestic/images/2
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Bat Roost Category 

 

Table 1.0 - Guidelines for assessing the potential suitability of proposed development sites 

for bats, based on the presence of habitat features within the landscape (Adapted from 

table 4.1 pp. 35 in Collins, 2016) 

 

Suitability. 

 

Description of Roosting habitats. Description of Commuting and Foraging 

habitats. 

Negligible Negligible habitat features on-site likely 

to be used by roosting bats.  

 

Negligible habitat features on-site likely to be 

used by commuting or foraging 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 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.  

Habitat that could be used by small numbers 

of commuting bats such as a gappy hedgerow 

or un-vegetated stream, but isolated, i.e. not 

very well connected to the surrounding 

landscape by other habitat.  

 

Suitable, but isolated habitat that could be 

used by small numbers of foraging bats such as 

a lone tree (not in a parkland situation) or a 

patch of scrub.  

 

Medium 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A structure or tree with one or more 

potential roost sites that could be used 

by bats due to their size, shelter, 

protection, conditions and surrounding 

habitat but unlikely to support a roost 

of high conservation status  

(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).  

Continuous habitat connected to the wider 

landscape that could be used by bats for 

commuting such as lines of trees and scrub or 

linked back gardens.  

 

Habitat that is connected to the wider 

landscape that could be used by bats for 

foraging such as trees, scrub, grassland or 

water.  

 

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, protection, 

conditions and surrounding habitat.  

Continuous, high-quality habitat that is well 

connected to the wider landscape that is likely 

to be used regularly by commuting bats such 

as river valleys, streams, hedgerows, lines of 

trees and woodland edge.  

 

High-quality habitat that is well connected to 

the wider landscape that is likely to be used 

regularly by foraging bats such as broadleaved 

woodland, tree- lined watercourses and 

grazed parkland.  

Site is close to and connected to known roosts. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Birds 

 

On-site habitats were assessed for their potential to support breeding (nesting) birds. All 

bird species observed during the field surveys were recorded. A search was made of the 

proposed working area to confirm if any evidence of nesting birds could be found. 

 

Field Survey Results 

 
The extension to be demolished is of red brick construction with a single skin wall and 

lacking a wall cavity. There are uPVC doors and windows in the south and east elevations 

which are well sealed to the brickwork. The pointing is in good condition and no cracks, 

holes or other cavities were present. The building has a mono-pitch flat roof consisting of 

bitumen felt tacked over a softwood timber frame. Internally there was an opening 

which allowed me to see a narrow void beneath the roof. The structure is joined to the 

house with further bitumen felt and lead flashing which is also well sealed. The proposed 

works will not impact the roof of the dwelling itself and the proposed extension extends 

north across a small area of amenity lawn. 

 

 
Figure 1- East and south elevations (left), north elevation (right) 

 
Figure 2- Internal view of extension (left) and void beneath the flat roof (right) 

 

PRA: A detailed search of the exterior of the existing extension found no evidence of bat 

use and no PRF’s or points of access. A search of the wall tops and roof frame timbers did 

not find any urine stains, bat droppings or other evidence of bat roosts. The external 

fascias are well sealed to the brickwork. The roof is intact and there is no evidence of 

damage to the bitumen lining which could otherwise have provided a potential access 

point. 

 

The building is subject to regular disturbance and lacks sufficient access, protection 

and/or appropriate thermal conditions to be used on a regular basis or by larger 



numbers of bats (i.e., unlikely to be suitable for maternity or hibernation). The building is 

therefore assessed as having Negligible probability of bat interest due to the lack of any 

evidence of bat roosts (with the exception general lack of potential roost features (PRFs) 

and suboptimal roosting conditions. On the basis of the findings, no further surveys are 

deemed necessary.  

 

The nesting bird survey found no evidence of any nests and there is a general lack of 

trees/hedges/shrubs etc within or close to the proposed working areas such that nesting 

birds are unlikely to be impacted during works. In order to secure a biodiversity net gain, it 

is recommended that a minimum of 1 bird box and 1 bat box are installed within the 

curtilage, either to a suitable tree or to the main house. (See Appendix 2) 

 

I trust this clarifies your query with regards to the bat roosting potential of the building to 

be removed and any evidence of nesting birds. No other ecological constraints were 

recorded. 

 

Yours Sincerely 

 

 

 

James Hodson MSc BSc (hons) 

Natural England Level 2 Bat Licence 

(2017-30927-CLS-CLS) 



APPENDIX 1 

 

 
Site Location and Existing Layout 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 
Proposed Layout



APPENDIX 2 
 
 

Eco-Roost Bat Brick 
https://www.eco-

roost.co.uk/product-
page/horizontal-bat-brick  

 

Eco-Roost Double Chamber Bat Box 
https://www.eco-

roost.co.uk/product-page/kent-
hibernation-rect  

 

Eco-Roost Double Kent Box 
https://www.eco-

roost.co.uk/product-page/kent-
style-rect-large  

 

Eco-Roost 28mm, 32mm and Open 
fronted bird boxes 

 
https://www.eco-roost.co.uk/copy-

of-bat-bricks  
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