APP/21/00030 | Removal of existing conservatory and addition of single storey
front porch, two storey front extension and single storey rear extension.
Erection of car port. | Victoria Cottage, Woodgaston Lane, Hayling Island, PO11
ORL

Thank you for consulting me on this application.

The application is not accompanied by any ecological information and therefore | have
carried out my own non-exhaustive desk-based assessment using the application
documents, online sources and GIS mapping. The proposal is unlikely to result in
significant ecological impacts. | would have no concerns in respect to the proposed
car-port (this is situated in an area of existing driveway) and its potential impact on bat
species. The proposal is unlikely to impact grassland orchid species which are present
within nearby lawns. The single-storey elements of the extension are also unlikely to
result in ecological impacts. The only uncertainty is the extent to which the proposed
two-storey extension would affect features with potential to be used by roosting bats.
From submitted photographs it appears that the roof is clad with traditional clay
materials and may therefore provide suitable gaps and crevices for roosting bats.

| would therefore request some recent, good-quality photographs of the areas of roof
materials to be affected. These should clearly show roof tiles, ridge tiles and
soffit/fascia area. Some images of any roof void below are also required. These
images should allow me to provide a more informed opinion. Should photos be
inconclusive, or demonstrate that suitable bat access, egress or roosting features are
present, then | would recommend that the applicant commissions a Phase 1 ecological
survey of the site: this should include an assessment of the potential for the site to
support protected species (to be provided by a qualified ecologist. The Chartered
Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (CIEEM) (www.cieem.net) holds
a database of suitably-qualified ecologists.

A Phase 1 ecological survey will determine whether there is any evidence of protected
species or whether the site offers habitat suitable for supporting protected species,
and whether the proposed works are likely to result in impacts to those habitats or
species. Unless the qualified ecologist is able to conclude that there is no reasonable
likelihood of protected species being present (due to negligible potential) or that if
present they are not to be impacted by the works, it is likely that further ecological
survey work (Phase 2 survey) will be required prior to determination of the application.
The results of any further surveys should be used to provide an assessment of the
likely ecological impacts of the proposed works and to inform any mitigation measures.

NPPF, Circular 06/2005 and Natural England Standing Advice on Protected Species,
require that planning decisions are based on full, up-to-date ecological information and
it is essential that all necessary survey, assessment and mitigation information is
available to the LPA prior to determination, particularly in the case of protected
species, which are a material planning consideration. This will enable the LPA to
determine the application on the basis of full knowledge about the ecological impacts
of the proposal and to ensure that any impacts can and will be mitigated, and are
acceptable

If you have any queries please don’t hesitate to contact me.


http://www.cieem.net/

Kind regards,
Tristan
Tristan Norton

Senior Ecologist
Ecology Team



