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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

• A Phase 1 ecological su'vey was underiaken on i " Marcfi 2010 at 86^863 West 

Slreel Havant Hampshire P09 1IN The s.te is sub|ect to a planning appiicaiion for 

the demolition of Ihe existing building and the construction of two lesident.al 

dweiiings (86 and 86A West Street Havanti 

• Ihe Pnase 1 ecological sun/ey involved a field survey to assess the potential for 

P^otecied habitats and speoes to be present on the site 

• ine site comprises a moderately si^ed garden within an urban setting, containing 

predominantly disturbed ground and scattered ornamental ptanimgs 

• The site IS considered unsuitable lor supporting badger dormouse common reptnes. 

great-cresled newt and breeding birds but is cotisidered lo offer potenliai for roostmg 

bais 

It '5 recommended that the removal ol the existing roof tiies wiii be supen/ised by a 

suitably gualified ecoiogisl 1 ollcwing their remova! the under surface of ffiese fi.'es 

•T-d the a-eas covered by them will be inspected for the presence of bats and their 

fieid signs (droppings, prey remains etc) 
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1 0 INTRODUCTION 

1 1 Background 

f c.oioqicai Survey & Assessment limited (ECOSA) have been contracted by Mr and 

Mrs WiHetts to undenake a Phase i ecoiogicai suivey al 86 Wesl Streel Havani, 

Hampshire P09 U N located at National Gnd Reference (NGR) SU 714 063 

TfMs tepon presents ifie findings of the Phase l eco'ogicai survey earned out by 

ECOSA on 1 •• March 2010 

1.2 Aims and Scope of Report 

This report is based on a Phase 1 f«eid survey whtcfi was pnmanly aimed at 

determining the suitabsi.ty of n̂ e site to suppon protected habitats and.'or species 

This mformaticv. allows an initial assessment of the biodiversity value of the site to bo 

1 3 Site Setting and Description 

The site is located on the northern side of Vtfest Sireet withm the town of Havant, 

approximately 13 kilo.metres {km) rKjrth north-east of P^ortsmoulh city centre The site 

IS set in a targeiy urbar^ selling approximately 70 metres to the west ot the mam 

R2149 Park Road large industnai estates are located to ihc north and soulh The 

only rv>iable areas of green open space m the viamty of the site are locaied ^ 

metres/m) to ihe souin west and 170m lo the nodh east 

The s.te composes a two storey brick built structure with a traditional clay filed roof 

I f f southern part of the huiiding is fom^ed by the mam part of the buiidirig wnich is 

t f.nstrucled in a pitched design Two apparently extended sections exter^d m a 

nortfveriy dirc*i;tion from Ihe mam seclio'v tnese are constructed v«(h cfay liled roof 

sections m a pitched and hipped design The grounds of tfie site compose largely of 

disturbed ground due lo buudmgs wiwks liowevcr the adjacent buildings tiave 

gardens which compnse managed grasslanci and ornamental shrubbery 

1 4 Site Proposals 

The proposals for the site involve the demdition of the existing buiiding and the 

construction of a new buiidmg on exactly the same footpnnt The existing buiidmg is 

cx>nsidered to be structurally unsafe and therefore rt is not possible to renovate it, as 

was pieviously r'annod 
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2 0 METHODS 

2 1 Introduction 

This section detaifs the methods used during the Phase 1 field sun/ey earned oul at 

85 West Street Havant. Hampsnire 

2 2 Phase 1 Field Survey 

The Pnase 1 ecoiogicai survey was cansed out on 1" Marcii 2010 The sun/ey 

:nvotved a walkover of the site to iderttfy the t^abiia! types present and to record 

evidence of any protected species such as badger Meles meles. dormouse 

Muscardmus avellatmnus bats breeding birds repMes and great-crested newt 

Jnturj.'i cnstatus Details of the species-specific survey meihods for these species are 

provided below 

Hased on the habitat feaUres present at ttie site it is considered that there 'S the 

possibility of bats and breeding birds to be present however, the Sfle and surrounding 

area is unsuitable for Dadger. dormouse reptiles and great crested newt duo lo the 

sites urban location and the lack of semi natural vegetation m close proximity 

Iheretore these specses are not considered further 

2 2 f Vegefarron 

An assessment was made of ail areas of vegetation wthin Ihe site This involved a 

walkover survey lo identify broad vegetation types present 

2 2.2 eats 

The buiidmg was investigated externally to dentsfy potential bat access/egress 

locations and rooslmg areas such as gaps or t-.oles in loof liies fascias af>d soffits, to 

record direct evidefKe of bat presence such as droppings and urine stammg A 

detailed mvestigafmn of (t>e miernaf roof void of J.he residentia! property was corned 

oul to record roosting bats and eviderice of bat fooslmg activity such as live animals 

::.orpses droppings, feeding lemams unne staining and fur sfaming The buiidmg was 

assessed as lo its suitability fw supportir-.g rooslmg bals 

An assessment was n^ade of the suttabitity o? ai>v trees on the sue to suppoi roosting 

tjats baseil on the presence of sijitable bal roostmg features sucfi as holes cracks 

splits loose bark and a cover.ng of ivy 
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Ihe surveys of tx)th the buildings and '.He ttees on the site conformed to current Bat 

Conservafion Trust (BCI) guidelines 

2 23 Breeding Birds 

Trie assessnient of bree^Jmg pKds on the site was based on the suriabil'ty of habitat 

present, evidence of nesting such as old or currently active nesls and the presence of 

Dird species tnat may potentially nest within the available habitat 

2 3 Personnel and Timing 

The Phase ' ccoiogica; sû ^̂ /cy was carried out by a suitably expenenced ECOSA 

surveyor on 1"' March 2010 

2 4 Survey Limitations 

Not alt potential t>al roosting fealurcs are accessible to ttie surveyor e g holes or 

cracks m bricXwork ar-'d therefore assessments are based upon the potential for 

tficsc fealures to provide suitable roosting opfWMuniiies 

The survey was undertaken at a time of year when it is not possible to provide 

defmitive assessments of a species presence/'iikeiy absence at a site e g breeding 

birds and so assessments are based on the presence of suitable habitat 

within/adjacent to a site Therefore in the absence of direcl evidence, assessm.ents 

are based upon the potential for the site to support fhe protected species considered 

2 5 Initial Protecled Species Assessment 

Details of the assessment cntena used to determine the ecologicai value of on-site 

attributes is outlined below During the Pfiase survey ttie assessment criteria is 

based on ine potential for trie site to support Ihe species considered this is usually 

based on the on-site habitat features and their suitability for the speoes considered 

(Paragraph 2 6 1 2 6 2 and 2 6 3) Where a specses has been confirmed as present 

during the Ptiase 1 survey then the ecological value of that species al the site is 

assessed (Paragraph 2 6 4) However m many cases Phase 2 sun/eys wiH be 

required to assess ttw? slatus of species a'"d hence the importance of a popuialion at 

the site therefore tfw assessmeitt of value shniild be considered a provisional 

assessment 
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25 ; ears - Buildmg Assessment 

An assessment was made nf the hiiiiding on s4e The btjilding has been graded tor .ts 

potential to support bals based upon the forlowing cnlena 

• High Potwtttal Hiyti potential buiidrngs are those itiai have many features 

mat may be utilise*! by roosting bats often these mclude gaps around soffits 

hanging wes extensive roof spaces elc High potential buildings are "often 

but not always bu.id.ngs of mofe histotic consUuction Bats are confimied as 

present Buiidmgs where bat roosis are more significant either frequentiy 

used or utiiise<l for preedmg or hioernaimn, are classified as being of h-gh bat 

'.''terest 

• Medium Potential - Medium potential ru.idmgs have a moderate number of 

lealures that may be utilised by bats for rrjostmg these may mdude ioose 

fascias roof spaces etc Generally, medium potential buildings are of more 

recent construction Evidence of bats may be presenl however field signs 

would indicate that these are low stalus roosts isuch roosts are sWI protecled 

under current legislation (see Appendix 1i, 

• Low Potential i tjw potential buiidmqs are those fhat provide limited bat 

roostmg potential although some features that nay be utilised by bats may be 

p'fseni 

• NaTilegligiblo Potential - Negligible polenfial buiidmgs are tnose that 

provide very few superficial features with oat roosiing potential and for v^nch 

further sun/ey woiks arc cx^sidered unnecessary Some buildings espeaaiiy 

those of modern construction offer no su'!ab«e features and are classed as 

having no potentuil 

2 5.2 Breeding Birds 

I tie potenjidi for the site lo support protected spooes ts based on the results of the 

field sun/ey assessment the potential for on-site habilal to siipport badger 

dormouse breeding birds reptiles and great crested newl is based irpon the following 

criteria 

' - . • •• ••'' • I " * ? « 1 -.«J ? 6 7 4,. -3«mpi lo »̂ c po.cr.fai to< a *ve^ D U . * * ^ or tiee 

. ^ 'iiv of potential roosl reaio^ei pre\e"? 
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• H/g/i Potential Species confirmed as present during the field sun r̂ey an<j/o-

on site or local records confirmed from ihe desk top sludy Ihe on-site 

haiHtal IS of high quality for a given species species group Ttie site is 

located withm or adjacent to a national or regional stronghold Good qualify 

stirroundmg hal>*tat and good connectivity 

• Medium Potential Lhe on s,ie hahita! is of moderate quality provid^r^ most 

or atl of the known key retjiiirements of a given species'species group 

Faaors iimififiy the fsotentsai of occurterKe may mcJude small habitat area 

fiapitat severance and disturbance 

• Low Potential On site habitat is of poor to moderate quality for a 

si>ecieS''Sf,>ecie5 group Presence canriot be discounted on the basis of 

national disinoution nature of surrounding habitats habitat fragmentation 

recent on site disturbance etc 

• Negligible Potential - Atttiough presence cannot be absolutely discounted 

tfie site includes very limited or poor quality nabttat for a particular 

speoes.'speces group The surrounding hab-fat is considered uniikety lo 

support wider populations of a specieyspec'es group Ihe site may also be 

outside or penpfterai to known the national range for a speoes 

2 5 3 Assossmonf of Ecolngtcal Value 

Where a species o? habitat has tjeen cont rmed as occumng on the sue dunng the 

Pt'-ase 1 survey Itie ecokjgicai value of ttus feature has been assessed Flie 

assessment of eco!og>c-al value is based on a geographical frame of rcferenc:© and 

mO'vKies consideration of designated sites and features biodiversity value polenjiai 

value secondary or supporting value social and economic value and multi functional 

'ealuies Tfjc determination of ecologtcai vaiue used m ihis ecoiogicai assessment is 

based on the cnlena provided m the Department of Transport s Transport Analysts 

Guidance' and repealed •'i this document as Table 1 

!>efi.i'imen! ot icrtnspjxt % tran.^pon A»ia!,!u* liuirtatKe t lAG Unit 3 3 lO ^004? 
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Table 1 feature Conservalon Value of f eaiuiea.'Attrit?yics 

Value Cr i ter ia EKarnpfes 
Very H igh •: High impodance and ranly in(efnal<inai-V designated site* 

I international scale anct Ismited 
potenlia! for subst-iulion 

i High importance and ranly. natnanal fialionaily designated srtes Regionally 
scale, or 'e<}>oiial scale w ih UrnAed imporfanl sues vî .ih l<m'ied potential for 
polenlial for suCstitulkon subsWulion 

Med ium H»gh or medium imptiftance and f^egiorally ^mpodart! s^les wilh irriifed 
rarity local or regiona! scale and poleniiai tor subslifufion locally 

designated sites 

l ow Ol me'jium importance and Ur^designated sites of some local 
rarity lotial scaSe 

Neg l ig ib le '.•••> ••.C^ ' •,)'w '.'-<•• ^.-•^ ^̂ •\i<- •:< • . • . i ' 
t>io<liversity and eailh heritage ir'leres! 
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3 0 RESULTS AND ASSESSMENT 

3 1 Introduclion 

This seaion details the results of the F'hase ' field su/vey carried at 8(>'86a West 

Street Havanl Hampshire on T" March 2010 and provides an mitiat assessment of 

the eccjlogif^l value of the site 

3,2 Phase 1 Field Survey 

3 2. T Vegetation 

The vegetation on s-fe compnses largely disturbed ground with a few isolated 

ornameniai tree and shrub species fhe s{>eoes recorded mclude cleavers Gahurn 

iifuvme slinging nettle Udn-n f.'-ort u and a small tiuddlep Biiddlejii davidu 

Figure 1 (laici«ff) lo Noril-, HcsxJentiaf t''c-pony 

Cjiven the iack of a-ny structured vt^getat'on w^ihin ihe site it is cx3r«sidere<J to be o' 

negligible ecological value foi the veqeiatmn presen* 

3 2 2 Safs - Building Assessment 

Exterttal Descripbon 

Hie buildmg comprises a two storey res^dentuil property witn pnck elevations and a 

clay tiled roof m a pitched design (Figure 2) HH.- Puiiamg forms part of a terrace with 

the mam roof ndge run'ufuj (jom we.s! lo east two liippt?d roof sections extend from 

ih«^ nottttetn elevatiori Figure 3) Ttie buiidmy has ttiree chimneys, w e is attached 

lo M-e tear of the buildmg (!>.orthern eievalioni me other two extend through the roof 

at the eastern and western elevations A wooden fascia is loc^ited along the wall plate 

o n t l i e ' l o r t f i e r n e l e v a t i o n 
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Internal Descnption 

Infernaiiy. the buildirxj lias been fu% stripped of ail fixtures and fittings {Figure 41 bul 

was formerly designed to prov.de and ground and first f!oor area wtfi a third floor 

created but the conversion of a secdon of roof (Figure 5) The first ttoor ceilings nave 

been fcmoved thereby exposing ihe underside of tf̂ e rocf subsequeiMty no roof voids 

Figure 4 Iniernat V ie * or f^i'ouorj I m f Figure 5 i.-^teffiai v ' . * * of Cnnvedetl Horrf Aiea 

The roof is constructed wlh peg tiies which are unimed internally subsequently it is 

possit>!o to view into gaps w.thm me r dge Uses (Figure 6; and hip jomts io::uited 

With ,n limbers on the underside of the root Ihe va'ley t)elvveen the two tup sections is 

leaking t.hereby making the roof area in {his vicinity wet and draugtity 
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The internal stripping works have exposed large cracks within the structure and 

sutisequeniFy led to ifie need to demolish and rebuild the building since it has been 

declared structurally unsafe 

Given the desjgn of the b4nid;ng and ils roof construction witti tradificnal peg liles, 

there ate numerous potential bat access/egress ioaitinns Tne mosl notable potential 

roostmg iocations are detailed below 

Small voids ate present wittiin the r^Jge tiles These couid be aa:essed by 

bats from outside, where mortar is missi^tg and from mterrialiy where obvious 

gaps are present 'Figure 6i 

Sheltcfod areas are present arixmd the hip jomis of the roof (Figure 7) 

A large crack is present where the chimney breast butts agamsl Ihe wall of 

the adjacent bulding af the'western elevalion (Figure 8) and 

Gaps are present beneath the wooded fascia iocaled on the northern 

iFigurc 9? 

10 
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Smfje tlie miernai partitions and ceilings wiitim ihe buiidtr^q have been removed U is 

rvjw possible 'or bats to enter ttie inleno' of the Ouiidmg and roost within any suitable 

crevice wifhm Additionally hangirKj slates are a!tacfie<J to the eastern elevation o' 

tf»e adiacent property and therefce ac-ove the root of 86-'86a Wesl Sireet WTnis! 

these are not part of this buildings ownersriip tfiey are considere 

Dunng !fie Phase I survey the bviiidrng was fuHy 'nvesiigated tiowever m eviiience 

of bat activity was recorded Tfie internal elevations of the ixjilding have been 

extensively modifted and tn-e floors had been swept However the upper faces ot 

tjeanis which wete formerly t'nciosed withm loof voids were investigated and rio 

evidence of baf act<viiy was riKxxded Given me number of potential bal 

access^egress icK-.ations but the lack of recorded evidence the buildmg is assessed of 

t>Ginq of low ecoiogicai value tor bats 

3 2.3 Safs - Tree Assess/nenr 

The site does not oontam any mature trees exhibiting any features -Aith tjat roostmg 

potential Therefore the site is considered to offe' negligible potential for supporting 

iree-roostmg l>ats 

3 2 4 Foraging and Commuting Habitat 

.Si-ce the site is located withm a largely urban landscape and ttie grounds i<jcated to 

tne north of ihe s 'e are smalt I! is consniernd H'at the sile ct negligible value as a 

Site tor bats 

3 3 5 Bud Survey Results 

roimerty tfie s-'te may have provided suitable breeding haDitaf for some of the 

corr^mon pird species However, since only hrr,;?t'd vegetatic^i st>'li exists withm the 

q'ounds 1 is ;x)w u)ns>-Jefed to be of negligible value for breedmg buds During Itie 

Pfiase 1 sun/ey a European Robm (.jiiiutcus nibecufa was recorded from the site 

3 3 6 Ovei all Site A ssessment 

Oveiall ttie site lacks any structured vegetatior^ wmcti is considered suitable for 

breeding birds and foragmg bats However there ss a limited pclenlial wilhm the 

liuilding for occasionally rooslmg bats It is therefore considered that tfie site is of low 

ecological value 

11 
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4 0 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

4 1 Introduction 

T his section presents the conclusions of the Phase 1 ea)iogicai sun/ey and r^ovides 

an initial assessment ot ttie iii«ely ecological constraints to me proposed oevelopment 

and re<::ommendat»ons fjy any further survey work considered necessary An outiir^e 

of protected species legislation refevani to tfie firxjings of this report is provided m 

Apfwndix 1 

4 2 Conclusions 

4 2. f Vegetalion 

The Site contains predominantly bare ground with isolated shrubs and as such is 

;• ••• 1; i h«' i ' negligible ecological value 

4 2 2 8afs 

The huiidmg r>n ihe site exhibits features whic-h ate readily used by bats for roosting 

However durmg the Phase 1 survey no evidence of bal activity, such as d.'oppmgs 

was rercirded Tfie condit'on of Ihe buildmg is open and drafty and leaking ram water 

m places and Ifierefore il is considered that any bat roosis which may be present are 

likely Ic be fem^Kirary There are no trees exhibiting features with bat roosting 

potential As a result 'l ts ccmsidereil Eliat tnere s .i low potential bats lo.toost 

vkiihin ifie building 

4 23 Breeding Birds 

Given the lack of any sirucfured vegetation on ttie site it -s considered that there 'S a 

4.3 Recommendations 

4 3 1 Bats 

Tne Ptiase 1 survey has identified several features on the buildmg wtuch are readily 

used by bats for roostmg However, no evidence of bat activity was recorded diiong 

me survey Addibonally ttie Du'ldmg is located withm a largely urban setting wivch's 

Hiummated during the hours of darkness Whilst many of tfie adjacent buildings 

C(.>n-t>rise modern moustnal units, buildings of a similar age and structure and m a 

better condition are located nearby Therefore it is considered mat these buikjmgs 

vyould offer a more stable environment for t;a!s 

12 
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Giver-i the f;*cl mat it is consKjorcd to oe structurally unsafe there will t>e no 

icijuifcment lo carry oul detailed Ptiase 2 t>at surveys However, it is recommenrted 

mat on tt>e evening prior lo Itie demolition works Lommenang a smgic dusk 

emercjence suivey is earned out Providing no bats arc recorded durmg ihis survey 

itie removal of roof and ndge tites and fasaas from me buiidmg should proceetl under 

Ifie supen/ision of a licenced bat ecoiogist Hi s is lo ensure that, sfiouid any bats t>e 

lecorded ro£3Sting withm the buildmg they are removed safely If bals ate recorded 

eilher dunng the emergence sun/ey or during me destructive search then a Nalural 

t ngland European Protected Species Mitigaiujn (EPSMj licence may be required, 

r«owever given the co^'dilion of the buikJmg i? is considered Ifiat Ihis is an utilikety 

event 

f oilcwng t»'e comt)letion of ttie redevelopment works me roof of the new building wl ! 

be constructed usmg the same peg tiles that were stripped from me old buildmg 

These peg Mes bemg nalurahy bovrtfd will provide numerous opportunities *or bats 

lo colomso !he txiiiding m the future 

The approach outimed alxive is we bei^evc a pragrratc approach to the site 

rteveiopmem proposals which a-Hows the commencement of the COTStruction of the 

tMjildmgs and minimises d^sturbanf;e to tiats 

IJ 
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Appendix 1 Protected Species Legislation 

European Protected Animals* Bats 

tn Fngland ail bat species are fu îy protected under the VViid'.fe and Couniryside Act 1981 

througn -nciusion m Schedule 5 In arJdition bats are ptotected under Itie Conservation 

N.iiutai Hab.iats &c ) Regulations '994 wtiich implements the EC Habitats Directive 

W 43 Ef C m the United Kingdom 

Taken togelher these legislative instruments make it i lega' to c;irry ix/t the following 

activiiies 

1 deliberalely or recklessly captiire or kill any wild an.ma! of a European protected 

species 

2 de'itierateiy or reckless'y d sturb any such animal 

3 delit)efateiy or recklessly take or destroy eggs of any such wild animal 

damage or destroy a tireedmg site or restmg place of such a vmid animal and 

5 keep transport sell or exchange or offer fo' sale or exchange any live o' dead 

wild animal of a European protected species or any part ol. or anything derived 

from such a wild ammai 

Any activity thaf woulfl result m a contravention of the above legislation would reguire a 

licence to avoid rnmrnittmg <)n offence Natural hngland has powers lo grant a licence for the 

foilownq purposes 

• presen/ing public health or publ>c safety or other imperative reasons of ovemdmg 

public mierest inrki<jing those of a sooai or economic nature and beneficial 

consequences of primary impodance fc-" the environment or 

• preventing the spread of disease or 

• preventing serious damage lo livestock fotidsiuffs tor livestock crops vegetables 

fri;it growing limticr or any olfier form of property or to fisheries 

In addition Natural England can only issue a licence tf it is satisfied lhal the activity meels 

one of the above purposes and is also satisfied of I'le loik.'Wing 

• mat tfiere is no salislactofy alternative and 

S;.- /̂»M-iv»d ircTi «kww> <3et'i go* i * 
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• tt'a' the action avdhonsed will not be detnmenial to tfie mainten.inr.e of the 

population of Itie sfieoes concerned at a favourable conservaiicn status m meir 

natural range 

In order to determine whether an activity requires a licence Natural England advises that the 

guidance of a consultant ecoiogist is sought However Naliiral England offer the foHowng 

advice as a guide 

• A hf:ence is needed if the consultant ecoi'Ogisl on the basis of survey information 

and speoatist knowledge of the spec.es co-cerned considers that on balance ffie 

pto{X3sed activity is reasonably likely to result m an offence under regulation 39. or 

• If me consultant eccfcgist. on the t)asis of survey mformation and specialist 

kriowledge of the sfieaes concerned considers tfiat on balan<-:e ffie proposed 

activity IS reasonably unukely to resiilt m an offence under regulal-on 39 then no 

I cerire is required However m ttiese circunistances Natural England would urge 

that reasonable precautions be taken lo mmimise me effect on European prolected 

ss)ecies should they be found during tfie cou'Se of the activity It t f^y are found 

then work should cease and an appiiralion be niade lo the Wildlife Licensing Unit at 

Natural f ngiand Bristol 


