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1 Non-technical Summary 

This bat survey report has been prepared by MLM for Sweco, and relates to proposed dualling of the A47 
from Blofield to North Burlingham. 

The proposals are understood to involve converting the existing single carriageway road between Blofield 
and North Burlingham to dual carriageway, altering some of the junctions onto the dual carriageway from 
the existing country road network and adding additional ancillary roads and infrastructure to accommodate 
the proposed dualling. 

Surveys undertaken by WYG on behalf of Amey in 2017 (ref. 1) identified bat roosts associated with five 
buildings and two trees located within 50m of the proposed road widening scheme boundary.  The purpose 
of this report is to present the findings of bat roost emergence/re-entry surveys undertaken by MLM in 2020 
to update these findings and identify any additional building/tree roosts, so as to inform a European 
protected species licence for the scheme. 

Six buildings and 31 trees were subject to dusk emergence/pre-dawn re-entry survey, in line with the Bat 
Conservation Trust (BCT) best practice guidelines (ref. 2), during the period May-August 2020. 

The purpose of these surveys was to confirm the presence/likely absence of roosting bats associated with 
the building/trees and, where present, quantify the species and number of bats involved. 

The surveys identified the following roosts associated with the following structures/trees: 

• Poplar Farm – brown long-eared bat day roost (Three bats) and feeding roost in large thatched barn; 
brown long-eared feeding roost in building in north-east corner of courtyard to the east of large thatched 
barn; common pipistrelle day roost (minimum three bats) in building in north-eastern corner of courtyard 
to east of large thatched barn. 

• The Lindens – common pipistrelle day roost (Two bats) 
• The White House – common pipistrelle day roost (One bat) 
• Hall Cottages (west) – common pipistrelle day roost (One bat) 
• Tree T1 – soprano pipistrelle day roost (One bat) 

Given the confirmed presence of the above bat roosts and the nature of proposed works in the vicinity of 
Poplar Farm there is potential for disturbance to these roosts.  As such, a European protected species 
licence from Natural England will be required to enable these works to proceed. 
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2 Limitations and Exceptions 

This report and its findings should be considered in relation to the terms and conditions proposed and 
scope of works agreed between MLM and the client. 

Interpretations and recommendations contained in the report represent our professional opinions, which 
were arrived at in accordance with currently accepted industry practices at the time of reporting and based 
on current legislation in force at that time. 

The copyright in this report and other plans and documents prepared by MLM is owned by MLM and no 
such report, plan or document may be reproduced, published or adapted without their written consent.  
Complete copies of this report may, however, be made and distributed by the client as an expedient in 
dealing with matters related to its commission. 

This report is prepared and written in the context of the proposals stated in the introduction to this report 
and should not be used in a differing context.  Furthermore, alterations to the initial proposals or changes in 
conditions on site over time may necessitate an alteration to the report in whole or in part after its 
submission.  Therefore, in the event of any change in proposals or lapse of one year or more from the date 
of the report, the content of the report should not be relied upon unless referred to MLM for validation and, 
if necessary, re-appraisal. 

Scientific survey data will be shared with local biological records centre in accordance with the Chartered 
Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (CIEEM) professional code of conduct. 

This report was prepared only for our client and is not intended to be relied on by any other party.  Third 
parties should not rely on the facts, matters or opinions set out in this report without the express written 
permission of MLM. 

Please note that MLM does not purport to provide specialist legal advice.  

Unless stated specifically, drawings and plans are indicative only.  As such, the position of features marked 
on the plans or drawings should not be taken as 100% accurate. 

2.1 Site-specific Limitations  

Lack of landowner permission to enable access to certain aspects of buildings at Hall Cottages, Poplar 
Farm and the White House meant that surveyors were unable to achieve full visual coverage of some 
structures during the surveys.  As such some roost access/egress points may have been missed.   

The access restrictions can be summarised as follows: 

• Poplar Farm – No access to curtilage of house in east of this location after first survey (22 July 2020).  No 
access to land around southernmost building or eastern courtyard of farm buildings until 20 August 2020. 

• The White House – No access to courtyard during first survey. 
• Hall Cottages - No access to garden of the eastern half of the building after the first survey 

In the case of Poplar Farm and The White House, bat roosts were identified in these buildings previously in 
2017.  The data collected in 2020 by MLM either corroborates those previous findings or identifies 
additional roosts.  As such, it is considered that the limitations are not significant and that there is sufficient 
information to inform the design of appropriate mitigation for the bat roosts identified as part of the 
European protected species licence application for the scheme. 

Weather conditions for all surveys are considered to have been suitable for bats to be active, as even where 
no bats were recorded in certain locations, bats were actively flying at nearby locations where concurrent 
bat surveys were being undertaken.  As such only weather conditions for those surveys where bat roosts 
have been recorded are provided herein.  
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3 Introduction 

3.1 Purpose  

This bat survey report has been prepared by MLM for Sweco, and relates to proposed dualling of the A47 
from Blofield to North Burlingham. 

The proposals are understood to involve converting the existing single carriageway road between Blofield 
and North Burlingham to dual carriageway, altering some of the junctions onto the dual carriageway from 
the existing country road network and adding additional ancillary roads and infrastructure to accommodate 
the proposed dualling. 

Surveys undertaken by WYG on behalf of Amey in 2017 (ref. 1) identified probable or confirmed bat roosts 
associated with five buildings and two trees located within 50m of the proposed road widening scheme 
boundary: 

• The Lindens – probable common pipistrelle day roost (One bat) and brown long-eared day roost (One 
bat) 

• St Andrews Church North Burlingham – common pipistrelle day roost (Four bats) 
• Oaklands – common pipistrelle day roost (One bat) 
• Poplar Farm – common pipistrelle day roost (Three bats) 
• The White House – common pipistrelle day roost (One bat) 
• Tree 5 – common pipistrelle day roost (One bat) 
• Tree 67 – common pipistrelle day roost (One bat) 

The purpose of this report is to present the findings of bat roost emergence/re-entry surveys undertaken by 
MLM in 2020 to update the 2017 findings (apart from St Andrews Church, which was removed from the 
scope of works) and identify any additional building/tree roosts, so as to inform a European protected 
species licence for the scheme. 

A total of six buildings and 31 trees were subject to dusk emergence/pre-dawn re-entry survey by MLM, in 
line with the Bat Conservation Trust (BCT) best practice guidelines (ref. 2), during the period May-August 
2020.  The purpose of these surveys was to confirm the presence/likely absence of roosting bats 
associated with the building/trees and, where present, quantify the species and number of bats involved. 

3.2 Site Description 

The site is located along the A47 in Blofield, Norfolk and is located between Ordnance Survey National Grid 
Reference TG336101 to the west and TG385101 to the east, a distance of approximately 5.5km.  Land 
within the site boundary comprises the existing A47 road, agricultural land with associated hedgerows and 
trees, farm buildings and residential properties. 

The bat roost survey area comprised a 50m buffer around the site boundary shown on Sweco drawings 
HE551490-GTY-EGN-000-DR-GI-30001, HE551490-GTY-EGN-000-DR-GI-30002 and HE551490-GTY-EGN-
000-DR-GI-30003, which have been stitched together in figure 3.1 below. 

Figure 3.1 Indicative site boundary (red line) 
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4 Bat Legislation 

4.1 Current UK Legislation 

All species of British bats are legally protected under part 3 (section 43) of the Conservation of Habitats 
and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended).  These Regulations make it an offence to, among other things: 

• Deliberately capture, injure, kill or capture a bat; 
• Deliberately disturb bats, impairing their ability to survive, breed, reproduce or rear/nurture their young; or 
• Damage or destroy a breeding site or resting place used by bats. 

All bats and their roosts in England, Scotland and Wales were originally protected under the Wildlife & 
Countryside Act 1981.  Subsequent amendments to the legislation for England and Wales have removed 
bats from most of the provisions of the Act, however it remains an offence to: 

• Intentionally or recklessly disturb a bat while it is occupying a structure or place which it uses for shelter 
or protection; or 

• Intentionally or recklessly obstruct access to any structure or place that a bat uses for shelter or 
protection. 

Disturbance of bats is covered by both the 2017 Regulations and the 1981 Act, with the magnitude of 
disturbance being critical.  Disturbance that impairs the survival or successful reproduction of the species 
would be covered by the Regulations, with no legal defence existing.  Less significant acts of disturbance 
may only be covered by the Wildlife & Countryside Act 1981, which includes some legal defences that may 
be applied in certain circumstances. 

Bat roosts are protected throughout the year, regardless of whether or not bats are present at the time.  
Under the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations (as amended), the offence of damaging or 
destroying a bat breeding site or resting place is not subject to any legal defence ie an offence will have 
been committed even if the damage or destruction occurs accidentally. 

4.2 Licensing 

Where development proposals would result in an offence under the Habitats and Species Regulations (as 
amended), a European protected species (EPS) licence needs to be granted by Natural England to permit 
an act that would otherwise be unlawful.  This provides for a specific derogation from the legislation, to 
prevent an infringement from occurring.  To obtain an EPS licence for development, it must be 
demonstrated that the purpose of the act to be licensed is for: 

• “preserving public health or public safety or other imperative reasons of overriding public interest 
including those of social or economic nature and beneficial consequences of primary importance for the 
environment”  (Regulation 55(2)(e)). 

In addition, Natural England will not grant an EPS licence unless they are satisfied that: 

• “There is no satisfactory alternative” (Regulation 55(9)(a)); and 
• “The action authorised will not be detrimental to the maintenance of the population of the species 

concerned at a favourable conservation status in their natural range” (Regulation 55(9)(b)). 
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5.2 Dusk Emergence/Pre-dawn Re-entry Surveys 

MLM was appointed to survey all of the buildings and trees listed in table 5.3 below. 

5.2.1 Survey Approach 

All surveys in relation to bats are undertaken in accordance with the Bat Conservation Trust’s ‘Bat Surveys 
for Professional Ecologists – Good Practice Guidelines’, 3rd edition (ref. 2).  

One low roost suitability building (NB01) was subject to a single pre-dawn re-entry survey.  The remaining 
five buildings (or in the case of Poplar Farm, group of buildings) were all of high roost suitability and 
therefore subject to three dusk emergence/pre-dawn re-entry surveys. 

Two trees of low/moderate potential were each subject to a single dusk emergence/pre-dawn re-entry 
survey.  16 trees of moderate roost suitability were subject to two dusk emergence/pre-dawn re-entry 
surveys.  The 13 trees of high roost suitability were subject to three dusk emergence/pre-dawn re-entry 
surveys. 

All buildings/trees with moderate potential for roosting bats will be subject to two dusk emergence/pre-
dawn re-entry surveys. 

The roost suitability of all buildings and trees was assessed by others and provided to MLM prior to 
undertaking the survey work.  MLM was not appointed to undertake roost assessment of any building or 
tree, although internal inspection of some buildings was undertaken with landowner permission where 
confirmed or suspected roosts were identified. 

5.2.2 Survey Method 

Dusk emergence surveys started 15 minutes before sunset and ended a minimum of 1.5 hours after sunset, 
continuing up to two hours after sunset where late-emerging bat species were anticipated.  Pre-dawn re-
entry surveys started at least 1.5 hours before dawn and ended at dawn or shortly after (depending on bat 
activity).   

For the buildings, surveyors were each equipped with a full spectrum bat detector and were strategically 
positioned around the building so as to maximise visual coverage.  The number of surveyors utilised at each 
building was as follows: 

• NB01 – 2 surveyors 
• Poplar Farm – 4-6 surveyors  
• The Lindens – 4 surveyors 
• Oaklands – 4 surveyors 
• The White House – 4-6 surveyors  
• Hall Cottages – 2-3 surveyors (depending on access) 

Surveyor numbers were varied depending on the degree of survey effort considered necessary to identify 
the location of suspected roosts.  Also, during some pre-dawn surveys, fewer surveyors were utilised as it 
was deemed appropriate (given the typical swarming behaviour exhibited by bats returning to roost) for 
surveyors to walk short transects along different aspects of the buildings on site, searching for bats and 
following any bats seen to confirm whether or not they were returning to roost. 

All trees were surveyed by two surveyors equipped with full spectrum bat detectors, save for those trees 
which were sufficiently close to one another to allow two surveyors to survey multiples trees. 

A record was made of all bats emerging from or re-entering each building/tree, along with the time, 
direction of travel and suspected species.  Details of general bat activity observed or heard during each 
survey were also noted down, to gather additional information about the local bat assemblage. 
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Photo 7.  Tree T1. 

 
 

6.3 Other Bat Activity Recorded During Surveys 

In addition to the common pipistrelle, soprano pipistrelle and brown long-eared bats described above (with 
regular passes by all three species where roosts were identified), noctule bats were also recorded 
commuting north or south high overhead during most of the surveys (with a suspected roost being present 
in Church Plantation numbering at least six individuals). 

Occasional rare passes by individual barbastelle bats were also recorded during some surveys. 
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7 Mitigation 

7.1 European Protected Species Licence 

Given the presence of the roosts identified above and their proximity to the proposed works, the proposals 
are likely to result in the illegal disturbance of multiple bat roosts.  As such a European protected species 
(EPS) licence from Natural England is required.  The method statement of this licence will include 
appropriate measures to mitigate the impact on bats as a result of the proposed works. 

An EPS licence can only be issued once full planning consent has been achieved and all relevant conditions 
have been discharged. 

7.2 Precautionary Approach to Works to the Roof of Mr Durrant’s Barn 

Mr Durrant’s barn, to the south of Poplar Farm, is not considered to support a bat roost.  However, given 
that four brown long-eared type bat droppings were found inside the building, any works to the roof of the 
building should avoid the period May-September inclusive when bats are active (the building is considered 
wholly unsuitable for bat hibernation due to the likelihood of fluctuating internal temperatures).   

Should this not be feasible, works to the roof should be undertaken under the supervision of a suitably 
licensed bat ecologist, with a suitable bat box being erected on-site prior to works commencing to receive 
any bats in the unlikely event that they are found.  If bats are found, works will need to cease and an EPS 
licence be obtained from Natural England. 
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8 Conclusion 

Six buildings and 31 trees were subject to dusk emergence/pre-dawn re-entry survey in line with the Bat 
Conservation Trust (BCT) best practice guidelines (ref. 2), during the period May-August 2020. 

The purpose of these surveys was to confirm the presence/likely absence of bat roosts associated with 
these building/trees, to better understand the likelihood of any significant effect to any roosts as a result of 
the proposed dualling of the A47 between Blofield and North Burlingham. 

The surveys identified the following roosts associated with the following structures/trees: 

• Poplar Farm – brown long-eared bat day roost (Three bats) and feeding roost in large thatched barn; 
brown long-eared feeding roost in building in north-east corner of courtyard to the east of large thatched 
barn; common pipistrelle day roost (minimum three bats) in building in north-eastern corner of courtyard 
to east of large thatched barn. 

• The Lindens – common pipistrelle day roost (Two bats) 
• The White House – common pipistrelle day roost (One bat) 
• Hall Cottages (west) – common pipistrelle day roost (One bat) 
• Tree T1 – soprano pipistrelle day roost (One bat) 

Given the presence of the roosts identified above and their proximity to the proposed works, the proposals 
are likely to result in the illegal disturbance of multiple bat roosts.  As such a European protected species 
licence from Natural England is required.    
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