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Non-technical summary 

Introduction  

CGO Ecology Ltd (CGO) as instructed by Jones Brothers (Henllan) Ltd (the Client), on behalf 

of Wales Air Ambulance (the Developer), to conduct bat surveys and monitoring of Land off 

B5429 Holywell Road, St Asaph, Denbighshire, LL17 0AW (the Site). The 4.60ha Site 

comprises arable fields, hedgerows, and woodland fringes, with national grid reference SJ 

0652 7497 at its centre. The Developer proposes a new air ambulance heliport. The Local 

Planning Authority (LPA) is Denbighshire County Council.  

Bats commute and forage along hedgerows and woodland edges. The proposed project could 

disrupt these routes, and may obstruct access to roosts in trees. Bats and their roosts are 

strictly protected under the Habitats Regulations 2017 (as amended). No bat roosts are 

affected by proposed tree removal.  

Methods 

A Preliminary Ecological Appraisal in April 2025 considered the Site to have moderate value 

for bats, and recommended surveys across three seasons. Three evening bat transect walks 

were conducted in May, July, and September 2025 by a suitably experienced and licensed 

ecologists. Surveys followed standard guidelines on timing and weather conditions, and used 

full-spectrum ultrasonic detectors to record bat calls. Full-spectrum static detectors were also 

set up around the Site’s peripheries to record bat calls for one week per month in May (3 

locations), July (4 locations), and September 2025 (6 locations).  

Results 

At least eight species of bat were recorded commuting and/or foraging around the peripheral 

hedgerows and woodland edges. No bats were recorded over the centre of the Site. The most 

frequent were common pipistrelle and soprano pipistrelle, but the most notable was the rare 

lesser horseshoe bat. The other species were brown long-eared bat, Daubenton’s bat, 

Natterer’s bat, noctule, and at least one other Myotis species (whiskered or Brandt’s bat).  

Conclusions and recommendations 

The Site supports a significant bat assemblage, most notably for its inclusion of lesser 

horseshoe bat. No known roosts will be lost, but three trees with low roost suitability are 

affected by B5429 visibility splay pruning. Iterative design has minimised light-spill impacts on 

currently dark linear habitats. Lux levels will remain below 1 along all perimeter hedgerows and 

woodland edges. Only the Site entrance area will experience an increase in light levels. 

Significant tree planting is proposed across the Site, to widen hedgerows, and create buffer 

zones. Impacts from helicopter noise and intermittent pilot-controlled ‘runway lighting’ are 

possible. Natural Resources Wales (NRW) consultation is necessary, but a mitigation licence 

is unlikely to be necessary.  

As mitigation three general-purpose batboxes should be installed on retained unaffected trees 

on and near the Site. As enhancement, at least one general-purpose batbox and one colony 

batbox should be installed on retained unaffected trees. These should target an appropriate 

suite of bat species, and be selected and located in consultation with NRW.  
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1. Introduction 

1.1. Background 

CGO Ecology Ltd (CGO) was instructed by Jones Brothers (Henllan) Ltd (the Client), on behalf 

of Wales Air Ambulance (the Developer), to conduct a bat surveys and monitoring of land off 

B5429 Holywell Road, St Asaph, Denbighshire, LL17 0AW (the Site). The 4.60ha Site 

comprises arable fields, hedgerows, and woodland fringes, with national grid reference SJ 

0652 7497 at its centre. The Developer proposes a new air ambulance heliport. The Local 

Planning Authority (LPA) is Denbighshire County Council.  

All bats and their roosts are strictly protected by the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as 

amended) (‘the WCA’) and the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as 

amended) (‘the Habitats Regulations’). Any ‘deliberate’ or ‘reckless’ damage, destruction, 

disturbance, or obstruction of a bat roost, or killing or injury of a bat, is a serious offence, 

punishable by up to six months in prison and an unlimited fine. Any necessary activities which 

may cause such an offence can only be permitted under a Natural Resources Wales (NRW) 

mitigation (derogation) licence.  

 
Figure 1 – Existing Site layout. 

Bats roost in crevices and hollows in trees, caves, buildings, and other structures, both natural 

and man-made. The proposed development is not likely to affect bat roosts directly, but could 

obstruct or disrupt bat commuting routes, foraging habitat, and potentially, access to roosts. 

The UK currently supports at least 18 species of bat, of which at least half could occur at the 

Site. 

Bats hibernate during the winter months, and are generally active between March to October, 

with the most activity (including breeding) between May to August. When active, and weather 

conditions allow, bats commute between roosts and suitable foraging areas at night, to feed 

on flying insects. They usually emerge within the first two hours after sunset, and use ultrasonic 

calls to detect insect prey in the air or on surfaces, returning before sunrise the next morning. 
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Bat surveys for development and other planned activities must be conducted by suitably 

experienced and licensed bat workers in accordance with recognised guidance. The standard 

industry guidance is published by the Bat Conservation Trust: Bat Surveys for Professional 

Ecologists: Good Practice Guidelines (4th edition) (Collins, 2023). Among the notable changes 

in the latest guidance is the requirement for surveyors to use, but not rely wholly upon, night-

vision aids (NVAs) when conducting roost surveys.  

The lighting industry guidance on bats was also updated in September 2023 (ILP, 2023), 

superseding the previous version issued in 2018.  

This report aims to inform impact-assessment within the Zone of Influence (ZoI) of the 

proposals. It follows CIEEM (2017) reporting guidance and current guidance, and provides 

sufficient information to assist an Ecological Impact Assessment (ECIA) and/or an 

Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) in line with CIEEM (2018) guidance. 

 
Figure 2 – Proposed development layout (revision P05). Visibility splays are shown along the B5429. 

1.2. Site context 

The Site is a single large arable field, with woodland and hedgerow fringes, between the 

village-sized city of St Asaph and the small village of Rhuallt. The B5429 minor road runs east-

west close to the south boundary. A major trunk road lies about 100m to the south (A55 North 

Wales Expressway), also running east-west. There is a small industrial estate to the east of 

the Site, separated by a minor watercourse (Afon Bach) and woodland belt. There is a Wildlife 

Site for Denbighshire – D030 ‘Plas yn Cwm Wetland’ – bordering the northeast fringe of the 

Site, however. Several ancient woodland parcels are present nearby. 

1.3. Proposed works 

The Developer proposes a new air ambulance heliport. This will involve construction of new 

buildings, hardstanding landing areas, tree planting, soft landscaping, Sustainable Drainage 

System (SuDS) features, and a grass Final Approach and Take-Off (FATO) area. No trees or 

hedgerow will be lost, but tree pruning will be required, and protected species will be affected.  
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2. Methods 

2.1. Preliminary Ecological Appraisal 

Suitably qualified and experienced ecologist Dr Chris Gleed-Owen BSc (Hons) PhD MCIEEM 

conducted a PEA walkover on 27th April 2025, and a local data search from Cofnod up to a 

5km radius. The results of the PEA and subsequent Preliminary Roost Assessment (PRA) of 

affected trees (Gleed-Owen & Grubb, 2026a,b) are compiled in the Ecological Impact 

Assessment (EcIA) report (Gleed-Owen, 2026).   

2.2. Dusk transect surveys 

Suitably qualified and experienced bat ecologist Dr Catharine Wüster BSc (Hons) PhD (NRW 

bat licence S094686) conducted bat surveys across three seasons, in accordance with 

standard bat survey guidelines (Collins, 2023). These comprised dusk transect surveys or 

Night-Time Bat Walks (NTBWs) on 17th May, 10th July, and 25th September 2025. Each survey 

began 15 minutes before sunset, ended two hours after sunset, and took place in suitable 

weather conditions for bat flight.  

The lead surveyor was accompanied by assistant surveyor Professor Wolfgang Wüster, both 

for health and safety purposes, and to gather additional information by employing two detectors 

simultaneously.  

The surveyors used full-spectrum ultrasonic detectors to record bat calls, and followed a 

standardised transect walk around all parts of the Site. The surveyors walked simultaneously 

around the same route, at a slow pace, in opposite directions. Each surveyor walked four 

complete circuits of the Site, totalling eight walkovers per survey. During the September 

survey, one surveyor criss-crossed the field to record any bats flying across the open field. 

All bat sightings and bat calls were recorded, including grid reference captured by full-spectrum 

handheld detectors (Wildlife Acoustics EchoMeter Touch Pro). Note that the auto-ID function 

was not used, due to the potential for misidentification, and the licensed lead surveyor manually 

identified all calls.  

Date 
Sunset 

time 

Start 
and 

finish 
times 

Weather conditions 

Temp (°C) 
Start 

Temp (°C) 
End 

Wind 
Cloud 

cover (%) 
Rain 

17.05.2025 21:12 
20:55 – 
23:00 

12.5 10 Calm 0 Dry 

10.07.2025 21:41 
21:30 – 
23:30 

17 16 Calm 5 Dry 

25.09.2025 19:07 
19:00 – 
21:00 

14.5 11 
Light 

breeze 
5 Dry 

Table 1 – Conditions during the dusk transect surveys. 

2.3. Static monitoring  

The lead surveyor placed full-spectrum static detectors in strategic locations around the Site, 

for at least one week in each month of May, July, and September 2025. These were set to 

record all bat calls from half an hour before sunset to one hour after sunrise. The detectors 

were Anabat Express and Anabat Ranger (Titley Scientific), and Song Meter MiniBat (Wildlife 

Acoustics).  

The recording periods were: 12th to 24th May 2025 (3 locations), 5th to 15th July 2025 (4 

locations), and 22nd to 29th September 2025 (6 locations). The recording period was extended 

in May because one detector failed during the recording period. The recording period was 

extended in July to monitor species passing along the southern boundary. 
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In the first survey (May), detectors were placed on the eastern, northeastern and western tree-

lined boundaries. As detail became available of the bat species present, the number of 

detectors was increased in the subsequent surveys, to monitor additional areas, and fill gaps 

in knowledge. In July, four detectors were deployed; in September, six were deployed, 

including one in the centre of the Site, to record any bat activity traversing the field. 

2.4. Analysis and interpretation 

All bat call data (from static and walked surveys) were analysed using the software Anabat 

Insight (Titley Scientific), which uses the ‘UK Bat Classifiers’ plug-in to identify bats. The 

identification certainty threshold was set to 75%. An audit of accuracy was then undertaken on 

60% of the calls run through the bat classifiers.  

Further data analyses were undertaken on the counts of bat calls of different species using 

statistical software R, to gain an idea of bat activity patterns. Estimation of bat activity is largely 

subjective, because the number of calls does not indicate the number of bats passing at a 

particular time and location. A large number of calls can therefore come from one individual 

bat foraging back and forth for an extended period, or from multiple bats at different periods. 

This highlights the importance of direct observations during NTBWs, to better gauge the 

number of individuals present. 

2.5. Limitations 

The dusk transect surveys represent a snapshot in time, and are limited by daily and seasonal 

variations in conditions and bat activity. The call characteristics of Myotis species make them 

difficult to identify to species. Sometimes this is also true of the 'big bats' (Nyctalus, Eptesicus).  

Also, some species are inherently under-recorded. The echolocation of long-eared bats 

(Plecotus) is quiet in comparison to other bats. Consequently, they are not recorded unless 

the bat is close enough to be detected. Calls of quieter species can also be ‘drowned out’ by 

louder species. Lesser horseshoe bats (Rhinolophus hipposideros) have directional calls, and 

are only detected if flying at a suitable trajectory.  Call analysis was also hampered by 

interference from overhead cables west of the Site, and industrial estate noise to the east.   

Any electrical survey equipment can experience technical faults, such as premature battery or 

SD card failures, especially in harsh and variable weather conditions, despite checks before 

each survey and monitoring period. During the May static monitoring period, the failure of one 

detector led to the extension of the monitoring period, but was not a limitation.  

The presence of a maize (Zea mays) crop prevented monitoring in the centre of the field until 

it had been harvested in September 2025. Unfortunately, the detector was knocked over by 

farm machinery, due to a miscommunication, which shortened the monitoring period. However, 

no calls were recorded anyway. 

The agreed scope was for two static detectors, which were deployed at the east and west 

boundaries in all three seasons. Further detectors were deployed on north, northeast, and 

south boundaries in all three seasons, which has generated important additional data, but also 

highlighted the variability of bat activity around the Site margins. 

The development layout designs have changed iteratively since these surveys were 

conducted, but this is not a limitation. The methods and results still stand, and the impacts of 

the development have been reduced through stepwise dialogue and redesign. No trees will be 

removed, and light-spill has been designed-out. 

The maximum life of this report is two years, after which the contents can no longer be relied 

upon without resurvey. If the proposals change significantly, further survey may be needed. 
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3. Results 

3.1. Preliminary Ecological Appraisal 

The Cofnod 5km search as part of the PEA (Gleed-Owen, 2026) yielded 11 bat species, all of 

which are strictly protected (EPS) via the Habitats Regulations. See Table 2 below. The PEA 

concluded that the Site provided ‘moderate’ value to commuting, foraging, and roosting bats. 

Accordingly, this triggered the need for dusk transect surveys and static monitoring over three 

seasons: spring, summer, and autumn. These were arranged for mid-May, mid-July, and late 

September 2025. 

Common name Species Number of records 

Bat Vespertilionidae 1 

Bat Chiroptera 43 

Brandt's bat Myotis brandtii 1 

Brown long-eared bat Plecotus auritus 58 

Common pipistrelle Pipistrellus pipistrellus 65 

Daubenton's bat Myotis daubentonii 18 

Greater horseshoe bat Rhinolophus ferrumequinum 10 

Lesser horseshoe bat Rhinolophus hipposideros 564 

Long-eared bat species Plecotus 3 

Myotis bat species Myotis 18 

Natterer's bat Myotis nattereri 36 

Noctule Nyctalus noctula 36 

Pipistrelle Pipistrellus pipistrellus 10 

Pipistrelle bat species Pipistrellus 37 

Serotine Eptesicus serotinus 8 

Soprano pipistrelle Pipistrellus pygmaeus 45 

Whiskered bat Myotis mystacinus 3 

Whiskered/Brandt's bat Myotis mystacinus/brandtii 10 

Table 2 – Bat records from the 5km Cofnod search.  

Notable among these results is the predominance of lesser horseshoe bat, which is a nationally 

scarce species, albeit evidently well-recorded in this part of Denbighshire. However, these 

results may hide a bias from targeted conservation monitoring. 

 
Figure 3 – Location of ancient woodland blocks in relation to the development Site (purple polygon). 

Map from NRW’s Interactive Map Viewer. 
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The Site is located around 700m from the Bryniau Clwyd a Dyffryn/Clwydian Range and Dee 

Valley Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty and a candidate Dark Skies Reserve. Also within 

700m are blocks of seminatural ancient woodland and restored ancient woodland. Additional 

areas of seminatural ancient woodland occur in the wider area within 2-3km of the Site. 

A record exists of a lesser horseshoe bat maternity roost (approximately 30 individuals) from 

2015, around 650m from the Site. A maternity roost of soprano pipistrelle is known from the 

same location. Additional maternity and satellite roosts of lesser horseshoe bat are known 

throughout the 5km radius of the Cofnod search results.  

There are serotine records from 2016-2019 around 3km away. This is a rare and comparatively 

recently discovered species in North Wales. There are records of greater horseshoe bat 

hibernation roost around 3km from the Site. No nursery roosts are known for the area. 

3.2. Dusk transect surveys  

The walked surveys produced records of around four or five species per survey from the 

following list: brown long-eared bat, common pipistrelle, noctule, soprano pipistrelle, and 

undifferentiated Myotis species. No lesser horseshoe bat calls were recorded.  

The weather conditions were optimal for bat activity on all three visits. The walked surveys did 

not detect as many bat species as the static detectors, but the direct observations made were 

important, namely that only low numbers of bats flying back and forth along the field boundaries 

accounted for large numbers of calls. Similarly, one or two individuals foraging within tree 

canopies for long periods of time resulted in many calls being recorded.  

No bats were recorded in the centre of the field during the September survey, but brown long-

eared bats were recorded foraging several metres away from trees and hedgerows.  

The watercourse is an important boundary feature, where the highest species diversity of bats 

was detected. Detection of brown long-eared bats was higher during the September survey, 

presumably due to a reduced presence of the louder and more dominant species such as 

pipistrelles and noctule.  

3.3. Static monitoring 

At least eight bat species were recorded during the static monitoring period: brown long-eared 

bat, common pipistrelle, Daubenton’s bat, lesser horseshoe bat, Natterer’s bat, noctule, 

soprano pipistrelle, and at least one other Myotis species (whiskered or Brandt’s bat). 

 
Figure 4 – Bat results from the May 2025 dusk transect survey. 
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Figure 5 – Bat results from the September 2025 dusk transect survey. 

 

Figure 6 - Lesser horseshoe bat activity around the entire Site boundary, and throughout the night, in 

September 2025. The legend refers to the locations of the static detectors: N = north, NE = northeast, 

E = east, S = south, W = west. 

4.  Conclusions and recommendations 

4.1. Impact assessment 

The Site is a valuable foraging area for at least eight species of bats (almost half the species 

known from the UK), with potential for two additional rare species (serotine and greater 

horseshoe bat) which may pass through occasionally. 

The entire Site boundary is used as foraging habitat. High numbers of bat calls were recorded 

from low numbers of bats flying back and forth along these linear habitat ecotones provided by 

woodland edges and hedgerows. The results show that bats forage here throughout the night 

and throughout the active season.  

Noctules were not seen foraging over the field itself but are heard frequently nearby, especially 

along the south boundary. Noctules are loud bats, and can be heard from a distance away.  
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The Myotis species were recorded mostly along the east boundary woodland, which contains 

the watercourse. This would suit Daubenton’s bat. The east boundary also has continuous 

woodland, which provides natural screening against artificial light-spill from the industrial 

estate. Mature trees around the Site also have the potential to support roosting bats. 

Lesser horseshoe activity reduced in July. It is not known where these bats are commuting 

from, and whether they are females or males, but it is worth noting that nursing females feed 

closer to their roosts during the maternity period. This might explain the reduced activity in 

July, and suggest that their roost is not near the Site. Lesser horseshoe bat activity increased 

again in September (after the maternity period), and once again calls were recorded along all 

boundaries. No detectors were on the north boundary in July, which is a constraint. 

At least eight bat species commute and forage on Site, including the rare lesser horseshoe 

bat, and all could be impacted. Potential impacts include artificial lighting of currently dark 

habitat, increased noise, and loss or reduction of trees/hedgerows.  

4.2. Mitigation, compensation, enhancement 

The development must seek to minimise any impacts on bats and their habitats, through 

dialogue between the design team and the project ecologists, and iterative design. Any 

external lighting must be bat-sensitive, in line with standard industry guidance (ILP, 2023), to 

minimise light-spill onto currently dark hedgerows and woodland edges. This also aligns with 

regional AONB policy (DCC, NRW & WG, 2022) to minimise light pollution.  

Code Risk 

H High adverse impact on a species, resting place or habitat, with the result that the species 
welfare, survival, and future ability to breed could be affected. Impact could be long-term. 

M Medium impact on a species, resting place or habitat. Impact unlikely to affect survival or 
future ability to breed. Short-term impact.  

L Low impact on a species, resting place or habitat. Impact is negligible. Low impact includes 
short-term disturbance, without any impact on welfare, survival, future ability to breed. 

N Negligible or no impact. 

Table 3 – Bat impact assessment categories. 

Stepwise dialogue and iterative redesign have avoided the need to remove four mature oak 

trees and hedgerow with bat roost potential and foraging/commuting value along the northeast 

boundary. A PRA of these trees (Gleed-Owen & Grubb, 2026a) identified PRF-M potential in 

one of the trees, and PRF-Is in two others.  

A PRA of the woodland belt affected by visibility splay pruning has shown that three small trees 

have bat roost potential, albeit only PRF-I features (Gleed-Owen & Grubb, 2026b). Two trees 

will be removed, and one will be pruned or removed, with minor impacts on bats. Mitigation will 

require a pre-felling check, supervised sectional felling, and installation of three general-

purpose batboxes on retained unaffected trees on or near the Site.  

As enhancement, at least one general-purpose batbox and one colony batbox should be 

installed on retained unaffected trees. These should target an appropriate suite of bat species, 

and be selected and located in consultation with NRW.  

The overall impacts of the development will be insignificant for bats in terms of habitat loss. 

Initially, the potential for light-spill onto currently dark hedgerows and woodland fringes posed 

a significant risk of habitat degradation. Therefore, great efforts have been made to minimise 

and avoid light-spill onto such habitats. 

The current lighting design will involve lux levels of less than 1 along all hedgerows and 

woodland edges (see Figure 7). Only the Site entrance splay area will experience an increase  
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in artificial lighting. This is an existing gap with no hedgerow or tree-line. New tree planting on 

both sides will mitigate the lighting to some degree. There will be no permanent ‘runway 

lighting’, but the FATO will have a Pilot Controlled Lighting (PCL) system which is turned on 

before landing, and turned off after take-off.  

 
Figure 7 – Lux plots for the proposals. Existing Site fringes will receive less than 1 lux, except for the 

proposed access which will be well-lit (at least 30 lux) in an area that currently has no trees or hedgerow. 

Construction must involve daylight-only working. No artificial lighting will be permitted during 

bat activity periods. This is in line with industry guidance on bats and lighting (ILP, 2023). 

Vibration, dust, noise and other impacts must be attenuated as much as possible. Biodiverse 

seeding and planting in the unbuilt areas of the Site will increase invertebrate food supplies for 

bats.  

The LPA’s ecologists and the NRW’s Protected Species Officer have been consulted for an 

opinion on the potential impacts on lesser horseshoe bats, and the appropriate mitigation 

response. Consultation with NRW indicates that the proposed mitigation would be sufficient. 

NRW recommended pre-planning dialogue with the LPA ecologists. Contact has been made, 

but no reply has been received as yet. 

The bat activity data from around the Site in 2025 should be sufficient for NRW and the LPA 

to decide whether a lawful planning decision is possible, provided adequate mitigation is 

agreed. This depends to some degree on what existing knowledge they have of lesser 

horseshoe distribution in the area, possibly including sensitive data that is not available to 

developers. The variable distribution of additional static detectors has highlighted the variable 

distribution and activity patterns of bat species around the Site margins.  

As enhancement, batboxes should be installed in suitable retained trees around the Site’s 

peripheries. These should be a range of types, including at least one large colony box 

(hibernation or maternity) to attract a range of species.  
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6. Appendices (pages 15-22) 

Figure 8-10: Combined results from surveys and monitoring in three seasons.  

Figures 11-13: Schematic plans showing spatial pattern of bat activity from static monitoring 
in three seasons. 

Summary of relevant wildlife legislation.
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Figure 8 – Bat activity results from dusk transect walks (plan) and static monitoring (graphs) in May 2025. 
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Figure 9 – Bat activity results from dusk transect walks (plan) and static monitoring (graphs) in July 2025. 
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Figure 10 – Bat activity results from dusk transect walks (plan) and static monitoring (graphs) in September 2025.  
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Figure 11 – Schematic plan of bat activity shown by static monitoring in May 2025. 
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Figure 12 – Schematic plan of bat activity shown by static monitoring in July 2025.  
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Figure 13 – Schematic plan of bat activity shown by static monitoring in September 2025. 
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WILDLIFE LEGISLATION 

Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended) 

The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended) – ‘the Habitats 

Regulations’ - apply to the most threatened (priority) habitats and (priority) species in the UK. The 

regulations afford a greater level of protection and any actions with the potential to adversely 

affect priority habitats and species are licensable. 

Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) 

All UK species are afforded protection under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended). 

The level of protection varies for different species and disturbance to some habitats and/or 

species (for example, as a consequence of development) is licensable.  

Summary of legislation and policy guidance affecting bats 

All UK bat species are protected by the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended by the 

Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000 (CRoW Act 2000)) and The Conservation of Habitats 

and Species Regulations 2017. 

The Habitats Regulations are applicable with regards to property development and in summary, 

makes it an offence to: 

Deliberately capture, injure or kill a bat; 

Deliberately disturb a bat in its roost or deliberately disturb a group of bats; 

Damage or destroy a bat roosting place (even if bats are not occupying the roost at the time); 

Possess or advertise/sell/exchange a bat (dead or alive) or any part of a bat; 

Deliberately obstruct access to a bat roost. 

Selected species are afforded additional levels of conservation importance depending upon their 

conservation status at local, national and international levels. For example, certain species are 

included in the UK Biodiversity Action Plan, which aims to identify species of international 

(European) importance affected by rapid decline and risk. Certain species are included on the 

IUCN Red Data list of Threatened Species, that is a global approach for evaluating the 

conservation status of plant and animal species.  

Protected species surveys are required prior to any works being carried out if there is a risk that 

protected species might be encountered. Advice should always be sought from the Local Authority 

Biodiversity Officer or the Protected Species Officer at NRW as to whether the surveys are 

needed whether planning permission is required or not3. 

Protected species activity is seasonal and surveys may have to take place over several months. 

Suitable time should therefore be allowed before work is undertaken and additional time for a 

licence application to be made if needed (approximately 40 working days).  

A Derogation (Protected Species) Licence is required from Natural Resources Wales if any acts 

associated with the development might result in causing an offence under the European law 

detailed above. A method statement that details all the mitigation and compensation measures 

accompanies the licence application.  

A licensing authority cannot issue a licence to enable development to be carried out unless 

satisfied that: 

there is "no satisfactory alternative" to the derogation, and 

the derogation is "not detrimental to the maintenance of the population of the species concerned 

at a favourable conservation status in their natural range"3. 
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Summary of the Environment (Wales) Act 2016: Part 1 - Section 6 

The Biodiversity and Resilience of Ecosystems Duty 

Planning authorities seek to maintain and enhance biodiversity as well as to take account of and 

Planning Policy Wales aims to protect special and unique characteristics and intrinsic qualities of 

the natural and built environment for scenic, aesthetic, historic and nature conservation reasons. 

The duty with regard to ecosystems is to promote the resilience of ecosystems, in particular the 

following aspects:  

Diversity between and within ecosystems;  

The connections between and within ecosystems;  

The scale of ecosystems;  

The condition of ecosystems (including their structure and functioning); and  

The adaptability of ecosystems. 

Summary of the Environment (Wales) Act 2016: Part 1 - Section 7 

Biodiversity lists 

This section replaces the duty in section 42 of the NERC Act 2006. The Welsh Ministers will 

publish, review and revise lists of living organisms and types of habitat in Wales, which they 

consider are of key significance to sustain and improve biodiversity in relation to Wales. 

The Welsh Ministers must also take all reasonable steps to maintain and enhance the living 

organisms and types of habitat included in any list published under this section, and encourage 

others to take such steps. 


