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N.B. Information on legally protected, rare or vulnerable species may appear in ecological reports. In such cases it is
recommended that appropriate caution be used when circulating copies.

©8etis/Brian Heap Architects

! Incorporates “Phase 1” habitat plan, walkover survey for protected and notable species and
habitats, and appraisal in context of biodiversity and planning policies.
NB. THIS REPORT FORMAT IS DESIGNED TO COMPLY WITH STATUTORY AUTHORITY (e.g. Natural
England) RELEVANT STANDING ADVICE. FURTHER STUDIES MAY BE REQUIRED WHERE THERE IS
EVIDENCE OF PROTECTED SPECIES OR IF OTHER NOTABLE ECOLOGICAL FACTORS ARE FOUND.
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Surveyor Gemma Cone

Date of site risk assessment 01 February 2016
Site address Rustington Golf Centre, Golfers Lane, Angmering, West

Sussex, BN16 4NB

Project proposed Commercial development comprising a hotel, restaurants,
leisure facilities and associated car parking.

Boundary as specified by client YES

Site area (ha) & central OS Grid Ref. | Approximately 3.5 ha and a small area of 0.1 ha. The
Central OS Grid References are TQ 0541 0345 and TQ 05636
03587 respectively.

Survey date 01 February 2016

Ecologist

Gemma Cone

Date report issued 11 February 2016

Contract manager

Natalie Loben

1.0 03 February 2016 | Gemma Cone Document created

2.0 11 February 2016 | Gemma Cone Document completed

Whilst all due and reasonable care is taken in the preparation of reports, 8etis accept no responsibility whatsoever for any
consequences of the release of this report to third parties. Clients are reminded that all work carried out by 8etis is
subject to our Terms of Trading which may be viewed at any time on our web site at www.bettsecology.com or can be
provided on request.
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Please note that, in determining the requirements listed below, Betts adopt an
objective and independent view, taking account of current legislation and the
official guidance published by, or used by, Local Planning Authorities and the
Statutory Agencies whom they consult?. The aim is always to inform the project’s
proponents within a framework of the published policies of European, national and
local governments on ecology and biodiversity, as may be relevant to the
circumstances of the case, but always proportionately and based in science.

IMPORTANT
In the two Tables below, ecological requirements listed should be contained as
formal Conditions within any permission the Planning Authority may be minded to
issue. It is essential to include a suitable mechanism for verification, monitoring and
enforcement. We will be pleased to assist with suggested wording if needed.

Is further work needed to eliminate doubt regarding presence of notable species or Yes
habitats, or for any regulatory compliance?

Work required if “yes”: Reason

To avoid the risk of infringement of regulations,
conduct a pre-clearance search of all areas of the site
using suitably qualified ecological scientists under a
Betts Method Statement or one formally pre-agreed by | To comply with legislation and current
us immediately prior to site stripping to move any | good practice.

vulnerable taxa to safety or allow other necessary
precautions to be taken prior to the commencement of
development activity.

If any existing hedgerows or trees are to be affected, | Virtually all birds and their active nests
undertake site clearance outside the bird nesting | excepting a few “pest” species” are
season (usually taken as March to mid-August in this | protected by law in Britain and the EU.

2 The regulatory context includes the Wildlife & Countryside Act, Habitats & Species Regulations,
Habitats Directive, Birds Directive, Berne Convention, Bonn Convention, Countryside & Rights of
Way Act, Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act, Convention on Biological Diversity (Rio
de Janeiro, Nagoya/Aichi — UK Post-2010 Biodiversity Framework), British Standards 42020: 2013
and 8583: 2015, Chartered Institute of Ecology & Environmental Management ecological impact
assessment guidance, etc.
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part of Britain) or, if this is unavoidable, ensure there
is a pre-works inspection by a suitably qualified
ecologist to identify whether any nests are present and
advise on appropriate action to be taken.

Formally instruct contractors and site personnel on
agreed policies, recommendations and requirements
to maintain environmental quality and minimise
impacts during the development, generally avoiding
unnecessary disturbance and pollution. Please ensure
any steep-sided excavations are covered/ filled/
provided with ramps to prevent any mammals

becoming trapped.

For reasons of legal, planning and
environmental policy compliance and
current best practice.

Is further work recommended to observe ecological best practice and/or planning Yes
policy as recognised by the various statutory authorities at local, regional, national or
European levels as may be applicable (enter the specific policies’ references if
required here)?

Work required if “yes”: Reason

If possible, use native planting (preferably of local
origin) in all landscaping. Where exotic species are
planted, always avoid invasive species and choose
those with wildlife value such as for nectar or shelter.
(A selection of species is available from us.)

For reasons of NPPF and environmental
policy compliance and current best
practice. To help assure No Net Loss of
Biodiversity policy is upheld.

Embody Green Infrastructure protocols in landscaping
and ensure the structure and associated works do not
compromise ecological linkage. To follow government
policy, ensure that the "carbon footprint” of all aspects
of the project and its future operation is compliant | For reasons of planning and
with current best practice. This may include taking | environmental policy compliance and
appropriate steps to avoid or reduce the use of fossil | current best practice.

fuels, employing scientifically sound carbon offset/CO,
sequestration and instating renewable energy
technologies. Ensure the measures agreed are
quantified, independently verified and monitored.

Retain mature trees on site and at the periphery by
designing around them where feasible.

Protect trees in line with BS 5837, and do not remove | Compliance with British Standards,
ivy, mistletoe, standing dead wood, snags or rot unless | biodiversity No Net Loss, preservation of
there is a clear and material safety risk or presence of | Ecosystem Services and reasons of
a serious pathogen. (Ask for advice on pathogens from | planning and environmental policy
a qualified silvicultural ecologist if in doubt.) compliance and current best practice.

In line with best practice and compliance with
government policy on biodiversity protection and
enhancement, generally retain habitats and features
of manifest ecological interest and wildlife value

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL A/84/17/PL



Betisausg

Baseline Site Ecological Audit

(seeking further advice from us if uncertain) within the
proposals area. Enhance the wildlife habitat by adding
more log piles, "wild" corners, compost areas and
native planting; install ten bird, four bat and four
invertebrate boxes of mixed designs and incorporate
these into the project's landscape scheme. (We can
provide specific recommendations for models and
siting on request but they must be of good quality and
durable. Bat and bird boxes must be inspected annually
and replaced when needed (usually after ten years).)

Design and incorporate a Sustainable Drainage System
(SuDS) in agreement with any requirement from the
Environment Agency or other relevant authority.

To uphold sustainable drainage policy
and related catchment protection.

In compliance with National Planning Policy Framework
paragraph 125, avoid unnecessary negative impacts of
new lighting at night, e.g. on bats, invertebrates,
plants, astronomy. Minimise the hours when lighting is | To comply with NPPF and current good
used, avoid “spillage” by using directional down- | practice.

lighting, reduce brightness of necessary illumination
and keep light from shining on bat roost entries,
mammal holes, etc.
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e (Conduct a baseline ecological survey and appraisal of the site and identify
notable factors/features;

e Prepare a Phase 1 Habitat Map with Target Notes to recognised standards;

e Produce a summary of results;

e Provide appropriate recommendations for protected species, biodiversity
protection/ enhancement, etc.

The site was surveyed using appropriate methods generally following NCC (1990)3
for Phase 1 habitat survey, with procedures appropriately selected from Institute of
Environmental Assessment (1995)* and Jermy et al. (1995)° for species and any
specialist habitat appraisal as required, and/or the current guidance on survey
methods and Ecological Impact Assessment from the (Chartered) Institute of Ecology
and Environmental Management (e.g. CIEEM 2013, IEEM 2007 and updates®) with
further reference to British Standards such as 420207 and 8583 as appropriate.

It should be noted that, whilst the investigation of the site was appropriately
intensive within the intended framework of the commission, and we feel it is unlikely
that significant matters have been overlooked, a single visit will inevitably miss
species not apparent on the date of survey by reason of seasonality, mobility, habits
or chance. The month of February is outside the optimal survey period for many
taxa of nature conservation interest in this part of the United Kingdom. It is
acceptable for a baseline inspection as reported here, however, provided the stated
limitations are recognised.

It should always be recalled that wildlife surveys of the kind required for planning
and development or similar project purposes are seldom granted sufficient time or
resources to examine non-vascular plants, invertebrates or fungi in great detail, yet

3 Nature Conservancy Council (1990). Handbook for Phase 1 habitat survey — a technique for environmental audit.

Nature Conservancy Council, Peterborough, UK.
4

> Jermy, A.C., Long, D., Sands, M.J.S., Stork, N.E. and Winser, S. (Eds) (1995). Biodiversity assessment: a guide to good
practice. Department of the Environment/HMSO, London, UK.

Institute of Environmental Assessment (1995). Guidelines for Baseline Ecological Assessment. E & FN Spon, London, UK.

© Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (2013). Guidelines for Preliminary Ecological Appraisal.
CIEEM, Winchester, UK. Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (2007). Guidelines for Ecological Impact
Assessment in the United Kingdom. |EEM, Winchester, UK.

/ British Standards Institute (2013). British Standard 42020: 2013 Biodiversity. Code of practice for planning and
development. British Standards Institute, London, UK.

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL A/84/17/PL



AT e N
SR NS e E
Betts s i e

Baseline Site Ecological Audit

these are the fundamental elements of ecosystems that provide the niches and
habitats for larger fauna to exploit. In an ideal world, all surveys would include
results of full sampling of vascular and non-vascular plants, micro- and macro-
invertebrates and mycological status at individual, population and community
levels. As that involves skills, time and expense well beyond what is available, we
ask readers of our general survey reports to understand that we do consider the
larger species we record in their wider ecosystem context and take into account the
impacts of proposals at an ecosystem level when prescribing avoidance, mitigation,
enhancement and/or compensation.
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Habitats & Vegetation

(NB. Please be aware that several designated habitat types and many plants enjoy legal protection in Britain.)

General description

The site consists of a section of a golf course and a small patch of
grassland adjacent to a sports centre in the village of Angmering on
the outskirts of the town of Littlehampton in West Sussex. The
surrounding land use is mostly agricultural with patches of woodland
and interconnecting hedgerows. The English Channel is 2km to the
south.

Area One

The site is intensively managed as a golf course. As expected, the
grassland is a species-poor amenity grass sward with occasional daisy
(Bellis perennis). There are several clusters of trees and shrubs
scattered throughout the site that include elm (Ulmus sp.), silver
birch (Betula pendula), alder (Alnus glutinosa), holly (/lex
aquifolium), Scot’s pine (Pinus sylvestris) and blackthorn (Prunus
spinosa) (Plate 1).

The northern boundary contains an evergreen ornamental hedge
(Prunus sp.) and several poplar (Populus sp.) trees offsite to the west
(Plate 2).

The eastern boundary consists of a narrow woodland of mature
Monterey Pines (Pinus radiata) that divide the site from the remainder
of the golf course (Target Note 1, Plate 3). The ground flora here has
a very low species diversity although there are several log and brash
piles.

The southern boundary is a post and rail fence with patches of broad-
leaved and coniferous trees (Plate 4).

Area Two
This is a small patch of amenity grass turf adjacent to the sports
centre (Plate 5).

Target Note (TN) 1
(for location of TNs please
see plan below)

The narrow woodland of Monterey pines dissecting the golf course
(Plate 3). Although these are outside the site boundary they are likely
to provide shelter for birds and small mammals.

Statutory designations
(on/near)

A search using MAGIC (Multi Agency Geographic Map for the
Countryside) revealed no statutory designations within 2km of the
site.

Non-statutory designations
(on/near)

A search using MAGIC revealed no non-statutory designations within
2km of the site.

Notable hedgerows,
woodland or scrub

The patches of woodland on site provide habitat for birds, small
mammals and invertebrates.
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Ecologically notable trees
(e.g. veteran, wildlife
significant)®

The Monterey pines are fine mature specimens and should be retained
and incorporated within the landscaping plan where possible.

There are no ponds within the red line boundary although there are
several ponds within 500m of the site, three of which are within the
Ponds/water courses grounds of the golf course (Plate 6), and a fishing lake 500m west of
the site. See below for further discussion on the ponds and great
crested newts.

Notable communities None observed on site

Notable vascular plants None observed on site

Notable bryophytes/algae | None observed on site

Notable lichens None observed on site

Notable fungi No notable fungi.

Other notable

habitats/vegetation None observed on site

Features that should be All mature trees and the hedgerows should be retained where
retained possible.
Mammals

(NB. Several species and their habitats have very strict protection in British/European law.})

No field signs such as tracks, snuffle holes, guard hairs or setts were
Badger discovered on site, despite a thorough search. It is likely though that
badgers commute across the site.

Otter None observed and unlikely to occur.

None observed on site and unlikely to be more than occasional

Other mustelids ..
visitors.

No obvious potential roost features for bats (i.e. woodpecker holes,
rot-holes or transverse cracks/splits, lifting bark) were observed in
any of the mature trees on site.

it is recommended to avoid unnecessary negative impacts of new
Bats lighting at night by minimising the hours when lighting is used,
avoiding "spillage” by using directional down-lighting and reducing
brightness of the flood lighting. It is likely that the site is already
subject to some light spillage from the floodlit driving range and
buildings to the north.

8 please note that we do not check TPO status as this is a landscape/amenity planning classification.

8
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Water vole

None observed on site and unlikely to occur due to lack of suitable
habitat on site.

Common or hazel

None observed on site and unlikely to occur due to lack of suitable

international statutes. °)

dormouse habitat on site.
Deer None observed on site although may occasionally commute and forage

across the site.

None observed on site although may occasionally commute and forage
Hedgehog .

across the site.

None observed on site although may occasionally commute and forage
Shrews .

across the site.

Foxes and grey squirrels may occasionally use the site as well as brown
Others .

rats/mice/voles.
Birds

(NB. With the exception of eleven derogated pest or very common species, the Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981 and
amendments) gives protection to all wild birds in Britain from killing, injuring or taking as well as taking, damaging or
destroying nests in use or being built, and taking or destroying eggs. Many species are also protected by European and

Red list

None observed on site.

Amber list

None observed on site.

Active nests

None observed on site.

Other

None

Comments on ornithology

A great spotted woodpecker (Dendrocopos major) was observed on
one of the poplar trees to the north of the site boundary. Other bird
species observed on or near the site were robin (Erithacus
rubecula}, wood pigeon (Columba palumbus), magpie (Pica pica),
common gull (Larus canus) and blackbird (Turdus merula). The trees
and hedgerows provide habitat for nesting and foraging birds.

Herpetofauna

(NB. The grass snake, slow-worm, viviparous (common} lizard and adder (viper) are all protected from intentional killing
and injury under Schedule 5, Section 9(1}), of the Wildlife and Countryside Act as amended/reinforced by the CROW Act
2000. They are also protected under Schedule 5, Section 9(5) which prohibits selling, offering for sale, possessing or
transporting for the purpose of sale, or advertising for sale, any live or dead animal, or any part of, or anything derived
from the species. Other species and their habitats have stricter protection at national and European levels.)

Adder

None observed and with the lack of suitable habitat it is highly
unlikely that adders occur.

Grass snake

None observed and with the lack of suitable habitat it is highly
unlikely that grass snakes occur.

9 Please also see wwwi.rsph,org. uk/ wildtife /birdsuide /status_exptained.aspx and

iy, bo, ore/sites fdefault/ Tles /038 Adovwnioads /hame -news £ 201 - 11 /SUKRY 20201 1%20final. pdf for red and amber lists

etc., and explanations.
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Slow-worm

None observed and with the lack of suitable habitat it is highly
unlikely that slow-worms occur.

Common lizard

None observed and with limited habitat on site it is unlikely to occur.

Rarer reptiles

Not found in this area

Great crested newt

There are three ponds within 500m of the site within the grounds of
the golf course that were visible on the ground or from aerial maps.

Habitat Suitability Index (HSI) assessments of the ponds for great
crested newts (GCN) were not carried out due to the seasonal
constraints of the assessment. However, standing advice from Natural
England regarding GCN and the GCN mitigation guidelines/
conservation handbook indicate that an area can be excluded from
survey if the planned activity will not affect the newt meta-
population (if one is present in the area), orif all the habitats
impacted by the scheme are deemed unsuitable to support GCN. It is
our view that, as the habitats within the site boundaries are
predominately intensively managed, manicured short grass with
isolated patches of trees and no standing water, it is very unlikely that
GCN, even if present in the surrounding area, would stray onto the
land within the site boundaries, so there would be no loss of
terrestrial habitat in any case.

Natterjack toad

Not found in this area.

Other amphibia

Occasional occurrence in terrestrial phase possible but unlikely due
to lack of suitable habitat within the site boundaries.

Fish

(NB. Various levels of legal protect

ion.)

Significant fishery N/A. No suitable aquatic habitat present.
Bullhead N/A. No suitable aquatic habitat present.
Shad N/A. No suitable aquatic habitat present.
Lampreys N/A. No suitable aquatic habitat present.
Salmonids N/A. No suitable aquatic habitat present.

Other notable fish

N/A. No suitable aquatic habitat present.

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL A/84/17/PL
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Macro-invertebrates

(NB. Several species enjoy legal protection.)

Notable assemblage
(terrestrial)

None observed on site and minimal potential.

Notable assemblage
(aquatic)

None (no standing water).

Crayfish

N/A. No suitable aquatic habitat present.

Roman snail

N/A. No suitable aquatic habitat present.

Lesser silver water-beetle

N/A. No suitable aquatic habitat present.

Stag beetle

None observed on site — no suitable habitat.

Mining bees

None observed on site.

Other notable spp or
groups

None observed on site.

Notable invertebrate
habitat

None observed on site.

Invasive Alien Species (IAS) and pathogens

(There are an increasing number of these being listed by authorities. More and more are becoming subject to regulatory
control within criminal law that carries significant sanctions.)

IAS (plants) (Wildlife &
Countryside Act Article14,
Schedule 9.)

None observed on site, although out of season.

Weeds Act natives
(common ragwort,
creeping and spear
thistles, curled and broad-
leaved docks)

None observed on site, although out of season.

Other exotic plants that
may cause problems.

None observed on site.

Invasive animals (signal
crayfish, killer shrimp, oak
processionary moth,
harlequin ladybird, zebra
mussel, grey squirrel,

etc.)

None observed on site.

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL A/84/17/PL
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Phytophthora ramorum
and other serious plant
diseases/pathogens (ash None observed on site.
dieback, sudden oak
death, etc.)

Policy'®

Are there any known
conflicts with local
planning biodiversity None known
policy (if so, please
describe)?

Are there any known
conflicts with national
planning biodiversity None known
policy (if so, please
describe)?

Are there any known
conflicts with European or
international biodiversity None known
policy (if so, please
describe)?

&

FNeaowradam N mes
ARSI VEIENN QWY

Has the survey revealed, in the
context of the proposed project,
any significant adverse impacts
on Ecosystem Services?

No N/A

10 It is important that projects incorporate relevant elements of Green Infrastructure Planning (please see

worwy, paturslenaland. ore. ulc/ourwork/ planningdevelopment /greeninfrastructure /defauli, 33px)

“Green Infrastructure (Gl) is a strategically planned and delivered network of high quality green spaces and other
environmental features. It should be designed and managed as a multifunctional resource capable of delivering a wide
range of environmental and quality of life benefits for local communities. Green Infrastructure includes parks, open
spaces, playing fields, woodlands, allotments and private gardens.”

12
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Are there any features of
geological importance on the No Not as far as known.
development site?

Are there any features of
geological importance adjacent to
the development site or that
might be affected by the
development (during or post
construction)?

— Not researched. Unlikely.

13
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Providing the recommendations noted herein are fully implemented, there are no

obvious residual ecological counter indications to the proposed project at this stage.

As discussed, as many as possible of the existing trees should be incorporated into
the landscape design. It is understood that the trees along the southern boundary
are to be retained and the patches of isolated trees to the west of area one will be
lost under the current plans. The habitat could be enhanced by the planting of native
woody species along the southern fence to create a hedgerow. This would also
provide linkage between the trees to the west of the site and the conifers just

beyond the eastern boundary.

The recommended ecological protection and enhancements may be expected to
deliver planning & biodiversity gains and assure there is No Net Loss to biodiversity,
and no unacceptable adverse impact on Ecosystem Services. Therefore, the
ecological recommendations of this report should securely incorporated as formal
Conditions within any planning consent the Local Authority is minded to grant, and

their implementation and ongoing care verified and monitored

Note

Please note that there is complex and strict legislation protecting many species and habitats. For
European Protected Species (including bats, great crested newt, dormouse, otter, etc.) there is no
longer a clear defence against harm being caused as an incidental result of an otherwise lawful
operation. Full details are available on the web sites of DEFRA and the various statutory authorities,
some of which now have direct powers of enforcement. If you are in any doubt about the status of
species or habitats on your site, please be sure to contact us before undertaking any site work. You
should also make sure that you are aware of, and have allowed for, all national and local planning
policies relating to wildlife and nature conservation before proceeding.

This baseline audit may not be sufficient on its own for planning application purposes where notable
habitats/species are present or potentially present, especially European Protected Species (EPS) (see
note at end).

14
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Figure 1: Site plan Key:
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Location of site |
Length of survey site
300m approximately

Client: Stuart Langmead

Site:  Rustington Golf Centre, Golfers Lane, Andmering, West Sussex BN16 4NB
Title: Baseline Ecological Site Audit

Ref:  JO00583/S: 6514

Date: February 2016

Based upon Ordnance Survey © Crown Copyright, under licence 100005485, unauthorized reproduction infringes Crown Copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings.
Please note: this plan is intended only to indicate the approximate location of features and should therefore, not be treated as an accurate scale plan.

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL A/84/17/PL



Plate 1: A view of the golf course from the north-eastern corner facing south-west showing the
manicured grassland and patches of trees.

Plate 2: The bay laurel hedgerow along the northern boundary.

16
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Plate 3: The narrow woodland of Monerey pines an the eastern bundary. These will not be
affected by the current proposals.

Plate 4: The southern boundary on the left hand side with the post and rail fence and the dual
carriageway beyond.

17
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boundary (see main text).
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+++

IMPORTANT

Please be aware that, because the natural environment is dynamic, ecological
reports generally have a limited period of currency. Many statutory authorities now
regard one year as the maximum time that should elapse before a report will need
to be updated: occasionally it may be longer but it may also be less. Where a
European Protected Species licence is to be applied for once planning permission has
been granted, a walk-over of the site should be carried out within three months of
an application being submitted to check that the habitats have not changed
significantly since the survey was carried out.

Betts are a scientific practice. Any information relating to legal matters in this
report is provided in good faith but does not purport in any way to give any advice
on or interpretation of the law whatsoever. Professional legal advice should always
be sought. Any designs, specifications, advice, suggestions, or comments written or
verbal relating to construction or supervision of building-related work of any kind
are provided for consideration only and under no circumstances are to be
interpreted as provision of design, management or supervision sensu the
Construction (Design and Management) Regulations 2007.

19

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL A/84/17/PL



Baseline Site Ecological Audit

CAPABILITY AND QUALITY ASSURANCE

Fournded in 1985 to provide high quality professional services to meet an increasing market demand in gpplied
environmental sciences, the Practice stems from the origingl Betts family buginess which was established in 1760 for
the refining and recyciing of high voive industrial wastes and mineral ores. Beffs thus offer an unusucl biend of
technoifogical and practical expertise in o ronge of environmental disciplines, oflied particularly to the piclogical
consevation legislation and biodiversity policies of recent years. {ontracts undertoken cover a wide spectrum of
projects ot locad, nationel and interngtional {evels in the construction, extroctive, agricultured, leisure, energy and
general industriol sectors. Scientific staff belone to appropriate professionad institutes by whase codes of proctice
they abide. Due consideration of the British Standards on Biodiversity is included I relevant work and applied where
qppropriate,

Semma Cone — B3¢ Mies GradCiEEM Ecologist

Gamma’s academic and research background i in marine biology but her fHald siills and experience cover a wide range
of terrestrial ecology and protected species work {including reptile, bat, badger, newt, otter and fleld surveys), 33
well as laboratory and office duties. Gemma completed the LEMUP traineeship with the Worcestershire Wildlife
Consuitancy which led to her employment as an assistant ecologist with that Consultancy. She is a botanist and
chiropterist and has undertaken contracks for Betts as 2 field operative before joining the Practice as & member of
staff in 2015, In her spare time, GCemma is 3 volunteer with the Worcestershire Wildiife Trust and the Worcestershire
Biological Records Centre, assisting in practical habitat managereent and updating species records, respectively, She
s a meraber of the Waorcestershire Batb Group and hoids a bat Class 1 Licence, She has aiso undergong training sessions
e many areas of general ecology, including grasslands, woodiands and bats,

oD

NB. Whilst oll due and regsonoble care is takern in the preparation of reporis, Betis accept no responsipility whatsoever
for any consequences of the reiease of this report to third parties. Clients are reminded that afi work carried out by
Betts is subject fo our Termy of Trading which may be viewed af any time on our web site of vaww, betisecsiogy.com
or can be provided on request, Please again be aware that site surveys inevitably miss species not opparent on the
date of visit{s) by reason of seosenciity, mobiiity, habits or chance. Results are indicotive and given in good faith but
they are not g guorantee of presence or absence of any particuiar taxa

Please note thot this report is g baseline ecological site audit of factors and features that may be significont for
regutatory complionce and biodiversity poticies relating to chonge of use or other disturbance. Such reports may not,
on their own, contain sufficient Informution for o planning application and may require further more detalled study
to assure compliance.
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