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Introduction
As is widely known, bats and their roosts are protected under UK statutory instruments,
notably the Wildlife & Countryside Act 1981 (as amended) and the Habitats and Species
Conservation Regulations (2010). Furthermore under the EU Habitats Directive, the UK
government is required to designate as Special Areas of Conservation, core habitats for bat
species that are on Annex II of the Directive (in the UK these species regularly occurring are
both horseshoe bat Rhinolophus species, Bechstein’s bat Myotis bechsteinii and barbastelle
Barbastella barbastellus. Breeding or hibernation sites can also be selected as Sites of
Scientific Interest under the Wildlife & Countryside Act, either for individual bat species or for
an assemblage of breeding or hibernating species.
Beneath these tiers of statutory protected sites there is a third tier of locally important, nonstatutory sites that are designated for nature conservation. These are currently known by
the standardised name of Local Wildlife Sites (LWS) though they have previously gone
under various names including Sites of Nature Conservation Interest and Sites of Biological
Interest. Although there is often nothing to stop LWS being damaged or destroyed unless
protected under some alternative legislation, LWS receive some protection from being
adversely affected by permitted development through policies in the Local Plan of each
Planning Authority. An example of the wording of such a policy is given below from the
Hartlepool publication draft Local Plan.
Policy NE1
Locally designated sites: development of which would adversely affect a locally designated
site, which is not also allocated for another use in the Local Plan, will not be permitted unless
the reasons for the development clearly outweigh the harm to the conservation interest of the
site. Where development on a locally designated site is approved, including sites that are
also allocated for other uses, compensatory measures may be required in order to make
development acceptable in planning terms and to mitigate against any loss of interest.
Furthermore, one of the performance indicators that Local Authorities have been required to
report on to central government is the percentage of LWS in their area that are in positive
management. This has provided some incentive to Local Authorities to take action to
improve those LWS that they have some influence over, although it is to be imagined that in
the current climate of funding cuts to Local Authorities, that this would fall down the list of
priorities.
The approach to the identifying and selecting LWS was standardised across England by the
publication of government guidance (Defra, 2006). The responsibility for this fell to Local
Sites Partnerships (LSP). These are typically a sub-group of what were then Local
Biodiversity Action Plan Groups and more recently of the Local Nature Partnerships (LNP)
but in some cases individual Local Authorities have their own criteria for selection. The
guidance required that: “All Local Sites systems should have a set of clear and locally
defined site selection criteria with measurable thresholds …”. These criteria were to be
drawn up so that they encompassed all areas of substantive nature conservation value
including both the most important and the most distinctive species and habitats. All sites
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meeting those criteria should then be designated. The criteria could take into consideration
local circumstances, for example in an area where a particular species is very rare a criterion
may be that any site supporting that species should be designated, whereas in areas where
the same species is common and widespread it may not be appropriate to designate sites on
account of it.
The way in which the use of selection criteria to identify LWS for bats might vary between
various LSP was brought home by an article in the first edition of Northern Bats which
referred to the criteria by which a site might be designated as an LWS on account of its bat
populations by Barnsley Metropolitan District Council (Bell, 2016). This varied markedly
from the two LSPs that I was familiar with, covering Tees Valley and Durham, neither of
which have any criteria for selecting LWS for bats. This paper therefore attempts to draw a
comparison between the criteria for the selection of LWS for bats across the region covered
by Northern Bats.
Having chaired an LSP (Tees Valley) I’m aware that trying to encapsulate all that it is
important to conserve in the natural environment within objective criteria, each with a set
threshold, is fraught with difficulties, if not impossible. Therefore this article does not make
any attempt to evaluate the suitability of any of the various criteria or make a judgement in
terms of relative merits.

Data sources
As there does not appear to be a central repository of information on all LSP, information
has been based on that which can be obtained from individual LNP or Local Authority
websites. It is not guaranteed that this list is exhaustive or that the criteria might not have
been amended since the information was referenced. The date of publication of each set of
LWS selection criteria that have been used in this article and the area covered by each LNP
(where this isn’t obvious from the name) is given alongside the name of each LNP.
A summary of the criteria for selection of LWS for bats is given for each LNP. In many cases
the selection criteria are quite lengthy and complicated, for example outlining the justification
for selection or referring to appendices that give further information on bat populations in that
LNP area. The detailed description may also list exclusions, for example in many cases it is
stated that the criteria don’t apply to domestic dwellings, or only apply in exceptional cases.
In order to keep this article to a reasonable length, the full wording of the criteria for each
LNP is given in an appendix, which can be downloaded separately from this edition of
Northern Bats. The summaries below are therefore a simplification in most cases.

Results
A total of 16 LNP operate across the area covered by Northern Bats, of which at least 11
incorporate the role of Local Sites Partnerships. In addition, the four Unitary Authorities in
South Yorkshire have their own set of criteria for designating LWS. Of the 14 for which it
has been possible to get information all but three have at least one criterion by which as site
can be designated as a LWS on account of the presence of bats.
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Barnsley Metropolitan Borough Council (2011)
 Any breeding roost site that regularly supports a significant colony of bats (100 or
more soprano pipistrelle bats Pipistrellus pygmaeus, 60 or more common pipistrelle
bats P. pipistrellus or 30 or more of any other bat species).


Any hibernation site which regularly supports at least ten bats or two or more species
of bat.



Any series of smaller hibernation sites which individually may not qualify as above
but together are considered of significance.



Any roost site which regularly supports at least three bat species.



Any habitat area (e.g. woodlands, river corridors, lakes/lodges/ponds) which regularly
support four or more foraging bat species.

Cheshire (2012)
 Likely breeding/hibernating populations of lesser horseshoe bat R. hipposideros,
serotine Eptesicus serotinus and Nathusius’ pipistrelle P. nathusii.


Likely breeding/hibernating populations of at least two species of bat.



Assemblages of mammals which score a total of 12 points (this includes a further
nine species of bat which each score between two and four points).

Cumbria (2008)
 Any hibernation site that regularly supports two or more species of bat or ten or more
individuals.


Any site that regularly supports roosts of two or more species of bat, except where
both common pipistrelle and soprano pipistrelle are present, in which case three or
more species should be regularly present.



Any breeding roost site that regularly supports a significant number of a bat species.



Any autumn swarming site that regularly supports more than 50 bats.



Any site regularly used by a significant proportion of the local populations of three or
more species of bat.

Doncaster Metropolitan Borough Council (2010)
 Any single hibernation roost that regularly supports two or more species of bat and/or
15 or more individuals.
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Any series of smaller bat hibernation roosts that while individually would not qualify
under the above criteria are together considered of significance.



Any roost that regularly supports three or more species of bat.



Any breeding roost that regularly supports a significant population of a bat species.

Hull and East Riding of Yorkshire (2010)
No criteria for bats.

Greater Manchester (2016)
This LNP covers Bolton, Bury, Manchester, Oldham, Rochdale, Salford, Stockport,
Tameside, Trafford and Wigan.
 Hibernation sites that are regularly used in one of the following ways: at least five
individuals of one or more species or solely Pipistrellus species bats, hibernation
sites of more than seven individuals.


A breeding roost site that regularly supports more than 100 Pipistrellus species bat,
ten Brandt’s/whiskered bat M. brandtii/mystacinus, 20 of any other species currently
known to occur in Greater Manchester or any size for other species not currently
recorded with maternity roosts in Greater Manchester (e.g. Leisler’s bat Nyctalus
leisleri or serotine or colonisation by barbastelle).



Any site which regularly supports roosting by three or more species of bat.
Temporary night roosts and feeding roosts are not included within this categorisation.



Any site which is of known importance for feeding bats either due to species numbers
or numbers of individuals, will be considered for selection, even where it is not
necessarily associated with a known roost.

Lancashire (2008 but may have been revised)
This LNP covers Blackburn with Darwen, Blackpool, Burnley, Chorley, Fylde, Hyndburn,
Lancaster, Pendle, Preston, Ribble Valley, Rossendale, South Ribble and Wyre.


Any site which regularly supports a roost of any species of bat.

North Merseyside (2008)
This LNP covers Knowsley, Liverpool, Saint Helens and Sefton.
 Any site which supports a roost of any species of bat.
 Any site other than a roost which regularly supports an exceptional assemblage of
bats.

Northumberland (2011)
The LNP area includes the whole of Northumberland, excluding the North Pennines.
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Any site that regularly supports a hibernation or nursery roost of any species of bat.

North Yorkshire & York (2008)
 Any hibernation site that regularly supports two or more species of bat and 30 or
more individuals.


Any site that regularly supports roosts of three or more species of bat.



Any breeding roost site that regularly supports a significant population of a bat
species.

Rotherham Metropolitan Borough Council (2011)
 Any site that supports roosts of two or more species of bat.


Any site that is regularly used for foraging by at least four species of bat.

Tees Valley (currently in the process of being updated).
The LNP area covers the former county of Cleveland plus the borough of Darlington.
There are no criteria for designating LWS for the purpose of conserving bats, in fact this is
specifically excluded with regards to bat roosts however one of the criteria for designating
waterbodies is the presence of at least four species of bat. The purpose of this is to use
bats as a proxy for the biodiversity and bioabundance of the water body, which would
otherwise be harder to measure.
Three Rivers (2013)
This covers the Durham Wildlife Trust operational area.
No criteria for bats.
West Yorkshire (2016)
 Any hibernation site that regularly supports ten or more individuals of any species of
bat.


Any site that regularly supports roosts of three or more species of bat, with at least
five individuals of each species.



Any breeding roost site that regularly supports a significant population of a bat
species.
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