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Draft minutes of the Bat Workers Forum  
held at the University of Warwick on 16th September 2011 

 
 

 

ACTION POINTS 

1. BCT to send out a separate email covering voting for the Pete Guest Award 2012 rather than 
include details within the normal Bat Group Bulletin. 

2. Helen Miller and Lisa Worledge to review the procedures sent around to cave and mine 
history groups and amend where necessary to bring in line with amended guidelines for bat 
workers. 

3. Kate Jones to send copy of WNS review paper due to be published in Trends in Ecology and 
Evolution. 

4. Helen Miller, in addition to the letter to vets, include a one side summary and send out 
guidelines electronically, arranging for them to go onto the relevant veterinary websites. 

ACTION POINTS CARRIED FORWARD FROM 2010 

a. BCT to put a new plaque on the Pete Guest Award, recognising Shirley and Jenny’s awards in 
2002-3. Completed when the award was engraved with 2011 winner’s details.  

b. John Haddow to write up his example of the bats returning to the special “in roof” bat box. 
 

1. Welcome, Introductions and Apologies 
 
Meeting was chaired by Nick Tomlinson.  
 
In attendance 
Adel Hoffman 
Andrea Durn  Gloucestershire BG 
Anne Clements  
Anne Youngman BCT Scottish Officer 
Bea Ayling  BCT Helpline Officer 
Bob Cornes  Bedfordshire BG 
Chris Sherlock  Birmingham & Black Country BG 
Christopher Sayles North Buckinghamshire BG 
Crystal Schintz  BCT Helpline Manager 
Daniel Fellman   Bedfordshire Bat Group 
David Clements  
David Wells  Gloucestershire BG and Somerset BG 
Emily Holt  Essex BG 
Greg Carson  London BG, Clwyd BG 
Heather McFarlane BCT Director of Marketing 
Jean Matthews  Countryside Council for Wales and Gwynedd Bat Group 
Jenny Jones  Hertfordshire & Middlesex Bat Group 
Julia Hanmer  BCT CEO 
Karen Haysom  BCT Director of Conservation 
Kari Salovaara  Finnish Association for Nature Conservation 
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Kate Jones  BCT Vice Chair 
Katherine Walsh Natural England 
Kelly Gunnell  BCT Built Environment Officer 
Lisa Hundt  BCT Head of Biodiversity 
Lisa Worledge  BCT Partnerships Officer 
Lynn Whitfield  Surrey BG 
Maggie Andrews Merseyside & West Lancashire BG 
Mark Vivian  Sussex Bat Group 
Nick Tomlinson  Dorset BG, BCT Trustee, BWF Chair  
Rebecca Collins  Herefordshire BG 
Roger Havard  London BG, Hertfordshire & Middlesex BG 
Roger Jiggins  Essex BG 
Ross Baker  Surrey BG 
Shirley Thompson Kent BG, BCT Honorary Education Officer 
Steve Lucas  BCT Wales Officer 
Steve Parker  BCT Trustee, South Lancashire BG 
Sylvia Jiggins  Essex BG 
 
Apologies  
Lucy Bellini Natural England 
Rob Raynor Scottish Natural Heritage 
 

2. Minutes and actions from the September 2010 meeting 
 
The minutes of the last meeting (10th September 2010) were accepted. At the last meeting, seven 
actions were identified and are reported on below:   
  

Action Outcome  

1. John Haddow to write up his example of the bats 
returning to the special “in roof” bat box. 

To be completed 

2. All bat workers invited to send in examples of large 
roosts where mitigation (e.g. boxes of some description) 
had been provided, and bats had returned (even if they 
took years to do so)  

Some received by Kelly Gunnell 
but more examples for the Roost 
website would be welcome 

3. All bat workers, if you have case histories/examples 
where mitigation has worked please give details to Kelly 
Gunnell BCT. This information is desperately needed. 

Some received by Kelly Gunnell 
but more examples for the Roost 
website would be welcome 

4. BCT to put a new plaque on the Pete Guest Award, 
recognising Shirley and Jenny’s awards in 2002-3.  

 

To be completed when the award 
is engraved with 2011 winner’s 
details [completed October 2011] 

5. BCT to revise the WNS guidance to make it clear that 
the live sampling protocol should not involve picking 
bats up.  

Completed 

6. BCT to look into Google search ratings in relation to 
grounded/injured bats. 

Completed – see results in 
Appendix 1.  

7. Katherine Walsh agreed to talk to Lucy Bellini to confirm 
NE’s position on the roost record/data protection issue. 

See agenda item 5. below 
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3. Collection of Pete Guest Award ‘in-person’ votes  
 
Nick Tomlinson invited attendees who had not already voted via email or post to submit a vote in 
person for one of the Pete Guest Award nominees: Peter Andrews, Peter and Maggie Andrews (Joint 
Nomination), Gail Armstrong, Geoff Billington, Annette Faulkner, Gareth Jones, Tony Mitchell-Jones 
and Jan Ragg.  
 
Several people had not seen the voting documents attached to the last Bat Group Bulletin and 
requested that a separate email with details of the candidates for the Pete Guest Award be sent out 
in future. 
 
ACTION: BCT to send out a separate email covering voting for the Pete Guest Award 2012 rather 
than include details within the normal Bat Group Bulletin.    

 

4. Partner Bat Group Nominated Trustee 
 
Three people have come forward as candidates for the vacancy on the BCT Board of Trustees for a 
Partner Bat Group Nominated Trustee: Andrea Durn, Tom McOwat and Bob Cornes. 
 
Nick Tomlinson went through the election process. All Partner Bat Groups will be invited to vote for 
their preferred candidate. An email will be sent to relevant groups with a personal statement from 
each of the candidates. Partner Bat Groups will then have until Friday 25th November to vote for 
their preferred candidate by email (one group one vote). The candidate with the most votes from 
Partner Groups will then be co-opted onto BCT Board of Trustees at January 2012 meeting and will 
be put forward for election by the members at the 2012 AGM. 
  

5. News from SNCOs   
 

5.1 Kat Walsh gave updates on behalf of Natural England: 
 
a) Roost Records 

Agreement now in place to share roost records at full resolution with conservation partners 
(local authorities, local records centres, etc.). However, it has been known for a long time that 
there is still an issue sharing records with local bat groups due to data protection issues 
(according to NE internal legal advisors). The issue is now going to external legal council for 
advice that grid references which fall on private homes are not personal data unless associated 
with other details e.g. name, address and contact details. Once this is confirmed then the roost 
report form can be redesigned accordingly, which should allow for information to be shared with 
local bat groups. 
 

 Bob Cornes said that in areas where the bat group keeps the database, sending the record to 
the records centre but not the bat group means that records are divided between two 
databases, with no single location having all the records. 

 Shirley Thompson asked whether information had now been shared with record centres and 
Kat Walsh answered that information had where agreements had been signed.  

 Nick Tomlinson questioned whether all local record centres had actually signed agreements? 

 Kat Walsh said that Natural England does want to share the data. 

 Shirley Thompson pointed out that Natural England is very dependant on members of bat 
groups who volunteer as roost visitors. 
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 Roger Jiggins said that Essex Biological Records Centre do have a licence with Natural 
England to release to them. The Bat Records Officer made a Freedom of Information request 
and all data was released. Roger went on to point out that when the Colchester Natural 
England office was closed records were actually destroyed, including records from roost 
visits prior to the time BCT took over arranging them. 

 Kat Walsh reiterated that the issue was with the Natural England legal team who were going 
through it with independent council. The Data Protection Act does restrict an organisation 
like Natural England. Kat Walsh pointed out that she is a volunteer bat worker herself and 
she does get frustrated by it too.  

 Nick Tomlinson said that Natural England had made a level of progress since last year, not 
much but have moved on and had an answer; therefore we should park the issue and move 
on to the rest of the agenda. 

 Julia Hanmer pointed out that, while we had not seen much progress with this issue under 
the old [Natural England] structure, although we are still not happy, it is now being seen as a  
very high level priority at Natural England and is being dealt with at Director Level (Maddy 
Jago) and is moving forward. Julia said she has seen a lot more effort going into this over the 
last three or four months.  

 
b) OS Map Tiles 

Natural England is sharing OS Map Tiles with BCT. 
 

 Julia Hanmer said that this means BCT can use them on new GIS system as it is very 
expensive to buy Tiles.  

 Roger Havard asked what they show. Lisa Hundt answered that BCT will be able to put the 
data that Natural England shares with BCT spatially and provide local and regional data. It 
will provided support with NBMP analysis. Previously couldn’t overlay with all of the data 
sets BCT had in woodland, waterways, etc. Will be able to see all the associations. 

 Roger Havard asked at what scale the data could be seen. Lisa Hundt replied that Tiles will 
give fine scale so can look at data at full range. 

 Greg Carson asked if information was vector data. Lisa Hundt responded that there would be 
vector and raster data (including aerial images). 

 
c) New Roost Report Form 

An updated version of the roost report form is being trialled by a small group of bat workers.  
 

d) New Bat Mitigation Guidelines 
Hopefully there will be new guidelines for the start of the next season. 
 

5.2 Jean Matthews gave updates on behalf of Countryside Council for Wales: 
 
a) Landscape for Lessers 

The work for this project had to be scaled down as could not get match funding. Habitat 
suitability work undertaken by the Biodiversity Information Service for Powys and Brecon 
Beacons National Park (BIS). A model for Wales will be produced, but the data need to be 
verified first. There was a problem with duplicate and inaccurate records. The north Wales local 
record centre is setting up an online version of the LHB data set for local recorders to verify. 
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b) Single Environmental Body 
There is a will in the Welsh Assembly to create a single environmental body combining 
Countryside Council for Wales, Environment Agency Wales and Forestry Commission Wales. 
 

6. BCT updates 
   
6.1 New Bat Survey Guidelines 
Lisa Hundt gave an update on the work underway in reviewing the guidelines. The new edition will 
be out before next season, we hope to have them out by the end of this year. The main changes are 
outlined in a display at the conference.  
 
Initial guidelines were drafted for everyone carrying out surveys but it was clear that they were 
mostly used by consultants. So there will be new sections on interpreting data; analysing reports 
(aimed at planners); rather than individual chapters on different buildings there will now be one on 
activity surveys and another on roost surveys.  
 

 Rebecca Collins asked how the new guidelines will be promoted. Rebecca is aware they are 
often quoted but not followed. Gave one example of a large company that said it didn’t 
follow guidelines written by a charity. What weight will the new guidelines carry? Lisa Hundt 
answered that there will be a British Standard for biodiversity and aim is to get the 
guidelines endorsed. Government agencies are sitting on the editorial board for the 
guidelines. 

 Kate Jones referred to Australian bat groups and the AnaBat automatic processing system, 
doing a similar exercise and issue found is analysing bat calls. Kate expressed her concerns 
about the increase in systems without details of the algorithms and the call libraries used to 
build the systems and provide information. 

 Roger Havard expressed concerns voiced on UKBats forum by bat workers and consultants 
about the use of AnaBats and insensitivity to brown long-eared calls, and the absence of 
evidence being used as evidence of absence. Is this being accommodated in the guidelines? 
Lisa Hundt said that they are making this very clear, hence the interpreting data chapter. 
Surveys are about sampling, making sure the guidelines are not advocating that only one 
technique is used. 

 Rebecca Collins raised her concern that planners and local authorities are reigning back on 
quality control. Lisa Hundt answered that the issue can’t be solved by a single action, ne 
guidelines, planning reform, professional standards and trying from all these areas to 
improve it.  

  
6.2 Professional Standards Training  
Lisa Hundt explained that BCT are currently review professional standards training and have pulled 
together an overview for consultants, this should be out at the end of the year. It will include what 
level of knowledge is required to carry out a survey and what experience is needed to do other work. 
This ties in closely with the new survey guidelines and also reviewing with BCT training. 
 
6.3 Planning Reform         
Lisa Hundt updated on the call for evidence for the National Planning Policy Framework 
consultation. BCT will be submitting a response to this stating that there is nothing wrong with 
reform in theory at the high level. The issue is in the lack of substance in the middle with passing 
over decisions that will impact bats but without training, etc. The response will state that bats need 
to be considered and ask who is responsible for making sure that happens. The full submission is due 
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at the end of September. Lisa Hundt thanked bat groups, as the evidence would not be there 
without them.  
 
6.4 Revised white-nose syndrome guidance 
Lisa Worledge gave an update on the revisions to the UK Guidance for Bat Workers, which is being 
updated for 2011. There are four mains changes: 1) a suggested range of anti-fungal disinfectants; 2) 
fine tipped swabs available for situations where the sellotape method is not suitable; 3) removed the 
requirement to only visit one site per day in suspect areas, but have included recommendations for 
good practice between site visits; 4) revised submission forms when suspect bats found, so 
appropriate for the type of visit and the status of the suspect bat. The revised guidelines will be on 
the website soon, along with guidance for bat carers.  
 

 Jean Matthews asked if the guidelines would be made available to the SNCOs. Lisa Worledge 
replied that they would be circulated prior to going on the website. 

 Roger Havard asked about communications with caving and mine history groups and if any 
changes to information circulated to them last year.  

 
ACTION: Helen Miller and Lisa Worledge to review the procedures sent around to cave and mine 
history groups and amend where necessary to bring in line with amended guidelines for bat workers. 
 
ACTION : Kate Jones to send copy of WNS review paper due to be published in Trends in Ecology and 
Evolution. 
 

7. Matters Arising Regionally/Locally  
 
7.1 Regional priorities 
Nick Tomlinson referred people to the priority areas of work that had been identified at the North 
and South West regional conferences earlier in the year [details of which were circulated with the 
agenda for the meeting]. He asked if anyone had anything in particular to add to these priorities, or 
whether attendees felt they were broadly representative of the rest of the UK. No additions to the 
list were put forward by attendees. 
 
7.2 Grounded Bat Calls 
Andrea Durn raised issue of BCT calls, where a grounded bat call goes to a bat carer first rather than 
a roost visitor. Could it go to a roost visitor first to assess the situation, there can be delays where it 
goes to a carer but needs a roost visit.  
 

 Crystal Schintz explained that within the current Natural England agreement can’t send a 
roost visitor to these calls and so goes to a carer. 

 Rebecca Collins said that there was overlap with baby bat calls, where need a roost visitor as 
baby bats mean a roost is present but a bat found on a path, etc. isn’t a roost visit. 

 David Wells pointed out that if go to a call as a bat carer but terms out to be a roost visit and 
then send through roost visit forms, it becomes a roost visit. 

 Shirley Thompson is very concerned too, as it is not just a bat problem. Many cases need the 
publicity side of things, as there is often a person or householder needing support associated 
with the roost and you can’t tell that from a phone call. Bat carers do not have this training.  

 Jean Matthews same issue in the bat care training course, issue of the individual or the 
course itself and what is stressed. 
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 Bob Cornes said it was a broader issue with BCT and how responsibility is allocated. If a roost 
visit then is Natural England but if a grounded bat then it is not a Natural England visit. 

 Shirley Thompson felt it was a way for Natural England not to pay for what should be 
counted as a roost visit.  

 Jean Matthews pointed out this was not just an issue with England. The difference between 
a bat care case and a bat problem case didn’t seem to be covered. New bat carers were 
automatically put on the register of people to call out, but didn’t necessarily have the 
experience or desire to deal with problem cases. 

 
7.3 Data Sharing 
Andrea Durn referred back to the issues raised concerning data sharing. Natural England is the 
government body responsible; they have massive priorities and have to go through hoops that are 
not always appreciated by people outside the organisation. The organisation has gone through 
massive changes yet they have been able to move things forward. So although it is frustrating, it is 
moving. Natural England is sharing data with bodies it recognises as partners. BCT is one of those 
bodies and some local groups are partners with BCT. If Natural England can’t share data can we use 
the BCT relationship instead? Can BCT work with Natural England if not already? 
 

 Julia Hanmer said that BCT is already working with Natural England.  

 Lisa Hundt pointed out that BCT and Natural England are in discussions at the moment as 
the two organisations are reviewing their partner agreement.  

 Anne Youngman pointed out that using the term partner is a legal term in the Natural 
England sense but not in the agreements between BCT and partner bat groups.  

 
7.4 First Aid Training 
Chris Sherlock wanted to understand what other bat groups do in terms of providing first aid training 
for people leading bat walks. Want to be able to use a first aid kit with confidence but wondered 
over issues of liability and intent. What do other bat groups do? 
 

 Jean Matthews said that if walks are organised by other people, Gwynedd Bat Group make it 
clear that they are only providing the bat expertise and it is the organisations responsibility, 
to consider Health & Safety and first aid. 

 Roger Havard thought it unlikely any case would ever get to court.  

 Andrea Durn pointed out that the legal implication of providing first aid were covered as part 
of first aid training  

 
7.5 Age of Records  
Rebecca Collins raised the issue of how important it is to get records shared. One of Rebecca’s 
colleagues had driven past a site where five species had been seen but half the roof was off. The 
police attended the site but said they could not even caution as they wouldn’t do anything with data 
that was over 12 months old.  
 

 Julia Hanmer asked if Pete Charleston [BCT’s Investigations Officer] was aware and Rebecca 
confirmed he was. 

 Lisa Hundt said reviewing standard operating procedures for police. Quite often the issue of 
data and age of data comes from the police but also the CPS related to likelihood of not 
getting a prosecution. Lisa will take back issue to consider when updating operational 
procedures and the duration of survey reports.  
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 Anne Youngman asked if the police had pursued the issue would they have found any 
evidence. Rebecca answered that yes, they would have, but Bob Cornes gave example of 
case where found droppings and still it wasn’t followed through. 

 
7.6 Vets and Injured Bats 
Bob Cornes has had several cases of vets taking in injured bats without taking information about 
where the bat comes from. Bob has spoken to Helen Miller who is writing letter to vets to remind 
them of the bat care guidelines and will include a request for information to be kept. The concern is 
that if the bat is infected, it is not possible to trace who has handled it. Also the bat needs to be 
released where it is found. Some vets have argued that even if they kept the information they 
couldn’t share it because of client confidentiality. Bob has said they could handle it via a reference 
number (or the full address needn't be left, just the locality and a telephone number).  
 

 Rebecca Collins suggested the letter also reminds vets of their duty of care, as Rebecca has 
picked up a bat where it hasn’t been given any water.  

 Shirley Thompson suggests we remind all vets that they were sent a copy of the bat care 
guidelines three years ago.  

 Roger Havard went to a local vet who told Roger they no longer deal with bats. What about 
the Wild Animals Act and duty of care? 

 Julia Hanmer thought this had come out of some guidelines on rabies and will check with 
Helen Miller.  

 Bob Cornes asked that bat groups be informed when letters are sent out and suggested that 
guidelines were provided electronically and added to the relevant veterinary websites. 

 Shirley Thompson suggested a summary document to go with the letters, one side of A4? 

 Andrea Durn suggestion that BCT get someone to attend or speak at veterinary conferences? 

 Kate Jones suggested talking to Tony Fooks at the VLA.  
 
ACTION : Helen Miller, in addition to the letter to vets, to include a one side bat care summary and 
send out guidelines electronically, arranging for them to go onto the relevant veterinary websites. 
 
7.7 Requests for Surveys 
Bob Cornes raised the issue that Bedfordshire Bat Group has had of consultants and other 
organisations contacting the group to ask them to carry out surveys (that should be carried out by 
professionals). 
 
7.8 Licensing in Scotland 
Anne Youngman said that licensing had change in Scotland. It was Scottish Natural Heritage for some 
licences and the Government for development licences. It is now Scottish Natural Heritage for all 
licences. Anne hopes this will be seen as an improvement amongst bat workers. 
 
7.9 Leisler’s in Scotland 
Anne Youngman mentioned John Haddow’s work on Leisler’s bats in Scotland. There had been a few 
records and most in one area but John’s study found that actually a lot of noctule records were in 
fact Leisler’s [poster on display during the conference]. 
 
7.10 Barbastelles in Hertfordshire 
Roger Havard informed the meeting that the Herts and Middlesex Bat Group had established there 
are barbastelles in Hertfordshire and that the Group has discovered three roosts. 
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7.11 Serotines in Clwyd 
Greg Carson informed the meeting of Clwyd Bat Group’s endeavours to find a serotine roost. One 
was found in a hibernation site over three consecutive years. The Groups has found there is a native 
colony in the area this summer, but they have yet to find the roost location. This is the most 
northerly known occurrence of Serotines. 
 

8. Pete Guest Award result 
 
Maggie and Peter Andrews were announced as the joint winners of the 2011 Pete Guest award 
having received the greatest number of votes.        
 

9. Update on New Research Projects 
 
Karen Haysom gave an update on the three research projects BCT is involved in with the University 
of Bristol. A special Bulletin was circulated to bat groups with information on the three new projects. 
Two of which are on bats and churches and the third is investigation what happens to bats when 
they are excluded from domestic properties. The common theme is how to resolve various issues 
where there is conflict between bats and people. The knowledge of what happens now is 
comparatively the poor. Natural England and DEFRA want a proper understanding of what happens 
when bats are excluded. There are a relatively small number of exclusions thanks to the efforts of 
active bat workers. 
 
Subsequent to the bulletin several roost visitors have contacted BCT about roosts that were going to 
be excluded anyway. Karen Haysom thanked the people who helped with identifying roosts and 
encouraged people to think of making information available on potential exclusions if they were in a 
position to do so. If anyone wanted to ask questions about the research, then Karen, Emma Stone 
and Gareth Jones [of University of Bristol] will be in James Hales' workshop on churches.  
 

 Sylvia Jiggins asked whether this was a round about way of asking for information that BCT 
already received on roost report forms. Karen Haysom answered that BCTs role is in part to 
look at information coming through to Natural England anyway, however BCT doesn’t cover 
all of the regions. Also BCT doesn’t have the same relationship with householders and roost 
visitors do. Lisa Worledge added that a roost visitor may be able to identify a potential roost 
earlier than at submission of the report forms and so could help identify potential sites 
before BCT is aware of them and discuss the project with the householders to see if they 
would be prepared to be involved. 

 Lynn Whitefield asked if BCT had enough roosts. Karen Haysom responded that three have 
been identified but would like to have others in case one of there turns outs not to be 
suitable. 

 Julia Hanmer said that Emma Stone’s talk [on the Saturday of the conference] would make a 
powerful case for the need to undertake research on exclusions. 

 
10. Any other business  

 

 Heather McFarlane said thank you to all of the bat groups that have submitted hot spots for 
the Big Bat Map. There are still some gaps so please send any more (remembering they have 
to be publically accessible sites). Any sightings added to the Big Bat Map by the public will be 
shared with bat groups which have agreements with BCT for NBMP data. Heather also 
thanked bat groups for listing their events. The Big Bat Map will be promoted earlier next 
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year. Roger Havard suggested raiding the London hot spots listed on the London Bat Group’s 
website. 

 Kelly Gunnell said BCT is putting together a comprehensive guidance document on bat 
boxes, including design, placement and monitoring. Please let BCT know of issues, concerns 
and suggestions. Roger Havard was pleased this was coming to fruition after 10 years. 

 Heather McFarlane said that BCT is trialling community fund raising initiative. Halloween 
party packs to myth bust, working with schools, bat bring and buy sales etc. lots of resources 
available on the BCT website. 

 Andrea Durn proposed an award for bat groups so that the work of groups as well as 
individuals could be recognised. 

 Andrea Durn wanted to thank BCT for what the organisation does with the resources it has 
available.  

 Roger Jiggins raised the issue of the discharge of planning conditions when a roost is found 
in a building. Surveys of poor quality and mitigation often a couple of boxes in a tree as 
discharge. Roger knows of eight of these cases within one planning district alone. Lisa Hundt 
said she would speak to Roger about these after the meeting. Rebecca Collins pointed out 
that the issues happened elsewhere too.  

 Roger Havard raised the issue of the BCT website. It is very poor and hard to find things on it 
so Roger often uses Google to find things. Heather McFarlane said that BCT knows this and is 
hoping to find some funds to redo the site. 

 
11. Date of next meeting 
 
Friday 14th September, University of York (2012 National Bat Conference) 
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Appendix 1: Search Engine Results Relating to Grounded/Injured Bats 
 

Google Bing / Yahoo (same results) 

Search term: Grounded Bat 

1. BCT 
2. Lincolnshire Bat Group 
3. Flickr 
4. Bat Conservation Ireland 
5. Bedfordshire Bat Group 
6. Artesian Media Blog 
7. Faopaw’s Reputation Quests 
8. Merseyside Biobank 
9. Facebook Page 
10. Bat World Sanctuary 

 

1. BCT 
2. Lincolnshire Bat Group 
3. BCT 
4. Ecology Planning 
5. Bedfordshire Bat Group 
6. Avon Bat Group 
7. Lincolnshire Bat Group  
8. Surrey Bat Group 
9. North Yorkshire Bat Group 
10. University of Illinois 

 

Search term: Injured Bat 

1. BCT 
2. Kirklees Council 
3. Devon Bat Group 
4. Wild About Britain 
5. You Tube 
6. Yahoo Answers 
7. Geeklogie 
8. South Lancashire Bat Group 
9. Berkshire Bat Group 
10. Leicestershire & Rutland Bat Group 

1. BCT 
2. Kirklees Council 
3. BCT 
4. Cavechat 
5. South Lancashire Bat Group 
6. Yahoo Answers 
7. Staffordshire Bat Group 
8. Lincolnshire Wildlife Trust 
9. Pilbara Wildlife Carers Association 
10. Cork County Bat Group 

Search term: Bat Rescue 

1. Essex Bat Group 
2. Essex Bat Group 
3. Hampshire Bat Group 
4. Pet Lovers Online 
5. Warwickshire Bat Group 
6. Bat Rescue California 
7. Dorset Wildlife Rescue 
8. Forrest Hills Blog 
9. UK Safari Wildlife Hospitals 
10. East Sussex Wildlife Rescue 

1. Hampshire Bat Group 
2. Essex Bat Group 
3. Essex Bat Group 
4. Pet Lovers Online 
5. UK Wildlife Rescuers 
6. Bat Rescue California 
7. Wild About Britain 
8. Bat Rescue Australia 
9. Sussex Bat Group 
10. Bat Rescue (US) 

 

 
Note: if you use ‘bats’ instead of ‘bat’ the search list changes again. In Bing and Yahoo for ‘grounded 
bats’ this brings the Lincolnshire Bat Group to the top of the lists with BCT as the next two entries. 
For ‘injured bats’ it still has BCT at the top of the list. 
 


