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Minutes of the Bat Group Forum Meeting held on Saturday 19th May 
2007 at the Directory of Social Change Charity Centre, London 

 
ACTION POINTS 

 
5 BCT Review Working Group 
 
ACTION POINT: BCT to send out information on steering group 
nominations to bat group contacts and also put this on the BCT 
website.  
 
12   Pilot Agreements between BCT and bat groups 
 
ACTION POINTï Any interested bat groups wishing to take part in a 
pilot agreement to contact BCT. 
 
13 Pete Guest Award 2007 
 
ACTION POINT - Nominations for Pete Guest Award to be sent to SM 
by 31 July 2007. 
 
14 Other key issues 
 
ACTION POINTï Bat groups to supply cases/information on local 
authorities ignoring guidelines regarding surveys for BCT to 
investigate. 
 
ACTION POINTï RD to find out more details of Caerphilly case from 
the local authority. 
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Minutes of the Bat Group Forum Meeting held on Saturday 19th May 
2007 at the Directory of Social Change Charity Centre, London 

 
 
In Attendance: 
Ross Baker (RB)   Surrey Bat Group 
Pete Banfield (PB)   Somerset Bat Group and Dorset Bat Group 
Kathryn Birch (KB) Gwynedd Bat Group and North Wales Regional 

Rep 
Greg Carson (GC) London Bat Group 
Rebecca Collins (RC) Herefordshire Bat Group and Joint West 

Midlands Regional Rep 
Amy Coyte (AC)   BCT Chief Executive 
Wing-Yunn Crawley  (WC)  BCT Helpline Officer 
Richard Dodd (RD)   BCT Welsh Bat Officer and Minutes 
Peter Donovan (PD) London Bat Group 
Ian Dunbar (ID)   BCT Trustee 
Alison Fure (AF)   London Bat Group 
Roger Havard (RH)   Essex Bat Group and Anglia Regional Rep 
Philip Hettiarachi (PH)  Lee Valley Bats 
Jude Hirstwood (JH) Bedfordshire Bat Group 
Simon Joynes (SJ) Bedfordshire Bat Group 
David King (DK) Sussex Bat Group 
Simon Mickleburgh (SM) BCT Bat Group Officer and Bat Group Forum 

Secretary 
Ann Nixon (AN)   London Bat Group 
Graham Pearce (GP)  Lee Valley Bats 
Lou Pickersgill (LP)   Somerset Bat Group and Dorset Bat Group 
Jeanette Sitton (JS)   Lee Valley Bats 
Nick Tomlinson (NT)  Bat Group Forum Chair  
Alexia Wellbelove (AW)  London Bat Group 
Lynn Whitfield (LW)  Surrey Bat Group 
Carol Williams (CW)  BCT Bats and Buildings Officer 
Anne Youngman (AY)  BCT Scottish Bat Officer and Minutes 
 
The Forum meeting was preceded with a presentation given by Alison Fure of the 
London Bat Group on Bats, Lighting and the Olympic Cha llenge for London Bat 
Group.  This was an excellent talk that was much appreciated by the forum. 
 
1 Apologies for absence 
 
Apologies were received from: 
 
Gail Armstrong, Caitriona Carlin, Bob Cornes, John Drewett, John Haddow, 
Emma Long, Jean Matthews, Bill Parker, Katie Parsons, Shirely Pottie, Nuria 
Rodriguez, Stuart Spray, Shirley Thompson and Amanda Vivian-Crowder. 
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2 Minutes of Bat Group Forum 3 February 2007 
 
The minutes were accepted as a correct record of the meeting. 
 
SM then went through the Action Points from that meeting. 
 

4 BCT Review Working Group  
 
ACTION: All to encourage bat workers and BCT members to circulate the 
questionnaire and send responses to BCT by 16th February. 
 
This had been done 

 
5 Nominations of a further Bat Group Forum repres entative to be 
voted on by members of BCT to become a Trustee at the next AGM 
 
ACTION: AC will produce a short document for circulation to members to 
inform them of the requirement for an additional Trustee with high-level 
policy experience.   
 
This had been circulated. RH raised a concern that the Board of Trustees 
would have the final say in the choice of a nominee to serve on the Board. 
ID stressed that this was normal practice amongst charities.  
 
ACTION: SM to email RH list of Trustees. 
 
This had been done. 
 
6 BAP Species Priorities  

 
ACTION: Bat Groups to try to ensure that serotines are on local BAPs and 
Community Action Plans as appropriate.  
 
SM asked if there had been any further progress from the bat groups. 
There had been none. 

 
7 Update on changes to the Habitats Regulations  
 
ACTION: BCT to seek clarification from Defra as to the procedure for 
householder exclusions. 
 
ACTION: AC to write to Defra asking for clarification on guidelines for bat 
workers. 

 
Both these actions related to detailed consultation that BCT had been 
having with Defra on the proposed changes to the Habitats Regulations. 
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SM would be updating the meeting on the latest information on the 
proposed changes under Item 7. 

 
8 Update on Survey Guidelines 
 
ACTION: All to note deadline of 7th March for comments on draft  Survey 
Guidelines. 
 
This had been done. SM would give an update on progress with the Survey 
Guidelines to the meeting under Item 8. 

 
9 Update on Bat Investigations Project  
 
ACTION: All to email Ali Rasey with details if they see adhesive rodent 
traps for sale in high street shops. 
 
Ali would be writing a short article on these for a future issue of Bat News. 
 
10 Bat Group Support Fund  
 
ACTION: SM to circulate bat groups with information on the Bat Group 
Support Fund and inform them of the option of applying for funding to 
cover costs of attending National Conference. 
 
This has been done. There had been three applications so far for Bursaries 
for the National Conference. 
 
11 BCT Quarterly Report 
  
ACTION: NBMP team to check numbers in Colony Counts table and make 
amendment in next Quarterly Report.  
 
SM tabled a revised version of the Colony Counts table. This is appended 
to these minutes. 
 
12  Update on Tyvek issues 
 
ACTION: Carol Williams to attend next meeting of the Bat Group Forum. 
 
Carol Williams would be giving a presentation on the Bats and the Built 
Environment Project under Item4.  

 
13 Other key issues 
 
ACTION: CL to amend advice regarding giving bats cotton wool soaked in 
water.  
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This has been done. 
 

ACTION: Katie Parsons to update Bat Group Forum on ALGE Guidelines 
at the next meeting.  
 
SM provided an update to the meeting. 

 
 
3 Matters arising 
 
There were no matters arising. 
 
4 BCT Bats and the Built Environment Project 
 
CW gave a presentation on bats and the built environment. A copy of her 
presentation is appended to these minutes. 
 
5 BCT Review Working Group 
 
NT updated the meeting about progress with the follow-up to the BCT 
questionnaire and the work of the BCT Review Working Group. Key issues 
coming out of the questionnaire were: 
 
Á Working relationships ï especially that between BCT and bat groups 
Á Communication ï between BCT and the bat world (both ways) 
Á Consultation and representation ï clearly linked with communication 
Á Support ï especially for active bat workers   

 
There was much discussion about the review :- 

 

¶ RH felt that the results of the questionnaire were invalid because not 
everyone had seen it.  However, it was felt that the circulation, to around 
6,000 people, meant that the results were a fair representation.  

 

¶ RB commented that the BCT Review Working Group had designed the 
questionnaire and were happy with the content and the breakdown of the 
results between bat group and non-bat group people.   

 

¶ DK felt that the questionnaire was invalid because it did not ask specific 
questions about the Defra Rabies Research Project.  

 

¶ ID pointed out, however, that there was ample opportunity in the 
questionnaire for people to express their views on the Defra issue and 
there had been a significant number of comments relating to this.  

 
NT discussed the possible next steps in the process. It had been agreed that there 
should be a review of the relationship between BCT, the bat groups and others in 
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the bat world and that this should be undertaken by an external individual who 
had the appropriate skills. It was also important that a small steering group was 
established to oversee the work of this reviewer. There was a discussion over the 
composition of such a group and how it should be established.  
 
RB noted that the underlying issue in the Defra Rabies Research Project was 
down to communication. A review should therefore focus on this and others 
issues relating communication, consultation and representation. 
 
NT agreed and summarised the next steps as follows :- 
 

¶ A steering group would be set up to overview the review process and a 
project officer would be recruited to actually drive that process. 

 

¶ The steering group needed to be small (to be workable) but representative.  
Suggested composition was BCT Chief Executive, a representative of the 
BCT Board of Trustees (perhaps one of the BGF reps) and bat group 
representation consisting of two or three bat workers. 

 

¶ Although the steering group would oversee the project (and would report, 
via the project officer and appropriate representation of the steering 
group, to the BoT) the óday to dayô work would be undertaken by the 
project officer, who would convene a number of working/focus groups to 
drive the actual review. 

 

¶ BCT would ask the bat groups to vote on the appointment of the bat group 
representatives, drawn from the groups themselves. Bat worker 
membership of the steering group would be decided based upon those 
people with the largest number of votes. 

 
AC commented that meetings of the steering group would be kept to a minimum 
and envisaged that a good proportion of the work could be done either via e-mail 
or over the phone. It is likely, however, over the course of the project (likely 
timescales to be 12 months) at least three meetings would be required, with the 
option to call others if circumstances required. 
 
It was discussed how votes would be coordinated and a suggestion of one vote per 
bat group was agreed. AC commented that it was vital that non-bat group 
members were also taken into consideration. It was argued for the need of a 
representative from a bat worker outside the bat groups themselves. NT 
commented that a bat group representative would also fulfil the criterion of a bat 
worker. 
 

 
ACTION POINT: BCT to send out information on steering group 
nominations to bat group contacts and also put this on the BCT 
website.  
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6 Results of nomination of a further Bat Group Forum 
representative to be voted on by members of BCT to become a Trustee  
 
SM informed the meeting of the results of the nominations for a bat group forum 
representative. Only one nomination, Nick Tomlinson, had been received and 
this was put forward to the bat groups to vote on. Out of 23 bat groups who 
responded, 22 were in favour with 1 abstention. SM sought a proposal from the 
meeting to elect Nick Tomlinson as their representative. LP Proposed the motion, 
seconded by RC. NT was thus nominated as the bat group forum representative 
to be voted on by the BCT members to become a Trustee. 
 
7 Update on changes to the Habitats Regulations  
 
SM updated the meeting stating that the amendments to the Habitats 
Regulations had been in force in Scotland since 14 February 2007 (see 
www.opsi.gov.uk).  The amendments were yet to come into force in England, 
Wales and Northern. The final wording of the legislation was still not available. 
BCT had been told that the latest date by which the amendments would come 
into force was 21 August 2007. The Scottish Executive had produced general 
advice on what the changes meant and this would  appear on their website by 1t 
July 2007. 
 
RB asked what advice he should be given to roost owners seeking exclusions 
before legislation came into effect in England in light of any possible changes to 
the advice once the amendments were in force. AC commented that guidance on 
this should be sought from Natural England. 
 
RH expressed disappointment that Defra had gone out of their way to hold 
seminars on the changes, yet Natural England had not. AF commented that 
Natural England would be holding a one-day seminar in the south-east. 
 
RH expressed concern that the UK was being threatened with fines but was 
actually working to protect bats while other European countries were not doing 
enough and getting away with it. European bat conservation as a whole was 
suffering as a result. 

 
8 Update on Survey Guidelines 
 
SM reported that the survey guidelines had been written and were now with the 
designer. An online version would appear first. It was planned to have case 
studies with the online version but not with the paper one. The guidelines would 
be available free of charge from the BCT website while the paper copy would be 
priced at around £19.99. 
 
9 Bat Mitigation Conference 
 

http://www.opsi.gov.uk/


Bat Group Forum Minutes: Saturday 19th May 2007  

From: www.bats.org.uk 

 8 

AC reported on the mitigation conference held at University of Leicester in April. 
Over 100 experts attended over the course of the two days with the first day 
looking at roosts associated with trees, bridges and buildings. Day two focused on 
habitats, including foraging, commuting routes and lighting issues. The aim was 
to gather together information from the conference and release this information 
as proceedings. 
 
BCT would inform the bat groups once the proceedings were complete and a talk 
at the UK National Conference was planned, with two workshops also being held, 
one on either day. 

 
10  Bat Care Workshop 
 
WC reported that a workshop was held in March with 14 participants including 
RSPCA, BCT, Vets and bat carers.  A summary of the outcomes of the meeting is 
appended to these meetings. For further information contact Kit Stoner at BCT. 
 
11  Wind Turbines Workshop 
 
SM reported on a workshop funded by Defra attended by bat experts from UK 
and Europe as well experts from the wind industry and representatives of the 
Statutory Nature Conservation Organisations. A further workshop was planned to 
take forward ideas. A report from the workshop was available on the BCT 
website. 
 
BCT was currently developing plans to monitor bat mortality across the UK. 
Natural England was preparing national guidelines for the UK on bats and wind 
turbines. 
 
BCT had also sent out a questionnaire on possible impacts of mini-turbines and 
had had 12 responses so far. 
 
12   Pilot Agreements between BCT and bat groups 
 
SM reported that four bat groups had agreed to work with BCT on developing 
pilot agreements. The aim was to strengthen the way in which BCT and bat 
groups worked together. This would probably be of particular benefit to newly 
established bat groups and anyone interested should contact SM. 
 
ACTION POINTï Any interested bat groups wishing to take part in a 
pilot agreement to contact BCT. 
 
13 Pete Guest Award 2007 
 
SM asked that nominations for the Pete Guest Award be submitted to him by 31 
July 2007. Nominees would be voted on by the Bat Group Forum at the UK 
National Conference in York where the presentation would also be made. 
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ACTION POINT - Nominations for Pete Guest Award to be sent to SM 
by 31 July 2007. 
 
 
14 Other key issues 
 
RB highlighted concerns over his local authority ignoring guidelines and not 
insisting on surveys with planning applications. There had been a case in Wales 
highlighted at the last Bat Group Forum meeting. 
 
ACTION POINTï Bat groups to supply cases/information on local 
authorities ignoring guidelines regarding surveys for BCT to 
investigate. 
 
ACTION POINTï RD to find out more details of Caerphilly case from 
the local authority. 
 
JS highlighted concern over a local development and lighting issues and sought 
advice. CW said she would talk with JS after the meeting. 
 
RD reported on discussions with Welsh Assembly Government and biological 
records centres. He would be writing to the Assembly seeking clarification on 
how biological and public data was made available. 
 
KB commented that North Wales regional bat groups would be concerned if 
monies for a BCT review were diverted from practical bat conservation projects. 
 
There was a discussion over the demand and effect of the proposed Home 
Information Packs (HIPs) on bats. There was concern over push for insulation 
installation and that bats were either being missed or being blamed when a 
homeowner was ónot allowedô to have insulation because of the bats. 
 
RB asked for an update of the European Bat Lyssavirus Liaison Group attended 
by BCT in April 2007. AC updated the group and full details were available from 
the Defra website. 
 
AC commented that the Department of Health would not be funding the National 
Bat Helpline this year and BCT was having to make a decision very soon about 
whether to go ahead with the Out of Hours Service this year. 
 
SM highlighted that BCT pin badges were available for groups to help raise 
monies for BCT and to contact Jaime Eastham at BCT for more information. 
 
15. Dates and locations of next meeting 
 



Bat Group Forum Minutes: Saturday 19th May 2007  

From: www.bats.org.uk 

 10 

The next meeting would be Friday 31 August 2007 at the National Conference at 
the University of York; approximate time would be 8.00 PM. More details would 
follow later.  
 
In 2008, possible dates were Saturday 3 February and Saturday 17 May. The 
third meeting would be at the National Conference as usual. SM would clarify 
dates and locations at a later date. 
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Appendix 1 
 

Update re Action Point from February 2007 Meeting 
 
Colony Counts 
The table below shows the number of 2006 Colony Count forms that have been returned 
to date (5th Jan). Although more forms need to be received in order to exceed all of last 
yearôs totals, in terms of the all-important repeat sites we have surpassed last yearôs 
figures for most species, with only 55 pipistrelle and serotine falling short. In December 
many volunteers were contacted to ask if they had done repeat surveys and some replied 
that they still have some forms to send in, so some of the figures below may yet increase. 
 

Species 2005 2006 

Total sites Repeat New Total sites Repeat New 

45 pipistrelle 208 145 63 210 160 50 

55 pipistrelle 146 94 52 128 89 39 

Pip unsure 166 83 83 173 94 79 

Serotine 45 33 12 37 30 7 

Brown long-eared 84 48 36 81 62 19 

Nattererôs 47 30 17 48 37 11 

Lesser horseshoe 
(Eng only; 2006 Welsh data  
still awaited from CCW) 

 158 136 22 142 125  17 
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Appendix 2 

 
Bats and the Built Environment Project 

 
 

Presentation to Bat Group Forum 
19 May 2007 

 
Dr Carol Williams, BCT Bats and the Built Environment 

Project Officer 
 
 
1. Project Aims 
 
Å To develop good practice for mitigation in relation to bats and the built 

environment.  
Å Liaison, profile raising and consultation with the building   

industry. 
Å Training and events 
Å Publications 
Å Awards 
Å Codes of conduct and guidelines 
Å Building best practice, worked examples ï small scale. 

Å To identify and support flagship projects illustrating good practice. 
 
 
2. New Build:  Building Regulations changes - England and Wales 
 
The Building Regulations are made under powers provided in the Building Act 
1984 and apply in England and Wales.  

Sections L, F and M amended in April 2006  
            Section F - Ventilation  
            Section L - Conservation of fuel and power  
 
Buildings account for 46% of CO2 production in the UK. 
 
There are buildings that are potentially exempt and these include domestic 
garages, conservatories and porches. 
 
Commonly used phrase óair tightô, what does it mean? 

Building/Dwelling Emission Rate (BER/DER)  
Target Emission Rate (TER) 

                   Pressure Testing 
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There are likely to be further changes to these regulations as the Governments 
targets for reducing the CO2 emissions become more stringent in response to the 
EU Energy Performance of Buildings Directive 2003. 
 
The Building Regulations set standards for the design and construction of 
buildings, primarily to ensure the safety and health for people in or around those 
buildings, but also for energy conservation and access to and about buildings.  
 
In Scotland the Building Regulations were updated and new technical guides 
available from 1st May 2007. Section 6 on energy conservation looks broadly the 
same as for England and Wales.  
 
In Northern Ireland the Buildings Regulations on conservation of fuel and power 
(Section F1 & F2) were amended from 30 November 2006. This includes similar 
CO2 emission calculation requirements  
 
The current edition of the regulations is óThe Building Regulations 2000ô (as 
amended) and the majority of building projects are required to comply with 
them.  
 
The Building Regulations come in various sections. Parts L and F being revised to 
address the conservation of energy and reduce the carbon footprint of housing. 
 
There are a number of classes of new buildings or extensions of existing buildings 
that do not need Building Regulations approval - subject to certain criteria on 
size, construction etc and these include The following are examples of such 
buildings and extensions. 
 
Potentially exempt buildings: garden sheds, summer-houses, domestic 
garages, greenhouses, conservatories, porches, covered ways, covered yards 
and carports. 
 
The Dwelling Emission Rate (DER) or Building Emission Rate (BER) (if non-
dwelling) is the CO2 calculated to be emitted and must be no worse that the CO2 
Target Emission Rate (TER) and approved calculation software tools are 
available. 
 
Air permeability should be not worse than 10m3/hr.m2 @ 50 PA test pressure. 
Pressure testing will be carried out on a proportion of each type of dwelling built 
on a development. 
 
If you are aware of the U-value, this is the heat transmittance value. 
 
What am I doing? 
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I am trying to understand the implications and details of these changes and what 
they mean for the future provision of bat roosts in new dwelling. 
 
In new build there is potential to include bat roost and access provision outside of 
the óairtightô envelope. ie not all roof spaces are included within the envelope.  
 
Bespoke areas could be built into designs that lie outside of the envelope at 
almost any point on the dwelling. This can only be investigated by working with 
the industry such as architects designing new styles of build.  
 
3. New Build: new designs of build 
 
There are new designs of build that are being promoted as being economical and 
airtight making them low or no carbon. The Zed Factory designs are one of these 
and are found throughout England, particularly in the south. They come in the 
form of individual dwellings, high rise, urban, low-rise high density, mixed use, 
public buildings and offices. They tend to be timber framed, super insulated and 
membrane wrapped. The one shown is mixed use with retail outlets and living 
accommodation incorporated. I am hoping to work with Bill Dunster who is the 
architect behind these designs to see if it would be possible to incorporate bat 
roosting potential within these designs. 
 
4. New Build: micro-turbines 
 
Issues 
Å New designs of turbine in UK and USA claim to be wildlife friendly. 
Å Information from questionnaire. 

 
New designs of turbine in UK and USA boast being wildlife friendly. But 
questioning about this has so far not led to any firm data or scientific evidence for 
this. 
 
I would like to work with the industry to get them to run research on existing 
operational turbines to back their claims. I am currently trying to communiciate 
over this with Quiet revolution (UK), Aerotecture (USA) and AV (USA). 
 
The BTO and the University of Stirling are also looking at this issue from the 
point of view of birds impacts and we are liaising on our progress. 
 
5. New Build: lighting in the built environment 
 
Issues 
 
Impact on: 
Å bat roosts 
Å bat foraging and commuting routes 
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What am I doing? 
 
Talking to the industry at conferences and events to raise awareness of the issue. 
Working with the Institution of Lighting Engineers and bat workers: 
Å To produce good practice for lighting for bats document 
Å To produce good practice advice for security lighting and bats 

 
In February 2007 I gave a presentation at a conference on light pollution 
organised by the NSCA. The title was óthe impact of lighting on bats and other 
wildlifeô. As the only presentation about the impact on wildlife this was well 
received and resulted in the Institution of Lighting Engineers wanting to work 
with BCT to compile good practice guidelines on bats and lighting for use by the 
industry. I am due to talk at the ILE conference in Dublin in September.  
Work is starting on the good practice for lighting and bats. It is intended that the 
ILE and BCT will liaise with the police when they review their stance on security 
lighting to incorporate advice about impacts on bats and how to avoid them. 
There is to be an Annex III for PPS 23 on light pollution that will be available for 
consultation shortly on the DEFRA website. 
 
6.  Existing Build: Building regulations 
 
Issues 
 
Types of work when the regulations will apply include extensions (over a certain 
size), material change of use, renovation or replacement of walls and roofs. 
 
Historic Buildings may be able to compromise on this. 
 
It is suggested that the situation for buildings containing a bat roost should also 
be open to compromise. 
 
What am I doing? 
 
Compiling a guidance document with RIBA on the changes to the building 
regulations that could impact on bats and how these can be approached. 
 
Lobbying for consideration of bats. 
 
Raising awareness that the Energy Inspectors (who will monitor energy efficiency 
when homes are sold) are aware of bats. 
 
How the changes to the regulations will apply to existing buildings remains to be 
seen. 
 
Walls and roofs should be upgraded if the works apply to greater than 25% of the 
area. 
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If the upgrade is not technically or functionally possible the element should be 
upgraded to the best standard feasible. 
 
In the same way that Historic Buildings may be able to compromise on the 
regulations, it is suggested that the situation for buildings containing a bat roost 
should also be open to compromise ï although this has yet to be clarified. 
 
Home Information Packs were to become compulsory from 1st June and include 
an energy rating for the building. Energy Inspectors are to be accredited or 
qualified experts but the system is not yet confirmed. These inspectors will need 
to be aware of the implications of the presence of bats as their advice could have 
an adverse impact on bats.  
 
7. Existing Build: cavity Wall insulation 
 
Issues 
 
Questionnaire to bat workers. 
 
Working with the National Insulation Association. 
 
Produce good practice guidance for use by industry. 
 
What am I doing? 
 
Regarding the questionnaire, the results of the first collection of information have 
been summarised and circulated to all bat worker contacts. The collection of 
information is ongoing. It has been identified that research is needed into the 
effects of bat droppings and urine on the insulating capacity of cavity wall 
insulation. 
 
I have been in contact with Centrica with regard the British Gas push for cavity 
wall insulation to raise their awareness of the potential impacts on EPS.  
 
 
8. Existing Build: roof membranes 
 
Issues 
 
Questionnaire to bat workers. 
 
Working with DuPont. Klober also wish to work with BCT. 
 
Aiming to produce good practice guidance note with industry and bat workers 
input to inform all. 
 
What am I doing? 
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The questionnaire only produced a limited response. However, circulating what 
information was gathered, will hopefully lead to further feedback. The 
questionnaire will remain available to use and it is anticipated that this season 
will result in more specific data. The mitigation conference also had some 
important discussions on this topic that will feed into the process. 
 
 
9. Existing Build: other issues to be addressed 
 
These issues will come out of the Mitigation Conference proceedings and through 
contact from bat workers. 
 
They are likely to include the use of plastic external and internal features that 
donôt allow grip; noise, bat house design, mitigation design etc. 
 
10. Existing Build: demolition 
 
Issues 
 
Demolition can fall outside the planning process.  
 
It may just go through Building Control where officers respond to an S80 
Demolition Notice. These rarely have a question considering the presence of 
European Protected Species. 
 
What am I doing? 
 
Trying to ascertain whether it would be possible to have the S80 standardised to 
include a question on EPS. 
 
How we can best communicate with Building Control Officers to increase bat 
awareness and their responsibilities for this. 
 
11. Other Projects 
 
I am looking for a project that could potentially become a flagship for good 
practice with regard bats being considered throughout the development process 
but this has not yet been identified. I have visited Upton development where the 
University of Northampton is monitoring the use of the site by bats, in particular 
the SUDS system. But his is in its second phase and is not suitable as a flagship 
although I will continue to maintain contact with the University and the work it is 
doing. 
 
The Princes Foundation Sherford Development has not yet commenced any work 
on site but is well advanced in its planning. Despite this it is hoped that a useful 



Bat Group Forum Minutes: Saturday 19th May 2007  

From: www.bats.org.uk 

 18 

dialogue can be had with the developers to improve certain aspects for bats such 
as the inclusion of potential roosts in low carbon build. 
 
The Bat House Competition at the London Wetland Centre is entirely different. 
The Project highlights the potential for architects, builders, home-owners and 
conservationists to work together to produce wildlife-friendly building design. 
The competition runs through this summer with the winning design (subject to 
planning etc) being built on site. BCT is a partner on this project. 
 
12. Liaison with building industry and joint working 
Å UK Green Building Council 
Å Construction Industry Research and Information Association 
Å Chartered Institute of Building 
Å National Insulation Association 
Å DuPont and Klober 
Å Institution of Lighting Engineers 
Å Avebury 
Å British Construction Industry Awards 
Å Royal Institute of British Architects 
Å Royal Institution of Chartered Surveyors 
Å South East England Development Agency 
Å Greenspec 
Å Alfred McAlpine 

 
13. Also working with 
Å National Trust 
Å Vincent Wildlife Trust 
Å Statutory Nature Conservation Organisations 
Å Association of Local Government Ecologists 
Å University of Northampton 

 
14. Outcomes 
Å Good practice guidelines for the various buildings industries co-authored 

with them for use by their members. 
Å Connectivity between building industry and BCT websites (BCT to have 

bats and built environment webpage). 
Å A voice for bats within the voice for the building industry. 
Å Joint working between bat workers and the building industry for 

mitigation on existing roosts and provision of roosts in new build. 
Å Recognition of best practice for bats within the building industry. 
Å Better trained professionals within the building industry. 

 
15. Summary of my role 
Å My post is as a conduit between the experience of the bat world and the 

mechanisms to assimilate this knowledge into the working processes of the 
building industry to allow it to conserve and enhance bat populations into 
the future. 
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16. Summary of current situation 
Å Rapid changes taking place within the building industry 
Å Low carbon and no carbon design 
Å Building regulation changes 
Å Pressure for new build 
Å New technologies evolving rapidly 
Å The pressure of these changes on our bat population. 
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Appendix 3 
 

Bat Care Workshop 18-19th March 2007 held at Mallydams 
Wood RSPCA Education Centre, Hastings, East Sussex 

Summary Notes 
 
 

Attendance  
 

¶ 14 participants (BCT, RSPCA, vet, carers, professional facilitator) 
  
Outcomes wanted  

¶ Consensus-based manual on bat care and treatment. 

¶ Best practice guidelines or summary for appropriate target audiences 
(e.g. veterinary profession, wildlife centres).  

¶ Bat care training courses (subject to funding). 

¶ The Animal Welfare Act 2006 is looking for best practice information 
ï any document produced as a result of this meeting should be used.  

 
Workshop objectives  

¶ To agree best practice in the care and rehabilitation of bats. 

¶ To produce a code of practice and, where appropriate, agree standards.  

¶ To agree a way forward following the workshop in terms of further 
outputs, such as leaflets, guidance and training. 

¶ To discuss framework for training and standards in relation to 
Habitats Regulations changes and the animal welfare act. 

 

Sessions 
 
There were individual sessions on a range of topics.  

¶ Ethics 

¶ Rescue and collection 

¶ Care and conditions 

¶ Injuries, ailments and treatment 

¶ Rehabilitation and release 

¶ Captivity and euthanasia 

¶ Education 

¶ Licensing and training 

¶ European Bat Lyssaviruses 

¶ Carers' health and safety 

¶ Support for carers 

¶ Evaluation 

¶ Next steps 
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Key Points 
 

¶ The Bat Care Manual is an excellent starting point.  
 

¶ Following discussions at the workshop, the Bat Care Manual  could be 
updated and this would then form the basis of a future training course. 

 

¶ All agreed the need for standardised record keeping. This could be linked 
to licensing. 

 

¶ There should be individual Codes of Practice, related to the Animal 
Welfare Act 2006, for groups such as vets and wildlife hospitals. The exact 
wording of these codes is still to be agreed. 

 

¶ General agreement on certain situations when bats should be euthanized.  
 

¶ Attendees were fully aware of rabies and other disease issues and took 
appropriate measures to minimise risks (e.g. wearing gloves, quarantining 
new arrivals, etc.). Agreement that the public should not touch or handle 
bats.  

 

¶ Agreement about issues of licensing that will come into effect with the 
amendments to the Habitats Regulations (e.g. numbers of bats held, using 
bats for educational purposes, etc.). Agreement that bat care training 
would be useful. 

 

¶ Carers would welcome agreement on the designation of quarantine 
facilities for bats. 

 

¶ Agreement that carers and other batworkers should try and work closely 
with SVS vets in bat bite cases. There was a positive response to plans for a 
list of experienced batworkers who could be called upon for advice in such 
cases. 

 

¶ Carers have experience of bat behaviour and some have experience of 
dealing with bats that have subsequently proved to be positive for EBLV2. 
This information is very valuable. 

 

¶ BCT and bat carers should work closely with RSPCA on a range of issues 
including good practice guidelines, dealing with calls from the public, 
contact with carers and wildlife sanctuaries.  

 

¶ Agreed that there could be an expert telephone advice panel. 
 
¶ Bat carers should have a close working relationship with a vet. 

 


