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Pinpoint  BAT – where now? 
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Pinpoint BAT last year was 

a considerable success, 

thanks to the efforts of the 

20 people who took part or 

who submitted recordings 

made with their own 

equipment, and to those 

who spent hours analysing 

sonograms. The result was 

that 3,067 records were 

added to the database, but 

the actual number of files 

containing bats was well 

over 10,000 – only one 

database record was created 

per species per 6-figure grid 

reference. 

 

What did we learn 
from this mountain of 
data?  

As hoped, the spread of 

records over the county was 

pretty thorough although, 

inevitably, there were dense 

concentrations of data in 

some locations. Most of the 

recordings which contained 

bats (93.8%) were identified 

to species, with a further 

6.1% identified to species 

group (such as pipistrelles, 

Myotis sp. or “big bat”). 

Only 0.06% could not be 

identified at all, although 

they were clearly bats. 

87.6% of the bat 

recordings were 

pipistrelles (Common  

46.6%, Soprano 37.7% 

and Nathusius’ 0.72%), 

but some of the rarer 

species were well 

represented – Serotines 

accounted for 0.84% and 

Barbastelles 1.24% (this 

may not sound like much, 

but there were 115 

recordings of Barbastelles, 

some in places where they 

hadn’t previously been 

recorded). 

 

 

Serotines (left, black 

diamonds); Barbastelles (above, 

red squares) 

 

What didn’t we find out? 

Most Myotis recordings 

couldn’t be identified to 

species, with only 3 

positively identified as 

Natterer’s and no 

Whiskered or Brandt’s at all 

This was always going to be 

a problem with using bat 

detectors, but we have 

plenty of trapping data for 

the last few years, giving us 

some idea of the 

distribution of our four 

species. There were some 

gaps in our information 

about the spread of all 

species of bat because we 

couldn’t go everywhere.  

 

The map on the next page 

shows all the 2017 records, 

and also shows the parish 

boundaries so that we can 

identify parishes with 

few records or with 

none. There are five 

fair-sized areas which 

are short of records, as 

well as some particular 

parishes: 

1. The extreme north of 

the county. 

2. A strip going south 

from Biggleswade to 

the south-eastern part 

of the county 

boundary. 

 

3. An area on the 

western edge of the 

county immediately 

north of the M1 (except 

for the centre of Cranfield). 

4. Luton, Houghton Regis 

and the area a little to the 

north and west. 

5. Studham. 

6. The area immediately 

south-east of Bedford. 
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The two tables show the 

parishes (or areas of large 

towns) where we have no 

2017 records, and those 

where we have fewer than 4 

records. The numbers 

correspond to the 6 listed 

areas above. The parishes 

with no numbers are not 

part of large blank areas.  

 

 

Some of the parishes 

(e.g. Biddenham, 

Great Denham, 

Wixams) are very 

small 

 

 

We are hoping that at least 

some PinpointBAT surveys 

this year can be targeted 

towards the blank or near-

blank areas from last year. 

This doesn’t mean that you 

can’t go wherever you want 

– it will also be good to get 

further information on some 

of the areas that were well 

covered last year – but we 

are keen to get information 

from the six areas listed 

above. Studham is taken 

care of, because Dick and 

Geraldine’s surveys are 

moving from Whipsnade to 

Studham this year. The 

other 5 areas from the list 

are a high priority, and if 

you are able to carry out 

surveys in those, we’ll get 

very useful information. The 

surveys can be on foot or by 

car. The car surveys last 

year gave lots of 

information and have the 

advantage of covering large 

areas quickly. Walked 

surveys have the advantage 

that they can go into woods 

and well away from roads, 

picking up some of the 

species that avoid open or 

lit areas. 

 

It would also be good to 

have some more static 

surveys in carefully selected 

spots. Some of those carried 

out last year were very 

productive – for example, 

Dave Parsons discovered 

that both Natterer’s Bats 

and Barbastelles use his 

garden. If you have friends 

who are in one of these are s 

perhaps you can go round 

and visit one night! We are 

buying two or three more 

Peersonics so that it will be 

possible to leave a static 

detector in one spot while 

walking around with 

another. 

 

Please contact me if you’re 

willing to do some surveys 

this year, and we can 

discuss what type of survey 

and when you might want 

to do to do 

 

Bob Cornes 

Parishes with no 2017 

records 

Arlesey - 2 

Astwick -2 

Brogborough - 3 

Chalton - 4 

Cople - 6 

Dean and Shelton - 1 

Edworth - 2 

Fairfield - 2 

Knotting and Souldrop 

- 1 

Luton north, west and 

central - 4 

Melchbourne and 

Yielden - 1 

Wymington - 1 

Parishes with very few 

2017 records (3 or fewer) 

Barton-le-

Clay - 4 

Houghton 

Regis - 4 

Biddenham Hulcote 

and 

Salford - 3 

Bletsoe Kempston 

Town 

Cardington 

- 6 

Little 

Barford 

Chalgrave Luton 

(south) - 4 

Dunton - 2 Pertenhall 

- 1 

Eastcotts - 

6 

Renhold 

Eggington Streatley - 

4 

Eyeworth - 

2 

Studham - 

5 

Great 

Barford 

Willington 

- 6 

Great 

Denham 

Wixams  

Harlington 

- 4 

Wootton - 

3 

Henlow - 2  


