Rangewide Indiana Bat Summer
Survey Guidance

Photo by Josh Johnson

* Phased approach

— Habitat assessment

— Acoustic monitoring

— Mist-netling

/radiotelemetry’

— Emergence surveys
Regardless of the results
of the follow-up studies
if acousties recorded a
call of an Indiana bat
they are present.

Britzke et al. 2010 program
will have 95% and 99%
confidence intervals.
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Level of effort for acoustic monitoring Hypothetical project
(assuming suitable habitat exists) B ‘

* 2007 Guidelines

— 2 sites/km? of suitable habitat

 Each site consisted of >2 mist net locations
site per km for linear projects "
2 nights at each site o
11 Guidelines
non-linear projects 1 site/30 acres o ultable habitat
linear projects Lsite/km of projec S suita

Calculate the amount of forest area 13.17 km? of forest= 27 mist net sites

M e
i

13.17 km? = 3254 acres = 108 monitoring sites

Effort: putting it into perspective

People Days to People hours
complete | (assumingan
8 hour day)

2007 (mist-netting) 4(2 crews) 27

2011 (acoustic monitoring) 108 216 1 with 20 22 174
detectors

Photo by Joe Johnson
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all surveys (acoustics/mist-netting).

* June 1% - July 15%?
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