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The Northeastern Cave Conservancy, Inc. (NCC) is a 
not-for-profit corporation committed to the conservation, 
study, management, and acquisition of caves and karst are-
as having significant geological, hydrological, biological, 
recreational, historical, or aesthetic features. 

To these ends, the NCC combines the resources 
and expertise of affiliated cave explorers, educators, scien-
tists, landowners, and conservation officials. 

The NCC programs are focused mainly on the preservation 
of caves and karst. Outreach includes education in schools 
and local communities, establishment of park spaces on 
karstlands, and educational messages about the signifi-
cance of groundwater pollution on this sensitive under-
ground ecosystem. 

NCC members assist in the exploration, survey, and pro-
tection of these natural resources, and manage them so you 
can explore them yourself. 
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Fall Board Meeting 

(Date and location To Be Announced) 

N
C
C
 
l
o
g
o
 
d
e
s
i
g
n
 
b
y
 
C
h
r
i
s
t
a
 
H
a
y

 

mailto:president@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:president@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:treasurer@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:treasurer@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:j.morris-siegel@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:k.dumont@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:k.dumont@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:p.woodell@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:m.chu@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:m.ingalls@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:t.rider@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:acquisitions@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:bylaws@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:education@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:membership@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:nominating@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:nominating@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:office@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:office@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:onesquethaw@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:knox@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:clarksville@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:ella_armstrong@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:bentleys@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:merlins@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:bensons@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:surprise@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:thacherpark@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:publications@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:%20newseditor@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:%20newseditor@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:publicity@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:science@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:riskmanagement@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:specialuse@necaveconservancy.org
mailto:volunteervalue@necaveconservancy.org


3 

 

Introduction 

Bats across North America face multiple population-level 
threats, especially as White-nose Syndrome (WNS) and 
wind energy generation continue to expand their reach. 
We have nine species of bats in New York; three of these 
are migratory bat species, and six are hibernating species. 
The migratory (tree bat) species found in NYS are the 
eastern red bat (Lasiurus borealis), hoary bat (Lasiurus 
cinereus), and silver-haired bat (Lasionycteris noc-
tivagans). These species are difficult to track, and their 
migratory patterns remain largely unknown. We do know 
that these species are particularly vulnerable to mortality 
from wind turbines, with most wind mortalities occurring 
in the summer and fall, coinciding with the presumed mi-
gratory season of July-September. Four hibernating (cave 
bat) species, the northern long-eared bat (Myotis septen-
trionalis), Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis), little brown bat 
(Myotis lucifugus), and tri-colored bat (Perimyotis subfla-
vus), have experienced massive declines as a result of 
WNS. This fungal disease has continued to affect popula-
tion levels since it was first discovered in 2007. 
 
In 2009, the New York State Department of Environmen-
tal Conservation first implemented a statewide mobile 
acoustic monitoring program to evaluate the status of sev-
eral species of bat, obtaining data that represents summer 
distribution and abundance of bats within NYS. This 
strategy is currently our only method of monitoring New 
Yorkôs tree bat populations. For cave bats, while surveys 
of caves and mines where bats are hibernating gives us an 
idea of population trends, the mobile acoustic program 
helps supplement data for following these trends. Our 
summer acoustic surveys have shown a decline in detec-
tions of northern long-eared bats, Indiana bats, little 
brown bats, and tri-colored bats, corresponding with se-
vere decreases in our winter survey counts. Two species 
of cave bats, big brown bats (Eptesicus fuscus) and east-
ern small-footed bats (Myotis leibii), are highly variable 
in their winter roosting habits, making hibernacula sur-
veys an impractical way to reliably monitor their popula-
tions. Both species appear to be more resistant to WNS 
than our other cave bats, and various summer monitoring 
helps increase our confidence about their population 
health. Big brown bats are easily detected during the sum-
mer acoustic surveys, giving us the ability to monitor 
them consistently. Unfortunately, small-footed bats are 
difficult to detect using acoustic surveys, though we hope 
to increase efforts that will expand our understanding of 
their calls in the future. 
 
The data obtained by our volunteersô efforts is invaluable 
to the management of NYôs bat species. The results, when 
analyzed alongside our other monitoring efforts, give us a 
comprehensive view when evaluating proactive approach-

es to understanding these bat populations. As WNS 
spreads across the continent, and wind energy develop-
ment continues to grow, these annual surveys remain vi-
tally important. 

Results 

This was officially the ten-year anniversary of the mobile 
acoustic program, marking a decade-long endeavor dedi-
cated to these surveys. Great effort was made to recruit 
additional volunteers in an attempt to cover as many 
routes as possible. Aside from the usual constraints of 
survey equipment availability and sharing, new technolo-
gy led to additional challenges. Tablets and more compact 
laptops are increasingly popular and are less compatible 
with the hardware requirements of the surveys. 
 
Figure 1 depicts the total detections on each route that 
were run during the 2018 season (May 25th-July 6th offi-
cially, although some later surveys were accepted). De-
spite a few issues in finding enough coverage for certain 
routes, a rainy start to the season, and technological limi-
tations, volunteers rallied and were able to successfully 
survey 49 routes, resulting in 93 route nights. Some routes 
were surveyed multiple nights. Percentage of detections 
by species is depicted in Figure 2, and Chart 1 details de-
tections by species and year. 
 
Two of our migratory bat species, the eastern red bat and 
the hoary bat, are showing an overall positive trend, even 
with fluctuations. The recent downturn in numbers could 
be explained by a number of factors, including weather, 
and numbers are still higher than in 2009 (Figure 3). 
 
Silver-haired bats present a population-monitoring chal-
lenge. Their echolocation calls are structurally similar to 
those of big brown bats, and as a result the detections of 
silver-haired bats and big brown bats are grouped together 
(see Figure 4). As the silver-haired bat is rarer across New 
York compared to the big brown bat, we assume most of 
the calls are created by big brown bats. Again, since big 
brown bats are variable with hibernation location options, 
and winter counts can fluctuate each survey, mobile 
acoustic surveys are our most accurate method of deter-
mining the population trend for this species. 
 
Little brown bat populations may be showing evidence of 
stabilization, although we have seen a small decrease in 
acoustic detection percentages over the last three years 
since a slight increase in 2015 (see Figure 5). Data from 
winter monitoring efforts, coupled with the acoustic data, 
may be lending evidence towards a slowed decline in 
New York at the very least. The state mortality rate 
(population decline) is currently hovering around 83% for 
this species. Other states in the Northeast are still experi-
encing worsening mortality rates for little brown bats, 

 NYSDEC BAT ACOUSTIC SURVEY - SUMMARY REPORT 2018 
ð Katelyn Ritzko ð 
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leading to questions about why these bats in New York 
may be faring somewhat better. The Myotis Index, by 
which we compare the averages of Myotis bats detected 
vs total bats, also acts as supportive evidence toward the 
possibility of a population stabilization in New York State 
(Figure 6). 

As shown by Figures 5 and 6, any possible indication of 
stabilization is driven by little brown bat detections. The 
remaining Myotis species are rare to detect. Indiana bats 
and northern long-eared bats favor foraging in forested 
areas with more vegetation clutter that tends to obscure 
their naturally quieter calls. The Indiana bat has been fed-
erally listed as Endangered since 1967, due to disturb-
ances to their hibernation sites. Their numbers were im-
proving before the onset of WNS, but NY has now seen a 
76% decline. Northern long-eared bats are at a 99% mor-
tality rate and were listed at both the state and federal lev-
el as Threatened in 2015, with WNS being recognized as 
the major threat. 

Tri-colored bats, although never detected acoustically in 
great numbers, have experienced a major decrease in pop-
ulation (97% mortality rate in NYS), and we are seeing 
fewer driving routes detecting them (see Figure 7). The 
mobile acoustic surveys, combined with the winter survey 
counts, are painting a grim picture for this species. They 
are being proposed for both state and federal listing as 

Endangered. 

Conclusions 

The mobile acoustic survey program is a valuable re-
source for determining bat abundance and distribution 
within New York State, generating useful, informative 
data. Continuance of these efforts will give the state long-
term data, which aids in directing other monitoring efforts 
and management practices. 

The network of volunteers involved in this project con-
tribute an incredible level of effort, resulting in one of the 
longest-running mobile acoustic data sets in the nation for 
bats. The NYSDEC monitoring program has served as an 
example for other states creating their own mobile pro-
grams. The number of hours and miles dedicated to learn-
ing and reviewing the process and performing the surveys 
is an impressive demonstration of how residents of New 
York care for their wildlife. We are thankful to everyone 
who helped make this a success, for the tenth year. See 
Photos 1 and 2, provided by two of our volunteers. 

We were saddened to hear of the passing of Alan Traino. Alan 
was a long-standing acoustic survey volunteer who has been 

running routes since the beginning of the program, surveying 
several routes over the years. His contributions to the program 
are deeply appreciated, and we are grateful to have had such a 

dedicated individual on the team. 

Total 
Individuals 

Figure 1. Total detections for all species across all routes completed in the 2018 mobile acoustic sur-
vey program. Larger circles represent routes where more bats were detected while smaller circles rep-
resent less individuals. Detections range from 3 - 152 bats per route night. Concentric circles indicate 
the route was surveyed multiple nights during the survey period with different detection ranges. Survey-
ors completed 49 routes, with a total of 93 route nights over the survey period (5/25 - 7/12).  
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KEY for Figure 2 

EPFU/
LANO 

Big brown bat/
Silver-haired 

bat 

LABO Eastern red bat 

LACI Hoary bat 

Myotis 

Little brown, 
Northern long-
eared, Indiana, 
Small-footed 
bats 

PESU Tri-colored bat 

  2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 

Total 
Individuals  

4414 4985 4868 5289 5556 6200 5350 4993 
  
6111 

  
5627 

EPFU 1280 1579 1351 1269 1602 1827 2201 1889 2376 1830 

LANO 656 905 1101 1321 1300 1303 882 1061 1017 1433 

LABO 325 319 259 363 354 549 381 440 645 548 

LACI 479 414 591 615 651 842 833 788 839 871 

MYOTIS 659 438 348 338 214 158 169 144 146 102 

MYLE 0 3 1 3 0 1 0 1 2 1 

MYLU 575 407 301 295 194 147 161 132 139 96 

MYSE 60 12 31 31 13 4 5 2 1 2 

MYSO 24 16 15 9 7 6 3 9 4 3 

PESU 54 41 39 51 21 35 13 6 9 3 

UNKNOWN 961 1289 1179 1332 1414 1486 871 665 1079 840 

Chart 1. Total counts of detections per species for 2009-2018. Big brown (E. fuscus-EPFU); Silver-haired 
(L. noctivagans-LANO); Eastern red (L. borealis-LABO); Hoary (L. cinereus-LACI); Eastern small-footed (M. leibii-
MYLE); Little brown (M. lucifugus-MYLU); Northern long-eared (M. septentrionalis-MYSE); Indiana (M. sodalis-MYSO); 
Tri-colored (P. subflavus-PESU); MYOTIS shows the total of individuals from each Myotis species, and is not counted 
in the óTotal Individualsô column.  

Figure 2. Big brown bats/silver-haired bats (EPFU/LANO) make up the majority of detections at over 57%, 
while tri-colored bats (PESU) make up the smallest percentage of total detections at .05%. Files that contain 
bat call pulses but could not be identified due to poor quality comprised nearly 15% of files.  
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Figure 3. Average detections per route night for eastern red bats (LABO) and hoary bats (LACI).  

Figure 4. Average detections per route night of the big brown bat (EPFU)/silver-haired bat (LANO) complex. 
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Figure 5. Percentage of total Myotis bat detections, paired with percentage of detections of little brown bats (M. 
lucifugus). Myotis bats include little brown bats (M. lucifugus), northern long-eared bats (M. septentrionalis), eastern 

small-footed bats (M. leibii), and Indiana bats (M. sodalis). 

Figure 6. Percent of total Myotis detections out of total bat detections.  
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Figure 7. Average detections of tri-colored bats (P. subflavus) per route night, separated by ówesternô and óeasternô 
routes. 

Photos 1 and 2. Photo submissions by volunteers performing the mobile acoustic surveys. Left - Photo by Erin Hutteman, with her 
laptop ready to go. Right - Photo by Valerie Mitchell, showcasing the microphone and GPS-unit setup. 
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As many of you know, the NCC has been working on an 
overwinter monitoring project this past winter at eight of 
our caves that we close for the hibernation season: Clarks-
ville, Knox, Ella Armstrong, Bensons, Onesquethaw, 
Bensons, Bentleys, Merlins, and Dragon Bones. The goal 
of this project is to track bat movement and human visita-
tion during the hibernation season to determine how much 
bats are moving around during the winter and if there is a 
correlation between human visitation and bat disturbance. 

How Are We Detecting Bats?  

If youôre an NCC member, you probably already know 
that bats use echolocation to hunt for prey and find their 
way around. To do this, bats make noise (or ñcallsò) in 
specific frequency ranges that we can then record using 
acoustic detectors with special microphones. We can then 
process this data using special software that converts 
noise calls into spectrographs and determines which noise 
files are bats and which noise files are other things that 
may also be in the same frequency range (for example, 
insects, flying squirrels, wind, water, car keys, etc.) Using 
this data, we can determine when bats are echolocating 
near one of our microphones. 

How Are We Detecting People?  

Since these eight caves are closed for the hibernation sea-
son, there shouldnôt be any human visitation during this 
period. But people sometimes ignore the closures and go 
in anyway. In addition, some of these caves were sur-
veyed by NYSDEC personnel over the winter when they 
were doing their winter bat counts. To determine human 
visitation, we used light detectors that were quite similar 
to those used by Norm Berg and CCG in the past (see 
NCC Newsletter Volume 19, Number 1 for the full arti-
cle). 
 
By combining our light data and our acoustic data, we can 
see if there was a correlation between people visiting 
closed caves and an increase in bat activity outside the 
same cave. 

2018 - 2019 OVERWINTER MONITORING PROJECT IN NCC CAVES 
ð Morgan Ingalls ð 

Acoustic detector in place at Bensons Cave. Photo by Morgan 
Ingalls.  

Peter Haberland placing a light sensor in Dragon Bones Cave. 
Photo by Mitch Berger.  

Light detector in Clarksvilleôs Thook entrance. Photo by Mitch 
Berger. 
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We Have Awesome Volunteers!  

To do this project, the NCC needed a lot of help from a 
lot of volunteers. While the light detectors had long-
lasting batteries and we could place them in caves in the 
fall and then remove them in the spring (something weôll 
be doing quite soon!), the acoustic detectors required vol-
unteers to hike out to them every two weeks to change the 
batteries and replace the SD cards. This was often quite a 
slog through all kinds of winter weather, and volunteers 
frequently had to troubleshoot issue with detectors and 
microphones. Additionally, since we used rechargeable 
batteries all winter, there was lots of logistical challenges 
swapping used batteries and SD cards for new batteries 
and SD cards at Speleobooks where Mike and Emily 
kindly acted as a home base for charging batteries and 
collecting SD cards so they could be packaged up and 
sent to me in Vermont. 

What Did We Find?  

I canôt tell you yet! While Iôve been downloading all the 
acoustic data, I havenôt been able to keep up with pro-
cessing and analyzing all of it (it takes a long time), so Iôll 
be working on that over the summer and fall, and possibly 
into the winter. Similarly, we havenôt actually pulled the 
light detectors out of the caves yet, so I have no idea what 
weôll find out about overwinter visitation. Stay tuned! 

Spectrograph of a Myotis bat call at Merlins Cave viewed in Kaleidoscope Pro. Photo by Morgan Ingalls. 

Emily Davis and Erik Nieman setting up the acoustic detector at 
Clarksvilleôs Gregory entrance. Photo by Mitch Berger. 

This project is a collaboration between the Northeastern Cave 
Conservancy and the New York State Department of Environ-

mental Conservation. Funding was provided by a grant from the 
New York State Conservation Partnership Program. 


