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IMPORTANT NOTE
Apart from fair dealing for the purposes of private study, research, criticism, or review as permitted under the Copyright
Act, no part of this report, its attachments or appendices may be reproduced by any process without the written consent
of RPS Australia East Pty Ltd. All enquiries should be directed to RPS Australia East Pty Ltd.
We have prepared this report for the sole purposes of RATCH Australia Corporation Ltd (“Client”) for the specific
purpose of only for which it is supplied (“Purpose”). This report is strictly limited to the purpose and the facts and matters
stated in it and does not apply directly or indirectly and will not be used for any other application, purpose, use or matter.
In preparing this report we have made certain assumptions. We have assumed that all information and documents
provided to us by the Client or as a result of a specific request or enquiry were complete, accurate and up-to-date. Where
we have obtained information from a government register or database, we have assumed that the information is
accurate. Where an assumption has been made, we have not made any independent investigations with respect to the
matters the subject of that assumption. We are not aware of any reason why any of the assumptions are incorrect.
This report is presented without the assumption of a duty of care to any other person (other than the Client) (“Third
Party”). The report may not contain sufficient information for the purposes of a Third Party or for other uses. Without the
prior written consent of RPS Australia East Pty Ltd:
(a)

this report may not be relied on by a Third Party; and

(b)

RPS Australia East Pty Ltd will not be liable to a Third Party for any loss, damage, liability or claim arising out of
or incidental to a Third Party publishing, using or relying on the facts, content, opinions or subject matter
contained in this report.

If a Third Party uses or relies on the facts, content, opinions or subject matter contained in this report with or without the
consent of RPS Australia East Pty Ltd, RPS Australia East Pty Ltd disclaims all risk and the Third Party assumes all risk
and releases and indemnifies and agrees to keep indemnified RPS Australia East Pty Ltd from any loss, damage, claim
or liability arising directly or indirectly from the use of or reliance on this report.
In this note, a reference to loss and damage includes past and prospective economic loss, loss of profits, damage to
property, injury to any person (including death) costs and expenses incurred in taking measures to prevent, mitigate or
rectify any harm, loss of opportunity, legal costs, compensation, interest and any other direct, indirect, consequential or
financial or other loss.
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1.0

Introduction

1.1

Project Summary

RACL proposes to construct the Mt Emerald Wind Farm (MEWF) on elevated land located approximately
20 km SSW of the town of Mareeba on the Atherton Tablelands in north Queensland. The project site
occupies a total area of 2422 ha.
The wind farm's electrical energy generation facility and infrastructure will comprise 63 wind turbines and
associated tracks for underground cabling and access between the turbine arrays (Figure 1). An electricity
substation is also proposed and will feed energy generated from the wind farm into the existing Chalumbin to
Woree 275 kV transmission line. A conspicuous section of this transmission line more or less dissects the
site and closely corresponds with bioregional boundaries.
The wind farm site occurs at the northern extent of the Herberton Range and includes the prominent
landmark of Walsh Bluff at the most northern end. Mount Emerald (proper) is located off the site at the
southern boundary. The undisturbed landform and vegetation is contiguous with Mt Emerald. Land to the
north, east and west is characterised by agriculture and is generally cleared and modified.

1.2

Landscape Features

The proposed MEWF site is situated over mountainous terrain coinciding with the northern extent of the
Herberton Range. The site is broadly divided in terms of the degree of surface relief. This has bearing on
the landforms, vegetation types and ultimately, the constructability of the project. To the south of the
Chalumbin to Woree 275 kV transmission line the land is conspicuously dissected, rugged and characterised
by narrow, high ridges and in some instances, precipitous slopes. Heath vegetation and low, windswept
sparse woodlands characterise this landform. This area falls into the Wet Tropics bioregion section of the
site and corresponds with the highest level of biodiversity in terms of vegetation and conservation significant
flora, as well as being the least disturbed. It is a contiguous tract of land with Mt Emerald on the southern
boundary and holds high levels of environmental integrity.
The land to the north of the transmission line exhibits less surface relief, dissected ridges and steep slopes
become far less frequent, and the landform generally becomes more undulating. Consequently, different
vegetation types are hosted; where woodlands are generally taller, more widely represented on a regional
basis, and conspicuously fewer conservation significant plants are present. This part of the site corresponds
with the Einasleigh Uplands bioregion section of the site, and holds lower environmental values than the Wet
Tropics section. From a constructability viewpoint, the Einasleigh Uplands section is least constrained and
offers the most opportunities with the potential for notably reduced environmental impacts on important plant
habitats and conservation significant plant species.
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Figure 1 Turbine Locations and Development Footprint
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1.3

Assessment of Utilisation Patterns

The high likelihood of the vulnerable EPBC-listed Spectacled Flying-fox (Pteropus conspicillatus) occurring
on the proposed Mt Emerald Wind Farm (MEWF) site (RPS, 2011) is likely to have been one of the key
factors in the project being assessed as a controlled action under the EPBC. In particular, the potential for
the project to have significant impacts on values of the Wet Tropics World Heritage Area (WTWHA) are most
likely related to the potential impacts on the Spectacled Flying-fox, which has been identified as contributing
to the World Heritage values of the WTWHA intrinsically.
The Spectacled Flying-fox contributes to the WTWHA values by assisting the maintenance the ecological
integrity of the area (ACTFR, 2001), by pollinating flowers and dispersing fruits of rainforest trees (WTMA,
2000 in ACTFR, 2001).
The DotE (formerly SEWPaC) EIS Guidelines for the proposed MEWF request a detailed assessment of the
nature, extent, likelihood and consequence of the short-term and long-term impacts of collision risk and
barotrauma from turbines on Matters of National Environmental Significance (MNES) fauna species (Section
5.10), including the Spectacled Flying-fox (Pteropus conspicillatus). Numerical collision modelling is
recognised as the preferred method of assessing risk where sufficient information on the species abundance
and number of at risk flights per annum is obtainable (EPHC, 2010).
Various numerical collision risk models have been previously used in wind farm assessments in Europe and
North America for birds, for example the Scottish Natural Heritage Collision Risk Model (Band Model) (Band
et al., 2007). In Australia, the BIOSIS model (Smales et al., 2013) has been used to model predicted wind
turbine numerical collision risk for the following EPBC listed threatened and migratory species:
Orange-bellied Parrot (Smales et al., 2005),
Swift Parrot (Smales, 2005a),
Tasmanian Wedge-tailed Eagle subspecies (Smales and Muir, 2005)
White-bellied Sea (Smales, 2005b).
There have been few attempts to conduct numerical wind turbine collision risk modelling for any nocturnally
active bat species, either microbat or flying-fox, anywhere in the world, due to the difficulties in obtaining the
specific input data, particularly flight heights. The only numerical collision risk modelling that has been
conducted (to date) anywhere in the world for any flying-fox species is for the Butoni Wind Farm in Fiji
(Smales, 2005c).
Two species of flying-fox, the Pacific Flying-fox (Pteropus tonganus) and Samoan Flying-fox (Pteropus
samoensis) were identified as potentially occurring in the vicinity of the wind farm (Smales, 2005c). P.
tonganus is known to forage during both the day and night, while P. samoensis is totally nocturnal. A total of
86 records of P. tonganus were recorded during the study within or immediately adjacent to the wind farm
site (Smales, 2005c). The surveys were only conducted during diurnal and dusk hours and therefore the
survey results are highly likely to have underestimated the activity of the species. On the basis of a four day
survey (62 ten-minute point counts made at six locations), the turbine collision risk to P. tonganus was
determined to be low (<1.1 flights at risk per annum, assuming an avoidance rate of between 98-99%) EPHC
(2010) state that the flight behaviours of fruit bats are more similar to that of crepuscular bats and nocturnal
birds than other bat taxa and therefore, it may be feasible to obtain data suitable for collision risk modelling
using standard point count survey methods typically used for assessing wind farm bird utilisation.
To date, only two wind farms have been constructed within the range of the Spectacled Flying-fox: Windy Hill
(near Ravenshoe) and Thursday Island (in the Torres Strait). No systematic long-term mortality monitoring
has been undertaken at either location (Terry Johannesen, pers. com.) and, as such, their impact on
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P. conspicillatus is not currently known. DoE approval has been granted for Stage 1 of the proposed High
Road Wind Farm (near Ravenshoe), in cleared agricultural land adjacent to the extensive wet and dry
sclerophyll woodland and forests of the Bluff State Forest. The EPBC referral submitted for the project
concluded that there was a low likelihood of P. conspicillatus occurring on the site due to the absence of
closed rainforest roosting habitat (RPS, 2009). However, P. conspicillatus is now known to forage
extensively in other vegetation communities such as eucalypt and Melaleuca forests (Curtis et al., 2012)
including the wet and dry sclerophyll habitats of the Herberton Range adjacent to the proposed High Road
and MEWF wind farms (D. Westcott, pers. comm.) and is also known to forage on the fruits of Wild Tobacco
(Solanum mauritianum) (Eggert, 1994, Spencer et al., 1992), which is an abundant introduced plant
occurring in disturbed habitats on the Atherton Tablelands. Several wind farms in Australia have been
constructed or are proposed within the distribution range of Grey-headed Flying-fox (similar ecology to the
SFF) e.g. Dundonell Wind Farm (Vic) and Capital Wind Farm (NSW). These projects have been assessed
as posing low risk to this species as the habitats are not considered to be suitable and no numerical risk
modelling was conducted (or required) as part of these assessments (Richards, 2005; BLA, 2010)
Wind turbine collision risk assessment for nocturnally active flying fauna in the US and Europe typically
utilises marine radar to obtain accurate data on abundance, flight tracks and flight heights. The only
successful use of radar in the southern hemisphere for wind farm bird assessments was conducted at
Taharoa Wind Farm in New Zealand (Fuller et al., 2009). The cost of the commercially available systems,
capable of tracking small to large-sized targets in three dimensions (e.g. Detect Inc. bird and bat radar
system), is in the order of at least $1million for purchase and/or $374,000 for a one-year lease (Attachment
A – Detect quote).
Thermal imaging video and image enhancing night vision devices (binoculars, goggles and scopes) have
been previously used in ecological studies of nocturnally active flying-foxes and microbats. Examples of
thermal imaging video cameras and/or night-vision devices previously used in survey are;
to count microbats emerging from cave roosts (Sabol & Hudson, 1995; Betke et al., 2008);
counting roosting Mariana Fruit Bat (Pteropus marianus marianus) from vantage points (USGS, 2010);
to determine the 3D flight trajectory of microbats (Theriault et al., 2010; Hristov et al., 2008);
nocturnal bird migration (Fortin et al., 1999; Zehender et al.,2001; Ahlen 2003, Desholm, 2003; Desholm
et al., 2006, Gauthreaux and Livingston 2006);
to assess flight patterns and mortality of microbats around operating wind turbines (Desohlm et al., 2003;
Horn et al., 2008).
Although thermal imaging and night-vision devices are still relatively expensive (~$40K for high resolution
and capture rate thermal imaging video, $2-4 K for night vision device), they are significantly cheaper than
commercially available bird and bat radar systems. Both methods are mentioned in the Australian Draft
National Wind Farm Development Guidelines as being suitable for monitoring bat movements (EPHC, 2010).
It is difficult to determine the height or altitude at which bats fly because of their nocturnal behaviour
(Parsons et al., 2008). The only study that provides indirect data on the flight heights of Australian flying
foxes was conducted by Parsons et al. (2008), who conducted an analysis of the altitudes of aircraft bat
strikes from Australia in the period 1996-2006 using data obtained from the Australian Transport Safety
Bureau. Parsons et al. (2008) suggested that the majority of the collisions identified as bats are likely to be
flying-foxes (>500g) as smaller microbats are not likely to cause damage to aircraft. Parsons et al. (2008)
found the majority of collisions with flying-foxes occurred at approximately 150 m above the ground with only
a few collisions occurring at higher elevations up to 1500 m (Parsons et al., 2008). Interpretation of this data
should consider the small sample size of 75 bat collisions and that Australian aircraft spend only a very small
proportion of their total flight time at low elevations (<300 m).
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Some studies have attempted to estimate flight height of migrating birds by using the relationship between
the silhouette sizes of the targets images captured with light-enhancing night vision goggles or thermal
imaging devices and the flight altitude (Fortin et al., 1999; Leichti et al., 1995).
To make an informed assessment of the impacts of collision risk from turbines on Spectacled Flying-fox
habitat utilisation surveys were necessary. As identified above a variety of methods have been trialled on
bats internationally but few have provided the necessary information.
The aims of the study were:
To confirm the presence of Pteropus conspicillatus on the site;
To examine spatial and temporal utilisation patterns of the species; and
To collect data suitable for inclusion in a collision risk model such as abundance and flight height.
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2.0

Methodology

All opportunistic observations of Pteropus spp. on the site during the course of all field work were recorded
and relevant information noted (e.g. actively foraging, flying over-head, flight height etc).

2.1

Night Vision Goggle Surveys

A total of 21 survey locations (Figure 2) were identified across the site to sample as much of the variation in
ridge habitats across the site as was possible given limitations associated with access and safety (i.e.
locations were limited to areas within one hours walk of the nearest vehicle access and within mobile phone
coverage range). Survey locations were selected to provide unobstructed 360 degree views (where possible)
and were located predominately along rocky ridges with low shrubs and few trees. At each site, visual
observations were conducted continuously between approximately 30 minutes after sunset to 30 minutes
before sunrise by two observers alternating over three hour shifts to minimise fatigue. Each observer was
equipped with a pair of NVA 7 HP dual-eyepiece, single lens, helmet mounted night vision goggles with 1 x
magnification and a 40° field of view, and a 100W hand-held spotlight fitted with an infra-red filter(to assist
with species identification). The survey dates are shown in Table 1. Using the methodology of Biosis
(2013), once a target was observed, the estimated distance from observers and height of target at first sight
was recorded. Where possible, targets were identified to species or if this was not possible into the broader
taxonomic groups e.g. waterbird, small to medium sized bird, microbat, etc. Surveys were conducted during
periods of high ambient moonlight to aid detection. Surveys were conducted during periods without
sustained rain or drizzle to ensure high levels of detectability. All sites, except for NVG 20, were sampled on
only one occasion (Table 1). A total of 11 observers were used to conduct the surveys. It is accepted that
observer biases associated with varying levels of experience was an unquantifiable variable during the
surveys.
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Figure 2 Night Vision Goggle Survey Site Locations
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2.2

Thermal Imaging Video Surveys

The thermal imaging video system consisted of:
a FLIR A615 thermal camera (640 x 480 pixel resolution @ 50 HZ; 25° horizontal x 19° vertical field of
view; spatial resolution = 0.68 mrad) in a weatherproof housing set up on a tripod with the video facing
directly vertical and with the top of the lens oriented towards north;
an Adlink Matrix Industrial PC and two Buffalo 4TB USB 3.0 external hard drives housed in a IP67 rated
Pelican 1600 case; and
an external 12v 20A power supply consisting of 4 x 80 Ah seal gel-cell lead-acid batteries, weighing a
total of approximately 60 kg.
Figure 3 shows the three sites where thermal imaging survey were conducted. Sampling was conducted for
one continuous evening (from approximately sunset to 0800 hrs) at each of the sites between 12 and 15
February 2013. The footage was saved as 13 one-hour segments (FLIR sequence files) of approximately
66GB of memory each. Analysis of the recorded footage was conducted in the FLIR Research IR Version
3.4.13039.1003 software (FLIR, 2011). A plot of maximum pixel temperature versus time was examined to
enable more time-efficient identification of flying fauna. Warm-blooded flying targets were typically visible on
the plot as peaks, particularly during periods of no cloud cover when the contrast between the warm targets
and the cold sky was most pronounced (Plate 1).

Plate 1 Potential Pteropus spp. FLIR Images

For each flying fauna target identified on the video footage, the following data was recorded:
Time first visible (hh:mm:ss.000 format),
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Time last visible,
Flight direction relative to screen (e.g. top middle to bottom right),
Faunal group identification categorized according to a set of qualitative criteria as a bat, insect, bird,
aircraft, or unknown (unidentifiable) object.
Identification criteria included object size, object morphology, estimations of inertia and velocity, evaluation of
flight manoeuvres and behaviours and wing-beat frequency. In an effort to reduce false positive identification
and observer biases, a highly conservative approach was used when classifying objects, categorizing many
objects as “unknown”. The apparent size of the flying targets (with respect to the member of pixels) as
viewed with the FLIR Research IR software was highly dependent upon the temperature scale that was
selected for the optimal identification of targets. The size of the object decreased as the upper bound of the
temperature scale was increased. All analyses were conducted by the same scientist to avoid classification
biases.
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Figure 3 Location of Thermal Imaging Video Survey Sites
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3.0

Results

3.1

MEWF Incidental Flying-fox Observations

Two species of flying-foxes were confirmed to occur within the MEWF site. On the 19/3/13 at 2322 hrs, a
single Spectacled Flying-fox individual was observed foraging in a flowering Melaleuca viridiflora tree ~3m
above the ground with a hand-held LED spotlight at c. 326469E 8100237N (UTM WGS 84 55K). The animal
flew off when disturbed and flew to a height of ~30-50 m above the ground heading south.
A single freshly dead Little Red Flying-fox (Pteropus scapullatus) male was located at c. 328543E 8100734N
along the power line access track at 19/12/12 at 0718 hrs. The animal showed no signs of predation (e.g.
puncture, tear or bite wounds) and may have collided with the high tension power lines (40m) directly above
the animal.

3.2

MEWF Night Vision Surveys

Preliminary observations of flying-foxes alighting from the canopy at the Tolga Scrub roost using the nightvision goggles in October 2012 demonstrated that animals were able to be observed at distances of up to
~150 m under full-moon light conditions with no cloud cover. However, it was not possible to distinguish
between P. conspicillatus from P. scapulatus with any confidence and both species were confirmed to be
present during daylight hours.
These observations presented adequate information to continue with night vision goggles as an assessment
tool to determine presence/absence of flying foxes on the proposed MEWF, and to attempt to provide
estimates of horizontal and vertical distances during surveys.
Pteropus spp. individuals were recorded at 12 of the 21 survey sites (Figure 2). A total of 67 individual
Pteropus spp. were recorded during the surveys, of which only two individuals could be confidently identified
as P. conspicillatus (Table 1). Both of the two positively identified P. conspicillatus individuals were
observed from very close range (as confirmed by second observer without night vision goggles) and were
illuminated with a 30W infrared spotlight so that the distinctive pale eye rings and patches on the head and
shoulders were visible with the night vision goggles.
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Table 1 Summary of Night Vision Goggle (NVG) Survey Data

Date

Site

Easting

Northing

Grus spp.

Microbat

Pteropus sp.

Spectacled Flying Fox

Duck

Unidentified Bird

Unknown target

Number of Individuals Recorded

2/10/2012

NVG1

328467

8098753

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

2/10/2012

NVG2

327591

8102189

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

2/10/2012

NVG3

329754

8099405

0

0

0

2

0

0

0

2

2/10/2012

NVG4

325581

8102596

0

10

2

0

0

0

1

13

29/10/2012

NVG5

326789

8099837

10

0

0

0

0

0

0

10

29/10/2012

NVG6

327258

8099624

0

0

3

0

0

0

0

3

29/10/2012

NVG7

325617

8101231

0

3

0

0

0

0

0

3

30/10/2012

NVG10

328506

8101239

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

30/10/2012

NVG11

327218

8100019

0

1

11

0

0

0

0

12

30/10/2012

NVG8

326167

8100444

0

0

0

0

0

2

0

2

30/10/2012

NVG9

328029

8099220

0

13

0

0

0

0

0

13

26/11/2012

NVG12

325916

8101631

0

2

1

0

0

0

0

3

26/11/2012

NVG13

328367

8099407

0

1

4

0

2

0

0

7

26/11/2012

NVG14

329040

8100460

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

1

26/11/2012

NVG15

328792

8102560

0

0

2

0

0

0

0

2

27/11/2012

NVG16

327386

8099294

0

1

4

0

0

1

0

6

27/11/2012

NVG17

329002

8098559

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

27/11/2012

NVG18

328046

8100298

0

0

5

0

0

0

0

5

27/11/2012

NVG19

329823

8099182

0

2

4

0

0

0

0

6

26/02/2013

NVG20

328934

8102042

0

13

20

0

0

0

2

35

27/02/2013

NVG21

329091

8100198

0

7

8

0

0

0

0

15

28/05/2013

NVG20

328934

8102042

0

2

1

0

0

0

0

3
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The abundance of Pteropus spp. individuals increased from dusk onwards, peaking between 2000 -2200 hr
and then declined gradually towards dawn (Figure 4).

Number of Pteropus spp. Individuals Observed

16
14
12
10
8
6
4
2
0
5-‐6  AM

4-‐5  AM

3-‐4  AM

2-‐3  AM

1-‐2  AM

12  PM  -‐ 1  AM

11-‐12  PM

10-‐11  PM

9-‐10  PM

8-‐9  PM

7-‐8  PM

6-‐7  PM

Figure 4 Pteropus spp. Abundances Observed during Hourly Time Periods for all Night Vision Surveys
Combined

3.3

Thermal Imaging Video Surveys

A total of 111 targets were classified as potentially being Pteropus spp. at each of the three sites during the
February 2013 surveys (Table 2).
A comparison of NVG results to those of Thermal Imaging at the same date, time and location support this
method with the same level of classification applied to NVG targets at same data point.
Table 2 Number of Targets Provisionally Classified as Pteropus spp.

Site Name

Survey Night Date

FLIR 1

12/02/13

Total No. Potential Pteropus spp.
Identified
42

FLIR 2

13/02/13

23

FLIR 3

14/02/13

46

Examples screen shots of targets that were considered to represent Pteropus spp. are shown in Plate 2.
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4.0

Discussion

4.1

Spatial and Temporal Utilisation Patterns

Pteropus spp were identified across the MEWF site at more than half of the survey locations between
October 2012 and May 2013. Individuals were observed in both the Wet Tropics Bioregion and the
Einasleigh Uplands Bioregions of the site. More specifically, Spectacled Flying-foxes were confirmed to
occur on the site on two separate occasions (late dry season and late wet season) during the entire period of
our ecological surveys on the site between 2010 and 2013.
Our attempts to examine the species spatial and temporal utilisation patterns on the site using thermal
imaging video and night vision goggles were unsuccessful due predominately to the difficulties in reliably
obtaining positive species identifications with either of these devices.

Significant effort was placed in the development and conduct of the methodologies with the understanding
this was a novel approach, untested in Australia, on a species that has been understudied due to the
challenges in obtaining sufficient ecological data. This was recognised as a risk, however every effort was
undertaken to provide information to the DoE on the species, and these methods were selected for trial as
they were the only affordable method with any potential to obtain the required data. At the time of developing
the survey methodologies, commercially available bat and avian radar systems, which were assessed as
having the best potential to gather the required data, were deemed not cost effective (in the order of
$1million) and research suggested that cheaper, marine radar systems would not be suitable.
The tested methods proved suitable for collection of presence/absence data on site; however detailed
abundance and flight height data proved difficult and were ultimately also not cost effective. The ruggedness
of the survey site meant that observers could only travel to a tower location before dusk carrying all
equipment on foot (thermal imaging totalled 100kg). Due to the site relief (greater than 15o- 30o over 83% of
the site) and the hazardous groundlayer it was not possible to conduct surveys in multiple locations on each
night. This limited replication and increased the number of field staff required to assist.
There are several sources of potential variation associated with the night-vision goggle survey data including
environmental conditions and observer bias.
The night vision goggles that were used had a limited field of view of ~40° compared to between 124°208° for the human eye, therefore only a small proportion of the total potential detection volume around
each observer (~0.005 km3) could be sampled at any one time.
The need to scan continuously for long-periods was physically and mentally demanding for the observers
and it is likely that detectability was not constant during the 3 hour shifts, particularly in the early morning
due to observer fatigue.
The night vision goggles surveys were restricted to periods of high lunar illumination to facilitate the detection
and identification of P. conspicillatus. The influence of moon phase on the activity of any P. conspicillatus or
other Australian Pteropus spp. is not currently understood. Many studies have shown a pronounced luna
phobia effect in bats. For example, a meta-analysis conducted by Saldaña-Vázquez & Munguía-Rosas
(2012), found that the relationship between moonlight intensity and bat activity is negative and significant.
Latitude was also found to be positively correlated with luna phobia in bats (Saldaña-Vázquez & MunguíaRosas, 2012). Many species of New World phyllostomatid bats have been shown to exhibit reduced activity
during periods of high lunar lamination (Morrison, 1975; Crespo et al., 1972; Gannon & Willig, 1997).
Feeding activity of a megachiropteran fruit bat, the Greater Short-nosed Fruit Bat (Cynopterus sphinx) on
Calophyllum inophyllum fruit and leaves of two other plant species was shown to be negatively correlated
with the percentage of moonlight each night (Elandgovan & Marimuthu, 2006). This lunar phobia effect may
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be due to increased risk of predation by visually oriented predators (Morrison, 1978) such as owls, as lunar
illumination has not been shown to be correlated with resource abundance and distribution or bat social
activity (Morrison, 1978). If the Australian Pteropus spp. exhibit luna phobia, then the abundances recorded
during the night vision goggle surveys, which were only conducted during periods of high ambient moonlight
to aid detection, may not be representative of “optimum” flying-fox activity across the site, i.e. the counts
would be underestimated due to the potential lunar phobia phenomenon.
Weather conditions also varied significantly across the site during the surveys, with survey locations above
900 m on the south eastern section of the site often covered in dense low cloud for large periods of the night.

4.2

Effectiveness of NVG and Thermal Imaging Video to Collected Data Suitable
for Numerical Collision Risk Modelling Data

Numerical turbine collision risk modelling requires information on the number of individuals that might interact
with turbines and the estimated number of their flights that are at risk of collision (EPHC, 2010).
Neither of the methods used in this trial study was determined to be suitable for collecting utilisation data
suitable for numerical risk modelling because of
(a)

the inability to accurately identify species (as discussed preciously) and

(b)

the inability to accurately estimate flight heights of individuals.

These technologies together with a radar system would provide a more holistic approach to data collection.
The night vision goggles that were used did not permit binocular vision to estimate horizontal and vertical
distances. All of the Pteropus spp. individuals recorded during the night vision goggle surveys were
considered likely to have been flying within or below the rotor sweep area (hub height 90 m, blade length 55
m - 35 m to 145 m above the ground) as it was not possible to discriminate flying-foxes at distances greater
than ~150 m with the night-vision goggles. Therefore, even assuming sufficient spatial and temporal
replication could be obtained, the estimate of the turbine collision risk obtained from the data is likely to
overestimate the risk.
The potential for using thermal imaging to estimate the flight height of any Pteropus spp. appears to be
limited due to the high degree of subjectivity regarding the positive identification of targets and the influence
of the temperature scale selected to view the image on the FLIR Research IR software on the apparent size
of the target. It is theoretically possible to estimate the flight height of a target of known size by counting the
number of pixels its image occupies on the monitor. It was not possible to keep the temperature scale
constant while effectively detecting all targets of interest as the relative brightness of the target against the
sky background varied depending upon the presence and amount of cloud cover. There is a significant
difference in the average wing span of the species of flying-fox which have been confirmed to occur on the
site (Pteropus conspicillatus ~ 20-40% greater than P. scapulatus), which may be a significant source of
error in estimating flight heights based on size of the target on the image (number of pixels).

4.3

Recommended Further Research

It is apparent that radar is the only proven methodology (currently available) to collect accurate data on the
flight heights of nocturnally flying animals such as flying-foxes. Avian and bat radar systems are the primary
method used in the US and Europe to quantify utilisation and assess the environmental risk of wind energy
developments on nocturnally flying fauna (birds and bats) (Davenport, 2010, d’ Entremont, 2010; Johnson,
2010 and Svedlow, 2011). These radar systems can provide data on the number of targets passing through
the radar beam in a set amount of time, the distance to the target from the radar (either elevation or range
depending on whether the radar is used in a horizontal or vertical orientation) and trajectory or flight path
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(Duberstein et al., 2012). However, radar systems used on their own may not be sufficient to enable effective
differentiation between insects and fauna of interest (birds and bats) (Addy Borst, Robin Radar, pers.
comm.). The simultaneous used of both radar and thermal imaging devices have been used successfully to
differentiate nocturnal insects, birds and bats, with radar providing accurate distance measurements and
thermal imaging assisting with target differentiation (Gauthreaux & Livingston, 2006).
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Attachment A
DeTect Inc. – Quote for MERLIN ARS System – Avian Survey
Configuration
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All radar systems are however susceptible to interference from structures, vegetation, high sea
state, and other radars that may limit detection in certain areas and/or environments. The
system will require installation in a representative location with a relatively clear line-of-sight of
the area of interest and DeTect will assist the client in siting analysis and desktop clutter and
coverage modeling as part of its scope of delivery under this proposal.
Data from the X-band (3 cm wavelength, ~22 degree beam angle width in the vertical) vertical
scanning radar (VSR) will not generally be available during periods of precipitation. The solidstate S-band (10 cm, ~24 degree beam angle from the horizontal) horizontal surveillance radar
(HSR) generally will function in up to moderate precipitation.
The system classifies targets into size classes generally corresponding to small, medium, large
and flock size birds, but cannot definitively distinguish species. As such, DeTect recommends
that periodic field groundtruthing of the radar system data be conducted by qualified biologists
as part of any survey, using the system for data validation and to develop data subsets on
species predominant at the survey site (using the MERLIN groundtruth recording feature).
For avian surveys, the recommended range of operation for the vertical scanning radar (VSR) is
0.75-1.0 nautical miles (nm), maximum range is 1.5 nm; and for the horizontal surveillance radar
(HSR) recommended range is 1-2 nm (maximum range 3-4 nm).
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Figure 4a: Conceptual Initial MERLIN ARS Deployment Plan for full coverage of Ratchaburri’s  
Proposed Windfarms (Not to Scale)

”

Project: AUSTRALIA-Ratchaburri Windfarms - ARS & SCADA Proposal
QDT-111005D

Figure 7 : MERLIN vertical scanning radar (VSR) display with Groundtruth Bar and target
tags (size) and Heading Bars enabled during heavy migration (from Cornell Lab of

Ornithology proposed wind farm site survey).

6.4

MERLIN Display Administrator Activates GUI to configure different MERLIN display
options (vertical or horizontal) and set parameters and features required by each user
including display type, underlay, tags (speed, size, quality, heading, reflectivity), heading
bar (actual or predictive), and the sidebar type (vertical activity or groundtruthing).
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MERLIN system HSR (foreground) and VSR
(rear) installation on Meetpost research
platform (2003)

The MERLIN system was re-installed on a Monopole
in 2006 as an avian monitoring system for the
windfarm

Furuno marine radar on the TalismanBeatrice platform (top unit - blue); the
MERLIN processor was installed in the
equipment console to the left.

Right photo– the Furuno
raw radar image before
MERLIN processing.
Bottom photo – the
same data displayed by
the MERLIN radar
processing software
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Date:

October 19, 2011

Quotation: QDT-111005D

To:

RPS
North Queensland, Australia

Validity: 90 Days

Via:

Tim Cookes - ES&S

Ex Works

DeTect, Inc.

Ref:

Migratory Bird Mortality Risk Mitigation for Ratchaburri’s Windfarms in North Queensland - Australia

MERLIN ARS System - Avian Survey Configuration
Item

Description

1.0

Phase 1 - MERLIN XS25200me Avian Radar System
See Item 3. MERLIN XS25200me Avian Radar System (ARS)
Deliverables of our Technical Proposal QDT-111005D.

2.0

Phase 2 - MERLIN SCADA Risk Rule Development and
Implementation
(if deemed applicable)

QTY

Unit Price (US$)

1

$553,900

1

$138,600

$692,500

TOTAL SYSTEM - CIF Australia
Radar Coverage Extension (Phase 3)
3.0
4.0

Additional MERLIN XS25200me Avian Radar System (same
configuration as Item 1)
Additional 25KW VSR radars (skid mount) as needed for full
windfarm coverage (final quantity to be determined at the end of
Phases 1 and 2)
*Note: Radar loca ons, number of and type of radar units/sensors
and radar range se ngs are all subject to change based on further
analysis and site visit(s) by DeTect Inc.

1

$553,900

1

$270,000

All pricing is in U.S. Dollars and the client assumes all foreign exchange risk.
Delivery quoted is CIF nearest major seaport (customer to arrange customs clearance,
import duties, and local transport to project and installation sites).
Payment Schedule & Terms:
t 30% of contract with order and executed contract
t 15% payment due 30 days after contract
t 15% payment due 60 days after contract
t 15% payment due 90 days after contract
t 15% payment due prior to shipment
t Balance in equal payments to be invoiced monthly with 5% due at start-up and the final 5% due within 60 days after startup
Payments are to be made within twenty (20) days of invoice date.
Failure to make payments in accordance with the terms and schedule may result in extension of delivery.
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MERLIN ARS System - Avian Survey Configuration
Item

Description

QTY

Unit Price (US$)

Delivery Lead Time:
6-8 months after receipt of order
General Terms & Conditions:
1. Specifications are subject to change without notice. Systems will be delivered
in general accordance with specifications and design currently in effect at time of order.
2. The price proposed is exclusive any and all applicable sales taxes, fees,
licenses, duties, operating permits and other costs resulting from the sale,
delivery, transfer, installation, and operation of the system and the buyer will be
responsible for obtaining and costs related to such items. DeTect will provide
available information for applications, permits and licenses as required by the buyer.
3. Title to the equipment will be transferred to the buyer upon receipt of all
payments due from the buyer to DeTect under this proposal and any subsequent contract.
4.  The  buyer  will  be  granted  a  single  site  user  license  to  use  the  MERLIN™  
operating software for the intended purpose only. DeTect will deliver a complete
set of the MERLIN operating software executables with the system and periodically
will issue updates and patches to the software. Any other such unauthorized use
of the software or transfer of or installation of the software to other systems or computers
or transfer to other users, companies or individuals is expressly prohibited. Non-compliance
with the license requirements will result in revocation of the user license upon notification of
which the buyer will immediately and promptly remove, delete, and destroy all copies of said
software, providing written certification of compliance of such removal, deletion, and destruction.
5. Client user to provide required infrastructure for system in advance of delivery to include
equipment pads, power connections and connections for remote system control and display
via client fiber optic (or similar) network.
6.Purchase and delivery the system may be subject to the United States International Traffic in Arms
Regulations (ITARs). Non-US government buyers at purchase will be required to execute an agreement
acknowledging  that:  (i)  DeTect’s  MERLIN  system  (defined  as  technology,  hardware  and  software)  may  be  
governed by the United States ITARs; (ii) the system will be used solely for the intended commercial
purpose and will be used in strict compliance with ITARs; (iii) he will implement procedures for restricting
access to said system and agrees not to sell, rent, lease or in any manner transfer the system or any
component to any country or individual to which such access or transfer is restricted; (iv) will not to export
or transfer the equipment outside of the U.S. except as permitted by ITARs and with the express written
approval of the DeTect; and, (v) any other use of the system may require advance approval under ITARs,
agree to advise DeTect prior to any transfer or such use, and will not proceed with such transfer or use
without receipt of approval by both DeTect and any required U.S. Government Agencies. The buyer will be
granted  a  single  site  user  license  to  use  the  MERLIN™  and  HARRIER™  operating  software  for  the  
intended purpose only. DeTect will deliver a complete set of the operating software executables with the
system and periodically will issue updates and patches to the software. Any other such unauthorized use of
the software or transfer of or installation of the software to other systems or computers or transfer to other
users, companies or individuals is expressly prohibited. Noncompliance with the license requirements will
result in revocation of the user license upon notification of which the buyer will immediately and promptly
remove, delete, and destroy all copies of said software, providing written certification of compliance of such
removal, deletion, and destruction.
7. Acceptance of the order by DeTect is contingent on execution of a contract or order in a form
acceptable to DeTect. All specifications and delivery schedules are subject to change based on current
models offered at the time of the order.
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Environmental Systems & Services Pty Ltd
PO Box 939
Hawthorn
VIC 3122
Australia
www.esands.com
esands@esands.com

Standard Terms and Conditions of Trade
To  the  fullest  extent  legally  possible,  all  dealings  between  Environmental  Systems  &  Services  Pty  Ltd  ACN:  006  349  122  (“ESS”)  and  any  Customer  ("the  Customer")  relating  to  any  products  or  services  are  subject  to  the  following  
Terms  &  Conditions  of  Trade  (“these  Terms”)  unless  otherwise  agreed  in  writing.
1.
Payments to be within 30 days of invoice date without deduction, unless otherwise agreed.
2.
Interest  is  payable  on  overdue  accounts  at  ESS’  election  at  the  rate  prescribed  under  the  Penalty  Interest  Rates  Act  1983  (Vic) plus an additional 3% per month.
3.
Property:
a.
Property in products shall not pass until payment in full of all monies owed to ESS on any basis
b.
ESS reserves the right to take possession & dispose of products as it sees fit at any time until full payment & the Customer grants permission to ESS to enter any property where any product is in
order to do so with such force as necessary
c.
Immediately upon delivery the Customer accepts liability for the safe custody of products
d.
A certificate signed by an officer of ESS identifying ESS products & certifying that monies are owing to ESS shall be conclusive  evidence  of  ESS’  title  thereto
e.
Upon sale or disposition of products prior to payment in full the Customer agrees to hold all proceeds Upon Trust for ESS in a separate bank account agrees not to mix proceeds with any other
monies & will upon request immediately account to ESS therefore even if ESS may have at any time granted any credit facility &/or time to pay
f.
Until full payment the Customer agrees
i.
to keep all products as fiduciary and Bailee for ESS & store them in a manner which shows ESS as owner
ii.
only to sell products in its usual course of business
iii.
sale  on  terms,  at  cost  or  less  than  cost  shall  not  be  “in  the  usual  course”
g.
Clause 3 is not intended to create a charge & shall be read down to the extent necessary to avoid being a charge
h.
if the Customer uses or incorporates any products in any production, process, manufacture or construction or combines them with anything to create a finished or combined new thing for
disposition by the Customer then upon such disposition prior to payment in full of all monies owing, the Customer agrees to hold such part of the proceeds thereof (& until payment is received by
the Customer, that part of any applicable book debt of the Customer) as equals the costs of the products used and/or incorporated therein (at the prices invoiced by ESS to the Customer for them)
Upon Trust for ESS until payment in full of all monies.
4.
Limitation Of Liability:
a.
The Customer will limit any claim upon ESS relating to products, to the cost of replacement of products or the supply of equivalent products and relating to services, to the cost of having services
supplied again
b.
ESS will not be liable in any way for any contingent consequential direct indirect special or punitive damage arising whether due to ESS's negligence or otherwise & the Customer acknowledges
this limit of liability & agrees to limit any claim accordingly
c.
No other term condition agreement warranty representation or understanding whether express or implied in any way extending to or otherwise relating to or binding upon ESS is made or given
d.
ESS will not be liable for any claim re any alleged fault or defect caused or contributed to by the Customer or any 3rd party nor for any transport installation rectification labour or other cost.
5.
Returns:
a.
Any products which are accepted by ESS as defective may be returned and
i.
be replaced free of charge or
ii.
be the subject of a credit for the invoiced value. Replacement free of charge does not include labour transport or material costs.
6.
Specific Orders. Customer specific orders may be rejected by ESS at its election, unless accompanied by a non-refundable deposit of at least 50% of the total order price.
7.
Placement Of Orders:
a.
if any dispute arises concerning any order (& including any measurement quality quantity identity or authority or any telephone facsimile e-mail or computer generated order) the internal records of
ESS will be conclusive evidence of what was ordered
b.
each order placed shall be & be deemed to be a representation made by the Customer at the time that it is solvent & able to pay all of its debts as & when they fall due
c.
failure to pay in accordance with these Terms shall be & be deemed to be conclusive evidence that the Customer had no reasonable grounds for making the representation referred to in 7.b) & that
the representations were unconscionable, misleading and deceptive
d.
when any order is placed, the Customer shall inform ESS of any material facts which would or might reasonably affect the commercial decision by ESS to accept the order &/or grant credit in
relation thereto. Any failure to do so shall create & be deemed to create an inequality of bargaining position shall constitute & be deemed to constitute the taking of an unfair advantage of ESS & to
be unconscionable, misleading and deceptive.
8.
Delivery:
a.
ESS accepts no responsibility for delivery but may elect to arrange delivery at its discretion & without any liability & at the Customer's costs & responsibility in all things
b.
ESS reserves the right to charge for any delivery
c.
the Customer shall be deemed to have accepted delivery & liability for the products immediately ESS notifies that they are ready for collection or when they are delivered to a carrier or to the
Customer's business premises or site whether attended or not
d.
a certificate purporting to be signed by an officer of ESS confirming delivery shall be conclusive evidence of delivery as shall any signed delivery docket
e.
ESS will not be liable for delay, failure or inability to deliver any products
f.
once the Customer has been notified that products are ready for collection, the Customer agrees to pay all costs of holding or handling products
g.
Frustrated Delivery: If the time spent in attempting to or effecting delivery exceeds 30 minutes or requires more than one attempt, the Customer agrees to pay all costs relating thereto together with
a loading of 10% to cover administration costs.
9.
Variation or cancellation of any order dealing or arrangement must be agreed in writing
10.
Purchase Price:
a.
All sales are made by ESS at its quoted price at the time of order placement
b.
government  imposts  and  any  GST  (“imposts”)  will  be  to  the  Customer’s  account
c.
ESS’s  price  lists  exclude  imposts  unless  expressly    noted  thereon.
11.
Exclusions:
a.
No dealing with the Customer shall be or be deemed to be a sale by sample or description
b.
If ESS publishes material about its products & prices, any part which is incompatible with these Terms is expressly excluded
c.
the Customer will rely on its own knowledge & expertise in choosing any product for any purpose
d.
Any advice or assistance given for or on behalf of ESS shall be accepted at the Customer’s  risk  &  shall  not  be  or  be  deemed  given  as  expert  or  adviser  nor  to  have  been  relied  upon.
12.
Default or breach by the Customer of these Terms or in any dealings with ESS will entitle ESS to retain all monies paid, call-up all monies owing, cease further deliveries & recover from the Customer all loss of
profits without prejudice to any other of its rights.
13.
Severability: Any part of these Terms can be severed without affecting any other part.
14.
Products:
a.
ESS may update modify make substitution or alter any of its products or any component or raw material incorporated in or used in forming any party of any products as part of its ongoing business.
The Customer agrees to accept current products in substitution for any products ordered provided they are not materially different
b.
ESS disclaims any responsibility or liability relating to any products
i.
processed or made to designs drawings specifications or measurements etc or with materials which are provided or approved (whether in part or fully) by or on behalf of the
Customer
ii.
utilised stored handled or used incorrectly or inappropriately
c.
The Customer agrees to check products for compliance with all applicable Standards & regulatory bodies before use, on-sale or application & only to use on-sell or apply products in accordance
therewith  and  with  any  manufacturer’s  or  ESS’  recommendations  &  directions  as  well  as  with  sound  commercial  practice.
15.
Other Terms & Conditions & Notice: No terms &/or conditions sought to be imposed by the Customer upon ESS shall apply unless agreed in writing by ESS.
16.
Recovery Costs: The Customer will pay all costs & expenses of ESS, its legal advisers, mercantile agents & others acting on its behalf in respect of anything instituted or being considered as a result of any
breach of these Terms or of any dealings with ESS.
17.
Attornment: To give effect to its obligations arising under in these Terms the Customer hereby irrevocably appoints any solicitor for ESS from time to time, as its attorney.
18.
Customer Restructure: The Customer will notify ESS of any change in its structure or management including any change in director shareholder management partnership or trusteeship or sale of any material part
of its business within 7 days of any such change.
19.
Jurisdiction: All contracts made with ESS shall be deemed to be made in Victoria & the parties submit to the jurisdiction of the appropriate Courts in or nearest Melbourne.
20.
Credit Limit: ESS can vary or withdraw any credit facility or limit at any time at its discretion & without any liability to the Customer or any other party.
21.
Waiver: If ESS elects not to exercise any rights arising as a result of breach of these Terms it shall not constitute a waiver of any rights relating to any subsequent or other breach.
22.
Notice: The Customer will be deemed to have notice of any change to these Terms, immediately they are adopted by ESS in its business.
23.
Security For Payment: The Customer
a.
agrees on written request to charge in favour of ESS
i.
by way of a fixed charge, all its books of account goodwill documents of title & current & later acquired real & intellectual property &
ii.
by  way  of  a  floating  charge  the  whole  of  the  Customer’s  other  undertaking  property  &  assets  with  payment  of  all  monies  owed  to ESS
b.
grants a lien to ESS over any of its property in the possession or control of ESS for any monies due and owing to ESS under these Terms or otherwise.
24.
Force Majeure: ESS will not be in default or breach of any dealing with the Customer as a result of Force Majeure (ie: anything  beyond  ESS’  reasonable  control).
25.
Patents etc : If ESS utilises any design patent or intellectual property or follows any instruction provided by or on behalf of the Customer the Customer indemnifies ESS against any claim proceeding damages or
liability for any loss cost or expense arising as a result whether for any alleged infringement of any intellectual property or otherwise.
26.
Specifications:
a.
Any  illustration  drawing  or  specification  supplied  by  ESS  (“Specs”)  are  drafts  and  approximates
b.
Any tangible or intellectual property rights in Specs shall remain the property of ESS and may be recalled at any time
c.
Specs to be treated at all times as confidential and not made use of without the prior written consent of ESS.
27.
Materials: All materials supplied by the Customer must be shipped by the Customer to the factory or site nominated by and in accordance with ESS instructions & at the cost and risk of the Customer. Such
materials will remain at the Customers risk at all times.
28.
Stock Discretion: ESS has a continuing discretion to allocate available stock and gives no warranty as to certainty of supply unless expressly agreed in writing in advance.
29.
Partial Delivery/Forward Orders: If the Customer places forward orders or request partial or instalment delivery, the Customer agrees
a.
to pay for so much of any order as is from time to time delivered by ESS
b.
that no delay or failure to fulfil any part of any order shall entitle the Customer to cancel or vary any order or delay or reduce any payment.
30.
On-Sale: The Customer agrees that upon on-sale of any products to inform any third party involved of these Terms and in particular the provisions of clause 4 and sub-clause 4.
31.
Indemnity: The Customer indemnifies ESS against any claim or loss arising from or related in any way to any contractor dealing between ESS & the Customer or anything arising therefrom or arising as a result
of or subsequent to any breach of these Terms Insurance: The Customer agrees to insure ESS from any liability claim or damage arising in any way; whether directly or indirectly under part VA of the Trade
Practices Act, these Terms, which insurance will note the insured interest of ESS
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