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Nocturnal Predation of Females on Nests: An Important Source of
Mortality for Golden-cheeked Warblers?

Jennifer L. Reidy,"® Mike M. Stake,>* and Frank R. Thompson III?

ABSTRACT.—We monitored 124 female Golden-
cheeked Warblers (Dendroica chrysoparia) at 133
nests with video cameras from 1997-2002 and 2005—
2006 at two study areas in central Texas, USA. Six
adult females were depredated by snakes in 781 cam-
era-monitored intervals when females were on the nest
at night and exposed to possible nocturnal predation.
Daily nest survival was 0.971 (95% CI: 0.959-0.980)
and daily adult female predation while nesting was
0.008 (95% CI: 0.003-0.017). We estimated that
14.6% of breeding females were depredated on the
nest during the breeding season based on the observed
survival rates and assuming females whose first nest
was unsuccessful and which survived attempted a sec-
ond nesting attempt. Females were captured 75% of
the times they were on the nest at the time of a noc-
turnal nest predation by a snake. Predation of nesting
females is potentially an important source of mortality
for Golden-cheeked Warblers, and warrants further in-
vestigation. Received 7 June 2008. Accepted 30 August
2008.

Survival of migrant songbirds is generally
thought to be high during the breeding season
(Sillett and Holmes 2002); however, there is
little direct evidence of the frequency or
sources of adult mortality during this period.
Documenting any predation event on the nest
is difficult (Pettingill 1976) and adult mortal-
ity is usually inferred from remains left at the
nest (Sherry and Holmes 1997, Flaspohler et
al. 2001). Often evidence suggests that adults
were killed in defense of the nest or circum-
stantially, and were not the intended victim
(Fendley 1980, Quinn 1985, King 1999). In-
terpretation of evidence at the nest, however,
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can be an unreliable method to identify nest
fate, cause of nest failure, or identity of a
predator (Thompson et al. 1999).

Video surveillance has recently been shown
to be an effective and reliable method to iden-
tify and evaluate the importance of nest pred-
ators (Thompson 2007). The main groups of
nest predators identified from these studies
were sciurids, corvids, raptors, and snakes.
Adult mortality was only observed in two
studies using video surveillance to monitor
songbirds—a thirteen-lined ground squirrel
(Spermophilus tridecemlineatus) depredated
one Chestnut-collared Longspur (Calcarius
ornatus) female (Pietz and Granfors 2000)
and rat snakes (Elaphe spp.) depredated three
Golden-cheeked Warbler (Dendroica chryso-
paria) females (Stake et al. 2004). The poten-
tial for snake predation of incubating females
has long been speculated (Laskey 1946, Ma-
han 1956), but this phenomenon has rarely
been documented (Plummer 1977, Blem 1979,
Carter 1992). We believe snakes pose the
greatest risk of depredating adult songbirds at
the nest because they are the only group
known to be significant nocturnal predators,
at least in some habitats (Hensley and Smith
1986, Stake and Cimprich 2003, Stake et al.
2004, Reidy et al. 2008), large enough to kill
and consume adult songbirds.

We monitored Golden-cheeked Warbler
nests with video cameras and report on causes
and rates of nest mortality, and identity of nest
predators elsewhere (Stake et al. 2004, Reidy
et al. 2008). Our objective in this study is to
report on the extent of adult mortality at the
nest and discuss its potential implications.
Golden-cheeked Warblers, a federally endan-
gered species, are endemic breeders in central
Texas with strict nesting habitat requirements
(Ladd and Gass 1999). The requisite mixed
mature Ashe juniper (Juniperus ashei) and
oak (Quercus spp.) woodlands in which they
nest are currently being heavily fragmented
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and developed in historically important parts
of the breeding range (USDI 1992).

METHODS

Study Area.—We monitored nests of Gold-
en-cheeked Warblers at Fort Hood Military
Reservation, Texas, USA (30° 10’ N, 97° 45’
W) from 1997 to 2002 and in 2005, and in
Austin, Texas (30°23' N, 97°34' W) from
2005 to 2006. Fort Hood (Bell and Coryell
counties) is a large, active military base in a
rural landscape with discrete patches of Gold-
en-cheeked Warbler habitat separated by open
valleys leased for cattle grazing. Austin (Trav-
is County) is a large and growing city with
historically large amounts of contiguous
breeding habitat currently being fragmented
by human development.

Field Methods.—We mapped territories of
banded and unbanded adults from March to
May to establish pairing and nesting status of
males, and to narrow the nest-searching area.
We searched for nests from March to June,
typically using adult behavioral cues to locate
nests. We placed miniature video cameras
with infra-red illumination (Fuhrman Diver-
sified Inc., Seabrook, TX, USA) that allowed
continuous monitoring at as many nests as
possible during the incubation and nestling
stages, prioritizing nests in the incubation
stage. Video cameras were attached by a 20-m
long cable to a video recorder and battery
placed as far from the nest as possible. We
monitored nests daily using a monitor that
plugged into the video recorder and did not
approach the nest while it was active after the
camera was installed. We recorded standard
monitoring information daily including nest
contents and identified nest predators to the
lowest possible taxa when we concluded a
predation event had occurred. We used band-
ing and territory status, and nest success in-
formation to establish the number of females
we monitored with video cameras (several fe-
males were monitored with video cameras
during more than one nesting attempt). Ad-
ditional monitoring details are available in
Stake et al. (2004) and Reidy et al. (2008).

Data Analyses.—We estimated daily sur-
vival of nests with a logistic exposure model
(Shaffer 2004) in SAS 9.1 (SAS Institute
2004). We coded survival as 1 if at least one
egg or nestling in the nest survived the inter-
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val and as O if all nest contents were de-
stroyed. We fit a model with covariates for
date, date?, and date? to account for potentially
non-linear effects of date (Grant et al. 2005,
Reidy 2007). We ignored other potential tem-
poral covariates such as nest stage or year be-
cause there was not much support for them in
previous analyses examining factors affecting
Golden-cheeked Warbler nest survival (Stake
2003, Peak 2007, Reidy 2007). We estimated
daily nest survival with the above model for
median nest interval observed in the study
(Shaffer and Thompson 2007).

We similarly estimated female daily surviv-
al with a logistic exposure model; we coded
survival as 1 if the female survived the over-
night observation interval and as O if she was
depredated. We fit a constant survival (inter-
cept only) model because there were too few
mortality events to model as a function of co-
variates. We only included observations from
the days females sleep on the nest because
that is when they are potentially exposed to
predation (nest days 3—21). We estimated fe-
male daily predation as 1 — daily survival.

We estimated total loss of adult females
during the breeding season due to predation
on the nest based on daily nest survival, daily
female mortality, and number of nesting at-
tempts. If daily nest survival is assumed con-
stant, the proportion of nests surviving to any
given day of the nest cycle can be estimated
as p, = sk, where p, is the proportion of nests
surviving to day k and s is the daily survival
estimate. If the daily mortality of females on
the nest is defined as m and is also assumed
constant for nest days 3—21 (assuming the fe-
male begins incubating the penultimate egg of
a typical 4-egg clutch, Pulich 1976), the pro-
portion of females lost to predation during the
first nest attempt is: F; = 3,55, (s* X m). If
we assume females which were successful in
their first nesting attempt do not re-nest and
that all females whose first attempt failed and
which survived re-nest, the proportion of fe-
males lost to predation during a second nest-
ing attempt is: F, = (1 — p» — F)) X F,,
where p? is the proportion of females which
were successful during their first attempt and
F, is the proportion of females which died on
their first attempt. The total proportion of
nesting females dying due to predation on the
nest, F;, can be estimated as: F. = F, + F,.
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TABLE 1.

Video camera-monitored nests of Golden-cheeked Warblers at Fort Hood, Texas, USA from 1997

to 2002 and 2005, and in Austin, Texas, USA, in 2005 and 2006. Most years had =4 nests with cameras during
days 3-21 of the nest cycle and produced at least one snake predation of a female attending the nest.

Number of nests
monitored with
cameras (total

Number of female
mortalities (number
of females

Number of nests
monitored during
days 3-21 (total

Year Site observation days) observation days) monitored)
1997 Fort Hood 1(13) 1 (10) 0(1)
1998 Fort Hood 2 (36) 2 (28) 0(22)
1999 Fort Hood 2 (21) 2 (16) 0(2)
2000 Fort Hood 6 (40) 4 (28) 1 (6)
2001 Fort Hood 30 (292) 26 (198) 0 (29)
2002 Fort Hood 24 (189) 15 (125) 2 (20)
2005 Fort Hood 7 (68) 6 (32) 0 (7)
2005 Austin 18 (174) 13 (100) 1 (16)
2006 Austin 43 (364) 31 (244) 2 (41)

Females rarely made a third nesting attempt
after two failures and we recorded no instanc-
es of double brooding (J. L. Reidy, pers. obs.).

RESULTS

We monitored 133 nests (61 in Austin and
72 on Fort Hood) representing 124 females
with video cameras for an effective sample
size of 1,197 nest monitoring intervals (Table
1). We recorded 43 nest predations on video;
however, 11 of these were considered suc-
cessful because =1 host young fledged despite
a nest predation event. Rat snakes were the
leading predator at both sites, depredating 21
nests. Texas rat snakes (Elaphe obsoleta lind-
heimeri) and a Great Plains rat snake (E. gut-
tata emoryi) depredated 20 and 1 nests, re-
spectively. We recorded females being cap-
tured and consumed during six of these nest
predations, three at each site. We identified
Texas rat snakes as the predator at five adult
predation events and a Great Plains rat snake
at one.

Daily nest survival was 0.971 (95% CI:
0.959-0.980). We observed six predations of
females by snakes over 781 observation days
during nest days 3-21, resulting in a daily fe-
male predation rate of 0.008 (95% CI: 0.003—
0.017). We estimated 0.103 (or 10.3%) of
breeding females were depredated during their
first nesting attempt. If all surviving females
with failed nests re-nested (42% of initial pop-
ulation), we estimated 0.043 (or 4.3%) of
breeding females were depredated during their
second nesting attempt. Total losses of breed-
ing females to predation amounted to 14.6%.

If females spent one less or one more night at
the nest (all else being equal), these totals
would be 14.0 or 15.2%, respectively.

All predations of females were nocturnal,
occurring between 2103 and 2352 hrs CDT
from 18 April to 9 May in Austin, and be-
tween 0022 and 0448 hrs from 23 April to 17
May at Fort Hood. All nest predations by
snakes (n = 21) were nocturnal but one, oc-
curring between 2001 and 2352 hrs from 18
April to 19 May in Austin and between 2037
and 0448 hrs from 23 April to 10 June at Fort
Hood. One additional nest predation by a
snake occurred at 1024 hrs at Fort Hood.

Snakes were not deterred by Golden-
cheeked Warblers nesting in the canopy. Nests
with depredated females were on average 5.2
m (n = 6; range = 4.2 to 6.1 m) above ground
and 1.8 m from the main trunk (n = 6; range
= 0.3 to 4.5 m) on trees with a diameter at
breast height averaging 23 cm (n = 6; range
= 12 to 43 cm). Nests were in Ashe junipers,
which are characterized by rough, peeling
bark.

Four of the total snake nest predations
(19%) were in the incubation stage and 17
(81%) in the nestling stage. Two of four
(50%) snake nest predations during the incu-
bation stage resulted in predation of the fe-
male. Of the remaining two, the female was
present at one and left the nest 3 min prior to
the snake appearing at the nest (this was the
one diurnal snake predation), and at the other
nest, the female abandoned the nest just after
sunset, several hrs before the snake predation.
A Mourning Dove (Zenaida macroura) nest
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located just below this nest was depredated
the same night suggesting the female may
have flushed from and possibly abandoned the
nest due to the presence of a predator below
her. Four of 17 (23%) snake nest predations
during the nestling stage resulted in predation
of the female and occurred while the nestlings
were young (=5 days old) and in need of
brooding. Eleven (65%) snake nest predations
occurred late in the nestling stage when fe-
males were no longer brooding. Four of these
nest predation events caused at least one nest-
ling to prematurely fledge (‘force-fledge’) and
two nests had already fledged young prior to
the snake predation event. Females were pre-
sent but escaped the remaining two (12%)
snake nest predations. Both nests contained 5-
or 6-day old nestlings. The female was brood-
ing at one nest and left the nest as the snake
appeared in view. This predation event oc-
curred about 30 min after sunset while the fe-
male was still alert. She peered below the nest
3 min prior to the snake appearing on camera
and flew off the nest as the snake approached.
The female at the other nest was sleeping on
the rim of the nest and was actually pushed
off the nest by the snake as it investigated the
nestlings. The snake lurched after the falling
female, but when it returned to view at the
nest seconds later, it did not appear to have
caught the female. This female was not seen
returning to the nest. Females were preyed
upon during 29% (6/21) of the total snake nest
predations, 67% (6/9) of the times they were
present during the nest predation, and 75% (6/
8) of the nocturnal nest predations for which
the female was at the nest.

DISCUSSION

Snakes consumed females attending the
nest during the majority of nest predation
events for which females were present, a find-
ing no other study has reported for a songbird.
Predation by snakes on female Golden-
cheeked Warblers attending the nest likely
represents an important source of mortality
during the breeding season for this species.
Rat snakes are well-known tree climbers (Ten-
nant 1998) and would not be deterred from
climbing trees with rough bark (Mullin and
Cooper 2002) such as Ashe juniper. A study
documenting nest predators of Black-capped
Vireos (Vireo atricapillus) at Fort Hood also
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identified Texas rat snakes as the most fre-
quent predator, responsible for 18 of 48 nest
predation events (Stake and Cimprich 2003).
However, no nest predation by a snake result-
ed in depredation of an adult. Black-capped
Vireos nest in shrubs and the nesting substrate
is likely not as stable or sturdy as that of
Golden-cheeked Warblers. Adults spending
the night at the nest in shrubs would more
likely be alerted to an approaching predator.
Little is known about adult survival for
Golden-cheeked Warblers, particularly fe-
males, and we cautiously speculate about pos-
sible implications on population dynamics.
Pairing success is commonly used as an in-
dicator of habitat quality with presence of un-
paired males suggesting low habitat quality
(Gibbs and Faaborg 1990, Bayne and Hobson
2001). Golden-cheeked Warbler pairing suc-
cess is generally high (often =90%) for ter-
ritorial males at sites considered to be high-
quality habitat (Jetté et al. 1998; Becker 2006;
Peak 2006; J. L. Reidy, unpubl. data), while
lower quality habitat in Austin had low (20—
33%) pairing success (Becker 2005, 2006).
Pairing success was also lower for second-
year males than older males at Fort Hood (Jet-
té et al. 1998). These observations of differ-
ential pairing success are indicative of a pop-
ulation with a lower number of females than
males, and we suggest female-biased mortal-
ity during the breeding season may be a con-
tributing factor. Better estimates of adult and
juvenile survival for males and females, pair-
ing success, and existence and extent of po-
tential non-territorial, or ‘‘floater’> males
(Bayne and Hobson 2001) are necessary to
examine if predation on adult females during
the breeding season affects long-term stability
of Golden-cheeked Warbler populations.
Predation of adult females at the nest may
partially explain the skewed adult survival
rates and sex-ratios exhibited by many song-
birds. Wood Thrush (Hylocichla mustelina)
females had lower survival rates than males
during the breeding season (Powell et al.
2000, Coulter 2005). Survival was also lower
for Black-throated Blue Warbler (Dendroica
caerulescens) females than males during the
breeding season (Sillett and Holmes 2002)
and Ovenbird (Seiurus aurocapillus) females
had lower annual survival estimates than
males (Bayne and Hobson 2002). Many mi-
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grant songbird populations exhibit male-bi-
ased sex-ratios during the breeding season
(Gibbs and Faaborg 1990, Villard et al. 1993,
Van Horn et al. 1995). Migrant songbird pop-
ulations can be more sensitive to changes in
adult survival than juvenile or nest survival
(Noon and Sauer 1992, Donovan and Thomp-
son 2001). The loss of substantial numbers of
breeding females to predators simultaneous to
nest failure may be calamitous, especially for
an endangered species. Extinction risk for en-
dangered species is greater for populations
with male-biased sex-ratios (Donald 2007)
and for small, isolated populations experienc-
ing recent habitat fragmentation (Dale 2001).

Songbirds nesting in climates hospitable to
snakes, particularly those exhibiting nocturnal
foraging patterns such as rat snakes, may be
particularly vulnerable to predation while on
the nest (Carter et al. 2007). Open-cup nesters
may have more opportunity to escape than
cavity nesters, but species which nest on stur-
dy substrates, such as Golden-cheeked War-
blers, or on the ground, may not detect a pred-
ator in time to escape, especially during the
night. We suspect more nesting studies using
time-lapse video surveillance in geographic
regions with nocturnal snakes will reveal ad-
ditional predation on incubating and brooding
adult songbirds. We believe adult mortality
during the breeding season warrants further
investigation for other species and ecosys-
tems.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank John Cornelius and the Department of the
Army, Fort Hood and Tim Hayden and the Army En-
gineer Research and Development Center for funding
and other support. Richard Aracil, Kyla Ercit, Mark
Faherty, Nicole Flood, Allen Graber, Carter Mullen,
Charles Pekins, Scott Stollery, Diane Tracy, Maria
Elena Tolle, and Michael Wickens provided field as-
sistance. We are grateful to biologists with The Nature
Conservancy and the City of Austin for assistance and
support. We thank the U.S. Forest Service Northern
Research Station and the Missouri Cooperative Fish
and Wildlife Research Unit (U.S. Geological Survey,
Missouri Department of Conservation, University of
Missouri, and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service) for their
support. Information included in this manuscript does
not necessarily reflect the position or policy of the U.S.
Government or The Nature Conservancy, and no of-
ficial endorsement should be inferred.

THE WILSON JOURNAL OF ORNITHOLOGY ¢ Vol. 121, No. 2, June 2009

LITERATURE CITED

BAYNE, E. M. aND K. A. HossoN. 2001. Effects of
habitat fragmentation on pairing success of Ov-
enbirds: importance of male age and floater be-
havior. Auk 118:380-388.

BAYNE, E. M. anD K. A. HoBsoN. 2002. Annual sur-
vival of adult American Redstarts and Ovenbirds
in the southern boreal forest. Wilson Bulletin 114:
358-367.

BECKER, H. M. 2005. 2005 Golden-cheeked Warbler
Dendroica chrysoparia and Black-capped Vireo
Vireo atricapillus monitoring program. Pages 4—
11 in Balcones Canyonlands Preserve Annual Re-
port 2004-2005. City of Austin, Texas, USA.

BECKER, H. M. 2006. 2006 Golden-cheeked Warbler
Dendroica chrysoparia and Black-capped Vireo
Vireo atricapillus monitoring program. Pages 3—
11 in Balcones Canyonlands Preserve Annual Re-
port 2005-2006. City of Austin, Texas, USA.

BLEM, C. R. 1979. Predation of black rat snakes on a
Bank Swallow colony. Wilson Bulletin 91:135—
137.

CARTER, G. M., M. L. LEGARE, D. R. BREININGER, AND
D. M. Obbpy. 2007. Nocturnal nest predation: a
potential obstacle to recovery of a Florida Scrub-
Jay population. Journal of Field Ornithology 78:
390-394.

CARTER, W. A. 1992. Black-and-white Warbler nest
failure in Pontotoc County, Oklahoma. Bulletin of
the Oklahoma Ornithological Society 25:22-23.

COULTER, S. C. 2005. Effects of forest management on
Wood Thrushes in the Atchafalaya Basin, Loui-
siana. Thesis. University of Arkansas, Fayette-
ville, USA.

DALE, S. 2001. Female-biased dispersal, low female
recruitment, unpaired males, and the extinction of
small and isolated bird populations. Oikos 92:
344-356.

DoNALD, P. E 2007. Adult sex ratios in wild bird pop-
ulations. Ibis 149:671-692.

DonovanN, T. M. AND E R. THompsoN III. 2001. Mod-
eling the ecological trap hypothesis: a habitat and
demographic analysis for migrant birds. Ecologi-
cal Applications 11:871-882.

FeNDLEY, T. T. 1980. Incubating Wood Duck and
Hooded Merganser hens killed by black rat
snakes. Wilson Bulletin 92:526-527.

FLASPOHLER, D. J., S. A. TEMPLE, AND R. N. ROSEN-
FIELD. 2001. Species-specific edge effects on nest
success and breeding bird density in a forested
landscape. Ecological Applications 11:32—46.

GiBBS, J. P AND J. FAABORG. 1990. Estimating the vi-
ability of Ovenbird and Kentucky Warbler popu-
lations in forest fragments. Conservation Biology
4:193-196.

GRANT, T. A., T. L. SHAFFER, E. M. MADDEN, AND P. J.
PiETZ. 2005. Time-specific variation in passerine
nest survival: new insights into old questions. Auk
122:661-672.

HENSLEY, R. C. AND K. G. SmiTH. 1986. Eastern Blue-



SHORT COMMUNICATIONS

bird responses to nocturnal black rat snake nest
predation. Wilson Bulletin 98:602—-603.

JETTE, L. A., T. J. HAYDEN, AND J. D. CORNELIUS. 1998.
Demographics of the Golden-cheeked Warbler
(Dendroica chrysoparia) on Fort Hood, Texas.
U.S. Army Construction Engineering Research
Laboratories Technical Report 98/52. Champaign,
Tllinois, USA.

KING, D. 1. 1999. Mortality of an adult Veery incurred
during defense of nestlings. Wilson Bulletin 111:
576-717.

LADD, C. AND L. Gass. 1999. Golden-cheeked Warbler
(Dendroica chrysoparia). The birds of North
America. Number 420.

LASKEY, A. R. 1946. Snake depredations at bird nests.
Wilson Bulletin 58:217-218.

MAHAN, H. D. 1956. Nocturnal predation on Song
Sparrow eggs by milksnake. Wilson Bulletin 68:
245.

MULLIN, S. J. AND R. J. CoopPER. 2002. Barking up the
wrong tree: climbing performance of rat snakes
and its implications for depredation of avian nests.
Canadian Journal of Zoology 80:591-595.

NooN, B. R. AND J. R. SAUER. 1992. Population models
for passerine birds: structure, parameterization,
and analysis. Pages 441-464 in Wildlife 2001:
Populations (D. R. McCullough and R. H. Barrett,
Editors). Elsevier Applied Science, New York,
USA.

PEAK, R. G. 2006. Demography of the Golden-cheeked
Warbler on Fort Hood, Texas, 2006. Pages 72—94
in Endangered species monitoring and manage-
ment at Fort Hood, Texas: 2006 annual report. The
Nature Conservancy, Fort Hood Project, Fort
Hood, Texas, USA.

PEAK, R. G. 2007. Forest edges negatively affect Gold-
en-cheeked Warbler nest survival. Condor 109:
628-637.

PETTINGILL JR., O. S. 1976. Observed acts of predation
on birds in northern Lower Michigan. Living Bird
15:33-41.

PieTz, P. J. AND D. A. GRANFORS. 2000. Identifying
predators and fates of grassland passerine nests
using miniature video cameras. Journal of Wildlife
Management 64:71-87.

PLUMMER, M. V. 1977. Predation by black rat snakes
in Bank Swallow colonies. Southwestern Natural-
ist 22:147-148.

PowkiLL, L. A., J. D. LANG, M. J. CoNrOY, AND D. G.
KREMENTZ. 2000. Effects of forest management on
density, survival, and population growth of Wood
Thrushes. Journal of Wildlife Management 64:11—
23.

PuLicH, W. M. 1976. The Golden-cheeked Warbler: a
bioecological study. Texas Parks and Wildlife De-
partment, Austin, USA.

QUINN, J. S. 1985. Caspian Terns respond to rattle-

421

snake predation in a colony. Wilson Bulletin 97:
233-234.

REIDY, J. L. 2007. Golden-cheeked Warbler nest suc-
cess and nest predators in urban and rural land-
scapes. Thesis. University of Missouri, Columbia,
USA.

REIDY, J. L., M. M. STAKE, AND E R. THOMPSON III.
2008. Golden-cheeked Warbler nest mortality and
predators in urban and rural landscapes. Condor
110:458-466.

SAS INSTITUTE. 2004. The SAS system for Windows.
Version 9.1. SAS Institute Inc., Cary, North Car-
olina, USA.

SHAFFER, T. L. 2004. A unified approach to analyzing
nest success. Auk 121:526-540.

SHAFFER, T. L. AND E R. THOMPSON III. 2007. Making
meaningful estimates of nest survival with model-
based methods. Studies in Avian Biology 34:84—
95.

SHERRY, T. W. anpD R. T. HoLMES. 1997. American
Redstart (Setophaga ruticilla). The birds of North
America. Number 277.

SiLLETT, T. S. AND R. T. HOLMES. 2002. Variation in
survivorship of a migratory songbird throughout
its annual cycle. Journal of Animal Ecology 71:
296-308.

STAKE, M. M. 2003. Golden-cheeked Warbler nest pre-
dation. Thesis. University of Missouri, Columbia,
USA.

STAKE, M. M. AND D. A. CimpPRICH. 2003. Using video
to monitor predation at Black-capped Vireo nests.
Condor 105:348-357.

STAKE, M. M., J. FAABORG, AND E R. THomPSON III.
2004. Video identification of predators at Golden-
cheeked Warblers nests. Journal of Field Orni-
thology 75:337-344.

TENNANT, A. 1998. A field guide to Texas snakes. Gulf
Publishing Company, Houston, Texas, USA.
TraompsoN III, E R. 2007. Factors affecting nest pre-
dation on forest songbirds in North America. Ibis

149:98-109.

THompsoN III, E R., W. DAk, AND D. E. BURHANS.
1999. Video identification of predators at songbird
nests in old fields. Auk 116:259-264.

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR (USDI). 1992. Golden-
cheeked Warbler (Dendroica chrysoparia) recov-
ery plan. USDI, Fish and Wildlife Service, Al-
buquerque, New Mexico, USA.

VAN HoOrN, M. A., R. M. GENTRY, AND J. FAABORG.
1995. Patterns of Ovenbird (Seiurus aurocapillus)
pairing success in Missouri forest tracts. Auk 112:
98-106.

VILLARD, M.-A., P. R. MARTIN, AND C. G. DRUMMOND.
1993. Habitat fragmentation and pairing success
in the Ovenbird (Seiurus aurocapillus). Auk 110:
759-768.



	American Robin Seet Calls: Aerial Alarm or a Contact Call?
	Habitat Selection of Least Flycatchers Includes Deciduous Regeneration in Pine Plantations
	Nocturnal Predation of Females on Nests: An Important Source of Mortality for Golden-cheeked Warblers?
	Depredation of Black-throated Blue Warbler Nestlings by an Introduced Slug (Arionidae)
	Nest Sharing between an American Robin and a Northern Cardinal
	Misdirected Parental Care by a Male Eastern Towhee at a Wood Thrush Nest
	Brood Rearing Ecology of King Eiders on the North Slope of Alaska
	Diet Composition of Wintering Wilson’s Snipe
	An Overlooked Cost for the Velvety Plumage of Owls: Entanglement in Adhesive Vegetation
	Aggressive Response of Adult Bobolinks to Neck Ligatures on Nestlings



