
EASTERN BEWICK’S WREN
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN EBIRD CHECKLISTS AND LANDCOVER



ARE EASTERN BEWR ASSOCIATED WITH A 
PARTICULAR HABITAT WE CAN MANAGE FOR?

• BUICK’S FOR BEWICKS?
• GLADES?



EBIRD DATA

• 1124 CHECKLISTS

• HISTORICAL RECORDS 1890-2012

• NO CHECKLISTS IN MO UNTIL 1958 

• BIAS IN HISTORICAL OBSERVATIONS DUE TO
WHICH REGIONS ENTERED DATA

• LIKELY IN MO PRIOR TO 1958 BUT WE LACK
DATA

• EBIRD PROTOCOL WELL DISTRIBUTED
GEOGRAPHICALLY AND TEMPORALLY



EBIRD DATA

• SEEM TO START TO DROP OUT IN EAST AND
NORTH EAST

• BIASED BY WHO ENTERED HISTORICAL DATA

• LACK OF OBSERVATIONS IN EAST IN LAST 12 
YEARS IS LESS BIASED BY SAMPLING

• FEW BEWR RECORDED EAST OF MISSISSIPPI
SINCE 2006



CAN HABITAT EXPLAIN WHERE?
LAND TYPE ASSOCIATIONS AND ECOLOGICAL POTENTIAL VEGETATION



• DEPICTION OF HOW LANDSCAPES TYPES ARE ASSOCIATED WITH GENERALIZED NATURAL
COMMUNITIES

• FOLLOWED BY EXPLANATION OF HOW TOPOGRAPHY AFFECTS FIRE INTERVALS

• FIRE INTERVALS AFFECT DISTRIBUTION OF COMMUNITY TYPES
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• 52 LTA CATEGORIES BUT ONLY 28 HAD CHECKLISTS
WITH BEWR
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Number of ebird checklists with 
Eastern Bewick's Wren by Land 

Type Association
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Z-test P = 0.09
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	Eastern bewick’s wren
	Are eastern BEWR associated with a particular habitat we can manage for?
	Ebird data	
	Ebird data	
	Can habitat explain where?
	Slide Number 6
	Slide Number 7
	Slide Number 8
	Slide Number 9
	Slide Number 10
	Slide Number 11
	Slide Number 12
	Slide Number 13
	Slide Number 14
	Slide Number 15

