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Introduction Methods Behavioral Results
Cities are typically thought to harbor fewer S < Behavioral Stress Measurements
predatory threats to wildlife because many native s Bird were placed 1n a cage equipped with hide area, feeders and escape route. Principle Component Analysis; Three Factors Explain 54%

predators are not found in human-impacted areas. Activity levels were recorded for a 20 minute settling period.
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However, most studies on urban predation do
not take human presence into account.

Number of predators may not be as accurate as a measure of perceived
predation risk (Shocat 2004).
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Field studies show that urban populations tend to flock in greater numbers and
have shorter flight distance 1n the presence of humans than more rural

populations, indicating a greater perceived predator threat (Valcarcel and
Fernandez-Juricic 2009; Moller 2008).

Behaviors were calculated as first 20 minutes (prior to human approach), last
10 minutes (after human approach) and relative difference. Values were then
analyzed with ANOVA or Kruskal Wallis (activity score), depending on 1f
ANOVA assumptions were met. Significant results were:

Physiological Stress Measurements
Held each bird for 60 seconds after capture and counted all breaths in that time.

Problem-Solving Ability
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responses to the rural sites while Gilbert had similar responses to the more urban sites.



