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Abstract. Promoting recreation and preserving wildlife are often dual missions for land managers,

yet recreation may impact wildlife. Because individual disturbances are seemingly inconsequential,

it is difficult to convince the public that there is a conservation value to restricting recreation to

reduce disturbance. We studied threatened western snowy plovers (Charadrius alexandrinus nivosus)

at a public beach (Sands Beach, Coal Oil Point Reserve) in Santa Barbara, California (USA) before

and during a period when a barrier directed foot traffic away from a section of upper beach where

snowy plovers roost. The barrier reduced disturbance rates by more than half. Snowy plovers

increased in abundance (throughout the season) and their distribution contracted to within the

protected area. Snowy plovers that were outside the protected area in the morning moved inside as

people began using the beach. Experiments with quail eggs indicated an 8% daily risk of nest

trampling outside the protected area. Before protection, plovers did not breed at Coal Oil Point.

During protection, snowy plovers bred in increasing numbers each year and had high success at

fledging young. These results demonstrate how recreational disturbance can degrade habitat for

shorebirds and that protecting quality habitat may have large benefits for wildlife and small

impacts to recreation.

Introduction

Habitat that appears intact can lose its value to wildlife when human activities
interfere with behaviors such as foraging (Lord et al. 1997), resting (Lafferty
2001b) and breeding (Verhulst et al. 2001). Human disturbance includes those
activities of humans and pets that lead to changes in the behavior, distribution
and abundance of wildlife (we focus on recreational activities in this paper).
Expecting people to change their behavior to support conservation goals is
difficult when a person’s actions, taken alone, appear to do no immediate
harm. Although human disturbances are generally non-lethal and temporary,
the cumulative effects of disturbance may be significant. If so, simple actions
taken to reduce human disturbance (such as re-routing access or modifying
human behaviors) might allow the restoration of habitat so that it can support
species sensitive to human presence.
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Shorebirds on beaches make an excellent system for studying the subtle
and cumulative effects of human disturbance. About half of the shorebird
species in North America are in decline (Howe et al. 1989; Brown et al.
2000a). For some species, there are concerns that recreational disturbance is
related to declines. People, and especially dogs (Burger 1981; Klein 1993),
disturb birds if they approach too closely or too quickly (Gabrielsen and
Smith 1995; Lafferty 2001a; Lafferty 2001b). In the breeding season, dis-
turbance can expose nests to predation and unfavorable weather (Boyle and
Samson 1985). Human disturbance also degrades habitat by causing birds to
suspend feeding and/or expend energy in flight, movement or vigilance
(Burger 1986; Brown et al. 2000b). This may impair the ability to build the
requisite fat reserves that are especially important to stressed and depleted
migrants Puttick 1979; Nudds and Bryant 2000; Brown et al. 2000b).
Chronic, cumulative disturbance, therefore, could reduce shorebird repro-
duction and survivorship (Burger 1981, 1986, 1989, 1991, 1993, 1994, 1998).
A few studies have linked disturbance to reductions in abundance and
distribution (Burger 1984; Strauss 1990; Pfister et al. 1992). Disturbance can
also cause birds to abandon habitat (Burger 1986). Shorebird abundance
can be low on beaches with high human use, presumably because distur-
bance causes birds to seek more isolated locations (Hoopes 1993;
Elias-Gerken 1994; McCrary and Pierson 2000). Birds prefer undisturbed
habitats (Hockin et al. 1992) and areas closed to public access can support
high densities of shorebirds and roosting seabirds, particularly when human
activity is high in adjacent areas (Cornelius et al. 2001). In addition, birds
react less to humans if they are on the other side of a fence (Ikuta and
Blumstein 2003).

Coastal breeding western snowy plovers were listed as threatened in 1993
and, as a result, are legally protected from disturbance (which is legally
interpreted as take). High levels of beach recreation are one potential cause
of the decline of snowy plovers because plovers build their nests and raise
chicks on sandy beaches (Page and Stenzel 1981; Warriner et al. 1986; US
Fish and Wildlife Service 2001). Managers often attempt to reduce distur-
bance to nests and chicks with beach closures during the breeding season.
This management strategy is controversial because cumulative impacts that
cause changes in behavior of the protected species are too subtle to observe
in the short term. For example, snowy plovers increased in Oregon, USA
during the closure of parts of beaches to recreation. However, the extent
that closure was related to the increases has been subject to debate (Donefer
2003); a lawsuit by Coos County, Oregon, aiming to reopen closed areas to
recreation, stated, ‘Normal recreational activities create no significant hab-
itat modification, nor do they significantly impair essential behavioral pat-
terns of (western snowy plovers).’

We investigated the effects of beach recreation on western snowy plovers by
comparing changes in the distribution, abundance and reproductive success of
snowy plovers following reductions in human disturbance.
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Study area and history

The study site was Sands Beach, a beach backed by dunes and an estuary around
Coal Oil Point Reserve (Santa Barbara County, California, USA). Snowy plo-
vers historically bred at the beach until it was opened for public recreation in the
late 1960s (Lafferty 2000). The site continued to support a wintering flock of
100–200 plovers for 30 yr after the cessation of breeding (Lafferty 2000). During
this time, there was no active management of the plover population andminimal
management of beach recreation (attempts to reduce bonfires and vehicular
traffic at the beach). Dog leash laws were not enforced and dogs were abundant
and rarely on leash (Lafferty 2001b).

Sightings by birdwatchers reported anoccasional visit by an adult plover in the
breeding season. Two nests were seen in 1982, but were trampled days after the
first discovery (observations ofDean Biazzi as cited in Lafferty 2000).We started
a study of the wintering population of the plovers at Coal Oil Point in 1999,
before any management had been implemented. At that time, each snowy plover
was disturbed by beach goers or their pets an average of once every 27 min on the
weekend and once every 43 min on a weekday (Lafferty 2001b). This study also
recorded plover numbers and distribution. In 2001, the year we implemented the
first management steps (educational signs and the restoration of a roped off area
of dunes), we observed an adult male snowy plover with two recently hatched
chicks.

Materials and methods

Protection

In June of 2001, we installed a rope fence around a 265-m stretch of dry sand at
the slough mouth to protect the recently hatched snowy plover chick (a crow
took the other chick). Signs and volunteers requested that beach users comply
with the leash law and stay out of the protected area. Beach users were not
obstructed from walking along the wet sand between the protected area and the
surf. After the chick fledged, we continued protecting the area to assess whether
protection would reduce disturbance to wintering plovers. In 2002, the roped
area was expanded to 400 m to protect the broader distribution of wintering
plovers. In the 2003 and 2004 breeding seasons, the roped area was expanded
further to protect nests outside the 400 m boundary. The Santa Barbara
Audubon Society implemented a volunteer docent program to educate the
public, gain compliance, and frighten crows from the nesting areas.

Changes in disturbance

To assess changes in disturbance before and during protection, we observed the
preferred snowy plover roosting area one day during the week and one day on
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the weekend. The observer used binoculars from a stationary position that was
close enough to easily view plovers, yet far enough that the plovers appeared to
behave as if the observer was not present (see Lafferty 2001b). Human-related
disturbances were recognized as instances when birds clearly flew, or otherwise
moved (walked, ran) in response to an interaction with a human or dog. We
continuously noted the number of humans, dogs (leashed and unleashed)
within 60 m of resting snowy plovers (activity beyond this point rarely led to
disturbance), the number of snowy plovers being observed (usually the entire
roost, if possible), and the number of observed snowy plovers disturbed.
Observation periods lasted for a minimum of 30 min and occurred between the
hours of 10 AM and 2 PM. We chose this time period because it was late
enough that beach users were present but early enough that wind rarely
interfered with sampling. We compared disturbance rates to snowy plovers at
different time intervals through the study (wintering and breeding of
2000–2004) by determining 95% confidence intervals around the mean hourly
rate of disturbance (see Lafferty 2001b).

Changes in abundance

We compared the change in snowy plover abundance before and during pro-
tection by comparing average counts by month before protection 1999–2001
(see (Lafferty 2000; 2001b) with data collected during protection (2001–2004).
Then, to assess if changes in snowy plover counts at Coal Oil Point were simply
reflections of statewide changes, we compared the number of adults counted in
the breeding season at Coal Oil Point with statewide breeding bird surveys.
Statewide counts in 1991, 1995, 2002 and 2003 were available from Point Reyes
Bird Observatory (unpublished compiled data, courtesy of Gary Page). Coal
Oil Point counts from these same time periods were taken from Lafferty (2000)
and this study. These counts were standardized around a mean for all years
surveyed and compared with statewide trends (similarly standardized) using a
one-sample sign test that determined whether the change at Coal Oil Point was
significantly different from the mean change of the other breeding sites in the
state.

Effect of human activity and protection on snowy plover movement

We assessed how protection and human activity affected the daily distribution
of snowy plovers at sunrise, mid-morning, mid-afternoon and sunset. We
predicted that snowy plovers would shift their distribution to the west into the
protected area (nearer the slough) as human activity east of the protected area
increased throughout the day (using a multiple regression to account for the
effects of tide on distribution). We mapped the distribution of snowy plovers
along the beach, several times per week for one month when they were at peak
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abundance (2 February–2 March, 2002), paying particular attention to whether
the snowy plovers were inside or outside of the fence. We further predicted that
if the plovers were responding specifically to the boundary of the protected
area, the distance of this daily shift would be affected by a change in the
position of the eastern boundary. We then moved the eastern boundary of the
protected area 135 m to the east (3 March, creating a larger, 400-m long
protected area) and mapped plovers under this different configuration
(5 March–23 March). We assessed movement in newly protected area created
by the expanded boundary with an ANCOVA to account for the effects of tide
and time of day on distribution before and during the expansion. We expected
that expansion of the protected area would mute the daily shift in plover
distribution.

Egg survivorship experiment

To determine if protection might increase survivorship of eggs on the beach, we
placed three quail eggs in each of 18 imitation snowy plover nest scrapes and
followed their fate over time. This was conducted after the 2001 breeding
season (mid October to mid November) so that any predators attracted to the
artificial nests would not pose a risk to actual snowy plover nests. The nests
were arranged in nine pairs, 3 m on either side of the protected area boundary.
Egg survivorship was tracked in the morning and evening for 30 days. If eggs
were damaged or lost, the cause was easy to determine by looking for associ-
ated footprints, scanning the area for broken shells and sifting the area for
buried eggs. These eggs were not replaced when lost. Because a nest was the
appropriate unit of replication for statistical comparisons between the treat-
ments, we calculated the average number of days that a nest contained at least
one egg and compared this for paired nests inside and outside the protected
area using a paired T-test. We also calculated the daily risk of an egg being
preyed on (not expected to be influenced by the fence) or trampled (expected to
be reduced within the protected area).

Breeding following protection

During the 2001–2004 breeding seasons, snowy plovers were monitored daily
in the study area. Observations of courting helped identify scrapes. Active
scrapes were regularly checked for eggs with binoculars. In addition, snowy
plovers appearing to incubate eggs were checked carefully. The study area was
sufficiently small that most hatched broods could be tracked and monitored for
chick survival. In this way, breeding success was monitored without the need
for banding or other disturbances. We calculated nesting rate and success
following protection. Historical reports (see Introduction) indicated some
nesting attempts, which we incorporated in our comparison.
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Results

Changes in disturbance

Disturbance rates fell dramatically following protection (Figure 1). Of those
recreational disturbances that remained, most were by humans (92%), fol-
lowed by dogs (8%). In most of the disturbance by dogs, the dog was
unleashed (64%), which was higher than expected, given that 55% of dogs were
leashed during management. All leashed dogs that disturbed snowy plovers
were outside of the protected area and two out of the 47 unleashed dogs that
disturbed snowy plovers were within the protected area. Because snowy plovers
were mostly inside the protected area, most disturbances (59%) occurred when
compliant pedestrians approached the boundary of the protected area. Snowy
plovers were sometimes east or west of the protected area where 18% of dis-
turbances occurred, and 10% of the disturbances occurred when snowy plovers
were foraging in the wet sand (where people were permitted to walk freely).
Disturbances were also more likely following large storms that temporarily
removed the rope boundary. Because compliance was high, only 5% of
humans that caused a disturbance were inside the protected area at the time of
the disturbance.

Figure 1. Changes in disturbance following protection. Hourly rates of disturbance to snowy

plovers were partitioned according to the plover’s response: flying away (open bars) and moving

(walking or running) away (solid bars). Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals of the means.

Data are divided by breeding (15 March to 15 September) and wintering (16 September of the

calendar year to 14 March of the following calendar year).
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Changes in abundance

Average monthly counts across the year were consistently higher during pro-
tection than before (Figure 2). February 2004 had the greatest number of
plovers recorded for the site (406 plovers 2/14/04, M. Kelly, Personal Com-
munition; based on range-wide data from the US Fish and Wildlife Service,
this wintering flock is now the largest for the subspecies).

Throughout California, there was an inconsistent but, on average, decline in
counts of snowy plovers during the breeding season in 2002 and 2003 relative
to 1991 and 1995 (despite a general trend toward increased protection for
snowy plovers statewide). The change in breeding plovers at Coal Oil Point in
2002 and 2003 relative to the average of 1991 and 1995 was significantly dif-
ferent than the mean trend across the state (One sample sign test, N = 49,
p < 0.0001) indicating that the increase in snowy plovers during the breeding
season at Coal Oil Point was not simply a reflection of a statewide trend. The
increase in breeding plovers was mirrored by an increase in wintering plovers
(Figure 2).

Effect of human activity and protection on snowy plover movement

In winter 2002, the proportion of snowy plovers in the protected area was
significantly affected by tide (p = 0.038) and time of day (P < 0.0001, Mul-
tiple regression, N = 14). When the tide was high, many snowy plovers moved
east of the boundary of the protected area where the dunes remained dry. This

Figure 2. Mean monthly abundances before and during protection. Before data include 106 bird

counts between 2 January 1999 and 26 May 2001. During protection includes 272 counts from 1

June 2001 to 23 August 2004.
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effect was strongest in February (a time when the lagoon was either very full or
open to the sea, reducing available habitat in the protected area. The westward
movement of snowy plovers from sunrise (many east of the protected area) to
sundown (nearly all in the protected area) was associated with increased
human activity to the east of the protected area, which increases through the
day (Lafferty 2001a). After the boundary was moved, snowy plovers reduced
the extent of their daily movement by shifting their distribution only as far as
the new boundary of the protected area (ANCOVA, Fisher’s PLSD on angular
transformed proportion in newly protected area, N = 14, p = 0.0029).

Egg survivorship experiment

Experimental nests in 2002 were either undisturbed, trampled (buried after
being stepped on), or preyed on by crows. Trampling buried the entire nest and
did not break quail eggs while predation by crows destroyed up to three eggs
per nest. There was an increase in nest survivorship inside the protected area
compared with outside the protected area (paired T-test, N = 9 pairs,
p = 0.014). The chance of trampling was 8.1% per egg, per day outside the
protected area and 0% inside the protected area. The rate of predation by
crows (which were not actively discouraged during the trial) was 10.1% per egg
per day outside the protected area and 5.3% inside the protected area.

Breeding following protection

Snowy plovers nested in the protected area during protection. Breeding pairs,
nests, and eggs increased each year since protection began (Table 1). In total,
plovers laid 267 eggs of which 118 hatched. Of the 118 chicks, 71 fledged. The
fate of 91 out of 149 lost eggs and 17 out of 47 lost chicks could be estimated.
A few eggs were infertile (5) or abandoned (1). Some nests were washed away
at high tide (14 eggs). Strong wind buried 11 eggs and blew away 3 chicks. One
chick died after being stuck to a tar ball. A variety of predators ate eggs,
including crow (31 eggs), skunk (20 eggs), raccoon (6 eggs), whimbrel (3 eggs)
and perhaps a weasel. Chicks were eaten by red-tail hawk (7 chicks), raccoon
(3 chicks), skunk (2 chicks), and crow (1 chick). In 2003, one chick was killed
by an unleashed dog.

Discussion

The results of this study show that restricting foot traffic to a corridor along the
wet sand reduced disturbance to snowy plovers. The results also suggest this
improved the quality of the habitat such that birds spent more time in the
undisturbed area. This same pattern was seen at a small marine reserve in Chile
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where total exclusion of human activity in the reserve led to an increase in bird
densities, particularly on weekends when human recreation was intense
(Cornelius et al. 2001). That the snowy plovers in our study bred successfully
following protection was unprecedented but is consistent with the general
expectation that protection from disturbance improves breeding habitat.

Changes in disturbance

Changes in disturbance were consistent with mathematical models that predict
disturbance rates are a function of the type of human activity, the frequency of
activity and the distance between the activity and snowy plovers (Lafferty
2001b). The management actions limited the frequency of some types of
activities (dogs off leash) and, with the aid of a boundary, increased the dis-
tance between human activity and snowy plovers. Other studies have shown
that moving foot traffic away from birds decreases the probability of distur-
bance Burger 1981; Fitzpatrick and Bouchez 1998; Lafferty 2001a, 2001b). In
addition, setting a boundary allows birds to experience predictable, inconse-
quential interactions with humans nearby and this may allow them to habit-
uate to the presence of humans (Burger 1989, 1991; Fitzpatrick and Bouchez
1998; Ikuta and Blumstein 2003), further facilitating successful partitioning of
beaches between people and birds.

Changes in bird abundance

Alternative explanations exist for the change in the abundance of snowy
plovers following protection. Migratory birds vary significantly in time and
space, and annual changes in abundance could coincidentally correspond to
the timing of protection in this study. In particular, the significantly higher
late-summer densities in 2001–2004 compared with 1999 and other previous
years could reflect an overall trend for increasing density of snowy plovers
at this site that would have occurred independent of protection. If so, this

Table 1. Changes in breeding at Coal Oil Point following protection from recreational distur-

bance in 2001.

Year Pairs Nests Eggs laid Eggs hatched Chicks fledged

1970–2000 Few �2–4/30 yr �7–8/30 yr �None �None

2001 1 1 2–3 2–3 1

2002 5 9 21 16 14

2003 12 24 63 45 40

2004 26 92 141 56 27

Total during protection 34 126 267 119 72

All values represent totals for the year except the pairs column, which represents the peak number

of nests at one point in time.
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trend was not evident throughout the state or found in other studies Powell
2002).

The increase in snowy plover density following protection was too rapid to
result from local reproduction. More likely, snowy plovers stopping by Coal
Oil Point increased their residence time once disturbance decreased. It is also
possible that birds in transit chose to land in areas near other birds because the
presence of residents indicated that the area was suitable habitat. Most of the
other bird species on the beach (Lafferty 2001a) also increased in abundance
within the protected area (unpublished data).

Effect of human activity and protection on snowy plover movement

Snowy plovers that foraged outside of the boundary regulary fled into the
protected area after being disturbed. This displacement likely contributed to
the association between disturbance and distribution of plovers. The shift in
snowy plover distribution associated with the shift in the boundary of the
protected area is an even more powerful test of this prediction. Here, plovers
rapidly occupied protected space that human activity had previously displaced
them from. Because the observations of boundary manipulation were not
interspersed in time, it is possible that the change in distribution was a tem-
poral effect, not a boundary effect. Two patterns in the data make this appear
unlikely. The temporal changes in distribution showed no trend within treat-
ments and the change in distribution occurred immediately after the position of
the boundary was changed.

Egg survivorship experiment

The egg survivorship experiment supports the hypothesis that protection from
human recreation increased nest survivorship because the risk of trampling a
nest was high in the area open to public recreation. Although we calculated loss
rates to trampling and crows to assess the effects of protection, these rates do
not correspond directly to loss rates for natural snowy plover nests. Firstly, the
timing of the experiment was outside of the breeding season (to avoid
attracting crows to real nests) when human and crow visitation was higher (in
1999, crow visitation was five times higher and human visitation 1.3 times
higher in October than in the breeding season, Lafferty 2001a). Secondly, the
artificial nests were probably less cryptic than natural nests because the quail
eggs were slightly larger than and differently colored from snowy plover eggs.
In addition, the experimental scrapes were not ‘decorated’ or attended by
snowy plovers (which might conceal the eggs or distract predators). We suspect
that the artificial nature of the nests resulted in a higher risk of crow predation
but, if anything, a lower risk of trampling (given that humans appeared to
trample the nests by mistake).
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Breeding following protection

The initiation of breeding following protection is most consistent with the
explanation that reduction in disturbance encouraged snowy plovers to
attempt to breed and, in conjunction with efforts to discourage crows, facili-
tated breeding success. Reduced disturbance could also have increased chick
survival. At another breeding site, chick survival declines on weekends when
recreation is high (Ruhlen et al. 2003). It is not surprising that protection from
disturbance should improve a habitat’s suitability for breeding. Anecdotal
evidence exists for resumption of breeding by oystercatchers following pro-
tection from disturbance at the Dungeness Wildlife Refuge (see DeLong 2002).
Killdeer and the endangered California Least Tern initiated nesting during
protection at Coal Oil Point. This confirms other observations that protection
can benefit breeding species besides plovers (Burger 1984; Burger 1995; Powell
2001). At least one other beach following our management model has suc-
ceeded in recovering breeding snowy plovers (Hollywood by the Sea, Cali-
fornia).

We emphasize the importance of docents to the protection program. Constant
harassment of crows by docents decreased the number of crows visiting the
beach. However, we observed that once a crow found a nest, it was persistent.
Thus, docents could reduce the chances of encounter between a crow and a nest
but could not stop predation once a crow discovered a nest (docents did not enter
the protected area). Docents were very efficient in increasing compliance with the
leash law near the nesting area. Without docents, we speculate that far fewer
chicks would have been fledged, suggesting that symbolic fencing, by itself, might
not have been sufficient to restore successful breeding at Coal Oil Point.

Management considerations

This study illustrates the potential gain to wildlife obtained by creating small
protected areas around special habitats. In this case, conflicts between recre-
ation and conservation were lessened by the ability to leave the lower beach
open to most forms of recreation. Because most people already walked along
the wet sand, very little actual displacement of humans was necessary to
achieve significant reductions in disturbance. Although information from this
study may be useful in informing management at other sites, care should al-
ways be taken when applying management lessons from one area to another
(Peek 1986). Aspects of Coal Oil Point that facilitated management were that:
(1) public access was concentrated at two locations, (2) volunteers were rela-
tively easy to recruit in the community, and (3) the snowy plovers at Coal Oil
Point roosted and nested within a relatively small area.

The data collected before management (Lafferty 2001b) were essential for
evaluating the predicted effects of management. They also provided useful
information to inform management so that actions were more likely to succeed.
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Comparisons of the data before and during protection were instrumental for
justifying continuance of controversial management actions that required will,
resources, and changes in public behavior.

Present management efforts to protect western snowy plovers along the
Pacific Coast focus on active breeding locations. Recovery efforts hardly touch
on the possibility of restoring historical breeding sites that have been aban-
doned. If our results are repeatable in other locations, the benefit to conserving
the species could be appreciable because loss of breeding sites is considered to
be the main cause of decline of western snowy plovers. These principles could
easily be extended to other situations where human activity incidentally de-
grades habitat.

Acknowledgements

Special thanks to N. Kalodimos, K. Whitney, M. Kelly and several volunteers
for participation in surveys. G. Page provided unpublished data. K. Phillips
read and commented on a draft of the manuscript. S. Cooper, J. Dugan,
M. Holmgren, D. Hubbard, and R. Schmitt provided advice during the pro-
ject. Thanks also goes to K. Radasky, J. Stroh, Santa Barbara Audubon,
Friends of Coal Oil Point, the Surfrider Foundation, and the large number of
volunteers that spent thousands of hours watching over the plover area. The
Coal Oil Point Reserve of the University of California Natural Reserve System
provided management, access and support. The USGS and the UCSB Shore-
line Protection Fund provided funds.

References

Boyle S.A. and Samson F.B. 1985. Effects of nonconsumptive recreation on wildlife: a review.

Wildlife Soc. Bull. 13: 110–116.

Brown S., Hickey C., Gill B., Gorman L., Gratto-Trevor C., Haig S., Harrington B., Hunter C.,

Morrison G., Page G., Sanzenbacher P., Skagen S. and Warnock N. 2000a. National Shorebird

Conservation Assessment: Shorebird Conservation Status, Conservation Units, Population

Estimates, Population Targets, and Species Prioritization, Manomet Center for Conservation

Sciences. MA, Manomet.

Brown S., Hickey C. and Harrington B.E. 2000b. The U.S. Shorebird Conservation Plan, Manomet

Center for Conservation Sciences. MA, Manomet.

Burger J. 1981. The effect of human activity on birds at a coastal bay. Biol. Conserv. 21: 231–241.

Burger J. (ed.) 1984. Abiotic Factors Affecting Migrant Shorebirds. Plenum Press, New York,

pp. 1–73.

Burger J. 1986. The effect of human activity on shorebirds in two coastal bays in the northeastern

United States. Environ. Conserv. 13: 123–130.

Burger J. 1989. Least tern populations in coastal New Jersey: monitoring and management of a

regionally-endangered species. J. Coastal Res. 5: 801–811.

Burger J. 1991. Foraging behavior and the effect of human disturbance on the Piping Plover

Charadrius melodus. J. Coastal Res. 7: 39–51.

Burger J. 1993. Shorebird squeeze. Nat. Hist. 102: 8–14.

2228



Burger J. 1994. The effect of human disturbance on foraging behavior and habitat use in piping

plover Charadrius melodus. Estuaries 17: 695–701.

Burger J. 1995. Beach recreation and nesting birds. In: Knight R. and Gutzwiller K. (ed.), Wildlife

and Recreationists: Coexistence Through Management and Research. Island Press, Washington,

DC, pp. 281–295.

Burger J. 1998. Effects of motorboats and personal watercraft on flight behavior over a colony of

common terns. Condor 100: 528–534.

Cornelius C., Navarrete S.A. and Marquet P.A. 2001. Effects of human activity on the structure of

coastal marine bird assemblages in central Chile. Conserv. Biol. 15: 1396–1404.

DeLong A.K. 2002. Managing Visitor Use and Disturbance of Waterbirds – a Literature Review of

Impacts and Mitigation Measures. Appendix L. pp. 114 Stillwater National Wildlife Refuge

Complex Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Comprehensive Conservation Plan and

Boundary Revision (Vol. II), Department of the Interior, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Region

1, Portland, OR.

Donefer C. 2003. Plover nesting areas compete with beachgoers. Land Lett. 10(11/20).

Elias-Gerken S.P. 1994. Piping plover habitat suitability on central Long Island, New York barrier

islands. MS Thesis, Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University, Blacksburg, Virginia,

48 pp.

Fitzpatrick S. and Bouchez B. 1998. Effects of recreational disturbance on the foraging behaviour

of waders on a rocky beach. Bird Study 45: 157–171.

Gabrielsen G.W. and Smith E.N. 1995. Physiological responses of wildlife to disturbance. Island

Press, Washington, DC, 95–107 pp.

Hockin D., Ounsted M., GormanM., Hill D., Keller V. and Barker M.A. 1992. Examination of the

effects of disturbance on birds with reference to its importance in ecological assessments.

J. Environ. Manage. 36: 253–286.

Hoopes E.M. 1993. Relationships between human recreation and piping plover foraging ecology

and chick survival. MS Thesis, University of Massachusetts, Amherst, Massachusetts, 106 pp.

Howe M.A., Geissler P.H. and Harrington B.A. 1989. Population trends of North American

shorebirds based on the International Shorebird Survey. Biol. Conserv. 49: 185–200.

Ikuta L.A. and Blumstein D.T. 2003. Do fences protect birds from human disturbance? Biol.

Conserv. 112: 447–452.

Klein M.L. 1993. Waterbird behavioral responses to human disturbance. Wildlife Soc. Bull. 21:

31–39.

Lafferty K.D. 2000. Status, Trends and Conservation of the Western Snowy Plover with a Focus on

the Devereux Slough population at Coal Oil Point Reserve, Santa Barbara County, CA, Mu-

seum of Systematics and Ecology. University of California, Santa Barbara, Santa Barbara, CA.

Lafferty K.D. 2001a. Birds at a southern California beach: seasonality, habitat use and disturbance

by human activity. Biodiv. Conserv. 10: 1–14.

Lafferty K.D. 2001b. Disturbance to wintering western snowy plovers. Biol. Conserv. 101: 315–325.

Lord A., Waas J.R. and Innes J. 1997. Effects of human activity on the behaviour of Northern New

Zealand dotterel Charadrius obscurus aquilonius chicks. Biol. Conserv. 82: 15–20.

McCrary M.D. and Pierson M.O. 2000. Influence of human activity on shorebird beach use in

Ventura County, California. In: Brown D.R., Mitchell K.L. and Chang H.W. (ed.), Fifth

California Islands Symposium, OCS Study, MMS 99–0038. Santa Barbara, CA, pp. 424–427.

Nudds R.L. and Bryant D.M. 2000. The energetic cost of short flights in birds. J. Exp. Biol. 203:

1561–1572.

Page G.W. and Stenzel L.E. 1981. The breeding status of the snowy plover Charadrius alexandrinus

in California, USA. Western Birds 12: 1–40.

Peek J.M. 1986. A Review of Wildlife Management. Prentice-Hall, NJ, 486 pp.

Pfister C., Harrington B. and Lavine M. 1992. The impact of human disturbance on shorebirds at a

migration staging area. Biol. Conserv. 60: 115–126.

Powell A.N. 2001. Habitat characteristics and nest success of snowy plovers associated with

California Least Tern colonies. Condor 103: 785–792.

2229



Powell A.N. 2002. Status of breeding and wintering Snowy Plovers in San Diego County,

California, 1994–1999. J. Field Ornithol. 73: 156–165.

Puttick G.M. 1979. Foraging behaviour and activity budgets of Curlew Sandpipers. Ardea 67:

111–122.

Ruhlen T.D., Abbot S., Stenzel L.E. and Page G.W. 2003. Evidence that human disturbance

reduces snowy plover chick survival. J. Field Ornithol. 74: 300–304.

Strauss E. 1990. Reproductive success, life history patterns, and behavioral variation in a popu-

lation of piping plovers subjected to human disturbance (1982–1989). PhD, Tufts University,

Medford, Massachusetts, 143 pp.

U.S. and Fish Wildlife Service 2001. Western Snowy Plover (Charadrius alexandrinus nivosus)

Pacific Coast Population Draft Recovery Plan, Portland Oregon. xix + 630 pp.

Verhulst S., Oosterbeek K. and Ens B.J. 2001. Experimental evidence for effects of human dis-

turbance on foraging and parental care in oystercatchers. Biol. Conserv. 101: 375–380.

Warriner J.S., Warriner J.C., Page G.W. and Stenzel L.E. 1986. Mating system and reproductive

success of a small population of polygamous snowy plovers. Wilson Bull. 98: 15–37.

2230



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.00
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org?)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /DEU <>
    /ENU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [2834.646 2834.646]
>> setpagedevice


