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Figure 1. Results from Texas A&M 2009 Black-capped Vireo surveys. Sampling
occurred in 57 counties in 8 different ecoregions across the range. Area outlined in red
indicates the Vireo’s breeding range in Texas as suggested for revision by the Population

and Habitat Viability Assessment Report (USFWS 1996).



40 2 404 9
& 30 & 304
€ £
= o
< 20 < 20+
3 3
10 10
12 b 124 €
"o T "o
(8} o
£ 0.8 £ 0.8+
o @]
(Y] A
T T
S 0.4 S 0.4
£ £
w w
c f
~ 3 ~ 0124
%) )
Q Q
E € 0.084
é" N (@]
o T
° ©
0.04 -
£ 4 £
< 3
Burned Unburned Thinned Unthinned

Figure 2. The significant main effect (P < 0.05) of burning on leaf mass per unit area (a;
LMA in g m™), instantaneous leaf-level transpiration rate (b; £ in mol H,O m™s™), and
instantaneous leaf-level photosynthetic rate (c; 4 in pmol CO, m™s™), and the significant
main effect (P < 0.05) of thinning on LMA (d), £ (), and instantaneous stomatal
conductance (f; g; in mol H,O m™s™) of transplanted Scutellaria montana individuals at
the Tennessee Army National Guard Volunteer Training Site in Catoosa, GA. Values

shown on means + 1 SE.
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Figure 3. Box plots of average slope at each study site, comparing differences between
detections and non-detections. Sample sizes are too small in Mason and Taylor to draw
any conclusions from the differences. Average slope at Balcones differed with relatively
little overlap, but the difference is only 2°, which is probably not biologically relevant.
Boxplots for other metrics showed a similar inability to differentiate between detections

and nondetections.



Figure 4. Four-day evolution of C. harti burrow in artificial burrowing chamber. Bold
vertical line (straight prior to crayfish introduction) denotes the edge of the soil
treatments (Clay = clayey loam, Humus = type locality soil) and shaded area is the
underwater component of the burrow. Panels A, B, C, and D refer to days 1, 2, 3, and 4,

respectively.
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Figure 5. Total (A) and underwater (B) burrow area (cm?) for the clay and humus

treatments over the 5-day trial. Points are daily means (= 1 SD) calculated from the 5

replicate ABCs. The gray point represents the beginning of the trial.




Figure 6. Pholis gunnellus (Rock Gunnel). Photograph © Evan Graff.



