study, rescarchers likewise observed
a small portion of the sample surviv-
ing to the fledgling stage and fall
migration (2 of 8). In 2009, how-
ever, at least 18 of 39 colts survived
to participate in the fall migration.
Further investigation is necessary
to understand the trends observed
in both the long-term and during
2009.
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Editor’s note: In table 1, P values
of 0.05 or smaller are considered to
be of high statistical significance,
i.e.,, most of the population trends
given above are likely very accu-
rate. Higher P values often denote
a much smaller sample size, caus-
ing the trend percentage to be more
unreliable.
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