
Why are American Kestrel (Falco sparverius)
Populations Declining in North America? Evidence from
Nest-Box Programs

Authors: Smallwood, John A., Causey, Mark F., Mossop, David H.,
Klucsarits, James R., Robertson, Bob, et al.

Source: Journal of Raptor Research, 43(4) : 274-282
Published By: Raptor Research Foundation

URL: https://doi.org/10.3356/JRR-08-83.1

BioOne Complete (complete.BioOne.org) is a full-text database of 200 subscribed and open-access titles
in the biological, ecological, and environmental sciences published by nonprofit societies, associations,
museums, institutions, and presses.

Your use of this PDF, the BioOne Complete website, and all posted and associated content indicates your
acceptance of BioOne’s Terms of Use, available at www.bioone.org/terms-of-use.

Usage of BioOne Complete content is strictly limited to personal, educational, and non - commercial use.
Commercial inquiries or rights and permissions requests should be directed to the individual publisher as
copyright holder.

BioOne sees sustainable scholarly publishing as an inherently collaborative enterprise connecting authors, nonprofit
publishers, academic institutions, research libraries, and research funders in the common goal of maximizing access to
critical research.

Downloaded From: https://bioone.org/journals/Journal-of-Raptor-Research on 26 May 2024
Terms of Use: https://bioone.org/terms-of-use



WHY ARE AMERICAN KESTREL (FALCO SPARVERIUS) POPULATIONS
DECLINING IN NORTH AMERICA? EVIDENCE FROM

NEST-BOX PROGRAMS

JOHN A. SMALLWOOD1

Department of Biology and Molecular Biology, Montclair State University, Montclair, NJ 07043 U.S.A.

MARK F. CAUSEY
26821 Overlook Street, Damascus, MD 20872 U.S.A.

DAVID H. MOSSOP
Yukon College, Box 2799, Whitehorse, YT Y1A 4H5 Canada

JAMES R. KLUCSARITS
Alvernia College, Reading, PA 19607 U.S.A.

BOB ROBERTSON AND SUE ROBERTSON
1159 Mountain Road, Kempton, PA 19529 U.S.A.

JOEY MASON
93 Highland Street, Middleborough, MA 02346 U.S.A.

MICHAEL J. MAURER
P.O. Box 721, Marion, MA 02738 U.S.A.

RICHARD J. MELVIN
American Kestrel Foundation, P.O. Box 1303, High Springs, FL 32655 U.S.A.

RUSSELL D. DAWSON
Ecosystem Science and Management, University of Northern British Columbia,

Prince George, BC V2N 4Z9 Canada

GARY R. BORTOLOTTI
Department of Biology, University of Saskatchewan, Saskatoon, SK S7N 5E2 Canada

JOHN W. PARRISH, JR. AND TIMOTHY F. BREEN
Department of Biology, Georgia Southern University, Statesboro, GA 30460 U.S.A.

KENNETH BOYD
U.S. Army Corps of Engineering, Clarks Hill, SC 29821 U.S.A.

ABSTRACT.—Declines in American Kestrel (Falco sparverius) populations are widely reported, and Breeding
Bird Survey (BBS) data suggest that the North American population declined significantly from 1984 to
2007. Potential causes include the spread of West Nile virus (WNV), increases in populations of Cooper’s
Hawks (Accipiter cooperii), and loss of suitable habitat. We examined trends in the numbers of both migra-
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tory and resident kestrel populations that use nest boxes in eight study areas in Florida, Georgia, Virginia
and Maryland, New Jersey, Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, Saskatchewan, and the Yukon Territory, 1984–
2007. All eight populations underwent significant declines; the mean annual decline in nest-box occupancy
rate was 3.0% and ranged from 0.6% in Pennsylvania to 4.7% in New Jersey. Except for the most recent
nest-box program, established in 1995 and declining since 2002, all nest-box populations began to expe-
rience declines before WNV arrived in North America in 1999. To test whether changes in kestrel popu-
lation densities generally are associated with the opposite trend in Cooper’s Hawks, we examined the 42
BBS physiographic regions for which trends for both species were available. No significant correlations were
detected for the period 1966–2007, or for 1980–2007, more closely concurrent with our nest-box data.
Christmas Bird Count data from 1959 through 1988 also failed to demonstrate a significant correlation.
Finally, the habitat within our study areas still appears suitable, and the remaining kestrels appear healthy
and have high reproductive success. Thus, the principal cause of the decline probably lies elsewhere,
perhaps on the wintering grounds or along migration routes. Further, for both migratory and resident
populations, the decline in nest-box occupancy may reflect regional declines, which would reduce the
number of individuals available for replacing breeding birds that have died or dispersed.

KEY WORDS: American Kestrel; Falco sparverius; nest boxes; population decline.

¿POR QUÉ ESTÁN DISMINUYENDO LAS POBLACIONES DE FALCO SPARVERIUS EN NORTE AMÉ-
RICA? EVIDENCIA DE PROGRAMAS DE CAJAS DE ANIDACIÓN

RESUMEN.—Existe amplia documentación de disminuciones en las poblaciones de Falco sparverius y los datos
del censo de aves reproductivas (BBS, por sus siglas en inglés) sugieren que la población norteamericana
disminuyó significativamente entre 1984 y 2007. Entre las causas potenciales se incluyen la difusión del
Virus del Oeste del Nilo (VON), aumentos en las poblaciones de Accipiter cooperii y la pérdida de ambientes
propicios para la especie. Examinamos las tendencias en el número de individuos entre 1984 y 2007 de
poblaciones migratorias y residentes que utilizan cajas de anidación en ocho áreas de estudio en Florida,
Georgia, Virginia y Maryland, Nueva Jersey, Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, Saskatchewan y el territorio Yu-
kon. Las ocho poblaciones sufrieron disminuciones significativas. La disminución promedio anual en la
tasa de ocupación de las cajas de anidación fue del 3.0%, y varió entre el 0.6% en Pennsylvania y el 4.7% en
Nueva Jersey. Con excepción del programa de cajas de anidación más reciente, el cual fue establecido en
1995 y muestra señales de disminución desde 2002, todas las poblaciones que anidan en cajas empezaron a
experimentar disminuciones antes del arribo del VON a Norte América en 1999. Para probar si los cambios
en las densidades poblacionales de F. sparverius se asocian generalmente con la tendencia opuesta en A.
cooperii, examinamos las 42 regiones fisiográficas del BBS para las cuales existı́an datos de tendencias para
ambas especies. No se detectaron correlaciones significativas para el perı́odo de 1966 a 2007 ni para el de
1980 a 2007, el cual es más cercanamente coincidente con el de nuestros datos de cajas de anidación. Los
datos de los conteos navideños de aves realizados entre 1959 y 1988 tampoco demostraron una correlación
significativa. Finalmente, el hábitat dentro de nuestras áreas de estudio aún parece propicio y los individuos
restantes parecen estar sanos y presentan un éxito reproductivo alto. Por lo tanto, la principal causa de las
disminuciones poblacionales se encuentra probablemente en otra parte, quizás en las áreas de invernada o
a lo largo de las rutas de migración. Además, tanto para las poblaciones migratorias como para las resi-
dentes, la disminución en la ocupación de las cajas de anidación podrı́a reflejar disminuciones regionales,
lo que reducirı́a el número de individuos disponibles para reemplazar a las aves reproductivas que han
muerto o se han dispersado.

[Traducción del equipo editorial]

The American Kestrel (Falco sparverius) is a small
falcon that breeds across most of North America. It
is a secondary cavity-nesting species, and many local
populations apparently are nest-site-limited (Cade
1982, Smallwood and Bird 2002). Kestrels readily
accept artificial nesting cavities, particularly wooden
nest boxes (Bird and Palmer 1988). Nest boxes com-

monly are erected to increase the availability of nest
sites in habitats suitable for foraging, open areas
covered by short ground vegetation (Smallwood
1987). Kestrels typically respond with rapid popula-
tion increases (Nagy 1963, Hamerstrom et al. 1973,
Stahlecker and Griese 1979, Bloom and Hawks
1983, Wilmers 1983, Toland and Elder 1987, Small-

DECEMBER 2009 AMERICAN KESTREL POPULATION DECLINE 275

Downloaded From: https://bioone.org/journals/Journal-of-Raptor-Research on 26 May 2024
Terms of Use: https://bioone.org/terms-of-use



wood and Collopy 2009); thus, nest-box programs
have been shown to be a valuable component in the
conservation of this species.

Although kestrels have been considered the most
numerous North American falconiform species
(Smallwood and Bird 2002), there is concern that
kestrel populations are now declining. Significant
decreases since 1974 in the number of kestrels ob-
served during autumn migration, particularly in the
northeastern United States, have been reported
(Farmer et al. 2008a). Other sources of data on
kestrel population trends include the U.S. Geologi-
cal Survey (USGS) Breeding Bird Survey (Sauer et
al. 1997) and the National Audubon Society Christ-
mas Bird Counts (Sauer et al. 1996). A number of
possible explanations have been suggested, includ-
ing negative effects of the West Nile virus (Nemeth
et al. 2006), predation by increasing numbers of
Cooper’s Hawks (Accipiter cooperii; Farmer et al.
2008b), climate change (Steenhof and Peterson
2009), pesticides (L. Goodrich pers. comm.), and
habitat degradation and loss (Farmer et al. 2008b).

Several long-term nest-box programs that have
been established and maintained in various loca-
tions across North America represent an underuti-
lized source of information for population trends in
kestrels. The objective of this study was to examine
the trends in numbers of kestrels breeding in nest
boxes, and to explore three of the possible causes of
the widespread decline: West Nile virus, predation
by Cooper’s Hawks, and habitat degradation and
loss.

METHODS

Study Areas. We have been directing nest-box
programs for American Kestrels in eight locations
in Canada and the eastern U.S. In general, nest
boxes were placed in habitats apparently suitable
for kestrels, open areas such as meadows, hayfields,
early oldfield successional communities, agricultur-
al fields, and open parkland (Smallwood and Bird
2002). The nest boxes in the Yukon Territory (man-
aged by DM) extended from near the southern bor-
der of the territory (approximately 60uN) almost to
tree line (approximately 66uN), traversing open
patches within the boreal forest. The study area in
Saskatchewan (RDD and GRB) was in the vicinity of
Besnard Lake, and was approximately centered on
55u209N, 106u059W; a detailed description has been
published previously (Bortolotti 1994). The study
area in Massachusetts (JM and MJM) was approxi-
mately centered on 41u459N, 70u409W, and habitats

included commercial cranberry bogs. The New Jer-
sey study area (JAS; centered on 41u009360N,
74u509410W) has been described previously (Small-
wood and Wargo 1997). The Pennsylvania study ar-
ea (JRK, BR, and SR) was in the vicinity of Hawk
Mountain Sanctuary (40u389N, 75u599W; see Kluc-
sarits et al. 1997). The nest boxes in northern Vir-
ginia and central Maryland (MFC) were centered on
39u019N, 77u259W. The Georgia study area (JWP,
TFB, and KB) was in the vicinity of Ft. Gordon mil-
itary base (32u239N, 82u149W; see Breen and Parrish
1997). The southernmost study area was in north-
central Florida (RJM and JAS), approximately cen-
tered on 30u019N, 82u529W, and was described by
Miller and Smallwood (1997).

Nest-box Data. The number of nest boxes in each
program tended to vary among years, and all in-
creased during the first few years of each program.
The median and maximum number of nest boxes
available for each program was 15 and 64 in the
Yukon, 308 and 388 in Saskatchewan, 64 and 69 in
Massachusetts, 109 and 129 in New Jersey, 158 and
213 in Pennsylvania, 75 and 86 in Virginia and Mary-
land, 100 and 100 in Georgia, and 34 and 60 in
Florida. The Florida nest boxes reported here were
monitored each year since 1990, and are part of a
larger program (.600 nest boxes monitored inter-
mittently since 1995; J. Smallwood unpubl. data).
For all eight nest-box programs, the number of
years of study range from 11 (Georgia) to 24 (Virgin-
ia/Maryland).

Each nest-box program operated under its own
protocol, so the number of monitoring visits to each
box per season varied somewhat; e.g., each nest box
in the Pennsylvania study area was visited 2–5 times
each season, depending on occupancy (Katzner et
al. 2005) while nest boxes in New Jersey were visited
at intervals of 21–28 d (Smallwood et al. 2003).
However, we believe that the monitoring effort was
sufficient that the calculated occupancy rates (num-
ber of nest boxes in which at least one kestrel egg
was observed/number of nest boxes available 3

100%) are comparable among years and among
nest-box programs. Except for the Pennsylvania pro-
gram, which is a continuation of one that began in
the 1960s, all occupancy rates presented here begin
with the year of program establishment, i.e., the first
year that nest boxes were made available to the
study population.

The introduction of nest boxes to a population
that is nest-site-limited is expected to result in an
initial increase in the occupancy rate for those nest
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boxes. This initial increase might mask a longer
term underlying population trend. Therefore, to
test for the presence of an underlying trend, we
omitted the first years of data from each nest-box
program if those years represented an initial in-
crease. Trends were tested with regression analyses.
Six of the eight data sets met the requirement of
normality. The two that did not (Yukon and Geor-
gia) were successfully normalized with the Box-Cox
transformation method (l-values of 0.1892 and
21.4789, respectively; NIST/SEMATECH 2006). Al-
though transformed values were used in tests of sig-
nificance, the untransformed slopes are presented
in the results.

Survey Data. We obtained data on trends in kes-
trel sightings from the USGS Breeding Bird Survey
(BBS), available online (http://www.mbr-pwrc.usgs.
gov/bbs/trend/tf07.html) for the years correspond-
ing to our nest-box data, 1984–2007 (Sauer et al.
2008). Locations included the U.S. Fish and Wild-
life Service (USFWS) administrative regions and Can-
ada. The analysis available online is linear regression
on the selected dataset.

If increasing Cooper’s Hawk density were respon-
sible for the decline in kestrels, we would expect
trends in Cooper’s Hawk populations to be gener-
ally inversely related to trends in kestrel popula-
tions. To test this hypothesis, we obtained BBS data
for both species, by physiographic region, for 1966–
2007, the longest period available in the BBS data-
set, and 1980–2007, the available period most close-
ly concurrent with our nest-box data (Sauer et al.
2008). Trends for both species co-occurred in 42
physiographic regions for the period 1966–2007,
and in 41 regions for the period 1980–2007. Not
all of these trends were significant, but their use
in a meta-analysis should be unbiased with respect
to the relationship between the two species. Because
these data were not normal, we used nonparametric
statistical treatments. Using region as the sampling
unit, we tested the association between kestrel and
Cooper’s Hawk population trends in two ways. First,
we compared the slopes of the population trends
with Spearman’s correlation coefficients. Second,
we compared just the directions (increase or de-
crease) of the trends with Fisher’s exact tests.

We also obtained population trends for both spe-
cies based on National Audubon Society Christmas
Bird Count data, 1959–88, which were categorized
by U.S. state and Canadian province (Sauer et al.
1996). Trends for kestrels and Cooper’s Hawks co-
occurred in 40 states and provinces. Using state or

province as the sampling unit, we followed the same
procedure as above to compare the slopes and di-
rections of the population trends for the two spe-
cies.

All statistical procedures, except those received
from the USGS Breeding Bird Survey website, were
performed with JMP software (SAS Institute 2004).

RESULTS

Of the seven nest-box programs for which we have
occupancy rates from the year of program establish-
ment (all programs but Pennsylvania), each exhib-
ited an initial increase in occupancy rate (Fig. 1).
The shortest duration of the initial increase was 2 yr
in Georgia (although not apparent in a 3-yr running
mean, Fig. 1 bottom), and the longest was 8 yr in
New Jersey; all other increases ranged from 4–6 yr.
Following the initial increase, all seven programs
have undergone significant declines, and the Penn-
sylvania program also had a significant decline dur-
ing concurrent years (Table 1).

Our analysis of BBS data from 1984 to 2007 re-
vealed significant declines for kestrel populations in
Canada and four of the seven USFWS administrative
regions (Fig. 2). The trend was negative in each
Canadian province for which data were available,
and significant annual declines were detected in
Ontario (2.69%, P 5 0.050), Manitoba (5.10%, P
5 0.008), and British Columbia (3.39%, P ,

0.001). For all BBS survey routes in Canada com-
bined, the annual decline was 3.20% (P , 0.001);
for all routes in the United States, 0.76% (P 5

0.026); and for all North American routes, 1.27%
(P , 0.001).

Population trends for both American Kestrels and
Cooper’s Hawks were detected in 42 of the physio-
graphic regions used to categorize BBS locations
from 1966 to 2007. The correlation between the
two trends was not significant (Spearman r 5

20.095, P 5 0.55), and there was no significant
association between the directions of those trends
(Fisher’s exact test, P 5 0.76). For the period 1980–
2007 (N 5 41 physiographic regions with trends for
both species), there was no significant correlation
between the trends (Spearman r 5 0.047, P 5 0.77)
and there was no significant association between the
directions of those trends (Fisher’s exact test, P 5

0.48).
Similarly, trends for both kestrels and Cooper’s

Hawks were detected in 40 U.S. states and Canadian
provinces used to categorize Christmas Bird Counts
locations from 1959 to 1988. The weak positive cor-
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Figure 1. Populations of American Kestrels breeding in nest boxes have been declining in recent years. Percent
occupancy is the number of nest boxes in which kestrels bred/number of nest boxes available 3 100%. Data are
presented as 3-yr running means. Except for the nest-box program in Pennsylvania, each curve begins the year the
program was established.

Table 1. After increases in occupancy rates associated with the establishment of nest-box programs, the populations of
American Kestrels that breed in these nest boxes have undergone significant declines. Regression analysis models
occupancy rate (number of nest boxes in which kestrels bred/number of nest boxes available 3 100%) as a function
of year, N is the number of years (peak year to most recent year), and slope is mean annual change in percent occupancy.

LOCATION

YEAR PROGRAM

ESTABLISHED

PEAK OCCUPANCY

YEAR

LINEAR REGRESSION

N SLOPE F P

Pennsylvania – 1986a 22 20.6 7.1 0.015
Yukon 1984 1987 22 22.7 61.2 ,0.001
Virginia/Maryland 1984 1989 18 22.4 80.4 ,0.001
Saskatchewan 1988 1992 16 21.9 28.8 ,0.001
Massachusetts 1989 1994 12 23.8 40.7 ,0.001
Florida 1990 1994 14 23.6 27.1 ,0.001
Georgia 1994 1995 10 24.0 29.3 ,0.001
New Jersey 1995 2002 6 24.7 9.6 0.036

a First year of available occupancy data; program established during the 1960s.
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relation was not significant (Spearman r 5 0.244, P
5 0.13), nor was there a significant association be-
tween the directions of those trends (Fisher’s exact
test, P 5 0.34).

DISCUSSION

Population Trends. The initial increase in occu-
pancy rates that followed the introduction of nest
boxes was expected. Local kestrel populations com-
monly are nest-site-limited (Cade 1982, Smallwood
and Bird 2002); indeed, an apparent lack of nest
cavities often provides the rationale for establishing
a nest-box program. Compared with most larger fal-
coniform species, kestrels have relatively high repro-
ductive potentials (they mature quickly and lay large
clutches; Brown and Amadon 1968) and once re-
leased from nest-site limitation, populations can re-
spond quickly (e.g., Toland and Elder 1987, Small-
wood and Collopy 2009). Most of the nest-box
programs experienced an increase in occupancy
rates for 4–6 yr after establishment. The Georgia
program reached its peak occupancy rate in its sec-
ond year, suggesting that there may have been a
relatively large floater population in that study area.

All eight nest-box programs exhibited significant
declines following the initial response to the local

increase in nest-site availability. The similarity in the
slopes of those declines is remarkable, considering
the wide geographic range the various nest-box pro-
grams represent. The results from these nest-box
programs strongly support the conclusion that a sig-
nificant, widespread decline in kestrel populations
has been occurring in recent years.

Results from the Breeding Bird Surveys, 1984–
2007, also support the conclusion that there has
been a widespread, although not uniform, decline
in North American kestrel populations. Population
trends were negative for all Canadian provinces for
which data were available and for four of the seven
USFWS regions. However, all significant population
changes were negative, resulting in a highly signifi-
cant negative trend survey-wide. Most of the nest-
box programs were in Region 5 (northeastern
U.S.) and Canada, where overall declines were high-
ly significant (Fig. 2). The mean annual decline es-
timate from Canadian BBS data, 3.20%, was even
greater than the annual decline experienced by
nest-box programs in the Yukon (2.7%) and in Sas-
katchewan (1.9%). The increase detected in USFWS
Region 4, where the Georgia and Florida nest-box
programs are located, was not significant. BBS
trends for kestrels from 1984 to 2007 in just Georgia

Figure 2. American Kestrel populations have been declining in North America. Data are from the U.S. Geological
Survey Breeding Bird Survey, 1984–2007. Direction of arrow indicates increase or decrease, and length of arrow is
proportional to the magnitude of the annual change. Black arrows indicate significant changes (Canada, 23.20%, P
, 0.001; Region 1, 21.47%, P 5 0.011; Region 2, 22.08%, P 5 0.051; Region 5, 21.65%, P 5 0.006; Region 8, 21.78%, P
5 0.017), and white arrows indicate nonsignificant changes (Region 3, P 5 0.37; Region 4, P 5 0.15; Region 6, P 5 0.11).
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and Florida also were not significant, but were based
on small sample sizes, only 5 and 15 survey routes,
respectively (Sauer et al. 2008).

Possible Causes. West Nile virus (WNV) is trans-
mitted between bird reservoir hosts by mosquito
vectors (CDC 2009). Since its first appearance in
North America in 1999, WNV has been detected
in .250 species of wild birds, including American
Kestrels (CDC 2009). Thus, there was a possibility
that the decline in kestrel populations could be re-
lated to the spread of WNV. However, data from our
nest-box programs demonstrated that declines be-
gan before WNV arrived on the continent. Occu-
pancy rates for the nest boxes in Pennsylvania un-
derwent a net decline for the entire period covered,
1986–2007, although there was an increase during
the most recent two breeding seasons. Of the seven
nest-box programs for which we have occupancy
data since establishment, six began their declines
prior to the arrival of WNV. The only exception
was New Jersey, which is the most recently estab-
lished program. In general, the early-established
programs have experienced the longest declines.

Kestrels appear to have had substantial exposure
to WNV. In southern Quebec, WNV antibodies were
detected in blood samples from 17 of 28 (61%)
adult kestrels captured during the breeding season,
2003–05 (D. Bird unpubl. data). In eastern Pennsyl-
vania, the exposure rate was even higher; during
2004, 21 of 22 (95%) wild-caught adults tested pos-
itive for WNV antibodies (Medica et al. 2007). Al-
though most birds infected with WNV survive and
acquire life-long immunity (CDC 2009), corvids are
particularly prone to become ill or die (Eidson et al.
2001). Some raptors also may have heightened vul-
nerability. Nemeth et al. (2006) suggested that wild
kestrels would be at greater risk of mortality, even
though the kestrels they experimentally infected
with WNV survived. Nevertheless, the WNV-exposed
kestrels in Quebec bred normally (D. Bird unpubl.
data), and Medica et al. (2007) reported both nor-
mal reproduction and body weights for exposed kes-
trels in Pennsylvania.

If WNV or another pathogen were the principal
agent of the decline, we would expect rapid selec-
tion, as the most vulnerable genotypes would be
excluded from the population, leaving the most re-
sistant genotypes. The subsequent recovery would
likely be rapid; kestrel populations demonstrate this
capability when released from nest-site limitation
(Smallwood and Collopy 2009). Thus, the expected
population trend due to a serious pathogen would

be a brief, marked decline (e.g., Crosbie et al. 2008)
followed by a rapid recovery. In contrast, we have
been observing prolonged, steady declines.

Another possible cause of the decline in kestrels
is an increase in predation by Cooper’s Hawks. Coo-
per’s Hawks are known to prey upon kestrels (Farm-
er et al. 2008b), and there is evidence that Cooper’s
Hawks may learn to ‘‘trapline’’ (i.e., forage along an
established route; Stiles 1995) nest boxes for recent-
ly fledged kestrels (B. Millsap unpubl. data). The
BBS data suggest that Cooper’s Hawk populations
increased significantly in the United States from
1984 to 2007 (5.30% annually, N 5 568 routes, P
, 0.001; Sauer et al. 2008). However, no significant
increases were found concurrently in Canada, per-
haps due to small sample sizes (N 5 39 routes, P 5

0.42). Predation by Cooper’s Hawks cannot explain
the declines we observed in the two kestrel nest-box
programs in Canada; Cooper’s Hawks do not occur
in the Yukon Territory (Rosenfield and Bielefeldt
1993), and they are very uncommon in the Saskatch-
ewan study area (Gerrard et al. 1996).

We expected that if an increase in Cooper’s Hawk
predation were an important factor in the decline of
kestrels, then the population trends of the two species
generally would have an inverse relationship. Our
analysis of both BBS data and Christmas Bird Count
data gave no evidence of such a relationship. It is
possible, however, that kestrel populations could be
negatively affected by dietary shifts in Cooper’s Hawks,
independent of the density of Cooper’s Hawks.

Habitat loss or degradation has been considered
the most important factor in the decline of avian
populations (e.g., Fitzpatrick 2004), and may be in-
volved in the observed decline in kestrels. However,
in our study areas, the relationship between declin-
ing occupancy of our nest boxes and possible
changes to the surrounding habitat is not clear. In
New Jersey, for example, there was no obvious
change in the land use immediately surrounding
the nest boxes; 82% of the nest boxes that were
vacant in 2007 had been occupied in one or more
previous years (J. Smallwood unpubl. data). There
has been no evidence of the effects of reduced hab-
itat quality, such as low prey availability, or problems
with disease or toxic contamination; all kestrels ap-
peared healthy and the mean nesting success (at-
tempts resulting in at least one chick surviving to
banding age, generally 18–22 d) was 84.0% during
the decline (J. Smallwood unpubl. data), which
compares favorably with other kestrel populations
(Smallwood and Bird 2002). Although the habitat
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in the study area appears suitable and the kestrels
appear healthy and have high reproductive success,
there simply are fewer kestrels using the nest boxes.
Although these analyses are subjective, we nonethe-
less believe they indicate that the main cause of
decline likely is operating somewhere beyond the
immediate vicinity of these nest boxes.

Declines in breeding populations may be associ-
ated with an increase in mortality during the non-
breeding season, perhaps related to habitat change
on the wintering grounds or along migration
routes. However, not all the kestrels we studied in
our nest-box programs are migratory. In North
America, the tendency to migrate decreases from
north to south, and the northernmost breeding
populations tend to winter in the southernmost win-
tering grounds (Smallwood and Bird 2002). Popu-
lations in the middle latitudes, approximately 44–
36u N, are partially migratory and appear to respond
to local conditions, migrating short distances dur-
ing relatively harsh winters (Bird and Palmer 1988).
The populations in our study areas in Georgia and
Florida are resident Southeastern American Kestrels
(F. s. paulus; Howell 1932). Thus, our study popula-
tions span the range of entirely migratory to entirely
nonmigratory, and all are declining.

Migratory kestrels are vulnerable to many mortal-
ity factors, including those related to habitat quality,
along the routes and on the wintering grounds.
Resident populations, however, also may wander
to some extent outside the breeding season (Bird
and Palmer 1988), and thus may be affected by hab-
itat issues beyond the immediate vicinity of the nest
boxes. Further, the decline in our nest-box breed-
ing populations could reflect the respective regional
declines. Although the numbers of marked adults in
the Florida and New Jersey programs are small,
there appears to be substantial turnover of adults
from year to year (J. Smallwood unpubl. data).
Thus, regional declines might reduce the number
of individuals from outside the study areas that re-
place nest-box-breeding individuals that have either
dispersed or died between breeding seasons.

Conclusions. The widespread decline in kestrel
populations detected in the USGS Breeding Bird
Surveys during recent decades was corroborated by
patterns of nest-box occupancy by both migratory
and resident populations of kestrels. Because the
decline in kestrels breeding in nest boxes began
before the arrival of WNV in North America, the
virus clearly is not the primary cause of the decline.
Further, we found no evidence that increasing trends

in Cooper’s Hawk populations were associated with
the decreasing trends in kestrels. Although habitat
loss and degradation were not evident in the vicinity
of the nest boxes, these factors may nevertheless be
important, particularly in reducing the number of
kestrels available for occupying nest boxes.
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