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Reswits of this study indicate the dominance ot the
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The nesting study further emphasized the dominance
of the voles, Although this type of test wan limited in
extent, the resulty were identical. It appearad the voles
wete very intolerant of the mice in the vicinity of the
voke' nest, and, perhaps indicating the totatity of donis
aaece, the mike were not only continnally harassed but
aho denied any nesting material, I this siteation haolds
e n field conditions, then the amuount of contact
would probably be reduced since the location of the
voles' nest wonkd be expected to be in the mare aptimum
arcas of their home range which would probably
temove it from a habitat border.

To what extent the dominance displaved by the vales
woull manifest itself is questionable. Since the vuoles’
Pk aggressive activity was during the day and in the
vicinity of their nest, both would tend to reduce the
wumber of interspecific contacts, thereby limiting the
infuence of the voles.

R is possible that interspecific dominance displayed
by the voles could exclude the mice from areas in which
they both might occur. However, this probably would
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RANGE EXTENSION OF THE
(MITCHILL),

YELLOW PERCH, PERCA FLAVESCENS
IN TENNESSEE

ToM J. TIMMONS

Tennessee Technological University, Coukeville.

Discussion

perch is extending its range in Tennessec,
 in the Tennessee River. This h:pv:;ies

iwassce River in southeastern
h'l\!:ma River at Chickamauga
perch, not considered native to
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the Tennessee River drainage (Jenking, et al,, 1971) was
probably introduced into the Hiwassee River.

The original species range extended from South
Cuarolina to New Brunswick, and westward throughout
the Great Lakes Region and the Upper Mississippi
Basin (Hubbs and Lagler, 1958). Perca Havescens has
been widely introduced in other arcas. In the South-
castern United States native yellow perch are found
only in coastal rivers in the Carolinas. Southern records
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