Michigan Frog and Toad Survey
Seven-Year Data Summary (1996-2002)

A statewide, sevenryear analysis was done this year using those routes that have submitted data al seven
years and were complete for all years. The average number of sites per route at which a species was heard for these
54 routes was charted by year (Fig. 1) for each species. Trends were caculated for each species. Negative trend
numbers indicate a decline and vice versa. For most species the trends are similar between zones. Most species
trends appear to be stable, however, western chorus frogs showed a statistically significant increase over the seven
years and the Fowler’ s toad showed a statistically significant decrease (Table 1). The reasons for these significant
trends are unknown at thistime. Trends were not statistically significant for the remaining species.

Table 1. Trendsof Michigan Frogs& Toads

1996-2002
SPECIES MEAN TREND 95% CI*
(no. sites/route)
Wood Frog 3.7 0.08 -0.74-0.90
W. Chorus Frog 4.8 0.16 -0.02-0.35
Spring Peeper 9.0 0.04 -0.16 - 0.24
N. Leopard Frog 1.2 -0.07 -0.24-0.11
Pickerel Frog 0.1 -0.01 -0.05-0.04
American Toad 4.1 -0.06 -0.59 — 0.47
E. Gray Treefrog 7.4 0.02 -049-0.53
Fowler's Toad 0.3 -0.16 -0.34-0.01
Cope's Gray Treefrog 0.2 -0.01 -0.51-0.49
Blanchard's Cricket Frog 0.1 -0.02 -0.09 - 0.06
Mink Frog 0 0 -0.02 - 0.02
Green Frog 6.1 0.06 -0.52 - 0.65
Bullfrog 14 0.08 -0.06 - 0.21
*95% Confidence Interval for trend value
" P<0.05

All updated data summaries, phenologies, range maps and other information on the Michigan Frog and
Toad Survey are featured on the DNR web site:  http://www.michigan.gov/dnr/. Click on “Wildlife and Habitat”
then “Research Projects’ then “Frog and Toad Survey”.

All questions concerning these data summaries and/or the Michigan Frog and Toad Survey should be directed to:

Lori Sargent

DNR - Wildlife Division
P.O. Box 30180
Lansing, MI 48909

(517) 373-9418
e-mail: sargenL2@michigan.gov
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Figurel. Number of sites per route at which species wer e heard - 1996-2002



