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Introduction

A question of paucity of or restricted nature of range regarding
a particular amphibian species in Minnesota must evoke a response
which is. each in its part, attached to specifics as to-uncertainties.
Observations during the nearly four decades following the appearance
of Breckenridge's (1944) data on the herpetofauna of Minnesota,
although a few published records exist from them, indicate the
necessity of more in-depth and current work.

It has been the task of this project to set about to investigate
this matter. With that in mind, the writer has begun the effort to
1) clarify the records as they presently exist, 2) substantiate
aquestionable reports, 3) define ranges of particu?ar species within
the state, and 4) determine whether some peripheral species occur
here at all. Hopefully some substantial ground has been gained in
this regard.

Inasmuch as this report is preliminary, and a part of a more
comprehénsive investigation of the entire herpetofauna of the state,
references to such items as literature and various museum collections
are only cursory.

At various fimes, I have been aided in the field by my brother,
Wendell Olson, Lyle Kruse, and various students in ecology. Dr.
William S. Brooks has been an encouraging field companion over the

years of work in Minnesota. His field knowledge of the fauna has



been of tremendous help in work within the state. Work for the

study has been funded by the Minnesota natural Heritaae Program..

Figld Notes
Efforts were concentrated in the sautheastern portion of Minnesota,
that area being visited during the dates of May 8-10 and May 20-22,
1980. Several sites along the Mississippi River bottomlands and
farther west were visited without entountering any of the species
concerned. As has been mentioned at the end of this report. there
are several good reasons why this has heen so. It was suggested
that the area be visited again in mid-June for the purpose of
later season checking. For details of areas visited during the
field work meﬁtioned above, refer fo the reports concerning Hyla
nggjgglpg_and related species, and to the report on the survey of
the Minnesota herpetofauna.
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Suagestions for further study

The question of the rare and restricted amphibians can be
approached by systematic. specific effort. The particular

species concerned in the goals of this season - Rana palustris

Rana catesbeiana. and Acris crepitans - were difficult of reliable

assessment, each for its specific reason. Rana palustris breeds early,

and is of Tocal oécurence; we arrive in the field late for this
frog. Acris crepitans. on the other hand, is one ofvthe last
choristers to appear: for this speciés, ouf season was ear]y,}and
restricted by time.

- In order to approach this probiem favorably, two aspects
should be considered: seasonal preparedness, and 1intense inspection.
It is apparent from the comments above tha tit is necessary to be in
the fie]d at the proper time. What is further necessary is that
a considerable time be spent afield, since very rare and/or Tocal
species are not to be chanced upon in brief encounter. Within
this framework, it will be necessary that the investigator be
thoroughly acquainted with the species in the field, regarding

habitat. behavior, and other peculiarities.
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