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lian than reptilian communities. population densities of
predators are often substantially smaller than those of herbi-
vores, and this also seems to hold within this turtle commu-
nity. Even in fossil sites where Deirochelys is well repre-
sented (e.g.. Miocene Love Bone Bed, Alachua County,
Florida [Jackson, 1978; Webb et al., 1981]). it is still out-
numbered roughly 4:1 by Pseudemys. And finally, though a
confirmed basker, Deirochelys seems to spend less time
engaged in this activity than herbivorous species, perhaps
reflective of a difference in the relative digestibility of plant
and animal matter.
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The Kemp's ridley (Lepidochelys kempii) is considered
the most endangered sea turtle in the world (Groombridge,
1982: Shaver, 1991: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 1992).
[tis distributed throughout the Gulf of Mexico (Liner, 1954;
Carr, 1957; Carr, 1980; Hildebrand, 1982; Manzella and
Williams. 1992), butis most abundant in coastal waters from
Texas to Florida (Ogren, 1989). It also occurs along the
castern shore of North America to Newfoundland and has
been reported in the European Atlantic near the British Isles,
Netherlands, and France (Pritchard. 1989). Despite this
widespread distribution, almost all nesting occurs on about
a 60 km stretch of beach near Rancho Nuevo, Tamaulipas,
Mexico.

An adult female Kemp's ridley was tracked from
Cameron, Louisianato Rancho Nuevo, Tamaulipas, Mexico
by satellite telemetry for 287 days from 13 August 1994
through 16 May 1995. The turtle measured 65.8 ¢m straight
carapace length, 64.9 cm straight carapace width, and weighed
42.6 kg. The turtle was captured at Cameron. Louisiana in a
91.5 m turtle entanglement net (7.3 m deep, 12.7 ¢cm bar
mesh) by Texas A&M University biologists. It was fitted
with a Telonics ST-10 satellite transmitter on 13 August
1994 and tracked by National Oceanographic and Atmo-
spheric Administration’s National Marine Fisheries Service
Galveston Laboratory. It moved offshore of the upper Texas
coast in late November 1994 and travelled south along the
Texas coastinto Mexican waters through early January 1995
(Fig. I). It was offshore of the Rancho Nuevo nesting beach
by 10 March 1995. It moved an additional 100 km to the
south before returning to nest on 23 April 1995 and again on
19 May 1995, both nestings being recorded by Rancho
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Figure 1. Movement (solid line) of satellite-tracked Kemp'sridley
(Lepidochelys kempii) from Cameron, Louisiana to Rancho Nuevo,
Mexico from 13 August 1994 0 16 May 1995, Nesting was
recorded on 23 April 1995 and 19 May 1995,
Nuevo workers. This is the only time a Kemp's ridley has
been remotely tracked to a nesting beach. The satellite
transmitter was in its non-transmit mode during the first
nesting. and was no longer functional during the second
nesting, the last transmission having been recorded just
offshore three days earlier on 16 May 1995 (Fig. 1).
Atotal of 121 eggs were deposited in the first nest; 103
(85%) successfully hatched on 14 June 1995. One hundred
twenty-nine eggs were laid in the second nest; 98 (76%)
hatchlings emerged from the nest on 5 July 1995.
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The impressed tortoise, Manouria impressa, is one of
the world’s most beautiful tortoises., and at the same time one
of the least known. Many authors (Giinther, 1882: Boulenger,
1889, 1903; Smith, 1922, 1931: Bourret, 1941; Bour, 1980;



