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Importance / Issues

Allegheny woodrats (Neotoma magister) are considered a
“species of concern” by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
a G3/Gg species by the Natural Heritage Program, and
occur on more state endangered and threatened species
lists than does any other rodent species in the United

States.Woodrats are important to the nutrient-poor cave
ecosystem because they import organic material which
supports a specialized cave invertebrate community.

Status and Trends

Cumberland Piedmont Network employees and
volunteers are working to assess Allegheny woodrat
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