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ABSTRACT—We report apparent predation by coyotes (Canis latrans) on one of two male pronghorns
(Antilocapra americana) that were locked together. When the locked pronghorns first were spotted at
2030 h, both were alive, one standing and the other on the ground wounded by a horn of his opponent.
At ca. 0230 h, four coyotes were seen within 150 m of the pronghorns. At 0630 h, the wounded
pronghorn had been partially eaten, presumably by the coyotes, and the other pronghorn freed himself
from the carcass and walked away.

RESUMEN—Reportamos la aparente depredación por coyotes (Canis latrans) en uno de dos antı́lopes
machos (Antilocapra americana) que estaban atorados juntos. Cuando los antı́lopes que estaban atorados
fueron vistos por primera vez a las 2030 h, ambos estaban vivos, uno parado y el otro en el suelo, herido
por un cuerno de su oponente. Aproximadamente a las 0230 h, cuatro coyotes fueron vistos a unos
150 m de los antı́lopes. A las 0630 h, el antı́lope herido habı́a sido comido parcialmente por los coyotes,
y el otro antı́lope se liberó del cuerpo del animal muerto y se fue.

It is relatively common for conspecific male
cervids to be injured, sometimes fatally, while
fighting during breeding season (e.g., mule deer
Odocoileus hemionus, Marchinton and Hirth, 1984;
moose Alces americanus, Child, 1998; elk Cervus

canadensis, Geist, 2002). However, records of
pronghorns (Antilocapra americana) becoming
fatally locked together while fighting are rare
(Scholey, 1933; O’Gara, 2004c) and there is no
documentation of predation on pronghorns
while they are locked together. One of us (JGC)
observed two male pronghorns locked together at
the head for .10 h and found evidence that
coyotes (Canis latrans) preyed on one of them
during this time. The incident took place on
Vermejo Park Ranch, Colfax County, New Mexi-
co. The site was dominated by blue grama
(Bouteloua gracilis), tobosa (Pleuraphis mutica),
alkali sacaton (Sporobolus airoides), winterfat (Euro-
tia lanata), wolfberry (Lycium pallidum), fetid
marigold (Dyssodia papposa), snakeweed (Gutierre-
zia sarothrae), milkvetch (Astragalus), and prickly
pear (Opuntia). The weather was clear and calm
and the temperature was 10–15uC.

At 2030 h on 2 October 2006, a standing male
pronghorn that appeared to have his head
caught in something on the ground was observed
with the aid of a spotlight. When the animal was

approached, it was determined that the head of
the standing pronghorn was attached to that of
another pronghorn that lay on the ground on his
right side. Because the standing pronghorn was
pulling and twisting in an attempt to free
himself, exactly how the pronghorns were locked
together could not be determined. The prong-
horn on the ground breathed shallowly and
irregularly, kicked his legs occasionally, and
blinked his eyes in an apparent response to the
spotlight. The two pronghorns were locked nose
to nose. The standing pronghorn dropped to the
ground and rolled along the dorsal side of his
opponent from its head toward its rump, and
then stood again. During this roll, the prong-
horn that lay on the ground flinched, but the
position of his body was not altered. Based on
this maneuver, it appeared that the left horn or
prong of the standing pronghorn was embedded
in the right side of the head or neck of his
opponent. The two animals were observed for ca.
10 min. Each 2–4 h thereafter until daylight, the
two pronghorns were monitored. They remained
attached, with the standing pronghorn repeat-
edly struggling to free himself while dragging his
opponent. At ca. 0230 h on 3 October 2006, four
coyotes were seen within 150 m of the prong-
horns. When the pronghorns were approached,
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the coyotes retreated to the top of a nearby
railroad grade, where they uncharacteristically
lingered in light from the spotlight as if reluctant
to leave.
When the pronghorns were approached at

0630 h, two coyotes ran away over the railroad
grade and out of sight. The pronghorn on the
ground had been partially consumed; all that
remained was the head and four limbs held
together by dorsal skin, backbone, pelvis, and
ribcage. The head of the carcass was still attached
to the head of the live, standing pronghorn, which
pulled, twisted, and within ca. 1 min freed himself
from the carcass. He seemed unstable but
unharmed when he first lifted his head. He then
stumbled away, gaining steadiness and moving
faster with every step. There was a distance of ca.
75 m between where the pronghorns were first
seen and where the live pronghorn freed himself.
The head of the dead pronghorn was collected

the day after the observation and was examined
andmeasured on 17October. The pronghorn was
probably .3 years old based on average length of
his horns (34 cm; O’Gara, 2004a) and presence of
eight large incisiform teeth (O’Gara, 2004b).
Wear of his molars suggested he was ,4.5 years
old (O’Gara, 2004b). Our impression that he
was in the prime of life was further supported by
an unofficial measurement of the head that gave
a score of 74.5 Boone and Crockett points
(Boone and Crockett Club, http://www.boone-
crockett.org/bgRecords/ScoringYourTrophy.
asp?area5bgRecords). The surviving pronghorn
was not measured; however, he appeared to be
smaller than his opponent in size of body and
horns.
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