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Trap–Neuter–Release (TNR) programs in which feral cats (Felis catus) are sterilized and then
released back into the environment have been proposed as a non-lethal alternative to control
feral populations of this predator and to lessen their environmental impact. TNR programs have
been adopted or tacitly allowed by a number of metropolitan areas in the US, despite lack of
evidence of their efficacy and despite accumulation of data confirming the negative effect of
free-ranging cats on birds and mammals.
As mesocarnivores, domestic cats commonly prey upon native vertebrates, including mammals.
Whereas predators are normally in low abundance in natural communities, feral populations of
cats are frequently maintained at high levels through recruitment from human-maintained
sources and through food subsidies. Although feeding feral cats lessens their dependence on
predation, it does not necessarily lessen their frequency of predation.
Cats have been implicated in population decreases of mammals, birds, and reptiles on islands,
as well as in mainland communities. Further, fragmentation of natural environments through
agriculture and urbanization results in mammalian assemblages that more closely resemble
insular than continental communities, which magnifies the impact of subsidized predators on
natural populations. In addition to their direct impact through predation, feral cats are sources
of parasites and diseases transmissible to humans, livestock, pets, and native populations.
It is the position of the American Society of Mammalogists that maintenance of high
populations of these non-native predators through TNR or similar programs, or by subsidizing
feral populations with supplemental food, is extremely detrimental to native mammalian
assemblages. The American Society of Mammalogists strongly opposes TNR and urges
municipalities to ban use of such programs and to prohibit feeding of feral cats. We further
encourage effective measures to reduce or eliminate feral populations of these introduced
predators.
Supporting Literature
Alfonso, E., P. Thulliez, and E. Gilot-Fromont. 2006. Transmission of Toxoplasma gondii in an
urban population of domestic cats (Felis catus). International Journal for Parasitology
36:1373–1382.
Askins, R. A. 1995. Hostile landscapes and the decline of migratory songbirds. Science
267:1956–1957.
Baker, P. J., A. J. Bentley, R. J. Ansell, and S. Harris. 2005. Impact of predation by domestic
cats Felis catus in an urban area. Mammal Review 35:302–312.
Baker, P. J., C. D. Soulsbury, G. Iossa, and S. Harris. 2010. Domestic cat (Felis catus) and
domestic dog (Canis familiaris). Pp 156-171 in Urban carnivores: ecology, conflict, and
conservation (S. D. Gehrt, S. P. D. Riley, and B. L. Cypher, eds). Johns Hopkins University
Press, Baltimore MD.
Crooks, K. R. and M. E. Soulé. 1999. Mesopredator release and avifaunal extinctions in a
fragmented system. Nature 400:563–566.
Gillies, C., and M. Clout. 2003. The prey of domestic cats (Felis catus) in two suburbs of

Auckland city, New Zealand. Journal of Zoology (London) 259:309–315.
Hawkins, C. C. 1998. Impact of a subsidized exotic predator on native biota: effect of house
cats (Felis catus) on California birds and rodents. Ph.D. dissertation. Texas A&M University,
College Station, Texas.
Longcore, T, C. Rich, and L. M. Sullivan. 2009. Critical assessment of claims regarding
management of feral cats by Trap-Neuter-Return. Conservation Biology 23:887–894.
Meckstroth, A. M., A. K. Miles, and S. Chandra. 2007. Diets of introduced predators using
stable isotopes and stomach contents. Journal of Wildlife Management 71:2387–2392.
Nogales, M. A. Martín, B. R. Tershy, C. J. Donlan, D. Veitch, N. Puerta, B. Wood, and J. Alonso.
2004. A review of feral cat eradication on islands. Conservation Biology 18:310–319.
Woods, M., R. A. McDonald, and S. Harris. 2003. Predation of wildlife by domestic cats Felis
catus in Great Britain. Mammal Review 33:174–188.

