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PRINCE EDWARD POINT OBSERVATORY
1980 REPORT'

1980 Banding Year

Helen R. Quilliam”’

For our sixth year of banding at Prince Edward Point we ap-
plied to and received permission from the Canadian Wildlife Ser-
vice to put up our nets and band within the Prince Edward Point
National Wildlife Area wusing the same locations that have been
used in other years in order to maintain the uniformity of the

results, Banding did not get underway until April 27 and, as a
result of the late start, we missed many of the earlier spring
migrants. However, throughout May the station was manned con-
tinuocusly. Joanne Dean, in the course of her university work on

American Robins, was on hand to tend the nets for at least three
hours every day and from May 12-24, Fred Cooke ensured intensive
coverage wWith his field course under the Ontaric Universities
fField Biology Course Program. During this period Charles Francis
from Guelph also assisted. KFN banders were on hand during the
first and latter part of May to fill in the otherwise uncovered
periocds.

The CWS employed students in the National Wildlife Area dur-
ing the summer months in maintenance work and on special projects
I.Reprinted from Blue Bill Supplement, 1980.

2.161 Willingdon Avenue, Kinston , Ontario. K7L U4H9



including a mammal study, study of growth rate of red cedars, and
special studies on American Robins, Yellow Warblers and Cedar
Waxwings. ports on e of these projects are incorporated in
this annual report. ydies of tne bird zpecies were sxtensiocns
of the these species from former years and necessitated
nest finding and banding. In the o se of this banding, for the

limited

our
ime of a few hours s day, the team of students banded
pecies wunder ocur PEPt permit, KFHN banders filled in the
nd some week days.

KFHN was awarded a contract from CWS to supply some of the

more detailed work of our program. With the funds from this con-
tract we were able to grant a bursary to Doug McRae for band

during September and October. However, with only one permanent
bander, (KFN banders filled in on Doug's days off) it was only

B
possible to open nets in the cedar woods and also the autumn mi-
gration weather did not cooperate. There were many days when
there were very few birds passing low encugh through the point to
e netted and there were a number of days when the weather was so
bad with high winds and rain that it was impossible to open nets
at
o

all. Enthusiasm for the night banding of Saw-whet Owls in Oo-
tober ! not slacken off and there was the second best count ev-
ar,

birds banded for the year was lower

o nevertheless 1t was still an ex-
o sing the Point zs a staging ares and
as 1 lists the §,316 birds of 129 species
bar ar. ‘his brings the total of birds banded
un th aster Permit to 70,640, 3ix new speciss were
net Lt Black~-crowned Nlu%t Heron, Double-crested Cor-
julsi ek ?Wala?op@, Chimney 3wift, Prothonotary Warbler
and hey bring the cumulative 1ist te 194 =zapecies
exc , ¢ sub~-species and unidentified Empi-
don ew birds came from sites other than
PEPL al interest, For more on the surpris-

ing growth g colony of Double-crested Cormorants on
Pigeon and \See Biue Blli 27:112%  Two Wilson Phalaope chicks
banded on dmherst IsTand provided the first concrete evidence of
this species nesting here although it had been suspected for a
year or so{Bli Bill 27:118) and it was good news to find =
small colony of Common Terns on Amherst I. House Finches are
dealt with below. The most exciting bird banded at PEPt in 1980
was the female Prothonotary Warbler netted May 23 at Traverse.
It wss photographed by Charles Francis and taken to Fritzses
where it was examined by Fred Cooke, Mike Evans, Joan Dean and
others., This was a first record for Kingston and one for which
we had waited a long time.
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Table 2, Birds Banded in Locations Other Than PEPt.

Ducks and geese Amherst Island 641
Gulls, Caspian Terns, Blackecr.Night Herons

and Double-crested Cormorants Pigeon Island 1034
Common Terns and Wilson's Phalaropes Amherst Island 7
Chickadess, House Finches and Cardinsls Kingston 37
Birds rehabilitated and released by Avian

Care and Research Veronsa g
Miscellaneous species Mississippl Lake Be

On 12 & 13 August, nets were set up near Innisville on th
shores of ﬁ15s1551p91 Lake by the students who were employed by
CWS at PEPt as part of a week's study of the natural resources of
the HNational Wildlife Ares there.

One of the greatest differences between 1680 and 1979 band-
ing was in the numbers of swallows caught. 1979 was particularly
successful in this respect because of the placing of nets at the
lighthouse, one of them a high net, and in front of the Van Cobt
house, That one season may have supplied us with the basic ma-
terial that was needsed ~ the asctual onset of the migration of
most of these species and their peak at PEPL. However, Dbeczauss
there was not sufficient time to band the swallow and young using
the shed in 1980, we do not have zs much information on returns
as might have been possible. Because of the unexplained sudden
disappesrance of all the Purple Martins in the summer of 1979
(Blue Bill 27:4) no martins returned initially to nest in the two
martin houses. However, in late summer wmany hateh vyear birds
presumably from other locations were investigating and carrying
nesting materiasl into these houses. It is hoped that they will
form the nucleus of new colonies in 1681.

Although the overall numbers of all species were lowsr than
usual, o the plus side was a small bubt surprising increase in
some of the rarer species. Even though in very smsll numbers,
several records were broken with the most in one year - 2 Caroli-
na Wrens, 3 White-eyed Vireos, 6 Golden-winged Warblers. In fact
it is interesting that most of cur rare birds were caught in at
least equal numbers to other vesrs, e.g. Ysllow-billed Cuckso,
Aeadian and Olivee.sided Flycatchers, Orange-crouwned, Cerulean and
Connecticut Warblers and Yellow-breastsd Chat. This immediately
raises the question as to what would have been the total had
there been net hours more nearly resembling other years.

Table 3 lists the most commonly banded birds in 1980 as com-
pared with previous years. The birds are listed in order of the
most common birds in 1680 and exclude birds banded at locations
other than PEFL.



Table 3. Commonest Birds Banded at PEPL.

1980 1879 1978 1977 1376
Magnolia Warbler 578 790 (L3 773 iGE
Saw-whet Owl 497 301 353 552 198
Ruby-crowned Kinglet 427 Byg 675 344 1525
Yellow-rumped Warbler 410 544 976 382 227
Swainson's Thrush 392 §66 5556 576 408
White~throated Sparrow 357 487 896 510 585
Yellow Warbler 316 1193 823 413 77
American Redstart 268 337 259 505 Ing
Golden-crowned Kinglet 254 299 277 103 2808
Rose-breasted Grosbesk 191 147 167 214 114
Least Flycatcher 184 161 467 359 188
Red-eyed Yireo 177 333 431 577 225
Bay~breasted Warbler 176 435 381 518 276
Common Yellowthroat 168 255 188 137 72
Grey Catbird 137 197 132 162 97

We are grateful to the Canadis
ting us to use the former banding site
Edward Polnt Hationsgl Wildlife Area an
dents in banding during the course
cizal thanks ig dus Charles Francls o
computer program to process our records and
for running the program.
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Saw-whet Owl Studies 1980

Ron Weir!

o &

ng of Saw-whet Owls (Aegolius scadius) in aubtumn at PEPL
sut for the sixth consecutive year. Coverage extend-
. 27 to Hov., 8 on 27 nights. Previocus sygperience has
re not caught when winds blow from the E Sthrough

r 3

4

e (3 oF
ot
m R R
w

s raining. ?her@fo”e? to ease bthe work of maine
gal ro cove netbing wasg not done on such nights.
sllow meaningful comparisons @;?% the Owl Indez ob-
srevious autumns, 1% is necesssry to include as well
in 1980 which were not nove”ei but which would have

uﬂﬁe” the procedure of praviocus years, viz., nights
i but with winds E *hr&ugh SW. “These num-
shts will be used in the o ns below.
p the netting was that whi Oct 23

s ba in th

187¢ recs

re o . In vt Hal w%*eﬁ ﬁzgﬁb

caug 4 b umulative total of
Lumn 8 197 Hone was caught
foreign 1d ¥ banded at PEPL on

nours later, wasg
Bowmanvil on Hov 16 by Hobert

7
Healey and rene
on  Highway 401

Fhe control sites in the cedar woods and Traverse {see Fig-
ure 1) were again used to allow comparisons of the migration with
previous years. Some new sites were chosen including Traverse to

determine how the large number of birds make their way into this
area d at the former United Methodist Church located ¢ km (5
mil a5t  along the penninsulzs from the lighthouse. This labtter

zite was sslected in the search for the 'highway' which the owls
must use to get onto the peninsula as they head toward the light-
house. We now know for certain that owls pass through this nar-
row neck of the peninsula propelied by W-NW winds as the owls fly
sastwards and then backirasck west to escape the peninsula. More
work i3 needed 1in testing other sites along the narrow neck to
determine the density profile of the flight. It is not impossi-
ble that largest numbers move along the openings and corridors
near the dirt road leading towards the marsh behind the church.

}.294 Eimwood Street, Kingston, Ontario. K7M 2Y8
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Our thanks are due to Mr. Branscombe for allowing us to use his
land. One of the owls netted there was shown to Mr. Branscombe
who, like us, is most impressed with these creatures.

The age and sex breakdown of the 1980 catch is given in
Table 1. Hatching year (HY) birds are known to be in the first
calendar year of life and were identified by their unifermly
coloured and unworn flight feathers. After hatching year (AHY)
are in any calendar year after their first and were identified by
the presence of two-tone coloured flight feathers. Unflattened
wing chords less than or equal to 134 mm were assigned as males;
%rEater or 'equal to 141 mm assigned to females. Those between

35 mm oand 140 mm were taken as unknown sex.

Table 1. Age-Sex Distribution, Saw~-whet Owls, 1980.
M

i ToLal
KAY i i 5% 36
HY 163 71 128 162
Total 706 172 T80 TG8

9ex could not be assigned in 38% of the AHY birds (average
33% in previous years) and in 359 of the HY birds (about average
in previous years). Once again, a higher percentage than expect-
ed results for male HY birds. A statistical analysis of wing
chords of 1083 HY and 621 AHY birds is now underway to determine
whether the wing chord driteria need revision for HY birds.

The timing of the cateh was about normal compared with the
long-term average. Some 50% had passed through by Oct 12 and 75%
oy Oct 18. Wnat was different, however, was the large number of
ghts with substantial satehes, There were 11 nights when 25+
netted, which meant most human participants shared in the

These were » nights x 48 owis, 1 x 46, 1 x 40, 1 % 38, 1
¥ 36, 3% 3%, 2 % 25.

s

5

Table 2 shows the number of owls caught per 1000w~ of net
arez  per  niznt. This index corrects for netting intensity and
3llows a comparison between years and between sites.

Judicious placement of nets near the NWA sign shows where
the owls are apparently forced against the north shore as Lthey
£1y westwards. It is here the nighest Index results. Sites in
Th have defined the entry point into Traverse which is from
over~land rather than from over water. Cedar Woods produced the
greatest number of owls and the catch pattern here 1is consistent
with previcus years as half were caught heading east and half
heading west. It seems to be a major intersection for oWl move-
ment and a site from which hunting seems to occur.



Table 2. Saw-whet Owl Index 1980 - Owls Per 1000 Square Metres
of Net Per Hight

Site (# of Saw-whet Owls caught}
A11 sites 13.1 (198)
Cedar Woods g.30 (197)
Traverse (TR} 148.0 (109)
Traverse (TA) 15.5 (123)
WA sign 18.4 57
former church 1.0 {43
other sites - 8

Lge Group

AHY {all sites) 3.57
HY (all sites) .50

Shown in Table 3 is the Index for each year since 1976 for
the control szites{i.e. net sites used year to year)h The 1980 In-
dex fits the theory advanced that the adult index remains rela-
tively constant (3.3 to U4.7) whereas that for first year birds
undergoes great fluctuation (Weir, Cooke, Edwards and Stewart
1G80). In both 1977 and 1980, the record years for the cateh, it
is the hatching yvear birds that have raised the totals.

Table 3. Saw-whet 0wl Index 1976 - 1GRQ¥

1976 1977 1978 1979 1980
AHY 1.7 3.3 3.6 3.8 3.0
HY 4.7 7.9 2.4 Bt 8.3
11 owls 9.4 11.2 6.0 7.7 11.7
# owls per 1000 square metres of net per night, control sites,

Cedar Woods and Traverse only.

The Saw-whet 0wl project continues to generate tremendous
enthusiasm, In addition to the 11 banders who spent one or more
nights on duty, there were 61 workers who helped. Several field
trips were alsc made to view the work and included the Kingston
Junior Naturalists, Brownies, Girl Guides, Scouts, FON and Mac-
Donald College Students. Some B4 visitors signed in, some of
whom came from Toronto, Ottawa and Montreal., The great success
of the project was also accompanied by some sadness. The Nation-
al Film Board and Jacques Cousteau Research Team had arranged
with the KFN to film aspects of the Saw-whet Owl work at PEPt.
Because of the tragic drowning death of one of the divers from
*Calypso™ at False Ducks Islands, PEPt, their filming schedule
had to be altered.

11






Returns 1976 - 80

H.R. Quilliam'

Fred Cooke (1979) pointed out that birds recaptured at the
Point in subsequent vyears after banding are almost certainly
birds that are breeding species there, the only exception being
the migrant Saw-whet Owl. In 1980 he considered all species that
had been recaptured one to four years later and found this still
to be the case {(Cooke 1980). Records of birds that returned in
1980 substantiate his findings. A few new species are added to
the 1ist of returnees and some changes in the rate of return are
noted briefly below. Returns of American Robins and Yellow War-
blers are treated separately later in this issue. Omitted are
those species for which there were no returns in 1980: Kingfish-
er, Common Flicker, Rough-winged Swallow, Brown Thrasher, Red-
eyed Vireo, Eastern Meadowlark, Common Grackle.

Hairy Woodpecker. Only one bird, a male, has been recaptured out
of 28 banded (2.3%) but this bird, an adult when banded, was
caught four years after initial banding.

Downy Woodpecker. The hatceh year male banded in 1978 listed in
Cooke ({op.clt.) returned again in April 1980. Woodpeckers re-
caught in subsequent years, as well as being probable nesters at
the Point, may also be year-round residents.

Eastern Kingbird. There are now 15 returned Eastern Kingbirds or
5.7% of 294 banded to 1980 with 12 returned after one year, one
after 2 years, and 2 after 3 years. One of the latter has come
back each year and been retrapped wmany times during the summers -
a male, taken eifther in the annex or cedar woods. In 1978 1its
nest was found in July in the annex.

Great Crested Flycatcher. Recaptures of this species were low in
1680, only one new one and one banded 3 years previously already
in Cooke's 1ist (op.cit.). The new bird banded one year previ-
ously was an adult HBird as have been all those noted by Cooke, 7
returnees (10.3%) out of 67 originally banded. No nest has been
found to date.

[.161 Willingdorn Avenue, Kingston, Ontario. K7L U4H9




Eastern Wood Pewee. None of the pewees listed by Cooke (op.cit.)
returned in 1980 and there was only one new one from 1§79, It
was obviously a summer resident, probably a nester since it was
first caught 5% June 1980 and again 14 August. Altogether 328
have been banded with 5 returned (1.5%).

Barn Swallow. Despite the low numbers banded in 1980, 12 only, a
further 5 were caught as returnees from 1979. All were adults at
time of banding and 21l but one listed as male, the fifth being
listed as unknown sex. This high rate of returned males is most
significant and needs further study particularly in the light of
findings by Cooke (op.cit.) in this respect.

Black-capped Chickadee. Of the 710 chickadees from PEPL, we now
Have a second returned bird that obviously nested there. Banded
ag a HY 4 on 11 July 1979 it was retrapped there 5 times up to
20th Oct It was one of the first birds when nets were opened 27
April 3nd it repeated throughout the spring, summer and autumn
through October 16, 1980,

N

Two chickadees cut of % banded by Fred Cookes in Kingston on &
Oct 1879 made it through the winter there. One was csaught alive
and released by Ron Wypkema, 14 March 1980, and the other hit a
window within one km of the banding site, 26 March 1980,

House Wren. House Wrensg are known to nest at the Point but  the
FITSE Bird to return after one year was not netted urntil 1980
(0.5%% out of 18% banded, a very low rate of return.

Grey Catbird. Only 2 were recaptured in 1980, making a total of
B returned ocutof 597 banded (0.7%). One of those retrapped in
19880 had been banded 3 years before.

Y Redstart. With the addition of only 3 returning
“ed<tawt@ cut of a total of 1326 banded up to 1980, their status
has not changed (op.cit.}, i.e. some redstarts remain to nest at
the Point but most are only passing through. One of the retur-
nees had been banded 2 years before.

Bobolink. This species is not trapped very often. Only 64 have
heen banded and of these only one has returned a second year
{1.6%). This male bird, banded in Aug 1979 was caught with a fe-
male 1in the same net, June 1980. The species of course is known
to nest at the Point.

Red-winged Blackbird. To the 13 returns listed at the end of
1679 {op.cit.) there are 4 more to be added from 1980. Of these,
? were banded as after second year (ASY) males, one as ASY female
and the U4th a male of unknown age. With no sure return of any
young males, the suggestion made by Cooke (op cit.) that further
study here 1is deserved is even more imporEant.” The rate of re-
turn is 2.9% -~ 17 birds out of 589 banded.

14



Northern Oriole. Judging by the identification of returning
birds, orioles in 1980 were still giving us trouble in ageing and
sexing. The rate of return is still fairly high with a total of
17 birds returning for one year or more out of 523 banded (3.3%).
We need to understand their plumages better in order to draw any
conclusions on the basis of sex or age in returning birds.

Brown-headed Cowbird. The added results from 1980 continue to
Support Cooke's findings (op.cit.), with 13 returns (9.2%) of 141
birds banded. Of these 3 returned 2 years later and one 3 years
later. 8.5% of the males returned, 11.7% of the females and one
of those banded as a nestling with sex unknown was found to be a
male.

American Goldfinch. American Goldfinces continue  returning in
604 THUMDAr S, Twenty-nine have now been recaptured out of 458
banded at PEPt or 6.3% - a high return rate

Savannah Sparrow. There are now U returns out of 131 birds band-
ed LA Orie of these has been retrapped 3 years and another 2
years.

Chipping Sparrow. The first returns of this species did not oc-
Sur untiil T980. Three birds out of a total of 158 banded (1.9%)
is not a very high rate of return. All were recaptures from 1979
only.

Song Sparrow. The & more returns in 1980 making 10 out of 555
Sanded (1,84} still shows a lower rate of return than the Savan-
nah Sparrow. The new returns were of one year only.

Discussion. The study of birds returning in subsequent years
after banding should help us to understand many things - one, the
proportion of breeding birds to migrants in a particular species
and two, the proportion of nesting birds that return to the same
place to nest again. Alsc returns may show, if samples are large
enough, whether there are measurable differences in age and sex
of birds returning to previous nest sites. These problems have
been tackled in the more complete papers on American Robins and
Yellow Warblers that follow. Studies of this nature could be
pursued on some of the above species. We have one more piece of
information at our disposal that possibly could be used to sup-
plement the facts we already have - the records of individual
birds of species known to be nesting at the Point, members of
which are being caught time after time in the summer of the same
year, These records in conjunction with nesting records should
help in determining the proportion of migrants to summer
residents.

References
Tooke, Fred. 1979 - Returns 1978. Blue Bill 26:10-13.
1980 - Returns 1976-1979. Bive Rill 27:1G6-24.
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Recoveries and Foreign Retraps

Ron Weir!

The following list contsinsg a summary of the recoveries (123
and foreign retraps ({(3) received since the Fifth Annual Report
appeared in February 1980. It excludes waterfowl.

A Recovery 1s 2 bird banded under the PF ot Observatory Per-
mit that was found dead or killed and reportad to the Bird Bandw
ing Office of CWS, X Foreign Retrap is a bird capbtured and
released alive in a different 10-minute block from that where it
was originally banded. It also includes birds banded elsevhere
and captured under the PEPL permit.

Returns and repeats are excluded from the table below. A
iz a bird recaptured and released alive in the same
10-minute block where it was originally banded more than 90 days
previously. A Repeat is a bird recaptured and released alive in
the same 10-minute 510ck where original banding ooourred wWithin
90 days.

The folliowing codes from the Bird Banding Manual are used in the
table:

Sex How obtained
HY - year ¥ - male 00 < found dead
AHY - hateh year F -~ female 01 -~ shot
Lo (nestling) U - unk. 43 - dead
U - unknown G4 - caught in (non-banding)
trap

12 - caught by ecat
Column 7 - approximate distances 13 - flew into stationary object
between banding and recovery si- 14 - struck by car
tes in kmimiles) and direction. 20 - caught due to disease
Column 8 -~ how obtained code. 89 - trapped at snother banding
station

oo ———.

264 Elmwood Street, Kingston, Ontarioc. K7M 2Y8
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Band No. Date

Date

RECOVERY

Location

> almated Sandpiner
121108202 0y 0 T 158ur79

swaesu-~ag Gull

GH-06026 L0 22Jun78
Oz 13536 LU 25Jun’79
@Qz; 3843 1LY 25JunTg
TOU-13656 1, U 25Jun’79
TOH-1367% LU 25JunR0

Saw-whet Owl
FIT.OEEY8 T HHY ¥ gsazmQ@
S5T4-14451  AHY F 280080
Blue Jay

BI74WTHL oy oy 150et77
Golden-crowned Kingl
TTO-21708 AAY ¥ i858 pr78
Cedar Waxwing

TETTZ0RET7T 0T HBAug79
Hoges-br ted Grosbeak
THT-27TT N HY M Sdun77
Chipping Sparrvow
152004005 AHY U 12May80

olden-crowned XHSﬁwma

Avo 02007 UF 205ep79
:u White Warbler
Fo2MMayT7

Yellow-runped ms<x

Pigeon 1
Pigeon I
Pigeon 1.
P it

T

15hugd0

16NnvE0

Pt - MayT9
PEPL 12May 79
ViAugTo

PEPL 11JulBO

PEPL

Meadville
Pa.

‘bler

T5T0~52057 Y ¢

Kiptopeke SMay80
Va,

nr.Georgetown,
Guyana

dontreal ,P. Q.
nr.dacksonvilie,
Milford, Del.
Salisbury Md,
nr.Dswego N Y.,

Bethany Ont.

Bowmanville, Ont.

Chicoutimi,P.Q,

JMontreal , PLQ,

(CAHY )

=
s

320{200)NE
1600(1000)5
600(375)3E
850 (405)8E

60(40)88E

TO0 (1000w
135(85)WSW

TOO(HUOINNE

FUO(210)NE

220(140)S58E

100603133

190 (120 NNE

385(280)84W

760 (475)3
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House Finches

H. R. Quilliam'

Hot since the advent of the House Sparrow and the Starling

as there been such an excellent chance to study the expansion of
irely new and foreign to Hortheastern HNorth America.

ha new 3rriv5}5 House Fineh (Carpodacus mexicanus) is a species
ich has the potential of becoming a common to very common
Although new bird, the Cattle Egret, in its
b America, reached our district and

almost cert m*ﬂ;g it will never becoms as common nor s
observed as the House Finch because essentially it is a2
of warmer climes and a bird of specialized nest ing habi-

acocount &
area £
s

£

on March

2, Moo

om up to

the same

gle male

Rae re-

t Prince

in Viectoria Ward
By July it was
te  my garden.
to visit Betby
flock coming
rid of =
: eeding
i R & were feeﬂlwg . birds on
College . and on July I noted a pair feeding 3 vyoung with
the male taking time out to court a female that was soliciting
his attention.

ntario. K7L 4HG

61 Willingdon Avenue, Kingston,



In order to try to find out just how many birds were in the
immediate neighbourhood, a net was set up in my backyard and the
first bird, a female with an active brood patch, was banded fol-
lowed by a further 26 birds through Sept 18. There were still at
least 5 unbanded birds coming to my feeder so the banding had
provided a lower limit to the numbers in the neighbourhood.

Looking back over the records and considering the 15 birds
seen at PEPt in April and given the fact that only single birds
had been seen up to 1980, it would seem fair to assume that a
breeding stock had come in from outside and alsoc that these birds
had bred successfully here. Ages and numbers of birds banded are
ag follows:

AHY HY U Total
M 5 0 0 5
F 8 3 0 11
U 0 ) 2 1
13 12 2 27

The hatch year birds were proof positive that nesting had
taken place there, particularly as some of them were still young
encugh Lo be begging food from adults. As early as the 29th of
Mareh, Bob Stewart saw one male displaying to a female and a
second male bringing food to the same female.

Apart from giving an indication of the size of the flock and
its disperssl, by early August it was apparent that some birds
were moulting. Because I was able to trap a number of birds a
second time, it was possible to chart the progress. The sequence
of moult was found to follow the wusual pattern in passerine
species - remiges moulted one at a time in each wing, primaries
first and then secondaries, and rectrices being replaced a2 pair
at a time Dbeginning with the central pair when secondaries had
begun their moult. Dwight (1300) estimated the time for accom-
plishment of the full moult to be from four to eight weeks.

Whereas I did not net any bird at the first onset of mocult
nor one that had completely finished there were two particularly
good examples of progress being made from which one could at
least estimate time needed for a complete moult:

890-55208 banded Aug. 2, AHY M 1st primary was a fully grown new
feather, 2nd was 2/3 grown, 3rd was 1/3 grown and remaining
primaries old feathers. On Sept. 15 all primaries were new
except 8th and Gth which were 2/3 and 1/3 grown respectively.
Moult of secondaries was about half complete. Six weeks had
elapsed.

(890-55224, banded on Sept. 15, AHY F, was also at exactly the
same stage as the above.)
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890-55211 banded Aug. 8, AHY F, 1ist primary between 1/3 to 2/3
grown; 2nd was 1/3 grown and remaining primaries old Feathars.
On Sept. 18, secondaries were moulting. Tall completely new
except for outer pair of rectrices which were 1/3 2YOWnh .

In both examples about six weeks had elapsed between original
capture and recapture with moult in both cases having begun a few
days earlier and not quite complete at time of second caplture.

Ho moult was noted on the first bird banded on Juiy 2 and
on July 27 when the second bird was caught it was seen th
central rectrices were missing but I did not see any obthe sign
of moulting. As late as Sept. 18 when this bird was retrapped
tail feathers were still in moult. Tt was Just  finishing
moult  of primary feathers and secondariss were about
renewed. Hormally a moult does not  start  until s
after the oprimaries ve Deen almost oampaéteky reﬂewed

ectrices noted when & First netted may have beey
ntal and not the cult,

nob ﬁsﬁp on all moulting birds on

ely, but from the birds

% in this flock wis bew

beginning of Avgust and was being
v i =
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are taken at all
ully fledged voung in

tions on food except for sunflower seeds thatb
sealons which were being fed to the [
July and

The above authors also found that on Lo
popul inereased quickly but fairly 3
which it stabilised. Bent (1968) notes that

a

year commonly
onset of cold weather

{

species raises two Tbroods
e

N

It seemed that only with !

cease. There were examples of nests being started in Dec. and
Jan. In Kingston, we were seeing courtship display from as ear-
1y as the end of March to as late as September.

But if ponqutzpﬂ St8J1115€S in a certain locality, given
this 'high rate of reproduction, then obviously excess population
must Tan out further afield The influx here at the beginning of
1380 mav be the result of populations levelling off elsewhere.
Therfore furf ver banding will be of use in determining the rate

of here and at what point this population reaches its
pe sther it becomes a competitor with any other species,
the most probable one being the House Sparrow, 135 another point
to be defermined. Elliot and Arbiv ({op.cit.), however, found
that Long fsland it was not competing with any other species
for ting space. We alsoc may learn more aboub food habits here
ans first nast is yet Lo be found,

American Cardinals,
Sparrows and Allies.

Dwight, J.Jr.
quence  of

York.
Eiliot J.J4. and R.S. Arbib. 1653, Auk 70: 31-37. Origins and
status of MHouse Finch in the eastern U.S.

and H.R., Quilliam. 1980, Supplement to History of
f Kingston. Specisal ication, KFHN. 40 pp.




Yellow Warblers: Nest Biology

and Philopatry

Carol Lywood'

Introduction and Purposes.

The Yellow Warbler {Dendroica petechia) is a common breeder
in the loecality of pEP-NWE. Large numbers of Yellow Warblers
pass through the area in their spring and fall migrations. The
bird banding oprograms carried out at the Point during the last
few years have therefore resulted in ths capture and Dbanding of
large numbers of this species, My work involved the study of
some aspects of Lhe nesting biology of Yellow Warblers in the
ares  and an examimation of the banding-recapture data to gee if
birds hatched would return te their natal ares to nest. This
tendency to return to a previously wsed ares is a phenomsenon
called philopatry.

Mathods and Results,

A} Hesting Biology. Searches for nests in bhe HWA Wers car-
ried oul betwesen late May and late July. Most parts of the ares
were coversd subject to bime limitstions dus to my work duties
there. A11 nests found were marked with flagging tape. Dats
recorded for nestz included the height and location of the nest,
the number of Yellow Warbler and/or Brown-headed Cowbird eggs or
young, and the presence of parents, Taenty~one nests werse found
and  two used nests found later in the season. Information col-
lected from these nests was compared with dats from the 30 Yellow
Harbler nests found in the 1979 season and tne 15 nests found in
1978,

The fewer nests found in 1980 compared with 1979 could be
partly due to the spring drought in the area which led to the
wilting of many Spirea bushesz, one of the favourite nesting loosg-
tions for Yellow Warblers,

l.Box 831, Kingston, Ontazrio. K7L 4¥6
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(1) Success of Nests. Table 1 showus the outcome of the Yellow
Warbler nests found at PEPt in 1980, 1979 and 1978. At first
it appears that in 1980 there was a much higher rate of nest
failure than in earlier years, but it is hard to make a defin-
ite statement because in 1979 and 1978, 57% and U40% of the
nests respectively had an unknown outcome. What can really be
stated is that of all the Yellow Warbler nests with a known
sutcome, only about one quarter were successful {(i.e., had
young that fledged). This gives a rough estimate of a 25%
success rate for Yellow Warbler nests at the Point. More com-
plete nesting records are needed before any more definite con-
siusions can be made.

{11} Brown-headed Cowbird parasitism. In 1980, 7 out of 21

ssts (33%) were parasitized by cowbirds. In 3 (43%9) of these
nests, cowbirds were slso hatched successfully (2 of the nests
contained hnost eggs which also natched successfully and one
sontained just the cowbird). Cowpirds riedged successfully
from 2 (28.5%) nests (one containing nost birds that also
fledged and one containing only the coubird). In & (57%)
nests the cowbird eggs faitled {2 nests containing nost  eggs
which also failed asnd 2 containing only cowbird eggsy. In one
nest the success of the cowbird young wWas unknown .

The 1980 rate of parasitism of 33% compares with 1979 33%
and 1978 53%. Combining 1978-1980, 25 out sf the 66 nests
(287 found were parasitized. of all the parasitized nests
found, 20 contained 1 egg and 5 contained 2 eggs. In & of the
28 nasts found cowbirds were successfully hatched (28%). Six
sf these nests contained only one cowbird. In 5 of the total
the host eggs hatched successfully and one nest canbained only
the cowbird. In 5 of the total the host eggs hatched but the
sowbirds failed (20%). In 3 nests cowbirds successfully
fledged (12%3. Twe of these nests contained host birds which
aiso fiedged successfully and 1 nest contained just the
cowbird. mere were H nests where host young fiedged but the
sowbirds failed (16%). Two nests which contained only
cowbirds failed (8%). Tt is hard to tell whether these two
nests could have contained host sffspring that fledged before
the nest was discovered. There were g nests where the outcome
of the cowbird offspring was unknown (35%7.

1+ seems that about 1/3 of 211 Yellow Warbler mnests at
the Point are parasitized by the cowbird, which seems a high
rate. Cowbirds were hatched succegsfully in 28% of the nests
and fledged successfully from 12% of the nests. This shows
that substantial energy is being expended by host Yellow War-
bilers to raise cowbirds at the expense of their own young. It
will be interesting to continue following the effects of
cowbird parasitism on Yellow Warbler nests at the Point, since
they are one of the most common victims of this parasite (Bent
1963).
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NUMBER OF NESTS

EGGS FOUNG ENGWN CUTCOME
HATCHED FLEDGED FALURE UNENOWN

YEAR NEST TOTAL

@80 21 ¥ 4 (9%) 3 {w%) 1 {57%) 7 {33%;
874G 30 {10} 14 {47%) 7 {23%; € (23%) 7 {57%)
578 5 (8] & (53%) 4 {27%) 5 (33%) & (40%)

* NUMBER W PARENTRESES i THE NUMBER OF NESTS PARSSINZED BY BROWH - BEADED COWENGS

TABLE © YELLOW WARBLER NEST SUCCESS 1978 - 1980

) 880 ©73 078 COMBRED
LOCATION s
Ve | % ISt w1 ow RN %
7 304 a 267 - - i 224
(SPIREAY 4 74 5 w7 2 @3 " ®.4
4 74 % ®7 H %3 Bl 6.4
¢ 4 z 87 & 429 S B4
JUNPER 1 44 2 &7 H 7 4 &0
LILAD 2 87 - o - - 2 36
APPLE TREE 1 44 - . - - 1 1%
SHOWEERRY t 44 - - - - 1 15
WILLOW - - H 33 . - 1 15
RASPRERRY - - i a3 - - + 5
SERVICEBERRY - - 1 33 - - 1 s
HAWTHORN - - t - - 1 15
UNERNOWN SHRUB 2 37 4 33 3 214 El 5.4
OF BUSH

TABLE 20 THE DISTRBUTION GF LOCATIONS OF YELLOW WARBLER NESTS 1©78-1960

{111y Cluteh Size of Yellow Warbler Hests. The distribubtion
sf eluteh sizes for nests found at the Point in 1978, 1979 and
1980 have been combined and gpresented in Figure 1, Those
nests found without eggs were not included. In each of the
three years the most frequent clutch size foung was 4 eggs.
Some 47.3% of all nests found contained 4 eggs; 16.4% con-
tained 5 eggs:; 12.7%, 2 eggs; 10.9%, 1 egg; and 1.8%, & eggs.
These results agree with Bent {op.cit.}y, who found that four
or five eggs made up the usual cluteh size for the Eastern
Yellow Warbler.

(iv) Mest Heights. The distributions of the heights of Yellow
Warbler nests found in 1978, 1979 and 1980 are combined in
Figure 2. Some 31.3% of the nests were found at 3 feet and
average height of Yellow Warbler nests found at the Point is
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3.5 feet, excluding one at 12 feet in 1980, Most of the nests
are in the 2.5 foot range and extremes were at 0.5 feet
{snowberry bush) and 12 feet (lilas)

§v> Location of HNests. Table 2 shows the distributi
locations where Yellow Warbler nests were found in 1
1678 and the three years combined.

In 1979 and 1980 the largest percentages of nests were lo-
cated in  dogwood, whereas in 1978 most nests were locatsd in
cedar. Over the vears many parts of the wildlife area have
been growing over providing more scrubby areas, especially of
dogwood, prickly ash and meadowsweet, thereby providing ideal
nesting habitat for this species. Comb_ulng data for 3 years
{a total o; A7 nests) the most pG?JLar nesting location was in
dogwood 22489 of neste), followed by meadowsweet and prickly
ash at ?6.4% in each.

ons of the
980, 1979,

(BY Colour Banding. Colour banding of adult Yellow Warblers
caught in t refs was carried out in order to identify individu-
al birds in the field. It was alsc hoped that this would ald in
the identifiestion of any parents seen at the nests. BSeveral
colour banded birds were recaptured but unfortunatelv only seven
colour banded birds were sighted. It is possible that many of
the birds colos banded were just migrants passing through the
ares e a also set in locations where Yellow Warblers were
Ko wt ng but unfortunately none was caught at these
sites :olour banded Yellow Warblers are listed in Table
3. AL rds were found in circumstances that suggest%d
nests  or  young nearby. The first two were an obviocusly mate
pair zle birds were accompanisd by fe s  that mlaﬁt
nave v mates, one banded and one unbanded.

Four of the colour banded birds sighted were birds that had
been banded in  the area in previous years, 2 in 1979 and 1 in

1977.  Two of Lh% 1974 rds  were banded as HY birds. The
behaviour shown by the birds and the fact that they were sighted
in the area in mid-June to esarly July means they were likely 1o-
cal birds nesting in the area. These data present evidence that
some Yellow Warblers will return to the same area to nest year
after vyear and that birds hatched in the area will return to it
to nest.

About 185 Yellow Warblers were colour banded in all. It is
hoped that some of the colour bands will last until next season
so that even if many birds were migrants, they may be spotted and
identified even if they are only passing through.

(C) Yellow Warbler Recaptures. Each year since 1975, pro-
gressively more Yellow Warblers have been banded at the Point.
The Yellow Warbler population there may start to increase as soon
as the area grows over with more suitable nesting habitat for the

2

~i




T I BANDEL AS

BAND WNUMBER | DATE BANDED ACE TEX
45G-18836 AHY M
B0 4772 AHY F
B 18358 AHY L JNE B JUNE 23
B20-05460 BO/G5/24 AHY M JUNE 23
WIC-22153 THIO8/0Y HY i JUNE 23
2004973 BO/OS/22 Ay £ JULY &
B10-21880 79/07/2% HY U Sy n

AHY - AFTER HATCH YEAR BRO M

HY - HATCH YEAR BRD Fo

TABLE 3 DENTIFICATION OF COLOUR BANDED YELLOW WAHBLERS
SIGHTED AT THE POINT

BANDED % 1 vR RECAPTURED YEARS LATER
375 87 BT 1878 LATER PR ]
12 77 413 823 3.2 5 N -} g 1

TABLE 4 BANDING AND RECAPTURE TOTALE FOR YELLOW WARBLERS 175 - 080
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Of the 1980 recaptured birds that were sexed, 16 were fe-
males and 18 were males, which is very close to a 1:1 ratio,
However, in an earlier report Blue Bill Supplement 27:19-23)
looking at recaptures from 1976-7979, it was found that for re
captured birds that were sexed, there were 30 males to 15 fe-
males, which was a significant departure from a 1:1 ratio. If
the 1980 recaptures are added to the earlier cnes, there would be
48 males to 31 females. This is also a significant departure
from a 1:1 ratio (X?=3.66, p<0.01). This suggests that more
males than females return to the same area to nest. Tt is diffi-
cult to make a definite Statement until more of the Yellow War -

lers can be sexed when originally banded. 1If more males than
females were originally banded, one might expect a larger percen-
tage of male recaptures.

Conclusions

Prince Edward Point National Wildlife Area provides an ideal
habitat for the Yellow Warbler. Many sections of the area are in
a stage of succession that more suitable nesting habitat is
becoming available for the birds. This may lead to an increase
in the Yellow Warbler population of the area. Evidence has been
presented to show that some birds return to the area to nest in
subsequent years. Information about where the birds nest in the
NWA  and their nesting success are important in showing how habi-
tat changes will affect their population.
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Bent, A.C. 1963. Life Histories of North American VWood VWar-
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167.
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American Robins: Philopatry

and Breeding Success

Joanne Dean’
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1979 season, 645 robins had been banded
ed one year later (10.81). Of the 487
trough 1978 inelusive, 156 robins had
{3.3%7). Five of the 333 robins banded
¢ £ easson had returned three years later
4 one of the G0 robins banded by the end of the 1976
returned four vears later (1.1%). From these rela-
gh return rates it can be inferred that these birds et-
n o fidelity. Overall 17.4% of the adults have returned
ing year (49 out of 282 banded) and 15.1% of the hatch
i7 out of the 1172 banded including nestlingsy. In
72 of the 120 male robins which were banded, 12.1% of
the :?& females and 134.2% of the 38 unsexed adult robzns have re-

s
4

Prince Fdward Point Observatory, Kingston Field Naturalists, P.O.
Box 8731, Kingston, Ontario. K7L UHYX6
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turned in following years,
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damper areas. Assocciated with this is a concentration of
nesting  robins, especislly in  the woods mdfrod 1ding the cedar
woods banding station. The exact reasons for a econcentra-
tion are unknown. The area does supply thi rowth fv the
young and the adjoining field is drier ear =] r han
other fields in the area.

(3

The breeding pericd of the robin was 3plit into 5 S@Gtiﬂﬁs:
April-May, May-May, Mav.June, June , June-Jjuly, depending on
w&en nests were bLegun. Over the sgesson g progreszive inecrease in
the use of deciduocus tress as nest sites was observed and corree
lated with this was 3 generszl increase in the heights of the
nests  {figure 2}. In coniferous trees, 93% of the nests were
found 2t heights of 10 fi. or less whersas in deciduous trees the
nests  ocould be found more or less st any height {(figure 3. The
norease in heights of the nests seems o be 2 reflsction of the
height of the trees used, as deciduous trees are generally taller
than the coniferous trees in this particular ares. Knupp (19773
alss  found that robins tended to nest in higher deciduocus trees
than in conifers but found that overall ratios of nest
height/tree height were the same in conifers and deciducus trses
suggesting that robins tended to ne: the middle of trees., I
this study, irrespective of tree i the nest heights seemed
to incrsase over the seasons.

The heights of the nest could alsc be reflections of the
epver afforded by the tree and the potential predators of the
nest. In April, before the bulk of the spring migration, the
predators probably  appear to be fe pber and have probably
not developed a search image for nes ¢ thia time robins
place their nests slimost snywhere. ulk of the spring
migration moving through in May, the g

mostly aerial and the robins nest low
cover, namely the conifercus trees, sz
not in full leaf. Towards the end of
and the aerial predators have probably
lowing the robins to use the deciduous tre
probably comes more from mammals and r%ptiies than Dbirds.
is all speculation as to date there seems to be no known reason
as to why a bird chooses a specific nest site.

4 comparison of nesting success of the robin in 1979 and
1980 vields similar results (Table 13. Young (1955} also found
them aboubt the same in his three-year study. The average clutch
size is 3.3 and average number of fledglings per successful nest
is 7.%5. It can be seen that if the eggs in a robin's nest hatch,
the chances of their fledging is high. If a robin's nest suffers
predation, it is more advantageous for a second attempt to be
successful when the nest failed 1in the earliest stages. It
should he noted that these numbers may be biased towards a high
success rate since only nests with known contents are included
and some of the nests were found at a stage when they had already
been successful for a long period of fime and not when just ini-
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© from Young (1955), HO-NEE-UM DATA
TABLE 1 ROBIN NESTING DATA
tiated.

In the 1979 and 1980 seasons bhere was an increase in the
percent of nests in which the eggs hatched and the young fledged
towards the end of the season (figure 4y, In May in the 1879
season the percent of successful nests was a Lot higher than it
was in 1980. This appears to be reflected in the pattern of cap-
ture of HY robins in the ©banding data (figure 5)., 1In 1980
although very few HY birds were caught, probably because panding
took place for only three hours 3 day as compared with 8 hours in
previous years, most of the HY birds were caught at the end of
July just after the peak of nesting success. In the 187G season
there were two periods when lots of HY birds were caught, one at
the end of June and the beginning of July and the other at the
peginning of August. These appear to correlate well with the
times when the nestlings would have fledged from the successful
nests as it takes about a month for the young to fledge once the
nest has been initiated. If one extrapolates back to 1977 and
1978 it appears that in 1978 the earlier nests were more success-
ful than the later nests and in 1977 the reverse appears to have
peen true. As to why the timing of the success of the nest
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UNUSUAL RECORDS OF BIRDS FOR

ONTARIO'S RAINY RIVER DISTRICT

John Lamey'

The purpose of this paper is ta document the ococurrence of
fiye species of birds in Ontario's Rainy River District. A11 of
these species have prairie affinities and are very rare in On-
tario. Three of the records are provincial firsts.

3, 1980, 1 observed = male Sprague's Pipit (Anthus

y singing over a large pasture, about 2 km north-edst ol
The Town of Rainy River. The next day two Sprague's Pipits were
singing over the same pasture. On July %, the author and A. Gray
flushed two birds from the grass in the same location. The white
subter tail feathers were clearly visible as was the thin bill of
each bird. One of these birds sang sverhead for about twenty-
five minutes. A&s we flushed the birds together and they showed
no aggressive behaviour towards each other, we felt the second
pipit was a female. We were unable to find a nest.

O July 6, A. Gray, B. Duacan, W. Wilson and the author ob-
servad three Sprague’s Pipits in the vicinity of the pasture.
Two of these were singing males with the third probably the fe-
male. The third pipit was well observed from a distance of about
20 m as it crept through the grass. The thin beak, flesh
soloured legs, streaked back and crown and the streaking on the
underparts were clearly seen.

T opserved one or more of these Sprague's Pipits daily until
July 10, by which time their singing had become infrequent. In
addition, 1 found another singing male Sprague's pipit on July 7
over a fallow field about 4 km north-east of Pinewood. Again I
found no nest., Apparently there were at least four Sprague’s Pi-
pits in the Rainy River area in July 1980.

The Ontario Ornithological Records Committee has accepted
this occurrence of Sprague's pipit in the province, on the basis
of a tape recording made of the song at the Rainy River Location,

PU————
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by J. Keenleyside. There is one hypothetical record of Sprague's
Pipit, for Kent County, November 1973 (James et al; 1976).

Although no nest was discovered, it seems likely that
Sprague's Pipit nested in south-western Rainy River District dur-
ing the summer of 1980.

Two first Ontario nesting records were established during
July 1980, in the same general area.

On July 1, 1980, I observed a pair of adult American Avocets
(Recurvirostra americana) on the landward side of Sable Island
which 1s an island in the south-east part of the Lake-of-the-
Woods. Their behaviour suggested the presence of either a nest
or young. I soon discovered three flightless young Avocets,
They were very capable swimmers and I was unable to catch one. I
again located the young Avocets on July 2. On this date I caught
. one young bird and was able to examine its partly-webbed blue

feet and slightly upturned bill.

Figure 1: Flightless young Avocet
(Recurvirostra americana) caught at Sable Is-
land, Take-of-the-Woods, July 6, 1980. Pho-
tograph by Bill Wilson.
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On July 6, the author in the company of A. Gray, B. Duncan
and W. Wilson caught a young bird again. W. Wilson took excel-
lent photographs of the bird (see Figure 1). These clearly show
that its flight feathers had not broken through their sheaths.
These photographs confirm this as the first Ontario nesting
record of the American Avocet.

On July 4, 1980, the author found five American Magpies
(Pica pica) in a small pateh of aspen woodland about 10 km
north-east of Rainy River. At least two of these birds appeared
to be young of the year. They had short tails and were chasing
the adults, begging unsuccessfully for food.

On July &, the author, A. Gray, B. Duncan and W. Wilson
discovered four nests in the woodlot (see Figure 2). Each of
them was made of sticks and had the sharacteristic dome of the
Magpie’s nest. One nest contained considerable mud. This is ap-
parently also a feature of Magpie’s nests (Harrison: 1978).
Hone was occupied by Magpies., Two young tong-eared Owls (Asio
otus) were, however, in cne of them. Possibly Magpies used this
particular nest last year, though it may have Deen vacated early
this year. W. Wilson obtained photographs of the nests. This
record constitutes the first proof of rheir nesting in the pro-
vince. On July 9, the author found seven American Magpies, 1in-
cluding at least three young birds, in the same woodlotb.

T made two further sightings of prairie birds. However, no
material evidence was obtained for either of these. On July 8,
14980, 1 saw a female-plumaged Chestnut~collared Longspur
{Calcarius ornatus) as it flew across the field near Pinewcod
where T had previously located the fourth of the Sprague's Pi-
pits. I clearly saw the sharacteristic tail pattern, a dark Lri-
angle with white edgings. A photograph taken on April  17-18,
1978, at Garson provided the first maberial evidence of
Chestnut-collared Longspur in  Ontarilo. (American Birds; Sep-
tember 19783,

On July 8 and 9, 1980, I observed a singing male Baird's
Sparvow (Ammadramus bairdii), as it sat on a fence beside a hay-
field. The location was about 7 km south of the town of Emo,
Kainy River District. 1 saw the ochre, median crown astripe
clearly and am very familliar with the song of the Baird's Spar-
rov. on  July 10, the field was mowed and the bird was not seen
again. Baird's Sparrow is hypothetical for Ontario with one
sight record at Toronto, May 1947 (James et alj; 1976).

A1l of the species listed in this paper breed in Western
Minnesota. (Johnsgard; 1979) and may well be one of more fre-
quent occurrence in Western Ontario than records indicate. Cer-
tainly the clearing of forest in the south-western Rainy River
District is producing considerable open country habitat that
might be attractive to prairie birds. I predict that with furth-
er ornithological field work, other exciting finds will be made
in this area.
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Figure 2: Editor of Q:B.S. at Black-billed
Magpie nest, Rainy River Distriet, July 6,
1980. Photograph by Bill Wilson.
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REVIEWS

A FIFLD GUIDE TO THE BIRDS EAST OF THE ROCKIES

- Roger Tory Peterson. A Field Guide to the Bird
Bockies., Houghton Mifflin Company, Boston, 1
£15.00 (Ciloth), $9.95 (Paper), U.S. Currency.

s
gR0. 384 page

Tn this century no single man has had such an influence on
field ornithology and bird watching as Roger peterson. His pub-
1ieation, 1n 1934, of a then novel concept of 3 book - the first
field guide, disigned for the parka pocket rather than for the
library shelf - was, directly or indirectly, responsible for the
introduction of tens of thousands of people to this science, hob-
by or sport, whichever aspect they wish to pubt upon 1t. The ori-
ginal "Field Guide to the Birds® was, by today's standards, &
pretty crude publication, itlustrated largely in monochrome with
very little diagrammatic pictures. fLater it evolved intc the ed-
itions which most of us today take into the field.

The present work, though deseribed on the title page a3  the
#Faurth Edition¥, is really a very different book from ibts prede-
cassors., It is, as it says on the cover {in large block letters])
wCompletely New!™ (This does 1ittle to enhance the aesthebtic ap-
peal of the book; T hope that when the second bprinting of this
edition occurs, and it is no loanger Completely Hew! the publish-
ers will delete this). The fourth sdition differs from the third
in s number of important aspects, almost all of them significant
improvements.

The First major change is a total reordering of the format
of the book. Tne new sdition follows the iay-out of the Golden
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Guide®" series, with the illustrations directly opposite the text,
thereby saving much thumbing through of pages. However, the most
important change lies in the faect that the book has been totally
re-iillustrated. This is thoroughly beneficial. Not only are the
new illustrations much superior to the old, being less diagram-
matic and more like the real bird, but Dr. Peterson has taken the
spportunity to include more pictures of different plumages, and
to eliminate a few annoying errors. For example, we now have
pictures of male American Goldfineh in winter plumage, and some
useful illustrations of immature or winter sparrows. The result
is that the book is much more complete as a2 guide to identifica~
tion - as, realistically, not every bird is an adult male. The
old chestnut, whereby the tan-stripe morph of the White-throated
3parrow is described as an immature while the white-.stripe is an
adult, a mistake which has been uncritically copied by MANnYy  aue
thors who should know better, has been finally laid to rest.

Another major difference from previous editions lies in the
provision of range maps. These are of excellent quality, suffi.
ciently large to be useful, with state and provineisl  boundries
marked . Pleasingly, they are also very up-towdate - for eyample,
the Pelee nesting of Chuck-Will's-Widow is marked.

Other innovations incl: otally wnew plates, of
vagrants an of introduc ikely escapes, and amall
Ywingshots® of extinct spec ge which § do feel to be
retrogrs ve 18 the aba the Westmore order for a
vaguer classification using as "ducklike and mis-

ing birds?,

In line with the new format, and the more complete 11lustra.
ions of different plumages of each species, there are now fewer,
larger pictures per page. This is excellent; not oenly are the
pages of illustrations less cluttersd and more pleasing to the
eye, but the birds larger sizs makes for more detail and more ac-
curate representation. Compare, for example, the plate of
steaked sparrows (Plate 57) in the old edition with pages 287 and
289 in the present work. 4 corollary of the new lay-cut is that
the text has had to be condensed somewhat., Part of this has been
achieved by the use of the range maps, which renders Lhe discrip-
tion of the range in the text redundant; parf by a rather severe
oruning of any excess verbiage. Comparing, at random, a few
species accounts in each edition, I do net feel that any useful
information in the old version has been omitted in the new; rathe-
er, it has been conveved more concisely.

o

-

There are criticisms that can be made of specifie points. I
would disagree with the statement that the Western Sandpiper is a
Tcommon migrant®  through the Great Lakes. The addition of
Thayer's Gull is welcome; however, only the head is illustrated,
to show the dark eye, a point which could have been dealt with in
the text, while the provision of a flight picture of this vari-
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sion as b e immature
bler remal from the
nada (Goos ems to ha
Godfrey; the bird
Ontarioc, thedly by ency, butb
Gray Part g6 . Female Wi 5 Warbl
cap (B mm 1essy, bubt are r
illustrat s on pages 2H3
levelled some of the warbl

However, these are trivial poir when the context
of the book as a W Te summarize this review in one sen-
Lence ad and away the best field guide now
avail stern North America, and stands head
and st predecessors and 1ts rivals. Roger
Tory ighth decade; but, like a good wine,
he 3

David Brewer
AND AGEING OF HOLARCTIC WADERS

- Prate ¥Marchant, and Juhani V¥ B
19 Her British Trust for Oranithology.
(F 173, lus., 17 plates (1 colourj.
Ob ¢ B , P.O. Box 481, Vermillion, South
Da 10. . inciudes postage]

Most everyone knows the diffi identifving shore-
birds. The ageing and sexing of ¥ is even harder. The
purpose of the Gulide to the Tdentification and Ageing of

S

Holarctic Waders (TRé acope of wnich is roughly the Northern Hem-
Isphere; is to present the methods for identifying, in detail,
the shorebirds covered (58% of the world's species). To this
end, the authors have included virtually every piece of informa-
tion, including geographic variations and detailed biomebtries
(measurements) for each species. 3ome of this information is
useful for  identifying birds in the field, but most facts are
useful only if the bird is hand held. That the book does not
deal with habitats or other identification techniques helpful for
distant viewing is definitely a weakness from a birder's point of
view.
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For each species, the juvenile, first winter, first summer,
adult summer, and adult winter plumages are thoroughly deseribed.
For several species, the authors have included (in additon to the
descriptions) diagrams comparing the the differences between Ju-
venile and adult birds. Inner median converts, tertials, breast
feathers, tail feathers, scapulars, primaries, under tail
coverts, primary coverts ete., are examples of what is presented
for corresctly ageing the subject bird. Also for the small
"peeps", diagrams and 2 chart detail their minute differences and
are therfore very useful. This chart would also prove useful to
the North American confronted with a shorebird not pictured in
familiar guides.

There are 34 excellent photographs in the book {mostly black
and  white) many of which are of Furasian species. These photo-
grapns enhance an otharwise thorough and ‘technical work. The
book is indeed technical, with extensive terminoclogy, but defini-
ticns are more than adequately covered in the introduction.

There are z few pitfalls Lo the book. Each subjec under
the species accounts is coded and one must refer to the introduca
tion for evaluat ions., The description of a2 breeding range 1is
very terse and vague, unlike, for example, the detail given in
the Bhorebirds of North America by Palmer, and nothing is said
about wmigration routes or wintering grounds. How many North
American readers recognize the Grey Plover, Kentish Plover, or
the Red-necked Phalarope? They sound foreign, but are, in fact,
our familiar Blackebellied Plover, Snowy Plover, and HNorthern
Phalarope. Since the content of the book, otherwise, is written
with more than European banders and birders in mind, perhaps we
can  forgive the authors for this slight ethnocentricity. Two
species appear to be missing from the boosk - Dou le~striped
Thick~knee {(recorded from fhe King Ranch, Texas) and Jacana {an
occasional breeder on the central Texas coastl. In the introduc.
tion, the authors state that vagrants and irregular bresding
species are included,

On the whole, while this book is useful to everyone to some
extent, it can be used to its best advantage by astive banders
rather than birders. Additoinally, some readers who wish to do
further technical reading will be particularly interested in the
extensive references provided (over 200).

in all, the book is a worthwhile library addition.

Alan Wormington




Requests for Information

ATLANTIC BRANT nesting i{n Northern Hudson Bay and Foxe Basin re-
gion of Canada have been banded by researchers from the Universi-
ty of Western Ontario and Canadian Wildiife Service for a study
of migration and winter distribution. Each bird carries a yellow

plastic leg band engraved with individual codes in black lebters.

Observers are reqﬂestea to record the following: date and loca=

tion of sighting teg on which band is carried, and the letter
23 2y g s

code. Additinnal remarks such as flock size, habitat, etc., ara
welcomed. lease report Lo Bird Banding Laboratory, Laurel, MD
20811,

THE WORLD WILDLIFE FUND and the #.5. Fish and Wildlife Service
have instituted a joint project to obtain all available informa-
tion on the abundance, distribution, and ecology of the Murth
American birds that migrate through or winter in the tropics. As
part of the synthesis, efforts have been made to “cntact
ressarchers with interests in or information relevant to the to-
pic. Persons with such interests who have not been contacted are
asked toe write to J.H. RAPPOLE, Dept of Zooiogy, Univ. of Geor-
gia, Athens, GA 30602.

THE MACDONALD RAPTOR RESEARCH CENTRE of McGill Univ. initiated a
Red-shouldered Hawk banding and marking project in the spring of

0 in the southwestern region of Quebec, fto determine disper-
sion, ratory movements, gnj recruitment . Birds are being
banded h red, white, biue and yellow plastic bands and stan-
dard FUWS Y Q“Sﬂrvera are 83&&@ to note the band colours and
their relati on the legs as well as the location of
the sig ng se report informaton, with name, address, and
phone no., to Bird Banding Laboratory, Laurel, MD 20817 and to
BRENDA PENAK and DAVID BIRD, Macdonald Raptor raesearch centre,

Macdonald Campus of MeGill Ur1¢e“31fy, Ste. Anne Bellevue, Quebec
HOY 1CO.

The Canadian Wildlife Service has banded 500 Common Terns
from Toronto's Leslie Street Spit and near Niagara Falls. Adult
terns have been marked with orange wing tags and immature with
pink; both have standard mebal leg bands as well as vellow plas~
tic bands having a horizontal black stripe.

Observers are asked to note the place and date of sightings,
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colour of wing tag (and, if possible, numbers and letters on ity,
and which leg carries the plastic and metal bands. Send all re-
ports to:

Dr Hans Blokpoel,

Bird Banding Office,

Canadian Wildlife Service,

Ottawa, Ontario. K1A 0E7

Manomet Bird Obsevatory and the Canadian Wildlife Service
are carrying out a joint project to elucidate the details of the
migration pattern of the Red Knot. This species is a classic
long-distance migrant which appears to have a relatively limited
population size: it ccecurs in large conecentrations in only a few
places, 1is sensitive to disturbance and has specialized food re-
quirements. t appears to be a species for which conservational
concern  should be expressed and a special study of its migration
i3 being made,

The Canadian Wildlife Service has banded Red Knot in  James
ay and the Manomet Bird Observatory has captured Knot in the
. in New Jersey in the spring, Massachusetts in the autumn and
Fiorida in the winter. Spectacular sightings of James Bay birds
have sccurred in Surinam {see HNatonal Geographic magazine, August
1979) and of Massachusetts bIrds &t the Valdez Peninsula on the
Atlantic Coast of Argentina. To follow up this work, MBO has or-
ganized fieldwork on the Valdez Peninsula in April 1981, in whieh
the CWS has collaborated, to capture and colour-mark Red Knotb as
they start their northward spring migration.

o

H

A1l observatons of Red Knot are appreciated, including those
where no colour-marked birds are recorded. Yellow/orange dye and
colour bands have been used. Sightings should be reported to:

Dr. R.I.G. Morrison,
Canadian Wildlife Service,
1725 Woodward Drive,
Ottawa, Ontario. K1A DE7
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ONTARIO BIRD BANDING

Instructions to Authors

Although emphasis is placed on material of
interest to banders, manuscripts of articles or
short notes dealing with any aspect of ornithol~
0gy are welcomed. Manuscripts should be type-
written and double-spaced. Write with precision,
clarity and economy using the active voice.
Tables and figures should be prepared on separate
sheets; do not rule tables. Never repeat the same
material in figures and tables; when either is
equally clear, a figure or graph is preferable.
Photographs should have good contrast for success-
ful reproduction. Identify figures, tables, and
photos on the back in pencil and by the same num-
ber in the space in the typescript where the item
should be placed. Type the titles on separate
papers. Refer to the list of literature cited by
author's name and year adding page only if nec-
essary from a large paper or book.

Contributors receive 25 reprints of their
articles free. Additional reprints are to be paid
for by the author and these must be ordered at
the time the manuscript is returned for proof-
reading. Information on the cost of reprints is
available from the editor.

Authorized as Second Class Mail by the Post
Office Department,Ottawa and for payment of
postage in cash.







