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THE WEST \'IRGII'\L-\ BREEDING BIRD SURVEY, 1966 
George A. Hall 

In the summer of 1966 birders from 26 states and 4 Canadian pro\'inces participated in 
a new kind of breeding bird survey sponsored by the Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife. 
That part of the country east of the :'Ilississippi River was diVided into blocks measuring 
one degree of latitude by one degree of longitude. Each block was assigned an arbitrary 
number of census routes, depending largely on themanpower available. The starting points 
for each route and the initial direction were selected from tables of random num bers, so 
that the coverage was as purely random as pOSSible. The count method consisted of driving 
25 miles from the selected starting point., stopping every half-mile for a period of three min
utes, and making a count of all birds heard and all birds seen within a distance of a quarter 
of a mile. The counts began a half-hour before sunrise and usually lasted until about 
9:00-9:30 DST. 

If enough of these counts spread randomly over much of the country can be made, some 
very interesting figures for com paring populations can be obtained. If the counts can be 
carried out for several vears o\'er the identical routes. and covered in an identical manner 
some very good estimates on population trends will 'be obtained, Since 1966 was the first 
year of the count (except that a small pilot project had been carried out in :'IIaryland and 
Delaware in 1965) the data obtained are of only limited use. 1'\ evertheless there are some 
interesting points to be discovered by analyzing the 1966 data, and the present paper con, 
cerns itself with the results 0 btained in West Virginia. 

Critiquc o/The Jlcthod 
There are several ob\'ious flaws in the method used for these counts, and those persons 

who ha\'e participated in them can point to several places where fundamental errors arise. 
Howe\'er it is not my purpose at this time to discuss these possible errors in detail. The 
results obtained are quite satisfactory for many purposes, and as long as it is recognized 
that the data have limitations certain conclusions mav be reached from them. 

The most serious limitation is that' the results -will be biased towards those species of 
birds which live in roadside situations. Thus edge species such as Indigo Buntings, Field 
Sparrows, and others will show disproportionately high figures. Those species inhabiting 
open land such as the :'IIeadowlark, Red-Winged Blackbird, and Common Grackle will 
also show high total counts. In much of wooded West Virginia the only suitable place to 
stop ones car is usually to be found near a house, and so dooryard species will have high 
counts_ On the other hand birds of the woodlands will probably show in lesser than their 
true numbers. It would appear, then, that the method will be most accurate in those states 
which are largely agricultural or suburban in which the roadsides do not differ greatIy 
from much of the surrounding land, while in more hea\-ily forested states such as West 
Virginia roadside habitats are markedly different from much of the surrounding area. 
There are also some speCial problems in hilly terrain. 

Since it is evident that the counts do not give a true picture of bird populations it will be 
appropriate to use the term "conspicuous" rather than "numerous" and to speak of the 
"conspicuousness" of a species rather than its "population". Such terms will be used in all 
of this discussion. It will be concluded tIlen that our method measures how conspiCUOUS a 
bird is and not how numerous it is. 

The Xationa! R esu!ts 
A total of 590 counts was made in the 30 states and provinces and 518,000 birds 

were listed_ This gives a result of about 880 birds counted on each 25-mile route. Each 
listening station constitutes a circle of a quarter of a mile radius, and so represents an area 
of 0.196 square miles. From these figures one can calculate til at the density of birds 
is about 90 birds per square mile. If we assume that perhaps only singing males were 
counted we could double this figure. \\1lile this calculation is far from precise it would seem 
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that this result greatIy underestimates the bird population in eastern United States. An often 
quoted figure is that there is about one pair of birds per acre which figures out to be 1280 
birds per square mile. While neither of these figures can be correct tile great difference be
tween them can hardly be due to tile lack of precision of the calculation. It would seem more 
likely that the present count method does result in a very low figure. 

The state with the largest count figurewas Virginia WitIl 1590 birds per count, followed by 
Indiana with 1310, and Ohio with 1185. Four other states had count averages better than 
1000. Table I lists the ten most conspicuous species in eastern United States with the average 
number of indiViduals per count., and the percentage of routes upon which they were found. 

nest l'iruillia Results 
A total of 20 counts was made in Wes~ Virginia. The starting points for these counts 

and the number of species on each are shown on Figure 1. It can be seen that to a certain 
extent the counts were peripheral in nature, and much of tile central and southern part of the 
state was not covered. 

A total of 108 species was listed and the total count of birds was 14,954. This gh'es an 
average count of only 748 birds per route, well below tile national average. In fact only 8 
states had a lesser figure and two otIlers had essentially the same figure. It should not be 
inferred from this that bird populations are lower in West Virginia tIJan in some other states, 
but rather these figures illustrate \-ery nicely the bias against wooded areas. It is noteworthy 
that of the 7 states haVing an average of greater tIlan 1000 birds per count three are mid
western agricultural states, and three are eastern agricultural-suburban residential states, 
In such states large numbers of SUcll species as Red-Winged Blackbirds, Grackles, Barn 
Swallows, and the !LIce are going to run the totals up. 

Table II shows the ten most conspiCUOUS birds in West Virginia in terms of indh-iduals 
per count. It is to be noted til at tile first fh-e in West Virginia are identical, altIlOugh in slight
ly different order, wi til tile first fh-e in eastern United States. Examination of the species 
im'olved again points to the factthattheseare the species which the count method will record 
in the greatest numbers. 

A more usefulcomparison til an mere conspicuousness might be what we can call "u biquity", 
that is how Widespread the species is. This can be calculated Ii-om the percentage of tile total 
stops on which the bird was recorded. Thus the 20 West Virginia counts were actually short 
census counts on 1000 little circles of a quarter mile radius. Table III shows tlle most 
ubiquitous species, and wesee the not surprising result that the species of the brush and the 
edge predominate. This simply means that a roadside count in West Virginia will make 
more stops in a brushy situation than in any other habitat. 

SpeCies IJn'o/z-cd 
A toral of 108 species was listed although tile a\-erage count had only 55. There seemed 

to be no geographical correlation in tile num ber of species listed on a particular count (See 
Fig. 1). Table 1\' shows tile distribution of species among the various counts_ The 13 
species occurring on all 20 counts were: Yellow-shaf'ted Flicker, Conimon Crow, Tufted 
Titmouse, Catbird, Robin, Starling, Yellow-breasted Chat., !-louseSparrow, Indigo Bunting, 
Goldfinch, Chipping Sparrow, Field Sparrow, and Song Sparrow. The 8 spl'Cies occuring 
on 19 counts were: Barn Swallow, Red-eyed \'ireo, Yellow Warbler, Red-Winged Blackbird, 
Common Grackle. Brown-headed Cowbird. CardinaL and Rufous-sided TO\l'llee. 

We can adopt a procedure from the plantecologists to measure I"hat is called Presence, by 
dividing the species into fi\'C classes: tIlOse occurring in 1 00-81 ~~ of tile counts may be called 
ubiqUitous; those in 80-61;;, may be called Widespread; those in 60 .. ±l~;), restricted: those 
in 40-21~~, very restricted; and those in 20-15 as local. Table \' shO\\·s the numbers of 
species in tIlese classes. This distribution II'ould appear to be biased toward the ubiquitous 
species, anotIler reflection of the count method. 
-\\'ith the exception of tile I\'oodpeckers, non-passerine species were inl-olved in such low 

numbers tllat II:e may neglect them in our discussion. It is noteworthy though that the 20 
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counts listed only 10 indh'iduals of 5 species of diurnal birds of prey, other than \'ultures. 
There were 82 passerine species listed, and a Yen' careful estimate leads to the conclusion 

that 20 additional passerines breed in West Virginia that \I.·ere not listed. Of these, 14 are 
restricted to the northern hardwoods and the spruce forests, and the other 6 are birds of 
very localized distribution. Indeed the most serious error in the counts resulted from the 
fact that the random selection procedure did not give any routes in the so-called boreal 
part of West Virginia, As a result se\'eral species were missed and se\'eral others were found 
in only low num bers. If one examines the list of Warblers recorded we find that 25 species 
were found which means that only 3 species were not listed. Howe\'er 11 of thses species fall 
in the local category giyen aboye and were listed on four counts or less. 

Conelusions 
As a result of the tlrst years counts we can make se\'eral obseryations. It would be highly 

desirable to haye more counts carried out. One of the things that can be learned from these 
counts is something about the ranges of those species which are not continously distributed 
o\'er the state. The counts in 1966 did not coyer the state sufficiently well to criye much in-

, b 

formation of this type. The species recorded seemed either to be those that \\'ere e\'ernrhere 
or those that occured in only one or two places. < 

It can be concluded from tlle figures presented above that this method probably giYCs a 
good measure of the populations of the conspicuous open and brushy habitat species, but 
that the old fashioned singing male method is more desirable for wooded habitats. Road
side counts in wooded areas would be satisfacton' if the count routes were ~elected deliber
ately rather than randomly. The present metllOd then fails to give more than an index of 
bird populations, although year to year trends in tllis index ,\"ill be of great \'alue. 

Acknolc IcdgclIIl:Ilts 
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John L. Smith, Jerie Stewart, and William L. \Yylie. 
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TABLE I 

\Yest \'irginia U nh'ersity 
:\Iorgantown, \Yest Virginia 

TE.0: :\IOST CO:\SPICUOUS BREEDI.\:G BIRD SPECIES 
I::\ EASTER.\: .\:ORTH A)'IERICA 

SpeCies A.\'g. :\0. per Route % of Routes 

Common Grackle 85 98 
Starling 83 97 
House Sparrow 82 94 
Red-winged Blackbird 80 99 
Robin 35 88 
Common Crow 28 99 
Bobwhite 25 68 
Eastern .Meadowlark 23 89 
Cardinal 22 79 
Mourning Dove 21 87 
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TABLE II 

TEN MOST CONSPICUOUS BREEDING BIRD SPECIES IN WEST VIRGmIA 

SpeCies A vg. No. per Route % of Routes 
Common Grackle 65 95 
Red-Winged Blackbird 52 95 
Starling 52 100 
House Sparrow 50 100 
Robin 38 100 
Indigo Bunting 34 100 
Common Crow 33 100 
Wood Thrush 27 90 
Cardinal 24 95 
Red-eyed Vireo 24 95 

TABLE III 

TEN ~IOST UBIQUITOUS BREEDING BIRD SPECIES IN WEST VIRGI1'HA 

SpeCies 
Indigo Bunting 
Robin 
Common Crow 
Rufous-sided Towhee 
Wood Thrush 
Song Sparrow 
Yellowtluoat 
Yellow-breasted Chat 
House Sparrow 
Starling 
Field Sparrow 

TABLE 1\' 

% of stops recorded on 
47 
38 
35 
34 
32 
31 
27 
27 
23 
21 
21 

'\:U:\illER OF SPECIES VS .\:millER OF ROUTES 

.\: umber of Routes 
20 
19 
18 
17 
16 
15 
14 
13 
12 
11 
10 
9 
8 
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.:\ umber of Species 
13 
8 
5 
3 
3 
4 
5 
2 
7 
3 
o 
3 
7 
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Fig. 

10 

Number of Routes 

7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

TABLE V 

Number of Species 

4 
2 
3 
6 
4 
6 

20 

THE "PRESENCE" OF SPECIES 

Class 
Ubiquitous 
Widespread 
Restricted 
Very restricted 
Local 

S6 

41 

51 61 
50 

'f8 

'f8 

% of Routes 
100-81 
80-61 
60-41 
40-21 
20-01 

~o 

1/7 

S3 

58 

No. of Species 
28 
14 
13 
17 
36 

Location of the starting points of the 20 Breeding Bird Sun'ey routes covered in 
West Virginia in 1966 together with the number of species recorded on each count. 
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HOUSE FINCH IN EASTERN UNITED STATES 
Constance Katholi 

Interest is being shown in the exploding population of the House Finch (Cmpodaclls 
mexicanus frontalis) in the East. -ThiS is a western bird whose normal range extends from 
Lower California and Sonora in .Mexico, to Alberta and southern British Columbia in 
Canada, through Wyoming and Colorado, eastward only as far as the western limits of 
the Great Plains in western Kansas. It was not known to have occurred east of the 100th 
Meridian, and appeared to have been immune to aCCidents which sent strays of many other 
spedes across the continent. 

It was first Sighted in the feral state in the East at Jones Beach, Long Island, New York, 
in April 1941. That first bird, a high-plumaged male, was watched by many observers 
and given publicity in Nassau County newspapers. The assumption was that it had escaped 
from a cage; and time has shown this, indeed, to be true! 

It is estimated that 100,000 House Finches were sold in eastern cities under such names 
as Redheaded Linnets or Hollywood Finches for 40 or 50 years around the turn of the 
century. They were trapped near orchards in California where they were considered pests 
by the growers. They were not protected by law in that state. l\Iale birds were shipped in 
a ratio of 10 to lover females and the going rate was $35.00 per 100. In 1940, four years 
after the Migratory Bird Treaty with Mexico was signed, government investigators closed 
in on the caged-bird dealers in the New York area under the instigation and pressure of 
Carl Buchheister, Richard Pough, and others. Circumstantial evidence points to the fact 
that the dealers released their current stock of these birds in several locations. Considerable 
debate has raged over whether the Long Island area offirst discovery was the only place 
in which a colony got started or whether birds became established concurrently on the 
mainland as well. This is, however, not pertinent to the scope of this paper. 

Like the Starling and the House Sparrow, the House Finch found the land good and a 
niche open to be filled. J. J. Elliott, who had seen the first bird and published the accounts 
of it, discovered 12 the following spring of 1942 in a tree-nursery at Babylon, ten miles 
from Jones Beach. There, in 1943, he found the first nest, containing 4 young, close to the 
top of a 30-foot Austrian pine. The population on Long Island had its ups-and-downs for 
the first five years, being reduced by heavy snows in the winters of 1947 and 1948, but mak
ing a comeback in the breeding season. The first pair on the mainland was noticed in 1948 
at Tarrytown, N. Y. The A.O.U. Checklist recognized their presence in the East in 1956, 
mentioning 3 breeding locations-Nassau and Suffolk Counties, Long Island, and Green
wich Township, Fairfield County, Connecticut. In the subsequent 10 years the species has 
shown its inherent adaptability; its increase in nUIll bers has been astronomical; and its 
flow into new territory, amaZing. 

Pressures sent it winging to New Jersey, to Delaware, to parts of Pennsylvania (Phila
delphia and Allentown), to l\Iaryland (Baltimore and Annapolis), to Washington, D. C., 
and in the last years into northern Yirginia. The southernmost record was a specimen 
taken near Raleigh, N. C. in 1963. One can follow with faSCination its progress through 
the pages of the Audubon Field Notes where it is recorded from a new area in issue after 
issue, first, usually, as a winter visitor, and later, perhaps, as a breeder. There has been 
very little dispersal north of New York City, the northernmost sighting being at a feeder in 
Schenectady in the wimer of 1964 bv Dr. Robert Yunick. For the western part of the same 
state there is one record for July, 1965 at a feeder in Synder, Erie County. A recent bulletin 
issued b\· ~Iaurice Broun added the House Finch to the list of birds which ha\'C been 
siahted from the Hawk ~Ionntain Sanctuary, a Single male remaining for 3 months at 
th~ feeders in the winter of 1965. In the late fall and winter of 1964-65, according to the 
Fieid Notes, there was a modest flight of finches into eastern Connecticut and Rhode Island, 
especially in the coasta! areas, and into eastern ~Iassachusetts, Boston and Cape Cod. 
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Observations during .\larch and April, 1965 from scattered locations appeared to show a 
return of these birds back to the New York breeding area. 

Southern observations began in 1962 and 1963. The first authentic record was a female 
present at a feeding tray in Falls Church, Virginia from December, 1962 through -"larch, 
1963. This bird was trapped, banded, and taken to Dr. Alexander Wetmore for positive 
identification. Three more were reported that season, and in the succeeding 3 years there 
han been many sightings and reports of increasing numbers in the area stretching from 
Che\'Y Chase, .\laryland, to Fort Hunt, '\lanassas, Arlington, .Mt. Vernon, and Fairfax 
County, Virginia. The local banders are handling more and more birds. The experience of 
'\1r. and '\lrs. George J. Pour of Falls Church is representatiYe of what has been happening. 
In .\Iarch, 1965,5 to 8 House Finches were present at their feeder. The following Nonmber 
the finches returned, 25 strong. This number steadily increased, daily totals of35 to 50 
birds being common, until January 26, 1966, a day of heavy snow, it reached 250! The 
presence of this species in the \\' ashington area is of particular interest to the Brooks Bird 
Club. The time has come to be on the lookout for it! 

It is not necessary to re\'iew in detail the appearance of the House Finch, except to warn 
that it bears a strong resemblance to the Purple Finch and that a second glance may be 
necessary to confirm identification . .\lost banders encountering it for the first time have 
had a moment of misgi\·ing. Howe\'er, with care the two species are easily separated. 

The color of the House Finch is for the most part a purer, clearer, (more orange) red, 
sometimes called "strawberry," and it is confined to speCific areas - across the forehead, in 
t\fO bands around the sides orthe head, on the throat, and pOSSibly on the breast, and on the 
rump. (The Purple Finch often appears to have been dipped indiscriminately in raspberry 
juice.) Like the latter species, the male may take 2 years to attain his full breeding plumage, 
and again like the Purple Finch, the brilliance of the color may \'ary greatly with the season 
and the indiVidual bird, from tawny through rose. 

Other diagnostic points are; 1. the hem'y, longitudinal streaking of the entire underparts 
(belly and flanks) on C(lIj)oc/acIIs m('xicallllS - a feature which most authors consider the 
strongest indicator since the marking on C(l}j)oc/acIIs jJllrjJllrclIs is definitely tear-drop 
shaped - and, 2. the blank, inSipid appearance of the female, who lacks entirely the heavy 
faCial marking of the Purple Finch. The silhouette of the House Finch has been compared 
to that of a Tree Sparrow, and tile Purple Finch to an English Sparrow. The tail of the 
House Finch is long and slender with a square end, while that of the Purple Finch is short 
and notched. Howe\'er, characteristics such as these are subject to feather-wear and are 
not too reliable. 

The House Finch is a persistent Singer, whose renderings again remind one of the Purple 
Finch, or the \\"arbling Vireo. The song is variously described as a low, disjointed warble, 
higher in pitch and longer in execution than that of his relative, which frequently ends in 
a nasal note, "che-wer." The bird's singing may well lead to his disconry; this was my ex
perience when I first encountered it in Garden City, Long Island in June, 1965. Furthermore, 
I suspect that this is one of the birds most frequently heard in the background of television 
"westerns" or filllls made on location in the "·est. Once learned, it is impossible to mistake. 

The House Finches' invasion of the East opens up se\'eral avenues of speculation, and we 
are in tile interesting position of being first-hand obsen·ers. For instance, although O\'er 20 
species of songbirds \\"ereintroduced ill the 19th Century, with the exception of se\'eral species 
o! game birds (pheasant and grouse), this is the first successful introduction of an exotic 
species since the Starling. This latter species has apparently met no enemies it could not 
master. The llIOSt likely competition to the House Finch \I"ould seem to come from the House 
Sparro\l" and the Purple Finch. CWjJac/oclls IIICXiCalllls is not in competition \fith CWjJoc/aclis 

jillljJllrClls in the breeding season as their ranges are not contiguous (John Bull). (Reports 
in recent years or Purple Finch nestings in \\'estchester Countv, X. Y. are now discredited, 
as probable cases of mistaken identity. This is near the southern -limits of Purple Finch range, 
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and it was never morethan rare and local in that area.) There would probably not be conflict 
over nesting sites anyhow as the Purple Finch has a predilection for conifers alone (although 
occaSionally ornamentals are used), and the House Finch will accept sites around houses, 
under eaves, in porch vines, in shrubbery and evergreens. The chief prerequisite appears 
to be water of some sort within reasonable cruising distance. (This latter fact may well 
condition, or limit, the spread of breeding areas.) In fondness for nesting sites around 
houses, the House Finch resembles theHouseSparrow. But if there is competition here - and 
many people hoped there might be - the issue is as yet undetermined. The House Finch is 
not intimidated by the sparrow at the feeding station and, for the present, there is food and 
room enough for both. 

How far will the House Finch go in this expansion into new territory? Will the country 
finally be spanned coast to coast? So far in the East the species has proved to be a suburban 
dweller, not common in rural areas, but also not found in the centers of large cities. Addition
ally, the extension has to date followed the coastal plain and ornithologists are in disagree
ment on the likelihood of its crossing the mountains. However, these have not been a barrier 
to its spread in the West, where its range has also been extended in our time. Perhaps the 
gateway through the Appalachians will be one of the natural gaps with the Tennessee
Virginia section considered promising. It is essentially non-migratory in its original habitat 
altilOugh there is a tendency to dispersal after the breeding season, flocks of 2,000 birds 
being seen together at certain times of year. On the coast, banding data seems to indicate 
that a pattern of some sort is emerging, not in a well-defined north-south direction, but a 
movement inland from the seaboard and returning. Birds banded on Long Island were 
reconred in the Philadelphia area in the winter, and some of them were retaken at the home 
station the follOWing spring and summer. Several birds were exchanged between a bander 
in New Jersey and one in Washington, D.C. However, two banders living 10 miles apart on 
Long Island nenr exchanged a Single bird out of a joint total of 600. 0 bviously, there is 
much more to be discovered. SincethereareHouse Finches present in the base area through
out, it does not seem to be weather conditions or food supply which causes the exodus. 

Lastly, what is the bird~' status in public opinion in the East? As yet it has not been con
sidered destructin. Among natural food it will take grass seeds, weed seeds (chickweed), 
sumac, small fruits and berries of flowering shrubs. At the feeding station it will take corn, 
hemp, and millet as well as sunflower seeds. ( In this connection one might wonder how large 
a part the feeding station has played in its successful establishment on Long Island!) \Vinter 
Finches in general may become pests in residential areas from sheer weight of numbers and 
their gluttonous, noiSY habits. Those experienced with tile House Finch, however, say that 
when he sings all is forginn. One Xew Jersey bander, Elinor :McEntee, wrote that "it is a 
beautiful song which goes on and on and is a joy to listen to." The follOWing extract from 
John Bull's article will, I think, furnish an appropriate conclusion: "The House Finch is 
an attractive addition to the :\ ew York avifauna. It is melodious, tame and very adaptable. 
It is definitely established, and perhaps best of all, competes successfully with the House 
Sparro\\" at the feeding station, and so far apparently for nesting sites." 
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930 Woodland lhenue 
South Charleston, W. Va. 

CATTLE EGRET I;\" WEST VIRGINIA 
The first cattle egret for the state was recorded near Sl Albans on April 24, 1967. It was 

in full breeding plumage as it fed in a field and around the edges of a pond in the River 
Bend area. It flushed only once during the day as a hawk passed O\'er and remained 
undisturbed as fishermen and birdwatchers came within a hundred feet. The egret was 
identified by ;\Irs. F. C. Pritchard, ;\Irs. H. E. ;\lartin, ;\Irs. Bert Britt, ;\Irs. C. L. :':Iiller, 
;\Irs. O. K. Ranson and identification was confirmed later in the day by ;\Irs. Harvey 
Shreve, J r. 

BROW:\, CREEPERS ;\"ESTI:\'G E\ OHIO COU::\TY 

On April 17,1966 while birding on Waddel's Run Road near \\1leeling, West Virginia I 
heard the lispy call of a Brown Creeper. Observation revealed that the bird was carrying 
nesting material to a snag on a dead elm tree about 40 feet above the ground. On 25 April 
the Creeper was obsen'ed at the same location and heard calling. It appeared to be incubat
ing.2 ;\lay heard calling between 3:00 and3:20 P.M. and at 7:40 on the same day was seen 
carrying food. The follOWing day Wilma Bruhn and James Denham saw the bird entering 
and leaving the nest. Observed feeding on 9 and 10 ;\lay. On 13 ;\lay Brown Creeper was 
seen leaving the nest. ::'\0 activity was noted the follOWing day. On my return from the 
Wildflower Pilgrinlage 17 ;\lay no activity was observed and tlle birds had apparently left 
the nest. 

This is tlie second record of Brown Creepers nesting in Ohio County. On Century Day 
1965 William A. ;\"oonan discovered the nest of a Brown Creeper in Oglebay Park. The 
second nest was .7 mile west of the first one but in a like situation-dead elm about 40 feet 
abo\'e the ground. 

\\1lile obserVing tlle Brown Creeper I tried out four different tape recorders but not one 
of them picked up the call note. 

Betty \' ossler, \\ 1leeling, \Y. \. a. 
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BOOK REVIEWS 

Mc::\ulty, Faith Tlte H'I/IIfljJillg r:rallc E. P. Dutton, 1966. 189p. S4.95 

"This book is the story of a love affair-between a civilized sophisticated Nation and an 
enormous, elusive bird." Witll this summation in Stewart Udall's introduction, the reader 
begins a fascinating account of the ups and downs in the dedicated efforts of many people 
and groups to save the whooping crane from extinction. Although you know at the outset 
that the ending will not come to tllis story for many years probably, still the suspense is 
terrific, making you resent tlle mundane interruptions for food and sleep and daily affairs. 

There is the thread of the story of the wild cranes, migrating 2500 miles from the Aransas 
refuge in Texas to the nesting area in Wood Buffalo National Park in Canada-an almost 
impenetrable spot in summer. Nearly ten years of searching by Robert Allen and many 
otllers were required even to locate the nesting area! A second thread follows the attempts to 
raise tlle few whoopers in capth·it)" in aNew Orleans Zoo, and Josephine and Crip and the 
others become real personalities; indeed, ;\Irs. ;\lcl'l ulty reveals the personality of the whoop
ing crane as an indiVidualist as he struggles to coexist with his mortal enemy-man. (Per
haps 1 have a speCial interest, because I suspect that I have helped to raise a human counter
part to the whooper.) 

The diplomatic relations among the many groups un'oh'ed in this struggle are a lesson 
in themselves: :'-Jational Audubon Society, Canadian Audubon SOCiety, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, aviculturists, zoo keepers, museums, conservation organizations, the U. S. and 
Canadian Governments, American OrnitllOlogists' Union, etc.-all become deeply involved, 
and the give and take is absorbing. ;\ly hat is off to the author's ability to be objective and 
yet dedicated, all the while keepulg her sense of humor, which had me chuckling, laughing 
aloud and cheering! 

The black and white illustrations, maps, charts-all are excellent; but you must see the 
color photos by Frederick Kent Truslow which accompany an article by Robert Porter 
Allen, "\\1100pUlg Cranes fight for Sun'h'al", ::\ational GeographiC ;\lagazine, November, 
1959. Somethulg prompted me to save this issue and find it while reading this 1966 winner 
of the Dutton Animal Book Award. Also consult Time magazine for October 7,1966, 
p. 126 for its book reI' iew! 

A final quote from Robert Allen's monograph, "The \\booping Crane", 1952: "As the 
human population cun'e goes up, the \\llOoping Crane curve goes down. This is a bird 
that cannot com promise or adjust its \\'ay of life to ours .... For the \\1100ping Crane 
there is no freedom but that of unbounded wilderness, no life except its own. Without meek
ness, without a sign of humility, it has refused to accept our idea of what the world should 
be like. If we succeed in preservulg the wild remnant that still sun'h'es it will be no credit 
to us; the glory will rest on this bird whose stubborn \'igor has kept it aliYe in the face of 
increasing and seemulgly hopeless odds." Katherine Sigel 

Ed. ::\ ate: This was reviewed by Katherine for The Audubon Society of\\'estern Pennsyl
\'ania and is reproduced here for B BC mem bers. 

L nited States Department of the Interior Birds ill 0 IIr Lices 

.-\n excellent book, "Birds iii (Jllr Liz'es", was published last fall by the United States 
Department of the Interior. Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife. Edited by Alfred Stef
ferud and Arnold L. ;\" elson, this book follows" Watfljcnc/ Tomorrow" as a part of a series 
\\·hich tells the story of birds and the way they influence our lives. The artist is Bob Hines. 
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"Birds ill (Jur !.il'cs" is a book of tremendous scope, Ten full chapters are de,-oted to the 
influence of birds on literature and the arts_ Sb.; chapters deal with observations and in
formation concerning the survi,-al of birds, including treaties and laws about birds,sanctu
aries and refuges, and the fu ture of birds, particularly endangered species, 

Each of the contributing authors is a well qualified expert in his field. In some cases the 
author's views may oppose traditional thinking or opinions we "birders" may have. The 
frank presentation of controversial and practical views by some of these experts strengthens 
the value of the book. Birds do create some problems, such as management and control of 
o"erabundant species, the hazard they have becometo airplanes and airports, and, perhaps 
the most difficult "other side" of the story to consider favorably, the benefits of hunting as a 
factor in conservation and bird managemenL We may choose to disagree with the authors 
in some of these problem areas, but the more we read and the more knowledgeable we 
become, the better able we are to solidify our own thinking on the subject and, hopefully, 
as active conservationists gain the respect of those who are uncommitted or uninfonned. 

The book is large, 9 by 12 with 560 pagcs. Well illustrated, both with dra\l'ings and 
black and white photographs, "Birds in (Jur !.ivcs" is highly recommended as an excellent 
addition to your nature library. Your order and your check for $9.00 may be directed to 
the Superintendent of Documents, Gonrnment Printing Office, \Vashington, D.C., 20402. 

Betty Greenlee 

.-\); EARLY SA \'.-\:\':\' AH SPARROW 

Have you ever seen a Savannah SpalTow (PIISScrClIiIlS SII,'{/lIIl1lj when the ground was 
cOHred with 10 inches of snow?\\-ell, I have, 

The date was :'IIarch 7, 1966. On the pre\-ious day, snow depth measured ten inches on 
a le\'el area in our back yard. 

:\' ewly alTived Song-Sparrows, as \\'ell as tlle wintering Tree Sparrows and Juncos 
flocked to the grain we placed in two areas on the ground, As I stood on the back porch, 
I saw a sparrow hopping about on the steps, scarcely 8 feet away, It resembled a Song 
Sparro\\' but tlle breast stripings were different and there was a light gray median stripe 
on the head, Later in the day, I saw the bird again, picking up grain, and noted the short, 
notched tail. It was a Savannah SpalTow! 

This date is one day earlier than the pre\'ious early record for this species in the Cleve
land, Ohio area, which was :'IIardl 8, 1930. 

:'Ilerit B. Skaggs, Willoughby, Ohio 
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YELLOWTHROATED WARBLER Ai\'D PROTHOXOTARY WARBLER NESTS 
1::\ JEFFERSO::\ COU::\TY, WEST \'IRGI.\JIA 

On :'Ilav 21. 1966 the members of the Brooks Bird Club disconred two warbler nests in 
J elTerson 'COUl~tV, \rest \'irginia th at are worthy of comment. 

The nest of a Yellow-throated \Yarbler (DcndroiCli dominica) was found by Nevada 
Laitsch and Yirginia Olsen near the bank of the Shenandoah Rinr in the summer-home 
de"elopment knO\\'l1 as Blue Ridge ,-\cres. This nest, which appeared to be constructed of 
dn' lea,-es, was located near the end ofa small branch about 30 feet up in a large sycamore 
tre-e (Pia/anus occidcn/ab\), From below, the female bird on the nest was barely visible 
but with the aid of a 30X spotting scope \\'e were able to watch her for some time. She was 
apparently incubating, for the only mOHment she made during our thirty-minute watch 
\\'as to pant slightly with open bill. H ad the foliage attained its normal development for 
that time of year the nest would han been completly i1l\'isible from below, A male Yellow
throated occasionally sang from the nest tree, but in general he mO\'ed OHr a ratller wide 
area, :\ male Parula \Yarbler (Panda (/}}I£Tic{l}w) \\'as seen and heard nearby, and in 
1964 tlle nest of a Parula \Yarbler had been found within a few yards of this site, At the 
present time the population of Yellow-throated \Yarblers at this site-iS sulIiciently large that 
any h vbridization with Parulas seems unlikeh', 

i-hi~ is the Ilrst nest of tllis species to be 'fo und in eastern \rest \'irginia, altllOugh nests 
ha\'e been found in Kanawha County, and the species is knO\l'll to occur at one or two 
other locations in western \rest Yirginia and in thcOhio Valley, In 1953 a pair was seen 
feeding young on Harrison Island on thc :'IIaryland side of the Potomac Rh-er, within a few 
miles of this site, ( Stewart and Robbins, 1958, "Birds of :'IIaryland and District of Colum
bia" ,'-or/Ii Alii, FIlIllIll 62: 292), The population in the Shenandoah Valley seems to be 
increasing, 

In tlle past, se\'eral nests of tlle ProtllOnotary \Yarbler (Pr%no/aria cf/rca) ha\-e been 
found along the Shenandoah RiHr, but in all cases these have been dose to the waters edge, 
and in most cased tlle\' have been in ca\-ities in branches that hung o\-er standing water in 
the spring, R. K. Bun;s located a nest of this species near the Bloomery Bridge across the 
Shenandoah, This nest was in a hole about four feet up in a dead snag which in turn was 
about 20 feet up a \'Cry steep hillside, and was approximately 50 feet from the water. A male 
ProtllOnotary sang !i-om nearby, and the female bird was found to be in the nest hole, It 
was nOt possible to ascertain \\'hether eggs or young were in the nest at the time, 

l',\SSE:\CEI( I'ICE()::\ :\()n: 

George A, Hall 
\Yest Virginia U nh-ersity 
:'IIorgantown, ,,-, \'a, 

Inasmuch as the story on the Passenger Pigeon (Redstart_ ,ruly 196:")), makes no men
tion 01 them in the sectiun east 01 the llluuntains. lpresentthe folluwing as related by my 
lather. Ile \\'a" born in HHi5 and lil'Cd in Rio. \\'est \'irginia (Hampshire County), ;\s 
lar back as he could remember he said these pigeons would co\'er the sky as a cloud
lighting on trees in great dn)\'es, In the lowlands near his hOllle iInlilelise trees of pin oak 
alld swaln)1 oak \\ere found, The birds feasted on the acorns olthese trees. Ile never spoke 
of them eatin" annhin" other than acorns, In the earlv 11->90'5 he mo\'ed to the foot of 
Short :'Ilountai~ wh-ere tl~e birds seemed !e\\'er until in 11->94 the last one he saw had a nest 
in a laurel shrub at the back of the place, In the sudden disappearance, he stated, no dead 
birds were in e\-idence, They just left and neHr returned. 

- \\'ilbert :'II. Frye 
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THE GATHERING CAGE 
Constance Katholi, Editor 

930 Woodland Ave., South Charleston, W. Va. 

The Silent Wlllter of 1967 is over and the persistent, cheery whisde of the Titmouse re
sounds through the woods. The winter of frustration is gone, when nets and traps in South 
Charleston were empty and the feeders played host only to permanent residents and the 
ubiquitous Starling. Snow-covered ground brought few extra visitors testifying to a low 
population generally in the wake of the natural food shortage occasioned by last spring's 
late frosts. Finches, the answers to the banders' winter prayer for quantity of material with 
high recovery odds, failed to appear. A letter from Bob Yunick reported their absence from 
New York State as well, stating that the cone crop in Canada this year had been a bountiful 
one. 

But with the first of March the ice floes broke; Song Sparrows and the grass-seed-eating 
Juncos came pouring through. Anne Shreve took 100 of the former in one net in 3 days 
with the total continuing to climb. Three male Towhees in my trap early one morning showed 
them to be moving back in force to the northern outposts from which they had retreated. 
last fall. Hope for interesting banding to come blossoms with the forsythia on the bright, 
hot days sprinkled through March and the snow and cold are all but forgotten. The follow
ing letters, however, reveal so clearly the winter which each bander has had and his suc
cesses with those spedes either espedally dear to his heart or readily available in his area. 

BETTY VOSSLER in Wheeling echoes my sentiments in her letter. "I can finally write in 
the first week of March, 'Spring is sprung!' and despite the recent 10 to 12 inches of snow, 
Towhees have suddenly reappeared in num bers. I did, however, band one (of three) which 
wintered here on January 28th when he entered the Potter's trap which aided me in all my 
winter banding. In connection with Mabel Edgerton's question regarding Band-Removal
By-Cardinals, I recendy observed a newly-banded Cardinal fly into a tree and immediately 
go to work on the band. I watched him at this pursuit for five minutes until he was chased 
away by a red squirrel. Ever since I have been cutting a very small "v" notch in the 3rd 
primary of each CardinalI band. This experimentcovers 41 Cardinals taken since 1-1-1967. 
To date I have retrapped 3 Cardinals all minus bands, but each carrying the "tell-tale" mark 

These excerpts from the letters of CHARLEY HANDLEY describe so vividly his first 
winter's banding at LeWisburg, \V. Va. with results that closely dove-tailed the weather 
patterns. If banders could only analyze the weather and plan their campaigns accordingly! 
Charley writes: "Feb. 24th. We have a real 'norther' going here tonight The thermometer 
stood at 200 at sundown, dropped to 80 by 8:30 p.m. and there are frequent snow showers 
with gale Winds out of the west Some 50 Mourning Doves were on bait today, but I had 
only one drop-door trap set, and caught 3 new birds in it. Since the doors of the larger 
'confusion-entrance' traps occasionally bruise wings, I hesitate to set these traps parti
cularly on stormy days. Furthermore a beautiful fem aleCooper's Hawk roams the country
side here, which would likely make short work of any dove shOWing the slightest falter 
in wingbeat. I am afraid that 2 of my 5 Bob "lhites which have been frequenting my rose
hedge have disappeared,-and I have a pretty good idea as to what has happened to them. 

Feb. 9. The doves were back on the bait in full force, 40 or more, on Sunday, a clear, 
calm, moderately cold day with nothing to indicate a change in the weather. Monday was 
much the same, but turned cloudy by evening, and the snow began shordy after dusk. It 
continued all day Tuesday. The temperature went to 2 0 beiow zero and there was better 
than 6 inches of snow on the ground. Few rabbits ventured out last night, and those went 
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only a short distance,-some only a few reet-and returned to their holes . .Meadowlarks 
joined the doves on the grain. I plan to trap tomorrow. My totals for January were 35 doves 
and 38 meadowlarks." 

DR. HAROLD BURTT has no problem of shortage of material as he continues with his 
project at Columbus, Ohio. 

"I have just wrapped up a year's study of aggreSSiveness and put it in shape for publi
cation. The data are based on aratingscale applied while the bird in the hand is manipulat
ed (threatened) in standard fashion. The reliability of the scale is .82, i.e. the correlation 
between two ratings a few minutes apart. 

"I am mainly interested in Grackles and Cowbirds because they do the most repeating 
in the decoy trap and thuswehaveseveral ratings on the individual bird. Taking individuals 
of the two species where we have five or more ratings per bird, an analysis of variance 
technique demonstrated indiVidual differences that are significant beyond the 1% level. 
Again, if we take 2 ratings for a given bird, the correlations are .57 for Grackles and. 79 
for Cowbirds. As to spedes differences, the Grackles and Cowbirds are the most aggreSSive, 
the Redwings and Starlings Significantly less so, and the Mourning Doves give no indica
tion of aggressiveness at all. 

This study is part of an overall approach to personality in birds which is an aspect of 
behaVior quite generally overlooked. 1967 will be devoted to investigation of what I call 
complacency." 

\Vith co-author, Maurice L. Giltz, Dr. Burtt currendy has articles in two banding periodi
cals: the first, "Cowbirds \Vintering in A Decoy Trap", EBBA-N ews, Vol. 39, No.1, p. 23; 
and the second, "Recoveries of Starlings BandedatColumbus, Ohio", Bird-Banding, Vol. 37, 
No.4, p. 267. His new book, ThePsychology Of Birds, has just been released by MacMillan 
Co. ofN ew York. 

MERIT SKAGGS reports on his winter 'favorite' which he is most fortunate to have at 
Willoughby, Ohio: . 

"The first bird I banded was a Tree Sparrow, and that same wintry day the third bird 
too was a Tree Sparrow which was later of spedal interest to me for I had the pleasure of 
trapping it during each of the follOWing three winters! While many species of birds are 
known to return to the same local nesting ground, the Tree Sparrow is one that often returns 
to the same wintering area. In'the inU;rvening 27 years, I have banded hundreds of this 
species, and always enjoy handling these friendly, native Canadians that brave our winter 
weather, arriving in Ohio in late October, and leaVing in April. The follOWing banding 
returns on Tree Sparrows, each for a minimum of three years, are of interest 

Interim Last Years 
Band Number Banded Returns Return Interval 
40-132693 Feb.10, '40 3 Jan.16, '43 3 
40-199912 Feb.26, '41 1 Jan. 9, '44 3 
40-199943 Mar.12, '41 1 Dec.27, '44 3 
140-12934 IvIar.22, '40 3 Apr.19, '44 4 
42-37688 Jan.29, '49 4 Jan.15, '55 6 
49-4577 IvIar.12, '49 2 Feb.17, '52 3 
54-25691 Feb. 7, '54 3 Feb. 8, '58 4 
54-77839 Feb.13, '55 1 Feb. 1, '59 4 
54-77855 Mar.27, '55 1 Feb.27, '60 5 
63-98904 Mar.26, '60 0 '*Feb.27, '66 6 
67-68718 Dec.15, '62 2 Dec.31, '66 4 

'* Found dead about one mile from point of banding. 
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In addition to the above returns, each for a minimum of three years, I have a good many 
returns after one or two years. Two of the above birds are a minimum of6 years old." 

Editor's Note: It is interesting to compare the Interim Returns with the Years Interval. 

RALPH BELL, Clarkesville, Pa. contributes a fascinating longevity recorn. He writes, 
"This past winter while doing my report on Returns for the F&W Service, I noticed that the 
age of one of my returning Song Sparrows was quite exceptional. #24-100811 had been 
around for a long time, having been banded as an immature on July 25, 1956. Captures 
in later years proved it to be a male (by lack of brood patch). The wing length, although 
variable, was never less than 67 mm, also indicative of a male. Number 811 stayed over 
the winter following banding, and each succeeding winter until the fall of 1961 when he 
presumably decided to try that 'winter-in-the-south' idea. He returned on March 23,1962, 
stayed over during the winter of 1962-63, but migrated again each Fall thereafter, returning 
on March 8, 1964, !YIarch 29, 1965 and March 8, 1966. Total known age: 9 yrs., 7 mo., 8 
days. This bird was captured a totalof90 times, and was quite fearless. Often when released, 
he would fly to a nearby branch and begin to sing immediately. 

CLARK MILLER tells 2 interesting stories of success with wintering species at Inwood, 
W. Va.: "Common Snipe winter in the semi-marshy pools below springs in this area and 
they have always been of special interest to me. vVhen I started banding I attempted right 
away to capture them. I caught my first one Dec. 5, 1963 in a quarter acre pool near 
Inwood, and a second one at the same pool on the 22nd. Despite several attempts later at 
different places, I did not catch any more until Dec. 13,1964, when I took three in the 
original pool,-one of them a return from the previous year, #763-01904. On Dec. 29,1965 
I caught this bird again at the same place,-and again on Nov. 25, 1966, making it three 
consecutive years that this Snipe wintered in this pool! No new Snipe were taken in 1965 or 
1966. Both winters the birds were plentiful, but eluded all attempts to capture them. I am 
hopeful that my luck has changed. I have caught 6 so far this year! 

Late in the winter of 1963-64 I heard that a "white-headed" Junco was coming regularly 
to a friend's feeder near Intermont, Hampshire, W. Va. I put up nets there, caught the bird, 
and banded it, # 107-26990. Several pictures were taken of this partial-albino and the bird 
was released. It stayed in the neighborhood about 2 weeks. When it did not come back in 
the winter of 1964-65, we assumed that we would not see it again, but early in N ovem ber 
1965 a "white-headed" Junco again appeared at the same feeder with a band on its leg. We 
felt sure that it was n=107-26990, bur three attempts dllring the winter failed to catch it. It 
left about the middle of April, but reappeared in November 1966! Two attempts in the 
follOwing month to net it ended in failure, but on March 12, 1967 we tried once more, and 
succeeded. Yes, it was # 1 07 -26990! Of course, more pictures were taken of this odd Junco. 
The bird seemed more fully white than it was in 1964. We wondered where it had wintered 
in the interim". 

CAROL RUDY prOVides a fitting conclusion for this \vinter column. She writes from 
Summit Lake, Wisconsin: "Winter is long here in the north woods; snows come in Septem ber 
and last until May. Since a terrible icestorm covered all the available food, most birds have 
perished or left the area. There is nothing to band. If there were, it is much too cold. It 
was 40· bdow zero once, and nearly 30· below many times. The snow is almost up to the 
window sills, the traps are buried, my feeder on a pole is now at "ground level", and it is 
a major task Just feeding the birds, wading through Waist-deep snow. Field work is impos
sible without snow1jhoes, and I have none. I seem to have spent the winter catching the 
same Chickadees over and over, watching their skulls ossify and their fat class change. 
These are Black-capped, of course, as we are hundreds of miles from the range of the Caro-
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lina, yet some of mine measure extremely small. Boreal Chickadees, too, are seen frequently. 
\vnen it is very cold, I have seen Chickadees fall exhausted on the ground and lie panting; 
but they seem to recover in a few minutes and begin to eat again, although they seem very 
shaky. Some of them must freeze to death during the long bitter nights, as their bodies are 
white with frost where their breath has frozen as they slept with their heads under their wings. 
I plan to see how many of those I banded are still alive by spring. There is a Titmouse at 
my feeder, too. I bet he is the only one within 200 miles. 

It is an ornithological desert indeed this winter, quite a let-down from last, when there were 
Northern Shrikes, flocks of Redpolls, Crossbills and Siskins, a Goshawk and Pine Gros
beaks-which were the commonest roadside bird. Birds generally are scarcer here than they 
are back home; there are not so many kinds, nor so many individuals. This is, after all, a 
semi-wilderness, and the birds are suspicious and trap-shy. As I don't catch a lot of any
thing, it will take many years to get much data. It seems, too, that like other banders, I get 
more questions than answers. I am certainly learning about the northern birds I'd known 
only as migrants before or as illustrations in the field gUides. One major interest is the study 
of juvenile plumages of sparrows and warblers which they lose before migrating south. It 
is in this field that I can perhaps contribute the most to this column." 

FIGH1T\G R eFFED GROl'SE 

One time. during the mating season. I had the good luck of watching a male Ruffed 
Grouse strut like a turkey-cock. with its wings lowered. head and neck drawn back. the tail 
spread like a perfect fan. its crest and ruffs raised high. I had thought at that time there 
could never be a more majestic Sight-but to see two male Ruffed Grouse battling was an 
even greater thrill. 

:\s we drove through the forest •. down Sugarland Road. in Tucker County. on a beautiful 
'\lay morning. two Ruffed Grouse were fighting in the middle orthe road. They paid little 
or no attention to us as we stopped a short distance from them and watched from the car. 
\\ 11en a truck approached from the oppOSite direction. neither bird ga\'e ground until the 
last second and tllcn they jumped into the ditch adjOining the woods and resumed combat. 
One bird seemed to be trying to prevent the other from entering its territory. It always 
maintained a pOSition abo\'e the other one. The inu'uder continued to try to mo\-e up the 
bank while the defender pushed and sparred and sometimes they would both jump and 
strike at each other with their feet like (\\-0 game-cocks. The defender, ho\\-eYer, continued 
to force tlle otller bird to turn aside around the bank. The pair had mo\-ed on up into the 
woods and the srruggle was still going on Il'hen \\-e left after about 10 minutes. 

::\ orris Gluck. Charleston. \\'. \. a. 

THE H_-\ \\1-;: .\::\D THE S::\:\I\:E 

:\ friend of mine was drh-ing through the cOllImy. near Circleville in Pendleton County. 
when he saw beside tllC road. a large black snake beside the "lifeless" body of a hawk. He 
stopped his car. rush cd over and killed the snake and when he used the toe of his shoe to 
roll oyer the body of the hawk. it staggered to its feet and new away. :\pparently the hawk 
had attempted to kill the snake and in the su-uggle. the snake had Inapped its body around 
the hal\-k and had squeezed it into unconsciousness. 

::\orris Gluck. Charleston. \\'. \'<t. 
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COLUMBUS o 

o PYMATUNING 
RESERVATION 

FIELD NOTES 
Mrs. Nevada Laitsch, Editor 
Me 21, East Liverpool, Ohio 

Contributions Due 

Fall Season (Sept. l-Nov. 30) .... Dec. 15 
Winter Season (Dec. 1-Feb. 28) .. Mar. 15 
Spring Season (Mar. l-May. 31) .. June lS 
Summer Season (June 1-Aug. 31) . Sept. 15 

The weather was fairly mild until after mid-January. February temperatures were below 
average with a few extremely cold days. Several snowfalls occurred but no snow remained 
on the ground far any length of time. Precipitation was near normal. 

Reporters were in agreement that this was a dull and uninteresting winter bird wise. The 
rvIay freeze which wiped out the fruit and most crops in the southern portion of the region 
resulted in a scarcity of birds depending on these foods. An ample seed crop coupled with 
lack of snow caused seed eating birds to be independent of feeders. 

Northern finches were conspiCuous by their absence and fewer records of semi hardy 
birds wintering in the region were su bmitted. 

Loons, Grebes and Herons-A Common Loon was seen at Seneca Lake near B amesville, 
Ohio first week of January (C&E) and one was on the Ohio River at Chesapeake, Ohio 
Jan. 8 (TI). Three Homed Grebes were on Kanawha River at Charleston, W. Va. Jan. 3 
(NG-CK). Pied-billed Grebes were listed on most trips around \Vheeling, W. Va. (PT) and 
were seen at Huntington and Charleston, W. Va. in January. A Great Blue Heron was at 
Seneca Lake, Ohio Feb.2 (C&E); in Putnam County, W. Va Feb. 12 (GFH); Wheeling, 
\V. Va. Feb. 19 (PT) and near East Liverpool, Ohio Feb. 22(ERC). 

Geese and Swans-There was no mention of great numbers of Canada Geese in the region. 
About 200 wintered on a pond at Willoughby, Ohio where the pond was kept open and 
corn scattered regularly (iYIS). About a dozen were on Lake \Vhite near Portsmouth, Ohio 
(MT). An immature Blue Goose stayed all winter on a pond in a residential section of 
Charleston, W. Va. (CK) and one wintered at IvIcClintic Wildlife Refuge near Pt. Pleasant, 
W. Va. (CK). One was found at St. Albans, W. Va. on the Christmas count by Don Shearer, 
fide (GFH) and one was observed at Ona, 'IV. Va. from Dec. 22 throughJan.2(SA). 
2 Whisding Swans wintered at Willoughby, Ohio with Canada Geese (1\1S) 2-nd one was 
seen on the Ohio River at East Liverpool on several occassions (NL). 

Waterfowl-Mallard and Black Ducks wintered in fair num bers. A Pintail was listed at 
Barboursville, 'IV. Va. Dec. 29 (TI). An American Widgeon was seen all winter at Charles
ton, 'IV. Va. (NG). Reported at Wheeling, W. Va. Jan. 7 (PT). A female Wood Duck was 
found in Putnam County, 'IV. Va. Feb. 12 (GFH) where it presumably wintered. One was 
seen at Charleston, 'IV. Va. Feb. 15 (NG). All the bay ducks except Blue-winged Teal and 
Wood Duck were listed on the Kyger Creek ponds near Gallipolis, Ohio Dec. 11 (SA). 
Goldeneyes were common at Seneca Lake, 0 hio and Wheeling, W. \- a. after Jan. 1 (C&E) 
and (PT). Buffieheads appeared at Seneca Lake Feb. 5 and were plentiful thereafter (C&E). 
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Unusual was an Oldsquaw listed at Seneca Lake on Feb. 6 (C&E). A \Vhite-winged Scoter 
was found on the Ohio River at Wheeling, W.Va. Feb. 26(PT). Ruddy Ducks were at 
Charleston, W. Va. Dec. 13 (NG) and at Wheeling, W. Va. Feb. 19 (PT). 

Hawks-Some reporters commented that there were more haw~s than usual wintering in 
the region. There appeared to be an increase in wintering Red-tailed and Red-shouldered 
Hawks. Rough-legged Hawks were included on all the Columbus, Ohio Christmas counts 
(HB) and no less than 13 of this species in both phases were seen near Kingston, Ohio 
Jan. 13 by the writer while on a field trip with Floyd Bartley. One was observed by several 
persons at 'Wheeling, W. Va. Feb. 26 (PT). Marsh Hawks were reported near Gallipolis, 
Ohio (TI) and near East Liverpool, Ohio (NL). An Osprey was seen several times along 
the Ohio River at East Liverpool, Ohio (NL). There was a definite increase of Sparrow 
Hawks in most of the region. 

Ruffed Grouse-Numbers were considered very good in Hancock County, W. Va. (ERC) 
and Columbiana County, Ohio (NL) and up in the \Vheeling, W. Va. area (PT). 

Shorebirds and Gulls-A Coot was seen at Charleston, W. Va. Jan. 2 (NG). The num ber 
of Killdeer was down at Clarksville, Pa. (RKB); listed at Seneca Lake, Ohio Feb. 4 (C&E) 
and a flock of 20 was seen near Charleston, W. Va. Feb. 7 (NG). A Woodcock was seen at 
Charleston, W. Va. Feb. 19 (NG). Herring and Ring-billed were seen occasionally on the 
Ohio River and Ohio lakes during the period. 

Doves and Owls-Mourning Doves were scarce at Barnesville, Ohio and Huntington,. 
W. Va. but appeared fairly plentiful where there was ample food supply. A Barn Owl 
roosted in a downtown Portsmouth, Ohio building all winter (MT). Screech Owls were re
ported wintering at Charleston and 'Wheeling, W. Va. and East Liverpool and Barnesville, 
Ohio. A Snowy Owl was seen in downtown Cleveland, Ohio Feb. 9 (MS) and one was shot 
near Clarksville, Pa. first week of March (RKB). Marie Trowbridge reports that 19 Short
eared Owls were flushed near Kingston, Ohio by a group on a field trip on Jan. 15. 

Kingfishers and Woodpeckers-An unusual number of Kingfishers wintered in the Charles
ton, W. Va. area (NG); listed at Seneca Lake, Ohio Jan. 1 (C&E) and found throughout 
the period at East Liverpool, Ohio. Flickers wintered at Clarksville, Pa. in more than usu al 
numbers (RKB). Pileated Woodpeckers seem to be steadily increasing in numbers. Red
bellied Woodpeckers appeared plentiful and there were more than usual records of Yellow
bellied Sapsuckers. 

Flycatchers and Larks-A Phoebe was recorded at Crum, (Wayne County) W. Va. Jan. 
31 (TI). A few Horned Larks were seen all winter at Brockway, Pa. (TVS); 100 were 
recorded on the Charleston, W. Va Christmas counts this year compared to 5 in 1965 
(GFH); listed at Barnesville, Ohio Jan. 12 (C&E) and at Wheeling, W. Va. Feb. 18 (PT). 
Numbers low at Clarksville, Pa. (RKB). 

Jays and Crows-Blue Jay numbers were way down at Huntington, W. Va. and down at 
Charleston, W. Va. by 30% (GFH). The population appeared stable at East Liverpool, 
Ohio and they were considered fairly common at Brockway, Pa. (TVS). Crows were e.x
trernely scarce in the Charleston, W. Va. area (NG). 

Chickadees through Wrens-Black-capped Chickadees were common at Brockway, Pa. 
(TVS). A few of this species were recorded at B amesville and East Liverpool, Ohio and 
Charleston, W. Va. Carolina Chickadees, Tufted Titmice and White-breasted Nuthatches 
appeared plentiful. There were few reports of Red-breasted Nuthatches, Brown Creepers 
and Wmter Wrens. Carolina Wrens appeared scarce. 

Mimics and Thrushes-A Mockingbird was seen on several occasions at Brockway, Pa. 
(TVS); considered co=on at Charleston, W. Va. and one was seen at Seneca Lake, Ohio 
Jan. 1 (C&E). A Brown Thrasher frequented afeeder all winter at Huntington, W. Va. (TI). 
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Very Few Robins wintered in the region. They were extremely scarce in the Charleston, 
W. Va. area where only 32 were listed on Christmas counts compared to 1200 last year 
(GFH). Only one was seen at Barnesville, Ohio from last week of December until the end of 
the period (C&E). Small flocks were seen occasionally at Brockway after Jan. 14(TVS). 
A small flock appeared in yard at East Liverpool on Jan. 31. Several of these birds were 
oddly colored with many white feathers and spots (NL). A Wood Thrush was captured 
and banded in Ross Township north of Pittsburgh, Pa. Dec. 6 (HG). \Vintering Bluebirds 
were down by at least 60% at Charleston, W. Va. (GFH); "hoped to find more" said Bell at 
Clarksville, Pa.; 4 listed at Willoughby, Ohio Dec. 28 (MS) and several wintered at horne 
in West Alexander, Pa. ()'IM). 

Kinglets, Waxwings and \\"arblers-Few reporters made any mention of kinglets. Re
porters from Charleston, \V. \' a., Barnesville and East Liverpool, Ohio capitalized NONE 
for Cedar Wax\\ings. Shields listed sm all flocks at Brockway, Pa. Dec. 10 and] an. 31 and 
Skaggs 7 at Willoughby, Ohio on two occasions. Gluck wrttes from Charleston, \V. Va. 
"saw only one .Myrtle Warbler all winter!" 6 Pine Warblers were reported on the Charleston, 
\V. Va. Christmas count. 

Blackbirds, Grosbeaks and Sparrows-There was almost a total absence of wintering 
blackbirds in the region. Single Cowbirds were listed at feeders occaSionally. Unusual was 
the reports of 2 B altirnore Orioles wintering-a male was at Willoughby, Ohio Dec. 30 and 
] an. 4 (;\IS) and one, either female or first year m ale, carne to Hurley's feeder in St Albans, 
W. Va. regularly from Christmas week until the end of the period. The Cardinal population 
appeared normal. There was little eVidence of Northern finches. Bell reported 9 Red Cross
bills at his horne near Clarksville, Pa. Jan. 30 and a male singing there Fed. 18. A few 
Towhees were listed on Christmas counts, however at Charleston, W. \- a., where they 
usually winter in fair numbers, Hurley considered numbers down by two thirds. Slate
colored Juncos and Tree Sparrows appeared normal in the northern part of the region but 
down conSiderably in the southern portion. An Oregon Junco was obsernd Feb. 28 to 
;\Iarch 3 at feeder at West Alexander, Pa.( )'Ii\I). Small flocks of Field Sparrows were flushed 
from weedy fields on se\-eral occasions at East Liverpool, Ohio (:,\L) and about three times 
as many were found on Charleston, W. \'a. Christmas counts this year as in 1965 (GFH). 
Very few White-<:rowned and White-throated Sparrows were found in the region during the 
period. McCown's Longspurs were recorded near Brockway, Pa. Feb. 11 in two flocks of 
Snow Buntings "to make a big day in a dull season" for the Shields. 

Contributors-Sonny Argabrite SA; Ralph K. Bell RKB; Harold Boecher HB; Everett 
R. Chandler ERC; )'lary Chapman and ).Iabel Edgerton C&E; ::\ orris Gluck NG; Howard 
Gregg HG; George F. Hurley GFH; Torn Igou TI; Constance Katholi CK; )'larie ).Iasteller 
Ml\1; Glen Phillips GP; )'lerit Skaggs ;\15; Tom and Violet Shields TVS; Pat Temple PT; 
Marie Trowbridge MT and Nevada Laitsch NL. 
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