
May-June 1962 EBBA NEWS 

WOOD DUCK BONUS 
By John w. Taylor 

Along with efforts to band di~ 
ducks at Cold Spring Harbor, L, l 
a trap was placed in a fresh 'Wat 
lake at the head of the harbor. 6 

The water level of the lake ha:d 
been lowered so that spring ra1na 
would not cause nooding, and th 
trap was placed alongside a g11ave 
bar the top of which was prot~ 
from the watero We baited both 
exposed and underwater areas 'id;t]t 
whole corn. Dabbling ducks, Can,. 
ada Geese, and Mute Swan fed a
long the bar and in deeper water 

by "tipping up". scaup Ducks dove nearby. As the water level of the laRe 
was raised, we would move the trap to higher ground so there would be ne 
possibility of its being completely covered by water and drowning any 
ducks that were lured inside. Eventually the trap was on top of the pre .. 
viously exposed gravel bar which was now under about three feet of waten, 

When the water became too deep for "tipping up", the dabbling ducks 
began to dive. The previous chain of events had shown them sn easy source 
of food. What surprised me was the aggressiveness and persistence of Wocla 
Ducks (Aix sponsa) in the trapping area. They not only dove frequently 
but also chased the larger ducks ar...iay. Two ducks and a drake seemed to 
be near the trap most of the time, and on one occasion the drake was ve~ 
busy feeding and also chasing away a persistant and hungr;r black ducko 
The latter kept coming back but was chased away before being able to fee~, 

Two pairs of Wood Duck, the most observed at any time, were caught 
and banded, and one repeated in this trap. Although Mallards and Black 
Ducks were far more numerous on the lake, they numbered only seven trap~!!. 
plus one repeat. Possibly the Wood Duck were more at home making shalillow 
dives than the other two species. or maybe the drake's aggressiveness was 
responsible for the small percentage of the others trapped. 

As an isolated experience, this may have no significance. However, 
it does suggest that if one were trapping woodies and found the presence 
of other species annoying and expensive because of bait consumed. the t 
competition might be eliminated and no harm done to the Wood Duck projec 
by moving the trap to deeper water. 

RFD, Syosset, L. I., N. Y. 
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NOVICE PROJECT PLANNING 
By Dorothy L. Bordner 
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'l'he first and foremost requirement for starting and continuing any 
roject" is curiosity. After the seeds are sown most projects will just 

!ll1 wind the problem then becomes one of holding them down to a manageable 
~~el• Followin& are some type a of projects: 

1. study of one species or family. 

z. Nesting study of a particular area: 

a. Netting or trapping of the breeding birds. 

b. Banding of nestings. (Note that if nestllngs and adults are 
banded on opposite legs, field observation becomes easier.) 

J• Efficiency of traps - what contributes most: 

a. Type of trap. 

b. location: Habitat - open country, woodland, etc. 
On the ground or above ground level. 

c. Bait used. 

d. Combinations of the above - for example, does one species 
trap better in a different type of trap under different 
habitat conditions7 

4. Nets vs. wire traps: are some species caught more readily by one 
method than by the other7 

Questions which can be asked in connection with any project (or which 
Jil:ght be extended to project status): 

1. longevity - what is the normal length of life as shown by returns 
or recoveries? 

2. Returns - which species return most often to the same breeding or 
wintering area 7 

3, Predation -

a. How does a banding operation affect the number of predators? 

b. Nestlings of which species can be banded without excessive 
loss fl"9m predation? 
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4. Weather - how does it affect: 

a. Trapping success? 

b. Movement of birds? 

c. Feeding habits? 

d. Reaction of birds to handling? 

Parasites_ which ones (mites, lice, flies, larvae, etc.) are 
present? Is there a correlation between the number present a?id 

a. Species? 

b. Handicapped birds? 

c. Type of habitat? 

6. Coloration - how do albinism and other odd color patterns and 
abnonnalities affect: 

7. 

8. 

a. Longevity? 

b. Acceptance by other birds? 

c. Feather wear? 

How does color change with season (bill parts, feet, etc.)? 

Personality - are observed behavior patterns characteristic of. 
individual birds or of species? Do they change with handling? 

Wandering - how far do birds range in feeding, particularly in 
winter territories? 

Others_ plumage, weights, measurements, temperatures, territo m'j, 
etc. See EBBA NEWS July-Augus·~ and November-December 1958, aoo 
January-February 1959. 

The style of writing used in making a report, article or paper on a 
project depends to a great extent on the pl ace of publication, so it wiil!l! 
not be covered here. It is best to ex.amine the style of reports alrea ~ 
published in the journal to which a report will be submitted. 

Sin ce in most cases data is easier to work with in grouped fonn, tli• 
followin g formulae are given for this type of situation. (The author e~• 
pects to publish a more complete article on statistics in a future isSU• 
of EBBA NEWS. -Ed. ) 
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The most frequently used type of average is the~ (denoted below 
1' bY' f)• 

i = L f•z 
Lf 

- where f is the number of items 
in a class. 

z is the class midpoint. 
Lis the symbol to indicate 

the sum is to be taken. 

The standard deviation (denoted bys) is a second useful value. rt 
z, is a measure of the extend to which the values concentrate about the 

mean, or 1n other words, the spread of the values. 

S =4~f'(:z.-;;.) 
:Ef 

1, significant difference of two proportions: 
Notation: P, and p~ denote the two observed proportions. 

n, and n). denote the number in the samples. 
p denotes the proportion obtained by combining the two 

samples. 
q = 1-p 

If the two proportions are assumed to come from the same population, 
the mean of (P.-R) will be O and 

I J. 

Sp -P = I f1 + L'! 
I 2 1 11, h 1 

If the value of (P, - p~) is greater than 2sp - p there is a signifi-
cant difference between the two proportions.' ;).. 

~. Population estimate: 

X = ...f!1L 
A - where A= no. of marked birds ca11ght in second 

period. 
B = no. (total) of birds caught in second 

period. 
C = no. of birds caught and marked in 

first period. 
X = total population. 

5, A method of calculating nesting success may be found in "Nesting 
Success Calculated from Exposure" by Harold Mayfield 1n the Septem
ber 1961 Wilson Bulle tin. 

Some examples of connnonly used graphs appear on the following page. 
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Examples of Graphs 
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The two lower graphs show cumulative frequencies. 

926 w~ Beaver Ave., State College, Pa. 
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BANDING SCREECH OWLS AND KESTRELS AT NEST BOXES 
By Stuart D. Henderson and John B. Holt Jr. 

Housing Dewlopment - Screech Owl-Kestrel style 
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For the past three years, Screech Owls (Otus asio) and Kestrel s 
(fal.co sparverius) have had 11 ttle trouble finding home s ites in the 
,;..,i 0ver, Massachusett s reiion. This is due to the fact that scattered 
:;;-roughout the 70-square mile area are more than two hundred nesting 

its, put up specifically with these two raptores in mind - and the 
bOolY' 11rent" required is that they and their families wear aluminum bands 
~,sued by the Fish and Wildlife Service. 

Our nesting box project, initiated in the fall of 1958, was ori
inallY directed at Screech Owls until it was later found that Kestrels !re even more inclined to utilize artificially constructed nesting sites 

t11an the owls. 

we had always suspected that Screech Owls were fairly common in our 
gion, and thought it would be interesting to add this species to the 

stowing list of hawks and owls which we had studied, banded and photo
crephed. But we soon discovered that finding a Screech Owl's nest in a 
,natural cavity was something like finding a needle in a haystack. It en
tailed perilous climbini: up dead or decaying trees and reaching down into 
dal'k hollows at the bottom of which could be anything from a mouse to a 
aquirrel or black snake; and a s far as the owls were concerned , the results 
.. re usually negative. This, obviously , was not the way to conduct a 
quantitative study. 

We knew that Screech Owls sometimes appropriate backyard Flicker or 
Wood Duck boxes, and wondered what would happen if we constructed a nwn
ber or such boxes and put them up in suitable woodland areas. It seemed 
like a good idea, but a project of the magnitude we desired would require 
ION lumber than either of us could afford - until it was discovered that 
11111t or the necessary materials could be salvaged from nearby trash dumps, 
t which small quantitie s of usable odds and ends were periodically dis
rded. By frequenting these place s we were able to realize a fairly con

rtt&nt supply of wood, and proceded to cover as much territory as possible 
th nesting boxes before winter set in. One hundred and ten were up and 
dy for the nesting season of 1959. 

Early in May we began to check the boxes, but our enthusiasm was 
what dampened when we learned that our project had been a great boon 

the gray squirrel population - nearly 70'1, of the boxes had been usurped 
these ubiquitous pests! Seventy-four of the 110 boxes contained nests 
the gray squirrel. Of the remaining boxes, two were occupied by red 

Ui~rels, and one by a flyi?li squirrel; Screech Owls had taken only eight, 
st.rels were nesting in six: Starlings had five, Flickers five, and 




