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Letter to the Editor:
(See Mr. Parks' reply
on facing page)
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(ses preceding page)
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I feel that there is no need to justify my story on the "Effect of
gprayed Pesticlde on Evening Grosbeak Nesting Area," but since you have
requested an answer, here it ist
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1. The article in question was not written as a complete report on
a scientific study.
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Rather, it was offered to a group of readers most of
whom were already acquainted with the study, as a summary of the comparative
results obtained by our extention of that same study into a second season,
My notebooks hold adequate observations to have filled that entire issue
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In fact, I have just completed my share of a joint report in
conjunction with Dr, J. Robert Blais, forest entomologist for the Quebec
Department of Forestry.

Dr, Blais was in charge of the forest survey
which culminated in the spraying episode about which I have written.

Our
joint paper, entitled "Interaction of Evenling Grosbeak and Spruce Budworm
in a Localized Budworm Outbreak Treated with DDT in Quebec," will be

submitted for publication in the "Canadian Journal of Zoology." Interest-
ingly enough, it was the report which has agitated Mr. Hall so greatly
that inspired Dr. Blals to suggest that he and I combine our observations
> _u} | aeh of e : in this joint paper.
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sprayed area's Evening Grosbeak population, so our report was no surprise
to him.
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Dr. Blais has been actively associated with the
study and control of the spruce budworm for more than ten years. Whereas
he finds that controlled spraying is essential in the control of epidemic
infestations, he credits natural control factors, including birds, for
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In our joint paper he describes a similar situation which he
observed near the Rimouski River where spraying was done during 1961, as
follows:

*In 1960 and 1961 large flocks of evening grosbeaks were seen
almost each day in the latter part of June and early July pecking the
earth outside a cookery. In those years budworm populations were high
in the immediate vicinity of the Depot Camp.

In 1962 the budworm had
returned to endemic conditions in the surrounding area of the Depot Camp
and not one evening grosbeak was seen near the camp."
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Allow me to add
I feel that only those persons who visited the Patapedia river

area during June and July of the springs prior to 1963 can even dream of
the almost unbelievable concentration of Evening Grosbeaks in that
Wilderness.

(Ben and Mary Shaub, as well as Mrs. Parks and I were there
briefly, without banding equipment, in 1961.) Had we possessed adequate

Yands in 1962 our banding total could certainly have become at least 1000.
We went back with 1000 bands in 1963, but we returned 995 of them to the



40 EBBA News - Vol. 27, No. 1

Canadian Wildlife Service, unused. THiZ BIRDS JUST WERE NOT THERE -—-
and neither were the spruce budworms which the Evening Grosbeaks had
sought as food for themselves and for their young.

99 Warrenton Avenue, Hartford 5, Connecticut

CORRECTIONS

A typographical error crept into Joseph J. Mahoney Jr.'s artlcle,
wMillet Food Patch Attracts Bobolinks."” The last sentence of paragraph 2,
page 232, Nov-Dec. issue, should have read: "Over Qg% of the birds netted
and aged proved to be immature. . ." -- not 20%.

And two persons noted that we had called Bob McCullough's interesting
picture of a hawk "a Pigeon Hawk". It 1s a Sharpie. Our face is red. . .

PICTURE CONTEST AWARD

James Richardson is the Picture Contest Award winner this 1ssue for
his fine photographs illustrating his article, "A Tern Banding Project
at the Dry Tortugas," which begins on page 5 of this issue. '






