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THICK-illLLED MURRE 
By Frederick S. Schaeffer 

On 5 February, 1966, I banded a Thick Billed Murre, Uri.a loni 
lomvi..a, A.o.u. f031 with band number 536-98128. Age-U; Sex-u. 'Vj_a 

The bird was fo,md by John Stoneck of 37 Neutral. Ave., New Do 
Beach, Staten Island , N. Y., on 4 February, 1966, in the afte rn oonl'p 
bird was found on the beach and was lightly oiled . On 5 Feb., it • 
released at New Dorp Beach, after having been banded , and photogra:" 
(picture not yet available at this time) at approx. 11 a.m . It S'w'aJn 
out 100 yards and disappeared. Up to the time of release the biro, 
eaten some smelts, had a movement, and was quite active and alert -in 
the patio where it had been kept. It uttered calls to the effect ot 
1Ennrrr, Herrrrrrr 1 a sort of purring sound. 

I measured the bird. The wing length was 197 mm and the length 
the exposed c\Ulllen, only 022 mm ( see diagram) . The head was sla te 0 
darlc slate gray rather than black, the body very dark bro'Wtl.. The i 
black. Eyes darlc bro-wn, darlc above and white below, with the gape 
on the upper mandible, one if its field ma:rl<s. With wing s folded, 8 
wing appeared to have a horizontal single thin wing bar . 

Diagram of bill - Thick-billed Murre 

This w.is the first bird I banded in 1966 - a good omen indeed! 

141-50 85th Road, Jamaica, New York 11435 
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ANOTHER EXPERIENCE WITH EVENING GROSBEAKS IN CANADA 
By G. Hapgood Parks 

In EBBA NEWS, Vol. 26, Nos. 1 and 6, and in Vol. 27, No. 1, we 
r:J,rted a study which Mrs. Parks and I had made of an Evening Grosbeak 

~ area in the Canadian province of Quebec during 1962 - 1964. Last 
· reali zing that our Quebec site had been deserted by this species 
~dad to investigate a concentration of them. which we learned was ~ :urid in the Miramicbi watershed of New Brunswick. 

We crossed the border at Ste. Croix shortly after noon on June 14, 
and very soon we began to hear the unmistakable calls of Evening 

5,eaks as we drove along the spruce-edged highway. Individ uals and 
g,roups were encountered peclcing in the gravel on either side of the 

c,lctOP• Here and there battered bodies told the story of others that 
been struck down by passing autos. 

About 40 miles beyond Fredericton we found an appealing tourist 

1
~ (in the to'Wll of Astle) which we decided to make our headquarters 
ill e we surveyed the region for a satisfactory trapping location. 

We had noticed, during our trip, that graveled driveways which joined 
and garages to the highway were populated., more often than mt by a 

Evening Grosbeaks pecking at the bare ground. Slightly les s tha~ 100 
troni our cabin and on the opposite side of Route 8 we discovered. 

SllCh a driveway, deeply rutted and with the added feature of a well­
il1J.ed mud puddle near its middle. A half-dozen of the birds close by * puddle completed a very appealing picture . It did not take us long 

deoide to postpone further exploration until we had tried to entice 
,ome of these birds from their natural food and into our traps by means 

sunflower seeds. Mr. and Mrs. Wayne Hunter were most cooperative. 
"1 granted us wtl.imited permission to use their driveway while they 
lilplored. a roundabout path to their barn in order to cirCUlllVent our traps. 

We had brought with us the same pair of 3-celled Potter traps that we 
used in Quebec. Early in the morning of June 15 we set these traps 

Oil the bare ground by the puddle. This placed the nearest trap a measured 

I from the edge of the macadam of heavily-traveled Route 8. In a 
singly few minutes some birds found the bait and a female was 

ured. By nightfall 11 more females and 17 males had been released 
~ our bands. 

Having carried on our previous study in the complete seclusion of the 
..._~ bush the contrast of this trapping site so close beside a thruway 
pv ,vu. almost shocking. We soon came to realize that there was no local 
'8ed limit on this arrow-straight mile-long portion of Route 8 which 

between our cabin and our trap s . It became apparent that this 
bi. ~ta~y cha:!-lenged almost every driver totes~ the utmost capabilities 

8 car s engine. Needless to say, these speeding autos passing by so 
close to our traps did not serve to add tranquility to the activities 
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of the Slllail groups of birds which sought the seeds therein. Rein.al'!( 
however, after each of the violent passings-by the birds regained th!~ 
composure and returned almost at once to the traps in an attempt to-~ 
feed again. 

large numbers of C.Owbirds and l esser numbers (but, still, fa r to 
many) of Grackles also f ound t he bait and complicated our eff orts ~ 0 

springing traps or plaguing trapped Grosbeaks. Several menacing C:ro 
added unwanted excitement t o our work and 4 noisy Ravens frequen t:cy \(a 
panicked nocks of Grosbeaks from nearby trees altho ugh th ey were n8' 
observed to alight on the ground anywhere near the traps. ~ 

Our activities captured the interest of a considerable group ot 
people ranging from two toddling tots to four bicycling grammar school 
boys. Their interest was sincere enough, but their energetic "asfd_ 
we could very well have gotten along without. They persisted in "hel 
us throughout our stay. 

Anyhow, we endured these complications, and in 6 days of tra.wi.ng 
(June 15 - 20) we placed bands on 208 males and 64 females, a to ta,J. ot 
272 Evening Grosbeaks . We also trapped 5 "foreigners , " all males, ~J:r:l 
49 repeats were handled. We shall allow the following table to 
these records: 

Table I. EVENING G:OOSBEAKS TRAPPED AT ASTLE, N. B. 
Tui.te BANDED BIRDS HA 
(1965) M F Tu!.ily Cumulative Foreign Repeats Tul.ily 
June Total Total Retraps Total 

15 17 12 29 29 0 l 30 
16 50 19 69 98 2 9 80 
17 61 21 82 180 2 17 101 
18 44 10 54 234 1 11 66 
19 12 0 12 246 0 6 18 
20 24 2* 26 272 0 5 31 
21 0 0 0 272 0 0 0 
22 0 0 0 272 0 0 0 

*The plumage of one of these "females" showed recessive, but clear, 
characters. 

'rable II. FOREIGN RETRAPS CAPTURED AT ASTLE, N. B. 
Band No. Age Sex Trapped 

and THIS BIRD WAS BANDED 
Released By At 

(1965) 
55-110436 A M June 16 E .A. Carrier Bloomfield, Q:mn. 
59-1422 85 A M II D.L.Bordner State C.Ollege, Pa. 
62-189728 A I1 June 17 A.H.Fast Arlington, Va. 
63-180024 A 1·! II G.W.Eaton fuBois, Pa. 
65-159849 A H June 18 C.Hiller Inwood, w. Va. 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
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B</ 0}lanee we had chosen for our study a region in which the pulpwood 
ts had already been scheduled for aerial spra ying by plan es of the 

Jnci al 1)3partment of Forestry. Based at th e Taxis Air.stri p not more 
4 e.ir..miles due west of our cabin these spray.planes, flyin g in groups 

-:: p11t on an expert display of aerobatics . while they sprayed all of the 
~: • ..ri.a,ids within l"qnge of our sight. We learned that similar spraying had 
P- dorte by.planes based at Fredericton and that, simultaneously with the 
~ we witnessed, other planes were carrying on similar work from other 

IJ at the Kesnac, Juniper, and .l)mpey airs t rips. In all, 59 planes were 
lved in these operati ons. SO we were presented with our second 

I'° ty to observe how aerial spraying might affect a population of 
Grosbeaks. 

M s spraying was done at dawn and at dusk on June 15 and 16. We had 
.sona.l experience regarding the dispersal of these birds prior to the 
but information gleaned from residents of the area indicated that 
bad been no appreciabJ.e recent change in the degree of concentration. 

E;)aUllination of Table I reveals that on June 15 and 16 (the spraying 
fjp) we trapped 29 and 69 birds, respectively . On the four days that 

, our count soared to 82, then dropped to 54, then 12, then 26. 
then, on June 21 , a marked change in behavior pattern occurred . On 

e,., date plenty of Evening Grosbeaks were seen, but all of them were in 
it, in pairs , or in small groups o:f f:rom 3 to 7. Almost all were 

westward and none stopped in the vicinity of our traps ; in .fact, 
.st oone stopped arzywhere within sight. This westward movement 

ed on the 22d , also, without even one bird being trapped. (Next 
we retrieved our traps and Callle home.) 

We fi nd i~ impossi ble to assess th e amount of infl uence the spray may 
had on this movement of the birds. It j_s wortl.\Y of note, however , 
about four days are require d fo r sprayed pesticides to produce peak 
rm mortality. This fact places peak mortality around our trapping 

te on June 19 or 20. Is it merely an in t eresting coincide nce t ha t only 
l1a.l' or two after t hese dates there occurred the mass exodus of Evening 
lb~s tha t we have rec orded ? The exodus may as well have been triggered, 

ps, by the e.."Ctremely hot weather which set in at that tillle to the 
i;iMl)i,ltiil.Jl.lllent of smart westerly winds. Or might it not have been a normal 

tory urge ? After all is said and done, it seems that the French have 
~ valid reason f or calling our favori t e species 1'1e Gros-bee Errant " 

Wandering Grosbeak). 

n,ere appeared to be a very wide dispersal of Evening Grosbeaks 
~ f11°ut the Miramichi watershed. The population was not dense , however, 

was very fluid. Some pairing was indicated, but we were unable to 
\'&7 aey actual nesting. Although the area had been sprayed during 
~ of 5 consecutive years prior to our 1965 visit the species has 
~ed, but with some density variation from year to year. The 

,entra~ion in 1964 apparently had exceeded greatly the ample population 
O\lnd J.n 1965. We were told that the large flocks of birds feeding on 



158 EBBA News - Vol. 29, No. 4 

the gravel shoulders of the roads were actually a hazard to autolllob:ll.j_ 
and in many towns they were considered as pests. One man told us : ''taet~ 
year when I'd get home from a drive I had to dig Evening Grosbeaks OJ.l.t It 
rrry car ' s radiator and wash them off the windshield. It was a mess.•• Of 
Another person said : "Last year the road was lined on both sides ''ltt h 
dead Evening Grosbeak so u On our own excursions between June 15 and, « 
picked up and examined. 10 dead males and 4 dead fem.ale s; none Wl:>:re a ~ 

The fact that Evening Grosbeaks have persisted. in this region i.n 
of the spraying would indicate that the spruce budworm also remains. 
is upheld by the statement of a Provincial Forest Ranger who told ~

91 
am finding budworms on trees this year where none were f ound in ' 64. 11 

emphasizes too a significant difference between the type of spran :ng 
111 watched he;e in New Brunswick as compared. With tha t which we e:x:periel:\o 

during our 1962 visit to Quebec. 

In Quebec the poison came down from the spray-planes in drops , 
heavy raino There, too, the supervisory personnel expressed. as th e:lr 
goal ·!;he elimination of the spruce budworm pe~t -- a goal whic~ S&E!illa to 
have been eminently successful in the area 'Which we were studying . In 
Bruns wick the fine mist which drifted down from the spray-planes S\\gg8 
a refinement of the spraying procedure. What is more, Mr. D. R. Maodo 
one of the N. B. forestry biologists expressed their attitude in these 
words: 11\ve do not use the work •eradicate' in describing our 5Pt'a.Y'ing 
procedures. We no longer attempt to destroy every last budworm, but 
rather to control the population and to prevent it from becoming so 
as to be destructive to the forests. Thus, there is being left adequa 
food for a nonnal number of birds. 11 

At Parker Ridge we found a group of Canadian Wildl~fe biologi sts 
under the direction of Dr. c. D. Fowle who were conducting exhaustive 
e:x;periments to determine the effects of the spraying on all wildlif e, 
but especially on birds and fish. One phase of this study was to o 
the effects of DDT with those of other poisons. Complete result s are 
available at this writing, but we have learned that they found phosp 
harmful to birds and they have warned that "it is to be used with 
caution." To discover this show of teamwork between foresters and 
personnel was, indeed, a satisfying experience. 

In brief swmnary: U se8lllS apparent that Evening Grosbeaks wiU 
continue to freouent sprayed forests -if adequate controls have gui~ed 
spraying procedures. While studying this situatio11 ~~ the spnng 
the sixth successive year that the Astle, New Brunsw:1..cx, area 1-ms ~ 
we trauped and banded 272 Evening Grosbeaks durin g 6 consecutive ~ 
using only t-ro J-celled Potter traps. Alth~ugh no 1;>irds were tr~pp ni 
dur:l.ng the sevent11 and eighth days, UL'.l.IJY still rema:i.ned in the vici 
iio nesting was discovered, but a letter from Hrs. Hunter reports t h.a\ 
young birds were being fed there by the parents during July. The ~ 
le ·tter told of 11a vast quantit.--y of these birds" remaining thereab ou 9 

after we had left. 

99 Warrenton Avenue, Hartford, Connecticut 06105 
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HEAVY TICK POPULATION ON BIRDS 
AT ISLAND BEACH STATE PARK BIRD-BANDING STATION 

By Robert Snetsinger and Dorothy Bordnerl 

Clifford et. al. (1961) provided keys and illustrations that have 
111ad8 possi bl~ the. indent~fic ~tion of larval ticks of the eastern United 
states• Unt.il this publication , there was only limited awareness among 
,cBrologi sts as to the diversity of hosts and the maintenance and 
transn1ssion of tick - borne diseases by larval ticks . Many species of 
tJ,o)<s in , the adult stage are associ~ted with only one or a relatively 
18.,, species of mammals; however , Clifford et. al . found that some tick 
sp!loies in the larval stage have hosts quite different than those they 
J14ve as adults . 

The present authors collected ticks from 92 birds belonging to 15 
species from 24 August to 21 September 1965 . The collections were made 
et Island Beach State Park , Ocean County , New Jersey . The birds were 
c0).lected in mist nets and represent a modest sampling of birds taken 

the Island Beach State Park bird-banding project. 

The species of birds from which the ticks were collected were the 
ye]low-shafted F1.icker (AOU 412) , Catbird ( 704), Brown Thrash er ( 705) 
ii)od Thrush (755) , Swainson •s Thrush (758) , Veery (756 ) , Cape May ' 
Warl>J.er (650) , Black-throated Rl.ue Warbler ( 654 ), Ovenbird ( 674), 
llort:.he:m Water-thrush ( 675) , Yellow-throat ( 681), Yellow-brea sted Chat 
(683) 1 Rufous-sided Towhee ( 587) , Slate-colored Junco ( 567) , and Song 
Bpag0w ( _581). No relationship between the species of birds and the 
allundance of ticks was established. 

A total of 1 , 323 ticks were collected , an average of 14.8 ticks 
per bird. Of this total all but one specimen -were Haemapb._ysalis 

ris alustris (Packard , 1869). The remaining specimen was a l arval 
des dentatus Marx, 1899 , and it was collected from a Yellow-breasted 
t. Of the l , J2 2 .H_. leporispalustris, 564 were unfe d larvae, 72J were 

engorged larvae; 13 were unfed eymphs; and 22 were engo rged nymphs. One 
bird had an infest ati on of 65 ti cks , which was the rec ord number fo r 
this study. 

Sonenshine et al . (1 966) reporte d on ti ck s coll ecte d at bird 
banding stations l ocated in Maryland at Kent Point ( Chesapeake Bay) and 
Ocean City , and at the Patuxent Wildlife Refuge. These workers noted 
Uiat !!, leporispal ustris was the most abundant species on migrants 
~th 8d in early Sep~ber. The present observation closely agrees 
""' that of Sonenshine and his workers. 

l 
Robert Snet singer , Associate Profess or of Entomol ogy , 101 Walker 

Laborato ry, The Pennsylv ani a St at e Uni versit y , University Park, 
and Dorothy Bordner, 926 West Beaver Avenue, St ate College , Pa., 
respect i vely. 




