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GENERAL NOTES 

A Banded Red-backed Sandpiper.--While collecting birds on Hog Island, 
Northampton County, Virginia, on April 2, 1941, the authors took a female 
tied-backed Sandpiper, Erolia alpina sakhalina, from a flock of at least five 
thousand birds. The bird was found to be banded with U.S. Biological Survey 
band number 36-229093. Mr. Frederick C. Lincoln, In Charge of Distribution 
and Migration of Birds gave us the following history of the bird: it was banded 
October 14, 1936 by Dr. Oliver L. Austin at North Eastham, Cape Cod, Massa- 
chusetts. So our bird was at least five years old.--W•LL•aa• MONTAGNA and 
WILLIAM A. WIM_SATT, Laboratory of Ornithology, Fernow Hall, Cornell Univer- 
sity, Ithaca, New York. 

Descriptive Notes on a Catbird Nest.--Favorable circumstances provided 
an opportunity to observe the behavior of one pair of Catbirds (Di•metella 
cqrolznen.sis) throughout the nesting cycle. Since it is unlikely that I will be 
able to make additional observations "for the duration", it seenas desirable to 
record these notes at this time. The pair of birds built a nest in the bushes near 
a house in Wilmette, a residential suburb of Chicago. The literature concerning 
catbirds contains little which duplicates these observations. Hence no attempt 
is made to correlate the literature or analyse the description. Neither bird was 
banded. The identification of sex was based on the presence of the brood patch 
in the female and also on behavior. 

On May 21, 1941 two Catbirds flew back and forth across the yard frequently. 
Neither carried nesting material. A catbird had been singing vigorously for the 
past week. Xest building was observed on May 23. One bird (female?) carried 
and arranged the nesting material while the other (male?) followed and sa• on 
the nearby porch. The nest was placed about ten feet above the ground in a 
dense bush. The back door of a house was about eight feet away; persons and a 
dog went in and out. The dog was fed on the ground about five feet from the 
nest bush. For fore' days, beginning on May 25, an egg was laid in the morning 
about 8 x.•. 

The incubation period was twelve days. The female incubated exclusively; 
she remained on the nest for about 20 minutes and then was off for about five 
minutes. The identification of the female was made by the presence of the brood 
patch which was visible under favorable circumstances. The female appeared 
to be slightly larger than the male. After the birds had been observed for some 
time it became obvious that the male used certain perches and the female used 
others. While the female was on the nest the male watched from a nearby 
telephone wire or went off to feed. During the inattentive periods of the fenrole 
the male always guarded the nest, perching a few feet away. The male drove off 
English Sparrows and continued to sing loudly but with decreased frequency. 
During •he incubation period three behavior patterns are notable. (1) The male 
sings in the usual loud manner occasionally but frequently sings a weak warbling 
song. The notes are very similar to the usual song but the volume is greatly 
diminished. One must be near to hear the song. (2) Several times the male and 
female perched on the telephone wire and touched or rubbed bills. (3) Commonly 
the male and female fluttered or quivered the wings. This fluttering occurred 
when the birds appeared to be excited, as, for example, after I had disturbed the 
nest or when the female returned after feeding. 

Two young hatched on June 8 during a violent rain and wind storm which 
lasted throughout the day. The fate of the other two eggs is unknown. No 
trace of eggs or young was found when the weather cleared. During the nestling 
period the female brooded the young when necessary, especially at first. The 
male began to bring in food at once and either fed the youn[ directly or gave the 
food to the female. She apparently never ate it but passeo it on to the young. 
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The male always used his favorite perch when approaching the nest. The adults 
continued the billing and wing fluttering. Both birds waited for the young to 
deftcate after feeding and then carried away the feets. The male sang occasionally. 

The young left the nest on ,June 19 at 8 r.gt. after a ficdging period of 11 days. 
A snmll boy and a dog, although intending no harm, probably scared the young 
out of the nest. The young were hardly able to hang onto the twigs of the bush 
when placed up near the nest. Probably the fiedging period in this case should 
be counted as 12 days. Oil the morning of June 20 the parents were feeding the 
young near the nest. The birds were not seen again. 

Data on the incubation and ficdging period of a pair of Catbirds at the Edmund 
Niles Huyck Preserve at Rennsclacrville neat' Albany, New York State, are here 
presented for comparison. The first egg was laid on June 15, 1940 and the last 
of the four on June 18. On July 1 at 8 x..x•. all young had hatched. On ,July 12 
the young were all out of the nest at 8 .•..xt. The incubation period and the 
fiedging period were each twelve days in this case. 

No observations were made on territorialism of the Catbird. Nevertheless the 
behavior appeared to be consistent with the territory concept.--D•vn) E. D.aws, 
721 Elmwood Avenue, Wilmette, Illinois. 

Recovery of Bluebirds Banded as Fledglings. During the last nine years 
I have banded at Princeton, Massachusetts thirteen male bluebirds (Sialia sialis 
sialis), seventeen females and 127 fledglings. Of these, four males and four females 
h•vc been trapped breeding a second season and two of the females and three of 
the males were trapped breeding two years after banding. None of the fledglings 
have returned to nest at my station. 

Two of the fledglings, however, have been recovered elsewhere and these two 
returns are of extreme interest. No. 34-100531, 9. banded in a nest box at 
Princeton on May 31, 1937 was trapped breeding at the Wharton banding station 
in Groton on June 18, 1938. Groton is approximately 20 miles northeast of 
Princeton. The second fledgling Fll7940 •, banded in a nest box at Princeton 
on July 21, 1936 was caught by a cat in Orient, Maine on July 28, 1941, five 
years later. Orient, Maine is in Aroostook County close by the New Brunswick 
line, 305 miles northeast of Princeton. It seems very probable that this bird 
was breeding in Maine when killed. 

Both of these birds on their first return journey from the south apparently were 
heading in the general direction of Princeton but went on beyond in a north- 
easterly direction before selecting a breeding territory. 

It is interesting to note that the only other published information on recoveries 
of fledgling bluebirds that I have been able to find are all for birds recovered in 
their natal area. These records are given below. 
Place of Banding No. Banded Returns Reference 
Chcslcy, Ont. 83 1 cv Bird Banding, 12: 25 
Cape Cod, Mass. 142 2•q- 19 q- 1 Bird Banding, 5: 40 
Nashville, Tenn. 521 1592 Wilson Bull., 52: 188 

As bluebirds are permanent residents in Tennessee, the Nashville fledglings do 
not represent a return from migration.--Lxwl•.N-c•. B. CnxP.XixN, 1 Woodridge 
Road, Wellesley, Massachusetts. 

• Males not trapped. 


