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GENERAL NOTES 

Fighting and Mortality among Tufted Titmice (Parus bicolor) caught 
in Banding Traps near Leesburg, Virginia.--Early in the winter of 1953- 
1954, I ,had six all-purpose traps in operation at my .banding station. During this 
period fourteen Tufted Titmice were .banded. In addition, all three Titmice 
banded she previous winter returned. That Titmice may not ge.t along well to- 
gether when confined in the same enclosure was indicated by an observation on 
November 8, 1953. On making my rounds I found in one trap [wo Tufted Titmice 
locked in .a furious struggle. Fighting •took place on the ground, in the air and 
on the sides of the trap. •One of the 'birds appeared to be getting the worst of 
it. On .my intervention it flew to the side of the trap and rem, ained there in a 
dazed condition. I noticed that one eye was partially closed. Both birds were 
unbanded. The urnhurt •bird was given .band number 21-192634. The injttred bird 
was given band number 21-192635. 

On November 28, 1953, I .found eviden. ee of a very .bitter struggle. A Tufted 
Titmouse flying •bou,t a trap was found to be 21-192638, a ,bird .banded on No- 
vember 14, 1953. A,fter rel.easing this ,bird, I noticed a Tufted Titmouse ?ying 
prone in a corner o.f .the trap. Wkh its head almost buried in a shallow depres- 
sion the bird, to all appearances, was dead. But in my band i,t made a faint 
struggle to get ,away. It was 21-192627, .banded on October 30, 1953. One eye 
was closed and aearly ev.ery feather had been plucked fro,m its head. After a few 
hours in captivity th, e bird was able to fly away. It was not retaken, and my 
guess is that it died of its injuries. 

During the Christmas season I left my traps open with grain in them. Visiting 
the traps on January 2nd, 1954, ! found in one a dead Tufted Titmouse. This 
was 21-192640, banded on .Deceraber 8, 1953. The bird had obviously been killed 
in a struggle similar to those I had previously witnessed. The entire head was 
bloody and devoid of feathers. There was a distinct hole •through the cranium 
behind the eye. 

On r. enewing banding activity on January 3rd, I discovered a new instance of 
Titmouse strife. A trap which had been empty at 1:00 P.M.c.on[ained four live 
Tufted Titmice and one dead one when revisited at 2:00 P.M. The freshly killed 
bird, 21-192639, had ,been ban. ded on November 14, 1953, .and had repeated fre- 
qu.ently since then. Three of the four live birds in the trap escaped 'before I 
could examine them. The single bird ! examined wore band number 21-192630. 
It was uninjured and to my knowledge had not been involved in any previous 
figh,ts. The dead bird, as usual, had had its head plucked of feathers. An au- 
topsy revealed 1;hat the 'bird was a female. T. he cranium was clotted with blood 
and h, ad been punctured •behind the eye. From the degree of .cranial ossifioation 
it appeared that the bird was an immature. This was the last case of mortality 
or injury to come to light during the winter banding season. 
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Mr. Seth Low, banding near Leytonsville, Maryland, tells me he has found 
injured Tufted Titmice ,in his tr. aps. He had been under ½he impression that 
the injuries were self-inflicted, but, in [he light of ,my experience, thinks his 
birds might well have injured themselves through fighting.--J,ohn V. Dennis, Rt. 1, 
Box 376, Leesburg, Va. 

The Life History of an Ohio Chimney Swift Recovered in Tennessee.-- 
On September 19, 1954, ,Clive E. Smith captured a chimney swift from the Purse 
Bui}ding in Chattanooga which ,bore •band number 42-188588. This Ibird was a 
male which was at least six years old .and had been ,banded in Ohio where he 
lived ,an.d nested each summer since he was first trapped. Following is an account 
of his life hist.ory. 

No. -88 was first captured on May 28, 1949, from air shaft E1 on the roof of 
Kent Hall on the campus of Kent State University. He was with the mates of 
that shaft (42-196909 and 42-196921), whose nest was about threedourths made 
on that date, and another bird (42-188573) which was a return. These two visitors 
did not remain there. However, in ,the night of July 1 four birds were again 
o.bserve, d in El. Trapping obtained the parents and one of the former visitors, 
but the other one escaped. It might have been no. -88. In any case only three 
adults were together there ,the next evening and no. -88 was found with an un- 
banded swift in shaft L1. However, four birds were together in E1 the next 
night, and on July 27 no. -88 was trapped again from shaft E1 with the parents 
and the other seasonal visitor of that shaft. With them were two non-breeding 
birds of .the col,ony ,and two juveniles. (The life history o,f the parents has been 
published in the Ohio Journal o/ Science, 51: 42-46. 1951.) 

No. -88 returned to the campus the following year and was retrapped on May 
3, 1950. Again he was in shaft El, but with a newcomer to this shaft (42-188595) 
who was to take the place of the former female who died at ,the end of the previous 
summer. Soon the former male returned and nested with no. -95 while no. -88 
remained as a visitor. On May 26 all three were trapped together. The nest 
was completed and one egg laid, but on June 5 it fell fr. om the wall. It was 
then replaced immediately with another. On June 10 the same trio was again 
retrapped. The new nest was completed ,but no eggs were yet laid. Soon the 
trio dissolved as no. -88 left this shaft with its mates and entered shaft G3 to mate 
with the female (42-188592) whose former mate was found dead in the ,bottom of 
the shaft. After remaining ,alone for four days, she was j.oined ,by no. -88 on 
June 11. Together they built a nest 12.5 feet down on the •rest wall, and r. aised 
three juv.enil.es from four eggs. Late in the season, after nesting was completed, 
no. -88 went back to shaft E1 on September 15 to roost ,for the night with the 
male which had nested there over the past seven years and a juvenile which 
may have been one of his 1950 offspring. 

When no. -88 was first retrapped in 1951 on April 27, he was again in shaft 
E1 but this time he was with female no. 42-196904 (part of the life history of 
this bird was published in Bird-Banding, 21: 99-104. 1950). This pairing did 
not last and on May 4 no. -88 was found in shaft G4 with a return (42-196907) 
which had nested there for the past two years but whose former mate did not 
return. These two mated an, d •built their nest 13.5 feet down on the west wall 
where four eggs were laid. At •he end of the nesting season the parents were 
trapped there with a return, the female mate from A5, two swifts which did 
not nest on the campus, and three urnbanded juveniles. Twelve days later families 
were scattering and flocks were forming. No. -88 was found in shaft U1 with 42 
other swifts including his mate. 

In 1952 no. -88 •vas found as a return with his .former mate no. -07 in shaft 
G4 .on April 26. (The lif. e history of this ,bird will ,be pt•blished in The Auk.) 
On May 10 these two had a visitor (48-166259) which may have been one of 
their own offspring. This bird did not remain, but ,occasionally a visitor was 
present. The mates made their nest on the same spot as the year before, in 
which were laid five eggs. A•fter nesting was over they wer. e joined 'by visitors. 
On July 20 they had roosting with them for the night the male from A5, a sea- 
sonal visitor from El, a non-breeding adult, and seven new birds (apparently 
all juveniles). No. -88 spent the evening of August 6 roosting in shaft V1 with 
a flock of 37 other swifts, •but this .time he was not with his mate at the end of 
the season. 


