GENERAL NOTES

Mourning Dove Recovered in Labrador.—Records of the Mourning
Dove (Zenaida macroura) in Labrador are rare. Austin (1932), Godfrey
(1966), and Todd (1963) cite nine records for coastal Labrador. Seven of these
are late summer or autumn records in the south between Red Bay (51° 44’ N,
56° 25’ W) and Sandwich Bay (53° 39’ N, 57° 14’ W). Two records are of uncertain
date. The northernmost record at Nain (56° 32" N, 61° 41" W) occurred on 5
June 1928 and is the only spring occurrence recorded.

I wish to report another June record which represents the first Mourning
Dove band recovery in Labrador and the first Labrador occurrence of a Mourning
Dove of known natal origin. The bird was banded (803-33690) at my feeder in
Schenectady, N.Y. (42° 48’ N, 73° 53’ W) on 8 May 1973 as a newly fledged
juvenile. Tts banding date is the median date for the banding of young doves
just out of the nest at my feeder for the years 1966 through 1973 (range, 5 to 12
May). There were no recaptures of the bird from the time of banding until
its recovery on 10 June 1974 in Labrador.

It was found dead on a freshly burned lawn by H. Normore at a cabin on
the Pinware River, nine miles from its mouth at the Strait of Belle Isle. The
cause of death was not apparent. The recovery point is about 10 miles due west
of Red Bay, and 1,000-1,050 miles northeast of the point of banding.

I wish to thank John Tautin and Jay Sheppard of the U.S. Fish and Wild-
life Service Bird Banding Labratory for assistance in providing information on
this recovery.

LITERATURE CITED

Austiy, O. L., Jr. 1932. The Birds of Newfoundland Labrador. Cambridge,
Mass., The Nuttall Ornithological Club.

Goprrey, W. E. 1966. The Birds of Canada. Ottawa, National Museum of
Canada.

Topp, W. E. C. 1963. Birds of The Labrador Peninsula and Adjacent Areas.
Toronto, University of Toronto Press.

—RoBerT P. Yunick, 1527 Myron Street, Schenectady, New York 12309. Re-
ceived 30 September 1975, accepted 15 October 1975.

Variations in the Black Mask of the Common Yellowthroat.—The
black mask of the male Common Yellowthroat (Geothlypis irichas) is a well-known,
diagnostic sexual character. The adult male’s (AHY) mask is jet black, intensely
developed, and bordered by gray on the dorsal areas. After having aged (by
skull ossification) and sexed (by gonadal inspection) over 3,000 Common Yellow-
throats, most of which were nocturnal migrants killed at tall-lighted structures
in Florida, I have detected two exceptions to the above statements.

On 20 March 1973, a female (FTU 1952) Common Yellowthroat was col-
lected after having hit the Vehicle Assembly Bulding (VAB) at Cape Kennedy
during nocturnal migration. The skull was completely ossified and the enlarged
ovary was 5.5 mm in length. The mask extends about 4.0 mm past the eyes and
about 5.0 mm posterior to the culmen of the bill. The intensity of the black is
similar to that of an immature male; the gray border is absent. Dr. John Aldrich
of the USNM stated that the specimen definitely represents G. t. ignota, matching
autumn females of that race. He further remarked that the bird is in unusually
fresh plumage and is similar to autumn birds in the absence of appreciable feather
wear. This leads one to speculate that perhaps the bird experienced an aberrant
winter molt in view of its facial pattern and the fresh plumage. To my knowledge
this is the only documented female Common Yellowthroat with a black mask.

The second exception to the typical facial mask of the Common Yellowthroat
pertains to the immature male. It is not uncommon to find immature males (with
large areas of the skull unossified) that have an extensive, well-developed black
mask with gray edging. Without knowing that the skull was unossified, one
would automatically age these immatures as adults. Fisk (EBBA News, 35:
59-61, 1972) also found this condition to exist in the immature male. My observa-
tions, based upon both September and October birds, indicate that about 10% of
the immatures examined possessed unossified skulls and well-developed facial
masks, bordered by gray. Furthermore, most, if not all, of these males appear
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to be G. t. ignota, the breeding race of Florida and the extreme southernmost
parts of Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, and Louisiana.

I thank John Aldrich and John Weske of the USNM for looking at the
aberrant female and- offering comments.—Wavrtrr KiNnesLEy TavLor, Depart-
ment of Biological Sciences, Florida Technological University, Orlande, Florida
32816. Received 3 October 1975, accepted 12 October 1975.

Anting by a Scarlet Tanager and Two Blue Jays in Massachusetts.—
In a table listing known incidents of anting by wild birds in North America,
Potter (Auk, 87: 692, 1970) includes no records from New FEngland. Although
reports of Blue Jays (Cyanocitia cristata) anting are not uncommon, there are few
descriptions of anting by Scarlet Tanagers (Piranga olivacea) (Potter, op. cit.;
Whitaker, Wilson Bull., 69: 195, 1957). In late September 1974, I observed a
Scarlet Tanager and two Blue Jays anting in Boxford, Massachusetts.

The first incident occurred on 21 September at 1400 when a male Scarlet
Tanager landed on my front lawn and exhibited anting behavior. Through a
binocular I saw many ants swarming from crevices in a retaining wall and onto
the grass. The tanager was picking up individual ants with its beak and inserting
them among its feathers, primarily in the axillary regions and the sides of the
breast. All the bird’s movements were rather slow and deliberate. Ants were
held among the feathers only a few seconds, rather than for 1 to 114 minutes,
as is described in the first published record of a Scarlet Tanager anting (Groskin,
Auk, 60: 55 1943). Between insertions of ants among the feathers, the bird
wiped its bill frequently on the grass. As far as I could determine, no ants were
eaten. After anting for about eight minutes, the bird flew off.

When I examined the anting site, immediately after the tanager left, I found
some crushed wingless ants among the numerous uninjured winged and wingless
forms. Some of the latter were collected and identified by E. O. Wilson as Lasius
(Chthonolasius) wmbratus, a species found in Eurasia and North America, and
abundant from New England to North Carolina (Wilson, Bull. Mus. Comp.
Zool., 113(1): 159-160, 1955).

The second anting episode occurred on 28 September at 1130. Two Blue
Jays landed on the lawn, about 7 meters from the tanager anting site, and
began to pick up ants and insert them among their feathers. Both jays applied
the ants to the axillary regions, the undersides of the primaries, and the sides
of the breast. Occasionally they brought their tails forward and attempted to
touch the undertail coverts while holding ants in their bills. This action was
done awkwardly, and each bird fell over several times while attempting it. All
the movements of the jays were much more rapid and vigorous than those of the
tanager. Frequently the jays called stridently during their anting, whereas
the tanager had been silent. The episode lasted about six minutes, after which
both jays moved several feet away from the ant swarm, preened for about two
minutes, and then flew off. Again [ examined the anting site, finding crushed
and uninjured ants of the same species that the Scarlet Tanager used.

In most descriptions of anting by birds the species of ant involved is not
identified. The ant Lasius umbratus is reported to have been used only by the
American Robin (Twurdus migratorius), Gray Catbird (Dumetella carolinensis),
and Common Grackle (Quiscalus quiscula), all three reports from Maryland
(Brackbill, Auk, 65: 66, 1948). Therefore this report adds the Scarlet Tanager
and Blue Jay to the list of birds that use this ant species.

Potter (op. cit.) and Potter and Hauser (Auk, 91: 537, 1974) correlate
most anting with high humidity, particularly after prolonged wet weather, and
suggest that molting birds tend to exhibit anting behavior. Both anting episodes
described here occurred on humid days. At the time of the 21 September
observation the sky was cloudy and the temperature was 20° C. The two pre-
ceding days had also been humid, although no rain had fallen. On 28 September
the sky was partly cloudy and the temperature was 21°C. Rain had fallen two
days previously and fell again on 29 September. Although none of the birds
appeared to be molting, I cannot say with certainty that they were not, because
their plumage was not examined.—STEwarT DuNcaN, Biology Department,
Boston University, Boston, Massachusetts 02215. Received 16 October 1975,
accepted 30 October 1975.



