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THE 1982 ANNUAL MEETI NG

The twentieth annual neeting of the Society will be held in Al buquerque on 6-
7 March 1982. A special enphasis of this neeting will be a banquet honoring
the founders, past presidents, and honorary life nenbers of the Society. The
busi ness and paper sessions will be held at the University of New Mexi co,
Depart ment of Bi ol ogy, Room 139. The identification workshop will be in the
bird range portion of the Miuseum of Sout hwestern Biol ogy, in the basenent of
the biol ogy building. The happy hour will be in the Canterbury Center, the
banquet in the Student Union Building, and the feature address back in the

bi ol ogy buil ding. Exact locations will be announced at the neeting.

The schedul e of events for 6 March is as follows:

8:30 AM —5: 00 PM Regi stration

8:30 AM —9: 00 AM Slide Show

9: 00 AM —9: 30 AM Busi ness neeting, including election of directors
9:30 AM —9:45 AM Br eak

9:45 AM —12: 00 N Paper Session

12:00 N - 1:30 PM Lunch (price $2.00)

1: 30 PM —5: 00 PM I dentification Wrkshop

5:00 PM —6: 30 PM No- host happy hour

6: 30 PM —8: 00 PM Banquet (price $7.00)

8:15 PM - Address by Dal e Zi mmer nan

On 7 March there will be a field trip to Bosque del Apache Nati onal
Wldlife Refuge and possibly another trip to an area nearer Al buquerque.
Details will be announced at the neeting.

The nominating conmittee of Ross Teuber, Mary Lou Arthur and Mary Alice
Root proposes Donna Schmitt and Bo West as candi dates for Director—at—arge.
The terns of other offices continue for another year.



FROM THE EDI TOR

Wth this nunber | assume the editorship of the NMOS Bulletin. | want to
express ny personal thanks and those of the Society to John Hubbard, who has
| abored in this position for the past five years. Under his guidance the
journal has evolved into its present form with its enphasis on reports of
research and field observations. | hope to continue progress in that
direction.

John’s contribution to our understanding of the distribution of New
Mexi can birds is unsurpassed, even by the work of Florence Bailey and J. S.
Li gon, al though of course he has built on the foundation laid by those and
ot her pioneering ornithol ogists. His careful and extensive fieldwrk sets a
standard of excell ence and dedication to which we should all aspire in our
own efforts, and his unstinting contribution in review ng and organi zing the
data of other observers, against the background of an encycl opedi c know edge
of what has been recorded before, gives New Mexico a system of reporting on
avian distribution which is truly the envy of all other states. John's
commtnent to the conservation of endangered species in our state was
recently recogni zed by the Nature Conservancy in the formof a Leopold
Conservation Award. During the | ast decade our know edge of New Mexican birds
has grown enornously. W can only hope that John’s | eadership and exanpl e of
thorough field work and analysis will be with us for decades to cone.

In beginning, | want to enphasize that the NMOS is an ornithol ogi ca
society. Wiile we all enjoy watching birds, that pleasurable activity does
not hing for the subjects of our attention and affection. If we really care
about birds a step in their behalf is to becone involved in the conservation
or serious study of them The latter is the bailiw ck of the NMOS.
encourage all bird—watchers in the Society to take careful notes of the birds
they observe in an attenpt to better understand their biology. A novice at
identification can contribute useful and interesting infornmation on the
behavi or of easily identified species by watching carefully and extensively
and taking copious notes. | amprepared to hel p anyone get a report of such
observations into publishable form providing they are of sufficient
orni thol ogical interest.

| encourage ornithologists working in the state to be nore forthcom ng
with submi ssions to the Bulletin. Some general notes which are not pl aceable
in national journals will find a wel come home here. | also solicit |onger
papers, including those deriving fromthesis projects. Papers published here
shoul d receive wi der dissemnation in the future, as one of my major
objectives is to expand the professional readership of the Bulletin, through
expanded circul ation and abstracting

As the quantity of ornithol ogi cal know edge burgeons it becones
increasingly inpractical for national journals to publish short notes on
distribution. State journals are the proper places for such reports (see
Robertson 1980, Amer. Birds 34:873), and | hope authors of notes on first or
significant nesting attenpts in New Mexico and of anal yses of distribution
will submit themto the Bulletin. Several such papers appear in this nunber.

My enphasis as Editor will be on inmproving the quality of the Bulletin
rather than in changing its format and appearance. | amsatisfied with our
present neans of reproduction. |ndeed, before we change to a spiffier formt
we shoul d be sure we have the quality to justify it. This is not always the
case with some of the state journals fancier than ours. Toward that end, |
hope you will deluge me with manuscripts. My address is Route 2, Box 3,

Thor eau, NM 87323.

--Arch McCall um

A POSSI BLE BREEDI NG RECORD OF THE VI TE- W NGED CROSSBI LL
I N NEW MEXI CO




Roger F. Pasqui er
International Council for Bird Preservation
Smi thsonian Institution
Washi ngt on, DC 20560

John W Perkins
General Delivery
Ranchos de Taos, NM 87557

The normal breedi ng range of the Wite—w nged Crosshill (Loxia
| eucoptera) in western North Anerica extends south to Washi ngton,
nort heastern Oregon, and western Montana, with an isolated population in
northern U ah, according to the nbst recent review (Anerican O nithol ogists’
Union in prep., Check—ist of North Anerican birds, sixth ed.). In New
Mexi co, Hubbard (1978, Revised check-list of the birds of New Mexico, New
Mexi co Ornithol. Soc. Publ. No. 6) described the species as "casual in
mgration and winter in the extrenme northeast and Sandi a Muntains."

On 20 Septenber 1981 we saw a pair of Wiite-wi nged Crosshills attending a
young bird in the Wieel er Peak W derness of the Carson National Forest, Taos
County (36”35 N. 105°25'W. The birds were in a mixed stand of subal pine fir
(Abi es | asiocarpa) and Engel mann spruce (Picea engel nannii), at an el evation
of approximately 3600 m (11,800 ft) in the upper headwaters of the Mddle
Fork of the Red River, below La Cal Basin, near the Twi ning/Blue Lake Trail.
This grove was the highest—anging stand of trees on the nountain.

Qur attention was drawn by the begging calls of the young crossbill high
in a tree. The young bird was soon joined by a pair of adults, which perched
on each side of it on the same branch. The fenmale fed the young bird, which
was decidedly smaller than the adults. The black wings with white wing bars
on both adults, the red body of the nale, and the green body of the fernale
were all clearly visible. The young bird was nore heavil y—streaked than the
femal e. The senior author is famliar with this species, and the Red
Crosshill (Loxia curvirostra), from Munt Desert I|sland, M ne, where both
speci es breed.

Two Pine Grosbeaks (Pinicola enucleator) were foraging on the ground in
the grove where we found the Wite-wi nged Crossbhills. A few flocks, each
conprised of about 10 Red Crosshills, which were distinguished by their
al | —dar k appearance and different call-nAotes, were seen that day flying over
coni ferous forest at |ower elevations.

FI RST CONFI RMED NESTING OF THE WLSON S PHALAROPE | N NEW MEXI CO

D. Archibald MCallum
Cot t onwood CGul ch Foundati on
Route 2, Box 3
Thor eau, NM 87323

The W1 son’s Phal arope (Steganopus tricolor) fornerly bred fromBritish
Col unbi a east to Ontario and south to Utah and Col orado (American
Ornithol ogi sts’ Union 1957, Check—+ist of North American birds, fifth ed.,
Baltinore, Anmer. Ornithol. Union). In the past decade it has expanded its
breedi ng range explosively in all directions (Robertson 1980, Amer. Birds
34:872), including southward into Texas, New Mexico, and Arizona. New
Mexico’s first, and so far only, confirned record of breeding was obtai ned on
30 June 1980 when a downy chick was found near Bl uewater Lake in MKinley
County.

The site of the breeding attenpt seens inprobable. It was at an el evation
of 2250 m (7400 ft) in Las Tusas Valley, in the Zuni, Muntains. The chick




was found, by Brian Malcolm in grasses about 20 cmtall near the head of the
| ake, a reservoir whose year—to—year variation in water |evel frequently

|l eaves its shoreline far fromthe site. Exceptionally heavy run-off in 1980
not only brought the |lake to its maxi mum capacity, it made a virtual marsh of
the meadow in which the young bird was |ater found. However, no nore than 65
ha of neadowl and were avail able for use by the phal aropes. The rest of the
val l ey fl oor supports shrub associati ons dom nated by rubber rabbitbrush
(Chrysot hatmus nauseosus) and grassl ands dom nated by bl ue grama (Bout el oua
gracilis).

At least 3 adult nal e phal aropes were present throughout June in these
meadow ands. These birds typically flew circul ar paths around observers and
uttered | owfrequency “woop” notes (“Alarm Flight” of Hohn 1967, Auk
84:245-259) when observers ventured into the areas they occupied. It was a
search in an area defined by one of these flight—patterns that led to the
di scovery of the chick. Simlar behavior of nmales away fromthe
di scovery—site suggested that other chicks or nests were present.

Because of the unusually wet conditions in 1980 it seemed possible that
nesting in Las Tusas Valley would be a one—year phenonenon. However, on 22
June 1981 | flushed an adult mal e phal arope fromthe sanme neadow i n which the
chick was found in 1980. The bird burst fromthe ground on ny right, flewin
front of me, and landed on ny left about 5 maway. He flapped his wings in a
hel pl ess—+ooki ng manner and gave calls | have heard at no other tinme. | did
not nove. The male then took flight and executed the typical “Alarm Flight.”
No nest was found in a careful search on that date or in a subsequent search
Hohn (1967) described a “distraction display” very simlar to the behavior
observed given by a nale incubating 4 eggs. He also witnessed | ess extrene
fornms of that display when eggs or young were present. It thus seens highly
likely that nesting was at |east attenpted at the Las Tusas site again in
1981.

The W1 son’s Phal arope has increased in abundance as a sunmer visitor to
New Mexico in the past decade (Hubbard 1978, Revised check-list of the bhirds
of New Mexico, New Mexico Ornithol. Soc. Publ. No. 6). It has been recorded
as a regular late-sunmer visitor to the shores of Bluewater Lake at |east
since 1975, but the meadow and in which the chick was found was not
i nvestigated before 1980. Wiether the species continues to nest in this
locality nmay depend upon water |levels and grazing practices. |If the nmeadows,
whi ch are now used as hayfields, are converted to pasture suitable nest—sites
may no | onger be available. Only time and continued observation will provide
an answer to this significant question.

A NEW BREEDI NG POPULATI ON OF SAVANNAH SPARRONS W TH A FI RST NEST
FOR NEW MEXI CO

D. Archibald MCall um
Cot t onwood CGul ch Foundati on
Route 2, Box 3
Thor eau, NM 87323

The Savannah Sparrow (Passercul us sandw chensi s), which breeds
sporadically in sparse gram noids near water fromnorthern Al aska south to
Guatermal a (A . O U 1957), has been known to sumer in northern New Mexico
since at least 1904 (Bailey 1928), but no nest nor young have been found and
no sumer popul ati on has been known from outside the northern highlands of
the state (Hubbard 1978). Thus the status of the species was revised doubly
when a nest was found on 30 June 1980 in a new y-di scovered popul ati on near
Bl uewat er Lake, in MKinley County.

The popul ation occupi ed a neadow and near the upper end of the | ake, at
an el evation of 2250 m (7400 ft), in Las Tusas Valley, in the Zuni Mountains.




The nmeadows were inundated by an exceptionally high spring run—eff from
February through May. Wien | first visited themon 3 May the ground was
soggy, but the grass had been cropped to within a few cm of the ground by
cattle. Savannah Sparrows were first seen on 20 May, when mal es sang

vi gorously and engaged in seenming territorial chases. The birds were seen
again on 2 and 17 June, and a search for nests was organi zed at the end of
that nonth. The nest was found by Tisi Lord, Robin Bingham and Brian Mal col m
when a sitting bird was flushed al nrost under foot. According to the
literature such a stroke of luck is the surest way to find a nest, for the
birds usually arrive and depart on foot, whether incubating or feeding. The
grass in the field in which the nest was found never exceeded a hei ght of 10
cm although the foliage and stens of the abundant wild iris (lris

m ssouriensis) rose to 40 cm Males were singing fromiris stens as late as 6
August, suggesting that they m ght be pol ygynous or doubl e—brooded.

The nest was a conpact cup, tightly woven of dried grasses. It was pl aced
at ground | evel and was conpletely hidden by the fresh and dry cul ns and
| eaves which rose above it. Two eggs were present on 30 June; 4 on 5 July.
The nest was not checked after that date.

Perhaps nore interesting than the finding of this first nest is the nere
presence of a sunmer popul ati on of Savannah Sparrow in Las Tusas Valley. The
type of nmeadow and in which the birds were found occupies |less than 65 ha in
a vall ey otherw se dom nated by rubber rabbitbrush (Chrysothamus nauseosus)
and bl ue grama (Boutel oua gracilis). Mean annual precipitation is about 40 cm
(16 in) and in sonme years the shoreline of the |lake may be up to 3 km bel ow
the site, which is under such circunstances far from noist.

Mich nore extensive meadow ands occur el sewhere in New Mexi co south of
the northern highlands, notably in the Mgollon and Capitan highlands, but
despite rather good coverage no southern popul ati on has been found. Arizona' s
only known breedi ng popul ation is near Springerville in the npist country at
the foot of the Mygollon Rim (Mnson and Phillips 1981).

It appears fromthe literature that the Savannah Sparrow is quite
sporadi c in occurrence throughout the supra-littoral West. Not only is its
habi tat uncomon, but it spurns nany seem ngly appropriate sites while
nesting densely in others. This phenonenon was observed in a survey of the
breeding birds of the Zuni Muntains in 1981, at which tinme and place several
sui tabl e-1 ooki ng sites were not occupi ed. The cl osely-rel ated G asshopper
Sparrow ( Atmodr anus savannarum) shows the sane pattern in dry rather than
moi st grassland. Thus the tendency to form | oose colonies nay inhibit
di spersal and contribute to the uneven filling of suitable sites when
di spersal occurs

Per haps the nobst inportant consideration is the longevity of col onies.
Savannah Sparrows have been found at Burford Lake in northern New Mexico
before and after dry years (Wetnore 1920, Huey and Travis 1961). It is not
known whet her these observations represent recolonization or persistence of a
singl e popul ation, but the sporadic distribution of the species suggests the
latter. The site at Bluewater Lake was not visited before 1980, so the year
of establishment of its population is unknown. However, 6 to 10 nales sang in
the same site in 1981 as early as 30 April. While | night have overl ooked
Savannah Sparrows on 3 May 1980 they were conspi cuous when | first saw t hem
It is at |least possible that migrating birds keyed on the very wet neadows in
1980 and that 1980 was the first year of the colony. The follow ng year was
much drier, but the neadows were flooded for a short tine. In especially dry
years no run-off occurs. Further observation of this variable breeding site
may shed sone light on habitat selection in the Savannah Sparrow,
specifically the tenporal distribution and quantity of water required for
onset of territoriality. If Brewer and Harrison (1975) were correct that
habitat selection is nore likely to occur in late sumer or autumm than in
spring locally—rai sed Savannah Sparrows could inprint on these nmeadows when




they are green fromlate—sumer rain but have no surface water. If that is
the case the popul ation could persist for sone tine.

The birds appeared through binoculars to be dark with wel |l —defined
streaks on the underparts. They are simlar in this respect to other Savannah
Sparrows sunmering in New Mexi co and Arizona. Duvall (1943) and | ater
Phillips et al. (1964) considered these populations to belong to
P.s. ruf of uscus, the Mexican Hi ghl ands subspecies. Mre recently Hubbard
(1974) showed that these Southwestern birds are nore simlar to the Geat
Basin form P.s.nevadensis. Monson and Phillips (1981) however, have not
changed their opinion of the nane of Arizona s breeding Savannah Sparrows.
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BANDI NG RESULTS AT CANDELARI A FARMS
19801981

C. A. Hundert mar k
223 Morni ngsi de NE,
Al buquer que, NM 87108

I NTRODUCTI ON

Fromthe fall of 1980 through the spring of 1981 | continued banding
operations at Candel aria Farms, Al buquerque, New Mexico. Along with a group
of other volunteers, | initiated the Candel aria Farnms banding project in
Septenber 1979. The initial objective of the project was to obtain baseline
data on winter and migrating bird popul ati ons before devel opnent of a nature
center on the site. Wen the nature center begins operating in 1982 the
operations will probably alter those popul ations to sonme degree. Through the
bandi ng project | expect to nmonitor those changes. The project will also
provi de a data base for devel opnment of nature—eenter progranms. The basic data
we are seeking initially are the species, age, and sex composition of
wi ntering and m grant passerine populations. During the 1980—991 bandi ng
cycle we nodi fied our procedures somewhat on the basis of results of the
1979-1980 operation

METHODS
The | ocation and habitat—onposition of the Candel aria Farnms bandi ng

project were briefly described by Hundertmark (1981). During 19802981 5 days
were spent on the south-woodl and site and 32 days were spent on the northern



site. Over the course of the bandi ng season 18 vol unteers assisted with the
proj ect. Because the project was manned by vol unteers bandi ng was usual ly
limted to weekends. During peak spring- and fall—igrati on nonths we
attempted to band at least 1 day each week-end, and 2 days when possi bl e.
Duri ng Novenber and Decenmber we reduced the frequency of field work. From
January through March we again operated at a reduced frequency of visits,
primarily because of poor results.

Table 1 presents a breakdown of the nunber of days we banded by season. |
consi dered Septenber and October to be primarily fall-mgration nonths.
Novenber is treated separately as a transitional nonth during which we were
bandi ng both m grants and winter birds. From Decenber through March nost of
the birds we banded were winter residents, while April and May were spring—
m gration nonths, though nany of the birds netted those nonths were returning
breedi ng birds.

TABLE 1. Bandi ng days and net-days at Candel aria Farns by season

Sep— Dec- Apr-
Year Cct Nov Mar May Tot al
19791980 Days 6 4 13 10 33
Net —days 18 18 96 74 206
19801981 Days 13 3 9 12 37
Net —days 94 23 65 94 276

We used mist nets to live—trap birds for banding. Table 1 also presents
t he nunmber of net-days of operation by season. Each net which we set on a
particul ar day represents 1 net—day. Qur average nunber of nets per day was
7.2 during 1980-1981. Usually we began setting nets before dawn. On nost days
the nets renmai ned up until between 1300 and 1600. Cccasionally wind or a poor
capture—rate resulted in a shorter day. During 1979-1980 we frequently banded
fromdawn until dusk. In general, we found that the tine after 1300 was not
producti ve.

In aging and sexing birds we used several keys. For nmany species we used
wor ksheets in the North American Bird-Bandi ng Manual (U.S.F.&WNS. 1977). W
al so used the Western Bi rd—Bandi ng Associ ati on’s Bandi ng Wr ksheet series
(1971—present) and Wod (1969). For identification of Enpidonax flycatchers
we used Phillips et.al.(1964) and Phillips, Howe, and Lanyon (1966) . During
1980—1981 no attenpt was made to age birds by skulling.

RESULTS

Duri ng the bandi ng year 559 birds of 45 species were netted or recovered.
O these, 32 were returns or recoveries of birds originally banded during
1979-1980. Total captures are summarized in Table 2 by species and season.
Returns and recoveries are summarized in Tables 3 and 4. Tables 3 and 4
include only birds originally banded during the 1979-1980 bandi ng season.
Sone return birds were netted nore than once. These birds are counted only
once, on the date of the first recapture.

Wiile the total nunmber of birds netted was higher than the 1979-1980
total (514), the increase was not proportional to the increased effort
reflected in additional banding days, additional net-days, and inproved
net—siting. Major differences occurred in all 3 seasons, fall, winter, and
spring. Totals for the fall of 1980 exceeded conparable figures for the
preceding year by 5 tinmes. In contrast, the totals for the winter of
19801981 were only slightly nore than 1/3 of the totals for the previous
winter, and totals for the spring of 1981 were al so down substantially from
those of the previous spring.

During the fall of 1980 we netted 302 birds. This total reflected a nore



than 2—fold increase in nunber of banding days over the fall of 1979 (Table
1). It also reflected an increase from 3 nets/day during the fall of 1979 to
an average of 7.23 nets/day during the fall of 1980. Using records of net-
site productivity we were able to increase our siting—efficiency,
concentrating on sites which were previously nost productive. From Septenber
into Cctober we also benefited fromthe attractive effect of a field of
standi ng sorghum The grain stood tall enough to screen the nets effectively
and attracted not only granivorous finches (notably Chipping Sparrows) but

al so several species of warblers. It is interesting to note, however, that
the nunber of birds/net-day was essentially the sane in both fall bandi ng
peri ods.

Fall mgrants of interest included our first Gay Flycatcher, banded 20
Sept enber; an Ovenbird banded 18 COctober; a fenale American Redstart banded 5
Cct ober; and 2 Grasshopper Sparrows banded 11 Cct ober.

Novenber yielded 16 fewer birds than in the previous year. Wile this nay
reflect the difference of 1 | ess banding day, that day shoul d have been
of fset by the increased nunber of nets used and our inproved siting. The
decrease probably reflected the overall drop in wintering fringillids. Qur
one unusual Novenber bird was a Sl ate—ol ored Junco, banded on 15 Novenber
Continuing the trend observed in Novenber, the winter catch was substantially
|l ower than in the previous year. Wiile the total banding effort during the
wi nter nonths was 4 days |less than during 19791980, the decrease in field
time was in response to a generally | ess—productive season. The decrease in
productivity is nost clearly reflected in the decrease in birds/net—day (2.36
in 1979-2980 conpared with 1.31 during 1980-1981) . The mmjor difference
between the 2 seasons appeared in the agricultural fields. During the winter
of 19791980 we netted 116 Savannah Sparrows in those fields. The 1980—1981
Wi nt er season produced no Savannah Sparrows. Because of the absence of this
species we set fewer nets in the fields during the winter nonths. Periodic
vi sual observation and nets set at key sites along the irrigation ditch
however, confirmed the near or total absence of the species. Al so mssing
fromthe winter population was the Lincoln’s Sparrow, which was present in
| ow nunbers through the 1979-1980 w nter season. Vesper Sparrows were al so
absent .

Nunbers of Oregon Juncos and Wi te—erowned Sparrows do not differ
substantially between the 2 years. However, inproved siting of nets should
have i ncreased our nunmbers for both of these species. Visual observation
al so, suggested declines in the nunbers of these species. The one notable
exception to the decreased nunber of winter fringillids showed up in the Song
Sparrow popul ation. Just over twi ce as nany of these birds were banded as
during the winter of 1979-1980.

Banding results in spring were al so down somewhat from spring of 1980
despite 2 nore bandi ng days during the spring of 1981. The nunber of net-days
increased from74 in 1980 to 94 in 1981, a 27%increase. A decline in the
nunber of flycatchers (fanmily Tyranni dae) banded (11 vs. 29) accounted for
part of this difference. In addition, either because of the timng of our
effort or owing to a nore diffuse nmigration, we seemto have m ssed a peak
conparable to the 16-18 May period in 1980. Highlights of the spring period
i ncluded our first Downy Wodpecker, on 5 April; a "Traill’s" Flycatcher 23
May; a Gray Cathird 23 May; a Prothonotary Warbler 2 May; 2 Myrtle Warblers 2
May; and our second Ovenbird, on 17 May.

The 1980-1981 bandi ng year brought the total nunber of birds netted at
Candel aria Farnms to 1041 individuals of 50 species. For 3 of these
(Yel | ow—+unped Warbl er, Dark—eyed Junco, and White—rowned Sparrow) at | east
2 distinct forms have been banded



TABLE 2. Birds netted at Candelaria Farms, September 1980 - May 1981, by season

Sep- Dec- Apr- 1980-81 1979-80
Species Oct Nov Mar May Total Total
American Kestrel (Falco sparverius) 1 1 1
Mourning Dove (Zenaida macroura) 5
Screech Owl (Qtus asio) 1 1
Common (Red- haft.ed} Flicker (Colaptes auratus] 4 2 2 d 10
Downy Woodpecker (Picoides pubescens) 1 1
Ash-throated Flycatcher (Myiarchus cinerascens) 1
"Traill's" Flycatcher (Empidonax traillii/alnorum) 1 1
Dusky Flycatcher (Empidonax oberholseri) 1 8 9 22
Gray Flycatcher (Empidonax wrightii) 1 1
Empidonax sp. 4
Western Wood Pewee (Contopus sordidulus) 2
House Wren (Troglodytes aedon) 2 2 4 4
Bewick's Wren (Thryomanes bewickii) 1 1 2
Gray Catbird (Dumatella carolinensis) 1 1
American Robin (Turdus migratorius) 11 4 5 29 49 69
Hermit Thrush (Catharus guttatus) 10 2 2 14 14
Blue-gray Gnatcatcher (Polioptila caerulea) 2
Ruby-crowned Kinglet (Regulus calendula) 5 2 4 1 12 7
Solitary Vireo (Vireo solitarius) 1 1
Warbling Vireo (Vireo gilvus) 1 1 2 1
Prothonotary Warbler (Protonotaria citrea) 5 § 1
Orange-crowned Warbler (Vermivora celata) 7 1 8 2
Virginia's Warbler (Vermivora virginiae) 3 3
Yellow Warbler (Dendroica petechia) 1 1 2
Yellow-rumped (Myrtle) Warbler (Dendroica c. coronata) 2 2
Yellow-rumped (Audubon's) Warbler (D. c. auduboni) 1 7 8 3
Overbird (Seiurus aurocapillus) 1 1 2
MacGillivray's Warbler (Oporornis tolmiei) 6 a8 14 13
Common Yellowthroat (Geothlypis trichas) 2 2
Wilson's Warbler (Wilsonia pusilla) 27 3 30 3
American Redstart (Setophaga ruticilla) 1 1
Western Meadowlark (Sturnella neglecta) 1 -1 9
Red-winged Blackbird (Agelaius phoeniceus) 3 5 5 1
Western.Tanager (Piranga ludoviciana) . 3 3 2
Black-headed Grosbeak (Pheucticus mlanoceghal us) 14 14 10
Blue Grosbeak (Guiraca caerulea) 2 2 3
Indigo Bunting (Passerina cyanea) 1 1
Lazuli Bunting (Passerina amoena) 3
House Finch (Carpodacus mexicanus) k) 9 40 3
American Goldfinch (Carduelis americana) 3 4 7
Green-tailed Towhee (Pipilo chlorurus) 12 1 13 3
Rufous-sided Towhee (Pipilo erythrophthalmus} 4 3 2 9 2
Savannah Sparrow (Passerculus sandwichensis) 4 4 8 116
Grasshopper Sparrow (Ammodramus savannarum) 2 2
Vesper Sparrow (Pooecetes gramineus) 2 4 6 3
Dark-eyed (Slate-colored) Junco (Junco hyemalis) 1 a |
Dark-eyed (Oregon) Junco (Junco hyemalis) 14 22 20 56 75
Gray-headed Junco (Junco caniceps) 2 4 3 9 10
Chipping Sparrow (Spizella passerina) 75 75 10
Brewer's Sparrow (Spizella breweri) 7 1 8 3
white-crowned Sparrow (Zonotrichia leucophrys) 48 8 29 10 95 77
Lincoln's Sparrow (Melospiza lincolnii) 6 6 7
Song Sparrow (Melospiza melodia) 4 3 13 20 10
TOTALS, 1980-1981 302 63 85 109 559 -
Birds/Net-day 3.21 2.74 1.31 1.16 2.03 -
TOTALS, 1979-1980 58 79 236 141 - 514
Birds/Net~day 3.22 4.39 2.46° 1.91 - 2.50




TABLE 3. 1980-1981 returns and recoveries from 1979—4980 season.

Sep— Dec— Apr— 1980- 81
Speci es Cct Nov Mar May Total s
Conmon (Red-shafted) Flicker 1 1
Wi t e—er Omned Sparr oW 5 1 5 1 12
Dar k—eyed (Oregon) Junco 1 4 2 7
Gray- headed Junco 1 2 3
Song Sparr ow 1 2 3
Bl ack- headed G osbeak 2 2
Aneri can Robin (@ 2 2 3(1)*
TOTAL 9(1) 5 11 5 31(1)

*This bird was originally banded in May 1980 and is presuned to have been in
the area through the sumer.

TABLE 4 ¢ Returns as a percentage of banded popul ation

Speci es Tot al banded Nunber of 1980- %
197980 81 returns
Common Fli cker 9 1 11.1
Wi t e-crowned Sparrow 74 12 16. 2
Dar k- eyed Junco 74 7 9.5
Gray- headed Junco 10 3 30.0
Song Sparr ow 10 3 30.0
Bl ack- headed Junco 10 2 20.0
Anerican Robin 67 3 4.5
DI SCUSSI ON

The increase in birds netted during fall reflected our increased field
time, nore nets, and better siting of nets, as well as the attraction of the
standi ng sorghum The sorghumfield attracted | arge nunbers of House Fi nches,
Chi ppi ng Sparrows, and Wi te-crowned Sparrows. Morre surprisingly, many of the
fall warblers we netted were caught flying into the sorghum

The decline in winter totals reflected the absence of Savannah Sparrows,
the nost abundant wi nter species in 1979-1980. The decrease may be
attributable to a generally mld winter, allowing birds to remain at nore
northern latitudes or at higher elevations. Alternatively, it could reflect a
| ow degree of winter site-fidelity in such species as Savannah Sparrows and
Li ncol n’ s Sparrows.

Song Sparrows presented the one najor exception to the downward trend of
Wi ntering passerines. The dramatic increase in nunber of Song Sparrows netted
was directly attributable to the clearing of thickets along a drainage ditch
whi ch heads on our banding station. The Song Sparrow popul ati on increased
dramatically imediately following the clearing of the ditch

The decrease in totals for spring is nmore difficult to account for. It
may reflect the linmitations of our methods or of the site. During the spring
of 1980 we hit a 3-day migration peak which accounted for 49% of our spring
catch. W had no conparable peak in 1981. This may reflect a nore uniform
diffuse migration, or we nmay have sinply nissed peaks because of the
limtation to week—end banding. The lack of an attractant conparable to the
grain fields of fall has tended to keep our totals relatively |ow during both
spring periods. Spring produced the | owest nunber of birds/net—day both years
(Table 2).

CONCLUSI ONS



Results for the fall of 1980 indicate that continued effort during that
season can contribute substantially to the understanding of fall migration in
the Ro Gande Valley. Wnter and spring efforts were | ess productive than
during the previous year, suggesting that new nethods may be necessary to
justify continuation of the effort. Use of traps to supplenent nist nets
shoul d significantly inprove our winter effort. Spring will be a nore
difficult challenge. Wien conpleted, the nature center pond may serve as an
attractant to concentrate spring mgrants. In addition, the use of canopy
nets may enable us to nore effectively sanple the warbl er population in
spring and fall. An expansion of our efforts into the weekday peri od woul d
greatly inprove our ability to sanple both mgration periods.
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SHOREBI RDS AT THE ZUNI | NDI AN RESERVATI ON, SPRI NG 1981

John Trochet
2021 M ddl eberry
Sacranento, CA 95815

The spring of 1981 was a surprising one ornithologically at Zuni, and no
group was nore surprising than shorebirds. Twenty—si x species were found in
the period 1 March - 2 July, loosely called spring. Ten of these had no
precedent on the reservation, and a few of these 10 are rare anywhere in New
Mexi co. Anot her 7 species had never been recorded locally outside fall
passage. The results of the 77 days of field work in the period strongly
suggest that Zuni is worthy of continuing coverage as a migrant trap for
these birds. Sightings are summari zed in Table 1.



Tabl e 1. Shorebirds observed on Zuni |ndian Reservation, spring

1981.

Speci es Recor ds .

SEM PALMATED PLOVER 11 dates from 25 April-18 May. Maxi mum 9 birds. Bi ggest
novenment 4-8 My.

KILLDEER 71 dates from 1 March—2 July. Scarce in wi nter. Nunbers began
building Iate February . Biggest migratory novement 20 March-9 April
Maxi mum 120 birds. Fairly conmon in sumer; breeds.

MOUNTAI N PLOVER. 1 bird 22 March.

GOLDEN PLOVER. 1 bird 24-26 June, in alternate plunmage

BLACK- BELLI ED PLOVER. 3 dates 5—12 May; maxi mum 2 birds

RUDDY TURNSTOME. 1 bird 10 May.

COMMON SNI PE. 16 dates 4 March—25 April. Single bird 19 May. Uncommon in
wi nter. Nunbers increased |ate March—i d—April. Approximately 15 birds took
off and circled repeatedly before heading north 13 April.

LONG BI LLED CURLEW single birds 2 June and 1 July, at same pl ace.

SPOTTED SANDPI PER. 34 dates 5 April-2 July. Common throughout May, with
bi ggest nmovenment 6—20 May; naximum 60 birds. Uncommon in sumer; breeding
not docunent ed.

SOLI TARY SANDPI PER. 3 dates 5-12 May; maxi mum 3 birds. Also 2 birds 29 June

CGREATER YELLOWLEGS. 14 dates 22 March-10 May; maxinmum 7 birds. 5 dates 24-30
June; maxi mum 9 birds.

LESSER YELLOALEGS. 15 dates 22 March-20 May; maxi mum 6 birds. 3 dates 29
June-| July; maxi mum 2 birds.

WLLET. 4 dates 25 April—6 May; naximum 18 birds. 4 dates 24 June-1 July;
maxi mum 7 bi rds.

PECTORAL SANDPI PER. 2 birds on 20 March and 9 April

BAIRD' S SANDPI PER. 2 dates, 5 April and 9 April; maximum6 birds. Also 3
dates 29 June-2 July; naximum 8 birds.

LEAST SANDPI PER. 19 dates 20 March-21 May; maxi mum 20 birds. Movenent nost
mar ked 5-12 May. 3 birds 2 July.

WESTERN SANDPI PER. 14 dates 9 April-20 May; maximum 9 birds. 1-2 July;
maxi mum 5 bi rds.

SANDERLI NG 4 dates 6-21 May; maxi num 4 birds.

SHORT- Bl LLED DONTO ER. 1 bird 1 July.

LONG BI LLED DOW TCHER. 30 dates 20 March—8 May; biggest novenent 4-—18 May.
Maxi mum esti mated 175.

STILT SANDPI PER. 1 bird 12-14 May.

MARBLED GODW T. 1 bird 26 June

AMERI CAN AVCCET. 17 dates 23 March-16 June; maxi mum 14 birds. Biggest
novenent 12-20 May.

BLACK- NECKED STILT. 12 dates 18 April-19 Muy; maxi mum 9 birds.

WLSON S PHALAROPE. 37 dates 16 April-2 July; maximm estinmated 300 birds.
Bi ggest nmovenent 521 May. Unconmon in summer; breedi ng not docunented.

NORTHERN PHALAROPE. 9 dates 13 May-2 June; maxi mum 15 birds. Bi ggest novenent
13—16 My.

Tenporal variations in abundance of the nore frequently observed species
are depicted in Fig. 1. No field work was done 2429 March, 19 April-2 My,
and 25 May—+ June, inclusive; and visiting observers did not record numnbers
on 25 April. Data for the quarters overl apping these dates are thus |ess
nearly conplete. The increasing nunbers of Killdeer in the latter half of
June reflect the appearance of young birds.

Table 2 reflects the aforenentioned gaps in coverage. It also shows the
unexpect ed appearance 24 June-2 July of a nunber of species which nest in the
Far North. Wdespread nesting failure in that region may have pronpted early
departures, but | suspect that rather |arge, nunbers of these birds wander
bet ween breedi ng and nesting grounds at this season, when few observers are



seeki ng them

Tabl e 2. Nunber of species of shorebirds observed on Zuni Reservation, spring
1981, by quarter-nonth.
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Fig. 1. Abundance of species recorded on 10 or nore dates. Months are divided
into quarters, as follows: first days 1-8, second days 9-16, third = 17-23,
fourth day 24-end of nonth. Fourth quarter of June includes 1-2 July. Values
are averages of daily counts for quarter, rounded to nearest integer. F =
found in period at |less than 1 bird/day. P = present by report of other
observers, numbers not known. See text for discussion



