























Juvenile Common Loon at my cottage on Lake Nosbonsing 23 August
2003. Photo Brandon Holden.

apart from people so they know that they can escape any danger.
Birds like the Peregrine Falcon are one of the main reasons for
my newest aspect of birding, photography.

My family recently purchased a digital camera mainly for
photographing birds. I had always enjoyed photography, but this
was an interest | was unable to follow while I was younger. Now
the interest has not only sparked but turned into a raging fire.
Birds make very interesting subjects for pictures and they make
photography much more interesting, mainly due to the fact that
they are so hard to photograph. Normal photography usually
deals with people or landscapes. Although they make for good
pictures, there is little difficulty to get a picture of a stationary
object. Birds, however, are almost never stationary for a period of
more than 30 seconds, and are usually very wary of human pres-
ence.

Starting off as a photographer has been a very interesting ex-
perience. Having a digital camera has made learning about pho-
tography much easier and more enjoyable. Instead of learning
how each camera function works by reading about it, you can
practice using that function while taking pictures of a common
bird. If they do not turn out, you simply delete the picture. I feel
that the best part of photography is to be able to capture the im-
age of a bird as you would expect to see it in the wild. I talked
earlier about how almost all birders enjoy either finding rare birds
or watching a bird’s behaviour as being the reason to why they
watch birds. With photography you can capture an image of a
rare bird, then show it to others. You can even capture an image
of a common bird, acting like you would normally see it in the
wild and this can be an equally rewarding experience.

Digital photography has both enhanced and hindered my bird-
ing. In some cases, I am so focused on getting a photograph of a
bird that I am no longer focused on birding. Other times, I see a
rare bird and I forget to take a picture of the bird, even when it is
only 5 metres away. An example of this is when I saw a Long-
tailed Jaeger at Van Wagners Beach. The bird flew past us quite
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close to shore, but by the time I had identified the
bird and taken a good look, it had already flown
by.

By taking up photography, birding has taken
on an expanded role in my life. I have taken over
6000 pictures in the last 4 months alone. While
taking pictures, I have been lucky enough to meet
other bird photographers from all over North
America. I have also been lucky enough to have
some of my pictures published on various web
sites and even in a magazine. Birding will con-
tinue to fascinate me for a long time to come.

Sixteen-year old Brandon Holden is a grade 11
student at Saltfleet High School in Stoney Creek.
He enjoys studying the sciences, geography and
history. He plans to go to university to study
environmental sciences or biology. Check out
Brandon’s website:

http://www.peregrineprints.com/

Birds At Risk
COSEWIC Designations

Ron Pittaway

The Committee on the Status of Endangered Wild-
life in Canada (COSEWIC, Nov. 2003) designated
10 species as Endangered, 3 as Threatened, 7 as
Special Concern, and 28 as Not At Risk, in Ontario.

Endangered: Northern Bobwhite, King Rail, Piping
Plover, Eskimo Curlew, Barn Owl, Acadian Fly-
catcher, Loggerhead Shrike, Kirtland’s Warbler,
Prothonotary Warbler, Henslow’s Sparrow.

Threatened: Least Bittern, “Anatum” Peregrine
Falcon, Hooded Warbler.

Special Concern: Red-shouldered Hawk, Yellow
Rail, Short-eared Owl, Red-headed Woodpecker,
Yellow-breasted Chat, Cerulean Warbler, Louisiana
Waterthrush.

Not At Risk: Common Loon, Red-necked Grebe,
American White Pelican, Double-crested Cormo-
rant, Sandhill Crane, Trumpeter Swan, Bald Eagle,
Red-tailed Hawk, Rough-legged Hawk, Golden Ea-
gle, Northern Harrier, Sharp-shinned Hawk, Coo-
per’s Hawk, Northern Goshawk, Merlin, Gyrfalcon,
American Coot, Caspian Tern, Common Tern,
Black Tern, Eastern Screech-Owl, Northern Hawk
Owl, Great Gray Owl, Boreal Owl, Eastern Blue-
bird, Sedge Wren, Prairie Warbler, Nelson’s Sharp-
tailed Sparrow.



Atlas going well, but we need you more than ever!
Mike Cadman

After three years, the Ontario Breeding Bird Atlas is go-
ing very well. Thanks to an excellent effort on the part of
Ontario’s birders, we’re on schedule to get the required
coverage—as long as we can maintain current levels of
involvement and can focus effort on gaps in coverage. So
far, atlassers have put in more than 80,000 hours of field
work, providing data from over 3800 squares, and have
done over 35,000 point counts!

Recent analyses are revealing exactly where we stand
in southern Ontario, where our goal is to get adequate
coverage of all 1800 10-km squares. In southern Ontario,
33% of squares are at or above the number of species re-
ported during the first atlas, an additional 34% are be-
tween 75% and 100% of the first atlas square total, and
the remaining 32% are below 75%. That means, generally
speaking, that 66% of squares in the south still need some
work! And some need quite a lot.

Figure 1 shows the main gaps. If you can help fill
these gaps in coverage, please let us know. All told in
southern Ontario, there are 117 virgin squares (no species
reported so far), and 316 that have less than 50% of the
number of species reported during the first atlas. Much of
Essex, Kent and Lambton Counties is clearly in need of
some serious effort, as is Grey County and southern
Bruce. On the shield, there’s still a lot to do north of
Peterborough to Pembroke and east to Smith’s Falls.

Parry Sound, Algonquin and the area north of Lake
Nipissing still have a long way to go for full coverage. In
the north, the boreal forest region north of the road and
rail system remains largely untouched at this time, and
there are enough gaps across the Hudson Bay Lowland to
keep a hoard of avid adventurers busy for the next two
summers.

So there is still plenty to do, and a role for all birders
from the most experienced to beginners. There are
squares in every region that still need attention. Nocturnal
and crepuscular species and rails are still perhaps our
most underrepresented species. But other species with
specific requirements, often the more uncommon or rare
species, can still be added to most squares. It’s challeng-
ing, but enjoyable and rewarding work!

Atlas Regional Coordinators will be rallying the troops
for big pushes in 2004. They’ll be looking for people to
take on specific tasks, such as finding the Upland Sandpi-
per that just has to be in that square somewhere, filling in
missing point counts, or perhaps covering multiple
squares for calling woodcock, Whip-poor-wills or owls.

If you would like to know more, contact one of the
Atlas’ Regional Coordinators, listed on the Atlas web
page www.birdsontario.org, or contact us at the Atlas of-
fice: Toll free phone 1-866-900-7100,
e-mail: atlas@uoguelph.ca

16 Jonuary

Coverage Required™:
None (meets standards)

[T 1-5hours and/or 1-10 species

[ 6-10 hours and/or 11-20 species

B 11+ hours and/or 21+ species

* according to date entered as of
2004

Grassland Birds Declining
Although the second atlas (2001-2005) is by
no means complete, the data collected to date
allow some interesting comparisons to the first
atlas (1981-1985). One such comparison
shows how grassland birds have declined
markedly since the first atlas (Table 1).

After three years of data collection, the
“average” species has been reported in 83% as
many squares in the second atlas as it was re-
ported in the first atlas. Table 1 shows that of
all the grassland species, only the Savannah
Sparrow has been reported in that many
squares. All other grassland birds are below
the average, and some of them are well below
it. The one exception to this rule is the Short-
eared Owl, which has increased in the number
of squares reported to the second atlas, but the
increase has been in the far north, not in south-
ern Ontario.

One explanation for the decline in grassland

Figure 1. Map of southern Ontario showing the coverage required.
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birds is the decline in grassland in southern

OFO NEWS February 2004



Upland Sandpiper by Brenda Carter

Ontario over the past 20 years and throughout much of
the past century. There seem to be two main explanations
for this: reforestation of poor farmland and intensification
of agricultural practices on good soils. Most of southern
Ontario was cleared for agriculture in the 19th and early
20th centuries, and much of that agricultural land was
pasture and summer fallow suitable for grassland birds.
Populations of grassland birds took advantage of this, ex-
panding during the 19th and early 20th centuries to fill in
the available habitat. Over time, it turned out that much of
that cleared land wasn’t really viable agriculturally, and it
was abandoned. This land is primarily on and just south
and east of the southern Canadian Shield, and across
Grey, Dufferin and Bruce Counties. Much of the formerly
grassy habitat in these areas has gradually grown back
through natural succession from grassland to “old field”,
then scrub forest, then more mature forest; other areas
have been replanted in conifer plantations, or disappeared
under urban development. At the same time, in areas of
southern Ontario with good soils, agriculture has intensi-
fied, converting to row crops, reducing summer fallow,
and raising cattle on feed lots instead of in extensive pas-
tures.

Given the decline in their habitat, it’s not surprising
that grassland birds are declining, but other less apparent
factors may also be at work. Loss of wintering habitat and
pesticides have also been mentioned as potential threats to
grassland birds, and require further investigation.

Table 1 shows that the fewer squares a grassland spe-
cies was reported in during the first atlas, the larger the
proportional decline in number of squares in which it has
been reported to date in the second atlas. This may occur
because the species that occurred in only a few squares
during the first atlas probably occurred in very low num-
bers within those squares. Therefore, a decline of 20% in
the population could, for example, cause a drop of 20% in
the number of squares in which a species is reported.
Whereas a very common and evenly distributed species
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might decline by 20% and still be found in the same num-
ber of squares.

Of course, there may be other explanations. It may be
that the rarer species are more sensitive to the loss of
grassland habitat, so are showing a greater proportional
decline. We’ll be looking into this question once all the
atlas data are in. In the meantime, keep doing those point
counts because they will provide a better comparison for
looking at actual population decline than will the occur-
rence by square data.

Species Number of | Number of | % Decline in
squares in| squares in | number of
secondatlas| first atlas squares

Henslow's Sparrow 7 38 82%
Western Meadowlark 19 84 77%
Northern Bobwhite 19 79 76%
Loggerhead Shrike 35 145 76%
Gray Partridge 43 112 62%
Upland Sandpiper 345 709 51%
Brewer's Blackbird 76 144 47%
Ring-necked Pheasant 180 331 46%
Vesper Sparrow 739 1271 42%
Sedge Wren 164 271 39%
Brown-headed Cowbird 1174 1788 34%
Horned Lark 652 948 31%
Grasshopper Sparrow 308 443 30%
Field Sparrow 752 1062 29%
American Kestrel 1273 1767 28%
Bobolink 1102 1520 28%
Northern Harrier 1003 1347 26%
Eastern Meadowlark 983 1291 24%
Savannah Sparrow 1394 1689 17%

Table 1. Changes in grassland birds in Ontario.

Publication Notice

Birds from the Ground: The Record of Archaeology
in Ontario. 2003. By Douglas C. Sadler and Howard G.
Savage. Trent University Occasional Papers in Anthro-
pology, Number 15.

324 pages, 5 photos, 2 fold out maps. The book is a com-
pilation of archaeological excavations across Ontario,
giving the bird species at a large number of archaeologi-
cal sites.

Cost $20 plus $5 shipping. If shipping to US address,
please pay in US funds. Please make cheque payable to
Trent University Archaeological Research Centre.

Available from
Department of Anthropology
Trent University
Peterborough ON K9J 7B8
E-mail: anthro@trentu.ca

11



On the Prowl for Owls
Nicole Kopysh

Owls are a fascinating and fairly mysterious group of
birds. Perhaps this is part of their wide-ranging appeal that
has endeared them in mythology, art, folklore and modern
day stories such as the Harry Potter series. Unfortunately
owls tend to be a little studied group, and as a result rela-
tively little is know about the ecology, distribution and
population trends of owls in Ontario. The Ontario Breed-
ing Bird Atlas project is making a concerted effort to ad-
dress this by gathering comprehensive information on
owls in Ontario. The first Ontario Breeding Bird Atlas
(1981-1985) documented breeding evidence for eleven
species of owl in Ontario. These included Barn Owl, East-
ern Screech-Owl, Great Horned Owl, Northern Hawk
Owl, Barred Owl, Great Gray Owl, Long-eared Owl,
Short-eared Owl, Boreal Owl, Northern Saw-whet Owl,
and Snowy Owl. Data collected during the second atlas
project (2001- 2005) will increase knowledge of the distri-
bution, relative abundance, status and conservation needs
of Ontario’s owls.

Barred Owl by Brenda Carter

After three field seasons of data collection, nine of the
eleven species of owl are recorded in less than 50% as
many squares as during the first atlas. Only the Northern
Hawk Owl has been found in more squares (23 squares to
date compared to 11 during the first atlas), indicating an
apparent increase in the number of hawk owls in the prov-
ince since the first atlas. Some of the more common owls
in the province are those that have been reported in the
fewest squares to date, relative to the first atlas. One of
the most familiar species of owl to breed in Ontario, the
Great Horned Owl, has been reported in only 443 squares.
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This is just 37% as many squares as during the first atlas.
Barred Owl has been reported in 50% as many squares,
Eastern Screech-Owl in 43%, and Northern Saw-whet
Owl in merely 24%.

At first glance, it might appear that these results dem-
onstrate a significant decline in the distribution of owls in
Ontario. However, a very plausible explanation is that the
low numbers of owls reported are simply a reflection of
less effort put into nocturnal surveys to date. Owls can
easily be overlooked and underreported as they typically
breed earlier than most other species, are nocturnal, and
generally roost in concealed locations during the day. In
order for the final atlas book and database to present the
most complete picture of the current distribution and rela-
tive abundance of Ontario’s owls we need to ensure that
special effort goes into recording owls, and that everyone
in Ontario’s birding community is contributing!

Atlassing for Owls

Owling can be an enjoyable endeavor and is a great bird-
ing activity to break up the long stretch between Christ-
mas Bird Counts, and the onset of spring migration. Con-
sider spending one evening in March or April owling for
the Atlas. Owling is simple, straightforward, doesn’t take
up much time, and the results will make a valuable contri-
bution to the atlas database.

There are two different types of owling you can do for
the atlas: Basic owling, and owling using a more standard-
ized methodology.

Basic Owling: recording breeding evidence

Basic owling is collecting information on the presence of
owls, and will be used to map breeding distribution. All
reports of breeding owls will be of great value to the atlas.
If you have a square or two, it is best to get out in 2004,
and not leave the owling to the last year. Keen owlers
might want to form an owling team for your region, help-
ing to cover multiple squares. But anyone in the province
can contribute breeding evidence records of all species,
including owls, to the atlas on a “casual” basis, and we
encourage you to do so. If you have an owl calling in your
yard, in your local park, or at your cottage during breed-
ing season please let us know! Record the location of the
owl (using a GPS if you have one), the date(s), the behav-
jour (singing, a pair) and submit this to the local Atlas
Regional Coordinator.

While owls will call spontaneously, using a recorded
playback is a much more effective and efficient way to
detect the presence of an owl. During the breeding season
owls will defend their territory by visually or vocally re-
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sponding to intruding owls. Basic owling for the atlas in-
volves heading out on a calm, clear evening in March or
April to areas of suitable habitat and playing a recording.
It can be quite a thrill to have an owl swoop in, perch
overhead and then return a call to your recording. We rec-
ommend that you minimize the number of times that you
play a recording at one location to avoid agitating or dis-
turbing the owls. Some volunteers have managed to add a
number of owl records to the database in one evening by
moving onto a new square once a response has been re-
corded.

Standardized Surveys: recording relative abundance

Using standardized surveys will provide data to map the
relative abundance of owls, and a basis for comparison to
future atlases so that over time trends in population size
may be revealed. This information will enable an exami-
nation of landscape features in relation to population num-
bers and lends itself to numerous conservation and re-
search applications.

To gather the information that is needed to produce
contour maps of relative abundance for owls we’ve devel-
oped special standardized owl surveys. The Barred/Boreal
survey protocol is based on Bird Studies Canada’s noctur-
nal owl survey and can be throughout northern and central
Ontario. In fact, all BSC Nocturnal Owl survey data will
be added to the Atlas database. The Eastern Screech-Owl
protocol is a new survey, developed specifically for the
Atlas. It will also be promoted more widely as the Ontario
Screech-Owl Survey. This protocol is recommended for
use in southern Ontario. Participating in the standardized
survey involves playing a standard atlas playback at 10
stops within one designated 10 km atlas square during an
evening in March-April. The survey takes about two and a
half to three hours to run.

If you would be interested in owling or completing
standardized owling surveys for the Atlas contact the local
Regional Coordinator for materials. You will be provided
with all necessary materials, including a survey tape or
CD, a map of your survey area, an instruction guide, and
data forms. You will however need to provide a tape/CD
player, and become familiar with the calls of the target
owls. A training track is provided on the CD to help fa-
miliarize you with these calls, and those of all of On-
tario’s other owls.

For a list of Regional Coordinators or to volunteer, see
www.birdsontario.org/atlas/atlasmain.html or contact the
Atlas office at Tel: 519-826-2092, Toll free: 1-866-900-
7100, e-mail: atlas@uoguelph
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Cooper’'s Hawk Attacks Pheasant
Randy Horvath

Like most birders, I enjoy watching raptors, especially
when they are hunting for food. Successful attacks can be
very exciting. Yet even their failures can enlighten us as
we seek to know and understand these aerial predators
better.

Late in the afternoon on 18 September 2003, I was
birding a creekside trail in the Little River area of east
Windsor. Considerable residential development is under
way at this site, along with construction of a major thor-
oughfare, and I happened to be adjacent to a prodigious
mound of earth some 6 metres high. As I came upon an
opening between the trees, I was surprised to see a small
juvenile accipiter roosting on the highest point of the bare
earth about 25 metres away. I quickly identified it as a
first-year Cooper’s Hawk, probably a male, and I was able
to study it closely, as it was unaware of my presence.

It soon became clear that this bird was in pursuit of
prey, but what? Apart from the occasional Mourning
Dove flying overhead, it was pretty quiet. Suddenly the
hawk turned and flew off to the right. I stepped out into
the open, hoping to see what the prospective dinner item
was, and found myself staring at a resplendent male Ring-
necked Pheasant sitting motionless midway up this same
mound. Aware that I had seen it, the pheasant darted off
in search of cover. As it did so, the Cooper’s Hawk reap-
peared and swooped down, narrowly missing it. The
pheasant then took flight, with the hawk following closely
behind it.

In mere seconds both birds were gone, with my view

“of the chase obstructed by the man-made mountain of dirt.

I ran as fast as I could to reach the place where I might
see the conclusion of the matter, but when I got there,
there was no sign of either bird. Evidently the pheasant
reached nearby cover safely, and the Cooper's Hawk re-
sumed its quest for more suitable prey.

It is hard to imagine any Cooper’s Hawk successfully
dispatching a healthy, full-grown pheasant. Indeed, the
fact that the pheasant never squawked--not even once--
suggests it regarded this accipiter as more of a pest than a
serious threat.

Doubtless, the Cooper’s Hawk must have been terribly
hungry for it to attempt to make a pheasant its meal.
Moreover, its predatory instincts must have been power-
ful. But perhaps what this episode illustrates best is how
truly difficult it is for young hawks to survive. It is not an
easy thing to learn and master the skills needed to hunt
prey effectively. Little wonder, then, that mortality rates
for juvenile raptors are so high.
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Do Some Survive?

Ron Tozer

Birders often see evidence of bird collisions with win-
dows, tall structures, and vehicles on roads. Many of
these birds are killed outright, others are injured beyond
recovery, and some rest for awhile and then leave the
site—most perhaps to die later. Rarely do we have an op-
portunity to determine the long term survival of birds that
recover enough after a collision to depart the scene.

Such an opportunity was presented to me on 11 Octo-
ber 2003, when one of Dan Strickland’s colour-banded
Gray Jays (OOTLSOKR: orange over light blue left, stan-
dard over pink right; a male hatched in the spring of
2003) was hit by a vehicle on the Opeongo Road in Al-
gonqun Provincial Park. Gray Jays are normally pretty
good at avoiding such hits, but those living in territories
near Highway 60 in the Park have a slightly higher annual
mortality rate than jays residing away from the road, un-
doubtedly due to vehicle collisions (Strickland, unpub-
lished data).

The Gray Jay was lying stunned on the road after the
impact, but was still alive when picked up by the driver.
He subsequently delivered it to the nearby Algonquin
Visitor Centre and “handed” the bird to a staff member at
the front desk. It was then brought downstairs, where we
placed the jay in a cardboard box and closed the lid to
shut out all light, hoping that this would help reduce any
further stress. By then it was about 30 minutes after the
vehicle hit, and the bird appeared dazed and did not move
in the box.

After two hours, I could hear the Gray Jay actively
moving around in the darkened box. Not wanting to take a
chance on it escaping in the building, I decided to take the
jay in its box back up the Opeongo Road for possible re-
lease at the site near the Costello Creek culvert where the
bird had been hit. There, I opened the box and immedi-
ately the Gray Jay flew directly up into a nearby thick
spruce, where it perched but still did not look very alert.
Another banded Gray Jay, attracted to me as a potential
food source, approached the injured bird closely, but it
did not move or react in any way. It was late afternoon,
and as I left, I wondered whether the bird would recover
sufficiently to feed, avoid predation, and withstand the
colder temperatures overnight.

However, on 17 October, OOTLSOKR was observed
by Dan Strickland along the Opeongo Road and appeared
to be perfectly normal. It had survived! The Gray Jay was
still alive and well on the Algonquin Christmas Bird
Count on 3 January 2004. Here, then, was a rare case
where it could be determined with certainty that an in-
jured bird had fully recovered, for the most part on its
own.
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In a discussion of human-caused bird deaths in the
continental United States, Gill (1995) reported the follow-
ing information. A minimum of 57 million birds are killed
by vehicles annually, assuming 15 bird deaths per road
mile per year (Hodson and Snow 1965). About 1 million
migrating birds are killed annually in collisions with
large, lighted buildings and television towers. Collisions
with plate glass windows of homes and office buildings
kill an estimated 80 million songbirds each year. System-
atic monitoring over 1 year registered 61 bird collisions at
a house in Illinois and 47 collisions at a house in New
York (Klem 1989). Roughly half of the birds that collide
with windows die of skull fractures and intracranial hem-
orrhaging.

As large as these reported numbers of birds killed
through collisions with human structures and vehicles are,
they probably constitute less than 1 percent of the 10 to
20 billion birds that inhabit the continental United States
(Banks 1979).
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OFO Annual Convention & Banquet

Oakville, Ontario
2 and 3 October 2004

Mark your calendars for another exciting weekend
of field trips, book sale, exhibits, speakers, and
evening banquet. On Saturday and Sunday, experts
will lead groups of convention participants tfo
several of the best fall birding locations in the
area. We are pleased that expert birder Bruce
Mactavish of Newfoundland will be our banquet
speaker. Watch for further details and
registration in upcoming issues of Ontario Birds
and OFO News.
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Ontario Field Omithologists

Ontario Bird
Checklist 2004

2004 Ontario Bird Checklist

OFO members receive a complimen-
tary copy of the new 2004 Ontario
Bird Checklist with this issue of OFO
News. White-collared Swift has been
added as a new species and Tropical
Kingbird replaces Tropical/Couch’s
Kingbird on the checklist. New names
such as Wilson’s Snipe and Rock Pi-
geon appear on the checklist following
the most recent Forty-Fourth Supple-
ment to the AOU Check-list of North
American Birds. The OFO Checklist is
a handy reminder of which birds are
reportable to the Ontario Bird Records
Committee. The cover and inside illus-
trations are by Ron Scovell. Addi-
tional copies of the checklist cost $1
each plus $0.50 postage. 10 or more
cost $0.80 each plus postage. Contact
Maris Apse of OFO Sales.

E-mail: apsemaris@hotmail.com
Phone: 905-338-0318
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Future OFO Field Trips

Don Barnett, Field Trips Coordinator. Phone 416-588-9724

March 20 (Saturday) Long Point and
Area. Leader: George Pond.

Meet at 9 a.m. at the main parking lot of the
St. Williams Forestry Station on County
Road 24 west of the intersection with
County Road 16. Waterfowl and early spring
migrants.

April 10 (Saturday) Gore Bay,
Manitoulin Island. Leader: Steve Hall.
Sharp-tailed Grouse lek. Cost: $20 per
person payable at the site. This trip is limited
to 15 participants and you must register by
March 1. OFO members receive priority.
Accommodation at Gordon’s Lodge in Gore
Bay can be arranged through Don Barnett.
The ferry from Tobermory does not operated
in April, so driving is via Sudbury. For more
information and/or to register, contact Don
Barnett: phone: 416-588-9724

e-mail: dwb126@yahoo.ca

April 17 (Saturday) Tiny Marsh Provin-
cial Wildlife Area. Leader: Ron Fleming.
Meet at 8:00 a.m. at commuter parking lot
on southwest side of interchange at
Highways 9 and 400, or meet at 9:00 a.m. at
Tiny Marsh Nature Centre. Take County
Road 27 north past Elmvale to Simcoe Road
6 and turn left (west). Proceed to lst
Concession Road, Tiny-Flos Townline. Turn
left (west) and continue about 4 km to the
Nature Centre. Waterfowl and early spring
migrants.

April 25 (Sunday) Minesing Swamp and
Area. Leader: Dave Milsom.

Meet at 8:30 a.m. at Tim Hortons in Angus
on Simcoe County Road 90 west of Barrie.
Waterfowl and early spring migrants.

May 1 (Saturday)
Park

Leaders: Maris Apse and Blake Mann.
Meet at 8:00 a.m. at the park Visitor Centre.
Park entrance fee. Spring migrants.

May 16 (Sunday) Prince Edward Point
National Wildlife Area.

Leader: Terry Sprague.

Meet at 7 a.m. at the bird sightings board at
the Ducks Dive Cottages & Charters, just
outside the entrance to Prince Edward Point
National Wildlife Area. From Picton, take
County Road 10 (Lake Street at the LCBO)
for 8 km to Cherry Valley, turn left at stop
sign and follow for 6 km to Milford. At the
post office, turn right and follow County
Road 10 to the Mariner’s Museum at South
Bay. Turn right and follow County Road 13
for 17 km to Prince Edward Point. Spring
migrants.

May 29 (Saturday) Opinicon Road Area
North of Kingston, and Amherst Island
Leader: Ken Kingdon.

Meet at 6:30 a.m. in the parking lot of
Denny’s Restaurant next to the Days Inn just

Rondeau Provincial

south on Division Street, Kingston (exit 617
from Hwy 401). In the morning, breeding
birds north of Kingston: Golden-winged and
Cerulean Warblers, Yellow-throated Vireo,
Black-billed and Yellow-billed Cuckoos.
The afternoon on Amherst Island for
shorebirds, ducks and more. Ferry charge.

*May 30 (Sunday) Leslie Street Spit,
Toronto. Leader: John Carley.

Meet at 8 a.m. at the base of the Spit
(Tommy Thompson Park) parking lot near
the intersection of Leslie Street and Unwin
Avenue. Late migrants, breeding birds and
butterflies. *“NOTE CHANGE OF DATE.*

June 6 (Sunday) Carden Alvar

Leader: Ron Pittaway

Meet 9 a.m. in Kirkfield at parking lot of
Lady Mackenzie School on right of County
Road 6, 500 metres north of County Road
48. Loggerhead Shrike, Sedge Wren,
Upland Sandpiper, Grasshopper and Clay-
colored Sparrows and grassland specialties.

June 18 (Friday) to June 27(Sunday)
Northern Algonquin Park  *New Trip.
Leaders: Maris Apse, Mike Cadman, Ron
Tozer and Reinder Westerhoff.

Ontario Breeding Bird Atlas “square bash”,
based at Kiosk Campground. Opportunities
to learn from experts and atlas by vehicle,
canoe or mountain bike. Duration 1 to 10
days. For registration, directions and non-
camping  accommodation  information,
contact Reinder Westerhoff: e-mail
<r.westerhoffi@sympatico.ca>, phone 519-766-
4008; or Nicole Kopysh: e-mail
<atlas@uoguelph.ca>, phone 519-826-2092,
by June 1. Merlin, Spruce Grouse, Black-
backed Woodpecker, Gray Jay, 15+ species
of warblers, and crossbills.

June 19 (Saturday) Long Point Area
Leader: John Miles.

Meet at 6 a.m. at the main parking lot of the
St. Williams Forestry Station on County
Road 24 west of the intersection with
County Road 16. Carolinian specialties and
nesting warblers.

June 26 (Saturday) and June 27 (Sunday)
Bruce Peninsula. Leader: John Miles.

On Saturday meet at 7 a.m. at the Tim
Hortons in Hepworth about 12.5 km south
of Wiarton on Highway 6. On Sunday meet
at 7 a.m. in the parking lot of the
Tobermory airport, west of Highway 6 on
Warner Bay Road. Park entrance fees.
Accommodations on the Bruce can be
difficult in  summer; it is strongly
recommended that participants arrange
their lodgings early. The Bruce birds
include: Brewer’s Blackbird, Common
Raven, Virginia Rail, Clay-colored Sparrow,
Sandhill Crane, Upland Sandpiper, breeding
warblers. Also wildflowers and ferns.
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Cat-eyed Skimmers Update

Ron Pittaway

In the last OFO News, Pittaway (2003) reported that the
Black Skimmer can narrow its pupils catlike as an adapta-
tion to protect its eyes (retinas) from bright sunlight and
glare. I wondered if the other two species of skimmers in
the genus Rynchops also could narrow their pupils. Soon
after my note, OFO member A.L. (Sandy) Darling of
Egypt e-mailed me that he would check the African Skim-
mer in Uganda in November and the Indian Skimmer in
India in December. He missed the African Skimmer, but
saw the declining Indian Skimmer which is listed as
threatened and numbers about 5000. Sandy Darling e-
mailed again that Urban et al (1986) stated that skimmers
in the family Rynchopidae have “pupils which become
cat-like vertical slits in bright light”. Further confirmation
comes from de Hoyo et al (1996) that all three species of
skimmers can close their pupils to vertical slits, which is a
unique adaptation among birds. The slit also allows a
greater reduction of the pupil than is possible with a circu-
lar one. At the other extreme, skimmers have an unusually
large maximum pupil opening, which allows them to feed
at night.
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