PRELIMINARY DATA (MARCH-JUNE 1981), AND RECOMMENDATIONS FOR STUDY APPROACH

IMPROVEMENTS.

by
-Dan Dessecker



Table 1. American woodcock céptured March-June 1981.

Bapd number Sex Age Capture site Date captured Singing Band colors

: _ R k left  right
1023-32504 M A S. ground A 3=26=81 YES Y/G -
" 32506 M A S. ground A 281 YES - -
" 32507 F A - S. ground C L=5-81 NO - -
" 32508 M  SA S. ground C lp-5-81 YES G/B -
" 32509 M A S. ground B 4-9-81 . YES : B/Y -
" 32510 M A S. ground E L-29-81 YES B/G -
vo32511 H A S. ground F 5-1-81 YES Y/B -
" 32512 M A S ground G 5=7-81 Y@ - G/Y -
" 32513 M SA , S. ground A 5-9-81 es oY/t -
" 32514 Mo A S ground ¢ = 5-31-81 NO B/B -
v 32515 F A S. ground C 6-1~-81 NO G/G -
" 32516 M SA  S. ground F 6=3-81 YES G/Y B

M - male, F = female.
A - adult, SA - subadult. .
" Y - yellow, G = green, B - blue.



Table 2. Mist netting success March-June 1981..

Singing ground.. Net nights® Captures %

’ ' A L 4 100

B 3 2 67

c 10 7 70

D ‘2 1 50

E 2 1. 50

F 3 2 67

G 6 1 17
Totals 30 18

60%

a = 1 net set for 1 performance.

" Table 3. Trapping sudcess March-June 1981.

Trap site. Trap days™ Captures %
a 14 ' 0 0"
b 15 0 0
¢ 16 0 0
a 18 1 .06
e 15 1 .07
Ed %4 0 0
g 17 1 .06
h 12 0 0
i 16 - 0 0
i 16 0 0
k 10 1 .10
1 12 0 0

Totals 175 v L0237

x = 1 trap set for 1 day.

y = 1l.capture/43.75 trap days.



Figure 1. Map of study area.
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Figure 2. Singing ground A.
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Figure 3 .
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Figure 4. Singing ground C.
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Figure 5. Singing ground D.
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Figure 6. Singing ground E.
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Figure 7. Singing ground F.
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Figure 8. Singing ground G.
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RECOMMENDATIONS FOR STUDY APPROACH IMPROVEMENTS

1. Use only single compartment, double lead fence ground traps:

Several éf the buriap covered trap compartments were readily visible
in areas where théy ﬁere by necessity located as close as 10 m from
existing footpaths. These_footpathé are used quite heavily during the
early spring. Four sepéréte instances of trap vandalism, including 2
occaéions‘where a captured woodcock was removed from the trap and 3
decapitated caused fhe-author to ;iematurély conclude the study. Making
the traps less visible by placing the single compartment further from the
footpath, and extending the 2 lead fences out at appropriate angles will
hopefully reduce the possibility of their being locatéd, and iﬁterfered
with. | | ”

2. Increase the number of ground traps used from 4, to 10:

The desired final product of this investigation is a ratio of singing
to nonsinging males. qutu;ing all singing males on the study areé posed
no problem during the spring of 1981. However, little success at capturing
nonsinging males via use of groﬁnd traps ﬁas achieved.. Increasing the
number of traps used, along with more Eudicious trap placement, should -
increase the number of nonsinging males caétured.

3. Do not move the ground traps, leave eacﬁ trap at its specific site
throughout the study.

During the spring of 1981 it took from 2.5-4.0 hours to dismantle,
transrort, and reset each ground trap. Th;s was necessary in oider to
ensure complete coverage of all potential diurnal coverts on the study area‘
while using only 4 traps. If as suggested in recommendation #2, 10 traps

are used instead of 4, and care is taken to set traps only where woodébck
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sign (probe holes, whiﬁewash) has been previocusly located, this movement
of traps should be unnecessary.
b4, rBegin mist netting performing males as soon as they arrive on the studyﬁ
area, and continue until courtship activity on the singing groﬁndS'Stopz
.In 1981, capturing performing males on the singing grounds with the
use of mist nefs was found to have no adveréé affect on their suhsequént
performances. Four singing males were recaptured a total of 7 times, only
once was the recapture site different from the original capture site.
Visual identification'of,éinging'ground occupants via colored leg band
combinations was achieved 3 times., Oﬁ each occassion the.male was found
to have remained on the same singing ground where it was originally banded.
Initating banding as soon as singing males arrive may increaseltﬁe
number of individual wobdcock banded. by capturing males who are not -
resident breeders. |
5. Use red, yellow, and blue colored leg bands:
It is too difficult to make a posiﬁive distinction between the blue -
and green leg bands when viewed under low intensity light. This problem
was anticipated, but the only colors available when the bands were first

ordered, were green, yellow, and blue.



