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ARTICLES
Canberra Bird Noteg5(2) (2020)107110

BREEDING OF BASSIAN THRUSH AT THE
AUSTRALIAN N ATIONAL BOTANIC GARDENS IN 2018

STEPHEN WALLACE

202 Tillyard Dr, Fraser ACT 265, Australia
skcbf@bigpond.net.au

Abstract. Bassian Thrush (BT), Zoothera lunulata, breeding at the Australian National
Botanic Gardens (ANBG) in 2018 was notable. Reports from a number of sources suggest
that there were at least three, possibly five, fledglings from at least two, possibly four, nests.
Compared to previous records, this is an extraordinary breeding event.

Active nests of BT were located in August 2018 about 360 metres apart: one in Section 51
and one south of the rainforest gully in or near Section 219 (exact section not recorded). As
well, the behaviour of adults in Section 1 at this time and the later locdteflenigling at

the same location suggested that a nest was also located there (about 200m from the other
two nests). In September, nestlings were found in Section 51 and fledglings were found in a
number of sections. A fledgling located in the SydneylyGal October is most likely from

a fourth nest which was not located.
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Reports of BT breeding behaviour began on 12 Aug when three birdseperted by John
Leonard in Section 20 (a minimum of 50 m from Section 1) with one of these birds
collecting nesting material. Also on 12 Aug, Marnix Zwankhuizen reported a bird gathering
nesting material in Section 2. | saw an adult gathering food ino&etton 13 Aug (to feed
female?) and filmed a fledgling being fed in the same location on 17 Sep

On 12 Aug, Marnix Zwankhuizen reported a pair in Section 51 with a female being fed
while on a nest. | located the nest and filmed the female being feel evhit on 13 Aug and

on 10 Sep two nestlings being fed. The young were still in the nest the next day. On 17 Sep,
the nest was empty but a fledgling was locatéoh from the nest (Sections 46 and 47). On

22 Sep, Graeme Austin locatado smaller BTs (fledlings?) in Sections 42/46/47
(personal communication).

Christine D. located a bird on a nest south of the Rainforest Gully on 22 Aug. A bird
carrying food was recorded by A. Smith (2018a) on 24 Aug in the Rainforest Gully and
another carrying food in th8ydney Gully. On the same day, Patrick Wyllie reported a bird
carrying food on the Eucalypt Lawn (a large grassed area covering most of the area between
Section 1, Section 51 and the Sydney Gully) and recorded a bird on a nest but did not detail
where. Orb Oct, A. Smith (2018b) photographed a fledgling in the Sydney Gully. This bird

is probably from a third nest. Although the record is just two weeks after the recording of
the other fledglings, it is not considered to be one of these because of itsflpitehage
development. The location is also at least 200 metres from the nest in Section 51 and the
possible nest in Section 1.

Rainforest Gully

feedbach

Figure 2 - Map of ANBG showing sections mentioned in the text.

While the species is regularly seen at ANBG, breeding records, and in particular successful
fledging, are uncommon in both ANBG and the ACT. The COG records up to the end of
June 2014 contained only six breeding records for the species in the ACT, wittnenbf

these at ANBG (on nest). To June 2018, only four more breeding records had been added
with three of these at ANBG: two records of nests with young in July 2015 and one of an
adult carrying food in September 2017. Only one of the ten ACT recorsl®fwiependent
young, recorded at New Chums Road in 1986. The 2018 breeding records represent a

108



Canberra Bird Notes 45(2) July 2020

significant increase in the BT breeding records for the ACT, particularly for dependent
young.

In a couple of chance encounters at ANBG with Emeritus Proféssinew Cockburn, he
suggested reasons why BT nesting success may be different in 2018. Based on the work
done on the birds at ANBG over many years, he said that nestlings were a food Pied
Currawong (PC) fed to their young but were not the preferred fdoitheo adults. He
suggested that BT rarely fledged due to PC predation of nestlings when nesting of the two
species coincides. In 2018, PC breeding had been delayed in the dry conditions, possibly
because nesting of Superb Faivgen, another source of niisgs for PC young, had also

been delayed. Reduced predation by PC may have contributed to the success of BT breeding
in 2018.
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THE 20182019 ACT EASTERN KOEL SEASON. |. ADULT AND FLEDGLING
BEHAVIOUR IN CHAPMAN/RIVETT AND NARRABUNDAH

JACK HOLLAND

8 Chauvel Circle, Chapman, ACT 26Hustralia
jandaholland@bigpond.com

Abstract. Detailed observations on the behaviour of adult and fledgling Eastern Koels
(Eudynamys oriental)sfrom the Chapman/Rivett area for the seasons from -2013 to
20172018 wee provided in five previous papers. The first of two articles documents further
observations of adult behaviour and the pattern of sightings of fledglings during the summer
20182019. It also contains relevant observations from Narrabundah, adding te thos
reported earlier for the 2012018 season. Part Il details the 202819 Koel season
elsewhere in Canberra.

1. Introduction

Previously | have published observations of Eastern Keallynamys orientaljghereafter

Koel) fledglings and adult behaviour in Chapman/Rivett for the five Koel seasons from
20132014 to 20172018 (Holland, 2018a and references therein). This paper documents
some further aspects of adult behaviour, and the smaller number andndifbattern of

fledgling records in the summer of 202819. Also included are details of adult Koel
activity and fledglings around Diana Whitebd
observations of the high number of fledglings found there 722018 (Holland 2018b).

2. Methodology

My observations were made in the same way as described in Holland (2018a), and Koel
calls are also described in the same way.
either from around her garden or from her kgahround her area, though this year she did

not venture as far as usual due to the heat, particularly in January. All calls in her account
are given as she has described them.

3. Observations in Chapman/Rivett
3.1. Aspects of adult behaviour during tfE.&2019 season

The first Koel report (as posted on eBird Australia) for the season in Canberra was from
Celia Hindmarsh on 2 Oct. She heard it in t
Rivett at 08:00 h, giving both thewurra-wurra wurra and coo-wee calls. This is the
Themeda/Mentha lane (T/M lane hereafter) which is close to my place and has previously
been a favourite location for Koels, including fledglings (Holland 201Ba)wever, it was

not until 08:15 h on 9 Oct that | heard my firstlen&oel giving both calls from across

Darwinia Tce (often just Tce hereafter). That afternoon around 16:42 h, on checking the
mainly ko-el calling, | found 2 males together in the small Rivett park about 300 m from our
house and arounditel50 m from Celiads s

At least one male stayed around, it was sometimes seen, but was heard daily up to 28 Oct,
mainly in that area. Apart from the occasiondloaing it was nearly allko-el calling,
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including for long periods from before 05:00 h on 16 and 17 Odhdication that female
Koels had yet to arrive in my area.

We were then away until 7 Nov, after which male calling continued from a much wider area
and with a greater proportion e¥hoas,but one was seen on only one occasion. This
included such callingraund 04:10 h and 03:15 h on 13 and 15 Nov, respectively, further
support that this call can be given when it is still dark (Holland 2018a, see also further
below). Quite a few Red Wattlebird\ithochaera carunculatehereafter RWB) fledglings
were seen oheard being fed from about then, including two being fed separately in my
GBS site.

At 06:40 h on 22 Nov a male was sdexk kek kekkingrhile it flew, pursued by a RWB, to

the rear of 46 Croton St Rivett, a further example of a male giving this cah vshusually
associated with the female (see Holland 2017a). It is also a spot where Koels have been seen
in the past (Holland, 2017a), and where a male was seen on 16 Oct. The male then
commencedvhoaing and then botlwhoasand kek keksould be heardoming from (a)
different bird(s) to the WNW about 180 m away, with somko-el calling beyond there.

At 06:41 h the male flew towards the calling.

This was the first time a female call had been clearly heard, and the incident heralded a
much more adte period of adult Koel activity up to Christmas. For several minutes around
16:43 h on 24 Nov there were repeated harsher female calls sounding very much like the
Dollarbird (Eurystomus oriental)s with somewhoasinterspersed, from Burgan Pl Rivett.

At 06:28 h on 25 Nov | heard this same call again on the Duffy side of the W end of
Hindmarsh Drive, and then again at 06:47 h, together kaitbling (a male was seen) and
whoaingfrom the rear of 50 Tullaroop St. Soon 2 RWBs chased a bird from there into a
Hakea bush on the adjacent verge of Hindmarsh Drive. A female Koel soon emerged, and |
could see a possible nest in the bush (it was later confirmed to be old). The activity
continued until at least 06:54 h.

From 17:30 h that afternoon the female wasatly calling harshly and flying around in my

GBS site. Shortly after she gave a more normal call and there was kakickekking,

whoaing and ko-eling until 20:28 h. From then a party of at least three birds were
calling/disputing in the local area, oftéar much of the day. This consisted of a male still

giving continuousko-el calls, and less frequently another male givingwheacall (the two

could often be heard at t he Iekhkale kekkingthes ) |, ac
harsh call was heard again only on 30 Nov).

This activity was far too complex to describe in detail, but the following are worth
mentioning:

1. While the activity covered an area with a radius of around 1 km from our*hausee

than three birdsvere only occasionally heard or seen together (two females were heard
together only a few times). It was not clear whether there was more than one group of Koels
present. The presence of the harsher calling female both in Duffy and my GBS site around
700 m distant on the same day (25 Nov) provides some evidence for a single mobile group
of Koels moving around to different spots.

! Covering the S end of Duffy, the W parts of Rivett from Bangalay Cres, Rivett Oval and Salsola St, and
the NW half of Chapman W from about the Chapman shops.
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2. Birds were often seen, continuing a trend over the past few years where, as their presence
and activity has increased, bo#xes have become much easier to observe, rather than just
to hear their calls.

3. This includes a pair often together (sometimes silent) in my GBS site, with a female seen
giving someko-el-like growls while the male washoaingaround 18:00 h on 30 NoAt

12:54 h on 21 Dec, following some clostoasandkek keksa female was found crouched

in a quite bizarre, forwarbaning, frozen position in BMelaleucabush at our rear fence.
There were some morehoasat 13:0313:04 h and a male could then bersetting still in

an Argyle Apple tree <10 m away, with the female still frozen. Both called at 13:10 h from
the same places, and after a few more calls the female was still there frozen at 13:30 h, but
had gone by 13:40 h.

4. Morewhoaingwas heard at4@35 and 04:52 h on 1 Dec, at 04:50 h on 3 Dec, at 063:45
03:48 h on 11 Dec, at 04:45 h on 17 Dec and 04:33 h on 18 Dec, further evidence that this
male call can be given while it is still dark (Holland 2018a). This call gradually became the
dominant one fsm the end of the first week of December. Interestingly frebé ®ec most

of the ko-el calling came from the edge of Chapman backing onto Cooleman Ridge,
including the rear of 44 Monkman St. This suggested that the remaining unpaired male(s)
had moved tahe edge of the suburbs.

5. At 06:5206:52 h on 3 Dec a pair of Koels copulated briefly (just a couple of seconds) at
the top of the big tree at the rear of 75 Tce. This was followeshmasand somekek keks
as the birds remained there, with the tworbgd&WBs briefly showing some aggression.

6. A male was seen being harassed by a Noisy FriaBhide(mon corniculatyson 6 and
18 Dec, and a Pied Currawo(fgtreptura graculinqon 7 Dec. Males or females were being
chased by Australian Magpie&ymnorhina tibicepon 21 Dec, as well as on 7 and 9 Jan
2019. These interactions all occurred within my GBS site.

The above activity coincided with the completion of a RWB nest just above eye level in a
flowering plum outside our bedroom window. Birds were on it from 27 Nov, and on 11 Dec
the first feeding could be seen. From 09530 h on 17 Dec there wekek kek very

close, with the RWBs clearly alarmed. On investigation a female Koel flew out of the
nearby Snow Gum with a RWB in pursuit.

However, on 19 Dec the heads of two chicks could first be seen taking the offered food,
indicating that these were RWBs amolt Koels. There was only one chick in the nest on 22
Dec, and after we were away from 25 Dec to 5 Jan there was just a single RWB fledgling in
our GBS site in early January 2019.

On our return the Koel calling activity continued but with onllgoasand kek kekgiven,

with no maleko-eling heard until 30 Jan. However, adults were only seen on three occasions
up to 14 Jan. After this time adult calling was also reduced, perhaps due to the very hot
second half of January, and with only a single femalervesl on 27 Jan, the last adult
actually seen. One interesting observation was of two birds heard giving distinctly different
whoa calls from the Rafferty/Monkman Sts direction from 06Q59 h on 23 Jan, the
longest stretch of calling for quite some énThere was also mowehoacalling before or

close to first light,j.e. 10 times between 6 and 20 Jan, starting from 05:13 to 05:30 h, and 4
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times from 2629 Jan, starting from 05:315:47 h. Interestinglykek kekswere only
definitely heard at 05:17 hal3 Jan.

Although three birds could still be distinctly heard on the morning of 7 Feb, calling was
further reduced in February. While calling seemed to pick up a bit for a few days mid
month, it soon decreased again and it was very quiet early in Maitththe lastwhoas
heard on the mornings of 10 and 11 Mar. During this timedhel call was heard on three
occasions betweenX’ Feb, plus a very raspy one within our GBS site on the afternoon of
3 Mar.

In summary, although female Koels arrived lateterms of adults the 2018019 season

was the busiest it has ever been, with activity within my GBS site for a total of 16 of the 18
GBS weeks starting from 6 Nov to 5 Mar, the longest sodatl weeks for 201-2018).
However, breeding was less susstll, as described in Section 3.2.

3.2. Fledglings in Chapman/Rivett during the 22189 season

Although | listened carefully for them, no fledglings were found on our return on 5 Jan,
despite the pr€hristmas activity. However, RWB fledglings were counted from seven
different locations up to 1 Feb, including 2 close together on that date in 8h@@If Koel
fledgling area (Holland, 2018a).

Map 1. Locations of fledglings in Rivett and Chapman. The white lines forming a
triangle are the approximate boundaries within which JH1 and JH2 were observed.

| found my first Koel fledgling on 24 Jarver 200 m away from the rear of 75 Tce, around

51 days after the above copulation observation there on 3 Dec. | thought | could hear the
typical (though soft) Koel fledgling begging call near there around 06:35 h on 22 Jan, but
this could not be later canfed.
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In total | positively confirmed only three fledglings in 2019. Details of these are in Table 1,
which also includes the 2 fledglings found by Susan Wishart in Chapman. Their locations
may be found in Map 1. The discussion of these follows the eTabl

Table 1 Details of the fledglings found in Chapman/Rivett in 2019

Date | Time (h) | Comments
Fledgling JH1

24 Jan | 18:3018:33 | Fledgling with a quite long tail located in a large Oak at the front o
Goodenia St Rivett. It was begging loudly but seén until a RWB fed it.
It was seen again at 68033 h on 26 Jan at 288 Goodenia (again fed by a RWB), at 1915254 h
on 31 Jan at 30 Goodenia St, and at 06:48 h at the front of 28 Casuarina St (100 m away) d
when 1 of 5 RWBs present fed While it begged very loudly and could be heard from >100 m §
on all the above occasions, it could not be located each time it was otherwise checked (it was
16:5416:57 h at 222 Casuarina St on 27 Jan, but not on the evening or morningafd229 Jan
respectively, or on 4 occasions betweehl 1Feb).

Fledgling JH2

5Feb | 06:3806:43 | A light brown fledgling was found in a mediularge Photinia at the front (
20 Kanooka St Rivett (heard begging from 50 m away). On approacl
RWBs wereactive, often growling, in same bush, but feeding not confirn
A brownish fledgling was seen at 15 Kanooka at similar times on 3 occasions betd2dreB. It
sometimes begged very loudly (it could be heard from >200 m away on 9 Feb), but &trehejuite
softly. On 9 Feb it was noted there was not much black around the head and face/cheek,
probably not that advanced. It also flew weakly at first, but more strongly soon after. RWB
actively feeding quite close by on all occasicarsg twice followed the fledgling as it flew away, N
feeding it was never confirmed. It was also heard begging in the area on 4 similar times betw
Feb, with a further outlier on 25 Feb. On 16 and 17 Feb it could be heard begging from >100
and traced to gums at the rear of 37 Kanooka St. This is diagonally opposite No 20 due sbéiped|
street, and all observations were within 150 m of each other. It could not be heard on the morr
Feb, or, except for softly on 25 Feb, on 5 ocmasibetween 127 Feb.

Fledgling JH3

27 Feb | 06:4006:42 | Soft begging at 84 Monkman St Chapman was traced to an exotic tre€
edge of No 86. A very lontpiled fledgling then flew 30 m across the bloc
Soft but clear begging was heard at 06:42 R28r-eb, the fledgling was close to the same pos
before it flew to the back of No 86. Both times no RWBs were around, so possibly fully indepen
Fledglings SW1 and SW2

Susan Wishartnformed me she had two fledglings that year in Musgrove Street Chapman
corner of Rolfe Pl. She had photos from 28 Jan of a Koel fledgling being fed by RWBs, and thd
photos from 7 Feb of a Koel fledgling, but did not remember seeing thdindst At the same timg
just across the road, she could see a Koel chick still in a RWB nest. So at least 2 new ones.

These were the only fledglings | fully confirmed. Clear begging was also heard from the
rear of 126128 Perry Drive around 06:50 h on Feb, but not again despite regular
checking. This is around 250 m from where JH2 was located the next day, and over 200 m
from where JH3 was found 3 weeks later. | concluded that JH1 and JH2 (which were never
found sequentially) were different as they wert least 225 m apart at their closest point,

and the latter was recorded over 21 days (13 days if the aural record of 25 Feb is
discounted). JH2 and the possibly independent JH3 may have been the same though they
were observed >300 m apart.

Interestingy, all my three were found at the eastern and southern periphery of the area
where fledglings have been observed in prev
to where fledglings F1b and J5/6 were on a single occasions (Holland 2017a and Holland
2018a, respectively), but otherwise previous sightings have been at least 150 m away.
However, at its closest point (rear of 37 Kanooka St), JH2 was <50 m away from fledgling
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J4 (115 Tce) in 2018, whereas JH3 was where the mobile J2 was seen on one occasion
(Holland 2018a and Holland 2017a, respectively).

Despite the pr€hristmas activity, no fledglings were found elsewhere in the area outlined
in footnote 1, including the previously favoured spot around the T/M lane and the Rivett
par k, wher &oelattiety vgas initsalty nedteed (see above).

The two fledglings observed by Susan Wishart (see Table 1) should also be noted. They
were at the SE of the area noted in Footnote 1, around 350 and >400 m away from JH2 and
JH3, respectively. Musgrove $ right on the edge of my usual (about once a week)
coverage, but as | was regularly checking
weeks after 24 Jan and missed these.

Only for JH1 was the RWB conclusively proven as the host. It was sty the host for

JH2, as RWBs were often present and may have fed it several times. No definite host was
seen for JH3. Noisy Friarbirds (sounding very like Koel fledglings) were nearby on 28 Feb,
but they were only passing through and none were obsenvéteiarea during January,
which is when eggs would have needed to be laid.

As in 20162017 and 201-2018, and in contrast to the previous years (see Discussion in
Holland 2017a), very few adults were found close to fledglings. Adults calling near
fledglings were only noted on three occasions, for JH1 on 3 Feb, and JH2 on 7 and 12 Feb,
respectively.

Noisy Miners Manorina melanocepha)ahave previously been present in the area where
JH1 was observed, though they were not noticed while JH1 was presentTiney have a
territory centred on the eastern side of the Bangalay Cres underpass about 150 m to the NE.
This is the only area to date occupied by Noisy Miners in Rivett where Koel fledglings have
been found. While a fledgling was found near this underman 15 February 2014 (see
Holland, 2014), this was about a year before the Noisy Miners moved into this territory.
While specific attention has not been given to this area, it is not where | recall RWBs or
adult Koels being frequently present (see furttiscussion of possible Noisy Miner impact

in Section 5.2.3 below).

4. Observations in Narrabundah
4.1. Adult behaviour during the 202819 season

During the 20172018 season Diana White had an early fledgling on 26 Dec 2017 in her
garden at 65 Caley Cres Narrabundah, and subsequently at least seven further fledglings
nearby (Holland, 2018b). On 7 Nov 2018 she reported on the COG chat line thasther f
pair of Koels was active in her garden, and by 10 Nov she noted there were two very active
pairs in her area, calling and chasing each other.

At the time this was one of the few reports of the noisy aggregations made by multiple birds
of both sexesand it pointed to another batch of fledglings in her area this new season. From
mid-November Koel activity, especially of males, seemed to move away from her place
towards Narrabundah College to the ESE, or further downhill to the N towards the Griffith
shops. However, on occasions both sexes of Koels, as well as RWBs, were feeding in her
Mulberry, and were also in the very large flowering gum diagonally behind in Walker Cres.
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She noticed the female Koel was making a different sound when feeding, alohocitiag
sound.

On 29 Dec she reported much more excited interactions of several females, and more males
calling around her area again. There were some birds close by feeding in her Sour Cherry
(which was quite depleted already), with male and femaleaictiens, some very late into

the evening, in it and in the dense Pagoda tree over the back fence, She noted it was
certainly a different pattern from that of last season. So far she was not aware of any

fledglings immediately nearby, but the fruit souredsch were available last year had been

less and had ripened later.

On 6 Jan Diana reported that the Koels had continued to be very excited and active early
morning and late into the evening, as well as during the day. Every few hours or so there
was mud frantic chasing from one favoured area to another. She had sighted at least three
females flying over together, and earlier in the day had seen a younger male like those
described by Geoffrey Dabb (Dabb 2018, see also 9 Feb below). There was also Imournfu
ko-eling nearby on several occasions, and a beautiful glossy adult male silently scanning
diagonally behind in Walker Cres. There were also unseen birds, both male and female,
calling from the dense Pagoda tree over the back fence and further behiadairge gum.

There also must have been more males than she had actually sighted, as every time she
specifically headed out to try to catch sight of them from the spots where new calls came
from (their Eucalyptus manniferathe Pin Oak opposite Mosman iRICaley Cres, or the

Pin Oaks in Carnegie Cres), the action had moved on. Interestingly, a variety of calls was
given. She wondered if this could be because of a mix of younger and older birds, with
different abilities to, or reasons for, making the sao far, no fledglings had been found
although she had not been walking around very far in the recent heat.

On 20 Jan Diana reported that the persistent calls early and late had not been evident for a
while, though there had still been intermittent gdrfemale and male calls with higpbeed

chases and some meetings at the favoured spots high in the canopy. Then long periods of
silence or answering/competing calls coming from more distant locations were noted. Once
again she heard a female make the kihg sound which she had noticed before in
November (see above). It was definitely a different summer this year, with no sign of
fledglings around there yet.

On 25 Jan Diana reported the adult males and females were still calling around the
periphery, vey early around 05:00 h and sometimes around 19:00 h, chasing across her
place through the Pin Oak canopies in lower Carnegie Cres, then further downhill through
the Pin Oaks in Sprent St towards Narrabundah College. Females together were sounding
strident (competing?), a truncatéd/hu wu chwoda kind of whistling sound was added).
There were also calls at times from males, sometimes from the same spot, but mostly from
the Pin Oaks in Carnegie Cres.

After this the first of a number of fledglings was fduas described in Section 4.2. In
complete contrast to their behaviour in Chapman/Rivett (see above), adults were still very
active close to the fledglings during this time, as noted in the entry for 31 Jan in Table 2. On
4 Feb Diana noted that female amadle adult Koels were still calling in the morning and
evening from the lower Carnegie Pin Oaks or from the Gum/Pin Oak in Walker Cres (see
also 8, 9 and 18 Feb below). However, apart from the female being in the same tree as DW2
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on 2 Feb, unlike last seasthere does not seem to have been any direct interaction (Holland
2018b).

In Pullen St on the morning of 8 Feb Diana heard female Koels shrieking together. There
were three different soundguick quick. kek kek, shwick shwitk Carnegie Cres she cdul

see the birds flying through the canopies of the Pin Oaks, and looking across from outside 8
Pullen St she spotted one of the females perched in the sparse "lookout tree" of a side
garden peering into the Pin Oaks at the two others. She wondered iwdes¢he same

birds she had sighted there much earlier, flying together and shrieking as if to outdo each
other, sometimes flashing past to the Pin Oaks in Carnegie. She also wondered if the more
whistling/breathy sound could be a younger bird? Chrisines o bser vati ons (
3.4 in Holland 2020Db, Part Il this issue) tend to support this.

On the morning of 9 Feb Diana heard a cacophony of female then male calls from the Pin
Oaks in Carnegie Cres. She spottredoa Aemal e
flew in and joined her at the top. They sat looking at each other, beaks touching. The male
began preening (it was a young male with brown wing feathers mottled, first noted on 6 Jan
above, and sighted on and off since). The female sat crdysbe my similar observation

on 21 Dec in Section 3.1 above) and peering into the Pin Oaks, then suddenly flew into one
near the corner of Caley Cres.

On 18 Feb there was a loud chorus of females and one male from087080h in the Pin

Oaks in lower Carnegie Cres. An-alll ack mal e was sitting near
treeo at the back of 8 Pull en, wildnthquiethe f en
for some time until a Pied Currawong flew into the very top of the tree. The female gave a

shrill kek but both remained still. The Currawong eventually flew off, but there was no
response from the Koels.

While no more fledglings were obsed after 18 Feb, adult activity continued to be seen

and heard in the general area to the end of February. Often more females seemed to be
present. In the first half of March, activity decreased noticeably but on 14 Mar Diana heard
and saw both a female dmale Koel in the Meehan Gardens area at least 400 m N of her
place. Noko-el calling was noted during or after the period of fledgling observations in
Table 2 and the text below it.

4.2. Fledglings in Narrabundah during the 202819 season

Despite alt he Ko el activity, Dianads first fledg
month later than in 2031Z018 (Holland 2018b). At least 8 fledglings were positively
confirmed in 2019. Details of these, including their designations, are in Table 2 degtthe
following it. Their locations may be found in Map 2. The discussion of these follows in
Section 5.2.2.

After this sudden burst of fledglings (8 over 5 days) no more new ones were found, with the
possible exception of one seen on 14 Feb. DW3 a8 (it was often hard to tell which

one) were seen or heard in the spots around
84-86 Walker Cres) each day from63Feb, and then up to 13 Feb. Sometimes they
(probably the more advanced DW3) ventured furtieross the roads to -89 Walker Cres

(3 and 8 Feb), and to 13 (6 Feb) or 19 Carnegie Cres (7 and 13 Feb). A fledgling, thought to

be DW7, was also seen in neighbour Johndés b
(sometimes for long periods), inding on 78 Feb.
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Tabl

e

2 Diana Whitebds observations of

Date

Comments

29 Jan

First Koel fledgling (DW1) this season found at about 07:00 h in a large oak
laneway beside 67 Walker Cres, fed by RWBs. It was quite advanced, with-g
developed long tail, pipping loudly as it moved around in the tall canopies (it wa
therethe next day).

30 Jan

| found another longailed fledgling (DW2) in the top of a large tree at 96 Walker G
fed by RWBs (it was here again pipping loudly early on 2 Feb, when a female fle
the top of the tree callingjuick quick the young flewoff still begging). Then
unmistakable pipping from our back yard in the large Pagoda tree over the back f
fledgling (DW3) fed by RWBs. They were coming to the top of the Mulberry (sg
small berries there) and back to the Pagoda tree. It moeeshchfor an hour, led b
RWBs. A fledgling (likely the same) was not seen in the garden again until late on

31 Jan

This morning round 07:00 h, | found a small fledgling (DW4) in a street tree at 5 |
St. It was pipping persistently, but over @nutes no RWB came in to feed it. Ad
male and female Koels were calling close by when | left, as well as RWBs-g
chucking intermittently round about.

1 Feb

This morning just before 07:00 h a fledgling was pipping from the back garder
PullenSt, likely same one (DWA4) as yesterday as it was in the large Pin Oak it had
to. It was still in there later but despite moving around to get a view my husband |
| could not see it. Then at3Pullen we both heard 2 birds pipping, DW4 stilthie Pin
Oak and one with a softer call, probably from the back or side garden hedging
(DW5). On the morning of 2 Feb soft pipping (likely the same fledgling DW5)
heard at 8 Pullen St. A RWB then led it across the back garden.

2 Feb

Around 1130 h | heard loud pipping and saw a fledgling (DW3) flying into the Pa
tree where RWBs fed it. Then | heard another softer fledgling call (later identifi
DW®6) from the NW corner. It seemed to be coming from the flowering Crepe Myr
a neighbar's side garden. | thought | heard a third pipping at one point (later iden
as DW7), with RWBs darting about making a huge cacophony of cackles and
chucks from the gum diagonally behind here on Walker. This was interspersed w
persistenpipping calls, including the softer pipping round the back nearby. | susp
there were more fledglings further away where more repeated adult calling was ¢
from downhill. That morning lan heard and saw a fledgling (DW8) in a garden 3
corner & Strzelecki Cres that flew into large trees in Captain Cook. It seemed

sudden late burst of fledging and our RWBs had already raised 2 clutches of their

| mentioned the possibility above of 3 (or at least 2) Koel fledglings around tog
behind here and maybe 1 further downhill. About 19:00 h we went out to inveg
constant pipping and realised there were 2 over the back fence somewhere. | loca
(DWS6) in the Crepe Myrtle in 84 Walker's western garden and lower foliage of the)
In the lower NE garden over on our neighbour John's grass (88 Walker) there
small one (DW?7) on the ground. John makes a practice of feeding birds bread at h
deck and a number of RWBs were coming in to feed there. The fledgling kep
consant pipping as the RWBs continued to ignore it. It then did a couple of short h
a different direction before, still pipping and intermittently fluttering/begging, it flew
to the lower rung of the back deck, and a RWB flew in and fed it. Othes dinttinued
to ignore it and eventually, around 20:00 h, it flew a short distance to the rotary @
line and sat calling for some time. Then it suddenly flew over the E side fence in
back garden of 8 Carnegie into an Ash there, where | had pigguidg before. John tol
me later that one RWB picked up some bread and fed it, but | had not seen that.

July 2020

new

DW4 or DW5 (again hard to tell) was also heard at 7 Pullen St on 4 Feb, then not until 8

Feb when one was seen in a Pin Oak outside 69 Sprent St (which backs onto 7 Pullen). On
10 Feb Diana found a lorgiled one in a large tree at the side of7@9Spren It flew

strongly up to the gum on the footpath outside 76 Caley, where it called loudly for some
time. On 11 Feb she found a fledgling in a street Ash at 8 Pullen. It pipped continually until

a Pied Currawong flew in to investigate. It hopped roundatkreng, the fledgling kept
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moving away, then the Currawong lunged at it and it shrieked and flew away towards
canopies in Sprent St with the Currawong in pursuit.

rd Age

AN "N

Map 2. Locati ons of Di ana Whit e d ghe fwhite tingsl i ng s
forming the trapezoid and triangle are the approximate boundaries within which
DW3, DW6 & DW7, and DW4 & DWS5, respectively, were observed.

On 13 Feb she followed loud pipping to large canopies behind 80 Sprent (opposite No 69),

then saw a fledgling fly to theearby lower canopied tree nearer Narrabundah College. On

14 Feb she heard softer begging in the side hedge Arbutus at 76 Caley, where the louder
begging one had flown to on 10 Feb. It was thus a possible new one (labelled DW9). The

last fledgling (likelyDW7 even though it hadnot been sec
Pagoda tree in John's backyard on 18 Feb. She watched it for some time pipping persistently
until a RWB fed it, and the fledgling then chased its host around the garden.

5. Discussion
5.1.Adult activity in Chapman/Rivett during the 262819 season

The male Koels observed close to my GBS site on 9 Oct were among the first to be reported
for the season. Onkyo-eling with the occasionavhoawas then heard and only males were
seen until welinto the second half of November. The first female was noted on 25 Nov. As
in some other areas of the ACT (see Section 5.8 in Holland 2020b, Part Il this issue), this
was more typical of the 2018016 season and those prior to that (Holland 2017b), twth t
males coming first and théwo-eling for some time before the first females arrived.

The first hearing of all three callkdgel, whoaand kek kek on 22 Nov heralded a very
active period, both in my GBS site and the local area, until Christmas. diessted of
mainly three adult birds which were often easy to find, with the proportiamhofsalso

taking over from theéko-el calls. These calls were sometimes heard well before dawn. The
behaviour was complex, as summarised in Section 3.2 above. Inetheyear, calling
activity continued but onlyvhoas(including on many occasions before light) &k keks

were heard. Birds were seen only occasionally, the last a female on 27 Jan. Calling
continued through February, with tke-el call heard severalnes, last on 3 Mar, and the
lastwhoaon 11 Mar.
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In terms of adults the 2018019 season was the busiest yet. However, as described in
Section 3.2, there was less successful breeding: only three fledglings were confihsd

the periphery of where fledglings have previously been observed. The RWB was confirmed
as the host for only one. It was almost certainly the host for the second as well, but the late
third fledgling was possibly already independent. As in the pest seasons, no
adult/fledgling interaction/association was observed.

It is unclear why relatively few fledglings were observed compared with past years, despite
the very active adults, particularly in the last six weeks of 2018. Howeveis thiine with

past scenarios discussed in Section 4.1 of Holland (2018a), when | have found Koel
fledglings away from the main centres of activityprovides more support fahe theory

that if Koels are very noisy, RWBs may be more alert.

5.2. Activity in Narabundah during the 2018019 season
5.2.1. Adult activity

The 20182 019 Koel fledgling season around Diana
and shorter. All young were found in aw&ek period from 29 Jan, compared with the

nearly 10 weeks from 26 @an 20172018 (Holland, 2018b). One possible reason for this

is that she did not walk around the area as much in January 2019 due to the heat.

Unlike Chapman/Rivett (see above) and much of the rest of Canberra (see Holland 2020Db,
Part Il this issue), Diana had females present from 7 Nov, although they moved further away
for over a month before returning around Christmas time. Diana attribusetbtthe fact

that the fruit sources had been less and ripened later than in the previous season. The 2018
spring was very dry and good rains fell only in November and especially December. The
return of the females in the second half of December andrgtdid¢idgling found on 29 Jan
correspond well with the maximum -3lay period between edgying and fledging
(Abernathy and Langmore, 2017). However, the early fledglings (DW1 to DW3) seemed
quite mobilej.e.o | der , i ndicating that females must

In contrast to my experience, there was still considerable adult Koel activity while the
fledglings were being observed in Dianabds i
female and fledgling were present in the same tree in only the one case (2 Feb).

As noted above another notable feature was their varied calling. This includes the clucking
sound when the female was feeding in November and January. Calls noted onrél Jhe (a
possible different reasons for them), and the truncéted wu chwoda kind of whistling

sound) on 25 Jan, were possibly the same as the more whistling/breathy sound Diana
thought might have been by a younger bird on 8 Feb.

Based on my observatie (see Section 3.1 above), the calls in the 2P season varied
considerably from the standard malboaand femalekek kek for example the two distinct
whoacalls on 23 Jan, the female Dollarbiikle call on 24 Nov, and the femalk®-el-like
growlson 30 Nov. Other observers also noted different calls, including juveniles whistling
(Christine D; see Section 3.4 in Holland 2020b, Part Il this issue). In fact the more | observe
Koels, the more complex their range of calls appears to be.

2 This does not include the two found by Susan Wishart at the SE of the area described ie Eootnot
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5.2.2. Fledghgs

The total number of fledglings was difficult to determine accurately, though we have
concluded there was a minimum of 8. Two (DW1 and DW8) were found once only, about
125 m and 5 days apart, on 29 Jan and 2 Feb, respectively. The advanced onelkei96 Wa
Cres (DW2) was seen there twice (30 Jan and 2 Feb), but could possibly also have been seen
on 6 and 10 Feb.

Late a.m.on 2 Feb (and possiblg.m.on 4 Feb) was the only time a third fledgling was
heard at 65 Caley Cres. Though only 2 were actuaky ghat evening, and on 11 and 13

Feb (two were heard together at other times), it has been concluded there were 3 different
fledglings based on their calls, appearance and favoured spots. The one first seen on 30 Jan
has been designated DW3 on the badists loud pipping, relative mobility and initial
association with the Pagoda tree. The second, DW6, was again calling softly from the Crepe
Myrtle tree that evening (2 Feb), when at the same time a further new one (DW7) was found
on nei ghbo By itk eniah ze and sedentary behaviour as described in Table

2, it was clearly not DW3, though later it did manage to fly a reasonable distance (25 m or
so) to 8 Carnegie Cres.

Likewise there were two heard together in Pullen St only on the moohihd-eb, as noted

in Table 2. One has been labelled DW4, and the other softer begging one DWS5.
Subsequently only 1 fledgling was ever heard or seen there, and, as noted in the text below
Table 2, from 4 Feb it was often difficult to identify individu&édglings. Only the softer
begging fledgling at 76 Caley Cres on 14 Feb may have been new.

Except for DW8, which was not seen being fed, all fledglings appeared to have RWB hosts,
though the identities of DW4, DW5 and DW6 while being fed were never 1&#tain.

Except for 5 Jan, when Diana watched a Madgmik (Grallina cyanoleuca chasing a
female Koel across Carnegie Cres from the corner of Walker Cres, no other possible hosts
were identified in the area.

5.2.3 Interactions with other species

Excep for two outliers (fledglings DW 1 and DWS8), all activity was within a small area
within 150 m of Dianads house to {L0M& AN and
possible reason was that she did not venture quite as far as ¥2@D8,7particularlynot

during the very hot January.

Another possible reason may have been the effect of the Noisy Miner. On 6 Jan Geoffrey
Dabb noted that the local Koels continued to avoid his immediate area in Brockman St
Narrabundah. However, he heard activity every flam a few streets away. That morning

he had devoted a couple of hours to getting the locations more specifically. On the map he
attached (see Map 3, note modified as detailed below), the red shaded area was defended by
Noisy Miners and relatively Kodtee.The green shaded area included the site of excited
calling that day there by at least 4 Koels, 2 males and 2 femBEhespurple star marked a

RWB nest tree with 2 recently fledged RWBs, and the yellow stars were RWB territories.
He agreed with Diandhat the dense Pin Oaks particularly along Carnegie Cres were
favoured by Koels.

In response on 6 Jan Diana noted that some Noisy Miners made forays across Carnegie Cres
from the corner of Wal ker Cres (clowre to G
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chased off by the large group of RWBs there. However, on 20 Jan she noted the presence of
a large group of Noisy Miners in Walker Cres which were definitely carving out a corridor
downhill from the base of Rocky Knob through Mosman PI, across Caés; &nd down to

a small footpath gum outside No 69 Walker Cres (ironically next to where she found her
first fledgling DW1 on 29 Jaih see Map 2), then back again. Interestingly, where Geoffrey
found his fledgling on 18 Jan was also well within his reddetdaNoisy Miner territories

(see Holland 2020b, Part Il this issue).

On 7 Feb Diana indicated she had not bothered going further up than 84 Walker Cres
recently because of the territorial Noisy Miner birds moving in. She later clarified that,
while therewas a pair of RWBs trying to hold their own through one middle section closer

to Allen St, the congregations of RWBs were at the lower parts of Walker Cres before
Carnegie and Pullen, towards Narrabundah College. As there were many dense hedges and
flowering shrubs and trees in the gardens, she concentrated her efforts there.

Map3. Amended Geoffrey Dabbds map of Noisy Min
The red shaded area was defended by Noisy Miners and relativelr&@dihe green shaded area

included thesite of excited calling theren 6 Jan by at least 4 Koels, 2 males and 2 fenibhes.

purple star marked a RWB nest tree with 2 recently fledged RWBs, and the yellow stars were RWB
territories. The red lines enclose the approximate extension of the Mtiisgr territories based on

Di ana Whit e 6 dhe green dinesy endloseothesapproximate extension to cover where

Diana found most of her fledglings.

The purpose of Geoffreyds map was to predi
appear soon. Comparing his map with where Diana subsequently found her fledglings, it
turned out to be a reasonable prediction, except that the green shaded areamnéeded t

moved slightly in a NW direction (as enclosed by the green lines added to Map 3) to include
the high activity around Di an a-88Walger Grese a't €
The NE edge of the red shaded Noisy Miner territories needed toehelegtwell to the NE
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to account for Diana finding them up to 69 Walker, and up to 82 Walker Cres, on 20 Jan and
7 Feb, respectively. This is approximately enclosed by the red lines added to Map 3.

Further examples/discussion of possible interactions thighNoisy Miner are mine at the

end of Section 3.2 above, and those included in Section 3.3 of Part Il, as well as John
Leonardds observation in Section 5. 6. From
impact of Noisy Miners comes from Narraloah, where they appeared to be driving RWBs

out of their territory, and thus affecting the distribution of adult and fledgling Koels.

Other interactions were between the adult Koels with the Pied Currawong on 18 Feb noted
in Section 4.1 above, and alsahwihe fledgling DW4/5 on 11 Feb (Section 4.2). Also on 24
Jan about 07:30 h Diana heard Yda Wucall and spotted a male silently perched in a street
Ash near the corner of Allen and Caley, ignoring 3 Pied Currawongs hopping from branch
to branch aroundim. He sat still for quite some time, then flew off.

Of particular interest was the fledgling D)\
place at 88 Walker Cres on the evening of 2 Feb. | cannot recall ever seeing a fledgling on

the ground, nor everalving it brought to my attention. While Diana did not actually observe

it, on 4 Feb John told her a RWB had picked up some bread left on the ground for birds and

fed the fledgling, and also that it had even pecked at the bread. Again this has not greviousl
come to my attention.
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THE 2018-2019 EASTERN KOEL SEASON. |I. OBSERVATIONS OF
ADULT AND FLEDGLING BEHAVIOUR IN WIDER CANBERRA

JACK HOLLAND

8 Chauvel Circle, Chapman, A@b11, Australia
jandaholland@bigpond.com

Abstract: This Part details adult Eastern Ko@tudynamys orientalis) presence and
behaviour throughout Canberra during the spring/summer of ZII®. This is again
based on comments posted on the COG chat line, correspondence directly with the author,
and the more detailed observations from ChapiRamtt and Narrabundah (see Part I).

This was a slightly differerffoel season, compared with the previous two. In some areas
they arrived later than expected, in others arrival of females was delayed, the latter likely
responsible for much more springtirke-el calling in these areas than in the previous two
seasons. Despite a later and shorter fledgling season, the-ZDI¥ and 2012019
numbers were the same: 86 reported fledglings. Some areas continued supporting multiple
fledglings. For the first timéledglings either taking or being fed bread, mince or cheese
from feeding tables by their RWB hosts has been reported. An increasing variety of calls has
also been reported. There is further evidence ttantification of females by call alone
needs to b treated with some caution. Koels are increasingly extending their activity from
the Canberra suburbs into parklands, creek corridors and bushland.

1. Introduction

The first breeding records for the Eastern K@aldynamys oriental)s(Koel hereafter)n
Canberra were published in 2009 (Lesztzal. 2009). Since then reports of breeding have
steadily increased. For the past five years | have published observations of fledglings and
associated adult behaviour in Chapman/Rivett (Holland 2014, 2015, 201f&, ZD18a), as

have Darwood (2015) for Flynn, and Abernathy and Langmore (2016, 2017) for Canberra. |
have also published observations documenting apparent changes in adult Koel behaviour
throughout Canberra, and a significant increase in the numbexdgflifigs reported during

the spring/summers of 20417 and 2012018 (Holland 2017b, Holland 2018b, c). This

Part details observations in Canberra for the 2Z2OB9 season, as does Part | for
Chapman/Rivett and for a further cluster of fledglings in Blaundah.

2. Methodology

Most of the reports of fledglings and adult Koel behaviour for the 201® season again

came from the COG Hmail Discussion List (COG chat line), though some were fream E
mails directly to me. Due to space limitations, many esehobservations as well as the
comments and subsequent correspondence have had to be edited, retaining only the most
relevant information. As illustrated by some of the more difficult cases, where one observer
reported a number of Koel fledglings from teame general area, or several observers
reported them from a given suburb, great care was taken to avoid double counting after
discussion with the observers and taking into account the locations, dates, age and behaviour
of the fledglings. Despite my owpreferences (see Holland 2018a), descriptions of adult
and fledgling Koel calls have been left as indicated by the observers. As far as possible all
these communications are acknowledged.
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3. Observations of adul t Koel sé arrival, ac
3.1.Arrival and departure

As noted in Part | (Holland 2020a, this iss@lia Hindmarsh first reported a male Koel
giving both calls in Rivett on 2 Oct. | then found two males nearby there on 9 Oct, and
David Rosalky reported a male calling from Deakin on 10 Oct. After that, Koels seemed
slow to arrive in other areas, with m@ps only from Garran and Kaleen up to 20 Oct, and
from a total of only 12 suburbs by the end of October, most of them assumed to be of males
ko-eling. David Rosalky reported the first female call from Deakin on 20 Oct, and another
was heard briefly in Yaalumla on 27 October. Interestingly Geoffrey Dabb reported an
adult male giving t he (kékkekrkgkdllahen beimgparsuads h e
by an Australian MagpieGymnorhina tibicepand a Pied Currawon@treptura graculing

in Narrabundh on 30 Oct. Together with my observation on 22 Nov described in Part I, and
as previously summarised in Holland (2017a), these are further examples of males giving
this call. Clearly identification of females based on call alone needs to be treatesthméh
caution.

More Koels then seemed to arrive, with mainly reports of calling (including in 3 instances
between 03:00 and 05:00 h) from a further 14 suburbs by 6 Nov, but only Terry Munro
specifically mentioned a female calling briefly in Watson on 5.Nowvery early breeding
record was L ac hatEeammesNovoobasgie of Koals nnating in Lyons.

He had close views of both birds sitting on an exotic bush, before and after the event. The
male had called loudly from a maple, and the fenilew in and they copulated. The pair
separated, but were later seen eating red berries on the same bush.

On8Nov,b6l | owing Diana Whitebs report (e 7 No
Holland 2020a, Part | this issue), David Rosalky repottiatl he male Koel that had been

around for a month, had found a partner. At 19:15 h the previous evening he heard it calling
with active responses from a female. Hel calls also had shifted twirra-wirra. The

birds were situated about 200 m from {herching tree where he saw a male two nights
previously, and where the action of last year was centred (see Holland 2018b). He wondered

if the same birds were reclaiming territory. However, as noted below it turned out to be a
relatively quiet season, viitno fledglings observed.

The above three were the first definite reports of female Koels in the- 2B season.
Koels continued to arrive slowly in some other subugbg, not until midNovember in

North Lyneham and Hacketdowever,apart from DianaVh i t seétsollafd 2020a, Part |

this issu¢ the only report of a noisy interaction was by Ryu Callaway in Fadderund

04:35 h on 15 Nov, he was woken by a large, very insistent Koel ensemble. Over the next
10 or so minutes it appeared that theeze at least 6 birds.

On 26 Nov, bllowing the posting of my first female actually seen on 25 K®e Holland

2020a, Part | this issuelsobel Crawford reported that in East Dickson the females had
arrived over the past week, and were very appareaailaand visually. She noted the host
species was putting a lot of energy into encouraging the Koels to go @wdyDec Philip
Veerman posted that Koels were now certainly established near his place in Kambah. On 28
Nov he had watched a male and fermalgether on the power pole at the front of his home.

He had not seen that before, they usually hid among the foliage. While watching those two,
there were certainly another two heard nearby. This is in line with my experience (see
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Section 3.1 of Holland, ®20a, Part | this issue) thas their presence and activity has
increased, both sexes have become much easier to observe, rather than just to hear call.

On 2 DecMartyn Moffat informed me there were at least three Koels at his place in Curtin,
females haing arrived about a week ago, and on 7 Dec Chris Hastir posted there were four
Koels fighting in her Wanniassa gardem @2 Dec Barbara Allan informed me that Koels
were very noisy around her place, and she may have witnessed one laying an egg. ITerry Bel
indicated that at his place in Braddon, at one time he saw four males chasing a single
female. On 30 Jan he posted thiaére had been so much courtship behaviour in the
October/November period that he considered that Koels were the most common beds to
heard and seen in his area

However, the general impression seemed to be of a relatively quiet and late season, with few
further reports up to Christmas Day. I n re:
Dec that around his place in Narrabundad absence of Koels was related to the presence

of Noisy Miners Manorina melanocephaja(see further in Section 3.3Mark Clayton

noted that Koels were somewhat late in arriving in Kaleen this year. Alison Milton agreed

that Koels were also late arriving Higgins, and Susanne Gardiner noted they started

calling in Ainslie weeks after everyone else reported their arrival. David Rosalky reported

that the Koels in Deakin had been active only very occasioridigpite the early above

activity).

In contras John Harris posted that Koels were extremely active and numerous around his
part of Gungahlin (Nicholls) this yearh&re were quite a few Koels along the Ginninderra
Creek corridor and nearby street trees (the multfael interaction behind his houske
previous night is described in Section 3Bhilip Veerman also noted thatoand his place

in Kambah this year there were at least two pairs of Koels, seen and heard daily (and
nightly) over the past 5 weeks. There had been many sightings of pasisgkach other.

Reporting was quieter into the New Year, whndra Henderson mentioning lots of noise
(usually two birds) in Wanniassa. On 5 Jan Charmian Lawson reported Koels had been very
active in Holder for a couple of days, and at one poinethere two males and she thought

two females in their front yard. On 8 Jaohn Harrigeported continued Koel activity along
Ginninderra Creek in Gungahlin. He saw and heard them every afternoon and morning and
described the gisy multiple adult Koel inteaction included in Section 3.Ryu Callaway

posted that in Fadden he was under the impression that the Koel presence was largely
unchanged, if not up on previous years. However, when present, they seemed to be in higher
numbers and groups (note his conmiseon their calling in Section 3.4).

The first fledgling was reported on 3 Jan (see Table 1). The2018 9 seasonbés f|
are tabulated Section 4, Table2 lwith the discussion following.

On 9 Feb John Harris posted th&eraNicholls beingd Ko e | Cityo in Gungah
the absence ofvirra wirra-ing was obvious. After a number of chatline subscribers
responded including that they still had Koels calling, John noted he had just seen two males

and that all the suggestions of decreased activity were likely cartess frenzied mating

activity now, a birds busy feeding on soft fruigtcto build up strength for the migration.

Koel reports continued to be posted on the COG chat line. On 13 Feb David Rosalky posted
that after a busy December, Koels had pretty well disappeared from around his place in
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Deakin. Since he returned from Broulee three weeks ago, he had had no observations
(including no fledglings cf. 20172018, Holland 2018b)However, that morning there was

a male making th&o-el call repeatedly (for further reports of lake-el calls e Section

3.4).

On 22 Feb ©n Boekel posted that about 06:15 h during the dawn chorus that morning two
birds (male and female?) in upper Turner appeared to be taking it in turns to call with
another two birds (male and female?) further away towards [dwaer. In my experience

four vocal Koels close together is a large number so late in the season.

On 27 Feb Christine D informed me that after she had seen the juvenile Koel (see 24 Feb
entry in Table 2), she saw an adult pair in her fig tree, presymabl of the birds which

had been around for most of the summer. She had quite often looked out since and could see
a male sitting quietly (almost sleeping), and sometimes the female.

From the responses to my chat line request on 14 Mar it was cle#ndt@tvere still Koels
present in many suburbs, including sokeel calling (see Section 3.4). These were
Hughes, Fraser, Wanniassa (two places, including a female seen), Turner (last reported from
there on 18 Mar), Chapman, Kaleen, Kambah (the juveeis by Philip Veerman on 14

and 18 March in Table 2 below), Narrabundah (a still pair seen by Diana White), Cook and
Watson.The last report on eBird Australia was of two birds in Watson by Ash Allnutt on 21
Mar.

On 16 Apr Mark Clayton informed me th&il and Marion Pfitzner in Evatt, who are very
familiar with the species (see 24 Jan entry Table 2 below), had recorded a "black male" Koel
as it flew into a tree in their front yard on 8 Apr. One of his banding trainees in Lyneham
(Goodwin Street) had alsrecorded a Koel calling<d-el" a couple of weeks ago.

However, most unexpected was the female Koel photographed by Rob Parnell, first seen
being swooped by 2 Pied Currawongs, in Strzelecki Cres Narrabundah on 17 Jun. Based on
the brownish head and lack of black chin and thrgaeoffrey Dabb identified it as an
immatureabout 69 months olgd so a young from the 204819 season. Rob states on the
eBird Australia record that hiseighbour saw a similar bird drinking from his birdbain

the same morning. Both observers noted that the bird did not fly strongly or with any
confidence, which raises the possibility that it may have been injured and was unable to
migrate north.

This is a remarkable observation.hel Bird Info data on theCOG web site
(canberrabirds.org.au/wgontent/bird_data/347 _Eastern%20Koel.html) shows no records
between April to September inclusive, except for the first winter records in July and August
2016. Access to the COG database reveals a tofalemfords beveen 3 July and 19 August
2016, all attributed to th€anberra Nature Map (CNM), several of which are included in
COGO6 s -2010 Aenual Bird Report (ABR, Canberra Ornithologists Group: Ed. P
Fennell) However, as confirmed by Ryu Callaway, these recardsnot contained in the
CNM, and have been entered into the COG database in error. This does contain an eBird
record from Alastair Smith of a Koel calling in Garran on 29 August 2016. Later ABRs for
20172018 and 2012019 show no winter records except floe above one.
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3.2. Noisy multiple adult Koel aggregations/interactions

During the 2018019 season there were again many observations of noisy multiple adult
Koel aggregations/interactions, including those from early and late November reported in
Holland (2020a, Part | this issue). Others are described in Section 3.1 above, though with
the exception for Ryu Callawayods in Fadden
of November/early December, possibly reflecting the late arrival of females

In addition John Harris reported thé&tte afternoon on 7 Jan there was an amazing
demonstration by at least five males and three females along Ginninderra Creek in
Gungahlin. Males were chasing the females, constavitha wirra-ing while the females

were Oplaying very hard to get 6, fleeing fr
screeches. ThRed Wattlebirds (Anthochaera carunculata, hereafter RM/B)r e o6 ki c ki n
up a great fussodo as well and scarbutwgend e mal e

female took flight a male would chase her again. There were more males than females, so
males would temporarily veer from their path in pursuit of a female to try to frighten off
another male. The whole affair went on for about half an haowii they shifted their
commotion to the northOn 12 JanJohn posted that two, possibly three male and two
female Koels were similarly extremely active that morning around Kangaroo Close
Nicholls/Ginninderra Creek at Percival Hill.

On 20 Jan Jenny Boundsformed me that since 4 Nov she had been hearing or seeing up to
3 Koels almost every day in and around her Weston garden. The previous morning she had
4 Koels (2 males and 2 females) in a tree all in the same binocular view, calling together and
doing what she described as body twitching or flicking, which she had not seen before.

The same daghristine D posted that she had often been hearing three Koels edllng

birds keeking and onewirra wirraing. That afternoon there were very lokeeksfrom the

fig just outside the window, and she saw a male and two females. The latter were behaving
very oddly, making jerky movements of their head and tail, and almost as if one was
copying the other, making it look a bit like a dance. She had the feelwgsitabout
dominance, and eventually the one actually in the fig tree (the other one was in the adjacent
plum tree) moved slowly out of the tree, and flew to a nearby tree, and the other one
followed, as if chasing. A few minutes later there wasa wirra from the fig tree, and the

male was there alone, before he flew off. She had not seen such behaviour before. Under
6Soci al Behaviourd Higgins (1999) describes

3.3. Interactions of adults with other species

The most notable observations of adult Koel interactions with other species for the 2018
2019 season involve the Noisy Miner, for which the only previous interaction | can recall
was the post bipavid Rees on 29 De2017 (see Holland, 2018c). He had wattlaemale

Koel being chased around his street in Harrisorirtgr alia,Noisy Miners.

The discussion in the 204819 season was started by Geoffrey Dabb, who on 28 Dec
posted that ithad been an unusual season in that he had had very few Koels arsund
immediate area in Narrabundah. There had also beeR¥Wfs which he attributed to the
aggression of Noisy Miners, at least two groups of those having moved in about 5 years ago.

He still heard quite a few Koels from 100 m or so away, meaning a cougtieeets distant,

possibly from places that were still minerr e e . This |likely include
which is about 350 m directly east of Geof f
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Geoffrey noted that the day before he had seen a male Koel nearby, which was unusual.
This wasa firstyear bird with a mixture of fresh black and worn brown plumage, which

tended to confirm his suspicion that Canberra is visited by a high proportion of young birds
(Dabb, 2018, see also Diana Whiteds rtdbser va
this issue). Typically, he noted the bird was evicted from its perch by a Noisy Miner.
Further discussion of the possible impact of Noisy Miners in Narrabundah is in Part |
(Holland 20204, this issue).

Philip Veerman responded that in Kamiddbisy Miners were in small groups nearby, but
rarely in his property. He had not particularly noticed them bothering Koels and could not
remember any interaction. On 30 Dec Graeme Hansen posted that Koels on the bush line of
Ainslie were completely untroubled bye many Noisy Miners that lived around his place.

Other interactions reported were with the Pied Currawong, including my observations
(together with theNoisy Friarbird Philemon corniculatysand Australian Magpie), as well

as Diana Whit elband fledgling Kobl® (sde Sectibms 3.1 and 5.2.3,
respectively, in Holland 2020a, Part | this issue). As noted in Section 3.1 above Geoffrey
Dabb reported an adult male being pursued by an Australian Magpie and a Pied Currawong
in Narrabundah on 30 Oct.

On 28 Dec David Rosalky reported that, besides being chased regularly by RWBs, a pair of
Koels was chased by a Sulpfurested CockatocdCacatua galerijain Deakin. He noted it

was hard to work out what that was about other than sport an@fuftl JarChristine D
informed me she had watched a male Koel feeding a female in her fig tree in Flynn, and
now the male was chasing an Olisacked Oriole Qriolus sagittatusfrom the tree.

|l nteractions with the RWB hostae 26 Mou (seede | s
Section 3.1 above), and the following posted by John Harris on 28 Dec (see also 7 Jan
above) on the complex interactitdmt unfolded in the tree behind his house just before dusk

the night beforeJohnwas al ert ed by w hre apaalwhichregéimgdtoof t h
become frenetic and complex until he realised that there were two male Koels, which, if not
physically fighting, were screaming loudly at each other about a metre apart. Then three
RWABSs turned up, diving and screechingwhts because of the way they were diving that he

then realised that there was a female Koel camouflaged in the foliage. She soon started her
Obrassy squawkingd but was very reluctant t
for the RWBs to actuallgtrike her when divdombing. The two dramas proceeded as if

they were unrelated. The two male Koels continued to challenge each other, no doubt over
the female, but the RWBs ignored them. They kept harassing the female until finally she
flew off with the RWBs in pursuit. The maleasirra-wirra-ed at each other for a little longer

(or was itquoraquor&) and then flew off in the same direction as the female.

3.4. Variation in Koel calling, including keling late in the season

In Part | (Holland 20204, this issue) | note that the more | observe Koels, the more complex
their range of calls seems to be. Exampl es
are listed in Section 5.2 of Part I. While in my area makolgting washeard until females

arrived in late November, others had different experiences.

On 28 Dec Mark Clayton posted that this year in Kaleen the male Koels were not giving
their typicalcoo-ee (or ko-el) call. He had only heard it twice very early when thiegt f
arrived. Both sexes were giving their other regular calls, and a lot of funny calls (assorted
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shrieks and whistles) that he had not heard before. They were also NOT calling in the
middle of the night. From the responses Con Boekel in Turner coulkkcat hearing the

'koh ell call at all this season, but at the time they were calling well past dusk and well
before dawn.

Susanne Gardiner also noted both sexes were calling in Ainslie from around 03.30 h
onwards. Philip Veerman in Kambah agreed thess also a lot less of th&d-el" "coo-eé'

call, with calling during the night and mostly at dawn. There was a lot of shrieking,
especially when males and females were flying together. Several times he had heard an
unfamiliar new call, a cackling souneny much like a DollarbirdEurystomus orientaljs

he believed by the female Koel. This is similar to what | described in Part | (see Holland
2020a, Part | this issue).

John Harris responded that Koelere recognisable a few months ago by the icooiz-eé

call every dusk and early evening, quite constant for some weeks. Of late he had not heard
it, only the invariable and facarrying'wirra wirrd and its variants all night every night. The
above are further examples of this call at night (see Holland 2020a, Part I this issue).

On 8 Jan Ryu Callaway posted that in Fadderh&d also had the whole range of calls
including the'ko-el call frequatly. The Dollarbirdlike calls described by others (see
above) had also been frequently heard. He did not recall it from past yeast Qan
Harvey Perkins noted that in the Gleneagles part of Karhigahad heard more calling
(both ko-el and wirra-wirra) earlier this season than in any previous year Refilip
Veer mands comments above)

On 27 Feb Mark Clayton posted that a Koel was giving Kwoeel" or "cooee” call that
morning for only the second time in the current breeding season. Local caliingeba
rapidly dropping over the previous couple of weeks, with only males calling intermittently.
Alison Milton also heard one giving th@-el call in Higgins that afternoon.

Philip Veerman heard thekd-el" call from the male Koel that morning, alsor fihe first

time for a month or two. Around dawn on the mornings of 10 and 11 Feb Harvey Perkins

had heard Ko-el" calls. He had recordedwirra wirrd' calls through January and up to 2
February, then nothing until these calls @:45 h on 27 Feb Joanpgscombe heard 2

Koels calling 500 m apaaetedaallsn € ManFdng Nalrn, bot h
posted that he had heard a Koel in Watson givingkthel call on several mornings during

the previous week.

On 3 Mar Christine D reported that late afternoon on 2 Mar she heard a whistling call, that
she identified a few years ago as the one which seems to replace the begging call in juvenile
Koels (see Darwood 2015). She saw the juvenile whistling, but theadeaflew at it and it

flew off. That morning she heard thyp yip yip yip call, which she now identifies as a
juvenile Koel call, probably fear/warning/panic rather than a contact call (see Darwood
2015; see also similar call for her fledglind@4 Jan ety in Table 1, and théwik wik wik

wi keall of thejuvenile male bird- 28 Feb entry in Table 2). A little later she heard the
wirra wirra/keek keelof a malefemale interaction. So three birds were all still hanging
around, coming in for the figs. Thgh she had been searching for some indication of adults
looking out for their young (see discussion in Section 5.8 of Holland, 2018c), she still had
not seen it.
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On 14 Mar John Leonard noted he had heardkanreling in Hughes that morning, and
Mark Clayon indicated his wife heard thidel' or "cooeé call that morning in Kaleen.

4. Numbers of Eastern Koel fledglings reported for Canberra in the 2018 season

Holland (2017b) published totals of Koel fledglings that had come to attention over the three
breeding seasons from 202815 to 2016017, noting how numbers for the last of these
were around double the previous two. With the earlier reporting of fledglings and
consequently longer breeding period in the 20078 season, numbers increased further
from around 60 to 84. Given the seemingly different season described above and
suggestions of a poorer breeding season for-2018, | again closely monitored reports of
fledglings. Several specific requests were also made on the COG chdorlifgther
observations; again there was an excellent response. This information, including
observations by Diana White and me reported in Holland (2020a, Part | this issue), is
summarised in the Tables below.

The reports of fledglings for January 2019 are sunsedriin Table 1, with the later
observations in Table 2 (total number 86). A discussion of these results follows in Section 5.

Table 1 Eastern Koel fledglings reported in January 2019.

Date* | Observer Location** Comments

3 Jan | Alison Milton Jerrabomberra RWB feeding a young Koel (hereafter YK) near the Fulica
Wetlands Hide, perhaps not long out of the nest in the next tree.

7-12 | Jerry Olsen Cook Chick found in a RWB nest in Dugdale St on 7 Jan. A stor|

Jan tipped the nest over on 8 Jan, a photo showedllafeathered

nestling with a very short tail hanging on. At 17:00 h on 11
Jan it was still there, but had moved one branch away pari
from the nest branch, so now a fledgling. On the eveniig c
Janit had moved to the top of the tree. Jerry waticfoe 5
minutes as the RWBs defended it against a Pied Currawol
was being fed every 2 minutes or so on flying insects.

11 Jan| Barbara Allan Page Confirmed a YK heard in the fog on 9 Jan, attended by RV
in park at the W end of Hannaford St. Probably a few days
of the nest. On 16 Jan this YK was noted tgtmving, not
venturing far from a favoured mulberry.

11 Jan| Rosemary Birch | Evatt A YK finally seen being fed by a RWB in a lar§éotinia,
after hearing begging calls in the tree for a few days. So lil
fledged only recently.

12 Jan| Barbara Allan Page Last evening another much older YK, begging loudly in he
nature strip. By 16 Jahhadmoved into her garden and cou
feed itself on plums, though it still begged and was fed by
RWBs. On 20 Jan it was still feasting on plums.

14 Jan| Christine D Flynn A YK was begging in the fig in the front garden. Later the
begging became a scobe almost &eek The tail was not
really short, but the bird seemed a bit clumsy, and very sh|
and soon flew offl think a male Koel took off after it.

14 Jan| ShortyWestlin Fadden At Bugden Ave 2 RWBs were feeding a YK. From its size |
length oftail it appeared to have fledged a little while ago.
14 Jan| Harvey Perkins | Kambah Yesterday, a very noisy YK following its RWB parent all dg
16 Jan| Barbara Allan Hawker A YK near the shops in Beetaloo St yesterday, RWB hosts
16 Jan| Con Boekel Turng A YK (separately a RWB fledgling) in Ridley St, RWB host|
17 Jan| Steve Wallace | Fraser (2) Two YKs this morning. | saw one and heard the other, ab(

150 m apart one near the intersection of Bingley Cres and
Moir PI, the other near the western intersection of Rochfor
and Bingley. The host of the one | saw was a RWB. Callin
adults had coved all of Fraser, so more young expected (s
below), but little activity around the Spence shops this yea

Table 1 continued on next page
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Date*

Observer

Location**

Comments

18 Jan

Geoffrey Dabb

Narrabundah

YK in the front gardens of 380 Brockman St. RWB territory
must have been between Brockman north to Hamelin Cre

18 Jan

Pete Cranston

Giralang

Reliable colleague identified a YK at Octans Close.

19 Jan

Ryu Callaway

Fadden

A YK briefly in my GBS site Already a very competent flyer
Host not seen, though when it flew away | did hear a RWBE
call from that direction.

20 Jan

Sue Beatty

Holder

A YK in my garden being fed by a RWB

20 Jan

Robin Hide

Ainslie

A RWB feeding a begging YK in a crab apple. It was also
seen on 22 Jan with a RWB pursuing and feeding it an ins

20 Jan

Barbara Allan

Page/Scullin

YK yesterday, corner of Chewings St and Ross Smith Cre

20 Jan

Steve Wallace

Fraser (2)

Two more YK (ails about half grown, both fed by RWBSs)
sightings near the intersection of Bingley and Strathnairn |
and also on Bingley, between Woodger and Wickens Plac

21 Jan

Alberta Hayes

Ngunnawal

Our RWBs at the Casey end of the suburb have a YK for g
least the second season in a row. Their nest tree was cut |
in winter, so they moved two along and started up again.

21 Jan

Pete Cranston

O'Connor

A YK at our place between Quandong and Miller Streets. (
local RWB fledged a first generation, but dut appear
associated with this one (different RWB host later confirme

24 Jan

Steve Wallace

Fraser

An advanced YK, with a fuller tail, was being fed by RWB¢g
on the track between Woodger Pl and Bazley St. The 20 J
YK between Wickens and Woodger wadiogl same time.

24 Jan

Mariko
Buszynski

Garran

A YK in Fitchett Street was being fed by a much smaller
RWB.

24 Jan

Alison Milton

Higgins (2)

This morning | |l ocat ed, i n
hearing for 24 days. It moved aroundpnstantly calling,
following the RWBSs. It often perched in plain view, includir
feeding itself on a neighb
fed it. Later | could hear YKs calling in both my back and
front yard, and soon two YKs, with four attendant RWBS,
flew into the same yard across the street.

24 Jan

Jack Holland

Rivett

YK JH1 - details in Holland (2020a, Part | this issue).

24 Jan

Mark Clayton

Evatt

Marion and Gil Pfitzner in MacDowell St have a YK being
fed by RWBSs, it was first seen on 20 Jan #rey have been
hearing it since. Theyodve

25 Jan

Philip Veerman

Kambah

Well grown YK with close to a fullength tail,RWB host.

25 Jan

Pete Cranston

O'Connor

While the 21 Jan YK was seen feeding, another came to tl
same fence line, had a minor interaction, and flew off agai
This explains the 2 YK calling around for the past few days

26 Jan

Pete Cranston

O'Connor

At dawn | thought there could be 3 YK whining. Confirmed
an hour later, with all three in the samekyard Ash tree
(Fraxinug, in the same sector of the tree for 20 minutes, n|
more than 2 metres apart, all calling continuously. The sol
RWB seemed Abemusedo, and

26 Jan

Jack Holland

Yarralumla

On the lake side of the Government Beny, a YK in an open
position high up in a half dead pine. Its tail was well forme|
and it flew 25 ml did not see it fed, or any RWBs.

27 Jan

Con Boekel

Turner/
O6Connao

Last evening a YK, holding its wings out, possibly to deal
with heat stresin 42C, was following a RWB at the corner
of Watson St and Masson St. This morning on Dryandra S
YK was begging to a RWB. The Ridley St bird (16 Jan), di
not hang around. The Masson/Watson St bird was 840 m,
the Dryandra St bird 760 m from thdley St bird.

Table 1 continued on next page
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Date* | Observer Location** Comments
29 Jan| Julie Clark Yerrabi Pond | Two begging YKs, each in the vicinity of RWBs, but about
Amaroo side | 400 m apart as the crow flies. One appeared younger thar
(2) other, and was being fed by a RWB.
29 Jan| Diana White Narrabundah | YK DW1 - details in Holland (2020a, Part | this issue).
30 Jan| DianaWhite Narrabundah | YKs DW2 and DW3- see Holland (2020a, Part | this issue)
(2)
30 Jan| Terry Bell Braddon For the past few days a constantly chipping large YK has |
in my retirement village at Girrawheen St/Haig Park.
Confirmed that it was being fed by RWBs on 1 Feb.
31 Jan| Diana White Narrabundah | YK DW4 - details in Holland (2020a, Part | this issue)
31Jan | Steve Wallace | Fraser YK at the eastern intersection of Bingley Cres and Brophy
Did not see it fed but RWBs were in the area. Present the
until at least 14 Feb.
31 Jan| Steve Wallace | Dunlop Well-developed YK at West Belconnen Pond, a RWB fed i

On 5 Feb Michael Lenz reported it was still there.

*Wherever possiblthis is the date of the record. In some cases it is the date of posting on the COG chattiral vo E

me.

** Single new YK unless indicated otherwise

There were 43 fledglingeported for January. Table 2 summarises reports of fledglings for

the remainder of the breeding season.

Table 2 Eastern Koel fledglings reported from 1 February 2019

Date*

Name

Location**

Comments

1 Feb

Diana White

Narrabundah

YK DWS5 - details inHolland (2020a, Part | this issue)

1 Feb

Dennis Bryant

Giralang

An E-mail to the COG office with observation details of a bil
that called incessantly and was being fed by a honeyeater |
its size. Bill Graham responded it was a YK.

2 Feb

Diana White

Narrabundah

(©)

YKs DW6, DW7 and DW8 details in Holland (2020a, Part |
this issue).

2 Feb

Stan Jarzynski

Kambah

A begging YK near Mannheim Street fed by a RWB.

3 Feb

Steve Wallace

Fraser

Another YK in neighbour s
same one near the intersection of Rochford and Bingley St
which | have not heard since | first reported it on 17 Jan. O
the last two days, | have seen three of the five other Fraser
chicks | hae already reported, all fed by RWBs.

3 Feb

Michael Lenz

Lyneham

YK begging in plane tree at the corner of Brigalow and Boy
Sts, RWB nearby.

4 Feb

Gail Neumann

Yarralumla

Yesterday | noticed a RWB flying to a very weak call in my
nei ghbour 6 g2 RwBpfeddhe YR sewtral times.
is still quite a small bird, hence the rather weak calls.

4 Feb

Jack Holland

Rivett

YK JH2 - details in Holland (2020a, Part | this issue).

4 Feb

Valerie
Handley

Ngunnawal

An E-mail to the COG office with observation details and
photos of a bird making @At
down to eat mince she puts out for an old Pied Currawong
has fed for a couple of years. From the photos Geoffrey Da|
confirmed itwas a YK, a few weeks out of the nest, with the
devel oping black plumage o
young male.

5 Feb

Ken Black

Fraser

Recently fledged YK fed by a RWB in Brophy St, first seen
Feb. Di f ferent f r moonel80neaway.

6 Feb

Richard Lane

Barton

A noisy YK in Blackall Street on 2 Feb, fed by a RWB, des(
being twice the size of it. Capable of feeding itself, but sat t
chirping away, virtually mugging the RWB each time it arriv

Table 2continued on next pager
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Date* | Name Location** Comments

6 Feb | Helen Walker | O'Connor The last two weeks | have seen a quite large YK still beggir]
for food and fed by RWBs, a street back from Macarthur Ay

6 Feb | Marion Jones | Deakin Last week | thought | heard a YKheard it begging again ang
on inspection | found a Pied Currawong appearing to feed v
| am sure was a YK. | managed to get a couple of very pool
quality photos the general shape of the brownistdbivas
good, in particular the long tail, indicative of a reasonably
mature YK)

7 Feb | Philip Veerman | Kambah A smaller, younger YK with a stubby tail only about one thir
full length in the Chinese elm in my front yard. A RWB
perched near it for 1€econds as the YK fluttered its wings
towards it, before both flew out (the YK weakly) over a
nei ghbour 6és house. Still p
the size of the RWB.

8 Feb | Helen Walker | Amaroo (0) My daughter in Tarrabool St near Yerrabi Pond et a YK
fed by RWBs from the middle of this week. Probably same
Julie Clarkdéds younger one
had seen three times since in slightly different locations cloj
here.

8 Feb | Helen Walker | O'Connor A YK on the power linébeing fed by both RWBs. It flew into i
fig tree where it snacked on figs in between insect deliverie
Photo showed it was around the same size as the RWB,
whereas the 6 Feb already around for over 2 weeks would |
much larger.

9 Feb | Mavis Jones Torrens A YK in our wild cherry tree. | haven't seen any birds approj
it for about 2 hours, just now it was chasing starlings out of
tree, so probably already independent.

10 Terry Bell Braddon A second begging YK at my retirement village.

Feb

12 Nick Payne Griffith A YK (photo) in a neighbour's front garden. | have not actue

Feb seen it being fed, but a RWB was flying in and out of the tre
was in, so the host is very probably a RWB.

12 Anna Lasi Fisher Forwarded a photo to the COG office dfghter versiornKoel

Feb fledgling that was begging in her garden.

14 lan McMahon | Cook Since 26 Jan my local RWBs have been feeding a YK arou

Feb 182-184 Dexter St, where they also raised a YK last year. N
same as Dugdale St 300 m away as there for nearly 3 weel

17 Ryu Callaway | Yarralumla A YK along LBG beside the Royal Canberra Gotiurse,

Feb about halfway between Yarralumla Nursery and footbridge |
the W (Westbourne Woods). RWBs were in attendance.

18 Denise Kay Giralang A YK in my neighbrmgard®é&angyar

Feb

21 Ryu Callaway | Red Hill (3), Alerted me to 7 YK reports on CNM, 5 were accepted as n¢

Feb Griffith, 1. 15 Jan, Friendship St Red Hill, looked pretty young, not

Spence much black around head, light under.

2. 7 Feb, Red Hill NR near Francis St, only 200 m away, bu
days later, also not much black arouhd head.

3. 7 Feb, Hartog St Griffith, further away (>500 m), quite a

dark one, more black around the head.

4 . 18 Feb, 30 Somerville S

on 5 Feb, black above, not much below the eye.

5. 21 Feb, another one in Hartog 181t 14 days later, and quit
a light one with very little black around the head.

Table 2 continued on next page
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Date* | Name Location** Comments

23 John Leonard | Hughes A YK in our backyard in Hughes working iIBWB hosts hard,

Feb egging them on with urgent begging calls that sounded to nj
ears (and presumably the ‘parents’) exactly like a RWB chig
However, what was really interesting was that at one point
Noisy Miner showed up (see further discussion in Se&iéh

24 Christine D Flynn Saw a new probably independent YK near my fig tree.

Feb

27 Marg Peachey | Flynn, Cook | ACT Wildlife has had six YKs in care this year. 4 were

Feb (2), Kambah, | released, one was euthanised and onestilais care. No

Farrer, and further details were available, andfartunately due to previou

one unknown | reports of 4 fledglings from Kambah, 3 from Cook, and 2 frd

a+) Flynn, except for the Farrer one, it was not clear how many
actually were new.

27 John Harris Percival Hll No breeding observed along Ginninderra Creek but a begg

Feb YK this morning on Percival Hill.

27 Jack Holland Chapman YK JH3 - details in Holland (2020a, Part | this issue).

Feb

28 Nicki Taws Cook A quite mobile YK with a welldeveloped tail in Wybalena

Feb Grove on 1617 Feb, attended by a RWB (see also 8 Mar).

28 Christine D Flynn A different YK showed up, calling loudly at times with theK

Feb wi k wicéll, amd sgeading some time in thetfige. From
the photdGeoffrey Dabb identified iirom its black shoulders
asconsistent with a young male from this season

3 Mar | Ryu Callaway | Fadden Saw 2 female/young Koels in flight, one was identified as a
YK, quite a capable flyer, possibly independ as not attendeq
to by a host. My last sighting of a YK (also a capable flyer)
on 19 Jan (6 weeks ago) in nearly the same spot.

4 Mar | Michael Kambah Photo ofa YKg i v i ncgh et ehpe, cdl duiteegvd@nced

Robbins judging from the amount of black around the head (tail not
seen).

8 Mar | Muriel Story Cook A noisy YK, fed by a RWB, at my place at Tipper Pl in the fi
week of February. Tipper Pl is off Dugdale St but that fledgg
on 8 Jan. The &xter St one, 450 m away (see 14 Feb above
had a weldefined territory, and Wybalena Grove (see 28 Fg
is 300 m away at its closest point, so all 4 are different.

14 Chris Hastir Wanniassa Had one YK with RWB parent a couple of weeks back (a nd

Mar and relatively late fledgling)

14 Susan Wishart | Chapman (2) | YKs SWland SW2 details in Holland (2020a, Part | this

Mar issue).

14 Philip Veerman | Kambah Saw a YK sitting in my big eucalypt. Was looking very

Mar scruffy but | expect it to be the second one, but it now looks

normal size, rather than too small (20 Feb, too long-a&go
different). Also present also on 18 Mar, it made a tiny squea
call before flying.

*Wherever possiblthis is tre date of the record. In some cases it is the date of posting on the COG chat {meiloioE

me.

** Single new YK unless indicated otherwise

With another 43 added, the minimum total for the 22089 season was 86 fledglings,
possibly up to 91 depending on the ACT Wildlife ones, the same as the2Q0&7%eason
with the 2 new Ngunnawal and Cook ones (see 21 Jan and 14 Feb entries) added.
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5. Discussion
5.1. Timing of Eastern Koel breeding for the last three seasons

As for the 20172018 season (Holland 2018c), there were few reports of female Koels
during October. However, reports of fledglings started much later (early January compared
with early December), despite the early copulation reported by Lach Read in cuyohs

Nov (see Section 3.1). By comparison with the 20078 season, with eighteen reports of
fledglings by 15 Jan, there were only eight up to this time (see Table 1). The first 4 reported
from 311 Jan were all very recent fledglings, underlining therldedging during the
20182019 season, whereas the next 3 appear to have been more advanced. Note that in
20162017 there were only 3 fledglings reported by 15 Jan, even though more females had
been observed early in the season.

Table 3. Location and number of Koel fledglings for the past three seasons.

District Season
20182019 20172018 20162017
Belconnen 28 (3F): Cook 4 (6), 30°: Cook 1, Evatt 2, 19-22: Cook/Macquarie 1,
Dunlop 1, Evatt 2, Fraser| Florey 1, Flynn 1, Fraser | Evatt 1, Florey 1, Flynn 1,
8, Flynn 3 (8), Giralang | 6, Giralang 4, Lake Fraser 35, Giralang 5,
3, Hawker 1, Higgins 2, | Ginninderra 1, Kaleen 4, | Lake Ginninderra 3,
Page 3 and Spence 1. MacGregor 1, Macquarie| Macquarie 1Kaleen 2,
1, Melba 3, Page 1 and | Melba 1 and Page 1.
Spence 4.
South Canberra | 20: Barton 1, Deakin 1, 20: Deakin 1, 7-8: Deakin 2,

Griffith 3, Jerrabomberra | Jerrabomberra Wetlands | Jerrabomberra Wetlands 1
Wetlands 1, Narrabundah 3, Kingston 1, Manuka 1,| 2, Manuka 1, Telopea Par

9, Red Hill 2 and Narrabundah 9, Parkes 1| 1 and Yarralumla 2.
Yarralumla 3. Symonston 1, Té

Causeway 2 and

Yarralumla 1.

Weston Creek 7: Chapman 3, Fisher 1, | 12: Chapman 1, Duffy 2, | 7-10: Chapmarl and
Holder 1 and Rivett 2. Holder 2 and Rivett 7. Rivett 6:9.

Woden 4: Hughes 1, Farrer 1, 3: Hughes 1 and Curtin 2| 4: Curtin 2, Hughes 1 and
Garran 1 and Torrens 1. Mawson 1.

North Canberra | 12: Ainslie 1, Braddon 2, | 11: Ainslie 2, Lyneham 3,| 12-14: Ainslie 1, Dickson
Lyneham 1, O6Connor 3 42 Lyneham4p . 06 (¢
and Turner 2. 1, Turner 1, Watson-3.

Tuggeranong 10 (12): Wanniassa 1, 6: Kambah 2, Richardson| 2: Fadden 1 and Macarthu
Kambah 6 (8, Fadden 3. | 1 and Wanniassa 3 1.

Gungahlin 5: Amaroo/Yerrabi Pond | 3% Ngunnawal 1 and 5-6: Palmerston 4 and
2, Ngunnawal 2 and Yerrabi Pond 2. Yerrabi Pond 22.

Percival Hill 1.

The numbers of fledglings reported for 20a@19 by 15 Jan was thus about halfway
between the two previous seasons. However, in 2018 the bulk of fledglings (62 of 86

or 72%) were between 16 Jan and 15 Feb, with perhaps only one still dependemtgfledgli
reported in March, pointing to a quite short season.

3 If all those taken to ACT Wildlife from Cook and Flynn were new/different.
* See footnote 1.

® See footnote 1.

® One additional has been added from Cbalee 14 Feb entry in Table 4.

" If the two taken to ACT Wildlife from Kambah were new/different

8 See footnote 5.

° One additional has been added from Ngunnavesle 21 Jan entry in Table 1.
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5.2. Fledgling locations and numbers

Table 3 provides a summary of the number of fledglings per district and the
suburbs/locations within these for the 2€A®19 season, as well as the two previaasens
for comparison.

The total from each of the districts gives a minimum of 86 (possibly up to 91 depending on
the ACT Wildlife ones) fledglings in the ACT for the 202819 season. This is identical to

the minimum number for the 2042018 season witthe 2 newly identified ones from Cook

and Ngunnawal added.i¥&n the similar methodology for obtaining these numbers as
outlined above, it can be assumed that, despite the apparently later and shorter breeding
season in 2012019, the extent of Koel breeg for the two seasons was similar. However,

as previously raised, | suspect the numbers are likely to be significant underestimates, as
many more fledglings may be overlooked or simply not reported.

As can be seen from Table 3, the main increase irbawsnfor the 2012019 season is

from Tuggeranong, which is offset by the much lower number from Rivett (Holland 2020a,
Part | this issue). The bulk of the former came from Kambah. On 14 Jan Harvey Perkins,
who has previously noted (see Holland, 2017b) g area in Gleneagles did not seem to
be favoured by Koels, posted thahlike many areas this season, they had had their "best
ever" Koel season, topped off by his first ever fledglihng day before. For Belconnen,
fledglings again were mainly fronné northern half, with only Cook (but at least 4) and
Hawker south of Belconnen Way.

There are reports from 10 new locations in Table 3, including 2 fledglings from Higgins.
Unlike the adjacent Holt, where last season Chris Davey noted very few Kdisisn A
Milton indicated thatKoels have been present for a number of years in her area, with
numbers increasing over time. However, until now she had not seen any signs of successful
breeding. Again ndledglings were reported from Queanbeyan, or, as farcaa find from

the level of detail in the eBird Australia reports, elsewhere in NSW covered by the COG
Area of Interest (Aol), including Goulburn and Yass.

The highest number was again in Diana Whit
fledglings, 6of them in a very close cluster within 150 m from her place. Steve Wallace also

found 7 fledglings in a relatively confined area of NE Fraser, with 2 close together several

ti mes. Pete Cranston found 3 very cl®se t o
noted that one was a oo but the other two were still around (one for 23 days)thB

were being fed still by RWBs, with no signs yet of delding (see comments re
mince/cheese transfer in Section 5.3).

Some other fledglings were reported for longish peritaisMcMahon in Cook for 20 days,
one of Steve Wallaceds in Fraser for over 1
least 14 days.

The only observations of copulation were mine on 3 Dec Kgdiand 2020a, Part | this

i ssue) and Lach Readdés early Heawpverrnmoealyn 6 Nc
fledgling record was reported from the latter. Gitee maximum of 37 days from egg

laying to fledging (Abernathy and Langmore, 2017), ddleng may have been expected

around 13 DecSusan Wishart also noted that the active Koels around her place in Chapman
wereusing their shaak as a resting and occasional mating point.
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5.3. Fledglings feeding themselves independently and/or taking breadat

In 20172018 there were several examples of fledglings feeding themselves, most notably

on sour cherries and mulberries in Diana Wh
Diana did not observe this feeding in the 2@0A9 season, probabbecause by the time of
observing her first fledgling in late January the fruit in her trees was depleted. However,
there was the very interesting example of fledgling DW6 being both fed bread by its RWB
host, and also said to be pecking at the bread (tss#f Holland 2020a, Part I this issue).

Ot her examples of fledglings feeding themse
fledgling eating her plums (see 12 Jan entr
fledglings (see 24 Jan entry Trable 1). Both did this while still being fed by RWBs, like

Helen Wal keroés fledgling on 8 Feb, which wa

whether the RWB hosts were also feeding the fledglings fruit, but on 19 Jan 2020 Alison
Milton posted tht last season (2013019) she had watched a RWB feeding on nectarines in
a neighbourodos tree and feeding a Koel <chick

However, the most surprising is Val -ostandl ey
mince (see 4 Feb entry in TabP). While Koels are mainly fruit eateffedglings do eat

insects, caterpillars, spiders etc. when being fed by RWBa.similar observation, on 12

Feb Pete Cranston informed me that he and his partner fed yard birds, and there was a food
transfer (mmce/cheese) from the RWBs almost directly to his two juvenile Kadts.
interesting contrast is Mavi & maleoKoe dsieda epor t
table on their deck, interested in a share of the mince fed to Australian Magpies. The Koel

had two tastes and rejected both, while the magpies stood back.

5.4. Koel activity/fledglings away from the suburbs

Further examples of fledglings being raised in the-pdsan environment are the records at

the Jerrabomberra Wetlands and Yerrabi Pond, and particularly the ones from the new sites
in Yarralumla adjacent to Lake Burley Griffin and at Percival Hill claséhe Ginninderra

Creek corridor (see 27 Feb entry in Table 2).

Reports on the COG chat line of adult Koels in the-pdran environment around Canberra
were limited toJean Casburn, reporting a Koel about 200 m into Narrabundah Hill reserve
on 30 Nov,but it flew back to Duffy chased by RWBs. On 4 Feb Jean reported on eBird
Australia a Koel seen feeding in blackberries on the N fence line, 100 m into the
Narrabundah Hill reserve. However, other pghan sightings on the eBird Australia map

for the 2A8-2019 season include the Tharwa Bridge Reserve, Tuggeranong Hill (multiple
sightings), the Murrumbidgee Golf Cour se,
Campbell Park, Mt Ainslie NR (a number of sightings), Mt Majura NR, Gungaderra
Grassland NR, Wedelconnen Pond (multiple sightings, including a fledgling), Parkwood
and The Pinnacle NR (a number of sightings).

The lack of fledglings in Queanbeyan may reflect the very limited reporting for this city.
Martin Butterfield poste@n the COG chat linthat on 15 Nov heould hear three different
Koels doing wirra-wirra calls from a suspension bridge over the Queanbeyan River.
Together with a report from the Queanbeyan Riverside Corridor of a single bird on 4 Dec,
these are the only ones for QueanbeyathereBird Australia map. It also contains a peri
urban report from Martin at the future Greenleigh bypass site about 2 km E of the city on 20
Dec, as well as reports from 4 sites in the neighbouring Jerrabomberra NSW.
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There have also been some more rukmeovations. On 15 Nov Martin Butterfield posted

that hehad been sent a photo of a female Koel in Radcliffe Circuit, Carwoola that morning.
On 31 Dec Martin reported that a neighbour in Carwoola had advised that a male and female
Koel were quietly diningon his boysenberries. The eBird Australia map shows a further
record okoebepgadtt sd fiom Martin in Carwool a
from Millpost Lane about 3 km out of Bungendore on 19 and 25 Jan, near Bywong on 26
Dec and 4 Jan, Soth Common on 15 Dec, Uriarra Station on 26 Dec, the Kambah Pool NR
on 20 Jan and the Tharwa Sandwash on 1 Dec. Together with the sightings fronbaeri
locations listed above, this shows how well the Koel has now penetrated into thebaan
environmem around Canberra, and can no longer be considered just an urban bird.

5.5. Koel hosts

In well over half the cases, RWBs were again the confirmed host, and this would have also
been the case for many more, since in other reports RWBs were often anbmod $een to

feed young Koel s. N o possible alternative
observation on 6 Feb (see Table 3) of a Pied Currawong appearing to feed a fledgling is of
great interestThis species is generally thought to be too largeotst Koels and HANZAB

(Higgins, 1999) does not list it as a Koel host.

| wondered whetheit was possibly harassing or attacking it, but Marion responded that the
first thing she saw was the Pied Currawong with what appeared to be something in its beak
hopping along the branch towards the fledgling. It definitely did not appear to be harassing
it, but unfortunately while she was getting her phone out to try to take a photo of the two of
them together the Currawong left is possible that rather than bgirthe actual host,
maternal instinct caused the Pied Currawong to offer food to the fledgling in response to its
loud and continuous begging. HANZAB (Higgins, 1999) lists species that have been
observed feeding Koel fledglings where they were not theraligiost (or where the host
species was unknown), but the Pied Currawong is not among the species named.

Two nestlings were reported for 20280 1 9 : Jer r y-12Qanseatny i Table §)e e 7
and Susan Wishartés (see Table 1 in Holl and
ACT observed nestlings that | am aware of.

From 4 Feb to 14 Mar advancepgrobably independent fledglings were observed (see
entries 4, 9, 24, 28 Feb, 4 and 14 Mar in Table 2, as well as 27 Feb in Holland 2020a, Part |
this issue).

5.6. Interactions of adults/fledglings, and fledglings with other species

Reports of adult/flegling interactions seem to have been much fewer in the-2018
season, limited to that reported by Diana White in Part | (Holland 2020a), but importantly
also the aggressive action by a male towards a juvenile reported by Christine D on 3 Mar
(see Sectio 3.3 above), and perhaps towards a fledgling as noted in her 14 Jan entry in
Table 1. Also, Julie Clark noted thahile watching the second fledgling (see 29 Jan entry

in Table 1), an adult female flew into the adjacent tree, where it remained for la obup
minutes.

Mavis Jones saw her probably independent young Koel chase Common St&tumgsig

vulgarig out of a tree (see 9 Feb entry Table 2), thet most interesting observation was
made by John Leonard while watching his fledgling in Hughes 28eFeb entry in Table
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2), when a Noisy Miner showed up. He noted thatmally if they found a RWB in the

backyard they would be aggressive and try to drive it away. However, on this occasion the
Noisy Miner looked concerned, remained silent, and wapihg@round seemingly looking

for food. Johndés interpretation was that th
Noisy Minero6s for the bird to be fooled. 11
even have thought about feeding the ngwKoel itself. It did not do so, and after a few

minutes flew off.

This may have been similar to Marion Jones?®o
host (see 6 Feb entry in Table 2 and further discussion in Section 5.5 above). As
summarised in S#ion 5.4.1 of Holland (2018b), there are quite a few previous examples of

the Pied Currawong interacting with Koel fledglings, but only a couple have been identified
this season, Diana Whiteds on 11 Febnd(see T
Jerry Ol sends very hisrledgingebsirgidefended dpainstravPed i o n
Currawong by its RWB hosts (se€l2 Jan entry in Table 1).

5.7. Possible reasons for the delay in the Koel season, including the first fledglings

A number of reasons have been advanced for the slow onset of the @8 &oel season

in many areas, in particular the very dry spring, whiduld have had a significant impact

on RWB breedingThe rains in November and particularly in December 2018 dvbale
helped the RWB to breed, and that in turn would have helped the Koels. While this does
correlate with the arrival of females in many areas towards the end of November, and the
consequent onset of the fledgling season from early January, there tvascassarily a

poor RWB breeding before the New Year. While 20 Dec Michael Lenz noted that the
RWB was still common on Lyneham Ridge, he had only the odd record of fledglings for
this season, whereas the previous year many fledglings were produceelatoin other

areas significant RWB breeding was still observed.

In my Chapman/Rivett GBS site | found my first RWB nest being built on 27 Sep 2018 with
dependent young (dy) from 8 Nov, a bit later than usual (normally from towards the end of
September) As noted in Part | (Holland, 2020a)uite a few RWB fledglings were also
seen/heard being fed in the wider Chapman/Rivett area from aboiNaw&mber. Further,

when | was actively looking for Koel fledglings in the New Year, | couRédB fledglings

from 7 different locations during January (see Holland 2020a, Part | this issue). Similarly,
on 20 Jan Jenny Bounds noted that since October she had had RWBs nesting and with
fledglings, probably from 2 pairs of adults in the area, over all GBS weeks drcept
weeks in December.

From Lyneham, and perhaps from Rivett (despite the higiCprestmas activity), there is
some support that geographicalfwoured areas last year were not necessarily favoured
again this season, but otherwise this is very harddiscern from Table 3. No Koel
fledglings have been reported from Watson for the past 2 seasons.

The talk on breeding success at Moruya by Michael Guppy at the 13 Feb 2019 COG
meeting raised the possible effect of the Southern Oscillation Index (S®Heairbreeding

and migration cues. While this would require a much deeper analysis than is possible in this
paper, in November 2019 it was noted that since-20i6 the SOI had been relatively
stable, with only a short La Nifia (www.bom.gov.au/climate/erfices/timeline/). Thus, it
would not seem to explain the differences between the seasons.
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Therefore, the reasons for the slightly different 2QD89 season remain unclear.

5.8. Main features of the 202819 Koel season
In summary the key feature dfa 20182019 season were:

l

At least in some areas such as Chapman/Rivett, Deakin and Nithellsjales arrived
first andko-elled for some time before the first females arrived, more typical of the-2015
2016 seasons and before that.

In other areas such as Kaleen, Higgins and Ainslie, Koels seemed to arrive later and there
was very littleko-el calling reported from the first two of these suburbs,

High male and female activity from early November was only reported in Narrabundah,
Fadde, Weston and Braddon. In other suburbs, such as Rivett/Chapman and Dickson,
such activity started towards the end of November.

Once Koels arrived they were often very conspicuous due to their noisy multiple bird
aggregations/interactions.

A much wider rage of adult calls has also been reported, including in several areas
females givingDollarbird-like calls. There have also been a couple more cases of a male
giving thekek kelcall usually attributed to females.

Probably due to the late arrival of femal® many districts, the first fledgling was not
reported until 3 Jan, about a month later than in the -2018 season. However,
fledgling numbers were the same for the two seasons at 86, though th2QA®18eason
was shorter, with the bulk (72%) repedtbetween midanuary and midrebruary.

For the first time observers reported fledglings either taking or being fed bread, mince or
cheese from feeding tables by their RWB hosts, as well as further examples of advanced
fledglings feeding on fruit themseds. A case of a Pied Currawong probably feeding a
fledgling has also been reported.

There have been further cases of other species interacting with Koel fledglings, as well as
discussion of the possible effect of the Noisy Miner on the RWB host, and censlyq
on both adult and fledgling Koel distribution.

Adult Koels and fledglings were reported from perban areas as well as more rural
areas.Koels are now increasingly penetrating into the-odmn environment around
Canberra and can no longer be sidered a solely urban bird.

1 Some areas which in the past have had many fledglings, such as Lyneham and Rivett,
experienced reduced breeding activity, but in other areas such as Narrabundah, Fraser,
Kambah andO 6 C o n muttiple, fledglings were reportecguggesting that their main
RWB hosts remain relativelyaive.

1 Finally, there was an observation of an immature female Koel in June, the first
authenticated repodf a Koel in midwinter.
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THE HYBRID HONEYEATER AT JERRABOMBERRA WETLANDS
NATURE RESERVE (WHITE -CHEEKED PHYLIDONYRIS NIGER X
NEW HOLLAND P. NOVAEHOLLANDIAE): A CONTINUING STORY

GEOFFREY DABB

24 Brockmann Street, Narrbundah, ACT 2604, Australia
gdabb@iinet.net.au

Abstract. Following the appearance at Jerrabomberra Wetlands of a hybrid honeyeater in

2016, a similar hybrid, probably the same bird, was observed at the same site in 2017,
2018, and 2019. As in 2016, the hybrid engaged in nesting activity paired with a New
Holland Honeyeater. There is evidence that as in 2016 the mixed pair raised young in 2019.

The purpose of this note is to add to earlier observations of the occurrence of a hybrid
honeyeater (Whiteheeked x New HollandPhylidonyris nigerx P. novaehollandige
reported in Canberra Bird Notes 41(3) December 2016. This note is intended to be read
with the 2016 article and the photos shown there: reference to the online version is
recommended http://canberrabirds.org.au/wgontent/canbrra-bird-notes/CBN41-3-23

Jan.pdf

Provision has been made for entry of such a hybrid in the eBird recording system. Apart
from reports in the Canberra area, records have now been entered from near Brisbane,
QLD (August 2017, 2 birds, and 4 records inrbfaand June, 2018) and near Perth, WA
(one record June 2019). The latter observation is described by Groom in Australian Field
Ornithology 36 (2019).

Il n the below account the abbr etype Rhylidanyris 6 HTHO
honeyeater. @@ f ol | owi ng further a b b rNew iHalland o n s a
Honeyeat @ Whitedh\CHk e d Honeyeat tha bird déseribedgndh y b r i
il lustrated i n t he Ti2)6rrambEre NWetlarnds Natute &eserve,J WN R ¢
ACT,; 0 J WNHR areaingaeJerrabomberra Creek shown as the foraging area in the
accompanying sketch map.

Summary of observations 2017 2019

In each of 2017, 2018 and 2019, on frequent but irregular visits to the JWNR site, | searched
for any possible progeny of a mating between the 2016 hybrid and an NHH. No such
progeny were found that could be definitely identified as such. However in éabbse

years an HTH was present. The HTH made seasonal nesting attempts.

In 2017, in May and November, an HTH was seen carrying nesting material. It regularly
entered the undergrowth of tangles of dry reeds around the 2016 nest location. A nest was
probably concealed there, but that behaviour ceased after heavy rain, indicating apparent
failure of any nesting attempt. Earlier, in August 2017, Christine Darwood posted a photo of

an HTH carrying nest material at another nearby location in the JWNR sitecjported a

nest and a failed nesting attempt. (eBird e c or d e d dcnhdeeerk eddWhHotnee y e a 't
at April 2020). https://ebird.org/checklist/S39077039 ;
https://ebird.org/checklist/S39077199
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In 2018 an HTH was present at the JWNR site and engaged in similaengohg
behaviour suggesting nesting.

100

approx limit
of observed
foraging range

trees
and
main
shrub
plantings

The sketch map shows part of Jerrabomberra Wetlands Nature Reserve. This part of the reserve is
much visited by persons observing, recordimgl @hotographing birds. The area with trees and
shrubs to the west of Jerrabomberra Creek is Kk
|l oopd where a walking path provides a circuit
shrubs the vegtation is mainly grassland (mown, grazed or rank) or reeds or typha. The main path
shown is often busy with walkers, cyclists or joggers. Several other paths traverse the area. The
indicated foraging range was the usual haunt of an HTH when presentdiyehe period described

here. In that area, several species of honeyeaters compete for access to flowering trees and shrubs,
many the result of outf-ar ea pl anti ngs. The small area ONO

containing the 2016 nest site andlibved to be an occasional HTH nesting site over the period
20172019.

flowering euc.

View from bridge over Jerrabomberra
il Creek looking towards the ‘woodland
Bl Joop’ at JIWNR. The reed-bed nesting area
is beside the bridge. The dead tree is
frequently a resting and vantage point for
honeyeaters and other small birds. The
eucalyptus shown often attracts foraging
honeyeaters, which also feed at a variety
of smaller shrubs planted in the area.
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On 23 July 2018, Ryu Callaway, an observer familiar with the 2016 hybrid, reported an
HTH feeding in Grevillea at Narrabundah College. The distance from Narrabundah College
to the JWNR site is 2.5km in a straight line. It is not known whether the Narrabundah bird
was the HTH present at the JWNR site in 42@l8 although Christine Darwood
photographed an HTH at the JWNR site on 28 July 2018. Apart from the Narrabundah
observation therbave been no HTH observations in the Canberra area other than at JWNR.

In 2019 between August and December | visited the JWNR site about once each week, for
searches of about 30 to 60 minutes duration. An HTH was found on most but not all
occasions. A sall number of New Holland Honeyeaters was present on each occasion. On
9 September an HTH was seen holding in the bill many small flying insects, consistent with
feeding small young. On 6 November an HTH was seen carrying nesting material
(fragments of greses) into the reedy undergrowth.

The surprising occurrence of an HTH at the one location over a period of four years justifies
a close examination of the available photographic evidence from over that period. As no
birds were banded, it cannot be estdl@ld with certainty that more than one bird was
involved. (The occurrence has now extended intd' ge&r. An HTH was observed in the
JWNR site in April 2020.)

Each HTH seen at the JWNR site over the last four years showed the following characters
distinguishing it from an adult New Holland Honeyeater: a continuous white lateral crown
stripe, absence of a white malar plume, absence of a significant white beard (a few short
white bristles only), conspicuousdishird ar ge
(depending on angle of light).

Features distinguishing each HTH observation from a WCH were (a) less extensive
(although large) fan, not beginning as a cohesive plume below or in front of eye (b) an
indistinct arc of small white feathers in ftoof the fan, forming a narrow crescent under the

eye ( 6tehyee ucnrdeesrcent 0) and (c) the <colour 0 |
occasions there might be slight differences in (b) depending on the angle of view or the
posture of the bird or texte of the plumage due to moisture or fluffing. In an-afufocus

photo a white area against black can be exaggerated.

The features mentioned are indicated in the accompanying sketch.

New Holland White-cheeked

The WA observation

Photos from the JWNR site might be compared with the images presented with the
description of the possible hybrid in Western Australia. The WA subspecies of the WCH,
gouldii, has a smaller fan. The respects in which the WA bird departs from each of the
parent species correspond broadly to those for the 2016 hybrid, in particular theeyader
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crescent (interpreted in the WA bipldumebd)a. o
Differences in the WA bird are the very dark iris and a break in thelatewn stripe.

The Queensland observations

According to the photos on eBird, these could be of a single bird, remarkably similar to the
2016 hybrid. There are no details of a second hybrid referred to in the report of 4 August
2017. As with the Canberra record, but unlike the WA record, the Qaeensighting
occurred outside the normal range of the Whlteeked Honeyeater:
https://ebird.org/australia/checklist/S43549961

Observations of Whitecheeked Honeyeater

The first record of a Whiteheeked Honeyeater in the Canta area was in December

2015. That bird was the presumed parent of the 2016 hybrid (see 2016 article). Before April
2020 the latest record on eBird of a WCH in the Canberra area was on 28 October 2018.
Before the existence of a hybrid was accepted, abwdyservations of an HTH were

recorded in eBird as of a WCH, some but not all being annotated to indicate hybrid status.

I n the eBird photographic records of a | oca
show an HTH

Since 2016 there is no conving photo of a WCH in the Canberra area.

Reporting over the vyeacrhse eokfe da Hoynberyieda tbeirrod naa
confusion among local observers. The Annual Bird Refféanberra Ornithologists Group

2020)for 20182 0 1 9, undaheerk eddWhHameeyeater 0, gives 7 r
bird resident for 2 yearso, and 13 records
here is to be listed as a matter of record as a WCH, all local records of a WCH are to be
interpreted accordgly, unless there is photographic evidence that a particular record refers

to a typical WCH.

A comment on variable plumage colour of back and primaries

This is not a central issue here, but needs to be mentioned because of the degree of variation
that apears in photographs. In the field, the apparent colour of upperparts is affected by
whether a bird is in full sun or in shade or béitlor has wet or dry plumage. Published

photos are sometimes affected by digital lightening used in an attempt tolstow t6 t r u e 6
colour of the bird. However there is wide variation in actual colour. Specimens of both
honeyeater species in the Australian National Wildlife Collection have been examined under
uniform light conditions. These show a range of colours, in uppsrpé different birds,

from light greyish brown to brownish black. Different colouration in this respect is not
useful in distinguishing the two honeyeater species, in my view.

However relative OObrownness?®o, par tefulciul ar |y
distinguishing individuals or determining age. While brown tones might be due to worn
plumage, juveniles, also, of both species are said to be browner (Menkh@ist2019

(ABG)), and illustrations therein. See also HANZAB on paler broyperparts of juvenile

NHH).

The 2016 hybrid, a bird at the end of its first year, appeared to be browner than a typical

NHH. The HTH observed in later years sometimes showed brownish upperparts,
particularly in photos in 2018 (see photo B2). That phetof & bird that, if the 2016 hybrid,
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would have been at the end of its third year. Coincidentally, photos taken at the same time
and place of an NHH show a bird with brown upperparts (B3). That bird does not appear to
be a juvenile. It shows a wealevelped fan, malar plume and white beard, a marked
contrast to the undeateveloped yellowgaped juvenile shown in ABG as an example of a
Obrowner &8 NHH juvenile.

It seems curious that in these two species browner plumage does not appear to be gender
related, ly contrast with the thirdPhylidonyrisspecies, the Crescent Honeyeater. (Compare
HANZAB descriptions.)

Iris colour

Accompanying photos, and those taken in 2016, show iris colour as a relevant
distinguishing feature in most HTH photographs. The apparent HTH iris colour varies from
pale chestnut or pale apricot to an indeterminate dark colour according to the light. In a
well-lit photo the distinctly reddish iris colour is darkest next to the pupil, fading to white at
the outer margin.

That iris colour contrasts with the conspi
However, the NHH in photo B3 has a pal®wn iris. Again, that possible indication of

juvenile status seems inconsistent with the plumage features of that bird. On the same day
(10 June 2018) an NHH, possibly the one in B3 but not with the same apparent brown
plumage, showed a reddish colour in its.i (C series of photos.) It is possible the
exceptional iris colour occurred in only the one individual seen on that day. No explanation

of it is attempted here.

The problem of young birds, and the young recorded in 2019
This problem was mentioned #016. It is difficult to distinguish the very early fledglings

of each species. We now have the ABG il l us
HANZAB. I n the field guide, Ojuveniled plum
(nondowny) fea her s worn by a birdo. The il lustrat

species show a yellow gape, but the proportions of the birds illustrated (relative length of
bill and tail) indicate in each case an advanced juvenile, each at the stage wherei¢lse spe
can be clearly identified. (This is no criticism of the illustrator; the role of the field guide
artist is to emphasise such aids to identification rather than the difficulties.)

Here photos from 2019 are shown of fledglings on 29 September andtdide©d¢he latter
being observed foraging within 1m of the foraging adult HTH. The parentage of each
fledgling is uncertain. The broken crown stripe might suggest NHH/NHH, but the features
to be expected in an early ndowny fledgling of NHH/NHHXWCH pardage can only be
inferred. (The secondeneration hybrid fledglings photographed in 2016 were too downy to
provide any useful guidance. Secegeheration hybrids could vary considerably between
themselves on the points differentiating the two species.)

The matter is of some interest, as a definite record of juveniles of mixed parentage would
provide further evidence of the possibility of WCH gdlosv into the local NHH
population, in addition, that is, to the evidence from the 2016 npeaeentage breedin
event.
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The Kelly Swamp photos, NovembeDecember 209

Rodney and Deborah Ralph have published on the Canberra Nature Map website
photographs taken on 15 November and 17 December 2019 of juvenile birds that are
designated as WCH x NHH hybrids:
https://canberra.naturemapr.org/Community/Sightings/Details/4241646

| have been told by Rodney and Deborah that on each occasion the subject was a single bird
feeding on blossom in shrub plantings near the margins of Kelly SWANMBR (near hides,

first at B, then A on sketch map). They have sent me a number of photos, two of which,
from the later date, are presented here. These have also been posted on eBird. The
appearance of the bird is consistent with all photos being ofrthendividual (called here

KS1) with plumage and other features developing over a period of 32 days. KS1 is unlike
the adult hybrid then at the JWNR site and is clearly a juvenile (it shows a trace of pale gape
and has a small fan). It lacks any sign e¥ldte malar plume but has an undsre crescent

in a rudimentary form. It has a broken lateral crown stripe. It has a dark iris, a feature to be
expected in both WCH and NHH young, although the light does not allow close
examination of this.

Despite the ffficulties mentioned above with respect to young fledglings, it is suggested
here that absence of the malar plume in a more advanced juvenile may be a significant
consideration. Photos of much younger fledglings from the JWNR site in 2016, some with
downy plumage, show the early emergence of the malar plume. Those younger fledglings
were probably of NHH/NHH parentage, although at that time and place the 2016 hybrid
could have been one parent. Therefore there is credible evidence that KS1 is a second
geneation hybrid, being the progeny of the adult HTH active at the JWNR site in 2019.
Moreover the absence of a malar plume in the fledgling(s) photographed at the JWNR site
on 29 Sep and 11 Oct leaves open the possibility that one or all of those eartsr grieadf

KS1 or a sibling of KS1.

A final comment

Having examined several hundred photos taken in 2016 and subsequent years, my own view
is that all adult HTHs that | have seen at the JWNR site have been the same individual bird.
Records of a WCH in thCanberra area before April 2020, if of a typical WCH, quite likely
relate to only one individual bird. (There are no confirmed records, in my view, since 2016.)
That individual was the presumed parent of the 2016 hybrid. (See 1916 note.) If present
here,an HTH other than the 2016 hybrid could only be (a) a descendant of the 2016 hybrid;
(b) a sibling or parsibling of the 2016 hybrid or a descendant thereof; (c) the product of an
unrelated hybrid mating, possibly outside the Canberra area. Only ondHddiihas been

seen at one time.
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Accompanying photographs

Series A Examples of HTH in two previous years. -AB - all from 30 May 2017. (A2 is
probably carrying nest material.) A4from 11 November 2017. This bird is carrying soft
nest material (dowor spiderweb). A5 and AG from 11 June 2018.

Series B Photos relating to the discussion of brown upperparts. B1 is the 2016 hybrid on 21
October 2016. The short brownilack feathers of the face contrast with the -tmidwn

colour of the upperparts. IB2 (a photo on 10 June 2018) strong sunlight has lightened
otherwise dark areas so that upperparts, face and iris all appear exceptionally pale. The same
comments apply to the NHH in B3, photographed on the same day. However the iris of that
bird has enogh col our to contrast with the stark
NHH. The same bird is possibly the bird, or one of the birds, shown in the C series under
di fferent | ight conditions. The Obethroatl & of
bristles of the HTH in B1 and B2.

Series C An atypical NHH with coloured iris. All photos in the C series were taken on 10

June 2018 within a few minutes of photos B2 and B3. A bird with a coloured iris, either pale
brown or pale chestnut, wase foraging and engaging in interactive behaviour, both on
ground and perched, with up to 8 other NHH
behaviour as described in HANZAB, and occurred near or in the nesting area of the HTH.
Where in company, therdi with a coloured iris, possibly but not definitely the same bird in

all images, is indicated by an arrow.

Series D Heads of the HTH in 2019 (one in 2020). These can be compared with the images
in the 2016 article. In D1 the bird is foraging for smafthropods in a muehisited
callistemon shrub; in the other five it is in grevillea. D1 and-RZ, 29 September; D3 and

D4 - 24 September; D5 10 October. D6 is the bird referred to as appearing on Easter
Sunday, 12 April 2020. Here this bird showsaakdiris, but the iris is chestnut in stronger
light in other photos at the time.

SeriesE: More from 2019. E1- HTH carrying small flying insects on 9 September.
(Compare photos | abelled 696 from 2016.) | n
smallleafless shrub used as a staging point close to a presumed nest. The HTH has collected

a small egg case or pupa from a twig and is flying with it down into the reed base. The mate,
presumed to be the male, has arrived to watch proceedings. (Only oré Migid has been

seen in close company with the HTH. Of the two, in both 2016 and 2019 the HTH was
much the busier in carrying nest material or food items into the reed base . HEH

foraging on a bare twig (22 October). EBTH gathering fine grass stenn the margins of
Jerrabomberra Creek (by bridge) to be carried into reeds (6 November).

Series J Very young birds. J1 and J2 11 October 2019. While probably partially
dependent, this bird was able to feed by itself on nectar in a small grevillea293
September 2019. J4 and-Jbhis bird, designated here KS1, is the juvenile photographed by
Deborah and Rodney Ralph on 17 December 2019. (These and related photos may be found
posted on Canberra Nature Map and eBird-) JBLT These are all fledgigs photographed

at the JWNR site in 2016. Although very young, each shows an emerging white malar
plume. J6 6 December; J72 December; others4 December.
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Abstract.Fourteen Little EagléHieraaetus morphnoidgterritories have been identified in

the ACT in three years of study, although not all have been occupied in alllpedies ACT

in 2019, spring rainfall was well below average and maximum temperatures above average
A minimum of ten pairs of Little Eaglevere locatedin the ACT during the 2012020
breeding season. Nine pairs had nests and at least six laid eggs. A minimum of three pairs
successfully fledged a chick each. Of four pairs that were monitored in nearby NSW, single
chicks were successfullyaied by three pairs and one nesting attempt was disrupted during
incubation by a pair of Wedgeailed EaglegAquila audax) Overall breeding success was
lower thanfor 2018 but similar to 2017The main prey types were: mammals (50%) of
which rabbit was the main species; small/medsined birds (43%); and reptiles (7%).
Similar proportions of mammals, birds and reptiles were eaten in 2019 and 2018, and a
higher proportion of mammals than in 2017

Introduction

This is the third consecutive annual report by the Little Eagle Research Group,awvhase
to describe the population ecology of the Little Eadgléeefaaetus morphnoidgsa species
listed as vulnerable in the Australian Capital TeritGkCT) and New South Wales (NSW).

In spring and summer 2008020 (hereafter referred to as 2019), the Little Eagéeding
season, environmental conditions in the ACT and surrounding area were extremégwith
highest average daytime temperatures @one low rainfall, and long dry periods (Bureau

of Meteorology (BOM) 2020)Also, air pollution was high withaised dust carried by
winds on numerous occasions, and extensive smoke haze from bushfires in surrounding
areas of NSW severely degrading air quality in late November and December (BOM
2020a), continuing into January (BOM 2020bhe very warm and dry coitans affected
general bird activity (Holland 2019a), numbers were low and fewer birds were breeding
(Holland 2019b).

This preliminary report summarises the breeding status and diet of a sample of Little Eagles
in the ACT and surrounding area of NSW endhe extreme conditions of 2019 and
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compares them with those of the previous two years of study éRaé 2018, 2019).
Details of movements during this period of birds fitted with satellite trackers will be
reported separately.

Methods

All Little Eagle nests and territories known from previous surveys in 2017 and 2018, and
localities around them, were checked for occupancy in the 2019 breeding season. The
survey was done by the same methods as in previous yearst(&a2018, 2019) following

the mehods of Hardewt al (2013). Observations of the bi
by watching for eagles from vantage points from late July 2019 to February 2020 and
following up any sightings of eagles for possible nests.

Field observations were supported by following the movements of a sample of birds that
were fitted withGPSsatellite transmitters (Raet al 2019) Four males and three females in
seven territories carried transmitters, confirming their movements arstlige status.
Further information on the behaviour of eagles was obtained with the deployment of
cameras at two nests prior to the breeding season. Still images of activity at the nests were
recorded with timdapse settings and motion sensor.

Prey remais were collected from below nests and perches used by eagles between August
2019 and March 2020, in batches each site visit. The minimum number of each prey species
per batch was calculated from distinguishable parts (Watsah 1987, Raeet al 2018 &

2019). The composition of the prey remains in 2019 was summarised and compared with
those of 2017 and 2018 as reported in Baal (2018, 2019). Cast pellets of undigested
food were collected and stored for later analysis as per Watsaln(1993) andRaeet al

(2018, 2019).

Results
Number of Little Eagle pairs and breeding success

A minimum of nine pairs of Little Eagles were confirmed with nests in the ACT in 2019,
and a tenth pair occupied another territory, but no association with a nest wasneadnf
There were single birds in two further territori€aur pairs with nests were confirmed in
nearby NSWwithin 30 km of the ACT border). One other successful breeding event in the
NSW area was reported to the study (Michael Lexexs. comn). Not dl the ACT or the
nearby NSW area was surveyed.

Most territories occupied by Little Eagles in the ACT in 2019 were occupied in previous
years. Seven of these were occupied in both 2017 and 2018, one pair were in a territory first
known in 2018, and twogirs were in newound territories. One of the single birds was in a
territory occupied by a pair in 2018, and the other was in an area where nesting birds have
been reported prior to this study. Two territories occupied in 2017 were not occupied in
2019. The newfound occupied territories were in areas where birds had been previously
observed and were not adjacent to any of the unoccupied territories; therefore it is
considered that a minimum of 14 distinct breeding territories have likely been identified
over the three years of study.

The fur territories monitored in nearby NSW in 2019 were the same as in Z@t8of
these were also monitored in 2017.
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Six of the known pairs of Little Eagles in the ACT laid eggs. No eggs hatched at two of
these nestsfi@r prolonged incubation (minima of 66 and 78 days; average successful
incubation period about 37 days). Chicks hatched in the other four nests, and one died when
only a few days old during a period of hot windy weather. Three chicks were reared, one
from each successful nest. In nearby NSW, three chicks were reared from three nests, and
another nesting attempt failed after disturbance by a pair of \Weadgd Eagles Aquila

auday during incubation (details below). Therefore, breeding success was 0@ ch
fledged per pair with a nest in the ACT, 0.75 in NSW and 0.46 overall. Or alternatively,
0.50 chicks were reared per pair that laid eggs in the ACT, 0.75 in NSW and 0.60 overall.
Fewer chicks fledged per pair with a nest in the ACT than in 2017 attl (@044 & 0.55,
respectively) and fewer overall than in 2018 (0.61), but similar to that in 2017 (0.45).

A pair of Little Eagles successfully reared a chick at one of the nests monitored with a
camera. At the second nest with a camera, a paWexfgetailed Eagles were recorded at

the Little Eagle nest during the incubation period. The Little Eagles laid their first egg on 9
Sep and began incubating from then (Fig. 1). Photographs from 15 Sep showed a second
egg (Fig. 2). One of the birds was utating the eggs on 19 Sep when a pair of Wedge
tailed Eagles approached the nest, displaced the incubating Little Eagle, and one of the eggs
was broken when a Wedgeiled Eagle stepped on it (but did not eat it; Fig.3). The Little
Eagles had returned tmntinue incubating the surviving egg by 20 Sep (Fig. 4). On 22 Sep
the incubating female Little Eagle left the nest at 16:16 hrs (Fig. 5) presumably to avoid the
approaching pair of Wedgailed Eagles which were again at the nest by 16:18, their
second isit to the nest (Fig. 6). One of the Weelgdded Eagles then stayed on the nest till
after 18:00 (Fig. 7). A single Weddailed Eagle made a third visit to the nest on 24 Sep
(Fig. 8) and there was a fourth and last visit on 25 Sep. No egg was visigie $ep, and

the Little Eagles abandoned their breeding attempt. The pair were subsequently seen within
1 km of the nest on 15 Nov, flying over an area where they had been observed previously.

; / LA B2 v | S
81C_27.23inHg TRAILCAMO1 314 C 27.52inHg TRAILCAMO1

Figure 1 (left) and Figure 2 (right): See texabovefor explanations.
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Figure 3 (top), Figure 4 (middle) and Figure 5 (bottom): See text on pl60 for
explanations.
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Figure 6 (top), Figure 7 (middle) and Figure 8 (bottom): See text on pl60 for
explanations.

Diet
The remains of 96 individual prey items were collected and all were identified to species
except for two small passerines. In addition, 264 pellets were collected for future analysis.

Analysis of the prey remains revealed the proportions contributed bybatumvere
mammals (50%), birds (42.7%) and reptiles (7.3%). The mammals were mostly young
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European RabbitgQryctolagus cuniculys(45.8%) and single items of Rigiled Possum
(Pseudocheirus peregrinysBrown Hare [epus europaeysleveret, Red Fox\ulpes

vulpes cub and an adult Eastern Grey Kangadacropus giganteyspaw (the last would

have been collected as carrion, as a Little Eagle could not kill-grfuln kangaroo). The

main bird species eaten were Crimson RosdMatycercus elegans(n = 12), Starling

(Sturnus vulgaris)(n = 5) and Eastern Rosell®.(eximiuy (n = 4). The unidentified
passerines were possibly a thornbill species and an Australasian Ripihug
novaeseelandigeor Eurasian SkylarkAlauda arvensis Two reptile species ere eaten:

Eastern Blugongue Skink Tiliqua scincoides (n = 4) and CHgemnmi ngharm
cunninghami (n = 3).

Over all three years of study, 2017, 2018 and 2019, mammals (42.6%) and birds (47.3%)
were the most common prey items (n = 336) (FigreMost of the mammals eaten were

rabbits (88.8%, n = 143). There were significantly fewer mammals and reptiles, and more
birds eaten in 2019 t ha%12.14, df2Q@,1PE 0.00B)j bstme r e x
difference between 2019 2z0.62 d2=021M=00%9.i sher e x:

100 -
90 -
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70 -
60 -

0/ 50 -
40 -

m Lizard
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30 -
49.6 50
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2017 2018 2019

Figure 9. Proportions of food types in the remains of Little Eagle prey collected during
the breeding season in the ACT andearby NSW in 2017 (n = 109), 2018 (n = 131) and
2019 (n = 96).

Discussion

The number of Little Eagles found with nests in the ACT and nearby NSW in 2019 (9 and 4,
respectively for each state) was similar to those in 2017 (9 and 2) and 2018 (9 Radet) (

al. 2018, 2019)One territory that was occupied in the ACT in 2017 was vacant in 2018 and
2019 and another territory that was occupied in the ACT in 2017 and 2018 was vacant in
2019. However, the total numbers were balanced byfoand nesting birdsn areas not
previously surveyed and those territories could have been occupied in 2017 and 2018.
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The failure of one breeding attempt due to disruption by a pair of Wadlgd Eagles
confirms that Wedgéailed Eagles can displace Little Eagles fromirthests, as suggested

by Olsenet al (2006). Over the three years of the stuthgre have been nine other cases
where breeding has failed post dgging: unhatched eggs (n = 3), eggs eaten by predator (n

= 2), nest blown out (n = 1) and unknown causes (n = 3). As the larger eagles did not Kill
either of the Little Eagles and visitélde nest four times, twice when no Little Eagles were
present, it would seem that the purpose of their visits was more inclined towards occupying
the nest site or ousting the adults rather that depredating the Little Eagles or their eggs.
Interspecific conpetition for territories, sometimes called interference competition, is not
unusual among rapto(®r example, Kostrzewa 1990, Kruger 2004).

Little Eagle breeding success (young fledged per nest where eggs were laid) was lower in
2019 (0.6) than in thprevious two years and lower in all three years of this stRdg €t

al. 2018, 2019Yhan around Armidale, NSW, in 2017 (0.83) and 2018 (1.00) (Laxtkah

2020). Raptor breeding success varies in association with food supply (Newton 1979) and
Larkin et al. discussed the possibility of the high breeding success in 2017 being related to a
high abundance of rabbits in their study area. Ridpaih Brooker (1986jelated dbwer
breeding success of Wedtgled Eagles during drought to lower prey abundamzer poor
habitat conditions.

There was a considerable difference in annual rainfall between the two Little Eagle study
areas. In Canberra it was 486 and 472 mm for the years 2017 and 2018, respectively, and
higher at Armidale (817 and 638 mm; BOM Clirealata online, for the respective airports).

In Canberra, annual rainfall has been lower than usual every year of the study (BOM 2018,
2019). In 2019, Canberra received just 358.6 mm, 60% of thetéwny mean, and
temperatures were higher than usual (BQW20 a, b). During drought, numbers of
woodland birds in the ACT area have been found to decline due to habitat degradation
(Tawset al 2011) Low rainfall is also poor for breeding rabbits, the main other food eaten
by Little Eagles, as less green femsdavailable (Kinget d. 1983).As well as resource
availability, drought probably also affects bird populations by increasing physiological
pressures (Selwooet al.2015) and the Little Eagle and their prey species could have been
distressed.

It appeas that the Little Eagle population and breeding success in the ACT area has been in a
trough during the past three years, which will potentially change if conditions improve. Long
term study is necessary to fully assess differences in breeding popaatioproductivity

under annual variabilities in weather and food availability, as has been done for other long
lived raptors such as the Wedgded Eagle (Robertson 1987), Black Eagle (Gargetil

1995) and Golden Eagle (Watson and Rae 2019). Therestrdy and analysis of the
breeding ecology of Little Eagles by the research group is ongoing.
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THE CANBERRA BIRD BLITZ 2019
BARBARA ALLAN

47 Hannaford St, Page, ACT 26Xustralia
allanbom@bigpond.net.au

Abstract. This paper describes the conduct and outcomes of the Canberra Ornithologists
Groupobs fifteent h-2M0xtbberd2018, larid praviwes cdmedrisbns avith 2 6
the fourteen previous blitzes. In 2019, 417 surveys were submitted, from 102 gridi&lls;

bird species were recorded, 70 of them breeding. Highlights included the first blitz records

of the Yellowbilled Spoonbill and the Common Sandpiper.

Introduction

On the last weekend in October 2019 (Saturday 26 and Sunday 27), the Canberra
Omithobb gi st s Group (COG) held its fifteenth an
record all species of wild bird present in the ACT over that weekend, to obtain a broad
indication of their abundance, and to record breeding status. To achieve tst o to

conduct a minimum of one 2@inute 2hectare survey within each of the 165 grid cells
covering the ACT (a 2Jminute grid on lines of latitude and longitude, so each cell
measures approximately 3.5 km by 4.5 km). A subsidiary aim of this s&ersito

encourage more of our members to get out, survey and submit records.

The data collected are entered into eBird and the COG Atlas databases, and subsequently
contributed to the BirdLife Australia Atlas database. They are available for scientific
purposes and as an input to Canberra-las&lplanning.

Conduct of the blitz

Participants register for their preferred locations or grid cells, on airfirsgtestdressed

basis. In the allocation process, some site preference is given to members velyaysiaw

sites on a regular basis. More tardy volunteers are cajoled by the organiser into surveying
the remaining sites. Less experienced birders may accompany more experienced birders
who indicate a willingness to take them along. And as a modest indatémparticipants,

a variety of prizes are on offer, courtesy of our members. One difference in the conduct of
the 2019 blitz was the number of eBird participants who may or may not have realised their
records were contributing to the blitz outcome.

Paticipants are allowed to choose their preferred methodology from the three BirdLife
Australia Atlas options: a 2tinute/2ha survey; within 500 m of a central point, for >20
mins; or within 5 km of a central point, for >20 mins. Incidental records aversdcomed,

as are the various options from eBird.

Results and discussion

Operational issues

The weather on both days was good early, but then became windy, with one participant
describing conditions as fAa howlmhandwigen| e 0 .
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clearly had an effect. Most trails in Namadgi National Park were accessible. Unlike 2013,
we did not conduct training classes to assist newcomers.

Level of participation and coverage

At least 100 named COG members, eBirders and friendspaahn the 2019 blitz (a list of
known participants is at Table). It is highly likely that some at least of the eBirders were
unaware their records would be incorporated in the blitz analysis, but they are publicly
available and moderated records and smuld be foolish to ignore them. As noted before,

the number of participants probably equates to well over 100 if the unnamed companions
are taken into consideration. Congratulations must go to the individuals who have supported
the blitz each year siecits inception: Matthew Frawley, Stuart Harris, Shirley Kral, Bruce

July 2020

Lindenmayer, Gail Neumann and Philip Veerman, as well as the author.

Table 1. Known blitz participants 2019

Barbara Allan Sarah Fieg Duncan McCaskill
Richard Allen Matt Frawley David McDonald
Ash Allnutt Matt Fox David McDonald
Roger Amos Peter Fullagar Julie McGuiness
lan Anderson Rob Geraghty lan McMahon
David Baldwin Bill Graham Megan Mears
Lia Battisson Jeannie Gray Gail Neumann
Cedric Bear Tonia Haff Harvey Perkins
SueBeatty Horst & Kay Hahne Magen Pettit
Con Boekel Lindsay Hansch Deb & Rod R
Jenny Bounds Stuart Harris Lucy Randall
John Brannan Sandra Henderson Lach Read

Tina & John Bromhead Jack Holland Steve Read
Gordon Buchanan Steve Holliday David Rees

PrueBuckley Julie Hotchin Michael Robbins
Mikayla Burke John Hurrell Margaret Robertson
Ryu Callaway Ned Johnson Sue Robertson

Mark Carey Bron King Viv Rolland

Brian Chauncy Daryl King Alison RusseHlFrench
Julie Clark Sybilla Kovacs Alastair Smith

David & Mel Clark Shirley Kral Nicki Taws

Mark & Kay Clayton

David Landon

Alan Thomas

Roger Curnow

Kim Larmour

Philip Veerman

Geoffrey Dabb

Michael Lenz

Ros & Ben Walcott

Christine Darwood

Bruce Lindenmayer

Shorty Westlin

Chris Davey

Joan & TrevolLipscombe

Nancye Whybrow

Dianne Deans Noel Luff Tony Willis
Barbara & Chris de Bruine| Jim Lumbers Kevin Windle
David Dedenczuk Rod Mackay Patrick Wyllie

Alistair & Carmen Drake

Alison Mackerras

Jean French

Liam Manderson
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Surveys were receiveddom 102 grid cells, or 62% of those possible. Our best coverage was

in 2007, when we managed 122 grid cells. Observers clearly prefer surveying areas where
they can be assured of seeing good numbers of bird speaesunderstandable but, for

blitz purpcses, somewhat regrettable choice. Jerrabomberra Wetlands and most other nature
reserves were particularly favoured, though the most surveyed site this blitz was the
woodland surrounding the Namadgi Visitors Information Centre, thanks | suspect to a
chatlinre posting of the presence of Painted Honeyeat&@gantiella pictg there.
Nevertheless the grid cells surveyed covered most habitat types, so | believe we have a
representative sample of ACT avifauna for the weekend. Map 1 (se€el p@gehows the

grid cdls covered, while Table 2 (pag&g9to 183) indicates the comparisons between blitz
years.

140

120

100 +——— — -

80 +— — —— — -
® Participants
Grid Cells

60 - B

20 - B

Figure 1. Number of participants and covered grid cells.

Surveys submitted

Il n the 2019 blitz, a total of 417 eligible
copy, and the remainder via eBird. Numbers have fluctuated over the 15 years of the blitz
from a previous high of 370 in 2018 to a low of 242 in 2006. The actumber each year

appears to have more to do with the types of surveys undertaken, and the relative proportion

of lengthy surveys. It is at times a difficult trad# for our blitzers between covering many

grid cells and henc emingte twelr ead tl ayr eadd ospu ri mey ,t hae
fewer areas but doing so more intensively
survey. The situation is further muddied now with eBird contributions able to avoid this
classification.

Type of survey

As usual, prticipants were given the option of choosing their survey type to best fit the grid
cell or location they were surveying and to allow for personal preference and time or other
constraints. Without closer analysis, it is impossible to be definitive abeugffects of
survey type on outcomes. In the case of the blitz, which is essentially a citizen science
exercise involving observers of differing levels of expertise, it is likely that the time spent at
each site has a greater bearing on the numbers @éspecorded, or the breeding status.
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Species recorded

As Fig. 2 and Table 2 show, 181 bird species were recorded over the two blitz days in 2019.
When all blitz years are considered together, 222 species have been recorded, while 124
species have be@acorded every year. By way of comparison, the species total for all of the
financial year 2018 9 and t he whole of COGO0s area of
Bird Report, was 249 from 345 grid cells (Canberra Ornithologists Group 2020). There have
been blitz breeding records every year for only 23 species; while 141 species have been
recorded as breeding at least once in the blitz.

B Species
m Breeding

Figure 2. Number of species observed, and recorded breeding.

Highlights of the 2019 blitz

Two species were recorded during the blitz for the first time. Neither, it must be said, was a
complete surprise. The Yellohilled Spoonbill Platalea flavipes had been recorded
previously at West Belconnen Pond, while the Common Sandpiatiti§ hypoleucs) at
Isabella Pond had been widely recorded by many COG members in the weeks leading up to
the blitz.

Heathwren (Magen Petti}.
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Perhaps the most striking result of blitz 2019 whes influx of Whitewinged Trillers
(Lalage tricolop. It was another irruptive woodswallow year, with both Masked and White
browed WoodswallowsArtamuspersonatus, A. superciliosubeing quite widely recorded

and in flocks of up to 100. The Pied Butdhied (Cracticus nigrogulariy appears to have
established itself in Canberra and is now being regularly recorded. The first Brush
Bronzewing Phaps eleganssince blitz 2009 was a welcome record, as was that of the ever
elusive Chestnutumped HeathwrenQalamanthus pyrrhopygigsat Bluetts Block and the
Powerful Owl (Ninox strenu@in Namadgi National Park.

o

Photos and collage of the ten most recorded species, blitz 20@®6ffrey Dabb.

Species most commonly recorded

The Australian Magpie Gymnorhina tibicen) [with 252 records, involving 1129

i ndividual s] remained in its usual preemine
followed by the Crimson Rosell&Platycercus elegang247 records], Australian Raven

(Corvus coronoides [209], Red Wattlebd (Anthochaera carunculaja[208], Pied

Currawong $Strepera graculina[205], Grey Fantail Rhipidura fuliginosa [198], Magpie

lark (Grallina cyanoleuc[188], Sulphufcrested CockatodCacatuagalerita) [186], Galah

(Eolophus roseicapilla[180], and ‘¢llow-faced HoneyeaterGaligavis chrysops|[158].

(See Collage above).

No surprises here. Al l of these species fea
different order. Former favourites, the Superb Fairgn came in at 2 Apart frombeing
widespread, these species are all readily identifiable.

Species not recorded in blitz 2019

Forty species which had been recorded in previous blitzes were not recorded in 2019.
Inevitably, species known to be present in the ACT over the blitz wded@metimes fail to
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be recorded. ARes i de-quailé cac bexekisive, as wasathelcase iman d &
2019 with Spotless Crakd¢rzana tabuensjsand Painted Butteguail (Turnix variug.

Other species with quite restricted distribution in th€TA such as the Stubble Quail

(Coturnix pectoraliy, were not recorded in 2019. Several of our occasional visitors did not

visit over the blitz weekend, including Great Crested Grdbediteps cristatysand
Channelbilled Cuckoo §&cythrops novaehollandipe Disappointingly, the Restless
Flycatcher Myiagra inquietg was not recorded and nor was the Australian Owilgitjar

(Aegotheles cristatys

The results for our highountry specialists were varied, as usual. We failed to record
Cicadabird Coracinatenuirostrig and Olive Whistler Pachycephala olivacdaThere are

possible nosworrying explanations for our missing this group of birds. The Cicadabird is a
migrant and may simply not have returned by the last weekend in October. Our survey did

not concide with the efforts of a banding team, responsible for previous good returns. We

did not have as many observers in the high country and they did not spend as long there as

in some years. But it does appear that the 2003 fires are possibly a contifiliegce here. One
dreads to think of the impact of Januaryodos fire

Most worrying, however, was the lack of records of the Glossy Blamtkatoo
(Calyptorhynchus lathapiwhich has not been recorded in thiezlsince 2008.

Breeding

As Table 2 and Fig. 2 show, in the 2019 blitz only 70 species of bird were recorded as

A b r e eidhatisga@enerous interpretation, including the widest parameters recorded such

as fAdisplayo and fAi ns preedirg iwa lgave rezdrdedimvtbe blitzT h e
was 87 species in 2007 and the lowest, 65 species in 2011. Only 23 species have been
recorded breeding every year in the blitz, while 141 have been recorded as breeding at least
once over the fifteen blitzes. Thiglatively poor breeding result in 2019 was probably

partly at least the result of the dry conditions.

Scarlet Robin feeding young on the Centennial Trailuncan McCaskil).
As usual, the species most commonly recorded as breeding were reltdierly large
and/or conspicuous ones, namely Australian Magpie, Common Ste8lingn@s vulgaris
Magpielark, Pied Currawong, Crimson Rosella, Australian Wood DuCke(onetta
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jubata), Whitewinged Chough Qorcorax melanorhamphhsRed Wattlebirdand Willie
Wagtail (Rhipidura leucophrys

Arguably the most pleasing breeding record was that of the Southern Whiteface
(Aphelocephala leucopsgis only the third blitz breeding record for this species. Other
species whose breeding is only occasionaflgorded include the Hoaheaded Grebe
(Poliocephalus poliocephalus Yellow-tufted Honeyeater L{chenostomus melangps
Bassian ThrushZpothera lunulata and Whitefronted Chat Epthinaura albifrony Red
capped, Flame and Scarlet RobiRetfoica goodenai, P. phoenicea, P. boodahgvere

also successful. Disappointingly, there were again no breeding records for therBpéd
Thornbill (Acanthiza reguloidgs The annual report for 2018, however, shows 18
breeding records for the species (Canberrat@ulogists Group 2020).

| f we consi der the 76 species whose stat us
resident, 75 were recorded as being present in the ACT over the blitz weekend but there
were breeding records for only 49 of them (55%). Amongset thiunc o mmon br ece€
residento group, 33 of the 36 were present
breeding resident o gr oup biled®uck @xguraradseatly 15 [ m
and Emu Dromaius novaehollandiggbut only found thee breeding [Whitéronted Chat,
Yellow-tufted Honeyeater and Indian PeafowRago cristatug. We recorded all 20
Acommon breeding summer migranto or ficommon
them breeding. Hopefully this was merely an indicataina late start to the breeding

season.

Photos and collage of some of the vulnerable and endangered species
in the ACT (Geoffrey Dabb.
ACT-listed vulnerable and endangered species

If we exclude the Swift Parrot_&thamus discolgrwhich is unlikely tobe here in late
October, and the Australian Painted Snifodgtratulaaustralig and Regent Honeyeater
(Anthochaera phryglawhich are seriously rare in the ACT, of the bird species listed as
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