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Editor s Not e

The Annual Bird Report (ABR) A good time to thank all those involved in its production

COG has produced Annual Bird Reports (ABR) since 1977, now 43 in total. The first document
with the titte6 Annu al B 1, prepareR oy Grahtinde Clark, comprised five pages.
Reports of recent years have grown to 100 pages and more, reflecting increased birding
activity, large amounts of data from various surveys [COG Atlas, Garden Bird Survey (GBS),
Watebird Survey (WBS), Woodland Survey (WOO) and others] and an extension in area
coverage [from the ACT to the wider COG Area of Interest (Aol)].

Views differ widely about the ABR, as reflected in a quote from Paul Fennell (2014):

Is the COG Annual Bird Repbthe most boring publication ever written? To some
people it must go close to, but to others (one wonders how many?) it is a valuable
reference eagerly sought after to provide detailed information of the abundance and
distribution of birds in our area.

But whichever side of the fence you sit on, the annual review of available data has benefited
the Canberra birding community greatly. It has enabled us to get a better understanding of the
status of our birds and aided conservation efforts for specidarmhgtapes.

Preparing these summaries for each species
effort by many people every year. Technical
to resolution, others less so, have resulted in a temporasg pathe production of ABRs. The

last one covered the biyear 2018/2019 [CBN 45 (2020)]. It is very opportune now to thank

all those so far involved in preparing them.

The Table below lists all 36 contributors who have written species accoutig fABBR and
(the number of reports to which they have contributed).

Allan, Barbara (19)
Baird, lan (4)

Bissett, John (1)
Boekel, Con (12)
Bounds, Jenny (2)
Browning, Graham (13)
Butterfield, Martin (2)
Clark, Graham¢19)
Davey, Chris (25)

Fennell, Paul (11)
Frawley, Matthew (1)
Fyfe, Malcolm (17)
Gibson, John (1)
Goldie, John (2)
Graham, Bill (11)
Hermes, Neil (4)
Holliday, Steve (3)
Lenz, Michael (11)

Mantle, David (2)
McCaskill, Duncan (3)
McDonald, David (15)
McMahon, lan (30)
Perkins, Harvey (15)
Possingham, Hugh (1)
Purchase, David (21)
Taws, Nicki (15)
Taylor, McComas (5)

Digan, Bob (15)

Lepschi, Brendan (16)

Veerman, Philip (2)

Elliot, Grahame (1)

Lindenmayer, Bruce (2)

Wallace, Steve (2)

Farley, Kim (1)

Lipscombe, Joan (3)

Walter, Kathy (1)

1St eve Wil son

published a

predecessor as

Ornithol o@AG.T. BranchUfroin @965 onwards (see also Fennell 2014).

1
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lan McMahon, Chris Davey and David Purchase have had the longest involvement, each
contributing to more than 20 reports, followed by six others who have written accounts for 15
or more reports (see Table).

But first you have to get the material to the writers. Originally the ABRs were based on
collections of handwritten records. Later, €
the GBS and WOO data sets etc.) for each observation year became availalimebek of

statistics for the GBS became a regular feature, the key GBS managers being McComas Taylor,
Philip Veerman, Martin Butterfield, and Duncan McCaskill (see Hermes and Veerman (2014)

for more details). Since 1990 the task of pulling the individuale-ups together into a

coherent document rested with several CBN editors (Malcolm Fyfe, Harvey Perkins, Barbara
Allan), but from 2008 Paul Fennell became special editor of the ABR, a role he has maintained

to the latest ABR (CBN 45, 2020), a remarkadthievement!

In 2013 Steve Wallace generated summary statistics for the entire COG data set/year, which
were incorporated into the ABR. These statistics (abundance, reporting rates, breeding,
distribution) form a key component of the species informaton o«COG6és websi te (E
http://canberrabirds.org.au/birds/), and are regularly referenced, for example, by Jack Holland

in his mont hly column O6Summary/ analgagi s of
newsletter.

In 2016 Jaron Bailey took over the maraagent of COG databases and generated similar
statistics, following on from Steve Wall acebd

The COG community owes a big THANK YOU to all involved in preparing the Annual Bird
Reports.

| acknowledge the information provided by Paul Fennell. At #mestime, | apologise, if |
have inadvertently omitted some names | should have mentioned.
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LONG-TERM TRENDS IN ACT WOODLAND BIRDS
19987 2019

A SUMMARY

JENNY BOUNDS, CHRIS DAVEY?, NICKI TAWS® AND LAURA RAYNER*

1. PO Box 3933, Weston Creek, ACT 2611
2. 24Bardsley Place, Holt, ACT, 2615
3. PO Box 348 Jamison Centre, ACT, 2614
4. Environment, Planning and Sustainable Development Directorate, ACT Government

Correspondence taogoffice@canberrabirds.org.au

1. Introduction

In the ACT the vegetation community defined as Yellow Box/Red Gum grassy woodland is
classified as Endangereddture Conservation Act1980). The ACT holds some of the largest
intact woodlands so there is a spediasponsibility to ensure the community is adequately
protected and managed. A major aim of the Canberra Ornithologists Group is to promote the
conservation of birds and their habjtsd in 1998 COG initiated a project to aid management
through bird surveyaimed to record changes in the distribution and abundance of birds within
thewoodland community.

We summarise the results of tftemetrerslaiin ATy s f r
Woodland Birds 1992 0 1 9 6 (eBab 20213 which details the relssi of observations

from 15 woodland locations. The full report can be found@6G Woodland Bird Monitoring

Project- Canberra Birds

2. Background

2.1. The Woodland Bird Monitoring Project

The primary aim of the Woodland Bird Monitoring Project was to develop a statistically robust
monitoring program to measure the abundance of birds through time at grassy woodland
locations in the ACT (see Caomgham 2003 and Bounés al.2010). A priority feature of the
sampling design was to establish survey sitegeserve and offeserve to assess the
effectiveness of the ACT reserve network for conserving woodland birds (see Rawher
2014).

A corepurpose of the Woodland Bird Monitoring Project is to provide recommendations for
land management based on monitoring results. Survey data from the Woodland Bird
Monitoring Project have been analysed on several occasions previously, examining trends in
reporting rate for a range of bird species. Previous reports published @OBewebsite
including Bound®t al.2010 and Tawst al.2012, provide additional background information

and site details. A Teypear Analysis of bird survey data (1998 to 2008) was undertaken in


mailto:cogoffice@canberrabirds.org.au
http://canberrabirds.org.au/conservation-2/woodland-birds/cog-woodland-bird-monitoring-project/
http://canberrabirds.org.au/conservation-2/woodland-birds/cog-woodland-bird-monitoring-project/
http://www.canberrabirds.org.au/
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2009 (Bound®tal,2 01 0) and mul tiple project reports I
Canberra Bird Notesavailable on th€OG website

This report presentsajor results fronthe analysis of survey datallectedover the period
March 1998 to September 2QXPperiod of twentyone years and six monthBhe intention

was to undedke an analysis once the majority of survey locations had at least 20 years of
monitoring data.

2.2. Scope of the Analysis

Questions for the analysis focussed on H@rgn trends in woodland bird detections. This
investigated:

1 changes in specieschnessto broadly assess community condition
1 individual species trendsto assestheconservation status of woodland birds, and
1 composite trends for bird groups of special interesto inform targeted conservation
work.
3. Methods
3.1. Bird Surveys

Bird survey data are collected on sites ofmd@tre radius 0.8 hectares) within grassy
woodlands. Ten of the 15 survey locations have 9 sites each, one has 8 sites, and 3 locations
hawe 6 to 7 sites. All survey locations are categorised into low, medium, and high habitat
structure $ensuBoundset al. 2010) to allow for an overall representation of the location.
Mulligans Flat Nature Reserve surveys commenced in 1995 with 24 sites;sites were
selected to represent three habitat types: grassy woodland on flats, dry forest on low ridges,
and areas at the ecotone of these commun8ezsAppendix A for site locations.

3.2 Survey Sites

Survey locations and their management histories are described in detail in tyeafen
Analysis Report (Boundst al.2010) whilst the number of sites and survey period for the report
are described in Bounds al. 2021.

3.3. Bird Groups

Twelve bird growps of conservation intereatereanalysed for longerm changeThe groups
included 125 species, and their allocat{ortluding method used for allocatiois) shown in
Boundset al. 2021,2.3 andAppendix C. All bird species are allocated to at least lmre
group, and bird species can be allocated to more than one bird group.

1 ACT woodlanddependent species: 48 species
Southeast woodlandlependent species: 49 species
Degraded woodland community: 10 species

ACT threatened species: 11 species

Species otonservation concern: 14 species

Canopy feeding species: 24 species

= =4 A A4 A -2

Mid-storey feeding species: 3 species

4
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Ground feeding species: 17 species
Woodyweed frequermhg species: 16 species
Small woodyweed frequemng species: 10 species

Smaltbodied species (<70 g): 74 species, and

= =2 4 A -

Largebodied species (>70 g): 52 species.

3.4. Data Analysis

For the analysis, trends 8pecies Richnesse derived from the number of species detected at
each bird survey, whilst trends Individual Spe@s Reporting Ratéhereafterindividual
Speciepare derived from the detection (presence/absence) of an individual species at each bird
survey thereby adjusting for any differences in survey effort between years. The reporting rate
is the number of surveys in which a species was recorded out otahaeumber of surveys

for that season. The effect 8pecies Richnessidindividual Speciesf the following factors

was modelled:

1 Time T the effect of each year spanning 1998 to 2019 (21 years)
1 Locationi representing the 15 locations at which bird sysweok place, and
1 SiteT representing the 142 survey sites, nested withoation

3.4.1. Individual Species Trends

Detections for individual species were used to model the trends of birds through time. Both
generalised additive models (GAM), and gefisead additive mixed models (GAMM), were

fitted to individual species detections data, providing a smoothedlifrear) trend line. To

test whether there was an overall increase or decrease in detections of individual species from
1998 to 2019, generalidelinear models (GLM), and generalised linear mixed models
(GLMM), were fitted to individual species detections, providing a straight (linear) trend line.
For further details see Boundsal.2021.

3.4.2. Composite Trends for Bird Groups

To test whether birds of a particular grouping (n = 12, described above) showed common linear
trends from 1998 to 2019, a guilds analysis was conducted on linear trend results from the
individual species analysis described above. To do this, a new vagpbdsenting the time
effect(i. e.trend) for each species was fitted against theléwel factor (included or not) for

each bird group.

4. Results and Discussion

The analysis incorporated 10,728 surveys undertaken at 142 sites between 1998 arte2019.
number of bird surveys completed per site ranged from 52 to 92 over the observation period.
Bird data for 129 lantbased woodland bird species (wdbased birds excluded) were
analysed.

4.1. Species Richness

The analysis showed no significant chamgespecies richness from 1998 to 2019 across
woodland bird monitoring sites. There were significant (but small: avergyjesdecies)
decreases in species richness from 1999 to 2001 and from 2015 to 2019, possibly reflecting
significantly drier than averagyears.
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4.2. Individual Species

Long-term trends in reporting rate were calculated for 129-lzagkd woodland species, of
which 73 species showed no significant trend pattern, and are not individually discussed. In
some casesjonsignificant trend results may be due to limitations of the project sampling
design. For example, no raptors showed statistically significant trends, likely because the
within-site (50 m) survey methodology is not effective for measuring the abundaagars

(a more targeted sampling design is needed).

Significant trend$ either an increase or decreaseere observed for 56 species (for individual
species trend plots see Appendix E in Boueidal. 2021). Table 1 provides an overview of
significart trend patterns.

4.2.1. Decreasers

Thirty-two species showed a statistically significant decrease in reporting rate over the analysis
period. Twentyeight are native species, and include seasonal migreggilents, and a range

of sizes of birds (21 smaliodied: < 70 g, and 7 largedied: > 70 g). Some of these birds are
thought by observers to have declined at some woodland sites or occur in very low numbers at
sites €.g. White-plumed Honeyeater Southern Whiteface, Crested Shriketit). However,

the longterm decline of some species was unexpected, including the following 16 species
generally regarded as common:

1 Tree Martin 1 Yellow-rumped Thornbill
1 Fuscous Honeyeater 1 Rufous Whistler

1 Pallid Cuckoo 1  Willie Wagtail

1 Dollarbird 1 Western Gerygone

1 Superb Fairywren i Striated Pardalote

1 Mistletoebird 1 Leaden Flycatcher

9 Strated Thornbill 1 Buff-rumped Thornbill

1 Weehill 1 Grey Fantail.

4.2.2. Increasers

Of the 24 speciethat showedncreasng trendsmostarecommon Jargebodiedbirds adapted

to urban environments. e. habitat generalists). However, the list of increasers does include 5
smaltbodied birds that occur in ACT lowland and mountain forests, as well as woodland
habitats i.e. not strictly woodlanddependent); for exampl&olden Whistler, White-eared
Honeyeater, andBrown Thornbill .

4.2.3.Consistent linear changes

Species that showed steady, consistent decreases over every year in the analysis period were:

1 Hooded Robin 91 Dollarbird

1 Tree Martin 1 Rufous Whistler

1 Restless Flycatcher 1 Grey Currawong

1 Pallid Cuckoo 1 Western Gerygone

2 Seasonal migranefers to a species that has constant and regular movements, moves into the ACT over the
spring and summer months (for breeding), and moves out of the ACT for the cooler months to other lecations,
g. north, coastal. This is distinct from aftitudinal migrant which moves within the local area, breeds in upland
forests, and moves to lower and milder altitudes in autumn/winter (including to lowland woodlands).

6
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Species that showed steady, consistent increases over every yeanayhis period were:

I Rainbow Lorikeet
9 Satin Bowerbird
9 Little Corella

1 Ganggang Cockatoo 1 White-winged Chough
1 Australian KingParrot 9 Crimson Rosella
9 Australian Raven.

Table 1. Trend summary for individual species that showed significant change over the
analysis period (199&019). Species marked with an asterisk (*) show consistent
significant inter-annual trend effects,i.e. significant annual decrease or increase in every
year of the analysis period. Mean sitdevel reporting rate (RR) is presented for the first

year (1998) and last year (2019) of the analysis to provide indication of linear change

through time.

Species name No. 1998 2019 P Trend description
records RR RR value
(%) (%)

DECREASERS Greatest to least

Little Friarbird 7 0.25 0.00 0.008 Seasonal. Very low RR, most years with no
records. Significant decline over the analysis
period.

House Sparrow 89 0.23 0.01 <0.001 Low RR.Significant decline over the analysis
period, few records in the last 10 years.

Hooded Robin* 74 0.62 0.02 <0.001 Low RR declining to very low. Significant
steadydecline 1998014 after which there
were no records.

Crested Shriketit 44 0.66 0.02 <0.001 Low RR. Slight peak in 2006, then significant
decline 20072013 after which there were no
records.

Tree Martin* 1,439 238 0.20 <0.001 Seasonal. Medium RR declining to low.
Significant decline 1992011. Still declining
after this but at a less sigraéint rate.

Common Myna 1,171 3.10 0.24 <0.001 Medium RR declining to low. Significant
decline 1992002, then increase to a slight
peak in 2006, followed by significant declite
2012. Small increase 202016, theranother
decline from 20180verall downwardrend.

Restless 17 036 0.03 0.016 Low RR, more than half the years with no

Flycatcher* records. Significant decline over the analysis
period.

Fuscous 265 1.12 0.11 <0.001 Seasonal. Low RRSignificant decline 1999

Honeyeater 2002. Small increase 202006 followed by
significant decline 2002010 and ongoing slov
decline since.

Table 1 continued on next page
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Species name No. 1998 2019 P Trend description
records RR RR value
(%) (%)

DECREASERS Greatest to least

White-plumed 1,723 5.48 0.71 <0.001 Medium RR declining to low. Significant

Honeyeater decline 1998002 then slight increase from
20032005. Further significant declines 2607
2009 and20122015. Still declining after this
but at a less significant rate.

Pallid Cuckoo* 77 144 0.19 <0.001 Seasonal. Low RR. Significant steady decling
over the analysis period.

Brown 222 0.36 0.05 <0.001 Low RR declining to very low. Significant

Treecreeper decline from 2011 onwards.

European 59 0.29 0.05 0.048  Sparse observations. Slpmarginally

Goldfinch significant decrease over the analysis period.

Dollarbird* 127  1.20 0.25 <0.001 Seasonal. Low RR declining to very low.
Significant steady decline over the analysis
period.

Southern 178 0.46 0.10 0.003 Low RR.Significant decline from 2002014.

Whiteface

White-winged 241 244 0.56 <0.001 Seasonal. Mediudow RR. Significant decline

Triller 19982000. Small but significant increase in
20102011 followed by decline in 2012014.

Grey Currawong* 201 112 0.37 <0.001 Low RR declining to very low. Significant
steady decline over the analysis period.

Superb Fairy- 6,535 14.28 5,57 <0.001 Medium RR. Significant decline 20006,

wren significant increase from 2063011 followed
by significantdecline 20122019 to give an
overall declining trend.

Common Starling 9,547 12.15 491 <0.001 Medium RR. Two periods of significant
declines; 1992002 and 2012012, each
followed by 2 years of significant increase;
20032005 and 201-2015.0verall downward
trend.

Mistletoebird 900 6.53 281 <0.001 Seasonal. Medium RR. Significant declines ir
20002001and20142019 give an overall
declining trend.

Striated Thornbill 3,519 6.24 3.00 <0.001 Medium RR declining to low. Significant
decline in 20052008 followed by a small but
significant increase 2012012 then another
decline 20142017.

Weebill 8,949 40.58 24.49 <0.001 High RR with large fluctuations. A significant

increase 20022005 followed by two periods
of significant decline 2002009 and 2012
2016, then a significant increase 2e€A19.
Overall declining trend.

Table 1 continued on next page
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Species name No. 1998 2019 P Trend description
records RR RR value
(%) (%)

DECREASERS Greatest to least

Noisy Friarbird 1,786 11.70 6.03 <0.001 Seasonal. Medium RR. Significant decline
19982002, followed by significant increase
20042006, then ongoing declines, significant
20092011 and 201:2019.

Yellow-rumped 3,941 10.23 5.94 <0.001 Medium RR. Significant increase 202608

Thornbill followed by significant declines 2012012 and
20162019, with an overall declining trend.

Rufous Whistler* 1,631 10.14 591 <0.001 Seasonal. Medium RR. Significant steady
declineoverthe analysis period.

Willie Wagtail 730 3.66 2.15 0.003 Medium to low RR. Significant decline 1998
2002. Nonsignificant downward trend since.

Western 440 2.33 1.39 0.009 Seasonal. Low RR. Significant steady decling

Gerygone* over analysis period.

Striated Pardalote 8,866 42.15 30.45 <0.001 High RR. A significant increase 192800,
followed by a short but significant decline
20012002. Another increase 202805 then a
significant decline 201:2013. Overall declining
trend.

Leaden Flycatcher 386 234 152 0.048 Seasonal. Low RR. Significant decline 1998
2002.

Red-rumped 2,143 174 1.13 0.019 Low RR. Significant decline 1998006.

Parrot

Black-faced 1,657 1242 8.66 <0.001 Seasonal. Medium RR. Two periods of

Cuckoo-shrike significant decline; 1992002 and 201£019.

Buff-rumped 7,199 12,14 8.64 <0.001 Medium RR. Two periods of significant

Thornbill decline; 2002002 and 2014£019.

Grey Fantail 5,088 26.35 20.11 <0.001 Seasonal. High RR. Significant decline 1998
2000, significant increase 20@®12, followed
by another decline 2013016.

INCREASERS Greatest to least

Rainbow 285 0.00 0.64 <0.001 Low RR. Firstrecords not until 2008 but

Lorikeet* significant increase since then.

Tawny Frogmouth 7 0.00 0.24 0.034 Verylow RR. First records in 2013. Significar
increase since then.

Superb Parrot 168 0.02 0.30 <0.001 Seasonal. Low RR. First records2@05 and a
significant increase from then until 2012.

Satin Bowerbird* 44 001 0.14 0.001 Low RR.Firstrecords in 2000 then sporadic

until 2011. Significant increase over the perig
20002019.

Table 1 continued on next page
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Species name No. 1998 2019 P Trend description
records RR RR value
(%) (%)

INCREASERS Greatest to least

Little Corella* 376 0.12 1.24 <0.001 Low RR. Significant steady increase from firs
records in 1999 to 2019.

Noisy Miner 7,985 297 2449 <0.001 Low RRincreasing to high. Two periods of
significant increase 2002008 and 2012016
giving a strong upward trend.

Masked Lapwing 250 0.00 0.02 0.001 Verylow RR. Significant increase 20@D10.

Gang-gang 342 0.07 0.30 <0.001 Low RR. Slight but significant increase in RR

Cockatoo* over the analysis period.

Grey Butcherbird 443 1.07 451 <0.001 Low RR increasing tonedium. Significant
steady increase from 202019.

Australian King - 1,036 0.39 160 <0.001 Low RR. Significant steady increase over the

Parrot* analysis period.

Australian Raven* 2,528 6.12 16.26 <0.001 Medium RR. Significant steepcrease over the
analysis period.

Sulphur-crested 4576 7.08 18.39 <0.001 Medium RR. Significant steady increase 199§

Cockatoo 2013. Still increasing to 2019 but non
significant.

Crested Pigeon 1,259 193 520 <0.001 Low RR increasing to medium. Significant
increases 2002005 and 200€009 to a peak,
then significant decrease 202013 before
another significant increase 202018.

Welcome Swallow 569 056 1.30 0.004 Low RR. Significant increase 20{E13 then
significant decline 201-2019. Overall subtle,
significant increaseverthe analysis period,
most likely due to rainfall response.

White-winged 3,613 226 5.01 <0.001 Low RR increasingto medium. Significant

Chough* steady increase over the analysis period.

Brown Thornbill 760 158 352 <0.001 Low RR. Steady until small but significant
increase 2002012.

Pied Currawong 2,319 474 948 <0.001 Low tomedium RRSteady until a small but
significant increase 2012015, then small but
significant decrease 2012018.

Australian Magpie 6,884 23.96 36.79 <0.001 Medium RR increasing thigh. Steady then
significant increases in 206810 and 2014
followed by significant decline 2018019.
Overall significant linear increasaerthe
analysis period.

White-eared 429 181 296 0.010 Mostly seasonal. Low to medium RR. Small b

Honeyeater significant increase 2008009, small but

significant decrease 2042D17. Overall slightly
increasing trend.

Table 1 continued on next page
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Table one continued from previous page

Species name No. 1998 2019 P Trend description
records RR RR value
(%) (%)

INCREASERS Greatest to least

Brown-headed 1,251 149 238 0.013 Low RR. Slight increase, (significant only in

Honeyeater 2012) through to a peak in 2014, significant
decrease from 201B019. Overall subtle,
significant linear increasaverthe analysis
period.

Golden Whistler 484 243 3.68 0.024  Mostly seasonal. Low tmedium RR with two
peaks, 2003 and 2013. Significant changes
before and after these peaks, but an overall
increasing trend.

Galah 6,453 17.16 23.90 <0.001 Medium RR increasing thigh. An initial
significant decline in 1992000, followed by
significant increases 2062008 and an ongoing
upward trend.

Magpie-lark 1411 3.39 498 0.008 Low RR increasing tonedium. Slightly
increasing trend overall with two peaks in 20(
and 2016 with significant changes before and
after these peaks.

Crimson Rosella* 14,130 43.16 51.62 <0.001 High RR. Significant steady increase over the
analysis period.

4.2 .4.Increasers of interest

Increases in these species are of ecological relevance: a substantial increase in the resident
Noisy Miner, and colonisation in recent decadesRambow Lorikeet andLittle Corella.

4.2.4.1. Noisy Miner

Noisy Miners showed a significant sifold increase in reporting rate over the analysis period.

This species is an aggressive, medsined, colonial honeyeater known to exclude or suppress
small birds. There is widespread concern about these impacts, with culliggampeo
implemented across many areas of the Australian temperate zone. Further research is needed
to informNoisy Miner management programs in the ACT.

4.2.4.2. Rainbow Lorikeet

Rainbow Lorikeets showed a significant increase in the analysis. This is a Aieeding
parrottypically associated with coastal habitats, and first observed in the ACT around 1986
(Canberra Ornithologists Group). In many parts of AustraRajnbow Lorikeets are
consideed an invasive species and, while their reporting rate is low in the ACT, its increase is
consistent and statistically reliable.

4.2.4.3. Little Corella

Little Corellas showed a slight but steady and significant increase in reporting rate over the
analyss period. This is a grouniéeding, flock species of cockatoo that is very common in
open, inland habitats, and has been increasing in the ACT since around 1990 (Canberra
Ornithologists Group).
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4.2.5. Decreasers of interest

Two small, canopyeeding honeyeaters which have a wide distribution/range outside the ACT
are highlighted. Theéwhite-plumed Honeyeateris a resident breeder in ACT lowland
woodland, and thEuscous Honeyeatea breeder in migltitude woodland.

4.2.5.1. Whiteplumed Honegater

White-plumed Honeyeatershowed an overall decrease of concern. Before 2002, there is a
strong decline, and a more gradual decline in the trend since then, to a low level of abundance.
This is a widely distributed honeyeater, common along inland sixg@ems. In the ACT, they

have been considered a fairly common species, largely sedentary, resident in woodlands as well
as parklands with mature eucalypts. The species has been thought by observers to have reduced
in numbers or disappeared from some wand sites, and the analysis result confirms this.

4.2.5.2. Fuscous Honeyeater

Fuscous Honeyeateshowed an overall decrease, with a very low reporting rate since 2011.
The decline is of concern, par t i c wtheanrhdlfy as t
of the ACT, where it breeds, at midltitude open woodlands in valleys and on footslopes. This

area was impacted by bushfires in 2003 and 2020. Some seasonal movement is known in cooler
months to ACT perurban woodlands where there are nestarrces.

For further examples of species with significant decreases see Betuadd2021, Table 4.

4.3. Seasonal migrants

The only seasonal (or partial) migrants that showed a significant increagéem@me
Swallow and Superb Parrot. Twelve seasonal migrants (see below) showed decreases; of
those, 11 are common species that breed in ACT woodlands (excludes Little Friafloed)ls
in seasonal migrants are variable and not clearly explained by local weather

1 Rufous Whistler 1 Tree Martin i Black-facedCuckoashrike
1 Leaden Flycatcher 1 Pallid Cuckoo 1 White-winged Triller

1 Dollarbird 1 Noisy Friarbird 1 Western Gerygone

1 Mistletoebird 9 Little Friarbird 1 GreyFantail

4.4. Resident species

Of the 22 resident species that showed a significant increase, 18 arbddrge species. Of

the smalbodied species, two are altitudinal nagts in the ACT Golden Whistler, White-

eared Honeyeate). Weebill and Buff-rumped Thornbill are examples of small, resident
species that showed a significant variation, but an overall decrease, in their reporting rates.
Significant drops in the reporting rate Béiff-rumped Thornbill appeared to coincide with

drier than average periods (e.g. @2D03 and 2014£2019), whereas changes in the reporting

rate forWeebill do not appear weatheelated. The largbodiedGrey Currawong showed a
decreasing trend. This species is resident in woodlands. They are at some woodland sites in
fairly low numbersas breeding pairs.
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4.5. Nonnative species

No nonnative species were found to have increasing trends. Of the sev@athnenspecies,
four showed significant decreasétouse Sparrow Common Myna, European Goldfinch
andCommon Starling. The remainin@ are marginal woodland species. Although records are
few, theCommon Blackbird showed a declinbuta positive responge the breaking of the
Millennium Drought.

4.6. Bird Groups

Seven bird groups showed significant trends over the analysis period (Figufbesge
included:

an increase in largeodied birds and birds associated with degraded woodland communities,
anda decrease in smdilodied birds, canopy feeders, scetst Augralian woodland birds,
ACT woodlanddependent birds and ACT species of conservation concern.

There was no collective trend in threatened species, ground feeders, or birds associated with
woody weeds (all species or smtidied species). Models did nainverge for miestorey

feeders due to sparse data. Additional information showing the magnitude of (significant)
change for individual species in a bird group is provided in Boahdk 2021, Appendix G.

ACT woodland dependent - I—O—l :
South-east woodland '—O—l :

Degraded community : O
Threatened - b OH
Concern - at risk - O i :
Canopy feeding A '_O_‘ :
Midstorey feedingq{ O :

Ground feeding '—Ql—'
|
Woody weed frequent L i O
Small woody weed frequent - ' O :
Small —{O— :
Large : '—O—'
5 0 5
Effect size

Figure 1. Effect size plotfor bird groups of interest. Points to the right of the zero line
represent that species in that group have collectively increased over time (1998 to 2019),
and points to the left of the zero line represent that species in that group have collectively
deaeased over the time. Bird group trends that are statistically significant are shaded.

4.7. Conservation Priority Species

The Project Team has compiletist of Conservation Priority Species in ACT woodlands and
assigned a managemeniority ranking (high or low) to eachbased on an assessment of
significant statistical results collectively. The purpose of this list is to support land managers
in conservation and restoration planning for woodland birds. To be considered a Conservation
Priority Species, apecies had to meet ALL THREE (3) of the following criteria:

i asignificant decliner, and

1 an ACT woodlanedependent bird species, and
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1 (i) a consistent, everyear decliner(ii) a canopy feeder, and/@ii) a smalbodied

bird.

Thepriority ranking takes account of these criteria and the local knowledge and expertise of

the Project Team, and relates to the ACT region only.

Table 2. Species prioritised for conservation attention in the ACT due to concerning long
term status and trait-based vuherability (i.e. small-bodied and/or canopy feeder).
Reminder: Canopy feeders feed primarily, but not exclusively, in the canopy.

Species

RR
trend

Consistent
decline

Canopy
feeder

bodied

Priority
ranking

Notes on ecology and trend pattern

Brown
Treecreeper

Buff-rumped
Thornbill

Dollarbird

Fuscous
Honeyeater

Grey
Currawong

Grey Fantalil

Hooded Robin

Low-
very
low

Medium

Low- a
very
low

Low

Low- a
very
low

High

an

Low-
very
low

ar |Small-

an

High

Low

High

High

High

Low

High

Mainly ground feeder of insects, alsq
taken from crevices/bark in trees.
Reliant on deadndfallen timber.
Hollow nester. Requires well
connected habitats/patches. No long
resident breeding groups at woodlar
sites. Rare/uncommon in rural areas
Abundant flock species in good
quality woodland structurdsabitats.
Insect feeder, utilises lower/mid
storey and ground, including eucalyy
re-growth.

Seasonal, longlistance migrant from
areas in Asia and PNG. Canopy and
aerial feeder/hawker of insects. Nes
in treehollows, often dead trees.
Moves seasonally between mid
altitude and lowland woodlands in
ACT. Widely distributed in SE Aust.
woodlands. Nectar feeder in
eucalypts, shrubs. Takes insects in
absence of nectar. Core A@#bitat
impacted by bushfires 2003 and 204
Widespread species. In ACT occurs
low numbers/pairs, in woodlands.
Takes insects, fruits/berries, probes
bark/litter. Records in COG Area of
Interest (AOI) show slow déoe

from 1991 (Canberra Ornithologists
Group).

Mostly migratory/seasonal. Occurs i
habitats of varying structures/quality|
Insect feeder, taken in flight.

Mainly ground feeder of insects.
Requires large, undisturbed, well
connected patches/habitats. No long
resident breeding groups at woodlar
sites. Rare/uncommon in rural areas

Table 2 continued on next page
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RR

Species trend

Consistent
decline

feeder

bodied

Priority
ranking

Notes on ecology and trend pattern

Leaden Low
Flycatcher

Little Friarbird  Very
low
Mistletoebird Medium

Noisy Friarbird Medium

Restless Low a
Flycatcher

an

Rufous Medium
Whistler

Southern Low
Whiteface

Striated High
Pardalote

Tree Martin Medium &
- low

Weebill High

Western Low a
Gerygone

ax [Canopy

an

an

an

ax |[Small-

Low

Low

Low

Low

High

Low

Low

Low

High

Low

Low

Seasonal species. Occurs in good
quality woodland habitats with large
eucalypts, open forest. Insdeeder,
in trees and in flight amongst treetof
Very sparse data, marginal ACT
species, core range outside ACT.
Seasonal species, some overwinter,
Feeds largely on mistletoe fruits, an
insects. Tree health decline is possi
factor (loss of/reduced mistletoes,
herbivores/possums).

Seasonal, migratory species. Insect;
and nectar feeder.

Widely distributed speciedainly
hawks insects on or from the ground
Tolerates open treed habitats,
farmlands and riverine.
Seasonal migratory species. Occurs
good quality woodland habitats with
large eucalypts. Insect feeder in treg
and shrub layer.

Ground feeder, on insects and seed
Some disturbance tolerance, occurs
modified habitats and farmlands.
Prefers areas of short grass, patchy
ground layer.

Widely distributed species. Feeds of
treefrequenting insects, including
lerps. Disturbance tolerant, occurs if
degraded, treed habitats, and
fragmented patches.

Seasonal migrant, some overwinter.
Hawks insects from dretween trees
and aerial. Tolerates open treed
habitats. Nests in small hollows in
eucalypts.

Lerp and insect feeder, mostly taker]
from outer foliage of eucalypts.
Abundant at woodland sites of
varying quality/structure. Utilises
euwcalypt regrowth.

Seasonal migratory species. Small
insect feeder, usually in outer foliagd
Occurs in betteguality woodland
habitats. Widespread species, more
common further inland.

Table 2 continued on next page
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Table 2 continued from previous page

[
Species RR .‘g © . .0 Prlor_lty Notes on ecology and trend pattern
trend ©.E£ o© T O ranking
§8 T8£S
Ot OL n o
White-plumed  Medium a a Low Widely distributed species in
Honeyeater - low woodlandstructures and riverine
habitats. In ACT, occurs in
woodlands, in treed urban/reserve
edge green strips, and parklands wi
mature eucalypts. Insects and nectg
feeder.
White-winged  Medium a a Low Widespread, mobile, irruptivepecies,
Triller - low numbers vary seasonally. Insect
feeder, including on or close to the
ground.

Notes on some declining species in Table 1 list, not included as Conservation Priority Species in
Table 2:

Crested Shrikeit (RR low, never a common woodlarspecies, uncommon/rare in ACT forest
habitats).

Striated Thornbill (RR medium declining to low, flock and canopy feeding species, not weodland
dependent, also forest species).

Pallid Cuckoo (RR low, a consistent decliner, not woodideplendent, a widesfae species more
common inland in open habitats).

5. Conclusiors andRecommendatiors

This report provides a timely update on the conservation status of ACT woodland birds. Here,
long-term woodland bird population trends have been elicited fromWbedland Bird
Monitoring Project database and interpreted with expert knowledge, to provide an overview of
desirable and undesirable changes to woodland avifauna. Further, this report serves as a support
tool for conservation land managers through thetifieation of Conservation Priority Species

that arguably require immediate protection and conservation attention. In some cases, strategic
restoration planning to improve woodland condition and arrest current rates of decline may be
necessary to avoid furte local extirpation events. Below, the authors call attention to some key
conclusions from the analysis.

The increasen largebodied bird species, and the strong, unabated increase in aggressive
species likeNoisy Miner and Rainbow Lorikeet, are imporant considerations for the
management of woodlardkependent birds. This is particularly relevant in the consideration
and planning of conservation bufférencluding their size and natureat the interface of new
urban and greenfield developments. likely that highfunctioning conservation buffers will

be needed to minimise the intrusion and dominance of large and/or aggressiv&oleraau

bird species in nature reserves and rural woodland habitats.

There were three important new findings frdre ainalysis:

1. Observed declines were expected for some speeigd/Nhite-plumed Honeyeater
Southern Whiteface Crested Shriketit), but there were a number of additional
species showing declines that were unexpected to the Project €earRuscous
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Honeyeater, Mistletoebird). Similarly, some species regarded as fairly common or
abundant showed lorAigrm downward trends(eg. Rufous Whistler, Weehbill,
Yellow-rumped Thornbill , Superb Fairy-wren), albeit only small declines in some
cases €.g Leaden Flycatcher Red-rumped Parrot). Declining groups were not
restricted to native specied of the 7 introduced species stemla decrease (the other

3 shovedno trend).

2. A significant collective decline in canopy feeders was unexpected anchigaueher
investigation. Possible drivers of decline in this bird group include eucalypt dieback
and crown condition, climateslated habitat effecte(g.nectar availability), and over
abundant canopy browsers such as possums.

3. Before the analysis, Wwas thought by the Project Team that ground feeders may be the
group of most concern, given previous analyses and factors such as increasing periods
of drought, variable rainfall, overgrazing by native herbivores, deterioration of ground
layer habitat contlon and plant diversity, and invas weedsHowever, the ground
feedng group did not show a collective trend.

Drought and rainfall are generally considered important determinants of bird distribution and
abundance, especially for small passerinesmfhis analysis, it appears some speaes.(
Scarlet Robin) responded positively to increased rainfall, while others Hogded Robin)
showed no response at all. Without a more tailored analysis, it is unclear if (or how) weather
affects woodland bit reporting rates. It is plausible, however, that species occurring only at
low densities, or in fragmented populations, lack the means to exploit favourable weather to
recover their numbers.

The analysis confirmthata focus on small birds as a conséisapriority is valid. There may

be a need to consider the nomination of some speciHs@atenedVulnerable status) under

the ACT Nature Conservation A@Q014 such as those considered
(e.g.Tree Martin, FuscousHoneyeate), or the upgrading of some species already listed as
Threatened(e.g. Hooded Robin). Additional supporting data, or further analysis, may be

needed to underpin a strong case for new threatened species nominations. In the interim, all
specieshammd as OConservation Priority Speciesod (
OWatching Briefé that i mplies ongoing speci e
and their habitat extent and condition.

5.1. Future work

Further exploration ofesults presented here could be undertaken, as well as new puigcts
guestions arising from, or based on, this r
Monitoring Project database, dependent on available funding, resources and priorities, could
include:

1 Targeted analysis of species of interest, including species of concern, which may
warrant nomination for listing aBhreatenedThis should be driven by clear questions
(e.g.What do we need to know about species Xetion Plans produced by the AC
Government may provide some guidance.

1 Analysis of landscapecale woodland change and associated bird responses. This could
include:
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0 Assessing whether habitats critical to the maintenance of woodland bird
diversity are being maintained.

o Analysing how wadland birds are responding to ongoing urbanisation and
reservation (an update of Raymtral.2014).

o Investigating the relationship between dieback and woodland bird abundance,
density and distribution.

1 Examination of the impacts of dominant avian competitors on vulnerable woodland
birds that would include a description Mbisy Miner colonisation dynamics across
the ACT.

1 An analysis of sitdbased species occurrence and community composition, which may
beinfluenced by siteelated attributes such as patch size, patch connectivity, habitat
structure, land tenure, grazing regimes, the urban context, or other geographical factors.

1 A case study of Mulligans Flat and GoorooyarMature Reserves where survey data
are available from 1995, before/after and within/outside the pregedof Sanctuary.

1 Identification of climatesensitive species, based on research on how woodland birds
are responding to weather variability and brsaale climate signals.

Readers are encouraged to explore reports from other woodland bird monitoring projects in the
region to position the results of this project in the broader context of temperate woodland bird
conservation. For example, the Cowra Waodl Birds Program (CWBP) conducts regular

bird surveys in woodlands in the Cowra area north of Canberra, and 17 years of data have
recently been analysed (Reid & Nicholls 2020).

Finally, this report has been prepared to enable COG to publish key result$or the
consideration of a journal article for peewviewed publication.

5.2. Actions Recommended
1. Continue the survey program and consider a future trend analysis.
0 Most suitable at the 3@ear milestone (1998 to 2028).

o With an emerging pattern ofidr years since 2015, there is great interest and,
in some cases, concern for what trends will emerge in the next decade and
whether some unexpected decliners might recover. Monitoring should continue
to determine when/if populations will plateau and hthis influences the
conservation status of species.

2. Consider publishing results presented in this report in a-neg@wed journal to
enhance the dissemination of key findings and reach a wider scientific audience.

3. Seek funding/resources to undertakeHfartanalysis or research projects with a focus
on Conservation Priority Species and their primary threatening processes.
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A TRIO OF WHITE -NECKED HERON'S (ARDEA PACIFICA) BREEDING
IN WAMBOIN, NSW

KATHY HANDELA! AND DAVID MCDONALD®

A841 Norton Road, Wamboin NSW 2620, Australia
khandel@bigpond.net.au

B1004 Norton Road, Wamboin NSW 2620, Australia
wamboinbirder@gmail.com

Abstract The Whitenecked HeroifArdea pacificais classified as an uncommon breeding

resident in the ACT, and this status also applies to the immediately surrounding area. Few
breeding records exist in the CamWermporta Or ni t
on a successful Whitgecked Heroneeding event that occurred in Wamboin, NSW (7 km

east of the ACT border) over the period September 2021 to Januaryf B@2Zhecies is

assumed to be monogamous, but at Wamboin two broods were raised by threEheirds.

male assisted both females in the@stouction of their nests; in addition, it budtnestfor

its own usever the course of several weeks, staraingund the timehe first chicks had

hatched

Introduction and background

The Whitenecked HerorjArdea pacifica is classified as an uncommon breeding resident
in the ACT, and this status also applies to the immediately surrounding area. Few breeding
records exist in the Canberr@COGmMs tA®@ll ogi st

Reviewing the historical recordé/ilson (1999, p. 20) advised thatBr e e diile.tpn her e |
the ACT] is rare but McNaughton (1969) report&mhe recently fledged in small swamp
near [Dairy] road on 16 November 1968

Successful breeding events were reported from 1995 and 1996. Thepiinstvasof birds
seen on nests at Mulligans Flatés | arge
was a report of a 6dep e.rCdnbarra OrnitloologisgGooupb i r d
(1999a)stakd that 6 | t was not recor dedoBbumdg (1898)ny act |
reported thatwo birdswere seen on nests at the large dam on 5 Nov. These are the first

nesting records of White e c k e d Her ons from the &anberr e
Ornithologists Group 1929p. 66). The same sourded.cit) advi ses that O61n
was built in a tree near the Federal Hwy close to Canberra (no further details were provided)

but the breeding attempt f aithee€dnbetraregion t he br
being overl ooked?6

One breeding event of the species exists for the following year: on 1 Nov 1996, also at
Mulligans Flat, a nest with eggs and one adult present and, on 3 Nov, a nest with young
and one adult bird also present; presumably the same nest as repodegs peviously,

hence a single breeding event (Canberra Ornithologists Group)1$9904).

L All photos by Kathy Handel.
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The Canberra Ornithologists Groupobés databas
the201314 vyear , and one of OBr eewkienogavajlaBle A c od e
at the time of writing; these records did not find their way intoAtieual Bird Reportfor

that year, possibly because they were submitted late.

There is also a record of a Whitecked Heron displaying on 3 Jan 2019 at Isabella Pond,
ACT, bu this cannot be treated as a confirmed breeding record (Canberra Ornithologists
Group 2020, p. 29).

Hermes (2017, p. 63) points out that this sp
colonies of other nesting waterbirds, with most nestiogphfSeptember to February. Nest

is a stick platform in a tree near or over water. Both male and female incubate and attend
young. Regular clutch i®ur eggs

20212022 breeding observations: rare excitement in Wambofn

In 202122, three Whitenecked Herons chose a Yellow Bducalyptus melliodoranext
toa damat 841 Norton Road, Wamboin NSW, as their breeding Titee property owners,
Kathy Handel (KH) and her husband Keith Framael recorded sightings of Whitecked
Heronsonly four times in the last 23 yea®avid McDonald(DM) recommende#eepng
a diaryas breeding byhis speciess a very rare event in this part of the state.

Early in September 2021, two heromsre present and started buildiagiesion 5 Sefn

a branch that overhangs the da@n 25 Sep a third bird was noticed for the first time. It
turned out to be a female. KH did not notice any aggression between the birds. The species
is known to aggressively defend feeding territories against conspecificsh@arand
Higgins 1990).

Forthe next few weekshe herons were seen flying around the, sitienbeing chased by
nesting magpied.he site is open woodland with several large trees which allowed the birds
to be observed from 5000 metres away without disturbing them. Attempts to go closer
than this distressed the birds and initially they would fly avidyythe end of September,
oneheron sat on the nest constantly while the other two came anddkentas confident

that that shecould identify the maleHis head looked yellower than the other two birds
(too much foraging in dirty dam water&yd he had a darker line down the midaolldnis
chest.

On 1 Oct, while one heron was sitting on her nest, the other two herons started to build
another nest higher up in the same tree. One had taken twigs from the ground up to the
branch then theyappeared to beourting, with necks moving backnd forth while
building the nest together. A week lakdi watchedas they flew to the ground around the

dam and back up to the tree frequently, gathering more nesting material. This lasted for an
hour, then ceased. Over the next few weeks, the bitldeciop nest spent some time sitting

onit but seemed to spend far more time away from the nest than the bird on the bottom
nest.

2Thi s secti oR02lmerdingd s®@2¥2AX i ons: rare excitem
an edited version of that published as Hande(2R22), ORare excitement 1in
The Whisper(Wamboin Community Association, Inc.), February 2022,.%.
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On 23 Oct the bird on the bottom nest seemed to be riding high on the nest, not moving
and keeping her head down, while thalenstayed nearb{Fig. 1) Later in the day two
chickswere seenTheir heads were ugnd the female wastanding over therand a little
latershe was feeding one chick. Then she settled down on thé.a&ston the sameay,

the malestartedbuilding a nest platfornfor himself two metres away on a nearby branch
(Figs. 1 and 2)He started doing specialmanoeuvrd he stretched his head and neck up
and brought them down quicki{¥fig. 3), apparently forcing air from his throat to make an
0 0 o mp h dacallmated tbr males at the nest (Marchant and Higgins 199@) bird

on the top nest flew down to join the male and then flew back up towrenest. Later,
KH thoughthe fed the two chicki® the bottom nesind settled oit while the two females
flew off together.

Notably, the male kept adding nest material to its platform over the course of the breeding
season, rendering it into a small n@stshown irFigs. 1 and 2. The two photos were taken
a month apart.

@

Figure 2. The two chicks of Female 1, close to leaving the nest (left) and the male on
its nest 24.11.2021Note that the male has addechuch more nest material to its own
nest in the course o month betweenthe two photos(compare with Fig. 1).
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'

Figur 4. Female 1 with its écﬁick,s

9.11.2021
ol

) o 7 e A

Fiéure 5. The two older chicksof
Female 1 17.11.2021 12.12.2021

On 28 Oct the chicks were left unattendedsome timeWhen an adult arrived and fed
themthree chicksould be seen (Fig. 4Then when another adult arrived, the first flew

off and the second adult fed them. They appeared to feed them by regurgitating food and
allowing one chick at a time to stick its beakingo their ownbeals. From 3 Nowonwards
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only two chickscould be see (Fig. 5) The third chick had perished frequent fate of the
youngest bird (Marchant and Higgins 199artinezVilalta et. al. 2020) When KH
brought friends to see the chicks, the mother would get nervous and sit otit $essmed
theywere alarmed byoise €.g. talking). When the adults were away, the chicks moved
around on the nest, but whpaoplecame closer, thegrouched low

The property includesfive holes of the Wamboin golf cours@ne of the greens wa

close to the nests thiitwas feared thagolfersmight scae the herons awayA temporary
barrierwas erectedndgolfers were askedlot to go close to the nest$ie property owners
alsomowed a fairly large area around the green but not close to the herons. Balls lost in
the unmown area had to stay there (replacementvbatks providedl

On 24 NovKH saw a chick in the top nest Wwithe femalestanding over i{Fig. 6). The

two chicksin the bottom nest were standing on their nestthadnalevas standing nearby

on hisnest (Fig. 2) A few days later, there were times when there were no adults around.
When an adult flew in, the atks would cackle loudly until the parent finished feeding
them. As the chicks grew, the parents were
they fed the chicks in relays.

On 5 Dec the biggest chiclefl for the first
time. It was on the ground arftbw into a
tree on the other side of the dam. Oneiday
was seerstanding on a branch in a very
ungainly position, with its wings hanging
down like straight armgFig. 7): it was
sunning itself It kept practising, and would
only fly back to the nest tbe fed. The
chicks were all so big by this time that they
had to stand on their nests. On 11 Dec the
# chick on the top nestas seerilapping its

' wings. On 12 Dec the older two chicks were
& foragingin reedsat theedge of thelam and
B a few days later they eve atanotherdam

% (further away and out of sight of their nest).

#% The two older chicks were last seen on 22

- Dec by DM). They weregwo months old.

When the ownersreturned from their

Figure 7. The oldest fledgling sunning  holidays on 31 Dec, the older chicks were

itself, 11.12.2021 gone and did roreturn. The chick on the
top nest was last seen on 4 Jan 2022, when
it was less thasix weeks old.

Final Comments

The observations at Wamboin are of great interest for two reasons. First, breeding by
Whitenecked Herons is a rare event in COGb6s ¢/
monogamous (Marchant and Higgins 1990), but at Wamboin a trio of one male and two

femdes raised two broods. Polygyny is rarely reported among herons, but is not unknown

(e. g.Nedjahet al. 2010). It is very fortunate that KH could witness the breeding events

daily without disturbing the birds.
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Interestingly, the literature does not reporales constructing anothptatform ornest,
albeit smaller, for themselves (Marchant and Higgins 1880tinezVilalta et al. 2020)
as the Wamboin male did.

A summary of the key observations and dates is provided in Table 1.

Table 1. Time line of theWhite-necked Heron breeding events at Wamboin, based on
the diary entries of Kathy Handel. The observedime line corresponds broadly to an
incubation period of 280 days and young fledging after six to seven webkst(nez
Vilalta 2020).

Observations Nestl |  Nest2
Pair arrived at the breeding site 5 Sep
2" female arrived 25 Sep
Nestbuilding 5 Sep 1 Oct
Start of incubation (bird sitting on nest) 25 Sep 17 Oct?
First time young visible 23 Oct 24 Nov
Male builds its own small nest in same tree 24 Oct
Max. number of young seen 3 1
Number of young leaving the nest 2 1
Youngleaving nest 5 Decl12 Dec | 1 Jan
Young last seen at site 22 Deé 4 Jan

A: Question mark on start of incubation on Nest 2 is because the bird began sitting on the nest on 9 Oct but
was often not on the nest until 17 Oct, when she started sittingamesestently (although not nearly as
consistently as the bird on Nest 1).

B: Gap in observations from 23 Dec to 30 Dec.

After two years of high rainfall in the region all dams in the area were full and were
providing ample food for the herons, mokely also the reason for the lack of aggression
when the second female arrived at the nest site and proceeded to nest as well.
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ASSESSING THE NUMBER OF RARE BIRDS IN AN AREA

MARTIN BUTTERFIELD
martinflab@gmail.com

Abstract The recorded occurrences of Spectacled Monésgimposiachrus trivirgatyin

the extremesouthern part of its range are summarised and considered in an attempt to
interpret the number of birds represented by several sightings in the Mallacoota area.
Sighings of some other uncommon species are also reviewed to assess the extent to which
rare birds could be O6missedd due to | imited

While this article is focussed on sightings of a Spectacled Mon&ygmgosiachrus
trivirgatus) in East Gippkind, the approach used to consider the number of birds in a series
of sighting could be useful in similar situations in the COg. A

On 5 Oct 2021 two observers identified a Spectacled Monarch at the mouth of the Narrows
in Mallacoota, Victoria. Thiss approximately 40@m (straightline) South of the usual
range of the specieBig. 1 shows an overall distribution map for Sodhstern Australia,
extracted from eBird.
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o
Figure 1 Distribution of Spectacled Figure 2 Distribution of Spectacled
Monarch: SE Australia, eBird. Monarch: SE Australia, Birdata.

The records (of any species, in Australia) in eBird only become significant in number after
2014.A longer temporal view is given by the records compiled in Birdata. The locations
of those records of Spectacled Monarch in the extreme South of the rarg®warein

Fig. 2. Note that at this scale the dots indicate a grid cell, rather than a precise location: this
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explains why some dots are offshore. The points labelled in the irasgthose referred
to below.

After the initial sighting, the bird was righted in Mallacoota over 6 to 8 Oct and reported

to eBird by 11 observers, with some photographs taken. (Although not central to this
article, a number of observers commented how strongly the white belly stood out in the
field (Fig. 3) as an @ edisfyfroanrtie Biaeedaced Monarch Nlonarcha
melanopsiy which is normal in the area sammer.)

Several other very experienced observethsa author is aware of at least-Mho searched
for the bird on the 9 and 10 Oct were
unsuccessful. It as considered that the
bird had moved on.

On 31 Oct another observer observed a
Spectacled Monarch at the Drummer Walk.
The Narrows and Drummer locations are
shown inFig. 4.

Note that there are multiple sites in the area
of The Narrows as some eBird elpgers

set up personal locations (reterFootnote

1 about naming) and others used a separate
hotspot for the car park and surrounds. In a
straight line it is ~42 kifrom the Narrows

to Drummer Walk

Figure 3, Image of Mallacoota Spectaclec
Monarch (Alex Holmes.

(

)\\
/ L \,/\‘\\7

Wingan:River
| N =

Figure 3. Position of Drummer Walk and The Narrows Hotspots, eBird

1 The naming of locations in both eBird and Bitd is far from standardisedlue to the exercise of personal

choice by observers and the massive workload that would be imposed on reviewers to attempt to enforce
standard names (the phrase 6herding cadaddMonarothay be ap
sightings close to Eden have a range of names referr
used Wonboyn in this article as all sightings of the species are in that locality, including at least one outside

the Nadgee Nature Resetv

2 All distances cited in this article were measured on Google Earth. As it is possible | did not get the exact

end points, the cited distances are approximate, but probably withinksd. Of course, it is unlikely that

birds travel in a straightlineut t he exact route is unknown and Ostrai
distance.
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On 7 Nov a visiting group searched for the bird at Drummer without success. A bird was
relocated by thiagroup near the Narrows (approximately 250m upstream from the original
sighting) on 10 and 12 Nov but was not found when the author searched the area on 13
Nov. The species has not beersighted since (at either Drummer or the Narrows).

Discussion

How many Spectacled Monarchs were in Far East Gippsland in October 2021

The simple answer is that as none of the images show a band (nor did any of the observers
comment on seeing a band) we will never know with certainty whether this was:

1 asingle bird that went from the Narrows to Drummer before returning to the
Narrows: or

M two birds;

one that hung around the Narrows, seen on 3 days then not reported (despite a lot
of looking) for over 4 weeks before reappearing briefly; and

1 another that independently turned up at Drummer, was seen on a single day and
then not relocated; or

three birds:

1 one that hung around the Narrows, seen on 3 days in October then not reported,
despite a lot of looking) for over 4 weeks;

1 a secondird tha independently turned up at Drummer, was seen on a single day
and then not relocated; and

1 athirdbird that independently turned up at The Narrows in November.

An example of how bands can resolve such issues has been given by Michael Lenz (pers.
comm.) eferring to a case in Germany:

A group has been banding migrating waders at andrdéa on a regular basis. They
caught a rare species, banded and released it. Next day the banded bird was gone, but a
new individual of the same raspecies was present!

In the case of the Spectacled Monarch in East Gippsland, referring to the historic records
gives some insights into the likelihood of the various possibilities occurring. | have looked
at all the records on eBird (8 records additional to the Narrowsirgigh and Birdata (11
records) from Kiama Southwards. All eBird records anthe of the Birdata records are

for one bird. One of the Birdata records at Yatteyattah (near Lake Conjolajhssiebirds

and one at Wonboyn (just across the NSW borden fitallacoota) is fotwo birds. That
suggests that when they wander far to the South of their usual rang®gtifrequentha

single bird.

Very few of the records are from similar tim&xceptions aréwo records eachof one
bird from Tanja (10 Nov and 1 Dec 200@Imost certainly a single bird seen twice) and a
single record (6P6) from Y aknt(drgightlinepaparton 9

De

51t is tempting to follow the ABC sports commentator :

many Spectacled Monarchs are never enough. 0
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not an impossible flight if the later bird was that seen at Tanja mgddick North in a
hurry, butcould betwo different birds, as Lake Conjola is much closer to the usual range.

There are records from the Wonboyn area o®@8 2 birds- and 290ct 2011 onebird
- from sites &km apart. Either there wetbreebirds (very unlikely) or this suggests that
they continue to wander about when in the area.

It would be very easy, based on the evidence from Wonboyn, for a single bird to have
owandered6 from The Narrows to Drummer and b
the records from Tanja and Yatteyattah in combination suggesth somewhat less

certaintyi that the birds which have visited thes@thern extremes may returarthwards

fairly promptly.

In the following section the intention is to focus on whetlelated, wandering/vagrant
birds will be picked up by thinly spread observers. It is not intended to imply, or even
suggest, any common behaviour or other biological link between the very different species
covered below.

A Devil 6s Adyv o been readea baged onegatdrds of &Resevned Fruit

Dove Ptinilopus regind. A representative was seen and reported to eBird at Devonport
Tasmania in September 2016. Other records of the species for earlier that year terminate at
(approximately) NewcastlI8SW, some 1,00@m North. It is noted that there are other,

very occasional, records of this species in Tasmania and Victoria citdiygms and

Davies (1996)How have these birds, and especially the 2016 bird, made it across some of
the most densely polated areas of the country without being recordedout® An
explanation might be that even in areas such as Sydney or Southern Victoria birders are
simply too widely spread to pick up such isolated events. The argument is then extended
to suggest that one bird can be missed in this manner, it is possible that if one bird is seen
there could well be otherénspired to wandérby the same circumstances, that are not
seen.

Mi chael Lenz (pers comm) has poienetorietreout t ha
or cover greater distance with fewer stops in between before their end point. The Monarch
most likely among the former, the Pigeon among the latter. But certainly, an important
point to consider. The potidelyti al O0exposured

Perhaps théwo cases can be resolved by other examples:

The first is that ot Grey-headed Lapwing\anellus cinereysfirst recorded in Australia
in September 2006 at Burren Junction NSW. This is described in Menkhais2017 as
@ne of the most unexpected vagrants ever to turn up imRakowing that sighting the
species was detectedarfurther thredocatiors over 11 yeafsand then not seen since.

A second case is that dhe Common SandpiperAgtitis hypoleucos The ACT is
reasonably distant from its usual coastal haunts (as shown in eBird) but when the bird turns
up it has tended to be recorded regylan summer, with a high degree of site fidelity.

This applies particularly to one recorded around320® near Urriara Crossing and the

4 The species map f@&srey-headed Lapwing available through eBird (as at 31 March 2022) lists sightings
at: Burren Junction (2006); Amata Waste Water Treatment Plant (2014); Penrith Lakes (2015) and Halls
Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant (2017).
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current bird seen regularly at Isabella Pond since gRé&ins 2005; Annual Bird Reports
in Canberra Bird Notesebrd). Other water bodies between these sitesaaads on the
NSW Coasfrom which the species morefrequently reportedre regularly birdedout
the species is not recorded.

Considering the range of evidence cited above the author considers theagosable to
believe that in most cases what is recorded is, in most cases at least, a reflection of reality.
If a single bird is seen it is because there is only a single bird in the area. Further if a rare
bird is in an area for more than a trivial periof time it is likely to be detected.
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BLUE-BILLED DUCKS BREEDING AT WEST BELCONNEN POND

CHRISTINE DARWOOD AND ROGER CURNOW*

Achristine.d9933@gmail.com
Brcurnow@bigpond.net.au

Blue-billed ducks Oxyura australi} are generally considered a rare visitor to the ACT, so
when, in the summer of 202021, Bluebilled Ducks successfully raised a brood at Upper
Strange Pond (Henderson 2021), this was a very notable event.

Prior to the 2022022 summer Bludilled Ducks had only been recorded twice at West
Belconnen Pond, one female in February 2020, and a male in November 2020. So, it was
a great surprise when a maled a female were seen there together on 21 Nov 2021. The
male was observed displaying to the female (Figs), Wvho seemed quite receptive.

Over the next 7 to 10 days a number of observers saw the male and female at the same
location, and often the male was displaying to the female.

However, during the following five weeks usually only one duck (more often the male)
was seen at a time, when it would come out to forage on the pond. But both male and
female were seen on a relativeegular basis.

L All photos by the authors
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The nest was in a small, narrow strip of reeds, perhaps 2 m x 60 m, along the edge of the
pond adjacent to a very well used footpath. A number of other water birds were
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simultaneously nesting in these reealsd even more species swam through it to feed,
including Black SwansQygnus atratusand cormorants. It did not seem a particularly
peaceful spot to have a nest, but we regularly monitored the site with hopes high.

Then, on 3 Jan 2022, there appeared six ducklings, accompanied by the male and female
(Figs. 68). During the next few weeks, they were seen often on the water beyond the reeds
where the nest was, but they would not stay out for long periods, scurrying back to the
safety of the reeds. The ducklings were diving and feeding themselves frameadye

female seemed to shepherd the ducklings around, and the male just hung around the group,
without serving any apparent role (Fig. 8). On one occasion the female chased off a
Eurasian CootHulica atra) which came too close to the ducklings.

After three weeks the female was not so attentive to the young ducklings any more, and
soon after that they were often seen together but without mother nearby (Figs. 9, 10).

By then there were only five ducklings, and the parents were now usually seen on their

own, and the male often displaying again to the fenkédenaintained his lovely blue bill
throughout the time he was at the pond.
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By the end of the seventh week all of the ducklings had flown away. The two adults were
still seen on occasion up until 24 Mar 2022 (female only). Interestingly, courtship activity
apparently continued up until 2 Mar 202Blue-billed ducks are known toréed
continuously aspportunities arise (Marchant and Higgins 1990; Carboneras and Kirwan
2020).
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A SECOND YEAR OF BREEDING ATTEMPTS
BY SINGING HONEYEATERS IN CANBERRA

MICHAEL LENZA, CHRISTINE DARWOOL¥ AND JULIE CLARK®

A117/50 Ellenborough Stredtyneham, ACT 2602, Australia
michael.lenz.birds@gemail.com

B christine.d9933@gmail.com
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Abstract:In 2022 Singing Honeyeaters made a further two nesting attempts at Franklin Pond
in Gungahlin, after four in 2020/2021.The location of the second 2022 nest in a Casuarina
was known and could be monitored. The nest contained two infertile eggeerlt likely that

all nest failure can be attributed to the eggs not being fertilised. It is possible that the females
attending the two nests in 2022 were different.

1. Introduction

The Singing HoneyeateG@vicalis virescersis a rare visitor to ouarea. Only single birds

have been recorded in the past. However, in the breeding season of 2020/2021 a pair settled
in Canberra and made four unsuccessful nesting attempts at Franklin Pond in Franklin,
Gungahlin(Darwood and Lenz 2021Birds were againecorded at Franklin Pond from early
January 2022 onwards and new breeding attempts followed. This article describes our
observations.

2. Results
2.1. Observations between the two breeding seasons

A single Singing Honeyeater was last seen inbtezding area on 13 Feb 2021 (Darwood
and Lenz 2021)Surveys of the Franklin Pond area on 2 and 16 Mar, 25 May, 16 Jul and 2
November 2021 found no signs of Singing Honeyeaters (the site was not visited in December
2021). However, the species was stileggnt in the wider surroundings as the three
observations of single birds between March and August 2021 indicate (all reported on eBird).
It is likely that one or other of the Franklin birds was involved. These three observations were:

26 Mar 2021 Ginnindea Creek, Melba (King 2021);
18 Jul 2021 Bonner shops (Bonnet 2021a);
28 Aug 2021 West Bonner Pond (Bonnet 2021b).

2.2. The 2022 breeding season
2.2.1. First breeding attempt

On 4 Jan 2022 ML observed a single bird in the western part of the Frankiimifdreported

it on eBird {ttps://ebird.org/ebird/view/checklistt10007248)) In the following days

several observers visited the site and again recorded the species. On 8 Jan two birds were seen
by at least five observers, including ML. Of great interest was the fact that one of the birds
was identifiable as the female of theeyious season (hereafter referred to as F20/21) by a
plumage anomaly: one of the undertail coverts protruded through its tail feathdfgy(ske
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andFigs. 2 and 4 in Darwood and Lenz 2021). Ward (2022) included a photo of this bird in
his eBird account.

Between 10 Jan and 8 Feb 2022, a single bird, assumed to be the male, kept foraging over a
well-defined area in the NW part of the pond (schematically presented by the yellow ellipsoid

in Fig. 1, lighter grey in b/w print), although the bird would moeeasionally beyond the
marked area whea. g., chasing Whitgolumed Honeyeater®{ilotula penicillatg away.

T
~_ AsSumet =t -
first nest ~

Eranklin Rond

Second
nest

Figure 1. Franklin Pond: Location of the assumed site of the first nest and the foraging
area occupied by the male (yellow ellipsoid, lighter grey in b/w) and the known site of
the second nest and the foraging area occupied by the male (green ellipsoid, darker grey
in b/w).

After a foraging bout, the male flew usually very low via trees and shoubdarge bush
complex, composed d@drevilleaandWestringia in the NW corner of the pond and entered

it at a particular spot. He usually called a few times before taking flight and sometimes called
from a nearby tree after leaving the bushes. No dtlubtyush complex held the nest and the
male was provisioning the incubating female. It is possible that in this nesting attempt the
female was again F20/21. However, we did not observe a female at the site after F20/21 was
sighted on 8 Jan 2022.

2.2.2. &cond nesting attempt

On 11 Feb one bird was still foraging near the first nest area, although it was not recorded
entering it, and also foraged a little further south on the western side of the pond than on
previous days. On 15 Feb one bird was obsereéidating spiderwebs and carrying them to

the end section of a branch of a casuarina €asyarina cunninghamianaabout 2 m above
ground (see Fig. 2). The nest site was just above a stand of Cumbyplgagp.) at the edge

of the pond. The bird madepeated visits to the new nest site and could be seen, although
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largely obscured by foliage, incorporating the new material and shaping the nest. It clearly
had already started building prior to thé"15

From this new nest site, liecame obviouthat the foraging area had moved a little further
south along the western side of the pond, as indicated by the green ellipsoid (darker grey in
b/w print) in Fig.1.

On 17 and 18 Feb two birds were noted arouedist site. One bird appeared to be a little
smaller than the other, possibly a smaller female and a larger male (see measurements in
Higginset al.2001). This was noticeable only when both birds were seen in close sequence.

But importantly, the femaleavs not F20/ 21, | ast seasonds br
anomaly, which was also seen in early January 2022. It was a different female (hereafter F22)
with no distinguishing features. This means that in the 2022 season, three Singing
Honeyeaters wengresent at Franklin Pond.

Sometime between 18 and 22 Feb incubation had commenced. The female on the nest could
be monitored from a little distance when the wind moved the foliage around the nest to allow
glimpses of the sitting bird. From a lower angle it was sometimes possixe foart of the

nest and the protruding tail of the sitting bird.

The male visited the nest at intervals of 10 to 25 minutes, calling well in advance and close to
the nest, then moving up the branch to feed the female on the nest. On a few occasions the
female was also seen off the nest. Once, while preening in a nearby tree, she made several
0 wh i e b ,callsydntype & éall not heard befdreost likely themewing call(Anderson

2021)] Otherwise, she stayed quiet on and off the nest.

On 11 Mar F22vas seen on the nest around midday (JC) but by the afternoon the nest was
abandoned and only one bird, probably the male, was seen and heard (CD). On 13 Mar the
nest was still unoccupied and only the male was recorded (CD) (Fig. 3A). On 15 Mar neither
menber of the breeding pair could be found, but surprisingly, F20/21 had returned and
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foraged along the western side of the pond (Fig. 3B). On the following day F20/21 (JC, ML)
and another bird (CD), presumably the male, were recorded on the western belpaid,
although not at the same time. The male was recorded on the NW/W side of the pond over
the following days (last time monitored 26 Mar 2021).

Figure 3 A (left) and B (right). (A) The (presumed) male staying behind for a few days
after the second nest was abandoned (11 Mar 2022). (B) The female of the 2020/21 season
(with the undertail covert protruding through its tail feathers, see arrow) reappearing

on site (15 Mar 2021) Julie Clark).

On 15 Mar F20/ 2vhield a esiilahto that of F2@.dt mayfbe adwarning

call. On one occasion when Whipumed Honeyeaters and Noisy Minendaforina
melanocephalpwere giving repeated warning calls some distance away, F20/21 gave the
avhie® cal | at i nt eriyppdsible thavthis calliswspecifinto ferales. s . lt

On 16 Mar ML retrieved the nest. It contained two eggs. Unfortunately, securing the nest did
not go quite as planned. The branch with the nest could be bent down easily to cut off the end
section (Fig. 2 but the ground was unstable, and as ML missed his footing the branch slipped
out of his hand and the eggs were catapulted out. One most likely fell into the water among
the Cumbungi; the other landed at the edge of the water but soon slipped in ppdatisa.

It had broken but contained a full yolk with no embryonic development at all. In other words,
the female had been incubating unfertilised eggs!

The incubation period for the Singing Honeyeater is given as >14 days, based on the Nest
Record SchemgHigginset al. 2001). At the second nest it commenced between 18 and 22
Feb. If we take 20 Feb as the start date, the female incubated the eggs for 19 days (minimum
and maximum of 17 and 21 days, respectively). Higginal (2001) report that a female
incubated a clutch of sterile eggs for 19 days.

The nest was built chiefly with casuarina needles, mainly dry ones, but also some fresher
ones, grass blades, and the odd eucalypt leaf. Cobwebs held the nest material together and
anchored the nest firmlp @ fork. There was just a thin layer of soft lining, consisting of some
white fluffy material of short curved fibres, possibly a synthetic material (Fig. 4).

The nest measurements were approximately: inner cup 5.8 cm in diameter and 4.6 cm deep
outer dameter of the nest 9.3 cm and height 6.4 cm. The nest has been deposited with the
CSIRO Australian National Wildlife Collection as ANWC N 00367.
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Figure 4. Singing Honeyeater nest from Franklin Pond, 16. Mar 2022: view from toj
(left) and underside (right).

3. Discussion

The Singing Honeyeater is an irregular visitor to the Canberra area. However, in the last two
years a pair has made several breeding attempts at Franklin and birds were sighted three times
between the two breeding seasdbger the 2022 breeding season as many as three birds were
present at some point. In this context it is of great interestSinging Honeyeaters were
present fronR019 to2021and attempted twice to n@sthe Goulburn area (Antram 2022).

Darwood and kenz (2021) thought it likely that the repeated failures of the 2020/2021
breeding attempts could be largely attributed to the very wet weather (see also Lenz 2021).
However, in the 2022 season with more favourable weather conditions the nest failune patter
repeated itself: one unsuccessful breeding attempt followed by another. Fortunately, the
location of the second nest was known. It could be monitored, and when it was deserted, we
could establish the cause of the failure: infertile eggs. Hence, in gimgdis far more likely

that the nest failures of both breeding seasons were due to the same cause: the eggs were not
fertilised. Further, it is reasonable to assume that the presumably sterile male was the same in
the two breeding seasons.

The femalewould incubate the clutch for some days beyond the normal incubation period of
>14 days, and then abandon the nest, boest again if the season was still favourable.

In the 2021/2022 breeding season, the pair arrived late at Franklin Pond, only daeaary

2022, compared to the previous season, when breeding started in October. It is possible that
the pair had an earlier nest elsewhere and settled at FrRakidonly in the latter part of the
breeding season. There is some possibility thahéntivo breeding attempts in 2022 the
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females were different. Further, F20/21 was again sighted very shortly after F22 deserted the
nest.

It seems the Singing Honeyeateros breeding |
We conclude that a sucsfsl brood can only be expected if a fertile male moves into the
area.
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LONG-STAYING SINGING HONEYEATER AND ATTEMPTED
BREEDING NEAR GOULBURN, NSW

FRANK ANTRAM?

PO Box 149, Goulburn NSW 2580, Australia
fantram@aussiebb.com.au

Abstract For a period of well over two years (20P®21), one, sometimes two, Singing
Honeyeaters were present on a rural property near Goulburn. One and almost certainly two
breeding attempts were made. This is the first documented record of the speciesidarrGoul
Mulwaree.

Background

| was prompted to write this note following publication of details of unsuccessful nesting by
a pair of Singing HoneyeateBavicalis virescensin Canberra (Darwood and Lenz, 2021) in
2020/21. One, at times two, Singing Honegeatvere present on a 40 ha rural property near
Goulburn for well over two years from 202821 and made one confirmed breeding attempt
in spring 2019 and a probable attempt in spring 2021.

The area around the property is primarily cleared agricultundl, land plantings of largely
native plant species around the house have
on the property prior to 1986, and most of the native plantings were done around 1996.

As documented by Darwood and Lenz Z2)) the species occurs throughout much of
Australia, apart from the east coast and ranges. However, the species is prone to wandering
eastwards occasionally (usually single birds) as evidenced by documented records in eBird
(www.ebird.org. In south eastern New South Wales (south of Sydney), there are documented
records of single birds sighted at Thirroul, Wollongong, on 21 Feb 2021; Stanwell Creek,
Wollongong, on 14 Mar 2021; Green Cape (Ben Boyd National Park), Bega \all&g

Jan 2018; again at Green Cape on 30 Jan 2016; Windang, Wollongong, on 6 Mar 2016;
Booderee National Park, Shoalhaven, on 29 Mar 2013; and Baroona Road -Konara,

on 12 May 2013. Finally, there is an historic record of one at Green Cape on 2473ep

The Goulburn birds

In September 2019, John Reynolds (JR) told me that he had an unusual honeyeater nesting at
his property on Mountain Ash Road, Gundat94(797573, 149.765115), approximately 8

km southeast of Goulburn. He advised that one or tivthese birds had been present for up

to six months and he was not sure of their identity.

| visited the property on 15 Sep 2019 in the morning. | was surprised to find a Singing
Honeyeater the first record, to my knowledge, of this species in the Goulburn area, with a
nest in a larg€orrea schlechtendallbush. At the time, | noted that this probably reflected

the drought conditions inland, although conditions were not a lot better in Goulburn. My field
not es s -bravindonéyé&aterewgth pale streaky underparts, broad black band through

L All photos by author.
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eye and extendg down the neck, a yellow stripe below the black band ending in a white spot

on the neck. The bird was on eggs @areashrub. The area around the house is planted up

with Acacig Grevillea Banksia Hakeg Correa, all in flower. The surrounding aréaopen

grass paddocks with cattle. No second bird

Figure 1. Singing Honeyeater, 15 September 2019, Gundary NSW.

The nest was in the centre of Bierrea about 15 cm below the top of the bush and about 80
cm above the ground. The nest contdibhgo, perhaps three, eggs. The number is uncertain
because it was difficult to see into the nest without causing unnecessary disturbance.

On 22 Oct 2019, | visited the property again to be told that the nest had been predated or, at
least, the eggs hadsdppeared. The nest itself was still intact. Possibly a heavy snowfall on

17 Sep 2019 had caused the demise of the eggs. JR told me that he was still seeing or hearing
the bird/s almost daily, but he had not actually seen two birds together for some time.

Over the next two years, | kept in regular touch with JR about the presence or absence of the
Singing Honeyeaters. | made a series of random visits to check on the birds as outlined in
Table 1.

In September/October 2021, JR suspected nesting agasiteldvon 23 Sep 2021 and saw

and photographed one bird. On another visit on 9 Oct 2021, | saw two birds together (the only
time | ever saw two birds) chasing each other around the garden, and appearing to take special
interest in arAcacia cultriformis It was not until the following month that JR found a nest in

the Acacia The nest looked similar to the one built in 2019 and was probably a Singing
Honeyeaterdéds nest. 1t was empty.
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Figure 2. The 2019 nesting site i€orrea schlechtendalii.

Therehave been no subsequent sightings of the birds since October 2021 by JR or myself
(this note being written on 30 Mar 2022).

b o ——

O i

Figure 3. The suspected 2021 nesting site Acacia cultriformis.
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Table 1.Visits to check on the bird/s

Date Number Observation
of birds
15 Sep 2019 1 Seen and heard; nest with eggs
16 Sep 2019 1 Seen and heard; nest with eggs
22 Oct 2019 1 According to JR, the nest was predated least,
the eggs had disappearetthe nest was still
intact. Possibly the heawnowfall on 17 Sep
froze the eggs? JR told me that he sees/hears
bird/s almost daily, but had not seen two toget
for a while.
10 Feb 2020 1 Heard
6 Mar 2020 0 No sign
7 May 2020 0 No sign
14 May 2020 0 No sign
22 Oct 2020 0 No sign
12 Nov 2020 1 Heard
13 Nov 2020 1 Seen (photographed)
10 Jan 2021 1 Seen
6 Aug 2021 0 No sign but JR told me he had heard the bird |
before and after my visit.
23 Sep 2021 1 Seen (photographed). JR thought there had bg
2 birds aroundecently
9 Oct 2021 2 2 birds seen for the first time
23 Oct 2021 1 Seen
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CANBERRAGS HOUSI

DANNY McCREADIE?

danny.mccreadie2@bigpond.com

NG SHORTAGE

Anyone living in Canberra would be aware of the increasing value attributed to real estate in
and around the capital. It would appear that the same applies to nesting sites for our feathered

friends. During a visit to Campbell Park Woodland in October 2DB&came aware of a tree

which perfectly illustrates the nest site shortage in the ACT. The tree (Fig 1) had no fewer

than seven nests in its hollows.
The tenants were:

Common Starling$turnus vulgaris

Rainbow Lorikeets richoglossus moluccanus
Galals Eolophus roseicapilla

Red Rumped ParroBssephotus haematonotus
Sulphur Crested Cockato@acatua galerita
Little CorellasCacatuasanguinea

Nankeen Kestrelcalco cenchroides

Although all available hollows were tenanted, tl
competition for nest sites was still underway.
observed a parr of Common Mynar
(Achridotheres tristisjrying to extract a Rainbow
Lorikeet from its hollow. The struggle ended whe
a Galah from the neigpouring hollow intervened
and knocked one of the Mynahs from the tree. 1
Galah then hung upside down above the Raink

Lori keetdos nest and d

(Fig 2).

The Corella (Fig 3) was not able to venture far frdife

Vv

ctor

the nest without begiharassed by the neighbouring Sulphur Crested Cockatoo, if it too was
outside its nest hollow. This resulted in the Corella making an occasional dash for the nearby
dam, having a quick drink and returning straight to the nest site at speed.

On the otheside of the tree more potential tenants were hoping to secure a spot in the popular
apartment block. A pair of Redimped Parrots made several visits to the Kestrel nest, despite
the fact that the three young Kestrels were sitting in the entrance (Mipiig.the interaction

between

L All photos by the author.
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these birds were somewhat amusing it shows how desperate the birds were to secure a place
to raise their young.
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Regular visitors to Campbell Park will also be aware of the permanent residents occupying
tree hollows, such as the Owlet Nightjaegotheles cristatu@~ig 5) and European Bees.

Add to this list occupants who are seldom seen during the day, such as Possums, Gliders and
Antechinus and it is easy to see why tree hollows are requiredowad, not just for breeding
purposes.

Across town, in aother sign of the housing shortage, | discovered a pair of Striated Pardalotes
(Pardalotus striatushad burrowed into bags of manure at Bunnings in Gungahlin (Fig 6).
The bags were wrapped in plastic and were still on a pallet, which was high up op the to
shelf in the garden section. | alerted staff about the situation and they decided, as they would
not need the pallet for a while, to leave the birds be.

The lack of suitable nest sites is not unique to the Canberra region. ltuisf@tunate

outcome of years of poor practices across the country. The clearing of land for grazing and
housing devel opments, the removal of dead al
areas, and bushfires, all contribute to the situation.

To address the apparent lack of suitable nest sites there are a number of solutions to be
considered. This includes protecting the remaining areas of remnant bushland, the provision
of nest boxes, the planting of suitable trees for future geoesaand control of introduced
species to reduce competition.

Education about why we should not use matures trees for firewood can also have an effect. A
social media campaign focusing on prdothédt i nc
burn myhomé& , was run in South Australia a few ye
by a variety of wildlife were regularly placed on social media sites. It prompted quite a bit of
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discussion about habitat preservation. If the housing shortage is to fessatt) educating
people about how important tree hollows are to the environment might be a good place to
start.

Accepted 21 March 2022
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WHITE -BELLIED CUCKOOSHRIKES IN THE ACT 1
AUGUST 1 OCTOBER 2021

KIM FARLEY
kimlouisefarley@gmail.com

White-bellied CuckooshrikesJoracina papuensis robugtare not reported every year in the
ACT and very rarely in the COG Area of Interest (Aol). When they are reported, it is usually
onebird seen for a day or for up to a week or so, after which it is not seen again. 2021 was
the exception, with two and up to four individual birds present at the same time at four sites
in August, September and into early OctoBdirthe 2021 records (agported in eBird) were

of the dark form of theobustasubspeciesf south eastern Australia. There was some early
speculation among some birders that it was one bird moving from site to site over a period of
months. However, a review of the dates the birds were reported at each site, combined with
the geographic spread the sites, indicates that more than one bird was present. This is also
supported by a review of the available photographShiyrty Westlin and the author

A (very) brief review of the species in our area

In 1992 the key publicatioBirds of the ACTI an Atlas (Taylor and COGXlassified the

Whiteb el | i ed Cuckooshri ke as a O6rare vagrantao

species may appear aitCO@Angotated hecklish éf Bitddhobfthey e ar 0
ACT(2017) describes thieadinpppeaomaesmagranbdtobdar buh

Annual Bird Repor(2019) and eBird data show that the spelsgesbeen recordealthe ACT

in all months of the year, with fewest records in summer. The species remains rare, in that it

is usually single birds reportedhet birds appear for short periods only, and both COG and

eBird data show that they are not reported every year.

eBird data show$0 confirmedsightings in 25 ACT locationsom 2002 to the end of 2021.
Seventeen of thedecationshave produced one birgported justonce or twiceover a few
days Until 2021, Diddams Closeark at Lake Ginnindermaas theexceptiorwith the species
reported three timeis nine days in June 2014. (Diddai@tose Park is also exceptional in
having records in foutifferentyears since 2013.)

Therearesix eBird records from widely separated sites in the COG Aol in NStween
2011 and 202he last being at Tinkers Creek TSR in August 2020.

2021 sightingi where andwhen

In August, September and early October there were 21 sightingddtontocationsin the
ACT:

1 Kama Nature Reserve One bird, frst reported on 14 Aug bylichael F. A further
eight sightings, some with photographs, were submitteBtal during August and
SeptemberThe lastecordwas17 Sep from Sue Lashko. Thesalso a photo record
for Kama submitted to Canberra Nature Map for 10 Sep. This photo is shown at Fig
2.

1 Callum Brae Nature ReserveOne bird, first reported on 25 Alzy Rob Geraghty.
Another seven records, some with photographs, were submitted to eBird during
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August and September. The last record was 2 Oct from David Dedenczult. Fig
shows a photograph of the Callum Brae bird.

1 Bruce Ridge Nature ReserveOne bird, reported on 5 Sep by Rainer Rehwinkel.
There were no further reports at this location.

1 Isaacs Ridge Nature Resem. One bird, reported on 8ep by Sue Beatty and Kim
Farley.Fig. 3 showshis bird There were no further reports at this location

The birds probably departed the ACT in the first week of October, as there were no further
records submitted. Callum Brae and Kama, in particular, are well birded sites with eBird
checklists submitted from there very regularly. If the birds had sti peesent, it is likely
someone would have reported them there.

One busy bird or multiple birds?

While there was some early speculation that one \Wiatiked Cuckooshrike was moving
around the ACT, photos taken by multiple observers show that the Kaim@ailom Brae

birds were two different individuals. This can be seen in Figs. 1 and 2, which show differences
in the pattern and amount of black in the markings on the breast of the two birds.

Further evidence of two different birds is provided by thesiahe Kama and Callum Brae
birds were sometimes reported on the same day, and both were reported on and off for weeks.

The Bruce Ridge and Isaacs Ridge birds may have been a further two individuals or may have
been the Kama and Callum Brae birds daoge travelling.

The Bruce Ridge bird was seen on 5 Sep, and the Kama bird on 27 and 28 Aug and then again
on 6, 8, 9, 10 and 11 Sep. The sekdometre flying distance between Kama and Bruce
Ridge Nature Reserve also suggests that the Bruce Ridgeohidi potentially have been a
separate bird though it is acknowledged that a skilemetre flight is easily possible for this
species.

The Isaacs Ridge bird was semm8 Sep and may also have been a different bird from the
Callum Brae bird. Fig3 shows the Isaacs Ridge bird, and while the photo is a little unfocussed
due to a very foggy morning, the markings on the breast are possibly a little more prominent
than the markings on the Callum Brae bird in Fig. 1. If the Isaacs Ridge bird and tnma Call

Brae bird were one and the same, a 2.5 kilometre flight between the two sites was required. It
was reported at Callum Brae on both 6 and 7 Sep. before being seen at Isaacs Ridge on the
8th. It was reported again at Callum Brae later in September an@danbber.

Behaviour

The birds were reported in eBird as calling from bare branches on treetops, taking food
(notably caterpillars) and in flight between perches. Of most interest, is that five of the sixty
2021 records from Callum Brae, Kama and Is&Rickle Nature Reserves reported White
bellied Cuckooshrike associating with up to three Biaded Cuckooshrikes. Specifically,

they were flying with, following or perching near Blafdced Cuckooshrikes. This behaviour

has been recorded in eBird in the ARGn three other occasions, including an eBird record
from Christine D in 2017 that noted a Whiiellied Cuckooshrike following and being
repeatedly chased dffy Blackfaced Cuckooshrikes. The author is not aware of how common
the association between ttveo species may be, though Higgetsal. (2006)note that White
bell i ed Cu ctsionalyh assoiateswithdather species, such as Biaek
Cuckooshri kes and Spangled Drongos, parti cul
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Figure 1. Bird with Iiht breast markings. Figure 2. Bird with heavy breast

Callum Brae Nature Reserve, ACT.10 Sep markings. Kama Nature Reserve, ACT.
2021 Qulian Robinson. 10 Sep 2021Roger Williamg.

Figure 3. Breast markings different
from the Callum Brae bird in Fig. 1?
Isaacs Ridge Nature Reserve, ACT8
Sep 2021 $ue Beatty.

Conclusion

The 2021 observations of Whibellied Cuckooshrikes in late winter and spring appear to be
unprecedented in the ACT, both because at least two birds were present at the same time
during August, September and into early October 2021and because histdnedtyngest
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