
Welcome to the 2020 fall newsletter. Hope you had 
a good bluebird and Tree Swallow year. Early re-
ports indicate it was an excellent year after a diffi-

cult start. I always like to rehash the weather during the 
breeding season as it is the number one factor by far that af-
fects both reproductive and overwintering success for blue-
birds. For the first time in the last 100 years of record keeping 
every day of the month of March was above freezing. April 
was somewhat cooler at 1 degree below the long term aver-
age. It was the first month in the last five that was below aver-
age. November 2019 being the last. Then came May. It was 
a month of thirds, two thirds winter and one third summer. 
Driving on the 401 to Woodstock on May 14 I had to drive 
through white outs, 10 days later I had to turn on the air 
conditioner. The polar vortex we experienced caused wide-
spread bluebird nest failure. I lost 22 bluebird nests in the 
egg or young stage during the record low night time tem-
peratures we experienced from May 5 to May 13. The night 
time temperature on May 9th was -4.3˚ Celsius. Overall the 
month was 0.9 degrees below average, making it the coldest 
May since 2008. Bluebirds thrive in hot humid weather, they 
don’t do well during polar vortex’s. Surprisingly many blue-
birds did survive this cold and were able to fledge young. 
This is why we recommend that all boxes be completely 
sealed with only the nest hole entrance being open. Even a 
small opening will allow cold air to blow in and cool the 
young. Try it with a window in your house when we have a 
40 km east wind and an early May temperature of 5˚ and see 
the effect of a one inch opening. 

Most of the winds during the polar vortex were coming 
out of the east. To avoid cold air going into the nest box 
point the nest hole toward the south if possible. June was hot 
with 8 days above 30˚ Celsius, while we typically only average 
two of those days. It was the hottest June since 2005. South-
ern Ontario experienced the 3rd hottest July in the over 100 
years of records in the Waterloo region. The 15 days over 30˚ 
Celsius was well above the July average of only 3.5 days. 
There were no reports of problems during this heat wave. In-
deed the hot weather seemed to stimulate more nest activity. 
I can’t remember a year when I have had this many late nests 
going well into August. Because of covid there was a defi-
nite lack of outside activity, fewer cars on the road, fewer 
jets in the sky and fewer people out and about which al-
lowed wildlife to thrive. 

(Long term averages based on 1981-2010 data from the 
Waterloo Wellington airport.) 

We are showcasing two excellent photographers in this 
newsletter – Timothy Guay and Shelia Rudesill. They have 
allowed OEBS to use their photographs for this newsletter. 

 

2019 OEBS Conservation Award 
The award for 2019 was given to Gwen and Dennis 

Lewington who monitor a trail of 74 nest boxes in Grey 
County in an area between Sauble Falls and Oliphant. All 
nest boxes are in pairs with two at each stop. Each George 
Coker design nest box is attached to a free standing metal  
t-bar. Dennis and Gwen have fledged 3,050 bluebirds and 
over 7000 Tree Swallows during the 35 years they have man-
aged this trail. Indeed worthy recipients of the 2019 award. 
The painting of one of their George Coker design nest boxes 
was given to them by Bruce and Laurie Mackenzie. 

 

Gwen and Dennis Lewington 
~ Mike Rowlands 
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The Trouble With House Wrens 
Over the years House Sparrows and raccoons have been 

major problems on bluebird trails. House Sparrows have de-
clined overall and raccoons are now prevented from accessing 
nest boxes with proper predator protection. Deer Mice and 
House Wrens have now become the biggest issue. House 
Wrens are notorious for removing the eggs of both bluebirds 
and Tree Swallows. The best way to prevent Deer Mice from 
using the nest box over the winter is to cover the nest hole 

(see Picture). This 
can be done immedi-
ately after the Tree 
Swallows fledge or 
after the last bluebird 
fledging. This will 
also prevent House 
Wrens from using the 
boxes and allow them 
to nest elsewhere. 
House Wrens are a 
protected species 
under the migratory 
bird act and their 
nests or young can-
not be removed. The 
bluebird society rec-
ommends that boxes 
have no ventilation 
holes with only the 
entrance hole allow-
ing access. In boxes 

where ventilation holes allow Deer Mice entry the box can 
be left open over the winter. This is the case with the Peterson 
style boxes I monitor on the Doon Valley golf course. They 
can then be closed in late spring for the Tree Swallows or ear-
lier to accommodate the early returning bluebirds. Deer Mice 
can carry the Hantavirus so always wear a mask when clean-
ing out Deer Mouse nests or when removing any nest after 
fledging.  

 

The Trouble with Photographers 
Having photographers camp out near your nest boxes for 

hours on end has become a big problem affecting the success 
of your bluebird nests. This was especially the case this year 
with covid 19 as more photographers than normal were out 
taking pictures and Eastern Bluebirds were highly sought 
after. I am not against taking photos of bluebirds as long as 
they are not disturbing their normal activity. 

There are some good photographers that take wonderful 
pictures that fill our magazines. Shooting photographs from 
a car usually works well as a blind. The problem is that most 
photographers do not know what normal activity is and seem 

to be not able to tell what part of the nest cycle the bluebirds 
are in. This year on a very cold spring day in May I had two 
cars that were beside a nest for 2.5 hours where the bluebirds 
were flying back and forth with food and not able to enter 
the nest box because of their presence. When I asked them 
to kindly move they had no idea what the bluebirds were 
doing. The young were already cold and badly in need of 
brooding and food. I hate to say it but most are only inter-
ested in getting a picture. These people are not naturalists. A 
course on ethical behaviour when taking pictures of wildlife 
would greatly benefit a lot of these photographers.  

 

An Unusual Egg Clutch 
Bill Read 

As part of a former bio monitoring study to look into the 
effects of chemical sprays on birds nesting in apple orchards 
I monitored over 180 nest boxes in 2010 . These boxes were 
located in apple orchards and in control sites that were not 
sprayed. On June 7, 2010 I observed a complete Eastern 
Bluebird nest with no eggs in one of the control site boxes 
located near Branchton, Ontario, Canada. The nest box was 
on a free standing pole and greased to prevent climbing pred-
ators like raccoons from accessing the contents. When I re-
turned on June 17 the nest contained 5 bluebird eggs and 1 
Tree Swallow egg. As I approached a second year female Tree 
Swallow flew out of the nest box. I recorded in my field book 
that something had probably happened to the female blue-
bird and the Tree Swallow has now taken possession of the 
nest box. The male or female bluebird were never observed 
at this nest box during the 13 visits I made to this nest box. 
When I returned on June 20, I confirmed that the Tree Swal-
low was incubating the clutch of eggs including the 1 egg 
that she laid. On June 28 four of the 5 Eastern Bluebird eggs 
had hatched and were about 1.5 days old. One bluebird egg 
was infertile. On my next visit the following morning on June 
29 the Tree Swallow had hatched. 

This gap in age put the Tree Swallow at a disadvantage 
when being fed and after a few days it was clearly being out-
competed for food by 
the larger bluebird 
nestlings. 

On July 1 the 
four bluebirds were 
removed and put in a 
bluebird nest where 
the eggs were infer-
tile. The 4 bluebirds 
and the one Tree 
Swallow all fledged 
successfully. To allow 
bluebirds to fledge 
from a nest box man-

This box has been fitted 
with a Deer mouse guard

~ Bill Read



aged by Tree Swallows would most likely end in failure. The 
bluebirds would fly into a tree to wait for the adults to feed 
them which would not happen or would happen for only a 
short period. If I had not found a nest with the infertile eggs 
I would have located them in other bluebird nests. This 
works as long as they are all the same size. The puzzling thing 
in all of this is why the Tree Swallow only laid 1 egg. Did she 
recognize the bluebird eggs as her own. 

A similar occurrence happened in 2002 in an apple or-
chard near Copetown, Ontario where 1 bluebird egg was laid 
before the nest was taken over by Tree Swallows that laid an 
additional 5 eggs. On the June 23 nest check 1 Tree Swallow 
and 1 bluebird had hatched. On June 25 all 5 Tree Swallows 
had hatched. The bluebird was 1 day older than the Tree 
Swallows. On the June 30 visit I recorded that the 5 Tree 
Swallows were 6-7 days old and the bluebird 8 days. On July 
6 the bluebird was removed from the nest and taken to a bird 
rehabilitator near Guelph until I could find a box with same 
age bluebirds to put it in. While at the rehab facility the blue-
bird flew out an open window and was not re-found. All 5 
Tree Swallows fledged successfully. The best option is to place 
any orphaned nestlings in with other bluebirds. They must 
be the same size as the bluebirds that are already in the new 
nest or they will not be fed evenly. 

Two other examples of Tree Swallows incubating and 
hatching bluebird eggs are found in the literature. One by 
Field in 1971 was not a natural occurring event, as the eggs 
were taken from a failed bluebird nest and put in an existing 
Tree Swallow nest with 5 eggs. Two of the 5 Tree Swallow 
eggs were removed and put in a Tree Swallow nest nearby. 
Two of the bluebird eggs hatched, the third was infertile. The 
three Tree Swallow young were placed in another nest leaving 
only the two bluebird nestlings in the nest. Both were banded 
and fledged on June 16,1971. The other example took place 
in a large grid of nest boxes monitored by Chapman in 1955. 
This nest box was taken over by Tree Swallows after a Male 
House Wren had destroyed the eggs and the bluebirds had 
abandoned it leaving one egg unbroken. The Tree Swallows 
laid 5 eggs making it a clutch of 6. The bluebird’s egg 
hatched along with the five swallow eggs and the nestling 
bluebird developed at the same rate as the swallows but it 
died when about half fledged (Chapman P-60, 1955)  

Chapman,L.B. (1955). Studies of a Tree Swallow Colony. 
Bird Banding 26:45-70  

Field,M. (1971). Tree Swallows acting as foster parents 
to bluebirds. Ontario Bird Banding 26:45-70 

Acknowledgments – Thanks to Dr. Frances Bonier for pro-
viding information on Tree Swallow- bluebird nest activ-
ity. 

The Red Headed Woodpecker 
Status: Endangered 
Reason for designation: This boldly-patterned woodpecker, 
which inhabits open deciduous forests, has experienced a sub-
stantial long-term population reduction. This decline is as-
sociated primarily with reduced quality of breeding habitat, 
particularly the loss of standing dead trees needed for nesting, 
fly-catching, and food caching. Other threats include in-
creased competition for nest sites from native and non-native 
bird species. The Canadian population is now likely less than 
6,000 mature individuals, almost all in Manitoba and On-
tario. It appears to not be self- sustaining, and ongoing de-
clines may accelerate given that numbers are also decreasing 
in adjacent parts of the U.S. range. 
Occurrence: Saskatchewan, Manitoba, Ontario, Quebec 
Status history: Designated Special Concern in April 1996. 
Status re- examined and designated Threatened in April 
2007. Status re-examined and designated Endangered in 
April 2018. 
 

Good News for Red-heads 
For years, populations of the Red-Headed Woodpecker 

have been declining at an alarming rate. The primary culprit 
seems to be development of the species bottomland forest 
habitat. Numerous conservation efforts sprang into action to 
reverse these declines, and the hard work has paid off. The 
population declines appear to have leveled off, raising hope 
that the species is on the road to recovery. You can learn more 
at www.birdlife.org  
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Editors Comments It was not that long ago that I could 
easily find RHWP in the Cambridge area. They have almost 
completely disappeared. I have not seen one in this area in 
the last two years. It is interesting to note that they were 
common in the fifties at a time when European Starlings 
(another cavity nester) reached their peak population. In the 
cosewic report no mention was given to the impact that auto-
mobiles have on RHWP. When they were more common I 
picked a number off the road that were hit and killed as they 
swooped low over the road from tree canopys that lined the 
roadways. 

James Baillie from the ROM estimated the Hamilton 
population of Starlings at 2 million in 1954. There were so 
many that shotgun shoots were organized in gore park Ham-
ilton to thin them out a bit. The first shoot took place on 
January 25, 1954 with 122 gunners with shotguns. 

Approximately 2500 starlings were shot out of the White 
elms that lined Gore Park. There were no reports of injuries 
except several people that were hit by the starlings as they fell 
to the ground. These elms were later decimated by Dutch 
Elm Disease. A further shoot on Feb 2 with 50 gunners elim-
inated another 2000 birds. The shoots proved ineffective as 
more starlings moved in to replace the ones that were shot. 
These shoots took place in other areas including Cambridge 
and Kitchener. Starlings–although still common–have  
decreased from that time. 

The Eastern Bluebird was classified as not at risk in 
1996 based on a COSEWIC report by Bill Read and Robert 
Alvo. ... Recent long term trends for Eastern Bluebird from 
1970-2015 show an annual increase of 1.94% for Canada and 
1.28% for Ontario. In recent years it has been overwintering 
in greater numbers in Ontario. Eastern Bluebirds continue 

to do well in Canada. Well managed predator proof nest box 
trails have greatly aided their recovery. 

 

Monitoring American Kestrel Nest 
Boxes  
By: Stewart McLellan 

The American Kestrel is North Americas smallest Falcon 
and is a species of open country. Ideal kestrel habitat consists 
of open space with snags, fence posts, trees or power lines 
which provide perches from where they can hunt or feed on 
captured prey. Kestrels are secondary cavity nesters and will 
use a wide variety of nest sites including old woodpecker 
holes, crevices in barns and building roofs as well as man 
made nest boxes. 

Kestrel numbers in North America have been in serious 
decline since at least the 1960s and the reasons behind this 
decline are not yet clear. 

The propensity of kestrels to use man made nest boxes 
provides an opportunity for citizen scientists to participate in 
conservation and research efforts directed at this species. 

I have been placing and mon-
itoring nest boxes for kestrels for 5 
years with the boxes located in 
Whitby and North Pickering, in 
Durham Region. I currently mon-
itor 7 boxes placed in ideal kestrel 
habitat. 

This year, 4 of the 7 boxes were 
occupied with a total of 16 kestrels 
fledged from these 4 boxes. 
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Female American 
Kestrel and eggs 
in nest box



The placement and monitoring of boxes for kestrels pro-
vides valuable information on the breeding success of these 
birds. I strongly encourage anyone monitoring kestrel boxes 
to report their results to organizations such as the American 
Kestrel Partnership (AKP). 

One the biggest challenges in monitoring kestrel boxes is 
European Starling competition. At one box this year, starling 
nests at varying stages of completion were removed from the 
box on 7 consecutive weekends before a late season kestrel 
pair occupied the box and successfully nested. 

I have been fortunate enough to participate in several kes-
trel conservation programs including the American Kestrel 
Genoscape Project. This project is a large-scale collaborative 
effort to create a spatially explicit map of American Kestrel 
breeding populations using high resolution genetic molecular 
markers.. 

The creation of this map will allow researchers to collect 
DNA from a feather on their wintering grounds and then 
map the bird back to its breeding population of origin. This 
information will allow for the identification of population-
specific trends and migratory connectivity maps. 

More information on the American Kestrel Genoscape 
Project can be found at https://fullcyclephenology.com/re-
searchareas/genoscape/ Under this program, I was one of 
many “Citizen Scientists” that collected breast feathers from 
nestlings in the boxes I manage. 

Feather collection was carried out under an approved Ani-
mal Care Protocol and a Wildlife Scientific Collectors Au-
thorization from the Ministry of Natural Resources. All 
feathers collected were sent to Boise State University, Boise, 
ID for DNA analysis. 

Additionally, this year Valerie Levesque-Beaudin, a re-
searcher with the University of Guelph, collected the nest 
material from 13 kestrel nest boxes managed by kestrel en-
thusiasts across south-western Ontario shortly after the 
young had fledged each box. The nest material was collected 
to examine the insect communities present within the nesting 
material. 

Several OEBS 
members also mon-
itor Kestrel boxes in-
cluding Bill Read and 
Renee Hallman who 
monitor boxes on an 
old Canadian Wildlife 
Service trail in the 
H a m i l t o n / C a m -
bridge area. Bill and 
Renee had success 
with two of the boxes 
they monitor and 
they also participated 

in the collection of the nest materials project. 
Looking forward, I intend to remain actively involved in 

Kestrel conservation with plans to expand the number of 
boxes I monitor to 12 in time for next year’s breeding season. 
I will also be helping Bill and Renee resurrect the Canadian 
Wildlife Service trail by replacing existing boxes that are in 
poor condition and expanding the number of boxes on the 
trail. 

I also plan to become actively involved in the banding of 
nestlings with the goal of being able to identify returning 
birds in future years. 

Any OEBS member interested in learning more about 
American Kestrel nest boxes or interested in becoming in-
volved in future projects can email me at: stewart.mclel 
lan@cardinalenviro.ca. 

 

How to Record Nest Contents 
Bluebird eggs are very sturdy and if they do not hatch will 

stay intact in the nest. This is especially so with infertile eggs 
as they will not loose any of the calcium they contain. In eggs 
that are fertile calcium in the egg shell is released to the grow-
ing embryo. As calcium is released the egg shell is made more 
porous and is now easier for the growing embryo to break 
out of the egg. With eggs that are left in the nest I break 
them open to see if they are infertile or have some embryo 
development. I record this in my field book. 

Adult bluebirds remove dead young from a nest up until 
it is no longer physically possible for them to do so. This is 
why it is important to check the nest contents later in a nest-
ing. If you started with 5 eggs and at day 12 after hatching 
had 1 infertile egg and only 3 nestlings you can count  
1 young that has died and been removed even thought there 
are no dead young in the nest. I am sure someone will tell 
me I can’t count it if I don’t find it. While unless it is in foster 
care we can assume it has died and been removed by one of 
the adults. Both lower egg clutches and increased mortality 
usually occur in later second broods as daytime temperatures 
increase. Warm air temperatures may initiate embryonic de-
velopment in the eggs that are laid first. More asynchronous 
hatches occur in second broods causing young to be of dif-
ferent sizes based on hatch times. 

This can result in some young being underfed as they are 
not able to reach as high as the first hatched and die. Birds 
that are able to stick their heads up the highest usually get 
fed more. 

Does an egg weigh more when it is first laid or just before 
the developing embryo emerges from the egg at day 14. An-
swer–It weighs more when it is first laid. As the embryo de-
velops inside the egg water in a gaseous form and carbon 
dioxide are released through the tiny pores in the egg shell 
as oxygen moves into the egg from the surrounding air. As  
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fats in the yolk are broken down and used for food by the 
developing bird, a large amount of water is released. 

This results in a daily loss of weight mainly as a result of 
the water loss. The egg should lose weight gradually but con-
tinuously over the 14 day incubation period. If it stops losing 
weight and remains constant the embryo has probably died. 
A study by T. David Pitts determined that bluebird eggs lost 
an average of 12% of their original weight, but some as little 
as 5.5 % and others lost as much as 24%. The volume of the 
air cell at the blunt end of the egg is directly proportional to 
the loss of weight in the egg during incubation. As the egg 
loses weight the air cell volume increases. Incubation in blue-
birds is usually 14 days but can vary depending on at-
mospheric conditions. It is also a period for females to regain 
their strength after nest building and egg laying and to pre-
pare them for the more strenuous activity of feeding and car-
ing for young. 

Studies that I am doing on female weight gain during in-
cubation indicate that females can gain considerable weight 
during this period. They are sometimes fed by the male but 
most take short recess breaks where they feed and defecate. 
The usual weight of a summer adult bluebird is 30 grams. I 
had one female that weighed 39.6 grams at the end of her 
14 day incubation. Other females had similar weight gains 
that were well over 30 grams. I will also be looking to see if 
weight gains in females are different between first and second 
broods. 

Pitts, T. David 1995 Air cell development and mass 
changes in Eastern Bluebird eggs during incubation. 
Journal of field Ornithology, volume 66, pages 418-423. 
His book, Studying Eastern Bluebirds A Biologist’s Report 
and Reflections is an excellent read. 

2020 Nest Box Survey 
I know I said that last year would be the last for the nest 

box survey and we would only do it at 5 year intervals. If I 
get the surveys in earlier then I will do another nest box sur-
vey. I will call it the covid 2020 survey. So in order to get 
surveys in earlier I have to get this newsletter out earlier 
which I am trying to do. My plan is to have it mailed by the 
end of September. I will send out a nest box reporting form 
with the fall 2020 newsletter. 

 

Wood Duck Society 
If you are in the Wood Duck business this is the place to 

find out the best practice for setting up nesting boxes for 
Wood Ducks. Boxes work better when set up on land. That 
way you can manage them without having to wade through 
deep water. Invasive species like starlings can be easily re-
moved on a regular basis. Active management of your nest 
boxes produces much better results than passive manage-
ment. www.woodducksociety.com 

 

Black Capped Chickadee 1 Inch  
Reducer 

For me this was a productive year for Black Capped 
Chickadee nests with seven. Five of these successful nests 
were on the Doon Valley golf course. The chickadees use 
mostly moss to build their nests. 

One nest had 9 young that fledged successfully. After the 
young hatch I have been attaching a 1 inch reducer which 
will restrict Tree Swallows, bluebirds and House Sparrows 
from entering the nest box. 

One nest of 6 eggs was destroyed by a Deer mouse. It 
will not stop House Wrens or Deer Mice. Since chickadees 
nest earlier than wrens they are not a problem. Deer mice can 
be a significant problem as they will disrupt nests and will eat 
newly hatched young. As explained earlier putting a cover 
over the entrance hole will prevent winter occupancy by Deer 
Mice. When it is time to take off the covers the Deer Mice 
should have found another location. Deer Mice can carry the 
Hantavirus so it is always 
a good idea to wear a 
mask when removing 
them or any other nest. 
This nest box stuff re-
quires a lot of manage-
ment. Non bluebirders 
think you just put up a 
box and that’s it, we 
know better. It takes a 
lot of hard work to be 
successful. 

6

Reducer ~ Bill Read

Wood Duck ~ Timothy Guay



Stove Pipe Guards vs Baffles and 
Grease 

The Ontario Eastern Bluebird Society will not en-
dorse any nest box that does not have proper predator 
protection. All nest boxes should be on free standing T-bars 
or metal poles with adequate predator protection. In my 
opinion the use of grease to stop climbing predators is not 
only cost effective but almost 100% effective at stopping 
predators particularly raccoons from reaching your nest box. 
A stove pipe baffle is also almost 100% effective but requires 
more time and expenditure to equip all your nest boxes in 
this form of predator protection. A cone type guard can also 
be very effective at stopping climbing predators like Fox 
Snakes and Grey Rat Snakes from reaching the contents of 
the nest box. Larger cone type guards have been effective at 
stopping Grey Rat Snakes at the Queens Biological Station 
Tree Swallow grids. Since these arboreal snakes only occur in 
isolated areas of Ontario they are not a problem for most nest 
box operators. Cone type guards are very labour intensive in 
making and installing and require more maintenance to keep 
them in place. The wind blows them around and this con-
stant movement weakens the attachment. 

Stopping Ants with food grade grease Unfortunately 
food grease will not effectively stop climbing ants. I use Ca-
nadian Tire Grease to stop ants. (This is the same grease I 
use on the metal poles and t- bars). As long as it covers 
around the pole with no gaps it presents a barrier they wont 
be able to cross. At Windermere Park in Hamilton I manage 
a grid of 47 nest boxes. Ants have been a problem but only 
if you open the box and disturb them, they then spread out 
over the nest and will bite the young. They have a strong bite 

for such a little ant. Better to stop them in the first place. 
Another possible solution to stop the ants might be putting 
diatomaceous earth under the nest material. I am not sure 
how effective this is. 

 

Banding at Nest Boxes 
The North American Banding Council has produced a 

set of guidelines for banders when banding at nest boxes. I 
was involved in writing this by providing my input. Complete 
predator protection must be employed before banding can 
take place. The protection of the bird you are banding is al-
ways the number 1 priority. Knowing when and when not to 
band is also important. Banding when young can fledge pre-
maturely or when females are incubating should never be at-
tempted. 

 

Unusual Banding Stories 
Story 1: I had an interesting recapture on a farm near 

Glen Morris. On May 6, 2020 I banded a second year male 
bluebird on a first nesting at the Cumis Insurance office site 
off the north service road in Burlington. Unfortunately the 
nest was affected by the cold spring weather and all the young 
died. I recaptured this same male July 1, 2020 on a second 
nesting at the Glen Morris site about 40 km away from 
Cumis. He had left Cumis after the failed nesting and trav-
elled all the way to Glen Morris. On unsuccessful nestings 
the female or male or both may leave to find another site. 
Mostly they stay where they are and attempt another nesting. 
If any one leaves after an unsuccessful nest it is usually the fe-
male. I suspect that this male may have fledged from this 
Glen Morris site and has returned. This site fledged young 
in 2019 but I missed banding one of the sets of young. He 
was probably one of those. He had a successful second nest 
attempt at the Glen Morris site. If he is still alive in 2021 will 
he return to Cumis or Glen Morris? The female stayed put 
at Cumis and had a successful nesting with a different male. 
This 2 year old female fledged from Cumis in 2018 and this 
may possibly be the reason she stayed. Hopefully I will re-
capture both of these birds next year. 

Story 2: A pair of bluebirds at the Drummond apple or-
chard north of Hamilton had three successful nestings pro-
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ducing 12 young. I recaptured them at each nesting. It is un-
usual for bluebirds in Ontario to have 3 successful nests in 
one year. This same pair were recaptured together in 2019 
and also had two successful nests producing 9 young. Both 
these birds fledged from this exact same location. The female 
is 2 years old and the male is 3 years old. This demonstrates 
both high mate and site fidelity. The male was not re- cap-
tured as a one year old in 2018. Hopefully they will return 
in 2021 to Drummond. 

 

Predatory Deer Mice  
by W.F.Read. This article from the OEBS fall newsletter 
November 1990.  

In the past, I haven't always had the heart to evict those 
cute little Deer Mice. The future may be different. This year, 
I opened a nest box where I expected to see newly hatched 
Tree Swallows, only to find an adult Deer Mouse eating the 
head off a newly hatched Tree Swallow. Only the remains of 
Tree Swallows and one body was left. I am now wondering 
whether Deer Mice, along with chipmunks, may be respon-
sible for other nest failures where a cause cannot be deter-
mined.  

Deer Mice can be a real nuisance, as their urine will ruin 
the nest box and also prevent Tree Swallows and Eastern 
Bluebirds from nesting in them. If allowed to use the nest 
box in the winter, Deer Mice will nest in it the following 
spring. It is best to evict them in late fall–so they can find 
another home before winter–and to leave the nest box open 
so they will not re-occupy it.  

Nest boxes placed along brushy fence rows with trees are 
especially undesirable. Eastern Bluebirds will nest in natural 
cavities along those brushy borders, but the nests tend to be 
at a much higher elevation, 20-25 feet in natural cavities ( 
personal observation ). As they are freeways for squirrels, 
chipmunks, raccoons, Deer Mice and other mammalian pred-
ators, if at all possible place nest boxes on top of metal posts 
or along fence lines that are as far out in the open as possible 
within 100 meters of a tree.  

Editors Note: I wrote this article 30 years ago and much of 
it still applies today. Never allow Deer mice to nest in your 
boxes. Much of the problem can be eliminated by not putting 
boxes in brushy areas and by either leaving the nest box open 
or using a wood cover as shown earlier in this newsletter. Re-
member to always wear a mask when cleaning boxes out as 
they can carry the Hantavirus.   
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A Group of Young Carolina Wrens. These nestlings 
were disturbed by a lawnmower near their nest but within a half 
hour all had fledged to bushes nearby.  

 ~ Shelia Rudesill  

Adult Carolina Wren ~ Shelia Rudesill  


