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Winter Message to our Affiliate 
Organizations

By the time you receive this you should have compiled your 
nestbox data and have a clearer picture of the 2009 nesting 
season. With all of your results in hand, I hope that you are 
passing them on to your affiliate. The information that they 
receive is of great benefit in tracking trends in your local area. 
To make your statistics useful on a much broader scale, I 
encourage you to go to the Cornell Lab of Ornithology website 
and report your data there. The process can all be done online 
at www.nestwatch.org. This will take you to the home page 
where you can register and follow the prompts to add your 
information to the larger data set that Cornell uses as part of 
its Citizen Science Program.

Now is the time to make major repairs to your nestboxes and, 
if you are in the colder climes, to winterize your boxes so that 
cavity nesters can use them for roosting. After cleaning out the 
last nest left in the box, a little fresh dried grass in the bottom 
and covering or plugging the vent holes will make it a cozy 
place on cold nights.

At this time each year, NABS renews its membership in each 
of our Affiliates. We do this not only to make us a part of 
your bluebirding community but also to receive your Affiliate 
newsletter. In the same way that we join your organization, I 
would encourage your Affiliate to reciprocate by joining NABS 
if it hasn’t already.

As you begin filling out your 2010 calendar, please remember 
NABS 2010, September 10 to 12 in Hamilton, Ontario, Canada. 
Elsewhere in this issue you will find a source for information 
on the type of identification that you will need to reenter the 
United States from Canada. Obtaining the required documents 
may take some time so please plan ahead.

Nesting season is not that far away!

Brian Swanson
NABS Vice President for Affiliate Relations

Bluebird

2010 Bluebird 
Calendar Available
Bluebird Restoration Association 
of Wisconsin (BRAW), a NABS 
Affiliate, has produced a beautiful 
wall calendar filled with bluebird 
photos. Order your copy by 
visiting www.braw.org
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From the President
Jonathan Ridgeway

Greetings of peace.

Everyone I talked to about our NABS 2009 convention 
spoke about what an excellent experience it was. I 
certainly agree with their assessment but it is unlikely 
that many of them saw the same view I did as NABS 
President. From my station, the most excellent aspects 
were the objectives that our organization met and the 
business that we accomplished, the culmination of 
nearly three years of concerted enterprise by a group 
of dedicated volunteers working together to bring 
NABS from a period of decline and set it firmly on a 
path toward regrowth and vitality. Most of the people 
with whom I spoke said they shared my optimistic 
observations about our direction. Sincere thanks to 
the many individuals who attributed a share of the 
credit to me personally.

In the context of management, the most significant 
thing that occurred was the adoption of our new 
Bylaws by a vote of the general membership. While 
the result may seem nearly invisible to our members, 
we have actually established a more comprehensive 
authority which will properly enable us to pursue 
the clear missions and purposes of our society more 
effectively. Another very important step was the 
Board’s adoption of our 2010 annual budget, the 
blueprint for our anticipated revenue and spending 
during the forthcoming year. One important element 
of this spending plan is the expressed intent for the 
General Fund, our operating budget, to contribute 
another $15,000 into our Zeleny Fund. Reallocating 
money into the Zeleny endowment earmarks its 
available resources for scientific and academic 
pursuits. Our ability to move these funds there is the 
clearest demonstration that our General Fund cash 
flow is very positive and the overall financial health of 
our organization is very strong.

There was only one issue of controversy that came 
up during the dialog about our budget, the amount 
of money we pay to publish our quarterly journal. 
The primary reason the discussion was raised is 
because it is our most expensive cost, nearly 43% 
of our total operating expenses. Initially when we 
began to talk about it some Board members felt it 
was an area where we might realize some savings. I 
recognize and appreciate the individuals who were 
adequately convinced by the debate to vote in favor 
of the proposed budget. One after the other we 
heard from people who have regular contact with 

our membership, saying how positively our on-time, 
full-color publication with so much fine quality 
content, increases our readers’ level of enjoyment and 
satisfaction with our organization and telling us how 
it has motivated more new members to join. Not only 
did the fact that we print on 100% recycled paper with 
more than 50% post consumer content and constant 
use of all vegetable, nonmetallic inks draw favorable 
discussion in our budget debate, but it also received 
enthusiastic applause when it was mentioned in the 
State of NABS Address I presented at our Saturday 
evening banquet. There seems to be lot of support 
for NABS’ leadership role in the environmental 
conservation community, regardless of what added 
cost it takes for bluebirders to be green. These are the 
main reasons why the budget discussion concluded 
with agreement that NABS has no higher spending 
priority competing for the resources that are allocated 
for the journal publication.

I wrote in my past several President’s Messages 
how pressing the need was for us to identify a 
suitable volunteer to fulfil the responsibilities of 
the Chair of the NABS Speakers Bureau. It is hard 
to imagine any more excellent surprise I could 
have received at the convention than when Board 
member, Barbara Chambers, told me she would 
volunteer to fill this vacancy. I was eager to tell her 
that Sherry Linn and the Membership Committee 
had already agreed to help deal with the Speakers 
Bureau’s database. Together they are already making 
significant progress. Bet Zimmerman of the Education 
Committee, its Chair, Terry Neumyer, and members 
of their team, are producing a package of materials 
which will surely add substantial value to the 
work of our speakers and speakers of our Affiliate 
organizations who may care to make use of them 
without cost.

There are other noticeable measures of NABS’ 
improvement; the number of people who want to 
become new members or renew their membership, 
especially for multiple years; and the increased 
number of people willing to volunteer. It also seems 
that more of our Affiliate organizations are excited 
about having an opportunity to host one of our 
annual conventions. There is no question that a lot 
of effort is required to successfully manage such an 
undertaking but as I understand, every host we have 
had as far back as anybody remembers has generated 
substantial revenue for their organization.
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I also found NABS 2009 in Harrisburg to be extremely 
rewarding from a personal perspective. It always 
means so much to me to meet and greet so many 
old friends I have known for years through no other 
contacts than NABS conventions; the great members 
of our team who talk with me as a group monthly 
and even more often individually yet we rarely lay 
eyes on each other anywhere besides our annual 
event; and to meet so many warm new people who 
may later fall into one of the other categories as years 
go by. I would like to mention a person from the first 
group who was absent and whom I missed the most, 
one who is a world-class bluebirder and has been 
such a great friend to NABS and myself for so many 
years in the past, and one who I would most cordially 
like to invite to attend any of our future conventions 
as a most welcome guest. His name is Keith Kridler.

Kathy Clark and all her great volunteers from our 
host organization, Bluebird Society of Pennsylvania, 
with the outstanding professional help from 
Wendy Knaub, were able to organize so many great 
speakers, programs and outings. It was so inspiring 
to stand on Hawk Mountain and watch the soaring 
birds after listening to such a comprehensive and 
effective introduction by Hawk Mountain Sanctuary’s 
Educator, Denise Peters. The same peak where we ate 
lunch was later pictured in a moving and informative 
conference slide presentation by Writer/Naturalists 
Clay and Pat Sutton, with discussion about a lot of the 
different species of hawks they had observed.

The birding trip to Gettysburg provided plenty 
of great information about the events which had 
transpired there during the War between the States 
and afterward. What a treat it was to see so many 
Red-headed and Downy Woodpeckers as well as lots 
of other birds. Terry Neumyer, representing both 
NABS and BSP, was one of the tour leaders who 
offered outstanding performances in the bus ride 
to and from the battlefield and also in the historic 
restaurant where we enjoyed our buffet lunch.

Special acknowledgment is due to another member 
of the NABS Board, Dick Tuttle. This annual meeting 
was the last official presence of his three-year term 
of service which was about to end. Earlier this year 
he informed us that he had decided not to seek 
reelection because he is finishing a book and hopes 
to have it published in the coming year. Dick is a 
charter member of NABS. He served as the first 
Chair of the NABS Education Committee and he 
was responsible for producing the first version of the 
NABS slide program. While it is out of date, there 
are still bluebird speakers who use it as a useful tool, 

although many have revised it in their own ways. 
Dick has been a recipient of the NABS Outstanding 
Bluebird Conservation Award and the Ohio Bluebird 
Society Blue Feather Award, only in part because Dick 
has raised more than 37,000 cavity-nesting birds on 
his bluebird trails and because of his 1975 publication 
of the popular pamphlet, “Hit the Trail for Bluebirds,” 
which he wrote for the Wildlife Division of the Ohio 
Department of Resources. Dick retired from his career 
in 1997 after 30 years in the classroom as a science 
teacher. In addition to everything else he has done, 
Dick even gave a presentation at our NABS 2009 
convention, “The Beaver Hypothesis: Bluebirding 
before the 17th Century,” explaining how information 
gained from more than two dozen scientific papers 
from four university libraries and nearly 40 years of 
field experience has established the probability that 
before settlers created farms across North America, it 
was beavers who created the most common habitats 
shared by Eastern Bluebirds and Tree Swallows. His 
presentation was very well received but the applause 
after it was not Dick’s final recognition during the 
convention. That was left to the Saturday evening 
banquet when all the guests present sang “Happy 
Birthday” to him. We are truly grateful for all the 
contributions Dick has made to bluebirding and other 
science and we are confident that we will have plenty 
more to look forward to.

In closing, I would again like to thank all the people 
I have mentioned here, all the other NABS Board 
members I did not mention by name, all other 
speakers and volunteers who did so much to make 
this convention so successful, all the people who 
attended and contributed support in other ways, all 
our donors and sponsors, all our members, volunteers 
and the members of all our Affiliate organizations, 
because it is each and every one of you who has been 
so important in making the North American Bluebird 
Society such a vibrant and vital force in the field of 
bluebird conservation. I also want to thank you all 
for your confidence in me and for permitting me the 
honor and privilege of serving as your President.

Yours in peace,

Jonathan Ridgeway
NABS President 
845-883-7908 
jonathanridgeway@aol.com
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First of all, an apology: For reasons I can’t fathom, when I sent the Fall issue’s mailing 
list to the printer, I omitted the critical information about member number and 

subscription expiration date—information that should appear on every mailing label. 
This oversight created confusion for our members and a lot of extra work for Sherry 
Linn and the Membership Committee. This was entirely my fault—chalk it up to a 
temporary lapse of focus. My apologies to all. I’ll see that it doesn’t happen again.

A clarification: In Mary Roen’s wren guard article, which appeared in the Fall issue (p. 
6), the distance from the front of the nestbox to the vertical “guard” should be about 
2 1/2 inches. This is enough to allow the bluebirds some room to maneuver, but still 
enough to deter wrens.

A request: Please send letters, articles, photos, poems—anything that would be of 
interest to your fellow bluebirders. I also welcome comments and criticism about Bluebird—this is your journal, 
so please help make it better!



	 Winter 2009-10					          5						      Bluebird

The Kingston Stovepipe Baffle
It was brought to my attention that, in the article I 
wrote about mounting nestboxes on poles, in the 
Fall 2009 Bluebird, I gave credit to Julie Zickefoose 
for the way she made the stovepipe baffles, but I did 
not give credit to the person who invented them, 
Ron Kingston. I feel very badly about this, it was an 
oversight on my part. They are incredibly effective 
and economical to make, and I want to be sure he gets 
the credit he deserves.
 
Also, I should have given credit to Steve Gilbertson 
for inventing the conduit/rebar system of mounting 
the nestboxes, and for his Gilwood nest boxes, 
which I use almost exclusively. His system has made 
mounting nestboxes so much easier that the t-posts 
I used to use, and his nestboxes are well built and 
readily used by Eastern Bluebirds on my trail.
 
Thank you so much,
Mary Roen

More on Mounting Nestboxes
I read “Mounting Nestboxes on Poles” by Mary Roen 
[Fall 2009 Bluebird]. I’ve tried this same method of 
using stovepipe as directed by Julie Zickefoose.

Here is my experiences. This stovepipe mounting 
is quite labor intensive. I still have more stovepipe 
purchased for this purpose.

The stovepipe banging against the steel rod on windy 
days made a lot of noise which seemed to deter early 
nesting in those boxes so equipped. Eventually, some 
bird, bluebird or Tree Swallow, would use those 
boxes, but only one brood per season was produced.

I have been using 4-inch PVC sewer pipe with end 
sewer pipe cap suspended with a single hose clamp. 
This is less time consuming to build, and a bit less 
costly. I have not had a single raid by any mammal on 

either method.

We had 160 nestboxes 
this past season, plus 
several more trails 
monitored by others.

Jim and Eleanor Smith
Homer, IL

Improving on Improvements
In looking at the latest Bluebird, a couple of things 
came to mind when reading it.

Page 6-Improved Wren Guard: That reminded me of 
an e-mail that I got this summer. This person said that 
he would see wrens set on the roof and look over the 
side and see the opening. So he put a board on each 
side that would come up to the front guard so that 
the wren could not see the opening when looking 
over the side. I was thinking that maybe some readers 
would like to try this; I am going to next year.

Page 12-Mounting Nestboxes: I have had the 
connector come loose before, also. What I found 
was that the screw was setting on one of the raised 
markings on the rebar. Now that I am careful when 
tightening the screw I have not had any problem. 
Another thing that I like to do is take a small piece of 
treated deck board about 6x6 inches and drill a 5/8-
inch hole in the center. This does a few things: one, 
the grass does not grow by the pipe; two, then you 
don’t have to get too close with the lawn mower and 
break the connector; and three, the connector can set 
on the board and stay out of the dirt as time goes on.
 
Herb Unkrich
District Coordinator & Director for East Central 
Illinois Bluebird Society

Letters to Bluebird

No winter lasts forever; no spring skips its turn.  — Hal Borland



	 Bluebird					          6					            Winter 2009-10

Field Comparisons of Insulated Metal Nestboxes to 
Wood Nestboxes:  Temperature Differences 

and Bird Preferences
Travis T. Kern, Todd J. Underwood, and William P. Brown

Department of Biology, Kutztown University, Kutztown, PA 19530

SUMMARY — We examined whether a new design of an insulated metal nestbox was a safe and practical alternative 
to a traditional wood nestbox design. Using a paired nestbox trail, we compared internal temperature increases and the 
preference of birds to nest in Peterson-style insulated metal nestboxes and Peterson wood nestboxes. Insulated metal 
nestboxes were only slightly warmer internally compared to wood nestboxes. Overall, across five species, birds preferred 
nesting in wood nestboxes to metal nestboxes. Thus, insulated metal nestboxes appear to be a safe alternative to wood 
nestboxes, but they might not be a practical alternative if birds do not choose to nest in them. Further work is needed 
to examine nestbox preference over the long term and to determine if reproductive performance differs between types of 
nestboxes.

INTRODUCTION
Artificial nest cavities are favored by cavity-nesting 
birds to natural cavities (Pinkowski 1979, Brawn 
1988). Among artificial nests, cavity-nesting birds 
also have shown a preference for certain styles of 
nestboxes, such as the Peterson nestbox to other 
styles (Bernier and Pleines 1993, Palahniuk and 
Bakko 1995, Davis 1995). Wood has been the most 
popular construction material for nestboxes because 
wood boxes resemble natural tree cavities and wood 
is easy material to work with and readily available. 
The limited life span of wood nestboxes has led to 
experimentation with other construction materials, 
such as PVC pipe, other types of plastics, and metal 
(Zeleny 1976). Unfortunately, metal and plastic 
nestboxes can overheat, which can be harmful to eggs 
and nestlings (Zeleny 1976, Black 1999) and may be 

lethal when internal box temperatures exceed 42°C 
(107°F) (Zeleny 1980). Wood nestboxes have been 
found to be cooler than nestboxes constructed out 
of PVC pipe, aluminum, and paper (Black 1999). A 
metal nestbox with foam insulation might correct this 
overheating problem by preventing heat buildup.

In this study, we examined whether a new Peterson-
style insulated metal nestbox (Trendsetter Bluebird 
Box; Figure 1) was a practical and safe alternative 
to traditional wood Peterson nestboxes. Our first 
objective was to determine if there was a temperature 
difference between wood and insulated metal 
nestboxes. Our second objective was to determine 
whether cavity-nesting songbirds preferred to nest in 
wood or metal nestboxes. 

Figure 1.  External and internal views of the insulated metal Peterson-style nestbox 
used in this study.
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METHODS
During March 2008, we set up 60 Peterson-style 
nestboxes at two locations on Kutztown University 
property in Kutztown and Maxatawny Townships, 
Pennsylvania. Half of the nestboxes were wood 
Peterson nestboxes made of cedar, and the other half 
were Trendsetter Bluebird Boxes that were made of 
white aluminum and lined with rigid foam insulation 
(Figure 1). Note: these metal boxes have the sloped 
roof and slanted front of a Peterson nestbox, but 
the entrance hole is round and lined with a black 
plastic insert compared to the oval entrance hole of a 
traditional Peterson nestbox. Both types of nestboxes 
had open ventilation holes on the sides (two holes 
in wood and one in metal). To provide a choice 
between nestbox types in the same microhabitat, we 
placed nestboxes in pairs approximately 3 meters 
(10 feet) apart (Figure 2), with most pairs of boxes 
separated by approximately 60 meters (about 200 
feet) or more. We set up 40 nestboxes 
at the Pennsylvania German 
Cultural Heritage Center where the 
habitat consists of a small wetland, 
agricultural fields, and hedgerows of 
trees. We set up 20 nestboxes at the 
Ronald Rhein Environmental Study 
Area where the habitat is composed 
of deciduous forest edge, a small 
wetland, and agricultural fields.

We checked nestboxes nearly 
every day from the beginning 
of the breeding season in late 
April until the end of August in 
2008 to document occupancy and 
reproductive success. We collected 
temperature measurements to 
determine if the increase in internal 
temperatures above external 
temperatures (i.e., the temperature 
differential) differed between metal 
nestboxes and wood nestboxes. 
Because nestboxes were located in a range of 
sunlight exposures from full sun to mostly shaded, 
we used this temperature differential (internal 
box temperature minus external temperature) to 
standardize temperature comparisons. We took 
temperature measurements from empty nestboxes on 
August 21 and 22, 2008, which were warm and sunny 
days with a temperature of approximately 29°C (84°F) 
from 1200 to 1800 hours (Eastern Daylight Time). 
We used electronic temperature probes (Vernier 
Lab Quest probes) to collect temperature readings 
twice every minute for five minutes. We used the 

average of these readings for each of our temperature 
measurements. We used two probes to measure 
temperature. One probe was positioned inside the box 
and the other was placed outside the box at the same 
approximate height above ground. For statistical 
analysis, we used a paired t-test to compare the 
average temperature differentials between the nestbox 
types.

To determine nestbox preference, we only used data 
from nestboxes that contained nests with eggs; nest 
starts that were never completed were not included. 
Also, only the first nest in each nestbox pair was 
used in this analysis because any subsequent nests 
in the alternate nestbox might be influenced by the 
presence of the first nest. For statistical analysis, we 
used a Fisher’s exact test to determine if there was a 
preference between the nestbox types for all species of 
bird using our nestboxes. 

RESULTS
On average, we found that metal nestboxes were 
slightly warmer inside than wood nestboxes (Table 
1). However, there was no statistically significant 
difference between the temperature differentials of 
the two nestbox types (t-test, t=1.51, p=0.07; Table 1; 
Figure 4).

Overall, birds preferred nesting in wood nestboxes 
to metal nestboxes (Fisher’s exact test, n=54, p<0.001; 
Figure 3). Each of the five species using our nestboxes 
nested more often in the wood nestboxes (Table 2). 

Figure 2.  The paired nest box design of our study with wood Peterson nestbox (left) 
and insulated metal Peterson-style nestbox (right) placed approximately 10 feet apart.
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Interestingly, only two species, House Wren and Tree 
Swallow, nested in metal nestboxes.

DISCUSSION
We found no strong difference in the temperature 
differential between the wood and metal nestboxes, 
although metal nestboxes had a slightly higher 
increase in internal temperature above ambient 
temperature than wood nestboxes. The highest 
internal temperature we recorded in a metal nestbox 
on a hot day in August was 35.3°C (95.5°F). By 
comparison, the lethal temperature for nestlings and 
eggs is about 42°C (107°F) (Zeleny 1980). Even the 
extreme temperature we observed in our study did 
not reach lethal conditions as previous research has 
suggested may occur with other non-insulated metal 
nestbox designs (Zeleny 1980). Furthermore, our 
average temperature differential or increased internal 
heat buildup was only about 0.5°C (1.1°F) higher for 
metal nestboxes than for wood nestboxes (Table 1). 
Thus, the insulated metal nestboxes we tested appear 
to pose very little additional risk of overheating 
compared to a wood nestbox.

The lack of a large internal temperature increase in 
metal nestboxes is likely due to the foam insulation 
as well as exterior box color. Several experiments 
have shown that lighter-colored nestboxes, like our 
metal boxes, are cooler than darker-colored nestboxes 

(Navratil 1999, Patterson 1980, Zeleny 1980) because 
they reflect more sunlight (Beale 2004). However, 
we do not know how much of a role the insulation 
played compared to box color in altering internal 
nestbox temperatures.

We found that five species of birds in our study had 
a strong preference for wood nestboxes to metal 
nestboxes. Nestboxes constructed out of wood may 
be more attractive to birds than metal because they 
have properties that are similar to the natural tree 
cavities that they nest in (Zeleny 1976). In our study, 
exterior nestbox color also might have played a 
role in determining nestbox preference. The wood 
nestboxes were not painted, whereas the exterior of 
the metal nestboxes were painted white. For example, 
McCabe (1961) found that House Wrens favored 
nestboxes with red or green exteriors to those with 
white exteriors. The lighter exterior color might make 
nestboxes more visible to potential predators and 
prone to disturbance. Thus, the white exterior of our 
metal nestboxes may have discouraged birds from 
nesting in them.

The different interior colors of the nestboxes in our 
study might have influenced preference too. The 
interior of metal nestboxes was light blue, the color of 
the foam insulation (Figure 1), and made the interior 
lighter than that of wood nestboxes, which was a 

Table 1. A summary of the average temperature measurements and the temperature differentials (internal box 
temperature minus external box temperature) of wood nestboxes and insulated metal nestboxes. The standard 
error is a measure of the variation in the mean temperature differentials. The sample size was 29 pairs of 
nestboxes.

Box type
Average Inside 
Temperature

Average Outside 
Temperature

Temperature 
Differential Standard Error

Wood 29.2 °C (84.6°F) 27.7°C (81.9°F) 1.5°C (2.7°F) 0.37
Metal 30.6°C (87.1°F) 28.6°C (83.5°F) 2.0°C (3.6°F) 0.26

Table 2. A summary of the number of nestboxes used by five species of songbirds that nested in 30 pairs of 
insulated metal nestboxes and wood nestboxes in 2008 in Kutztown, PA.

Species Scientific Name Wood Metal
Tree Swallow Tachycineta bicolor 5 2
chickadee species1 Poecile species 5 0
House Wren Troglodytes aedon 12 2
Eastern Bluebird Sialia sialis 13 0
House Sparrow Passer domesticus 5 0

1 Chickadee species could not be determined because our study area in southeastern Pennsylvania is in a hybrid zone 
between Black-capped Chickadees (Poecile atricapilla) and Carolina Chickadees (P. carolinenesis) (Reudink et al. 2007).
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darker natural wood finish. Pitts (1977) found that 
Eastern Bluebirds and House Sparrows preferred 
white interiors to black interiors. He suggested lighter 
interiors might make it easier for the birds to detect 
predators and easier to feed the nestlings (Pitts 1977). 

Finally, the shape of the entrance hole may have 
influenced nestbox preference. The metal nestboxes 
we used had a round entrance hole compared to the 
oval entrance hole of the wood Peterson nestbox. 
Eastern Bluebirds prefer nesting in boxes with the 
oval Peterson entrance hole to those with a round 
entrance hole (Davis 1995). Overall, a number of 
factors likely influenced nestbox preference. However, 

our study was not designed to identify these factors 
and we cannot identify which feature was most 
important in determining preference.

In conclusion, we found there is not an increased 
danger of overheating in insulated metal nestboxes 
compared to wood nestboxes. In this first year of 
our study, too few birds nested in metal nestboxes 
for us to assess any effect of nestbox material on 
reproductive success but this remains a future 
goal. Although metal nestboxes are expected to 
last longer than traditional wood nestboxes, there 
are disadvantages to using them. Insulated metal 
nestboxes cost approximately two to three times more 
than most wood nestboxes or nestbox kits. We also 
found birds showed a strong preference of nesting 
in wood nestboxes to metal nestboxes. Particularly 
noteworthy is that bluebirds did not nest in any of our 
metal nestboxes. It is important to consider, however, 
that we evaluated preference only in the first year of 
this nestbox trail. A longer time period should be used 
to fully evaluate preference as birds may use metal 
nestboxes more over time. 
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L to R: Travis Kern, Todd Underwood, Bill Brown
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in Biology at Kutztown University. He is interested in 
organismal biology and ecology.

Todd Underwood is an Assistant Professor at Kutztown 
University where he teaches courses in the areas 
of ornithology and vertebrate biology. His research 
interests are bird behavior and ecology with a focus on 
brood parasitism.

Bill Brown has conducted field research on birds 
throughout North America and is especially interested 
in avian community ecology. He is currently an 
Assistant Professor at Kutztown University.

Winter House Sparrow Control
Lance Krog

Winter can be a great time to control House Sparrow populations. During winter months, the life of a 
sparrow consists primarily of finding food and water, warming up in the sun, and returning to their 

roosting sites before dark. By this time of year, surviving House Sparrows have found a favorite place to get in 
out of the cold for the night. Sparrows typically return to their favorite roost shortly before dusk. As a result, 
trap boxes generally do not result in a great deal of success at this time of year unless sparrows are forced out 
of their roosting sites at night or are no longer able to gain access to them. Some sources indicate that House 
Sparrows are not able to survive in cold weather without a protected place to roost at night and that a week 
of cold weather without a protected place to roost will eliminate any sparrows that are “left out in the cold”. 
Consequently, it is extremely important to eliminate all possible roosting sites during daylight hours so that 
sparrows are unable to return to them at night.

Bluebird and martin houses should be unavailable at this time of year. Holes in martin houses should be 
blocked and wooden bluebird houses should be open to prevent access. Tubes in PVC boxes can be turned 
around to prevent access or removed from the roof and taken in until spring. Close off all openings in garages 
and buildings that could provide a safe haven for sparrows during the night. Try to keep windows and doors 
in outbuildings closed. Repair broken windows that allow sparrows to gain access. If sparrows cannot get to 
their normal roosting sites, they will either be forced out into the cold where they can’t survive or will look for 
alternative roosting sites. Once their favorite roosts are gone, they will be more inclined to go into trap boxes in 
an effort to locate a safe place to spend the night.

Ground traps are often very effective at this time of year as well. Bait them with cracked corn, chicken scratch 
grain, or the cheapest bird seed you can find. The cheaper the seed, the more likely it is that sparrows will 
enjoy it. They are also more likely to be attracted to a live trap that already contains another sparrow.

This article originally appeared in the February 2009 issue of Bluebird News, the newsletter of the Bluebird Recovery 
Program, Audubon Chapter of Minneapolis. It is reprinted here with permission.
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In 1996 there were five of us in northern Virginia— 
Julie Kutruff, Anne and Carl Little, and Barbara 
and Charlie Chambers—who became interested 

in finding a way to increase a bluebird population on 
the Mason Neck peninsula in Lorton. We started with 
three trails and a total of 41 boxes that fledged 139 
bluebirds and 22 other cavity nesters that first year. 
And we have kept increasing those numbers each 
year.

We had access to public lands, through Julie Kutruff, 
who worked for the Northern Virginia Regional Park 
Authority there, but our big concern was the type 
of box we needed. We tried top-opening boxes, and 
boxes without a top to deter House Sparrows! We 
had some Peterson boxes, and even a slot box, but we 
began to appreciate the square 5x4 wooden box with 
its 1-1/2 inch hole, for several reasons, so Carl Little 
got busy in his shop designing “our” box. (See the 
plans at the end of the article.)

To get them built we tried groups of adults and kids 
to put them together, with nails that just split the 
wood. And we tried mounting them onto 4x4 wooden 
posts! But after discovering what that post hole digger 
cost us in heavy labor, we knew we had to come up 
with a better method.

We could always use the metal fence post, but we 
opted for the 1-inch EMT, or electrical conduit pipe. 
We discovered that a pole-mounted box could be set 
in the ground in about two minutes using a digging 
bar so we bought a 35 pound 6-foot bar, with a wedge 
at one end and a knob on the other, and we were in 
business. A strong man with a good “eye” could make 
a 2-foot hole, that just fits an EMT, in nothing flat. 
And then can tamp the soil tightly around that pole 

with the knob end. Slick! Now all we needed was 
more good bluebird habitat, as that is the trick for any 
nestbox.

Carl had designed a 4x5 inch wooden box, with 
plenty of ventilation, that had a 2-inch thick roof. (We 
now recommend adding a light colored roof shingle 
to the box top, because it greatly extends the life of 
any box. It’s the roofs that warp and split the soonest 
we have found.) This was also a side-opening box 
for the ease of monitoring. It is much easier to count 
eggs and nestlings as well as check for blowfly larvae 
and other parasites this way. A front-opening box 
was also a possibility if the front opened down, as it 
was decided to add Jim Noel’s raccoon guard around 
the entrance hole. Jim Noel of Ashland, Illinois 
developed his “Cat & Coon” guard in 1985 to use on 
his trail of 80 boxes, in central Illinois, that were being 
systematically raided by raccoons and cats. It cut 
back on his predation dramatically. We knew a good 
thing when we found it! (See Sialia, Spring 1991, page 
58.) This predator guard is made of ½-inch hardware 
cloth (we now use the coated variety) and it forms a 
“porch” in the front of the nestbox hole that extends 
the distance a predator must reach by six inches, not 
allowing them to reach the eggs or nestlings. Not just 
climbing predators but flying ones also.

Then we added the snake guard to the pole. We 
turned to Ron Kingston who designed, in 1988, a 
stovepipe snake guard, and published his design in 
Sialia (Spring 1991, page 56). Ron, a member of NABS 

Virginia’s Nestbox Protocols
Barbara Chambers

Four of the five founders of VBS:  Anne Little, Charlie Chambers, 
Julie Kutruff, Barbara Chambers (not pictured: Carl Little)

Carl Little and a side-opening VBS box with raccoon guard
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for 31 years who lives in Charlottesville, had designed 
his stovepipe guard to fit nicely onto a pole-mounted 
box. His design was open at the top using hardware 
cloth. We chose to replace that with a cap that closed 
the top. It was quicker to put together. We use at least 
a 6-inch stovepipe, but an 8-inch diameter stovepipe 
is even better. Virginia is blessed with many large 
black rat snakes that seek lunch!

So, as you can readily see by the plans printed here, 
we now have a pole-mounted, square wooden 
nestbox with two predator guards. Our yearly data, 
which has been compiled by Charlie Chambers since 
1999, has shown us that those trails that use this 
protocol box-unit have had the best fledging success. 
In fact, there has been almost no loss of nestlings or 
eggs. And that is what we are all after—the highest 
fledging success possible. That takes a safe box. The 
Bluebird Recovery Program of Minnesota tells us 
that keeping the bluebird safe should be our main 
concern. And that any man-made nestbox is not a 
natural function of Nature so we had better be the 
best landlords possible.

The results? In 2008, the 3,597 nestboxes that 
reported to VBS that year fledged 12,180 bluebirds. 
And all other cavity nesting species (chickadees, 
Tree Swallows, House Wrens, titmice, etc.) made 
that a total of 17,547 birds in all reported VBS 
nestboxes that year. That’s almost five birds per box. 
See the detailed results on the VBS website: visit 

www.virginiabluebirds.org and go to Trail Statistics. 

Thus, we have the data to show that this nestbox 
protocol works for us here in Virginia. We 
recommend it to any bluebirder who is having 
predator problems. It is not, however, House Sparrow 
proof. That’s another article!

VBS now offers yearly grants for building our box-
units for trails in Virginia to be placed on public 
lands. We also have a partnership with Virginia 
Department of Game and Inland Fisheries (VDGIF) 
for funding boxes in urban locations in the state. 
Our box signs reflect that partnership (see below). 
VBS grants now offer a total of $2000 for boxes for 
new trails or for refurbishing old trails, and a total of 
$2000 more for youth/scout grants for building boxes 
to donate to VBS for use on monitored trails. These 
grants have been very successful and are usually 
depleted each fiscal year. Many an Eagle Badge has 
been earned by building 10 or more of these box-units 
for a VBS trail.

Barbara Chambers lives in Fairfax, Virginia, where she 
is busy as a VBS County Coordinator, a NABS Board 
member, co-Chair of the NABS Nestbox Approval 
Committee, and the new Chair of the NABS Speaker’s 
Bureau. She also answers calls to the NABS Hotline 
for the southeastern states. She can be reached at 
bj.chambers@cox.net

VBS was founded in 1999 to promote the bluebird and other 
native cavity nesting birds in our state. We are a Virginia 
Corporation and a tax-exempt organization under section 
501 (c) 3 of the IRS code. 

We would welcome any and all of you to become members of 
VBS in our efforts to bring back the bluebird to Virginia. We 
are now about 500 strong in our10th year. In the early 1900s 
bluebirds were as common as robins in our state. We are 
working to bring them back to those numbers. And more and 
more we hear people tell us that they have seen a bluebird for 
the first time, or even have one in their back yard. So perhaps it 
IS working. 

In conjunction with the North American Bluebird Society 
(NABS), we have established links with the Transcontinental 
Bluebird Trail (TBT). Our VBS sponsored links in the TBT are at 
Meadowlark Gardens in Vienna, Virginia, and the Frontier Culture 
Museum in Staunton, Virginia. These model bluebird trails educate 
the public about bluebirds and highlight the work of both VBS 
and NABS. We became an affiliate of NABS in 1999, and we are 
also a chapter of the Virginia Society of Ornithology (VSO).

And, with the encouragement of VBS, all the golf courses in the 
Northern Virginia Regional Park System are now certified under 
the Audubon Cooperative Sanctuary System, developed and 
run by the Audubon Society of NY. (for more information go to: 
www.audubonintl.org/programs/acss/golf.htm)

Your membership benefits would include a new member packet 
that will bring you a bluebird handbook with all the information 
needed to start and maintain a successful bluebird trail or 
nestbox. You would have access to all our trails, monitor training 
materials, workshops and educational programs, as well as a fall 
meeting of members every other year on the odd years, where 
we have excellent speakers with good food and better fellowship.

Our newsletter, the BIRD BOX, is automatically sent to you with 
your membership, either electronically or by mail, three times a 
year in March, July and October.

All this, and more, is available on our webpage: 
www.virginiabluebirds.org

More Information about the Virginia Bluebird Society



	 Winter 2009-10					          13						      Bluebird



	 Bluebird					          14					            Winter 2009-10



	 Winter 2009-10					          15						      Bluebird

The title, above, represents a request from Jerry 
Newman, the first Speaker’s Bureau chairman, 
who got it all started many years ago. You will 

find him on the Speaker’s Bureau web page under 
Indiana now. This is to inform you that you now have 
a new chairman. And it looks like I’m the first female 
to serve as the Speaker’s Bureau Chair.

My goal is to update the website listings for the 
Speaker’s Bureau. I already have Sherry Linn’s help. 
Sherry is our NABS VP and membership chair. 
Using Ron Kingston’s 2007 list of members of the 
Speaker’s Bureau, Sherry will be entering them into 
her database. We believe that Ron’s list is sadly out 
of date so I will need your help getting things going 
and updated. If you have ever been a NABS Speaker 
would you please check on the NABS web page, 
www.nabluebirdsociety.org, and see if your name is 
there, on the Speaker’s Bureau page? If it is, do you 
want it to remain? Is the information accurate? If it 
isn’t there, would you consider having it there?

To the extent possible, I want to have the 
communications with speakers done by e-mail in 
the future. For that, NABS will need your updated 
e-mail address for the site and my records, and each 
name placed on the Speaker’s Bureau web page will 
show the name of your city or town of residence. The 

thinking behind this (we again have Jerry Newman to 
thank for the idea) is that states are large, and you are 
now listed only under a state heading. NABS would 
like to narrow that search for any “speaker-seekers” 
to their part of the state if possible. Your location 
would do just that. Nothing but your name and town 
will show on our web page. The e-mail address comes 
up only by clicking on your name. NABS holds the 
rest of your information in the strictest privacy.

Please let me know if you will be available to give a 
NABS bluebird program. Send your information to 
me, Barbara Chambers, at bj.chambers@cox.net. I live 
in Fairfax, Virginia. You must be a NABS member 
in order to be listed as a NABS speaker. Then, as 
time allows, I will get busy updating the Speaker’s 
Bureau list. Jim McLochlin, the NABS webmaster, 
has graciously offered to get the new list back on the 
Speaker’s Bureau web page for the benefit of us all.

Terry Neumyer, the Education Chair, and Bet 
Zimmerman, our NABS consultant and Board 
member, are hard at work developing a new bluebird 
program on CD for all members. When it is ready, 
those of us on the Speaker’s Bureau list will be given a 
copy to use, if we can handle a PowerPoint program. 
So changes are under way. Come join the NABS party! 
Be a NABS Speaker. Get on the website’s list.

The Speaker’s Bureau is Active Again
Barbara Chambers, Chair

As an Educator at Hawk Mountain Sanctuary, I usually 
spend my time surrounded by hundreds of eager 

young schoolchildren. Earlier this month, I had the distinct 
honor of being surrounded by eager students, but not 
the kind I’m used to. This group can best be described as 
“young at heart.” 

On most days I guide schoolchildren on their first walk 
through the forest or visit a classroom and introduce them 
to the fabulous world of raptors and migration. It is not 
often and a rare treat to speak with adults visiting the 
Sanctuary. This is a privilege for me, even more so, when 
the adults already possesses a love of nature and birds. 
Third graders are simple, most of the time I know more 
than they do, but what could I teach a group that has more 
combined experience in birding than years I’ve lived?

I thought for a moment and decided, this is Hawk 
Mountain Sanctuary, so there is really only one thing 
to discuss and that is hawks, of course. I thoroughly 
enjoyed my hour spent welcoming this excited group to 
Hawk Mountain in the midst of our 75th anniversary. I 
did my best to enlighten them about hawks, migration, 
conservation, and even “hawk food.” Yes, those lovely 
bluebirds do occasionally become food for the hawks that 

I speak so highly of, this is a fact of life. We collectively 
agreed that (hopefully) the majority of prey consumed by 
hawks involves House Sparrows and starlings and not the 
beloved Eastern Bluebird. 

In my effort to teach this group something new and 
interesting, I decided that I wasn’t just teaching them, but 
I was seeing what the young students I teach today might 
someday become. Young or “not-so-young,” bluebirds or 
raptors, it really doesn’t matter, the excitement and the 
enthusiasm for nature and wildlife are really what is most 
important. This group taught me that the opportunity my 
job and ones like mine offer is truly unique. Each day I am 
able to make a difference in the lives of many students and 
hopefully ignite a passion for hawk watching or birding 
that will last for years. My hope is that each child or adult 
I teach today might find an enthusiasm and passion inside 
of them they did not know before. It is exciting to “light 
a spark” and open the eyes of someone into a future of 
birding. I can hope that I’m able to turn at least one young 
student into a lifelong birder and in turn they will have the 
opportunity to pass along what they have learned. I feel 
good in knowing that I am able to make a difference every 
day in the young and simply, young at heart.

NABS Visits Hawk Mountain Sanctuary
Denise Peters
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An Aristocracy among Bluebird Lovers?
Karen Hartrampf

Bluebird enthusiasts come from almost every 
walk of life, and are so united and egalitarian in 
their love of bluebirds that many would reject 

the notion, even when punning, of “bluebloods” 
among themselves. Yet, when a family’s devotion to 
the bluebird cause is developed, nurtured, sustained, 
and increased over the generations, it does indeed 
result in reverence for that family. The Sawyer-
Whittemore family comes to mind as one of bluebird 
lovers’ true nobility. 

In September 2009, this family hosted a 99th birthday 
celebration for their matriarch, Adelaide Sawyer, 
coupled with a book signing by author Pamela Kirby, 
a woman who, through association with the Sawyers 
and Whittemores, first came to love bluebirds. More 
than 75 enthusiasts from eight states turned out on 
an overcast day at the Sawyer-Whittemore home 
on Avory Lane in Ellijay, Georgia. A happy and 
congenial group enjoyed sandwiches and a large 
birthday cake decorated with bluebird motifs, while 
they learned how the lives of Sawyers, Whittemores, 
and Kirbys converged and resulted in a book born of 
friendship.

The tranquil setting first impresses the visitor with 
the resourcefulness, creativity, wise stewardship, 
and strong conservation practices of its residents. 
Recycled materials are skillfully used throughout the 
property, with such discretion that the only obviously 
recycled item is a decorative piece of ironwork which 
has become a footbridge over a small creek. Of course, 
birdhouses and feeders abound. But there is no junk 
here; neatness and relaxation coexist.

Just across the drive from the modest but 
comfortable Sawyer-Whittemore home is the shop 
and headquarters of Bluebird Housing. Laurance 
Sawyer’s two original “Woodpecker Lathes,” which 
he engineered and built for turning sections of trees 
into dream homes for birds, are displayed here. He 
called it the “Woodpecker Lathe” as it did the work of 
a woodpecker in hollowing out a log. Lifelong study 
of birds, beginning at the knee of his father Edmund 
Joseph Sawyer (1880-1971) had shown him their 
needs and preferences. The elder Mr. Sawyer was a 
self-taught naturalist and bird artist whose pioneering 
work for the National Park Service and Audubon 
Society earned him the title “Dean of American Bird 
Artists.”

Experimenting with various birdhouse designs had 
acquainted Laurance with the practical needs of 
those maintaining the houses. Sawyer house roofs 
are removable for easy viewing and cleaning, and 
have tapered bottoms to mount on poles. After his 
retirement, Laurance had more time to dedicate to 
building and improving birdhouses and feeders. 
Bluebird care was his specialty, and he became known 
as “The Bluebird Man.” He was a founding member 
of the North American Bluebird Society, along with 

Lawrence Zeleny, the Society’s first president. 
In 1981, Laurance injured his hand while making 
birdhouses, and met Pamela Kirby, a certified hand 
specialist who helped him regain the use of his 
hand. While in therapy, he introduced Pamela to 
the world of bluebirds. He told her of his labor of 
love to produce the “Cadillac” of bird houses. She 
was unaware that someday bluebirds would deliver 
therapy to her own family. 

Returning to his shop, Laurance and his son, Marvin 
Sawyer, an accomplished machinist, updated and 
improved their birdhouse building equipment and 
techniques. When Laurance passed away in 1994, 
Marvin continued the work, and trained his namesake 
nephew, Marvin Whittemore, son of Laurance’s 
daughter Elaine Sawyer Whittemore and her husband 
Edward. Edward, an expert cabinet maker, is another 
enthusiastic family member who is well-suited to 
building birdhouses. The elder Marvin passed away 

The “Woodpecker Lathe” has been lovingly improved by three 
generations of Sawyers and Whittemores.
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in 2000, and the younger Marvin continues work 
in the neat and spotless shop, with Mom and Dad 
assisting, and Grandmother Adelaide providing 
guidance and inspiration. More than 30 Sawyer 
and Whittemore extended family members, in four 
states, provide help in various ways, including the 
procurement of logs. 

Years later, Pamela Kirby’s husband Darrell was 
recovering at home from a life-threatening illness. 
During times when Darrell was resting, Pamela 
slipped outdoors to check on her bluebirds, and 
photographed them at various stages of courtship, 
nesting, and rearing of chicks, as well as in seasonal 
activities. She then shared the images with Darrell, 
relating each day’s events in the backyard.

When Darrell recovered, Pamela wanted to give 
him a gift of love for working so hard for recovery. 
She assembled her bluebird photos, along with a 
narrative, into a homemade book. After Darrell paged 
through the book, he insisted that she submit the 
book to a publisher. Boyds Mills Press accepted it, to 
the Kirbys’ delight. 

What Bluebirds Do has been nominated as one of three 
finalists for “Best Children’s Book in Science” for 2010 
by the American Association for Advancement of 
Science. What Bluebirds Do is the first book by a first-
time author to receive this nomination. Reviewers 
from several publications have received What 
Bluebirds Do with enthusiasm. (See Bluebird, Fall 2009, 
page 20.) This slim book, with its stunning photos, is 
the perfect introduction to bluebirds for both children 
and adults. And for bluebird cognoscenti, it becomes 
a treasured “family album,” to which they can turn 
again and again. 

And so, at the combined birthday and book signing, 
the Kirbys too, were “inducted” into the wonderfully 
inclusive bluebird aristocracy, anointed by the heirs 
and friends of Laurance Sawyer.

Karen Hartrampf lives with her 
husband, John (Life Member 
of NABS), in Sandy Springs, 
GA, and Sarasota, FL. For 
over 40 years, along with their 
children and grandchildren, they 
have maintained and enjoyed 
a bluebird trail in their family 
compound in Georgia. John also 
provides bluebird houses for 
interested neighbors and friends.

In 1992, they met Laurance and Adelaide Sawyer during 
a visit to their home and shop, then in Ringgold, GA, with 
the Bluebirds Over Georgia members. On that June day, 
they also purchased their first Sawyer bluebird houses. 
Until then, they had used only homemade bird houses, 
always endeavoring to improve design and materials. They 
recognized the Sawyer house as the fulfillment of every 
bluebird’s and caregiver’s wish list.

You can reach:
Karen at  granhartrampf@mindspring.com
Elaine at  bluebirdhousing@ellijay.com
Pamela at  kwings@bellsouth.net 

Marvin demonstrates the easily removable lid, which comes in 
black, green, and camouflage.

Adelaide Sawyer, Elaine Whittemore, and Pamela Kirby display 
Pamela’s book, What Bluebirds Do.
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Desperate Mountain Bluebird Nesting
George Oetzel

What happens to Mountain Bluebirds 
when aggressive Western Bluebirds 
monopolize the nest boxes? In Boulder 

County, Colorado, some probably move to higher 
altitudes that are less desirable for Western Bluebirds. 
However, we saw two cases on one nestbox trail 
this year in which Mountain Bluebirds attempted to 
nest in less desirable sites, perhaps in desperation 
resulting from competition with Western Bluebirds.

Barbecue Grill
The phone rang at 7:00, Friday morning, May 15. 
“Mountain Bluebirds are taking nesting material 
into a charcoal grill. Would you be able to bring a 
box up this morning for a better nest site?” Susan 
Spaulding, wildlife technician with Boulder County 
Parks and Open Space, was surveying birds at Betasso 
Preserve. She knew we planned to monitor our trail 
that day. Picnickers probably would want to use the 
grill during the weekend. There were no eggs yet, 
so closing the grill wouldn’t destroy an active nest. 
Providing an alternative nest site seemed particularly 
important, because only one of the 20 boxes at Betasso 
had a Mountain Bluebird nest. All the others had 
Western Bluebirds or were not yet committed.

We brought up a box, labeled it #21, and installed it 
nearby. We then closed the cleanout door on the grill 
and hoped that the Mountain Bluebird pair would 
shift to the new box. However, within a very few 
minutes, the new box was inspected by both Western 
Bluebirds and Violet-green Swallows as well as the 
Mountain Bluebird male. Meanwhile, the Mountain 
Bluebirds  kept trying to add more nesting material 
to the grill, as shown in the picture taken shortly after 
mounting the new box and closing the grill door. 

We installed another box (#22) the next day in the 
hope that the Mountain Bluebirds would use one of 
the new pair. They were still bringing nesting material 
to the grill as we mounted that box.

Two days later (Monday), Bluebird Trail Coordinator 
Marti Oetzel was thrilled to find 1/2 inch of grass 
in #22 and saw a female Mountain Bluebird enter 
the box with nesting material. After that, nesting 
proceeded more or less as expected. There were five 
eggs on May 29, but just three very young chicks on 
June 3. As the time for fledging approached, we saw 
the parents bringing food. Finally, on July 3, we found 
the empty nest after the chicks fledged. (Western 
Bluebirds took over box 21, which then suffered 
predation of the eggs, probably by a snake. Tree 
Swallows later laid five eggs in the box and fledged 
two chicks.)

The Mountain Bluebirds continued to bring nesting material after 
the cleanout door near the bottom was closed

The male and female Mountain Bluebirds, bringing food to 
nestbox 22
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Rusty Roofing
Even more desperate-seeming was the attempt to 
nest under a pile of rusty corrugated roofing material 
(“rust pile”), left from the days when the Betasso 
Preserve was a cattle ranch. On May 29, the nest had 
a single egg. We recognized that the nest was not 
likely to succeed and didn’t want to attract attention 
by approaching the nest, possibly increasing the 
risk. Observing from a distance, we saw Mountain 
Bluebird adults near the nest the next week, but not 
after that. By June 19, a lengthy period of watching 
convinced us that the nest had failed, so we checked 
and found it empty. On the same day, five blue 
Mountain Bluebird eggs appeared in Box 3, in which 
Violet-green Swallows had been building a nest, 
but had not laid eggs. The two sites are only about a 
quarter mile apart, so perhaps the rust-pile Mountain 
Birds found this box and moved in. That’s what we 
like to think. Three of the five eggs hatched, and the 
chicks fledged successfully. 

Mountain Bluebird nest under the rusty roofing

One egg in the rust-pile nest

George Oetzel is a retired 
engineer who volunteers 
as webmaster for the 
Boulder County Nature 
Association and editor of the 
Boulder County Audubon 
Society’s newsletter. Visit 
www.boulderaudubon.org 
for more information.

Winter Feeding of Bluebirds
Bet Zimmerman

While bluebirds prefer insects, mealworms, and berries, after much persistence (sometimes years) they may 
sample or even gobble up suet or peanut butter mixtures during the winter (<40°F or after the first freeze, 

when insects become inactive) or early spring. In the meantime, while the bluebirds are acquiring a taste for it, 
the suet will be adored by woodpeckers, chickadees, titmice, nuthatches, wrens, etc.

To introduce bluebirds to suet, try cutting limbs from bushes or trees loaded with red berries that bluebirds 
like, and place them near the suet. You can also put some on top of a fence post, or in a bowl covered with 
hardware cloth (to prevent Blue Jay robberies) near where they hang out, and then gradually move it closer 
and closer to the feeder. Try mixing suet in with some mealworms (toss to coat the worms) in a mealworm 
feeder, gradually reducing the mealworms until only suet is offered (otherwise they might only eat the 
mealworms). They seem to prefer suet crumbled into small, pea-sized lumps.

You can find more information on winter feeding, including suet-mix recipes, at www.sialis.org/suet.htm
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My tribute to George Loades this afternoon is 
on behalf of the Calgary Area Bluebird Trail 
Monitors, where he played a key role. Each 

year for many years he built and gave away 300 nest 
boxes to our monitors, and most of the more than 
50 trails in the Calgary area will have George’s nest 
boxes on them. He monitored over 400 nest boxes, 
the largest number in our club, and banded large 
numbers of bluebirds and Tree Swallows every year. 
He was passionate about bluebirds and had about 
twice the energy of most of us so he got a lot done.

Monitoring - Now a few notes about the history of 
George as a bluebird trail monitor. He began in 1985 
in a small way when he put out 34 nestboxes in the 
Jumping Pound area with his father Curly Loades. 
In 1986 he had 102 boxes in the Jumping Pound area 
and put out 28 boxes in the Priddis area. In 1987 
his totals were 222 boxes in both areas and by 1990 
he had over 300 nest boxes on the two trails, which 
he monitored every year up to now. This year he 
was able to monitor his bluebird trail, now over 400 
boxes, up until about July 31 when his illness became 
more severe, so he only missed banding his late Tree 
Swallows. He has recorded fledging an average of 
nearly 800 bluebirds and over 1400 Tree Swallows 
each year recently. 

Banding - Most years he banded his adult female 
bluebirds and Tree Swallows and the young in the 
nestboxes as they reached the banding stage at 
about 10 days of age. In 2001, he banded his 10,000th 
bluebird and in 2006 he banded his 10,000th Tree 
Swallow. He has had some significant recoveries of his 
banded birds. One 
of his Tree Swallows 
was recaptured in 
Northern California, 
whereas other 
Calgary area banded 
Tree Swallows 
were recovered in 
Louisiana or East 
Texas. He had one 
of his bluebirds 
caught by a cat near 
Kalispell, Montana 
one spring when 
it was on its way 
up here. One of his 
Tree Swallows was 

9 years old, only the third time this has happened.

Conferences - George was a natural ambassador 
for bluebirds. He and Ann often went to bluebird 
conferences put on by the North American Bluebird 
Society. There he was able to represent our group and 
encourage fellow bluebirders all across the continent. 
They went to such places as Athens, GA, San Antonio, 
TX, Kearney, NE (twice, one time they drove through 
a snow storm to get there), and Great Falls, MT. And 
this list is probably not complete.

We will miss George’s enthusiasm at our annual 
meeting coming up on October 17. And especially, 
our monitors will miss the 300 boxes he made each 
year. He mentioned the last time I saw him about two 
weeks ago that he had the 300 nest boxes made for 
2010, but they weren’t painted yet. We will pick them 
up soon. Thanks again George.

Longtime NABS member George Loades passed away on 
September 22, 2009 at the age of 68, after a short illness. 
George was the Affiliate representative for the Calgary Area 
Bluebird Trail Monitors (now the Calgary Area Nestbox 
Monitors). His dedication to bluebirds and other cavity-
nesting birds is evidenced by his many awards, including 
being honored for the Best Bird Rejuvenation Project 
(1993, Alberta Fish and Game Department), the Order 
of the Bighorn Award for outstanding contribution to 
the conservation of Alberta’s fish and wildlife heritage 
(2000, the government of Alberta), Bluebirder of the 
Year for outstanding achievement in the field of bluebird 
conservation (2006, NABS), and the Blue Feather Award 
for significant contribution to bluebird conservation in 

Alberta (2007, the 
Mountain Bluebird 
Trails Conservation 
Society and the Ellis 
Bird Farm).

Don Stiles is 
coordinator of the 
Calgary Area Nestbox 
Monitors, and has 
known George since 
1986. Don delivered 
this tribute at 
George’s memorial 
service September 28, 
2009. 

In Memoriam: George Loades
Don Stiles

George with his handiwork from last winter (Jan-Mar 2009): 260 bluebird 
boxes (holes not showing), plus 15 boxes with smaller holes for wrens 
or chickadees, and 8 boxes with larger holes for kestrels or Saw-whet 

Owls.  George built more than 200 nestboxes each year for many years and 
distributed them to Calgary-area nestbox (bluebird trail) monitors. 

Photograph courtesy of Ann Loades.
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Take-A-Kid Along
Sandy Seibert

In 1977, Dr. Lawrence Zeleny wrote an article for 
National Geographic entitled, “Song of Hope for 
the Bluebird.” The volume of mail he received 

because of that article was overwhelming, over 
80,000 pieces. Because of the interest generated 
from that article, the North American Bluebird 
Society (NABS) was created. If he were alive today, 
Dr. Zeleny would have to be bursting with pride 
because of the accomplishments of NABS and its 
affiliate organizations. He would also probably be 
skeptical for the future of bluebirds. While bluebird 
conservation has taken hold in this country and the 
population of the species has rebounded, what does 
the future hold for these beautiful birds?

In today’s society, with all of 
the electronic gadgets, Twitter, 
Facebook, etc., is there room 
in the lives of the upcoming 
generation for bluebirds? That 
question was a dilemma for the 
executive committee of Bluebirds 
Across Nebraska (BAN). At 
our conferences and quarterly 
meetings we would look around 
the room at the many aging faces 
of the members in attendance. We 
asked each other who would be 
here in 10, 20, 30 years when so 
many of us will not be around? 
Who will take up this crusade 
when we are no longer able? 

BAN has always encouraged its County Coordinators 
to be involved in teaching children about bluebirds. 
Many have talked to school, church, and Scout groups 
about the need for conservation, the loss of habitat, 
and the plight of the bluebird. Several have helped 
children’s groups build bluebird nest boxes. While 
some of these activities were very successful many 
were not. Working with children for one day is quite 
limiting. How much do they retain and how long will 
they retain it? Many of the nestboxes were probably 
never erected. Worse yet, it was discovered many of 
those that were set up were placed in incorrect habitat 
or were neglected. 

The conclusion was drawn that it is not feasible 
to expect children, on their own, to take on the 
responsibilities of caring for a bluebird trail whether 

it is one box or more. While contemplating this 
dilemma an idea evolved. What would happen if we 
asked our members to take a child with them when 
they monitored their trail? With this idea in mind, 
the BAN Take-A-Kid Along (TAK-Along) project was 
created this past spring. The goal of this project is to 
plant a seed of love for bluebirds and all of nature 
in the minds of our children, nurture it, and watch it 
come to fruition as the children become adults. 

Participation in the TAK-Along project is simple. 
Members interested in joining complete a registration 
form and are asked to pledge to take a particular 
child along with them as often as possible when 
monitoring their trail. A set of guidelines was created 

to give the adults direction and 
to help ensure the success of 
the project. Adult mentors were 
encouraged to discuss a different 
bluebird topic with their TAK-
Along buddies each time they 
walked their trails. While the 
children learned how to monitor 
a trail, they were also being 
taught the history of bluebirds, 
habitat requirements, and the 
importance of monitoring and 
record keeping. The adults were 
also encouraged not to limit 
themselves to bluebirds but to 
also point out to their child the 
different things in nature that 
were all around them. A goal was 

set to have 100 children participate. That goal was 
exceeded as 104 children ranging in age from 3 to 14 
became involved in the project.

It was thought that if people made an investment 
in the project they would tend to be more involved 
and take the idea more seriously. Consequently, a 
TAK-Along kit has been made available for the cost 
of $10.00. The packet includes two children’s books 
(Bluebird Rescue and The Young Birder’s Guide to 
Birds of Eastern North America), a spiral notebook 
and a pen for record keeping, and a fanny pack for 
carrying trail supplies. Unfortunately, the new book, 
Children’s Bluebird Activity Book by Myrna Pearman, 
was not available when the TAK-Along program was 
created. Because of its comprehensiveness, it will be 
included in the packet in future years. Participants 
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were encouraged to purchase the packet but it was 
not a requirement for participation.

Feedback from the participants was needed so the 
effectiveness of the program could be judged and 
improvements made. At the end of the season two 
questionnaires were mailed to the adult participants, 
one for them to complete and one for 
their child. Additionally, BAN asked the 
participants to send an account of their 
TAK-along activities. This could be in 
the form of a story written by the adult 
or the child, a photograph, or a drawing 
the child created. As an 
incentive, anyone sending 
a report had their child’s 
name entered in a drawing 
for a pair of Eagle Optics’ 
Raven 6½ x 32 binoculars 
donated by Eagle Optics. 

The feedback received was 
overwhelmingly positive. 
An 11 year-old child who 
had the opportunity to 
watch bluebirds fledge 
from a box just outside a 
window of her grandparent’s house wrote, “I was 
filled with awe and will always remember that day.” 
One of the questions in the children’s portion of 
the questionnaire is, “Do you want to help monitor 
bluebird nest boxes again next year? A 13 year-old’s 
reply – “Definitely!” One of the questions the adults 
were asked was if the project should be continued. 
Every one of them replied “yes.”

Some of the participants took this project to heights 
that were never imagined. One member not only 
involved her three grandchildren but also an entire 
Sunday school class that she teaches. 

One of BAN’s County Coordinators worked with 
a Cub Scout pack. The Scouts earned the World 
Conservation Award by participating in the TAK-
Along project. The Pack became members of BAN 
and purchased TAK-Along kits for each den. In 
March, a program was held to teach the boys 
about bluebirds and how to monitor a trail. At the 
beginning of the season, 24 scouts (ages 6 to 10) along 
with their parents mounted 30 nest boxes around the 

perimeter of the city of Wayne, Nebraska. Each boy 
had ownership of at least one box. Every week, each 
scout along with a parent monitored his box and kept 
records of what he saw. They fledged bluebirds, Tree 
Swallows, chickadees and House Wrens. 

Dr. Zeleny concluded his article by saying, “May we 
yet see the bluebird of happiness fully 
restored to our land!” During the last 
several decades we’ve come a long way in 
fulfilling that dream. In order to keep the 
bluebird population strong, however, we 
need to educate the next generation. The 

task of keeping Dr. Zeleny’s 
hopes alive is in our hands. 
BAN encourages any NABS 
Affiliate interested in starting 
a TAK-Along project of its 
own to contact Sandy Seibert, 
wseibert2@cox.net, for more 
information. By becoming 
a participant in a TAK-
Along project, you will be 
passing on a legacy of love 
for bluebirds and nature in 
general. 

You can learn more about BAN by visiting their website at 
www.bbne.org/

For the last 17 years, Sandy Seibert has owned and 
operated Backyard Birds, Inc., a wild bird supply store in 
Omaha, Nebraska. Once a month, she is a guest on a call-in 
radio program where she answers questions pertaining to 
attracting birds. She became a lifetime member of Bluebirds 
Across Nebraska in 1994. Shortly after joining, Sandy 
became the membership chairperson. In 1996, she and her 
husband, Bill, became 
the Douglas County 
Coordinators for BAN. 
In 2003, Sandy was 
elected president of 
BAN. At the present, 
she continues to serve 
in these positions. 
Sandy and Bill enjoy 
all forms of outdoor 
activities, especially 
wilderness camping.

Take a hand.
Open a mind.
Touch a heart.
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Border Crossing Information for Americans Attending NABS 2010

Attending NABS 2010 in Canada will require some advance planning if you live in the United States—
returning to the U.S. is not as easy as it once was. Starting in June 2009, U.S. citizens returning home 

from Canada (or  Mexico, the Caribbean, or Bermuda), by land or sea, are required to present one of these 
travel documents:

•	 U.S. Passport – This is an internationally recognized travel document that verifies a person’s identity 
and nationality. It is accepted for travel by air, land and sea.

•	 U.S. Passport Card – This is a new, limited-use travel document that fits in your wallet and costs less 
than a U.S. Passport. It is only valid for travel by land and sea.

•	 Enhanced Driver’s License (EDL) – Several states and Canadian provinces are issuing this driver’s 
license or identification document that denotes identity and citizenship. It is specifically designed for 
cross-border travel into the U.S. by land or sea.

•	 Trusted Traveler Program Cards – NEXUS, SENTRI, or FAST enrollment cards can speed your entry 
into the U.S. and are issued only to pre-approved, low-risk travelers. The cards are valid for use by 
land or sea; the NEXUS card can be used in airports with a NEXUS kiosk.

For more information, including information on re-entry by special groups (children, Native Americans, 
U.S. Lawful Permanent Residents, and U.S. military), visit www.GetYouHome.gov or contact your travel 
agent or U.S. Customs and Border Protection office. Please be ready to join us in Ontario in September 2010!

Coming Soon:  NABS 2010 - Ontario, Canada
WHERE:  Royal Botanical Gardens, Hamilton, Ontario, Canada

WHEN:  Friday, September 10 through Sunday, September 12, 2010

HOSTS:  Ontario Eastern Bluebird Society (http://www.oebs.ca/)

KEYNOTE SPEAKER:  Beverly Kingdon, Reintroduction of Trumpeter Swans

PROGRAMS:
Bluebird Banding in Nestboxes
Status of Cavity-Nesters in Ontario
Status of Purple Martins
Display of Live Raptors
Geo-Locators to Track Purple Martins
Interactions of Predators and Wood Thrushes
Chimney Swifts
Bluebirds and Barn Owls in British Columbia

FIELD TRIPS:
La Salle Park - Swans on Burlington Bay
Cootes Paradise - Keeping invasive Carp out of the Great Lakes
Royal Botanical Gardens
Boat tour of Hamilton Bay
Long Point Bird Observatory - North America’s Oldest Bird Observatory

SUGGESTED NEARBY SIDE TRIPS:
Dundurn Castle, Niagara Falls and Stratford Festival

ACCOMMODATIONS:
Visitors Inn, 1.800.387.4620, $103 CAD - NABS Rate
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Research Review
A Summary of Recent Scientific Research on Bluebirds and Other Cavity Nesters

Scott W. Gillihan
How do bears find woodpecker nestlings?
Few things in the natural world are as helpless as a 
baby bird in the nest. The nestlings don’t help the 
situation, given their loud begging for food—the 
noise could be like ringing a dinner bell for a 
predator. The authors of this study investigated 
woodpecker nests and their vulnerability to attack by 
black bears.

Over a three-year period, the authors located 315 
Yellow-bellied Sapsucker nests in sugar maple trees 
in Ontario. The authors determined the age of the 
nestlings by using a small video camera to peer inside 
the cavity. They checked the nests weekly, noting the 
status of the nestlings and whether the nest had been 
attacked by a bear (obvious due to the presence of 
claw marks and teeth marks, and the nest cavity torn 
open). On each visit, they also noted the maximum 
distance from the nest that the begging nestlings 
could be heard.

They found that nest survival rates started to decline 
at about day 24 of the nesting period, reached their 
lowest point at about day 37, then increased again 
until fledging. This pattern showed a remarkable 
overlap with the volume of nestling begging calls: the 
calls started at about day 24, reached their maximum 
volume at about day 37, and declined until fledging. 
Since bears were responsible for most of the nest 
failures (71%), and since bears are known to hunt at 
least in part by listening for prey, it’s obvious that the 
bears were keying in on the young birds’ begging.

One interesting side observation: the bears almost 
always (94% of the time) tore a new opening into the 
tree trunk, at the level of the nestlings, rather than just 
enlarging the entrance hole. Follow-up tests found 
that the wood tends to be softer at the site of the 
bear-excavated hole than at the woodecker-excavated 
entrance.

Tozer, D.C., E. Nol, D.M. Burke, K.A. Elliott, and K.J. 
Falk. 2009. Predation by Bears on Woodpecker Nests: 
Are Nestling Begging and Habitat Choice Risky 
Business? The Auk 126:300-309.

Why do birds collide with windows in urban areas?
Collisions with windows cause more bird deaths than 
any other human-related factor, other than habitat 

destruction: in the U.S. alone, an estimated one billion 
birds are killed each year by colliding with glass. 
Under the right lighting conditions, glass can reflect 
trees or sky or other scenery, or allow birds to see 
these things on the other side of the glass, fooling 
the birds into thinking they can fly to those areas by 
flying into the glass. Sadly, most collisions are fatal—
even birds that fly away often die later.

As part of a long-term effort to understand the causes 
of these collisions and to develop solutions, Dr. Klem 
and his colleagues compiled information on the 
construction and landscaping of 73 buildings in New 
York City. They also checked each building daily for 
58 days in the fall and 56 days in the spring, looking 
for birds that had died from window strikes. They 
found 475 birds of 50 species in the fall (82% died) 
and 74 birds of 25 species in the spring (85% died).

The authors concluded that, at least in urban areas, 
the number of bird-glass collisions could be reduced 
by using less glass (especially reflective glass) in new 
construction, and by landscaping with low-growing 
vegetation and/or by eliminating shrubs and trees 
from areas close to buildings with glass.

Klem, D., Jr., C.J. Farmer, N. Delacretaz, Y. Gelb, 
and P.G. Saenger. 2009. Architectural and Landscape 
Risk Factors Associated with Bird-Glass Collisions 
in an Urban Environment. The Wilson Journal of 
Ornithology 12:126-134.

Do woodpeckers excavate new nest cavities to avoid 
ectoparasites in old cavities?
Ectoparasites such as blood-sucking flies can exact 
a toll on nestlings, reducing their growth rates and 
lowering their chances of survival. It is believed that 
the population of ectoparasites might build up over 
time if nests are reused. But creating a new nest is 
labor-intensive for the adults, especially in the case 
of excavators such as woodpeckers. As it turns out, 
Northern Flickers may reuse nests 60% of the time.

Dr. Karen Wiebe wanted to test the effects of 
ectoparasites on flicker nestlings. In the spring, 
she located nest cavities that flickers had used the 
previous year and newly excavated cavities. She 
cut a “door” in the tree to allow her to access the 
nestlings. She fumigated (with diatomaceous earth 
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and pyrethrin) some of the old cavities and some of 
the new cavities to remove any parasites. She checked 
the nests periodically throughout the nesting cycle, 
weighing the nestlings each time. In the nests that she 
had fumigated, she picked any parasites off of the 
nestlings and re-fumigated the cavity.

The results:
•	Nestlings in the unfumigated cavities had far 

more parasites than nestlings in the fumigated 
cavities.

•	Among unfumigated cavities, there were slightly 
more parasites in the cavities from the previous 
year than in the new cavities.

•	At about day 14 after hatching, nestlings from the 
fumigated cavities weighed more than nestlings 
from the unfumigated cavities.

•	At fledging, nestlings from the fumigated new 
cavities were heavier than nestlings from the other 
types of cavities (no difference between those 
other three types).

•	There was no difference in fledging success 
between all four types of cavities.

The bottom line: At least for Northern Flickers, the 
decision to excavate a new cavity each year does not 
appear to be a strategy for avoiding ectoparasites. The 
minority of flickers that excavate a new nest cavity 
may do so because of a shortage of available cavities.

Wiebe, K.L. 2009. Nest Excavation does not Reduce 
Harmful Effects of Ectoparasitism: An Experiment 
with a Woodpecker, the Northern Flicker Colaptes 
auratus. Journal of Avian Biology 40:166-172.

A great big THANK YOU to these NABS Sponsors!
Our sponsors support the work of NABS through an annual contribution

True Blue Level (at least $250; available only to NABS Affiliates)

Nestbox Neighbors (at least $100 contribution in support of the NABS convention 
hosted by the Bluebird Society of Pennsylvania)

Bronze Level (at least $500)
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The North American Bluebird Society serves as a clearinghouse for ideas, research, management and education 
on behalf of all bluebirds and other native cavity-nesting species. NABS invites all state, provincial, and 
regional bluebird organizations to become NABS affiliates in a confederation of equals all working together 
toward a common goal, a further partnership in international bluebird conservation. No cost is associated with 
affiliating with NABS. Your affiliated organization will be recognized and listed on the NABS website and in 
Bluebird. If your organization has a newsletter, please forward a copy to our headquarters. To find out more 
about becoming a NABS affiliate, read our Affiliate Letter. Notice: If you are listed below, please check listing 
to see if it is current.  If not, please contact web@nabluebirdsociety.org with correct information.

Affiliates of the North American Bluebird Society

Alberta
Calgary Area Nestbox Monitors
Ron Reist 
5720 – 59 Ave
Olds, AB T4H 1K3 - CANADA
Ph:  403-556-8043
E-mail: rreist1@shaw.ca

Ellis Bird Farm, Ltd.
Myrna Pearman
PO Box 5090
Lacombe, AB T4L-1W7 - CANADA
403.885.4477
403.887.5779
mpearman@telus.net
www.ellisbirdfarm.ab.ca

Mountain Bluebird Trails 
Conservation Society
Gwen Tietz
PO Box 401 Stn Main
Lethbridge, AB T1K-3Z1 - CANADA
403.553.2780
mtnblue@telus.net

Arkansas
Bella Vista Bluebird Society
Jim Janssen
83 Forfar Drive
Bella Vista, AR 72715
479.855.4451
J-G_Janssen@sbcglobal.net

British Columbia
Southern Interior Bluebird Trail 
Society
Sherry Linn
18588 Old Richter Pass Rd
Osoyoos, BC V0H-1V5 -CANADA
250.495.7891
goldstrm@vip.net
www.bcbluebirds.org

California
California Bluebird Recovery Program
Dick Blaine
22284 N. De Anza Circle
Cupertino, CA  95014
408.257.6410
dick@theblaines.net
www.cbrp.org

Palos Verdes South Bay Audubon 
Society
Nancy Feagans
2010½ Pullman Lane
Redondo Beach, CA 90278
310.483.8192
nancy@pvsb-audubon.org
www.pvsb-audubon.org

Colorado
Colorado Bluebird Project
Audubon Soc of Greater Denver
Kevin Corwin - 720.482.8454
9308 S Wadsworth Blvd
Littleton, CO 80128
303.973.9530
303.973.1038 f
bluebirdproject@denveraudubon.org
www.denveraudubon.org/bluebird.htm

Florida
Florida Bluebird Society
Bill Pennewill
P.O. Box 1086
Penney Farms, FL 32079
floridabluebirdsociety@yahoo.com
www.floridabluebirdsociety.com
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Idaho
Our Bluebird Ranch
Leola Roberts
152 N 200 E
Blackfoot, ID 83221
208.782.9676

Rocky Mountain Blues
David Richmond
HC 67  Box 680
Clayton, ID 83227
208.838.2431
fowest@custertel.net

Illinois
Jo Daviess County BBRP
Dick Bach
9262 Fitzsimmons Rd.
Stockton, IL 61085
815.947.2661
kiritemoa@mwci.net
www.jdcf.org/guardians

East Central Illinois Bluebird Society
Loren Hughes
1234 Tucker Beach Rd
Paris, IL 61944
217.463.7175
lghughes@joink.com

Indiana
Indiana Bluebird Society
Ken Murray
PO Box 134
Rensselaer, IN  47978-0134
219.866.3081
ibs@indianabluebirdsociety.org
www.indianabluebirdsociety.org

Brown County Bluebird Club
Dan Sparks
PO Box 660
Nashville, IN 47448
812.988.1876
360.361.3704 f
b4bluebirds@yahoo.com

Iowa
Johnson County Songbird Project
Jim Walters
1033 E Washington
Iowa City, IA 52240-5248
319.466.1134
james-walters@uiowa.edu

Iowa Bluebird Conservationists
Jerad Getter
PO Box 302
Griswold, IA 51535
712.624.9433 h
712.527.9685w
jgetter@hotmail.com

Bluebirds of Iowa Restoration
Jaclyn Hill
2946 Ubben Ave
Ellsworth IA 50075-7554
515.836.4579
jaclynhill@netins.net

Kentucky
Kentucky Bluebird Society
Philip Tamplin, Jr.
PO Box 3425
Paducah, KY 42002
502.895.4737
kbsnews@yahoo.com
www.biology.eku.edu/kbs

Louisiana
Louisiana Bayou Bluebird Society
Evelyn Cooper
1222 Cook Rd
Delhi, LA 71232
318.878.3210
emcooper@bayou.com
www.labayoubluebirdsociety.org

Maine
Mid-Coast Audubon Society
Joseph F. Gray
35 Schooner Street #103
Damariscotta, ME 04543
207.563.3578 
joecar@gwi.net
www.midcoastaudubon.org

Manitoba 
Friends of the Bluebirds
Barry Danard
PO Box 569
Killarney, MB R0K 1G0 - CANADA
204.523.8258
jbdanard@mts.net
www.mts.net/~jbdanard/index.html

Maryland
Maryland Bluebird Society
Kathy Kremnitzer
19305 Deer Path
Knoxville, MD 21758
301.662.7818
Griffin459@myactv.net
www.mdbluebirdsociety.org

Massachusetts
Massachusetts Bluebird Association
Henry R. Denton
726 Montgomery Road
Westfield, MA 01085-1090
413.562.0926
daltd9@msn.com
www.massbluebird.org

Michigan
Michigan Bluebird Society
Kurt Hagemeister
PO Box 2028
Ann Arbor, MI 48106-2028
734.663.9746
810.736.8713 f
khagemeister@michiganbluebirds.org
www.michiganbluebirds.org

Minnesota
Bluebird Recovery Program
Audubon Chapter of Minneapolis
Lance Krog
22035 Penn Ave
Lakeville, MN 55044
952.469.2054
lancek@frontiernet.net
www.bbrp.org

Missouri 
Missouri Bluebird Society
Steve Garr
P.O. Box 105830
Jefferson City, MO 65110
573.638.2473
stevegarr@missouribluebird.org
www.missouribluebird.org

Montana
Mountain Bluebird Trails, Inc.
Johnny Hanna
P.O. Box 14
Wapiti, WY 82450
307.587.7064
president@mountainbluebirdtrails.com
www.mountainbluebirdtrails.com

Nebraska
Bluebirds Across Nebraska
Derry Wolford
705 9th Ave
Shenandoah, IA 51601
info@bbne.org
derrywolford@prodigy.net 
www.bbne.org
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New Hampshire
NH Bluebird Conspiracy
Bruce Burdett
5 Upper Bay Rd
Sunapee, NH 03782-2330
603.763.5705
blueburd@myfairpoint.net

New York
NY State Bluebird Society
John Ruska
3149 Witaker Road
Fredonia, NY 14063
716.679.9676
ruskhill@adelphia.net
www.nysbs.org

Orleans Bluebird Society
Gary Kent
3806 Allen’s Bridge Rd.
Albion, NY 14411
585.589.5130
gkworking4u@hotmail.com

Schoharie County Bluebird Society
Kevin Berner
499 West Richmondville Rd
Richmondville NY 12149
518.294.7196
bernerkl@cobleskill.edu

North Carolina
NC Bluebird Society
Ray Welch
401 Farmbrooke La.
Winston Salem, NC 27127
336.764.0226
rwelch5@bellsouth.net
www.ncbluebird.org

Ohio
Ohio Bluebird Society
Bernie Daniel
9211 Solon Dr
Cincinnati, OH 45242
513.706.3789
ohiobluebird@acninc.net
www.ohiobluebirdsociety.org

Oklahoma
Oklahoma Bluebird Society
Herb Streator
6400 E. Commercial St
Broken Arrow, OK 74014
918.806.2489

Ontario 
Ontario Eastern Bluebird Society
Bill Read
24 Brand Place
Cambridge , ON, N1S 2V8 - CANADA
519.620.0744
info@billreadsbooks.com
www.oebs.ca

Oregon
Prescott Bluebird Recovery Project
Charlie Stalzer
PO Box 1469
Sherwood, OR 97140
email@prescottbluebird.com
www.prescottbluebird.com

Pennsylvania
Bluebird Society of Pennsylvania
Harry Schmeider
448 Portman Road
Butler, PA 16002
724.285.1209
harryschmeider@gmail.com
www.thebsp.org

Purple Martin Conservation Assoc. 
John Tautin
Tom Ridge Environmental Center
301 Peninsula Dr., Suite 6
Erie, PA 16505
814-833-2090
jtautin@purplemartin.org
www.purplemartin.org

Tennessee
Tennessee Bluebird Trails
Louis Redmon
381 Liberty Rd
Wartburg, TN 37887
423.346.3911
amyredmon@hotmail.com

Bluebirds Across America
Farrell Roe
95 Hayes Branch Trail
Jackson, TN 38301
731.424.6161
roerockingr@aol.com

Texas
Texas Bluebird Society
Pauline Tom
PO Box 40868
Austin, TX 78704
512.268.5678
ptom5678@gmail.com
www.texasbluebirdsociety.org

Virginia
Virginia Bluebird Society
Anne Little
726 William St
Fredericksburg, VA 22401
540.373.4594
vbs@virginiabluebirds.org
www.virginiabluebirds.org

Audubon Society of Northern Virginia
Jill Miller
4022 Hummer Rd
Annandale, VA 22033
703.256.6895
info@audubonva.org
www.audubonva.org

Washington
Cascadia Bluebird & Purple Martin 
Society
Michael Pietro
3015 Squalicum Pkwy #250
Bellingham, WA 98225
360.738.2153
mmpietro@hinet.org

West Virginia
Potomac Valley Audubon Society
Peter Smith
PO Box 578
Shepherdstown, WV 25443
304.876.1139
pvsmith@frontiernet.net
www.potomacaudubon.org

Wisconsin
Aldo Leopold Audubon Society
Larry Graham
918 Arts Lane
Stevens Point, WI 54481
715.344.0968
lgraham@uwsp.edu
www.aldoleopoldaudubon.org

Bluebird Restoration Assoc of 
Wisconsin
Patrick Ready
1210 Oakwood Ct
Stoughton, WI 53589
608.873.1703
pready@tds.net
www.braw.org

Lafayette County Bluebird Society
Carol McDaniel
14953 State Rd. 23
Darlington, WI 53530-9324 
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We do not share or sell NABS’s membership list.
$10.00 of each annual membership is designated for 
subscription to Bluebird, the quarterly journal. The 
remaining portion of payment is a contribution.
Payment must be in U.S. funds.
   Mail to: �NABS Treasurer, P.O. Box 7844, 

Bloomington IN 47407
An online membership form with payment through 
PayPal is available online at www.nabluebirdsociety.org

Renew Today!  Give a friend the gift of bluebirds!
Date _________________
o New Membership    o Renewal    o A gift subscription from: ____________________________________________   for:

o 1 Year   o 2 Years   o 3 Years   o 4 Years			   Name: __________________________________________
			   Household	 Single Person
Subscribing		  o $30		  o $20			   Address: ________________________________________
Supporting		  o $50		  o $40
Contributing		  o $85		  o $75			   City: ____________________________________________
Guardian		  o $110		  o $100
Life			   o $500		  o $500			   State / Province: ______    ZIP: ______________________

Organization		  o $50					     Phone: __________________________________________
Small Business		  o $50
Corporation		  o $125					     Email: __________________________________________
A+ (for Affiliate members only)		  o $15
       Name of Affiliate organization: _______________________
       NOTE: Multiple years are not available for “A+” — this membership type must be renewed annually.

Additional Donation
o $30	 o $50	 o Other __________
o “Friend of NABS” for current calendar year (does not include quarterly Bluebird)  $15

o Check enclosed (in U.S. funds)
o Visa	 o MasterCard

Card #__________________________________

Last 3 digits on reverse side: ______________

Expiry: ________   Signature: ______________________________


