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material that had been dropped on the ground during the operation and storing
these in crevices in nearby trees. After that they resumed their normal schedule
of feeding the young and looking after nest sanitation.

The nestlings showed no inclination to leave the carton but by 22 April they
were moving about actively within it and occasionally hopping up on the edge and
even to nearby branches. At this age they do a lot of preening and vigorous wing-
flapping. On 24 April they were not in the carton, but as I was examining it they
flew from where they had been perched three or four feet above it. They flew out
across an adjacent beaver meadow, one veering left and the other right. The one
on the left lost elevation rapidly but managed to reach the base of a spruce at the
edge of the meadow, where it landed and at once began to climb upward among
the branches. The other described an arc of about 75 yards, bringing it back to
the border of spruces from which it had taken off and there it disappeared.

The adults were seen frequently in the meantime but the young were not
seen again until 14 May, when they were together and about 100 yards from the
nest. On 27 May they were seen with the adults but seemed to be largely feeding
themselves. On 5 June the four birds were again seen together, but on 8 June RRR
had disappeared. BR remained with the adults through the summer and was still
with them in October. Since early August its plumage has been indistinguishable
from that of an adult.~—~Russell J. Rutter, Huntsville, Ontario, Canada.

Slate-colored Junco wintering dates at Baltimore.—From 1941 through
1968 I banded 1,004 Slate-colored Juncos (Junco hyemalis) in northwestern
suburbs of Baltimore. Here my extreme dates for xighting the species have been
24 September and 13 May, with the period of common oceurrence about 21 October
to about 24 April. My banding has shown, however, that the individuals which
spend the winter arrive chiefly from about 10 November on and leave chiefly
by 14 April.

My earliest banding of a junco that apparently wintered was 27 October;
the bird was seen to 1 January. (I once trapped on 26 October one I had banded
the previous winter, but then never caught 1t again and so can not be sure that it
wintered again.) My next-earliest banding dates for winterers are 10, 12, 14, 16
and 17 November. Three winterers that returned and wintered again were first
seen in their second seasons on 3, 11 and 27 November. The latest spring date on
which I recorded a marked winterer was 19 April; the next-latest were 14, 12, 11,
10 (three times) and 9 April.

Middleton (Bird-Banding, 15: 15, 1944) has reported very similarly that at
Norristown, Pa., about 90 miles northeast of Baltimore, ‘“‘the general winter
group”’ of juncos is present between mid-November and 1 April, and that he
trapped his earliest return birds in. November but the largest number in December.

Of my 1,004 birds, 15 (1.49 percent) showed stays of more than 100 days.
The longest stay I recorded was 151 days, the next-longest were 129 and two of
128. These figures, too, are very similar to Middleton’s (loc. cit.). Of 1,560 juncos
he banded at Norristown, 19 (1.22 percent) showed stays of more than 100 days;
the longest were two of 148 davs.-—Hervey Brackbill. 2620 Poplar Drive, Balti-
more, Maryland, 21207.

Hybrid Warbler collected in South Florida. I netted a hybrid warbler
on October 8, 1960, at my banding station in Homestead, Florida. The bird was
an immature female showing characteristics of the Golden-wing, Blue-wing and
Brewster’s. It was photographed and examined alive by Dr. Wm. B. Robertson,
Jr., and John C. Ogden as well as by myself, before dying in the hand. The skin
was prepared by Ogden, and sent to Dr. Lester L. Short of The American Museum
of Natural History for further examination. Since 1950 records of hybrid warblers
in South Florida have included only one sight reporting, at W. Palm Beach.

The accuracy of sight records ean be judged by the following remarks about
this hybrid by Dr. Short:

“It is unique in its characters . . . probably a back-cross product of a hybrid
and a Golden-wing. It could almost equally be an “‘introgressant’” (Golden-wing,
that is, a bird produced by Golden-wing parents which both had some Blue-wing
genes as a result of past hybridization in the area where the bird was produced.
The specimen clearly shows too much yellow below and too much yellow-green
abave to be considered a variant Golden-wing. Also, the wing bars, while vellow,



