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major milestone was

reached last month
in the reintroduction of
the Whooping Crane to
Louisiana i on 11 April
in Jefferson Davis Parish,
a Whooping Crane chick
hatched in the wild, the
first in the state in more
than 75 years. Two days
later, a second chick from
the same nest hatched.

0This is some
been looking forward to
since the reintroduction
began in 2011
siana Department of
Wildlife and Fisheries
biologist Sara Zimorski,
who leads the Louisiana
Whooping Crane project.
00One of the
restoring the species is
successful reproduction.

had

We 6 v e
m i nesting the last couple of
years but until now no
favorabl e

o ut conpageb5.

an exciting time for us

and all of our partners

who have worked so hard
alongside us. o

Added Zi morskip—oTthe
support and cooperation
of the many landowners
and farmers on whose
property the birds spend
time is critical to the suc-
cess of the

pl
The new parents paired
earlier this winter and

nested and produced eggs
for the first time in mid - |
March. The female is 4
years old and the male is
just 3 years old.
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USFWS Put s

In January the US Fish &
Wildlife Service announced
there would be no more ul-
tralight aircraft -led migra-
tions of Whooping Cranes
from Wisconsin to Florida
after 2015, a decision which
disappointed many craniacs.
Recruitment of wild -hatched
chicks into the Eastern Mi-

End

gratory Population remains
below expectations (and far
from self -sustaining), and

the USFWS is casting the
blame on too much contact
between the ultralight -led
birds and their costumed
human handlers. A headline
in The Washington Post (29
Feb) put it this way: Whoop-

Loui € aFiiar st 5 I d
. . hatched Chic
to-LEdt Mabr g ) af
AramwWasd Buf 68 o
Fl ock Update
ing cranes are pretty terrible
Eastern Migr 9 ry FI
parents. Are humans to Update
blame? The truth is, no one
knows if contact with hu- The Aransas 10 ject
. . News
mans is a factor. But there is
already evidence that subop- Crane 11 oting

timal breeding habitat may
be the culprit. Why not share
your thoughts on this
USFWS decision? fi Ed.




Trustee EIl ection

The Whooping Crane Conservation Association is a hon
stated objectives:

-profit organization incorporated in 1966 with the following

1. Advance conservation, protection, and propagation of the Whooping Crane population through its communica-
tions, publications, meetings, and committees, and through the activities of its members; to provide its members an

opportunity for meeting to discuss related topics.

2. To prevent the extinction of the Whooping Crane.

3. To establish and maintain a captive management program for the perpetuation of the species.

4. To promote greater harmony and unity of purpose among all organizations, institutions, and agencies working

toward the protection, conservation, and production of this species.

5. To collect and disseminate knowledge of this species; to advocate and encourage public appreciation and under-

standing of the Whooping Craneds educational, scientific,

The Whooping Crane Conservation Association is a volunteer organization managed by a Board of Trustees. Any

member is eligible to become a Trustee. At the current time the WCCA is seeking to fill a vacancy on our Board of

Trustees. I nterested WCCA members are encouraged to submit
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http://whoopingcrane.com/

Greetings f

Hello, my name is Daryl Henderson,
and | dm the
Americana , taking over from Marty
Folk. Unlike Marty, | have no hands
on experience with cranes, but | do
have a professional background in

bi ol ogy and | dm a
birder. | have a
bi ol ogy and a Mas

zoology, both from the University of
British Columbia in Vancouver, and
a PhD in genetics from the
University of Cal
done postdoctoral research in the
United Kingdom, and research and
teaching at Stony Brook University
in New York. In 2014, | moved back
to BC and now live on Vancouver
Island. There are no Whooping

Greisv  E d i Craoes can lie seen and heard

h e

t or !

rom t new Edi

Cranes this far west, but Sandhill

during spring and fall migrations.

- (Gray Jays 0 also known as Whiskey -
jacks @ can be found at higher
elevations on the Island.)

Cl anadisd Editor o dnéthedcranea Vv i
B anewsletterp Thé nisgnecgllr,e e i
t epubfished Byahg Na@tie Anieritan
Crane Working Group. | will try to
keep the contents of both
newsletters different enough, and |

i firwite pou ® helpha w ihat efforl 0 v
by submitting opinions, WCCA
news, photos etc. Finally, | would
like to thank Marty for his many
years of excellent service as Editor
and his helpful advice in getting
me started.

Book
One Chosen: The Spirit of Living Creatures by James C. Lewis

Revi ew

2015, paperback, 213 pages (available from Amazon.com)

Reviewed by Robin Doughty

James Lewis has written an intriguing, innovative
680s to establish a flock of whooping cranes in
Mexico. Adopting the personal voice of a crane named One Chosen, the author tells the story of a pio-
neer journey, in the manner of current ultra  -light flights between Wisconsin and Florida, which guides
One Chosen and his fellow cranes to New Mexico.

Adopting a similar narrative style used in  The Last of the Curlews that records the migration of what
is probably the extinct Eskimo Curlew, Lewis introduces his readers to the dangers, natural and man
made, faced by the Whooping Crane flock. We learn how golden eagles ambush cranes, how coyotes
and bobcats pounce on unsuspecting birds, how some hit power lines, and how humans shoot others.
The One Chosen chronicles the journey, talks to his own species and to Sandhill Crane cousins about
weat her, food, roost sites, and other necessi
biologists selected for wintering birds. We are introduced to the flight northward where human sup-
porters await and greet One Chosen and his survivors.

ties

It is an interesting, unusual way of teaching 4 -6 grade students about crane biology, behavior and con-
servation. It also assumes a strong religious background among its youthful readers. The Biblical

names given to the birds, Old Testament references, and prayer -making resulting in Divine guidance

l inked to Christian beliefs make this childrends

Editords not e: Jim is worki on a more secul ar

ng




Loui siana Whooping Crane Updat e

Below is a report on the status of the Louisiana Whooping Crane non  -migratory flock from mid -September 2015 through the
end of February 2016, prepared by Eva Szyszkoski of the Louisiana Department of Wildlife and Fisheries. 2016 began badly,
with the vandalistic shooting of two Louisiana Whooping Cranes in southeastern Texas (see page 11). But sadness and anger
gave way to jubilation in the breeding season, with the momentous arrival of the first wild -hatched chick in Louisiana in 75+
years (highlighted on page 1). On the following page, Sara Zimorski provides an update on Louisiana flock nesting activity
through mid -May.

Autumn 2015 - As of 15 September 2015, the Louisiana non -migratory population consisted of a maxi-
mum of 37 cranes (16 males, 21 females) including 26 whooping cranes in Louisiana, 6 in Texas, and 5
not recently reported.

2015 Cohort 6 On 3 December, 11 juveniles (3 male, 8 female) arrived from the Patuxent Wildlife Re-
search Center in Laurel, Maryland. They were placed in the top  -netted portion of the release pen upon
arrival and received their perma nent bands and transmitters on 7 December. They were released from
the top -netted pen on 29 December. Food was provided in the open pen until 10 February and then al-
lowed to run out. Once food was discontinued, the juveniles began exploring the surrounding area but
mainly remained on White Lake property. At least 19 different adults or sub -adults were documented
visiting the pen site during December through February.

On 22 February, female L1 -15 was found weakened, unable to fly, and having difficulty breathing. She

had arrived in Louisiana with a pre  -existing respiratory condition which had seemed to improve prior to
shipment. After her arrival, her condition deteriorated and she lost her voice in mid -January. The deci-
sion was made to euthanize her and necropsy results indicated the presence of aspergillosis in her res-
piratory system. As of 29 February, the remaining 10 juveniles had split into three separate groups. Fe-

male L4 -15 broke off from the rest and was observed alone on the far western edge of the White Lake
property. Male L7 -15 and females L8 -15, L10-15 and L11 -15 formed one group, while males L2 -15, L3-15
and females L5 -15, L6-15 and L9 -15 formed another. These two groups have been spending most of their
time in the east marsh, across from the White Lake refuge and ENE of the pen.

Return from Texas 0o Females L5-12 and L6 -12 returned to Louisiana from Denton and Ellis Counties,
Texas on 19 September and 16 October, respectively.

HY2014 cranes L1, 12, 13 and 14 remained in Jefferson County, Texas until L12  -14 split from the group
and returned to Louisiana on 29 December. Female L1 -14 and male L14 -14 were shot and killed in Jef-
ferson County on 11 January. Male L13 -14 left the area shortly after, returning to Louisiana by 17 Janu-
ary.

Captures 0 Twelve free -flying cranes were captured for banding and transmitter replacement on 18
days of attempts between 2 October 2015 and 17 February 2016. Six of those were captured at the White
Lake pen site.

Reproduction & Similar to last year, nesting began early in 2016. Pair L3  -11 and L1-13 were observed
on a nest in a private crawfish field in Allen Parish on 12 February. Pair L7 -11 and L8-11 also began
nesting in February with initiation on the 28 . At least two other pairs have built nesting platforms but
have not yet laid eggs. Based on current associations, there is a potential for up to 10 breeding pairs this
spring.

Mortalities 0 Mortalities from mid -September-February included two females and one male in Louisi-

ana and one male and one female in Texas. One long -term missing female was also removed from the
population totals in early February. The deaths in Texas were due to gunshot.

Current Population Size 0 As of 29 February 2016, the Louisiana non -migratory population consisted
of a maximum of 42 cranes (17 males, 25 females).
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ONot hing has c¢hang étte water

level has and will likely remain the same since the
landowner is still actively crawfishing it. There is

a fallow, recently plowed field south of the craw-
fish nest pond that the cranes have been going to
recently o the chicks swim across the nest pond to
the levee and then walk into the plowed field with
their parents. The birds stayed on the nest pond
until the first chick was 5 days old and the second
was 3, and that day we saw them at the back edge
of the nest pond where the chicks could stand. |
imagine in a couple of weeks the chicks may be big
enough to walk in the nest pond and then maybe
the family will spend time foraging in there. We

think they go back to th
know. We havendt seen an
the field that they migh

In addition to pair L6 -12and L8-1 3 é

L3-11 &L1-13A sat past full term on an early
nest, eggs were fertile but the embryos died. Cur-
rently sitting on are -nest, due to hatch the sec-
ond week of May.

L7-11 & L8-11f sat past full term, eggs were
once again infertile. Currently sittingonare -
nest.

L2-11 & L13-11 /A nest failed, single fertile but
dead egg collected.

L10-11 & L11-11 /A sitting on first nest, due to
hatch this weekend/ next week.

One final note from Sara: As of 16 May 2016, no
other chicks have hatched, although 3 pairs are
sitting on re -nests (so there is a small chance of
another chick hatching). Sadly, one of the two
wild -hatched chicks (identified as LW2 -16) ap-
pears to have perished.

Parents L6 -12 (female) and L8 -13 with their historic first
chick on their nest in a crawfish pond in Jefferson Da-

vis Parish. Note the adult incubating a second egg. The
chick shown hatched on 11 April 2016.

-12 and L8 -13 . The second chick
hatched on 13 April 2016, two days after the first.

Two chicks of L6
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AMost nests ever recorded. *All family groups had a4Estinateg hoeof of f s |
birds outside the primary survey area in 2013, 2014, and 2015 were 6, 6, and 9, respectively. Wood Buffalo National Park

(WBNP) 2013 data are from Harrell and Bidwell (Oct. 2014), Report on Whooping Crane Recovery Activities ; WBNP 2014 data

are from Northern Journal (norj.ca), Sept. 1, 2014, quoting Mark Bidwell; WBNP 2015 data are from Bidwell and Conkin (see

below), with thanksto LeaCraig -Moor e. Aransas NWR counts are from O6Whooping Cra
site, with thanks to Wade Harrell. (95% CI means 95% confidence interval) i Ed.

Recovery and Ecology of Whooping Cr a
Monitoring ofiWobd Buahabhe Population during the
Mar k Bi dwel | and John Conkin, Species at R

Canadian Wildlife Service Prairie and Norther

Summary: Annual monitoring of the Aransas -Wood Buffalo Population (AWBP) of whooping cranes
(Grus americana, hereafter cranes), which numbers approximately 300 individuals, is a key element of

Canadaods efforts to

recover the species under the Sp

life Service (CWS) and Parks Canada conducted surveys for whooping cranes in breeding areas in south-
ern Northwest Territories (NT) and northern Alberta, in and adja cent to Wood Buffalo National Park
(WBNP). Breeding pair surveys in May detected 68 nests, 13 of which were outside the area designated as
critical habitat and six of which were outside WBNP; 20  -24 pairs without nests were also ob served. Sur-
veys in August detected 23 juveniles; 23 pairs had one juvenile each and no pairs had two juveniles. An-

nual productivity was 0.34 juveniles per nest,

lower than the 20 -year average of 0.49 but within the long -

term natural range of variation. Of 16 cranes banded with satellite transmitters that were confirmed to
nest, nine were re-sighted with juveniles and five without juveniles. Of 18 banded cranes that did not ap-
pear to nest, 11 spent the summer in or adja cent to WBNP. Results from monitoring of the AWBP in 2015



highlight the continued increase in the breeding popula tion, although it is still well below Canadian and
International Recovery goals, and the ongoing expansion of the breed ing range into areas not currently
designated as critical habitat.

Habitat Conditions in Breeding Areas: During the 2015 breeding season, habitat conditions in the
whooping crane nesting area were exceptionally dry. Annual precipitation (May 2014 to April 2015) at
Fort Smith, NT preceding the breeding season was 104% of the 60 -year average, however precipitation
in the seven -month period from October 2014 to April 2015 was 79% of the 60 -year average
(Environment Canada 2015). In May 2015, observers noted that water levels in the nesting area were
low relative to recent years. Dry conditions persisted throughout the breeding season; precipitation in

the five -month period from May to September was 62% of the 60 -year average (Environment Canada
2015). During juvenile surveys in August 2015, observers noted that many breeding  -area ponds were
dry. Warm and dry conditions contributed to an active wildfire season in breeding areas and the sur-
rounding region. Fires burned 15,839 ha or 3.88% of the area designated as critical habitat, greatly ex-
ceeding the 25-year average of 0.90%. Outside the area designated as critical habitat, 13 nests were de-
tected and two of these occurred within 5 km of fires. Additionally, wildfire affected 372,450 ha or 8.16%
of WBNP (vs. the 25 -year average of 1.26%) and 280,880 ha of the South Slave Region of the NT
(Government of the Northwest Territories 2015).

Management Considerations: We confirmed nesting by 68 pairs in late spring, producing an average
of 0.34 juveniles per nest by mid -summer. While the number of confirmed nests has increased steadily
since surveys began in 1966, it also varies annually, possibly in response to environmental conditions
during the breeding season. The ratio of juve -
niles to nests, which is an estimate of breeding
success for the population, also varies annually
but in a periodic man ner that tracks the 10 -
year boreal hare -lynx cycle (Boyce et al. 2005,
Biological Conservation 126:395-401), likely be -
cause of periodicity in abundance of potential
predators (e.g., wolves, lynx, red fox). In 2015
there were fewer nests than in the previous two
years, possibly because weather was unusually
hot and dry, and juvenile success was relative ly
low. In 2014, however, more nests were con-
firmed than in any previous year, highlighting

the gradual but steady increase in the breeding
population over the last 60 years. Even so, the
AWBP is many years away from achieving the
Canadian down -listing goal of 125 pairs (i.e.,
250 mature individuals; COSEWIC 2010) or the
international goal of 250 productive pairs (CWS
and USFWS 2007). Recovery of the species de-
pends mainly on growth of the AWBP, so moni-
toring should continue until recovery goals are
reached (CWS and USFWS 2007). Thirteen

Whooping Crane adult and juvenile at Aransas National
_ ] : _ Wildlife Refuge. Thank you to Mary and Richard Cooke for
breeding pairs with nests were detected outside  allowing us to reproduce this image. The shot was made

the area designated as critical habitat (CH; En- with a Tamron 150  -600mm lens on a Canon 70D. With Kevin
vironment Canada 2007) under SARA, and six ~ Sims and Aransas Bay Birding Charters.
of these were also outside WBNP, highlighting © 2016 Cooke Photographics



the ongoing expansion of the AWBPO6s breeding range.
on reserve lands of the Salt River First Nation, east of WBNP, and in 1998 cranes were detected nesting

north of WBNP, in the Northwest Territories. Currently, up to 20% of nests occur outside CH annually

and, although cranes and their nests are protected under SARA and the Migratory Birds Convention Act

wherever they occur, breeding habitat is not protected unless it is identified as CH (i.e., habitat required

for the survival or recovery of the species). In particular, SARA prohibits destruction of CH in federal

protected areas (e.g., WBNP) and includes measures that could protect CH in other areas. Moreover, up

to 11% of nests occur outside WBNP annually, and these nests and associated habitat are not protected

under the Canada National Parks Act or related regulations. Because the breeding range of whooping

cranes has expanded outside the CH, including into areas which could be impacted by human develop-

ment, Environment Canada is undertaking work to update the CH to ensure it more closely corresponds

to current and probable future breeding ranges of the species.
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Whooping Crane Survey iResults: Winter
Matthew J. Butler and Wade Harrell, US Fis

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has completed aerial surveys of the primary survey area centered on
Aransas National Wildlife Refuge to estimate the abundance of whooping cranes in the Aransas dWood
Buffalo population. Preliminary analyses of the survey data indicated 329 whooping cranes (95% CI =
29308371) inhabited the primary survey area (see map). This estimate included 38 juveniles (95% CI =
33043) and 122 adult pairs (95% CI = 108 98137). Recruitment of juveniles into the winter flock was 13
chicks (95% CI = 12 814) per 100 adults, which is comparable to long -term average recruitment (14.5 per
100 adults).

The sampling frame used to monitor whooping crane abundance on their wintering grounds along the Texas
coast of the Gulf of Mexico. 60 ¢ KS | 602 @S LI NIGTI NildeKY FANER  (I0KSSR ANBSLB2ON Ryaoli (G K S



