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In 1974 we had teﬁ fewer active (i.e., adult ééen in incubating
posture or egg/s or young seen in nest) bald eagle nests in this region
than in 1973 (56 as-compared with 66). However, for the first time on
this survey a high of 50% (28 active nests) produced young, The
percentage might have been higher except that three usually productive
nests, which were active early in the 1974 season, were victims of
misfortune; two were blown out by high winds and one was cut down by
loggers, Of the 38 eaglets produced in the 28 successful nests, two
disappeared while in ihe doﬁny grayish-white stage (under a month old).
In three qf the successful nests we saw one eaglet and one egg, with
the egg still present up to the time the eaglet changed frem gray to
brovwn plumage (over a month)! In all three cases the egg and eagled
were very close to eacﬁ otﬁer and the egg did not appear to be broken.
We have seen broken eagle eggs in nests in past years but never an
apparently whole egg in a nest where there wés'also an eaglet present,
. There wsre at least nine adult pairs of~sagles geen in formefly active
nest sites (some active in 1973) but were not used in 1974 for egg laying.
Thus, we do have at least 65 adult pairs of bald eagles in the nesting
season in ihe Chesapeake Bay Region,

The accompanying table'ﬁrovides data on activéeagle nests by state

and compare$ the 1974 data with the previous five years, A few interesting

trends are evident. First, the bald eagle nesting population in the entire

region appears to be stable; secondly, although about equal in numoers,

only about 1/3 of the Virginia population of nesting bald eagles




~ successfully hatched out young while 2/3 of the Maryland porulation

was successful. However, this is better than the 25% or less figure

for tre Virginia population in 1969-1972. While the number of successful
nests in Virginia has stayed about the same (average of seven) for six
years, the number of successful nests in Maryland has doubled (from

about ten to 20), |

One interesting comparison is what's happened to the Virginia and

Maryland populations of nesting bald eagles along the Potomac River.

Oﬁ the Virginia side, ﬁe went from 20 pairs in the 1950'5 toc a low of

eight pairs in the early to mid 1960's and have crept upward to ten pairs
in 1970, '71 and '72, eleven pairs in 1973 and twelve pairs in 1974,

yet the number of those pairs suécessfully hatching young has dropped

from about nine in the 1950's to akout three from the 1960's to 1972

and to only one in 1973 and 1974. By contfast, on the Maryland side of

the Potomac, we had a high of 15 nesting pairs in the 1950's (about ten
successful in hatching young), dropped to ten in the early 1960's and

have étayed at nine-eleven pairs each year since but of these, at least

six pairs have hatched young every year, including 1973 and 1974, ‘I ﬁonder
_ﬁhat water samples from the Marylahd and Virginia sides of the lower Potomac-

(South of the District of Columbia) would show in relative percent of

* chemical pollutants; (in my opinion, there must be some radical differences

in such readings to explain such widely differing results in eagle nesting
success). It may be significant that in this same stretch of river South of
the District of Columbia there are three (3) great blue heronries on the
Maryland side of the P§tomac River; all of which thrive, but none on the

Virzinia side, althourh there are mony suitable locations (the one boronrr
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®
that did exist on the Virginia side in the 1950-1960?:-; moved to
the Maryland shore in the late 1950's), -

As in most of the past ten years, our highest region density
of active nesting Bald eagles is in Dorchester Dounty, Md. In this
county, we found ten pairs of adult eagles in the nesting season,
nine & which laid eggs (at least 12 eggs were laid); all nine pairs
were successful in producing young - (ten young ﬁere produced, one
of which disappeared at about one month old). Unfortunately, all but
one of thege nine pairs ha#e ncsts cutcide the boundaries of the
Blackwater National Wildlife Refuge (BNWR), five of them just barely
outside. As I suggested a year ago, it would be money well spent if
a3 to one mile wide strip of woods around the BNWR could be bought
andvadded to the refuge property; this wéuld insure adequate nesting

' habitat for at least six pairs of'eagles, Lumbering of the woods
" just South of wheré three successful pairs nested was underway in
June 1974, |
A happy note is that for the first time in this survey a pair of
eagies was known to have successfully raised young in Talbot County, Md.
This pair wént 2ll out and fledged three eaglets! This makes up for
| their lack of success in 1972 and 1973. The only other pair to fledge
three eaglets in 1974 was at the lower end of Chincoteague Bay in
“Accomack County, Va. |
The only continuously successful Breeding populatibn of bald‘

eagles in Virginia is along the lower Rappahannock River, south of

Fredericksburg. At least five of eight pairs which reside in this area

usually produce young every year, The situation along the Potomac
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Matt'époni énd York Rivers, five laid eggs but none produgi young in 1974
and. the one remaiﬁing pair along the James River apparently did nct lay
eggs although adults were seen around the nest in the early part of the
1974 season.

I wish to exﬁress sincere appreciation to the Bureau of Sport Fisheries
and Wildlife, Department of the Interior for providing the aircraft and
pilots Mortén Smith and Ed Fergusson; to refuge managers Bill Julian of
Blackwater NW Refuge, Norman Holgersen of Bombay Hook NW Refwge and
Richard Antonette of the Mason Neck N4 Refuge for their support; to Frad
Scott of Richmond for his coverage of the SE Virginia area and to the
followiné individuals for théir observations and other support: Vernon
D. Stotts of the Maryland Depar'tment of Natural Resources, Dr. Mitchell

Byrd, Jerry Via, Mary Pulley, Dr. E. J. Willoughby, Mis,. James E, Plymire,

. /\
Forester W.S. O'Neal of Tsppahannock, Va., sms Peter Nulty.eumd Chovks Vasghn,

Jackson M. Abbott
CoSrdinator
Chesapeake Bay Bald Eagle Nest Survey




TABLE: Comparative Svecess of Chesapeake Bay Bald Eaples in
Hateching Young, 1969 - 1974,

1974 1973 1972 1971 1970 1969

1. Active Nests Found: ‘26 32 29 32 30 31
_ ' 29 33 . 27 27 26 19
.1 1 2 1 2 1

T B T R e—

2. Active Nests Rechecked:

Nests abandoned:

Nests hatching young:

(1) No. young hatched:  Va. 14(1D)*13 - 10(2D)*
Md. 24(1D) 28 19
Del. 0 0, 0

Total  38(2D) 41 29(2D)
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