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As you reques t ed, the following i s an analysis of the Canada Goose 
bandltill. data from •'ish. Springs NWR. The recovery informaLlon for 
1987-88 is incomplete as we only have 1st and 2nd quartP.r banding 
reports to work from. Typically, we receivP. a number of recoveries from 
the 3rd quar1:er report whit:h ..,., will receive in July or August. I will 
update this Httalysis when we r ece ive the additional i.nf orrnHtion. 

EeouJ. ts 

A r.otal of 258 b i rds in 1986 and 133 bir<ls .in l<J87 wP..r e banded at FSNWR 
(Table& 1 and 2 ) . In 1986, 25 y omJg were banded while in 1987 there 
were no locals t)ancled. The majority of the adults banded in 1Q86 (107) 
wP.re failed o r non-breeder& as were all of Lhe adults banded in 1987 
(27) . The biggest age class from both y«ars (126 in 1986; 106 in 1987) 
\lere non-breeding s .. cond ye"r bit:ds . 

About 2-3% of the b irdo trapped at FSNWR had IH<en previously banded at 
other l ocations (Table 3). 

As you can see from Table 2 , about half of aU rec.overies of Fi&h 
Springs gee~~ ~a:-:1e from hi :-d.c kil l ed off the area . Tt,i s holds L-rue for 
>tll age groups. Surprisingly, only 1 recovery Lo date has {'ome from out 
of state (generally , about 40~ of recoveries of Utah banded geese come 
from out of state) . 

Tht< dirP.r.t recovery rate for Fish Spring-s geese in 1986- 87 wh"" t.hP.rP. 
was no hunting on your area was 1. 6% ( 4 .of 2.S8) . Tn 1987-88 to date 1 t 
ic 8 . 3% (11 of 133 ). The d l rec:t recover y r•t.e for all birds banded i n 
Utah has averajl,P.d 6-10% s inee the early 1980's . 

Discw;::;ion 

l>'ll He some geese are produced from I'SN\IR, the greatest uti 1i :<at ion of 
thic area by Canada Cccsc is as a molting ar~<a for sub-adults and failed 
breeders and as a mjgration Rrex. An examination of age categories in 
h~tlldt<d hj r<ls for the last two years point:ed this out . 
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Flooding has impar.ted goose use of Utah's his~oric molting areas, and 
W« ' ve seen some shifts in utilizaLion . A11 examination of retraps over 
the last two years indicated th<tt l;·srMR may serve t his funct ion f or 
eeeoe breeding in the west-central and southern part of the state . In 
addit.ion, b irds from GSL marshes and from out of state are molting in 
the area. As a reoult, it is probable t.hat a fair proportion of the 
eeese banded on FSNWR originated elsewhere . 

rn :regard to the impact of the FSNI-IR hunt on your local birds, it is a 
touch call with the data at hand. The direct recovery rate is well 
within average values f or Utah where we feel harvest levels are 
acceptable. The hunt has, however, imp>~cted your local populaLlon to 
the degree tha t FSNWR harvest ro<presents probably half of the total 
harvest of FSIIWR l>'i r<ls . 

Whether or not the additional huntine pressure is large enough t.o result 
in a decline i n your breedine population, 1 cannot say. I would like to 
see tl•e hunt continue for several ye11r.s before we draw any conclusions. 
With the hi&h use of FSNWR by ninls from. other areas I would expect some 
seeding of yout• loco.l breedi.ng population by visiting geese is 
occurring. This m .. y buffer the e!fccts of the hunt. 

I appreciate y our interest in the banding efforts and 
effort to update you as we r~celve more information. 
have any additional questions about the :results . 

Tom Aldrich 
Waterfowl Progr8m Coordinator 

'J'A/sm 
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Let me know if you 



Table 1 . Recoveries From Canada Geese s ... nd~<d at )'ish Sprines NWR , 1986-87 . 

Area of RccoVl'lrY 
Ye11 ·r !Ia nd ed Age/ It !land eel rsmmi Ut ah o.o.s. total 

1976 L 'I 0 1 0 1 
SY ? 0 0 0 0 
ASY ? 0 0 0 0 

1981 L ? 0 0 0 0 
SY ? 0 0 0 0 
AS V 7 0 1? 0 1 

1986 L 25 0 0 0 0 
SY 126 0 12 13 ] 

ASY 107 0 3 0 3 

l No open goose sea!lon on FSNWR i n 1986-87 . 
2Th.is b i r d was round dead in September 1986 n ear Lund , Utah. 
3This bird was slwt i n Mexico in Febr u ary 1987 . 



Table 2. Recoveries Prom Canada Geese Sanded at Fish Springs NWRl, 1987-88 . 

Area Qf Recove:~::~: 
Year Banded A~e/11 !lauded ~·SNWR Utah o.o.s. 1'ot.al 

1977 L ? 1 0 0 1 
SY ? 0 0 0 0 
ASY ? 0 0 0 0 

1981 L ? 0 0 0 0 
SY "! 0 0 0 0 
ASY ? 1? 0 0 1 

1986 L 25 1 1 0 2 
SY 126 3 5 0 8 
ASY 107 2 2 0 ,, 

1987 L 0 0 0 0 0 
SY 106 6 3 0 9 
ASY 27 1 l 2 

Total 86 87 L 25 l. 1 0 2 
SY 232 9 8 0 17 
ASY 134 3 3 0 6_ 

lanly includes first and second quarter banding reports. 



T:tblc 3 . Area of Origi n of Canada Geese Recaptured a t Fish Springs NWR . 

Total llirds ~ro. of .R~~I:IIlt!.lr e.s by A:re~< Or i 1~i n ~,l.ly Banded 
':lear T1·apped FSNWR 11 t." h Unknown Total 

1986 265 0 3 4 7 
l21lZ 151 1 5 18 


