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TABLE II. THE MONTHLY DISTRIBUTION OF AGE AND SEX RATIOS (NUMBER OF BIRDS WITH
PROPORTIONS GIVEN IN BRACKETS) OF COMMON GUILLEMOTS CAUGHT IN COASTAL FISHING
NETS OFF @STFOLD COUNTY, S.E.NORWAY DURING THREE CONSECUTIVE WINTERS.

Adults (without bvrsa) Immatures (with bursa)
Winter Month males females  total males females  total Total
1987/88  Jan 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
Feb 0 0 0 59 64 123 123
1988/89  Nov 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
Dec 0 2 2 18 20 38 40
Jan 0 1 1 26 30 56 57
Feb 7 6 13 58 45 103 116
Mar 0 2 2 7 7 14 16
1989/90  Oct 0 0 0 23 8 31 31
Nov 1 4 5 75 65 140 145
Dec 13 27 40 134 115 249 289
Jan 1 1 2 29 19 48 50
Feb 16 23 39 81 61 142 181
Mar 1 2 3 27 20 47 50
Total 40 68 108 537 455 992 1100
(B37%) (63%) (10%) (54%) (46%) (90%)

p<0.001). However, Anker-Nilssen et al. (1988) pointed out that it is difficult to detect bridling in
oiled, winter-plumaged birds, and found that 13% of 62 birds were bridled when birds in winter
plumage were omitted from the analysis. This result does not deviate from the corresponding 18%
bridied of 189 birds in summer or transitional head plumage in our study (x>=0.540, df=1,
p=0.462).

Intra-seasonal size variation

The sample of adult birds was too small to make monthly comparisons meaningful. Among
immatures there was a significant monthly variation in head, culmen and gonys lengths for males
within the last season (Table IIT), which was primarily due to an overall increase in these variables
(Fig. 1). In immature females, there was no corresponding variation, although culmen length did
tend to increase over the season. With the exception of inter-orbital breadth in females, there was
no significant monthly variation in morphometry in immatures during the 1988/89 winter, but the
collection of birds started two months later in that season. There was a clear variation in body
mass of both sexes of immatures throughout the 1989/90 winter, with the lowest masses recorded
in October—November 1989 (Table III, Fig. 1).

Inter-seasonal size variation

Adult birds were slightly smaller in the 1989/90 season than in the preceding winter, but the
differences were only significant for gonys depth in males and all three head variables in females
(Table IV). There was a similar trend for some variables in immature birds, where sample sizes
allowed an analysis of data from the same month (February) in all three seasons (Table V). In this
comparison, birds from February 1988 appeared to be of intermediate size to those collected one
and two years later, but this pattern was not uniform.
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TABLE IIl. RESULTS OF ANOVA TESTS FOR MONTHLY VARIATION IN MORPHOMETRY AND
BODY MASS OF IMMATURE COMMON GUILLEMOTS CAUGHT IN COASTAL FISHING NETS OFF
@STFOLD COUNTY, S.E. NORWAY DURING THE WINTERS 1988/89 (DECEMBER-MARCH) AND
1989/90 (OCTOBER-MARCH). THE DATA WERE GROUPED ACCORDING TO SAMPLING MONTH
AND ARE PRESENTED IN FIGURE 1.

Males Females

Variable Winter F df P F daf p
Winglength 1988/89 0.09 3,105 0963 ns 2.10 3,9 0.104 ns
1989/90 146 5,357 0200 ns 015 5,278 0979 ns
Head length 1988/89 0.67 3,102 0576 ns 1.75 3,97 0.160 ns
1989/90 2.59 5,335 0.025 * 087 5,266 0500 ns
Culmen length 1988/89 2.01 3,101 0.117 ns 0.65 3,96 0.591 ns
1989/90 6.63 5,336 <0.001 *** 223 5,264 0.051 ns
Gonys depth 1988/89 0.26 3,105 0855 ns 2.63 3,98 0.054 ns
1 1989/90 590 5,351 <0.001 *** 055 5,275 0.740 ns
Inter-orbital breadth 1988/89 1.97 3,105 0.121 ns 3.63 3,99 0015 *
1989/90 130 5,356 0264 ns 025 5,281 0940 ns
Body mass 1988/89 031 3,105 0.818 mns 2.54 3,99 0.060 ns
1989/90 7.52 5,355 <0.001 *** 300 5,280 0012 *

TABLE IV. MORPHOMETRY (IN MM) OF ADULT COMMON GUILLEMOTS CAUGHT IN COASTAL
FISHING NETS OFF @STFOLD COUNTY, S.E. NORWAY IN THE WINTERS 1988/89 AND 1989/90.
RESULTS OF STUDENT’S t-TESTS ARE INDICATED.

Winter 1988/89 Winter 1989/90 t-test

Sex Variable n  Mean SD n  Mean SD t p

Males  Winglength 8 2061 6.1 32 2050 69 044 0.663 ns
Head length 8 1141 34 30 1119 45 128 0210 ns
Culmen length 8 491 3.0 30 476 28 132 0.197 ns
Gonys depth 8 13.09 099 30 12.17 0.77 2.82 0.008 **

Females Winglength 11 2067 33 57 2053 43 1.04 0305 ns
Head length 11 1119 3.0 55 1098 24 2.58 0.012 *
Culmen length 11  47.7 22 55 463 20 2.11 0.039 *
Gonys depth 11 1266 0.73 57 1191 0.66 342 0.001 #**

Comparisons with body measurements of birds from the Stylis incident

Compared to the birds examined after the Stylis incident, the birds caught in fish nets appeared to
be generally smaller than those killed by oil 8-9 years earlier (Tables VI and VII). The comparison
of data for the immature Stylis victims measured by Anker-Nilssen et al. (1988) and for the
equivalent sample measured by examiners in the present study almost 8 years later (Table VIII)
suggests that this could be the result of potential differences in measuring techniques (e.g. for head
length). However, of the three body parts involved in the comparison, the two that were
significantly smaller in the stored sample (wing and head) involves more muscle tissue and were
thus probably more susceptible to shrinkage during storage than the third (the bill), which mostly
consists of horn and bone structures. Moreover, the much greater deviation in winglength for
males than for females is difficult to explain by anything but chance. If data for the two sexes are
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Figure 1. The intra-seasonal variation (monthly means + 1 SE) in body mass and morphometric variables of
immature male (filled circles) and female (open circles) Common Guillemots caught in coastal fishing nets off
@stfold county in October 1989-March 1990. See Table II for statistics. Sample sizes varied with month, sex
and variable, ranging in males from 19-20, 69-73, 121-133, 26-29, 80-81 and 26-27, in October-March,
respectively. The corresponding samples of females were 7, 62-65, 108-115, 18-19, 56-61 and 19-20.
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TABLE V. MORPHOMETRY (IN MM) AND BODY MASS (IN G) OF IMMATURE COMMON GUILLE-
MOTS CAUGHT IN FEBRUARY IN COASTAL FISHING NETS OFF @STFOLD COUNTY, S.E. NOR-
WAY IN THREE CONSECUTIVE WINTERS, 1987-1990. ANOVA TEST RESULTS ARE INDICATED.

Variable
Winglength

Culmen length

Head length

Gonys depth

Inter-orbital breadth

Body mass

Sampling period

Feb 1988
Feb 1989
Feb 1990

Feb 1988
Feb 1989
Feb 1990

Feb 1988
Feb 1989
Feb 1990

Feb 1988
Feb 1989
Feb 1990

Feb 1988
Feb 1989
Feb 1990

Feb 1988
Feb 1989
Feb 1990

Males
n Mean SD

55 197.6 4.0
58 199.5 45
81 197.7 4.6
(F=3.59, p=0.029) *

53 47.3 23
57 47.7 22
80 46.9 2.0
(F=2.88, p=0.057) ns

53 1112 32
57 1129 2.8
80 1114 2.8
(F=5.97, p=0.003) **

56 11.72 0.63

58 11.84 0.49
81 11.46 0.49
(F=9.43, p<0.001) ***
57 10.24 1.22
58 10.27 0.90
81 10.30 1.40
(F=0.05, p=0.944) ns

55 1006 79

58 1051 87

81 991 88

(F=8.58, p=0.001) ***

Females
n Mean SD
59 2004 4.4
45 200.5 4.6

61 198.3 4.7
(F=4.09, p=0.018) *

60 45.8 24
44 45.5 23
56 45.1 22

(F=1.50, p=0.225) ns

60 109.1 33
4 108.6 32
56 108.6 33
(F=0.47, p=0.630) ns

61 11.42 0.64
44 11.42 0.55
61 11.21 0.50
(F=2.62, p=0.074) ns

63 9.80 0.93
45 10.03 1.09
61 10.02 1.40
(F=0.73, p=0.489) ns

60 947 99

45 1022 74

61 952 108
(F=9.34, p=0.003) **

combined, the deviation between the two samples of immatures from the Stylis incident (Table
VIII) is still not significant for culmen length and gonys depth (0.69 mm, t=1.49, df=663, p=0.138
and 0.12 mm, t=1.23, df=695, p=0.220, respectively), but appears to be in the same order of
magnitude as those documented between birds from Stylis and the birds netted in the late 1980s

(Tables VI and VII).

DISCUSSION

The skewed sex and age ratios of wintering Common Guillemots found in this study are difficult
to explain. The dominance of females among adults could indicate a segregation of sexes with the
adult males, who accompany the flightless young for several months after they leave the colony
(e.g. Harris & Birkhead 1985), tending not to winter in the Skagerrak. It is also possible that the
males arrive there later in the season, but the skewness of the sex ratio in the first half of the season
(October-December) was not significantly different from that in the second half of the season
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TABLE VI. MORPHOMETRY (IN MM) OF ADULT COMMON GUILLEMOTS WINTERING IN THE
NORTHERN SKAGERRAK. BIRDS FROM WINTER 1980/81 WERE BEACHED AFTER AN OFFSHORE
OILSPILL IN LATE DECEMBER (DATA FROM ANKER-NILSSEN ET AL. 1988), WHILE BIRDS FROM
WINTERS 1988/89 AND 1989/90 WERE KILLED IN COASTAL FISHING NETS OFF @STFOLD
COUNTY, S.E. NORWAY. RESULTS OF STUDENT"S t-TESTS ARE INDICATED.

Coastal fishing nets
Offshore oilspill winters 1988/89
winter 1980/81 and 1989/90 t-test
Sex Variable n Mean SD n Mean SD t P
Males Winglength 68 2064 4.0 40 2052 6.6 1.18 0.240 ns
Head length 34 1149 26 38 1124 44 2.89 0.005 **
Culmen length 61 49.6 2.1 38 479 28 340 0.001 ***
Gonys depth 65 12.82 0.66 38 12.36 0.89 3.15 0.002 **
Females Winglength 73 2084 53 68 2055 42 3.55 0.001 *x**
Head length 32 1121 32 66 110.1 2.6 339 0.001 ***
Culmen length 68 47.6 24 66 465 2.1 2.89 0.005 **
Gonys depth 71 1266 0.64 68 12.03 0.72 5.58 <0.001 ***

(x?=0.834, df=1, p=0.361). On the other hand, the tendency for a decline in the winglength of
immatures between October and November 1989 (Fig. 1) hints at an increasing proportion of first-
winter birds in the sample and would support the idea of a later arrival of males and young. The
preference for different prey found between the sex-age groups (Lorentsen & Anker-Nilssen in
manuscript) could have been an effect of corresponding differences in the birds’ distribution and
foraging behaviour and thereby in their chances of being caught in fish nets, but we have too little
data on the distribution of prey stocks and fish nets to elucidate this point. That immature males
and females may have slightly different winter distributions in this area, is also supported by data
from the oiling incident of December 1980, but then there was an excess of females in the sample
from this part of the coast and the opposite tendency in the sample from Bohusldn, western
Sweden (Anker-Nilssen et al. 1988).

As the size of Common Guillemots generally increases with latitude (see e.g. Table 12 of
Anker-Nilssen et al. 1988), the tendency for adults to be smaller in 1989/90 than in 1988/89
suggests a more southerly origin of the birds in the latter winter. However, the test results were
ambiguous, and the (to some extent) unavoidable bias involved with respect to different examiners
and measuring techniques must be kept in mind (e.g. Barrett ef al. 1989). The similar, but even
less clear-cut variation in size of immatures could easily have been biased by regional differences
in reproductive success, since it is reasonable to assume that most immatures are first-winter birds
(cf. Mead 1974). With respect to the range of size variation found within the species and the
unknown variation in the age structure of the immature population from year to year, the inter-
seasonal variation may be regarded as relatively insignificant in 1988-90. However, the compari-
son with data from the Stylis incident suggests that there was an overall decrease in body
measurements of both adult and immature Common Guillemots wintering in the northern
Skagerrak during the 1980s. Such a decrease could have been brought about by more British birds
entering the area in the last winters and, by so doing, outnumbering the larger northern birds to a
greater extent than in the previous season.

Another (or complementary) explanation is that a change in size distribution could be a direct
effect of the dramatic decrease in numbers of Common Guillemots in northern Norway and on
Bear Island after the capelin Mallotus villosus collapse during the second half of the 1980’s (Vader
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TABLE VII. MORPHOMETRY (IN MM) FOR IMMATURE COMMON GUILLEMOTS WINTERING IN
THE NORTHERN SKAGERRAK. BIRDS FROM 1980/81 WERE BEACHED AFTER AN OFFSHORE
OILSPILL IN LATE DECEMBER (DATA FROM ANKER-NILSSEN ET AL. 1988), WHILE BIRDS FROM
1987-1990 WERE KILLED IN COASTAL FISHING NETS OFF @STFOLD COUNTY, S.E. NORWAY.
RESULTS OF STUDENT’S t-TESTS ARE INDICATED.

Coastal fishing nets

Offshore oilspill winters 1987/88,
winter 1980/81 1988/89 and 1989/90 t-test
Sex Variable n  Mean SD n  Mean SD t p
Males Winglength 323 200.1 48 527 198.1 45 6.06 <0.001 ***
Head length 170 1128 3.7 500 1113 32 5.25 <0.001 ***
Culmen length 296 480 2.6 500 465 25 8.14 <0.001 ***
Gonysdepth 305 11.86 0.61 522 1154 0.56 8.03 <0.001 ***
Females Winglength 334 2004 45 447 1989 4.7 4.53 <0.001 ***
Head length 141 1102 3.1 434 1086 3.3 5.29 <0.001 ***
Culmen length 306 46.1 24 431 450 24 6.06 <0.001 ***
Gonysdepth 319 11.54 0.58 445 1125 0.77 591 <0.001 ***

TABLE VHI. MORPHOMETRY (IN MM) FOR IMMATURE COMMON GUILLEMOTS BEACHED AF-
TER AN OFFSHORE OILSPILL IN THE SKAGERRAK IN LATE DECEMBER 1980. SAMPLE 1 WAS
MEASURED WITHIN A FEW WEEKS AFTER THE CORPSES WERE COLLECTED (DATA FROM
ANKER-NILSSEN ET AL. 1988), WHILE BIRDS IN SAMPLE 2 WERE STORED IN A FREEZER FOR
ALMOST 8 YEARS BEFORE THEY WERE EXAMINED BY OTHER PERSONS (PERSONS 1 AND 2 OF
THIS STUDY, CF. TABLE I). RESULTS OF STUDENT’S t-TESTS ARE INDICATED.

Sample 1 Sample 2
examined 1981 examined 1988 t-test

Sex Variable n Mean SD n Mean SD t P

Males Winglength 323 2001 438 19 1953 45 4.09 <0.001 ***
Head length 170 1128 3.7 12 1104 33 248 0.014 *
Culmen length 296 48.0 2.6 15 476 15 0.71 0476 ns
Gonysdepth 305 11.86 0.61 19 11.81 0.46 047 0642 ns

Females Winglength 334 2004 45 24 1995 53 095 0344 ns
Head length 141 1102 3.1 15 1076 28 3.18 0.002 **
Culmen length 306  46.1 24 17 451 1.7 1.69 0.092 ns
Gonys depth 319 11.54 0.58 21 1137 0.60 1.37 0.173 ns

et al. 1990a, 1990b, Anker-Nilssen & Barrett 1991), since it is probable that significant numbers
of birds from that region visit Skagerrak in winter (Anker-Nilssen et al. 1988). A note of caution
is, however, appropriate since this effect would in part be counteracted by the somewhat less
dramatic decrease recorded in some British Guillemot populations during the same time period
(Heubeck et al. 1991). Furthermore, it is not known to what extent the birds’ risk of being netted
or oiled is independent of their body size, nor if birds of very different origins were distributed
differently within the area. This last question could easily have been the most important, since the
oiling occured offshore whilst the fishing nets were set relatively close to land.
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Ringing recoveries document that many young Guillemots from colonies in Shetland visit the
Skagerrak area, particularly during the last decade (cf. Mead 1974, Heubeck et al. 1991). Not
surprisingly, the 10 ringed Guillemots present in our sample all originated from the British Isles (9
from Scottish colonies and 1 from Ireland). These birds had all been ringed as nestlings and 8 of
them were recovered in their first winter. Unfortunately, a detailed study of the Norwegian ringing
results has not yet been made. However, of 133 Guillemots ringed as chicks in south Norway and
recovered in winter (October-March) when less than 4 years of age, only 15 (11%) were found in
the Skagerrak and Kattegat area (east of 6°30'E), and the corresponding result for chicks ringed in
north Norway was only 1 (1%) of 129 birds (data provided by V. Bakken). When including
recoveries of birds when more than 4 years old, these numbers were 15 of 143 and 2 of 135,
respectively. Such results should be interpreted with great caution, especially since of the 339
Norwegian Guillemots ringed as chicks and later recovered, 277 (82%) were found prior to 1980
and only 3 (1%) were found during the winters of this study. Nevertheless, these data strongly
indicate that the Skagerrak is a less preferred wintering ground for Guillemots from northern
colonies.

Overall, our results confirm that the major breeding areas of Common Guillemots wintering in
the Skagerrak are found in Great Britain. The intra-seasonal variation documented for immature
birds most likely reflects the continuing growth of young birds during their first winter. A
suggested decrease in the size of birds during the 1980s may have both methodological and
biological explanations and does not invalidate the conclusions of Anker-Nilssen et al. (1988) that
significant numbers of birds may originate from colonies in northern Norway (including Bear
Island).
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SUMMARY

The morphometry of 1157 Common Guillemots killed in fishing nets at the northeastern coast of Skagerrak
during the last three winters of the 1980s is discussed. Only 10% of the birds were adults (lacking a cloacal
bursa). The intra-seasonal variation in size measurements documented for immature birds most likely reflected
the continuing growth of young birds during their first winter. The results confirm that the major breeding areas
of Common Guillemots wintering in the Skagerrak are found in Great Britain. A suggested decrease in the size
of birds during the 1980s could have both methodological and biological explanations, and does not invalidate
the earlier findings that this important winter population also recruits birds from breeding colonies in northern
Norway (including Bear Island).
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Concentrations of Manx Shearwater off San
Antonio, Rio Negro, Argentina
Patrick Y. Bergkamp

From September 1992 to May 1993 I collected data on seabirds, waders and waterfowl along the
coast of San Antonio Oeste, Rio Negro, Argentina. From the second week of October until the first
week of December, Manx Shearwaters Puffinus puffinus were regularly seen far off at sea (usually at
more than 300 m offshore). Total numbers seen did not usually exceed c. 500 birds.

On 1 November, however, a group of c. 650 birds was present 100 m off the coast, near the
entrance of Bahfa San Antonio 40°48'S 64°55'W, between two sandflats, Banco Reparo in the west
and Banco Lobos in the east. The following day the number of birds had increased to an estimated
1,400. The flock was slowly moving towards Banco Lobos (where I was observing at that time) and
more shearwaters, arriving from the east were joining this group. After one hour I estimated that 13-
15,000 birds were present. While the birds were gathering, the main group was flying in circles
counter clock-wise (diameter 1.0 km) at less than 10 m above the sea. Only occasionally did birds sit
down on the water to rest. When the group reached its peak number more birds sat down for a while,
apparently to rest or to search for food, as close as 50 m off Banco Lobos. The majority, however,
continued to fly in circles. After ¢. 15 minutes the group started to move in a southeastern direction
towards the open sea, meanwhile continuing the circling movement. Even then birds were arriving
from the east, but in smaller numbers, and this went on until at least 2 hours afier the highest estimate
when I left the area. Therefore, in total, there must have been more than 15,000 Manx Shearwaters in
the Golfo de San Matias at that time.

The population size of the Manx Shearwater, which breeds in the NE Atlantic, is 250,000-300,000
pairs (del Hoyo et al. 1993), of which the majority winters off eastern South America from 10°S to
50°S (Harrison 1983). Flocks of this size appear not to have been reported close to South American
shores, neither has the observed behaviour been described. Although, the circling behaviour is very
similar to that shown by birds in rafts offshore from colonies at dusk (Brooke 1990).

The presence of large quantities of food might have caused such a concentration and the
performance of the peculiar circling behaviour. However, because the majority of the shearwaters
did not make any attempt at foraging, this explanation seems doubtful, also because none of the
2,100 Kelp Gulls Larus dominicanus and more than 300 terns Sterna spp (mostly South American
Termn S. hirundinacea) left their roosts in the vicinity of the area to join the shearwaters.

Another possibility could have been that strong eastern winds blew the shearwaters towards the
coast, although the wind at the time (Beaufort Force 4-6) came from the southwest. Furthermore, in
the week prior to this date the wind had been south-southwest force 6-8. Possibly this long-distance
migrant gathers in certain areas off eastern South America after its southward migration. Shearwaters
are not known to migrate in flocks of more than a few hundred birds. From current knowledge there
does not seem to exist a satisfactory explanation for the observed circling movement.
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This is the report of an international project, funded by the European Commission, to investigate the extent
to which wintering seabirds feed on discards from commercial fishing trawlers in the North Sea. The list of
questions to be answered was ambitious given the timing and duration of fieldwork (January-February
1993): what species scavenge at trawlers in different parts of the North Sea, in what numbers, and what do
they eat?; which fisheries attract most birds?; how do different seabird species interact at boats?; how
many seabirds could be supported by fishery waste; what effect would reducing waste quantities have?

Fieldwork was carried out by teams of observers on six fisheries research vessels operating in different
sectors of the North Sea, and the bulk of the report summarises the mass of observations made during
different fishing operations and during experimental discarding of fish. Of the problems faced, the weather
was probably the least. The lay-out of the vessels and consequent fishing practices varied and despite an
initial cruise to standardise methods, inconsistencies arose. Furthermore, one vessel covering the NW sub-
region of the North Sea was diverted for much of the time because of the Braer oil spill. Despite these
hindrances, the aims of the project were largely achieved.

If I had one main criticism of the report it would be that the layout makes it difficult to access the wealth
of information contained within it. In double-column format, some paragraphs extend the length of the
page while subject headings (which should have been in bold type) could usefully have been listed at the
beginning of each section, as they do not appear on the contents page. Similarly, a summary list of the 51
Figures and 66 Tables would have helped the reader find raw data more easily. On the plus side the two
summaries at the beginning (one for ‘scientists’ and one for ‘non-specialists’) were excellent, and printed
on a different coloured paper for easy access. There were inconsistencies in the use of statistical tests to
support sometimes surprising statements, e.g. that in Kittiwakes “immatures appeared clearly more suc-
cessful than adults” at scavenging experimentally discarded fish, while I came across a few annoying
errors (e.g. p.101 Figure 4.4.1-3 should read 4.1.1-3).

The authors commendably draw attention to the fundamental problem in extrapolating from their work,
i.e. that fishing activities and seabirds scavenging patterns may (and probably do) differ between research
and commercial trawlers, and studies to ascertain the extent of this difference is one of the recommenda-
tions made. In summary, this is a valuable contribution to our understanding of the relationship between
seabirds and the fishing industry, and a welcome sign of political acceptance of the need for research into
the way that fishery practices, and changes in them, affect other parts of the marine food chain.

The report, published by the Netherlands Institute for Sea Research (P.O. Box 59, 1790 AB Den Burg,
Texel, The Netherlands), unfortunately is now out of print.

Martin Heubeck
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THE SEABIRD GROUP 1995

The Seabird Group was founded in 1966 to circulate news of work in progress on seabirds and to
promote research. It is run by an elected Executive Committee and maintains close links with the
three major British national ornithological bodies — the British Omithologist’s Union, the British
Trust for Ormithology, and the Royal Society for the Protection of Birds. Membership (£10 per
annum, £9 if paid by banker’s order, £5 for students) is open to all with an interest in seabirds; for
details please contact the Membership Secretary (address below) — payment by banker’s order
helps the Group.

Current Executive Committee The present Committee comprises: Chairman K. Taylor, Secretary
M. Heubeck, Treasurer R.-W. Furness, Membership Secretary S. Russell, Editor of Seabird S.
Wanless, Newsletter Editor M. Tasker, also K.C. Hamer, M.P. Harris, J.D. Okill and E.K. Dunn.

Newsletters and Meetings Three Newsletters are circulated to members each year. They contain all
sorts of items including reports on seabird conservation issues and research projects, news from
seabird groups in other countries, book reviews, details of meetings, etc. The Newsletter Editor
(address below) welcomes contributions from members. The usual venue for the Group’s annual
meeting is the BTO Ringing and Migration Conference at Swanwick, except when the Group
holds its own conference, in which case the meeting is combined with that. Our conferences draw
seabird workers from many countries to join in a forum of topical interest. In keeping with our
desire to promote work in the field, practical manuals and guidelines evolve from the workshop
sessions which cater for specialist topics within the conference theme.

Seabird Group Grants Each year the Group has some money available to help fund research
conducted by members. All grant applications should be submitted to the Secretary by the end of
February, and will be considered by the Executive Committee by the end of March. Successful
applicants are required to submit a typed report, not exceeding 500 words, by the end of October
of the same year for inclusion in the Newsletter. A full typed report (in triplicate) must be
submitted by the end of the year.

Seabird Colony Register The Seabird Group has always sought to organise and implement national
schemes involving the active participation of its membership, now standing at 350 members. The
Group membership played a major role in the national Operation Seafarer survey whose results
were published in ‘The Seabirds of Britain and Ireland’ (1974). The Group completed the Seabird
Colony Register fieldwork in 1988, in cooperation with the Nature Conservancy Council, and the
results were published in the book: ‘The Status of Seabirds in Britain and Ireland’ in 1991. This
register was begun in 1985 to gather together all existing data on breeding seabird numbers in the
British Isles, to bring our knowledge of their status up to date by detailed field surveys and to
establish a computerised database which can be easily updated in the future. Although this round
of survey work has been completed, it is important to continue monitoring of seabird breeding
numbers: anyone eager to conduct counts on a regular basis should contact Paul Walsh, INCC, 17
Rubislaw Terrace, Aberdeen AB1 1XE.

Seabird Journal In November 1984 the Group launched its new-look journal Seabird, numbered 7
in deference to its pedigree of Seabird Group Reports 1-6. Our priority is to maintain a high
volume and quality of content and the current editor, Sarah Wanless, welcomes offers of papers
(see Notice to Contributors, and address below). Members of the Seabird Group receive Seabird
free of charge; additional copies to members, and any copies to non-members are £10 + 50p
postage within the British Isles, £10 + £1 postage overseas. Postage overseas is by surface mail,
unless the recipient can make prior provision for air mail. The subscription to Libraries is £15 per
copy. To help reduce costs, overseas subscribers are kindly asked to make payment by
international money order rather than by cheque. Back issues of Seabird 11, 12, 13, 14, 15 and 16



71

are available at £5 + 50p postage per copy. There are no cost concessions for multiple orders of
Seabird and postal charges are additive.

Who to write to While the Seabird Group maintains an accommodation address (c/o RSPB, The
Lodge, Sandy, Bedfordshire SG19 2DL, England, UK), the following can be contacted directly, as
appropriate. Please help the Group by enclosing a stamped addressed envelope for reply.

Secretary (general enquiries about the Group, seabird conservation matters, grants, etc.): Martin
Heubeck, Mansefield, Dunrossness, Shetland ZE2 9JH, Scotland, UK.

Membership Secretary (membership renewals, applications and enquiries): Sheila Russell, Clober
Farm, Craigton Road, Milngavie, Glasgow G62 7HW, Scotland, UK.

Treasurer (subscriptions, donations, etc.): Dr Robert Furness, Department of Zoology, University
of Glasgow, Glasgow G12 8QQ, Scotland, UK.

Editor of Seabird: Dr Sarah Wanless, c/o Institute of Terrestrial Ecology, Hill of Brathens,
Banchory, Kincardineshire AB31 4BY, Scotland, UK.

Newsletter Editor: Mark Tasker, INCC, 17 Rubislaw Terrace, Aberdeen AB1 1XE, Scotland, UK.
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NOTICE TO CONTRIBUTORS

Seabird publishes original contributions relating to any aspect of seabird omithology as full-length
papers (preferably not exceeding thirty manuscript double-spaced pages) or short notes. Although
a portion of the journal will be of particular interest to UK members, contributions are welcomed
on aspects of seabird ornithology from any part of the world so long as they are likely to be of
general interest.

Seabird is indexed in the Aquatic Sciences and Fisheries abstracts, Ecology Abstracts and
Animal Behaviour Abstracts of Cambridge Scientific Abstracts databases and journals.

Copyright is retained by the Seabird Group. Reference to contributions in Seabird may be made
in other scientific writings but no extensive part of the text, nor any diagram, figure, table or plate
may be reproduced without written permission from the Editor. Such permission will not be
granted without consultation with the author(s).

Contributions should be submitted in the same format as used in recent copies of Seabird, and
this is outlined below:

All submissions, of which three copies are required, must be typewritten, on one side of the
paper, with double spacing and adequate margins. The approximate position of figures and tables
should be indicated in the margin. Authors are advised to consult a recent copy of Seabird and
follow the conventions for section headings, tables, captions, references, quotation marks,
abbreviations etc. The Editor may return without consideration any submission that departs from
the Seabird form of presentation. Spelling should conform with the preferred i.e. first-cited
spelling of the Shorter Oxford Dictionary. Details of experimental technique, extensive tabula-
tions of results of computation procedures, etc. are best presented as appendices. A full-length
paper must include a summary not exceeding 5% of the total length.

On first mention a bird species should be designated by an English vernacular name drawn from
The Status of Birds in Britain and Ireland, or from an authorative faunistic work treating the
appropriate region, followed by systematic binomial; author and date need be cited only in
taxonomic papers. Thereafter only one name should be used, preferably the English one. Capitals
should be used for the initial letters of all single words or hyphenated vernacular names (e.g. Great
Black-backed Gull, White-eyed Gull) but not in a group name (e.g. gulls, terns). Trinomials should
be used only if the subspecific nomenclature is relevant to the topic under discussion. Underlining
is used for all words of foreign languages, including Latin, other than those which have been
adopted into English. Underlining should also be used for phonetic renderings of bird vocalizations.
Underlining is not needed for emphasis.

Measurements should be given in SI (International system of units), but if the original
measurements were made in non-SI units, the actual values and units should be given, with SI
equivalents inserted in parentheses at appropriate points. Measurements may be given in cm.

Figures and diagrams should be drawn in black ink on white board, paper or tracing material,
with scales (for maps), and lettering given in Letraset. In designing drawings, authors are asked to
note the page-size and shape of Seabird; originals should be 1%2-2 times final size. Tables should
be typewritten and spaced appropriately. References should be quoted in the text in the format
indicated by the following examples: Harris 1980, Cramp & Simmons 1980, Monaghan et al.
1980. References at the end of the paper (following acknowledgements) should be given in the
following format:

COULSON, J.C. and WOOLER, R.D. 1976. Differential survival rates among breeding Kittiwake Gulls Rissa tridactyla (L.). J.
Anim. Ecol. 45: 205-213.

The author’s name should be placed beneath the title of the paper and again at the end, together
with the address, after the references.

Twenty-five offprints of each original contribution will be supplied free. Additional copies can
be supplied on payment; orders will be required at the time of proof-correction. Reprints of book
reviews will only be supplied if a request is submitted with the original copy; in this case the full
number will be charged at cost.



