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Abstract.-—Characteristics of 18 computerized files of
bird information in the North Central and Northeast United

States were compiled,

Information contained in the files

included species occurrence, population and management
requirements. MNo standard framework for data files was

identified from the 18 custom built systems.

Expected

expansion and development of new systems necessitates
improved communication to establish standard definitions
for identifying, describing and coding data elements.

INTRODUCTION

Many computerized data/information sys-
tems are currently in use or being developed
to store and retrieve information about non-
game species of birds. We were asked to review
and summarize systems with data from the North
Central and Northeastern part of the United
States. Our review 1s cursory. To provide a
brief overview on this subject, we called
system fanagers and others, asking a series of
questions about their system. In this report
we have categorized information available by
species occurvence, populations, and manage-
ment requirements. We suggest individuals
identified in the Appendix be contacted

directly for detailed information about systems.

We apologize for those systems we inadver-
tently overlooked. The assistance of Mr,
Ralph Alig in preparation of this report is
deeply appreciated.

CHARACTERIZATION OF DATA STORAGE
"AND RETRIEVAL SYSTEMS

‘We identified 18 computerized files which
contain some information about birds in the
N.E./N.C. part of the United States (Table 1).
Approximately one-third of the files contain a
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" birds (Table 2).

list of all categories of birds (Table 1).
Species lists for waterfowl, shorebirds, up-—
land gamebirds, raptors and migratory birds
are available from approximately two-thirds of
the files, Passerine, non-migratory, and sea-
bird species lists were included in nearly
half of the files,

Fifteen files have data at the state

"level. Less than half of the files have

specles lists at the regional lewvel. Species
lists for political units smaller than the
state are available from about one-third of
the files, A continental United States list
was found in eight files,

Fourteen files contain information about
categories of birds associated with various
vegetation types, Twelve files produce a 1link
by ecosystem (combinations of vegetation
types). Five of the files will provida a
specles list by the following ecological
categories: biome, ecosystem, vegetation type,
stage of succession, community structure and
specialized habitat such as cavities, snags,
riparlan, etc.

Population Estimates

Fourteen files have population estimates
or population trends for some category of
Population estimates are
avallable in nine informatiéon bases., Water-

“fowl are the most common category of birds for

which we have population estimates. No popu-—
lation information is computerized for passer-
ine bird populations except for species that



are threatened or endangered. The State is

the most common unit of political organization
for population data. Continent-wide population
estimates are not available. The biome and
ecosystem level of ecologlcal organization for
population estimates are represented in the
most information bases.

Population trends for gamebirds are best
represented; however, twe information bases
contain trend information for passerine birds.

Specialized habitats are the lowest ecological
level represented and are present in four of
the information bases.

Compared to species occurrence infor-
matior, population estimates or trends are
poth difficult and expensive kinds of infor-
mation to obtain for data systems. The
number of systems containing these types of
information reflect this faet.

Management Requirements

Six files have some population manage-
ment information defined by protection or
harvest guotas (Table 3}. ‘

Habitat requirements of bird species can
be effectively used in developing habitat
management programs and arve the most common
management type of information available from
computerized data storage and retrieval
systems (Table 3). Ten of the information
bases contain species habitat requirements.
Compared to other kinds of information for
non-game birds, they are well represented in

data systems by information on habitat require-—

ments. Habitat management guidelines are most
available For game specles; however, manage-
ment guldelines for non—game bird habitat
occur in four files.

"How Much of What They Require is Available?"

Effective evaluation of alternative
managentent practices and mitigation require
a measure of habitat tradeoffs. Quantities
of avallable habitat in units of land area
are a useful measure in analyzing the conse-~
quences of changing habitats. Seven files
contain estimates of habiltat guantities.
Several other wildlife files have defined
species habitat requirements which permit a
1ink to data files which contain estimates of
habitat gquantities.

SUMMARY

Computerized files containing information
about birds in the Northeastern and North
Central United States are varied. The 18
‘files reviewed were custom built and

programed; there is no standard framework.

The 1979 RPA Wildlife and Fish Assessment data
base is the only file which contains. Informaticn
on the habitat requirements of all categories

of birds in all states, territories and
possessions of the United States.

Increased use of automated systems for
storing and retrieving infermation on sensi-
tive or threatened and endangered species 1s
noticeable. Many data base managers contacted
in this study indicated they were hoping te
expand their data files or develop new cnes.
Several individuals interviewed said popu-
lation estimates or trends will be increasingly
computerized. Desired populatilon sizes are
another area of noticeable potential expansion
and improvement.

Management guidelines seem to be drawn
mostly from literature searches and are not
frequently stored or accessed in the computer.
Habitat requirements are also largely drawm
from the literature, but more easily lend
themselves to computerized storage and retrieval
systems. The reason for the difference is the
more general applicability of habitat require-
ment information and various ecological situations
compared to management guideline information.

The. emphasis of avian information in
automated systems has been placed on game or
threatened and endangered species, with non-
game categories being less developed, There is
a lack of communication between system
developers and/or users with similar personnel
in other régions or states.

A major recommendation is to form a data
standards group for the region and attempt to
use standard definitions in collecting infor-
mation about birds. '
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Table 1.-—-Availability (X) of Bird Species lists in the Northeastern and North
Central United States from Computerized data storage and retrieval systems

System Acronym or Tdentification Key

214y -
Type of [=) O =i 213 5 = @ <t
2282812y K IEE (L0228 |48 2] s
c mig |O |t [ T - R ) = | = =3 o RER &}
Informat ion ~|l === pay i = L =T I e I~ < Y (Y B 7 3
atalh BE REH Zals 2ial = i’é g = > 8 g1 %5
Sl |8|8E|BIBHBARIS B82S |E S BES S| &
Category of Birds
Waterfowl X| XX X} X XX | X X] X[ X
Shorebirds b4 X| X X| x| X X XL X X
Upland Gamebirds X ¥l X[ X | X|X ¥ X X X X} X
Passerine i X - X XX X X Xt X
Migratory X| X{X} X | Xy XXX i¥1 X X X1 X
Nonmigratory X| X X i XX X ¥ X| X
Raptors x| - X | xt % ¥l x| X X x| x
Seabirds % XX X[ X X X X X
Political Units
Continental U.S. Xp X X X1 X X X X
Region X X1 X I x4 X Xl X
State - . X Xl X X O X X1 X Xl X X X Xl X X
County X X X Xi X X h.¢
Township R X X X1 X X X
Other 2/ S & : XX XX X X
Ecological Units
Biome X{ X} X X x| X X X
Ecosysten X{ X% X X} Xj X X X ¥ Xl X
Vegetation Type~ X X x| X x X} X[ %] x| x X X X X
Seral Stage X %] % X | X X X
Community Structure | X' X X[ %] X% X X X
‘Specialized Habitats X X} X X! X1 X X X ¥ X X

1/ System ineludes information about birds classified.ﬁy the F&WS as threatened
or endangered of extinction. - C : .

2/ Include§ a research area, physiographic regions, wildlife management units,
F&WS—-numbered islands, New York's thousand square-kilometer inventory blocks, USGS
geological quads, and Maryland's state inventory blocks (=100 acres each)
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Table 2.~~-Availability of estimates (E) and trends (T) in bird populations in
northeastern and northcentral United States from computerized data

storage and retrieval systems

System Acronym or Identification Key

Type of SR $le i
Information a2 % é gig|d i3 (¥l = e |3 2 Zi2 128 1218
~] —i ==~ LE g | el | w ]l g T |
el I B R R :é:u E o~ ol o =| e @l - g < §
AEEEEE G L M EIE I EE B E S
v @ BladiBigHgYR ) 52|22 | B34 5232 |8
Category of Birds
Waterfowl T E T E E E E,T| E
Shorebirds E| T E E | B
Upland Gamebirds T E| E|(TIT E T E,T| E
Passerine T T {E E E
Migratory T E E E E
Noamigratory T E E E
Raptors E E F E E
Seabirds E E E E
Political Units
Continental U.S. T
Region T £ E E
State T E|{ T |[Ej E T |E|E E,T| E
County E E E E
Townshi E E E 1E E
Other * : el |E|E E B
Ecological Units
Biome T E E E E E
Ecosysten T E E E E E
Vegetation Type. T E E T E E
Seral Stage E E 1 B
Community Structure E E E
Specialized Habitats E E E "B
Non-ecological Units

1/includes a research ares, wildiife management units, physiographic region,
F&WS-numbered islands, and New York and Maryland inventory blocks.

241




Northcentral United States from computerized dat
R information for Bird species In Northeastern and s
e ? fratlabtiley of Hanagement storage and retrieval systems

System Acronym or Identification Key

u )
i1 8| § & B E <
a B _— w 2 2] ] -1
Management Information ] & % Eg % ) o 5 g = s| 21 2 8B HEM E g
s B EleM slg 1B |8 w2 5| vl E Lelal 8 3|3
Category of Birds 5 é 5| 88 B | 2H % 3 g ' & [ 3 E g il EU a g
B B g| sk g(gei8d B |8 8 5| % ZAl kI8 5|8
1/
Desired Population Size (H, P}~
Waterfowl il H ® £
Shorebirde H 4 P "
Upland Gamebirds R 4
Passerine p| E e P
Migratory 4
Nonmigratory P ? P
Raptors E ? P P
Seabirds P 14
2/
Habitat Requirements (F, B, S§)= :
waterfowl . B,5 j F,B,[ F,B| . F,B, ¥,5, F,By F,B{ F,B,
- g . 5 § 3 5 $
Shorebirds _ .. }B.,S|[F,B| FB B,S F,E, F.By F.B, F.B,
. 5 S 8 s S
Upland Gamebirds F,B ¥,B, . ¥,3, ¥,B F,B, F,B,
. [ s s 8 s
Pagserine B,8 F,B F,B,; F,B, F,B| F,B,
] 8 s S
Migratory 8,5 | F.B, E,S F,B, F,B, F,B| F,B,! F,B,
. g i S s s £ ]
Nonmigratory 8,8 8,5 F,B, F.By4 F,B,| F,B,
H E 3 5
Raptors F.B P,B, F,B,} F,B, F.B, F,B, F,B,
. . S 5 1 3 S 8
Soeabirds - - : R . F,B,| B,s { F,B, F.B,| F,B,) F,B,
s ] 5 s 5
Habitat Management Guldelines (F, B, s)g."
Watarfoul : 3,8 |F.B) ¥,B F,8,
5 L 8
Shorcbirde : 1,8, 7,B.,f F.B F,B,
Lo - s g
Upland Gamebirds | Ty F,B F,B,
. . . S
Pasgerine . . _1B,S F,B ¥,B,|
: . T 3
Migratory . B,5,| F,8,{ . ’ . j F, B,
] 3
Honmigratory . . | B,8 ) . ¥,B,
. . . s
Raptars : . BB L . F,B, B
Seablrds Co . F,B, B
. . [

yﬂ = Harvesat Regulation, P = Protection Regulation.

yl’ = Feeding, B = Breeding, S = Seasonal,
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