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COSEWIC 
Assessment Summary 

 
 

Assessment Summary – May 2012 

Common name 
Hooded Warbler 

Scientific name 
Setophaga citrina 

Status 
Not at Risk 

Reason for designation 
In Canada, the range and abundance of this forest-nesting species have increased substantially since the species 
was last assessed. The species has also experienced a significant long-term increase in abundance in the core of its 
range in the United States, so there is an outside source for rescue. However, habitat degradation at breeding sites 
and habitat loss and degradation at migration stopover sites and on the wintering grounds are potential threats. 

Occurrence 
Ontario 

Status history 
Designated Threatened in April 1994. Status re-examined and confirmed in November 2000. Status re-examined and 
designated Not at Risk in May 2012. 
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COSEWIC 
Executive Summary 

 
Hooded Warbler 
Setophaga citrina 

 
 

Wildlife Species Description and Significance 
 

This small yellow songbird is readily identified by its distinctive plumage and 
vocalizations. Adult males have a characteristic black hood but this feature is reduced 
or lacking in adult females.  

 
Distribution 
 

The Hooded Warbler is a long-distance migrant that breeds in eastern North 
America and winters in Mexico, Central America and the Caribbean. The breeding 
range of this species has been expanding northwards for at least 40 years. The 
Canadian breeding distribution is restricted to southern Ontario, where it is considered 
to be a rare or locally uncommon breeder.  
  
Habitat 
 

The Hooded Warbler typically nests in shrubs associated with small canopy-gaps 
within large tracts (>100 ha) of mature deciduous or mixed forests. High densities can 
occur following selective logging, provided many mature trees remain. On the wintering 
grounds, there is strong sexual segregation by habitat with males preferring closed 
canopy forests and females preferring more open shrubby habitats.  

 
Biology 
 

This insect-eating passerine begins breeding when it is 1 year old. Hooded 
Warblers typically lay 3 or 4 eggs in cup-shaped nests, 1 m from the ground, that are 
frequently parasitized by Brown-headed Cowbirds. Nest predation rates are high (e.g., 
in Ontario 30-50% of nests are depredated). Even so, this species often succeeds in 
raising two broods to fledging in a single breeding season (early May through 
September in Ontario). Hooded Warblers rarely return to breed at their natal site, 
whereas adults show relatively strong fidelity to breeding and wintering sites. The 
expected life span is short, and the average age of breeding adults is about 2-3 years. 

 



 

Population Sizes and Trends 
 

Data from all sources show a consistent pattern of strong increases in the 
abundance and distribution of the Hooded Warbler population in Canada. The Canadian 
population is currently estimated to be between 1000 and 2000 breeding birds (much 
less than 1% of the global population). The Ontario Breeding Bird Atlas (OBBA) showed 
a strong population increase, from 21 atlas squares (10 km2 survey blocks) with 
breeding evidence during 1981-85, to 81 squares during 2001-05, although with 
relatively greater search effort in the second atlas.  

 
Directed searches at known and potential breeding locations in southern Ontario in 

1997, 1998, 2002, and 2007 also documented ongoing increases in population size, 
number of occupied sites, and breeding distribution. The 1997 survey found 88 territorial 
males while the 2007 survey recorded at least 436 at 89 sites. These surveys covered 
most but not all areas with known or potentially occupied habitat in southern Ontario. 

  
Threats and Limiting Factors 
 

Given the observed increase in the Hooded Warbler population in Canada, habitat 
availability does not appear to be a limiting factor at present. Climate change appears to 
be an important factor in the observed range expansion. Some studies in Ontario have 
found low productivity and suggested that some areas may be acting as ecological 
sinks. However, there is also evidence that the Hooded Warbler population is very 
dynamic, and is characterized by high levels of immigration and emigration in response 
to habitat quality. Provided that there is an ongoing supply of suitable habitat, then it is 
likely that the Hooded Warbler population will continue to be stable, or increasing. Loss 
and degradation of habitat at migration stopover sites and on the wintering grounds 
have been identified as potential threats, but the magnitude of these threats is unknown. 
 
Protection, Status, and Ranks 

 
The Hooded Warbler is protected under the Migratory Birds Convention Act in 

Canada and the United States. It was assessed by COSEWIC in 1993 and again in 
2000 and then listed as Threatened under the federal Species at Risk Act when the Act 
came into force in 2003. It is also listed as Special Concern under Ontario’s 
Endangered Species Act, 2007. This species is considered globally secure by BirdLife 
International (Least Concern) and NatureServe (G5).  

 
The current draft of the proposed federal Recovery Strategy identifies 56 sites in 

Ontario with critical habitat for this species, with a total area of about 9000 ha. None of 
the proposed critical habitat is on federal lands. Over half of the sites are on publicly 
owned lands, consisting mostly of managed forests that are not formally protected.  
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TECHNICAL SUMMARY  
 

Setophaga citrina 
Hooded Warbler Paruline à capuchon 
Range of occurrence in Canada: Ontario  
 
Demographic Information 

 

 Generation time (usually average age of parents in the population) 2-3 yrs 
 Is there an observed continuing decline in number of mature individuals? No 
 Estimated percent of continuing decline in total number of mature 

individuals within 5 years.  
Canadian population appears to be increasing. 

n/a 

 Observed percent increase in total number of mature individuals over the 
last 10 years.  
Count of territorial males in Ontario increased from 88+ in 1997 to 436 in 
2007. Ontario Breeding Bird Atlas data indicate >400% increase in 
probability of observation over 20-year interval between 1981-85 and 2001-
05. After controlling for increased search effort, actual increase over last 10 
years is >200%. 

>200% 

 Projected percent increase in total number of mature individuals over the 
next 10 years.  
Long-term range expansion and population increase likely to continue.  

Unknown, but likely to 
be an increase 

 Estimated percent increase in total number of mature individuals over any 
10 year period, over a time period including both the past and the future.  
Ongoing range expansion. 

Unknown, but likely to 
be an increase 

 Are the causes of the decline clearly reversible and understood and 
ceased?  
Factors driving the population increase and range expansion are not 
known.  

n/a 

 Are there extreme fluctuations in number of mature individuals? No 
 
Extent and Occupancy Information 

 

 Estimated extent of occurrence 
Convex range envelope polygon encompassing all occurrences with 
confirmed or probable breeding evidence reported during the 2001-05 
Ontario Breeding Bird Atlas project.  

ca. 50,000 km² 

 Index of area of occupancy (IAO) 
Extrapolation from known breeding occurrences during 2001-10 period 
including the 2001-05 breeding bird atlas (178, 2x2km2 cells with breeding 
evidence) and 2007 survey data (37 additional cells with breeding 
evidence).  

>1000 km2 but <2000 
km2  

 Is the total population severely fragmented? No 
 Number of locations 

Based on the 89 sites (land ownership parcels) with breeding evidence 
reported during the 2007 survey.  

Unknown, but much 
greater than threshold 
level of 10 locations 

 Is there an observed continuing decline in extent of occurrence? No, increasing 
 Is there an observed continuing decline in index of area of occupancy? No, increasing 
 Is there an observed continuing decline in number of populations?  

All sites presumably part of a single population. 
n/a 

 Is there an observed continuing decline in number of locations*? No  

                                            
 See Definitions and Abbreviations on COSEWIC website and IUCN 2010 for more information on this term. 
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 Is there an observed continuing decline in area, extent and/or quality of 
habitat?  
Loss of forest cover in western Carolinian Region offset by increases in 
eastern Carolinian Region. Expansion into areas of the Lake Simcoe-
Rideau Region with higher forest cover.  

No 

 Are there extreme fluctuations in number of populations? n/a 
 Are there extreme fluctuations in number of locations? No 
 Are there extreme fluctuations in extent of occurrence? No 
 Are there extreme fluctuations in index of area of occupancy? No 
 
Number of Mature Individuals (in each population) 
Population N Mature Individuals 
Canadian breeding population (all in southern Ontario) is estimated to be in 
range of 1000-2000 mature individuals as of 2011 based on extrapolation from 
the population count of 436 territorial males in 2007, the extent of potentially 
occupied habitat not included in the 2007 survey, and the long-term increasing 
trend.  

  

  
Total 1000-2000 
 
Quantitative Analysis 

 

Probability of extinction in the wild.  
Not available. 

n/a 

 
Threats (actual or imminent, to populations or habitats) 
Population increase suggests that there are no immediate widespread threats. Degradation of habitat at 
breeding sites in southern Ontario and habitat loss and degradation at migration stopover sites and on the 
wintering grounds are identified as potential threats.  
  
Rescue Effect (immigration from outside Canada)  
 Status of outside population(s)?  

Significant range-wide population increase and breeding range is expanding northwards. Significant 
increasing short- and long-term population trends in US states adjacent to Ontario breeding range.  

 Is immigration known or possible? 
Large breeding population in northern US adjacent to Canadian population. 
Dispersal over distances of 20 km (within Ontario) has been documented 
and longer-distance dispersal is suspected. 

Yes 

 Would immigrants be adapted to survive in Canada? Yes 
 Is there sufficient habitat for immigrants in Canada? 

Habitat in southern Ontario is not saturated. 
Yes 

 Is rescue from outside populations likely? Yes 
 
Current Status 
COSEWIC: Threatened (1993, 2000), Not at Risk (May, 2012) 
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Status and Reasons for Designation 
Status:  
Not at Risk 

Alpha-numeric code:  
None 

Reasons for designation:  
In Canada, the range and abundance of this forest-nesting species has increased substantially since the 
species was last assessed. The species has also experienced a significant long-term increase in 
abundance in the core of its range in the United States, so there is an outside source for rescue. 
However, habitat degradation at breeding sites and habitat loss and degradation at migration stopover 
sites and on the wintering grounds are potential threats.  
Applicability of Criteria 
Criterion A (Decline in Total Number of Mature Individuals): Does not meet criterion. Population has 
been increasing over the last three generations. 
Criterion B (Small Distribution Range and Decline or Fluctuation): Does not meet criterion. Extent of 
Occurrence is greater than 20,000 km2. IAO is less than 2000 km2, but population does not meet 
subcriteria. 
Criterion C (Small and Declining Number of Mature Individuals): Does not meet criterion. Population is 
less than 2500 mature individuals, but no evidence of a continuing decline. 
Criterion D (Very Small or Restricted Total Population): Does not meet criterion. Population is greater 
than 1000 individuals, IAO is greater than 20 km2 and there are more than 5 locations. 
Criterion E (Quantitative Analysis): Not available. 
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PREFACE 
 

The Hooded Warbler population in Canada has increased by over 200% and 
substantially expanded its extent of occurrence since it was last assessed by COSEWIC 
in 2000. There was a significant (>400%) increase in the probability of detection 
between the 1981-85 and 2001-05 Ontario Breeding Bird Atlases. Directed searches at 
known and potential breeding locations in southern Ontario in 1997, 1998, 2002, and 
2007 documented ongoing increases in population size, number of occupied sites, and 
breeding distribution. This species has also experienced a significant long-term 
population increase and northward expansion in its core range in the United States. 
Based on these population increases, the status of this species in Ontario under the 
Endangered Species Act, 2007 was downgraded from Threatened to Special Concern 
in 2009.  
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COSEWIC HISTORY 
The Committee on the Status of Endangered Wildlife in Canada (COSEWIC) was created in 1977 as a result of 
a recommendation at the Federal-Provincial Wildlife Conference held in 1976. It arose from the need for a single, 
official, scientifically sound, national listing of wildlife species at risk. In 1978, COSEWIC designated its first species 
and produced its first list of Canadian species at risk. Species designated at meetings of the full committee are 
added to the list. On June 5, 2003, the Species at Risk Act (SARA) was proclaimed. SARA establishes COSEWIC 
as an advisory body ensuring that species will continue to be assessed under a rigorous and independent 
scientific process. 

 
COSEWIC MANDATE 

The Committee on the Status of Endangered Wildlife in Canada (COSEWIC) assesses the national status of wild 
species, subspecies, varieties, or other designatable units that are considered to be at risk in Canada. Designations 
are made on native species for the following taxonomic groups: mammals, birds, reptiles, amphibians, fishes, 
arthropods, molluscs, vascular plants, mosses, and lichens. 

 
COSEWIC MEMBERSHIP 

COSEWIC comprises members from each provincial and territorial government wildlife agency, four federal 
entities (Canadian Wildlife Service, Parks Canada Agency, Department of Fisheries and Oceans, and the Federal 
Biodiversity Information Partnership, chaired by the Canadian Museum of Nature), three non-government science 
members and the co-chairs of the species specialist subcommittees and the Aboriginal Traditional Knowledge 
subcommittee. The Committee meets to consider status reports on candidate species.  
 

DEFINITIONS 
(2012) 

Wildlife Species  A species, subspecies, variety, or geographically or genetically distinct population of animal, 
plant or other organism, other than a bacterium or virus, that is wild by nature and is either 
native to Canada or has extended its range into Canada without human intervention and 
has been present in Canada for at least 50 years.  

Extinct (X) A wildlife species that no longer exists. 

Extirpated (XT) A wildlife species no longer existing in the wild in Canada, but occurring elsewhere. 

Endangered (E) A wildlife species facing imminent extirpation or extinction.  

Threatened (T) A wildlife species likely to become endangered if limiting factors are not reversed.  

Special Concern (SC)* A wildlife species that may become a threatened or an endangered species because of a 
combination of biological characteristics and identified threats.  

Not at Risk (NAR)** A wildlife species that has been evaluated and found to be not at risk of extinction given the 
current circumstances.  

Data Deficient (DD)*** A category that applies when the available information is insufficient (a) to resolve a 
species’ eligibility for assessment or (b) to permit an assessment of the species’ risk of 
extinction. 

  

* Formerly described as “Vulnerable” from 1990 to 1999, or “Rare” prior to 1990. 

** Formerly described as “Not In Any Category”, or “No Designation Required.” 

*** Formerly described as “Indeterminate” from 1994 to 1999 or “ISIBD” (insufficient scientific information on which 
to base a designation) prior to 1994. Definition of the (DD) category revised in 2006. 
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WILDLIFE SPECIES DESCRIPTION AND SIGNIFICANCE 
 

Name and Classification 
 

Scientific Name: Setophaga citrina (Boddaert 1783) 
 
English Name: Hooded Warbler 
 
French Name: Paruline à capuchon 
  
Class: Aves 
 
Order: Passeriformes 
 
Family: Parulidae 
 
Genus: Setophaga 
 
Species: Setophaga citrina 
 
Classification follows the American Ornithologist Union (AOU 1998, 2011). No 

geographic variation or subspecies are recognized (AOU 1998; Chiver et al. 2011).  
 
This member of the large New World wood-warbler (Parulidae) family was formerly 

classified in the genus Wilsonia, along with Wilson’s Warbler (Cardellina pusilla) and 
Canada Warbler (C. canadensis). Recent changes (AOU 2011) have now placed 
Hooded Warbler within the genus formerly known as Dendroica; now named 
Setophaga. There are now 34 warbler species within this genus (AOU 2011). 

 
Morphological Description 
 

The Hooded Warbler is a small songbird (body length: 13 cm, body mass: 11 g) 
with a striking plumage and a distinctive vocal repertoire. Both sexes have olive-green 
upperparts, a bright yellow underside, and characteristic white tailspots that are visible 
when the tail is fanned out. Adult males have a well-defined black hood, contrasting with 
bright yellow cheeks and forehead. Adult females have a variable amount of black on 
the head, ranging from none (typically during the first breeding season only) to almost a 
full black hood in some individuals. Juvenile birds (recent fledglings) of both sexes have 
a dull yellowish plumage with no head markings. On close examination, retained 
juvenile flight feathers can be used to reliably distinguish most young birds (of either 
sex) through to the end of their first breeding season (Pyle 1997; Chiver et al. 2011).  
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Population Spatial Structure and Variability 
 

There is no evidence of population structuring within the Canadian or North 
American population of this species. The small Canadian population is contiguous with 
much larger breeding populations of the northern United States. Lake Erie does not 
pose a significant geographic barrier to this migratory species, although it may reduce 
immigration rates (Melles et al. 2011).  

 
No biochemical or genetic studies are available.  
 

Designatable Units 
 

All Hooded Warblers breeding in Canada are within a single population and 
therefore only one designatable unit is considered in this report.  

 
Special Significance 
 

The habitat requirements of the Hooded Warbler in Canada overlap to varying 
degrees with those of the more than 30 Canadian species at risk associated with 
Carolinian woodlands in southern Ontario (Jalava et al. 2008). Forest birds of 
conservation concern breeding in close proximity to Hooded Warblers in Ontario 
include: Acadian Flycatcher, Empidonax virescens, Endangered; Cerulean Warbler, 
Setophaga cerulea, Endangered; and Louisiana Waterthrush, Parkesia motacilla, 
Special Concern.  

 
No Aboriginal Traditional Knowledge is currently available for this species. 
 
 

DISTRIBUTION 
 

Global Range 
 

The Hooded Warbler is a long-distance neotropical migrant that breeds in eastern 
North America, and winters in southern Mexico, Central America and parts of the 
Caribbean (Figure 1).  
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Figure 1. Breeding and non-breeding distribution of the Hooded Warbler (Ridgeley et al. 2007). 

 
 
The breeding range of this species corresponds closely to the North American 

Eastern Deciduous Forest Biome, being widely distributed in forested landscapes east 
of the Great Plains. The northern breeding limit currently extends from Minnesota to 
Massachusetts, crossing through southern Ontario. Its breeding distribution at the 
northern periphery of the range is patchy.  
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During the mid- to late-20th century, the breeding range of the Hooded Warbler 
expanded. Data from the North American Breeding Bird Survey (BBS) indicate that the 
northern margin of the breeding distribution shifted 115 km north over a 26-year interval 
(Hitch and Leberg 2007). Breeding Bird Atlas (BBA) data from New York State 
document a northward range expansion of 25 km over a 20-year interval (Zuckerberg et 
al. 2009). The breeding range within Canada has also expanded over time (see 
Canadian Range and Population Trends sections).  

 
The wintering range extends from Mexico south to Panama and east to the 

Caribbean, but within this range this species is most common in southeastern Mexico 
(especially Yucatan Peninsula), Belize, Guatemala, and Honduras (Chiver et al. 2011; 
NatureServe 2011). Changes in wintering distribution have not been documented. 

 
During spring and fall migration, this species uses both the trans-gulf and circum-

gulf migration paths to varying extents and is found in southern Florida and along the 
Gulf Coast. It appears that a greater proportion of the population uses the shorter Gulf 
of Mexico crossing in spring migration than in fall, and that adults are more likely than 
immature birds to cross the Gulf in the fall (Chiver et al. 2011). 

 
The total global breeding range (extent of occurrence) is approximately 2,000,000 

km2, while the total global wintering range is much smaller at approximately 750,000 
km2 (derived from Ridgeley et al. 2007).  

 
Canadian Range 
 

The Hooded Warbler’s Canadian breeding distribution is restricted to southern 
Ontario, where it is considered a rare to locally uncommon breeder (Godfrey 1986; 
James 1991; Badzinski 2007). The Ontario Breeding Bird Atlas (OBBA) mapping ( 

Figure 2) provides a good representation of the current Canadian range, and also 
illustrates the significant increase in the species’ distribution in Ontario over the 20-year 
interval between the first (OBBA1, 1981-85) and second (OBBA2, 2001-05) atlases 
(Badzinski 2007; Blancher et al. 2007).  
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Figure 2. Hooded Warbler breeding evidence during Ontario Breeding Bird Atlases, 1981-1985 and 2001-2005 

(based on Cadman et al. 2007). The grey lines delineate the boundaries of the Carolinian, Lake Simcoe-
Rideau, and Southern Shield ecological regions (from south to north). 

 
 
All confirmed and probable Canadian breeding records fall within the Mixedwood 

Plain Ecozone, with the majority concentrated in the Carolinian biogeographic region. 
Scattered records with possible breeding evidence (e.g., singing male observed in 
suitable habitat during the breeding season over a 1-6 day period) have been reported 
from the southern margin of the Boreal Shield Ecozone (Southern Shield region), 
including one possible breeding record during OBBA2 ( 

Figure 2).  
 
The extent of occurrence (EO) of the Hooded Warbler in Canada, as delineated by 

the convex range envelope polygon described by all occurrences with probable or 
confirmed breeding evidence reported during OBBA2 (2001-05), is approximately 
50,000 km2 (or about 75,000 km2 if records with possible breeding evidence are 
included). More recent breeding occurrences (2006-2010), including records from an 
extensive targeted survey in 2007 (see Sampling Effort and Methods), fall within the 
2001-05 EO polygon. The 2001-05 EO is more than double the comparable figure 
calculated using OBBA1 data from 1981-85.  
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The index of area of occupancy (IAO) was calculated by assigning available geo-
referenced breeding evidence data to standard 2 km x 2 km cells. During OBBA2, 
probable or confirmed breeding evidence was provided from 100 cells and possible 
breeding evidence was reported for an additional 78 cells, for a total of 712 km2 cells 
with breeding evidence. During the 2007 Hooded Warbler survey, breeding evidence 
was reported in an additional 37 cells. Thus, the IAO of all known breeding occurrences 
during 2001-2010 is 860 km2. The current IAO is estimated to be in the range of 1000-
2000 km2. These limits assume that breeding evidence was reported for 50-85% of all 
cells occupied between 2001 and 2010. This estimate seems reasonable given the 
amount of potentially occupied habitat that was not surveyed, the clumped breeding 
distribution of the species, and the overall intensity and distribution of the survey effort 
during this 10-year period. Given the reported average territory size of about 3 ha in 
Ontario (see Habitat Requirements), the biological area of occupancy over the past 
decade exceeds 25 km2.  

 
Changes in the Canadian Range and Breeding Status  
 

The Hooded Warbler was first reported in Canada before 1860 at Hamilton, 
Ontario and it was considered “a rare migrant” in Ontario during the early 1900s (Baillie 
1925). Breeding was first confirmed in 1949, when a nest was found at Springwater 
Forest, Elgin County (Gartshore 1988; Bodsworth 2004). Only five more nests were 
found over the following 36 years (Gartshore 1988). At the start of OBBA1 in 1981, the 
species was considered “a straggler that occasionally bred in Ontario” (Sutherland and 
Gartshore 1987). By the end of OBBA1, it was clear that Hooded Warbler was a rare 
but regular breeding species in Ontario and it was suggested that the species “probably 
always bred in southern Ontario in small numbers but generally escaped notice” 
(Sutherland and Gartshore 1987).  

 
After 1985, the number and extent of known breeding occurrences in Ontario 

surged. Only in the past decade, with completion of OBBA2 and additional intensive 
surveys, has uncertainty as to whether the observed increase was real or due entirely to 
increased search effort and searcher efficiency (see Austen et al. 1994; James 2000) 
been resolved. See Population section for further details on recent changes in 
distribution and abundance. 

 
The breeding status of the Hooded Warbler in Canada before 1949 remains 

uncertain, but given the northward range expansion in the global range, it seems likely 
that the breeding range of this species first expanded into Canada during the early 20th 
century. There is no substantive evidence to support the alternate view that this species 
likely occurred widely in the extensive forest habitat present before European settlement 
but subsequently declined or disappeared due to habitat loss in the 1800s, as 
suggested in previous status reports (Page and Cadman 1994; James 2000).  
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Search Effort 
 

Search effort and efficiency has increased over time. See Sampling Methods and 
Effort section for details.  

 
 

HABITAT 
 

Habitat Requirements 
 
Breeding Habitat 
 

The Hooded Warbler is a forest-obligate species and breeds in mature forests in 
upland or bottomland situations (Chiver et al. 2011). Forest composition appears to vary 
regionally, with various studies reporting positive or negative associations with 
deciduous hardwood forests or with pine (Mitchell et al. 2001; Twedt et al. 2010; Chiver 
et al. 2011). In Ontario, Hooded Warblers are found primarily in mature upland forests, 
including deciduous and mixed forests and pine plantations (Gartshore 1988; Austen et 
al. 1994; Badzinski 2007; Walters and Nol 2011).  

 
This species is considered a “gap specialist” as nest sites are consistently 

associated with canopy gaps with a high density of shrubs (Chiver et al. 2011; Walters 
and Nol 2011). Suitable canopy gaps can be created by natural tree-fall, timber 
harvesting using single-tree or group selective cutting methods, or thinning of mature 
pine plantations (Gartshore 1988; Whittam et al. 2002; Eng 2007; Chiver et al. 2011). In 
Ontario, Hooded Warblers consistently chose nest sites in areas within the forest with 
dense vegetation (often raspberry or blackberry brambles, Rubus spp.) within 1 m of the 
ground (Gartshore 1988; Bisson and Stutchbury 1998; Whittam et al. 2002; Eng 2007; 
Walters and Nol 2011; BSC unpub. data). Hooded Warblers construct their nests in a 
wide array of plant species (Chiver et al. 2011; BSC unpubl. data). Studies in 
southwestern Ontario found that Hooded Warbler nest sites have significantly more 
large mature trees (>38 cm diameter at breast height), fewer small trees, and higher 
canopy height (mean 27 m) compared to elsewhere in the forest patch (Gartshore 1988; 
Whittam et al. 2002; Eng 2007).  

 
Habitat used by dependent young during the critical post-fledgling period is also 

quite specific and differs from that used at other life stages (Eng 2007; Rush and 
Stutchbury 2008). Fledglings being fed by their parents generally stay within the 
breeding territory but move into areas with dense shrubs and saplings in the 0-4 m 
understory layer (Eng 2007; Rush and Stutchbury 2008). 
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An analysis of range-wide occurrence data shows that a high proportion (80%) of 
the total Hooded Warbler population occurs in landscapes with contiguous forest cover 
(Donovan and Flather 2002). Due to its preference for large forest tracts and reported 
avoidance of forest edges, the Hooded Warbler has been characterized as an area-
sensitive, forest-interior species (e.g., Robbins et al. 1989; Freemark and Collins 1992; 
Norris et al. 2000; Parker et al. 2005). These preferences are not absolute: Hooded 
Warblers will use forest edges and they can nest successfully in very small forest 
patches (e.g., <5 ha in Pennsylvania, as small as 10 ha in Ontario) in areas with high 
regional forest cover (Norris et al. 2000; Norris and Stutchbury 2001; Melles 2007; 
Chiver et al. 2011).  

 
In Ontario, most (up to 95%) known occurrences are within large (>100 ha) forest 

patches; and forest patch size, regional forest cover (within 2 km) and forest 
connectivity are important predictors of whether a forest patch will be occupied (Pither 
1997; Flaxman 2004; Melles 2007). A strong spatial correlation between Hooded 
Warbler occurrences in Ontario and areas with sand deposits and sandy soils was first 
noticed in the 1980s (Gartshore 1988). The ecological basis of this physiographic 
association, which is still evident in the current expanded breeding distribution, is not 
known (Page and Cadman 1994; Pither 1997). 

 
Due to its predilection for early successional canopy gaps, this species consistently 

occurs at higher densities in mature forests that have been subject to selective logging 
within the past 2 to 20 years than in forests that have not been logged for at least 30 to 
50 years (Annand and Thompson 1997; Robinson and Robinson 1999; Hetzel and 
Leberg 2006; Eng 2007). Breeding density increases have also been reported following 
insect outbreaks or severe weather events that created gaps in the forest canopy 
(Tingley et al. 2002; Brown et al. 2011). Nesting habitat typically becomes suitable a few 
years after formation of a canopy gap and can remain suitable for several years until the 
canopy gap closes in again, though there appears to be considerable variation in the 
timing of gap colonization and abandonment (Gartshore 1988; Robinson and Robinson 
1999; Whittam et al. 2002; Hetzel and Leberg 2006; Chiver et al. 2011).  

 
Breeding territories are often clustered, with more birds within 200 to 500 m of 

each other than expected if birds were randomly distributed across available habitat 
(Melles et al. 2009). Social factors (e.g., proximity to other birds) appear to influence 
both nest site selection and territory location within and among sites (Melles et al. 2009; 
Chiver et al. 2011). 
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The size of individual breeding territories varies between and within regions 
(Chiver et al. 2011). In Pennsylvania, typical territory size in a high density situation was 
75 m x 75 m (mean=0.85 ha, range 0.4-2.5 ha, N=47), compared to territories 
exceeding 150 m x 150 m (2.25 ha) in low density situations (Howlett and Stutchbury 
1997; Tarof et al. 1998). Territories in very small forest patches in Pennsylvania were 
the same size as the patch, 0.5-2.0 ha (Norris et al. 2000). Average territory size at sites 
in Ontario is generally larger than reported in Pennsylvania: e.g., 3.2 +/-2.7 ha, N=33, 
range 0.3 to 11.4 ha at the St. Williams Conservation Reserve (SWCR); and 1.1 to 2.4 
ha (N=16) in smaller woodlots (<50 ha) situated within 20 km of SWCR (BSC unpubl. 
data, 2003-05; S. Melles, unpubl. data, 2004-05).  

 
Wintering Habitat 
 

The Hooded Warbler winters in humid to semi-humid lowland forest and scrub 
habitats (Chiver et al. 2011). There is strong sexual segregation by habitat, with males 
preferring closed canopy forests whereas females prefer open woodland, early 
successional forest, and scrub habitats (Lynch et al. 1985; Stutchbury 1994; Conway et 
al. 1995). Both sexes overlap in intermediate habitat types (Chiver et al. 2011).  

 
Migration Habitat 
 

During migration this species is found in wooded habitats, including edge and 
canopy gaps in mature forests in inland situations, and coastal woodlands and wooded 
islands along the Gulf Coast in southeastern United States (Langin et al. 2009; Chiver 
et al. 2011).  

 
Habitat Trends 
  
Breeding Habitat 
 

Longer-term changes in the extent and distribution of woodlands in southern 
Ontario have been described by Larson et al. (1999), who examined various existing 
data sets covering the area south and east of the Canadian Shield (generally equivalent 
to the Carolinian and Lake Simcoe-Rideau ecological regions combined; Figure 1). 
Since 1700, the landscape of southern Ontario has undergone radical changes, from a 
predominantly forested landscape with small amounts of natural openings (prairie, 
savannah, alvar, open wetlands) and some areas of Aboriginal agriculture, to almost 
completely forested following the demise of the Aboriginal people upon contact with 
Europeans, to almost completely deforested by 1900 due to the wholesale removal of 
the forests by the early settlers (Larson et al. 1999).  
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Forest cover in southern Ontario reached a low of about 10% in 1920, but by 1986 
had almost doubled to about 19% due to the regeneration of young forests in areas of 
marginal farmland (Larson et al. 1999). The most recent data (2002 Ontario Land Cover 
mapping) indicate a continued increase in overall forest cover in southern Ontario to 
29% (OMNR 2006).  

 
Within southern Ontario, most of the increase in forest cover has occurred in 

southeastern Ontario and elsewhere in the Lake Simcoe-Rideau region, which now has 
35% forest cover (and 56% agriculture) (OMNR 2006). There has been little net change 
in forest cover in the Carolinian region, which at 15% overall (versus 72% agriculture) 
remains well below the 30% minimum threshold considered necessary to maintain 
forest bird diversity (OMNR 2000, 2006; Environment Canada 2004; Badzinski 2007; 
Crins et al. 2007). Within the Carolinian region, Hooded Warblers are generally 
associated with areas of higher forest cover, such as Norfolk County and Niagara 
Region (Badzinski 2007).  

 
Efforts to model Hooded Warbler habitat in Ontario at a landscape scale using 

satellite imagery have had limited success because the coarse spatial and temporal 
resolution of the Landsat images are not well suited to identifying the specific fine-
grained habitat requirements of this species (Pither 1997; Flaxman 2004; Pasher et al. 
2007). Canopy gap habitat can be accurately identified using fine spatial resolution 
Ikonos imagery but this approach is cost-prohibitive at a larger scale (Pasher et al. 
2007; Melles et al. 2009). Consequently, there are no good estimates of the amount and 
distribution of potential Hooded Warbler habitat in Ontario.  

 
Quantitative information on trends in forest quality is not available, but most forest 

habitat within the current Ontario breeding range is relatively young; only about 12% of 
southern Ontario forest is classified as mature, and < 1% is considered old-growth 
(OMNR 2006). Reforestation efforts in the early- to mid-20th century to stabilize areas of 
erosion-prone sandy soils in southern Ontario have, however, resulted in tracts of pine 
plantations that have matured to a point where they now provide suitable breeding 
habitat for this species (Badzinski 2007). Forest configuration is a concern because of 
this species’ sensitivity to forest fragmentation effects. Forests within the Carolinian 
region in particular are highly fragmented, with < 500 patches over 100 ha in size 
(Flaxman 2004). Forest health and diversity across southern Ontario is also 
compromised due to various native and exotic invasive plants, pests, and diseases 
(e.g., Scarr et al. 2011). At low levels, insect outbreaks and tree mortality can enhance 
Hooded Warbler habitat, but severe outbreaks, which alter forest structure (e.g., by 
killing a high proportion of the large canopy trees), are detrimental.  
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Wintering and Migration Habitat 
 

As with other neotropical migrants, loss and degradation of wintering and migration 
stopover habitat is a concern. Wintering habitat in Mexico and Central America has 
been affected by deforestation and agricultural intensification (Conway et al. 1995; 
Chiver et al. 2011). Specific information on trends in non-breeding habitat is not 
available. 

 
 

BIOLOGY 
 

The Hooded Warbler has been the subject of numerous field studies across 
various parts of its breeding range, wintering range, and at migration stopover sites 
(Chiver et al. 2011). The breeding biology of the population in southern Ontario has 
been the focus of several studies at core sites, including longer-term work at two large 
(>1000 ha) public forest complexes with the largest known Hooded Warbler population 
in Canada: the South Walsingham Forest in 1988-98, and the St. Williams Forest (now 
St. Williams Conservation Reserve, SWCR) in 1999-2010 (both in Norfolk County). A 
small breeding population in the Ganaraska Forest (mostly in Durham Region) in south-
central Ontario, 200 km northeast of Norfolk County, has been studied since it was first 
reported in 2006 (Walters and Nol 2011). This section of the report draws on information 
from the US range as summarized in the revised Birds of North America species 
account (Chiver et al. 2011), supplemented with additional information from the 
Canadian range.  

 
Life Cycle and Reproduction 
 
Breeding Season  
 

Territorial males sing frequently throughout their lengthy breeding season, from 
when they arrive on territory (early May in Ontario) until they begin their post-breeding 
moult (late July through September in Ontario). Although males are detected more 
frequently than females on the breeding grounds, similar numbers are captured during 
migration and the adult sex ratio is presumed to be approximately equal (Eng 2007; 
Melles 2007). 

 
Males and females both engage in extra-territorial forays to seek out extra-pair 

copulations with neighbours (Chiver et al. 2011). Males in very small isolated forest 
fragments will foray long distances (up to 2.5 km) across non-forest habitat (Norris and 
Stutchbury 2001). Females in small fragments do not travel far (<130 m) and therefore 
have limited mate choice relative to females in continuous forest (Norris and Stutchbury 
2002).  
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The Hooded Warbler is socially monogamous with most breeding males having a 
single female on their territory. A few males are polygynous and have two females, and 
a variable proportion of territorial males remain unmated. Pairing rates at study sites in 
Ontario (e.g., 75%, range 60% to 90% at SWCR, BSC unpubl. data; and 76% to 83% in 
smaller woodlots near SWCR, Bisson and Stutchbury 1998; Eng 2007; Melles 2007) are 
lower than rates reported in areas of high forest cover (e.g., 94% paired males at a site 
in Pennsylvania, Chiver et al. 2011). 

 
The paternity of Hooded Warbler nestlings has not been studied in Ontario. In 

Pennsylvania, extra-pair fertilizations are very common, involving up to 67% of all 
broods and 54% of all nestlings in a high density population in a large (>100 ha) forest, 
and 26% of broods and 22% of nestlings in low density situations in very small (<5 ha) 
forest patches (Stutchbury et al. 2005).  

  
The breeding biology of this species is fairly typical of other small passerines. Data 

from southern Ontario are consistent with information summarized in Chiver et al. 
(2011). Both sexes typically start to breed at 1 year of age. Females construct 
distinctive cup-shaped nests typically in low shrubs, tree saplings or ferns. Clutch size is 
generally 3 or 4 eggs, range 1 to 5. Second clutches are typically smaller than first 
clutches. The incubation period is 12 days; incubation and brooding is by the female 
only and begins with the laying of the last egg. The altricial nestlings are fed by both 
adults and leave the nest 8 to 9 days after hatching. Once young are fledged, each 
parent assumes responsibility for feeding approximately half of the brood until young 
reach full independence at 4 to 6 weeks after fledging (Evans Ogden and Stutchbury 
1997). The Hooded Warbler is frequently double-brooded and will re-nest up to three 
times if previous nests are unsuccessful (Evans Ogden and Stutchbury 1996; Howlett 
and Stutchbury 2003). At SWCR, each year about 20% of nesting pairs produce two 
successful broods and a few instances of females attempting a third brood have been 
reported (BSC unpubl. data).  

  

15 



 

Hooded Warbler nests are routinely parasitized by Brown-headed Cowbirds 
(Molothrus ater) with 5-75% of nests having one or more cowbird egg (Kilgo and 
Moorman 2003; Chiver et al. 2011). Brood parasitism rates in Ontario are intermediate. 
For example, at SWCR during 1999-2010, 35% of nests (N=497) were parasitized, with 
annual parasitism rates ranging from 13% to 52% (BSC unpubl. data). Other studies in 
southwestern Ontario reported similar rates (Bisson and Stutchbury 1998; Badzinski 
2003; Melles 2007). At the Ganaraska Forest site in south-central Ontario, the first case 
of nest parasitism was not detected until 2010 (e.g., 0 of 12 nests in 2006-07) (Walters 
and Nol 2011). Eng (2007) found significantly higher parasitism at recently logged sites, 
and in small (<75 ha) patches. Parasitism rates are highest early in the breeding season 
and late nests are infrequently parasitized (Badzinski and Calvert in prep.). Parasitized 
nests fledge fewer host young than non-parasitized nests (Chiver et al. 2011). At 
SWCR, parasitized nests had smaller clutches (2.8 ±1.0, N=128 versus 3.6± 0.6, 
N=279), lower hatch rate (46% versus 72% of eggs hatched), and lower nestling 
survival (55% versus 81% of hatched young fledged) (BSC unpubl. data; Badzinski and 
Calvert in prep.).  

 
Hooded Warblers experience relatively high nest predation rates (e.g., 25-44%) 

across their range (Sargent et al. 1997; Moorman et al. 2002; Lacki et al. 2004; Chiver 
et al. 2011). In Ontario, nest predation rates vary considerably from year to year but are 
generally high, 30-50% (Badzinski 2003; Eng 2007; Melles 2007; Chiver et al. 2011; 
BSC unpubl. data). Predation rates did not differ between recently logged and 
undisturbed reference stands, or by patch size in two Ontario studies (Eng 2007; Melles 
2007). Predation is the primary cause of nest failure at sites in Ontario and elsewhere 
and has a much larger influence on overall productivity than does nest parasitism 
(Stutchbury 1997; Eng 2007; Chiver et al. 2011; Calvert and Badzinski in prep.).  

 
Hooded Warblers breeding in southern Ontario and in fragmented landscapes in 

the US have low productivity relative to birds breeding in areas with continuous forest 
cover (Eng 2007; Badzinski and Calvert in prep.; Chiver et al. 2011). However, total 
seasonal productivity is influenced by whether the nest is parasitized and if the pair 
produces a second brood. At SWCR, single-brooded pairs that are parasitized have the 
lowest seasonal productivity (0.8 nestlings surviving to 5 days post-hatch), compared to 
double-brooded pairs that are not parasitized (5.2 day-5 nestlings) (Badzinski and 
Calvert in prep). These rates are comparable to other studies of Hooded Warblers in 
Ontario (e.g., Eng 2007).  
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Survival 
 

Two studies at sites in Pennsylvania and Ontario found fledgling survival is low in 
the first few days after leaving the nest, with 19% and 49% of the tracked fledglings 
surviving to independence (Eng 2007; Rush and Stutchbury 2008; Chiver et al. 2011). 
Overwinter survival does not appear to vary by habitat (Conway et al. 1995). Mark-
recapture estimates of local survivorship (birds that survive and return to the same 
breeding site) for SWCR are 9.8% (SE=1.6%) for young, and 48.0% (SE=2.9%) for 
adults (Calvert and Badzinski in prep.). Population models using SWCR data show that 
growth rate is most sensitive to local adult survivorship (Calvert and Badzinski in prep.). 
However, actual survival probabilities for immatures and adults are likely considerably 
higher than these estimates, because local survival estimates are confounded by 
emigration. Quantitative information on dispersal and emigration rates is not available, 
but is thought to be highly important to this species’ population dynamics (see also 
Dispersal and Migration).  

 
As with other small passerines, the expected life span is short, and the generation 

time (average age of breeding adults) is likely about 2-3 years. This estimate is 
consistent with observations in Ontario and Pennsylvania, with relatively few birds 
returning for more than 2 consecutive years and about half (23%-60+%) of the known 
age adults being second-year birds (Evans Ogden and Stutchbury 1996; Rush and 
Stutchbury 2008; BSC unpubl. data). A female Hooded Warbler banded at the SWCR 
site in Ontario in July 2000 was at least 11 years old when last re-sighted in July 2009 
(BSC unpubl. data). This exceeds the published longevity record of a male banded in 
Louisiana that was at least 8 years, 1 month old when last recaptured (Lutmerding and 
Love 2009).  

 
Non-breeding Season 
 

On the wintering grounds, some individuals establish and maintain exclusive 
feeding territories throughout the winter period from September – March (Lynch et al. 
1985; Stutchbury 1994; Conway et al. 1995). Individuals often return to the same 
overwintering territory in subsequent years (Chiver et al. 2011). Winter territory size 
varies with habitat but is typically small, e.g., 0.3 to 0.4 ha (Stutchbury 1994; Chiver et 
al. 2011). One study comparing birds wintering in mature versus early-successional 
forest habitats in Belize found no evidence of a large difference in overwinter survival 
(Conway et al. 1995).  

 
Food 
 

The Hooded Warbler feeds mostly on insects, small spiders and other arthropods 
in all seasons (Chiver et al. 2011). Food supply does not appear to be a limiting factor 
during the breeding season or during spring and fall migration (Nagy and Smith 1997; 
Buehler et al. 2002; Moorman et al. 2007).  
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Physiology and Adaptability 
 

No information on physiology is available.  
 
Hooded Warblers exhibit a moderate degree of habitat plasticity on the breeding 

and wintering grounds (see Habitat). High densities occur in forests that have been 
selectively logged within the past 5-15 years, provided that many large-trees have been 
retained (Whittam et al. 2002; Chiver et al. 2011). This gap-specialist species is 
dependent on ephemeral nesting sites and is adapted to colonizing new habitat created 
by natural windfall or tree removal. 

 
Dispersal and Migration 
 

Information on dispersal in this species is limited (Chiver et al. 2011). In spring and 
fall, individuals appear to wander widely and are reported annually in areas north 
(Massachusetts) and west (California and Arizona) of the regular breeding range 
(Chiver et al. 2011). There is some evidence that young birds may scout out breeding 
territories before undertaking their first migration (Chiver et al. 2011).  

 
Hooded Warblers exhibit low fidelity to their natal sites, whereas adults frequently 

return to the same breeding site, and males in particular often return to the same 
territory (Howlett and Stutchbury 2003; Melles et al. 2009; Chiver et al. 2011). There is 
also evidence of high territory fidelity on the wintering grounds (Chiver et al. 2011).  

 
At SWCR, there appears to be significant between-year immigration and 

emigration of both young birds and adult birds, including several instances of 
recruitment of birds banded as nestlings at other sites within 20 km and at least two 
instances of immigration of birds banded as breeding adults at sites 5-15 km away 
(BSC unpubl. data). Dispersal of many young and some adults over longer distances is 
considered likely but has not been documented (e.g., there are no banding encounters 
involving longer distance movements of birds captured or banded in Canada, Brewer et 
al. 2000). Moreover, a recent population model of SWCR population dynamics suggests 
that breeding numbers are maintained through frequent dispersal into and out of the 
population, a phenomenon that likely also occurs in other breeding areas (Calvert and 
Badzinski in prep.). Females appear to have higher dispersal rates than males (not 
related to breeding success) but more study is needed (Howlett and Stutchbury 2003; 
Chiver et al. 2011; Calvert and Badzinski in prep.). 

 
Interspecific Interactions 
 

See Life Cycle and Reproduction section for impact of Brown-headed Cowbird and 
predators on nesting success. Breeding habits and nest site selection are similar to 
some other forest-gap birds, particularly Chestnut-sided Warbler (Setophaga 
pensylvanica) and Indigo Bunting (Passerina cyanea), which are occasionally found 
nesting in close proximity to Hooded Warbler nests.  

 

18 



 

POPULATION SIZES AND TRENDS 
 

Search Effort and Monitoring Programs 
 
Incidental Observations 
 

Much of what we know about the distribution and abundance of Hooded Warblers 
in Canada before the formation of the Hooded Warbler/Acadian Flycatcher Recovery 
Team (Recovery Team) in 1996 is the result of the efforts of amateur naturalists and 
birders who sought and documented observations of the Hooded Warbler because of its 
rarity. Historical records of the Hooded Warbler have been summarized by Baillie 
(1925), Gartshore (1988), Austen et al. (1994), and Bodsworth (2004). Volunteers and 
field biologists continue to report Hooded Warbler breeding occurrences to Bird Studies 
Canada (BSC) and the Ontario Natural Heritage Information Centre (NHIC). New 
occurrences away from the core breeding areas are often identified as a result of these 
incidental observations. 

 
Ontario Breeding Bird Atlases 
 

The Ontario Breeding Bird Atlases provide snapshots of the Canadian breeding 
distribution of Hooded Warblers for two periods: 1981-85 (OBBA1) and 2001-05 
(OBBA2), respectively (Cadman et al. 1987, 2007). Most atlas squares (10 km x 10 km) 
within the Canadian breeding range of this species received a minimum of 20 hours of 
coverage, a level of effort considered adequate to detect the majority of species 
occurring in a square (Cadman et al. 2007). During the second atlas, 5-minute point 
counts were used to provide relative abundance information. In most squares within the 
breeding range of this species, at least 25 point counts were completed (mostly at 
predetermined roadside locations). During OBBA2, atlassers were asked to provide 
detailed location and abundance information for rare species such as the Hooded 
Warbler. Total field effort in southern Ontario increased moderately during OBBA2 and 
comparisons between atlases have been adjusted to correct for effort (Cadman et al. 
2007). OBBA2 incorporated the results of a targeted Hooded Warbler survey carried out 
in 2002 (see below). 

 
Directed Surveys 
 

Subsequent to the completion of OBBA1 in 1985, there were a series of 
coordinated efforts to survey and monitor populations of rare breeding birds in Ontario 
(Austen et al. 1994; Deschamps and McCracken 1998). Starting in 1997, the Recovery 
Team initiated directed surveys to document the status, distribution and trends in the 
Hooded Warbler population in Canada (Friesen et al. 2000; Environment Canada 2011).  
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Extensive targeted searches of known and potential Hooded Warbler (and Acadian 
Flycatcher) breeding habitat in southern Ontario were carried out in 1997, 1998, 2002, 
and 2007 (Heagy et al. 1997; McCracken et al. 1998; Carson et al. 2003; Heagy and 
Badzinski 2008). In most instances, each site was visited once during June or July by 
an experienced surveyor who traversed areas of suitable habitat and counted the 
number of Hooded Warblers observed (mostly singing males). Although a similar 
strategy was used for each of these coordinated surveys, there were differences in the 
amount and distribution of survey effort. The 1997 and 1998 surveys covered 51 sites 
whereas the 2002 and 2007 surveys included 184 and 168 sites, respectively. Some of 
the 1997-98 survey sites consisted of large forest complexes with multiple landowners. 
In the 2002 and 2007 surveys, these “mega-sites” were each split into several smaller 
parcels and considered as multiple sites. The total number of person-hours of field effort 
increased with each round of surveys, from 350 field hours in 1997 to over 1600 person-
hours in 2007 (Heagy and Badzinski 2008). However, the effort measures reported in 
later surveys included multiple visits to SWCR and some other sites as part of intensive 
nest monitoring projects. Survey effort at most other sites was similar in all surveys 
(Heagy and Badzinski 2008).  

 
These directed surveys targeted known and historic locations but some areas of 

potential habitat were also covered. Due to ease of access and proximity to known 
sites, survey effort was concentrated in the extensive public forests in Norfolk County 
and public lands within the few large forest complexes elsewhere in the Carolinian 
region of southwestern Ontario. Search effort in forested areas north and east of the 
Carolinian region consisted of incidental reports from volunteers and researchers. Many 
forested areas on private land in southern Ontario have never been searched for this 
species.  

 
Breeding Bird Survey 
 

The North American Breeding Bird Survey (BBS) is a volunteer-based program 
designed to monitor trends in breeding bird populations (Sauer et al. 2011). BBS routes 
consist of 50 roadside points along randomly selected, stratified routes across the 
United States and southern Canada. Each point is surveyed once (3-minute point count) 
by an experienced birder during the breeding season. The number of individuals 
(excluding dependent young) of each species heard (at any distance) or seen (within a 
400 m radius circle) during each stop is counted, with singing males being detected 
most frequently. The BBS has been run annually in the US since 1966 and in Canada 
since 1968. Not all routes have been surveyed continuously for the entire period.  
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As of 2010, the Hooded Warbler has been detected on 1056 BBS routes situated 
throughout its US breeding range but was reported from only two BBS routes in Ontario. 
The continental Hooded Warbler breeding population is considered adequately 
monitored by the BBS (Rich et al. 2004; Sauer et al. 2011). BBS data have been used 
to calculate population estimates and population trends at various geographic scales 
(Rich et al. 2004; PIF 2010; Sauer et al. 2011). The most recent BBS trend analysis 
(through 2009) uses a hierarchical model approach (Sauer et al. 2011). 

 
Migration Counts 
 

This species is detected regularly in small numbers on migration (particularly in 
spring) at birding hotspots and at banding stations in southern Ontario, including Point 
Pelee National Park and Long Point Bird Observatory (LPBO). Standardized migration 
count data from Canadian Migration Monitoring Network (CMMN) stations in southern 
Ontario provide a relatively unbiased measure of long- and short-term population trends 
in this species in Canada, as suggested by Gartshore (1988). A trend analysis of LPBO 
migration count data for Hooded Warbler for 1961-2010 was provided by Tara Crewe 
(BSC, pers. comm., October 2011). Annual indices and the population trend were 
estimated using a generalized additive model with Poisson distribution. 

 
Winter 
 

Wintering populations are not monitored. 
 

Abundance 
 

Within its small Canadian range, standardized surveys such as the BBS or OBBA2 
point counts result in too few Hooded Warbler detections to provide reliable abundance 
estimates (Badzinski 2007). Previous population estimates (Table 2) are extrapolations 
based on the number of known occurrences (population counts), and subjective 
estimates of the amount of good or apparently suitable habitat within the presumed 
breeding range that has not been searched. 

 
Badzinski (2007) provided a population estimate of 300 Hooded Warbler territories 

based on the OBBA2 data and some additional data from the 2006 breeding season. 
This estimate was eclipsed by the 2007 Hooded Warbler survey results, when at least 
436 territorial male Hooded Warblers were detected at 89 sites (Heagy and Badzinski 
2008). An updated population estimate of 1000 to 2000 mature individuals in 2011 is 
provided here.  
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The 2011 population estimate is based on the 2007 count data and assumes that 
the overall population has a balanced sex ratio with few non-territorial floaters such that 
the number of mature individuals is twice the number of breeding territories. The lower 
value of 1000 individuals is very conservative and assumes that the 2007 survey 
included >85% of the total population (i.e., detected all or most of the territorial birds at 
the sites that were covered, few or no birds were present elsewhere) and that the 
population has been stable since 2007. The upper value of 2000 individuals assumes 
that the 2007 survey detected only about 50% of the total population and that the 
population has increased 20% (~5%/yr) since 2007. Although subjective, these 
assumptions seem reasonable given the extent of known and suitable habitat not 
checked in 2007, and available population trend information for Ontario (see 
Fluctuations and Trends) and adjacent jurisdictions (see Rescue Effect). 

 
It appears that the current population in Canada may already have achieved the 

population objective set in the proposed Recovery Strategy, specifically, of having 500 
breeding pairs distributed within the species’ current Ontario range (Environment 
Canada 2011). 

 
The Canadian population constitutes less than 1% of the global Hooded Warbler 

population, which was estimated to be approximately 4,000,000 birds based on BBS 
data from the 1990s (Rich et al. 2004). Small changes in the large US Hooded Warbler 
population could have a significant ripple effect on the small Canadian population. 

 
Fluctuations and Trends 
 

Due to this species’ dependence on early-successional nesting habitat, Hooded 
Warbler occupancy of large sites tends to shift and vary over time and can fluctuate 
moderately (e.g., 11-23 territories at South Walsingham Forest from 1985-2002 and 37-
67 territories at SWCR from 1999-2010, BSC unpubl. data). Occupancy of small forest 
tracts may be ephemeral or intermittent. These local site-level fluctuations do not result 
in fluctuations in the overall population size over broader geographic regions. 

 
Breeding Bird Atlas Results 
 

There was a significant increase of >400% in the probability of observation for this 
species between atlases, with the number of 10 km x 10 km atlas squares with Hooded 
Warbler breeding evidence increasing from 21 during OBBA1 to 81 during OBBA2 
(Badzinski 2007). Some of the observed increase for this species is attributed to 
increased survey efficiency and the special Hooded Warbler survey conducted during 
the OBBA2 period. Nonetheless, population estimates (Table 2) based largely on the 
BBA data suggest a significant increase in abundance over a 20-year interval 
(Sutherland and Gartshore 1987; Badzinski 2007).  
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Hooded Warbler Surveys 
 

The results (by county/region) of the four extensive Hooded Warbler surveys 
carried out in Ontario between 1997 and 2007 are presented in Table 1, along with the 
1988 population estimate by region as prepared by Gartshore (1988). Population counts 
have increased with each round of surveying since 1997. The count of 436 territories 
reported in 2007 is almost five times the 88+ known territories reported in 1997, just 10 
years earlier. Population estimates based on these counts that take changes in survey 
effort and efficiency into consideration indicate the population increased >300% from 
1997 to 2007 (Table 2).  

 
 

Table 1. Hooded Warbler population counts and estimates for southern Ontario in 1988, 
1997, 1998, 2002 and 2007 (data from Gartshore 1988; Heagy et al. 1997; McCracken et al. 
1998; Heagy and Badzinski 2008). Counts include paired birds (counted as 1) and single 
birds. + indicates present but numbers not reported. – indicates no coverage of known 
sites in the county/region during this survey.  
County/Region 1988 estimate 1997 count 1998 count 2002 count 2007 

count 
Brant 0 0 0 0 0 
Chatham-Kent 1-2 0 0 0 1 
Durham 0 0 0 5 21 
Elgin 17-50 9 8+ 9 8 
Essex 0 0 0 0 0 
Halton 1-2 - - 2 8 
Haldimand - 0 0 0 - 
Hamilton 1-2 - 0 17 16 
Lambton 4-5 17 12-17 9 5 
Middlesex 4-10 3 4-5 20 23 
Niagara 0 + 8 23 40 
Norfolk 50-100 59 62 147 301 
Oxford 2-4 + 0 0 6 
Peel 0 0 0 2 - 
Simcoe 0 0 0 1 - 
Waterloo 0-1 - 1 4 2 
York 0 0 0 3 5 
Total 80-176 88+ 95-101 242 436 
Number of Regions 8-9 5 6 12 12 
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Table 2. Population counts and estimates for the Hooded Warbler in Canada. 
Source Population Count Population 

Estimate 
Information Used 

Sutherland and 
Gartshore 1987 

21 squares with breeding evidence 
during OBBA1 include 3 squares with 
2-10 pairs, 9 squares with single pair, 
and 9 squares with no abundance 
estimate [=25-53 pairs, Page and 
Cadman 1994]; 36 known pairs in 
1986 (partial count) 

may well approach 
100 pairs  

OBBA1 data plus 
1986 records 

Gartshore 1988 41 confirmed records between 1985-
88 [plus additional unconfirmed 
records] 

80 to 176 pairs in 
1998 

All available 
information including 
historic records, 
OBBA1 data, and 
additional 1986-88 
data  

Heagy et al. 
1997 

located at least 88 territorial birds 145 to 300 
territories 

1997 Hooded Warbler 
survey 

McCracken et al. 
1998 

95-98 territorial birds 144 to 207 
territories  

1998 Hooded Warbler 
survey 

Carson et al. 
2002 

242 territorial birds at 77 sites n/a  

Badzinski 2007 81 squares with breeding evidence 
including 130 territories in Norfolk 
County and 33 territories in Niagara 
Region 

300 territories OBBA2 data and 
additional 2006 data 

Heagy and 
Badzinski 2008 

436 territorial birds at 89 sites n/a 2007 Hooded Warbler 
survey  

Heagy and 
Badzinski 2011 
(for this report) 

n/a 500 to 1000 
territories in 2010 
(1000 to 2000 
individuals) 

2007 Hooded Warbler 
survey and recent 
trends 

 
 
Changes in abundance vary regionally and are generally consistent with the 

pattern of distribution change depicted in the atlas mapping (Figure 2). The Hooded 
Warbler population in Canada continues to be concentrated in Norfolk County, where 
survey counts have at least doubled every 5 years. Counts have also increased in areas 
east and northeast of Norfolk, particularly in Niagara and Hamilton Regions, but have 
not increased in other parts of southwestern Ontario, where numbers remain generally 
low. The small isolated population at Awenda Provincial Park near Midland, Simcoe 
County has persisted at low levels for more than 20 years (M. Wiercinski pers. comm., 
2010). In the past decade, Hooded Warblers have expanded in the Greater Toronto 
Area, particularly in Durham Region and Northumberland County east of Toronto. To 
date there has been no evidence of Hooded Warblers nesting in the vicinity of Kingston 
or Prince Edward County in southeastern Ontario (T. Sprague pers. comm., 2011). The 
continued absence of breeding Hooded Warblers in the Kingston area is surprising 
given the proximity of breeding populations in New York, an increase in forest cover, 
and the species’ status as a regular rare spring migrant there for more than 30 years 
(Austen et al. 1994; Weir 2008). 
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Migration Counts 
 
Standardized counts of spring migrants at LPBO show a long-term increasing trend of 
3.4%/yr (p<0.0001) over a fifty-year period 1961-2010, 2.7%/yr (p=0.006) over a forty-
year period,1970-2010, and 6.2%/yr (p=0.28) for the most recent 10-year or 
approximately 3-generation period 2000-2010 ( 

Figure 3) (T. Crewe, Bird Studies Canada, pers. comm., October 2011). Although 
not statistically significant, the 10-year trend is equivalent to an 80% increase. 

 
 

 
 
Figure 3. Hooded Warbler spring migration count indices 1961-2010 and trend at Long Point Bird Observatory, 

Norfolk County, Ontario (courtesy of Tara Crewe, Bird Studies Canada). 

 
 

Summary 
 

Data from all sources show a consistent pattern of strong increases in the 
abundance and distribution of the known Hooded Warbler population in Canada. 
Population counts for this species are confounded by increases in search effort and 
efficiency over time but the population has at least doubled over the past decade. There 
is no reason to expect that the population will not continue to grow and expand, at least 
over the next ten years.  
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Rescue Effect 
 

There is a high probability of regular immigration of birds into Canada from the US 
population given the pattern of northward range expansion (see Distribution), the 
species’ biology (see Dispersal and Migration), and proximity to large, rapidly increasing 
populations in adjacent US states. Hooded Warbler population estimates for 
Pennsylvania and Ohio (based on 1990s BBS data) are 140,000 and 80,000 individuals, 
respectively (PIF 2010). BBS population trends for Pennsylvania and Ohio, respectively, 
are 3.9 and 6.1%/yr for 1966-2009, and 4.4 and 6.4%/yr for 1999-2009 and are 
statistically significant (Sauer et al. 2011). The range-wide BBS data also show 
statistically significant increases of 40% (3.4%/yr) for 1999-2009 and over 100% 
(1.8%/yr) for 1966-2009 ( 

Figure 4). 
 
 

 
 
Figure 4. Annual indices of range-wide abundance from the North American Breeding Bird Survey for Hooded 

Warbler from 1996-2009 (Sauer et al. 2011). 
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THREATS AND LIMITING FACTORS 
 

Habitat 
 

There is little evidence to support the view that the availability of appropriate 
breeding habitat in southwestern Ontario is the primary factor limiting Hooded Warbler 
population growth in Canada, as proposed in previous reports (Page and Cadman 
1994; James 2000; Friesen et al. 2000). Overall forest cover in southern Ontario has 
increased from historic lows and this species has recently expanded north and east into 
parts of southern Ontario with greater forest cover (see Habitat Trends, and Canadian 
Range). Available habitat in southern Ontario does not appear to be saturated, even at 
core sites such as SWCR, which have been occupied for more than a decade (Melles et 
al. 2009). 

 
Habitat degradation has also been identified as a concern as this species requires 

mature forest and is adversely affected by forest fragmentation (see Breeding Habitat 
Requirements, and Life Cycle and Reproduction). Specific threats identified in the 
Recovery Strategy include intensive logging that removes all or most mature trees (i.e. 
diameter-limit cuts), insect and disease outbreaks that eliminate a large number of 
mature trees, direct and indirect habitat damage caused by recreational vehicles, and 
housing estates and other development activities in or adjacent to woodlands 
(Environment Canada 2011). Conversely, some studies have found that selective 
logging, insect outbreaks, and severe weather events that open the forest canopy can 
increase local Hooded Warbler breeding densities (see Breeding Habitat requirements).  

 
Loss and degradation of habitat at migration stopover sites and on the wintering 

grounds are also identified as potential threats but the magnitude of these threats is not 
known (Chiver et al. 2011; Environment Canada 2011; NatureServe 2011).  

 
Source-sink Population Dynamics  
 

Various demographic studies in Ontario (and also in northwestern Pennsylvania) 
found evidence of depressed productivity and survival, leading to the suggestion that 
Hooded Warbler populations in fragmented landscapes at the northern range periphery 
may be population sinks, where local productivity is not sufficient to offset adult 
mortality/dispersal (Eng 2007; Rush and Stutchbury 2008; Chiver et al. 2011). Since 
breeding numbers at these study sites are generally stable or increasing, local 
populations appear to be sustained through regular immigration of young and adults 
from elsewhere. Available population models are limited by the lack of information on 
the scope and scale of dispersal movements, especially the lack of quantitative 
measures of adult emigration rates (see Dispersal and Migration). As with other species 
dependent on early successional habitats, dispersal is considered to be an important 
factor in Hooded Warbler population dynamics (Calvert and Badzinski in prep.)  
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It is highly unlikely that local productivity alone can account for the strong 
population increase and range expansion in Ontario. Presumably birds are dispersing 
from some undetermined source population in the core US breeding range, where high 
densities of Hooded Warblers are present in regions with extensive continuous forest 
cover (see Rescue Effect). Long-distance dispersal patterns have been described in the 
Cerulean Warbler, another forest-obligate wood-warbler species with a similar breeding 
distribution, although in that declining species the pattern was reversed with birds on the 
breeding range periphery tending to disperse into the core region (Girvan et al. 2007). If 
source-sink population dynamics are occurring at the continental scale, then small 
changes in the productivity of source populations in the US could have large impacts on 
the trajectory of the small Canadian population (Environment Canada 2011). 

 
Factors Driving the Population Increase and Range Expansion 
 

Multiple factors may be contributing to the significant increase in the size and 
range of the Hooded Warbler population in Canada and continentally including climate 
change and reforestation in eastern North America. The observed pattern of northward 
range expansion of the Hooded Warbler (and other “southern” landbird species), as 
depicted by BBS and BBA data from recent decades, is generally consistent with the 
pattern of change in various climatic variables associated with climate warming 
(Matthews et al. 2004; Schwartz et al. 2006; Hitch and Leberg 2007; Rodenhouse et al. 
2008; Zuckerberg et al. 2009; Melles et al. 2011). For example, Melles (2007, 2011) 
found that the cooler temperatures were positively related to a lack of range expansion 
and that the number of extreme weather days in July was an important predictor of 
Hooded Warbler presence in Ontario. However, the ecological mechanisms underlying 
the correlations identified in these empirical studies are not understood. Increased 
forest cover and the associated increased availability of suitable mature forest habitat in 
southern Ontario and the northeastern United States over the past century has also 
been beneficial to this species (Badzinski 2007).  

 
Summary 
 

There are many environmental factors operating in concert at various scales that 
influence the status of the Hooded Warbler in Canada including habitat conditions (e.g., 
quality, quantity, and connectivity), biotic processes (e.g., productivity, survivorship and 
dispersal, social behaviour), and climate conditions (e.g., heat units, temperature 
extremes, precipitation, etc.).  
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PROTECTION, STATUS, AND RANKS 
 

Legal Protection and Status 
 

The Hooded Warbler is protected in Canada under the Migratory Birds Convention 
Act (MBCA 1994). This legislation prohibits the possession or sale of migratory birds 
and their nests, and activities that are harmful to migratory birds, their eggs, or their 
nests, except as permitted under the Migratory Bird Regulations. This species also 
received legal protection in the United States and Mexico under similar legislation.  

 
The Hooded Warbler was assessed by COSEWIC in 1993 and again in 2000 and 

then listed as Threatened under Schedule 1 of the federal Species at Risk Act when the 
Act came into force in 2003. SARA prohibits harming or possessing a listed species, or 
damaging its residence or critical habitat.  

 
The Hooded Warbler was formerly listed as Threatened in Ontario and is currently 

listed as a Special Concern species under Ontario’s Endangered Species Act, 2007 
(ESA) (OMNR 2010).  

 
Non-Legal Status and Ranks 
 

This species is ranked as Least Concern on the IUCN Red List by BirdLife 
International (BLI) and as globally secure (G5; last reviewed 1996) by NatureServe (BLI 
2009; NatureServe 2011). The Canadian General Status designation ranks for this 
species are At Risk (1) in Canada and Ontario, and Accidental (8) in all other 
jurisdictions except Prince Edward Island, Yukon and Northwest Territories, where it 
has not been reported (CESCC 2006).  

 
In Canada and Ontario, the Hooded Warbler is currently ranked as N3B 

(vulnerable breeding species) and S3B (vulnerable), respectively (NatureServe 2011; 
NHIC 2011). These ranks are being revised to N4B and S4B (Apparently Secure) to 
reflect current abundance and distribution and increasing population trend (D.A. 
Sutherland, pers. comm., 2011). In the United States, the species is nationally secure 
(N5B) and is ranked as secure (S5) or apparently secure (S) in most jurisdictions. In 
states bordering its Canadian range, the Hooded Warbler is ranked as secure (S5) in 
New York and Ohio, apparently secure (S4) in Pennsylvania, vulnerable (S3) in 
Michigan and Minnesota, and imperiled to vulnerable (S2S3) in Wisconsin (NatureServe 
2011).  

 
The Hooded Warbler is identified as one of 195 species of Continental Importance 

in the North American Landbird Conservation Plan because 98% of its global population 
breeds within the Eastern Avifaunal Biome, and that avifaunal region has a very high 
stewardship responsibility for the conservation of this species (Rich et al. 2004). Due to 
its Threatened status, the Hooded Warbler was identified as a Priority Species in the 
landbird conservation plan for southern Ontario (OPIF 2008).  
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Habitat Protection and Ownership 
 

The proposed federal Recovery Strategy identifies 56 sites with an estimated total 
area of 9055 ha as critical habitat for this species (Environment Canada 2011). None of 
the proposed sites with critical habitat are on federal lands (Environment Canada 2011). 

 
In Ontario, the Endangered Species Act, 2007 does not provide habitat protection 

for this Special Concern species, although its habitat is eligible as significant wildlife 
habitat. The Ontario Planning Act and the Provincial Policy Statement (PPS) provide 
protection to forests in southern Ontario, including providing protection for designated 
significant wildlife habitat and significant woodlands, and enabling municipal tree-cutting 
bylaws (PA 1990; OMMAH 2005). Planning decisions requiring municipal approval must 
be consistent with the PPS. Several municipalities have designated significant wildlife 
habitat and significant woodlands in their Official Plans. All upper-tier municipalities 
within the Hooded Warbler breeding range in Ontario have tree-cutting bylaws except 
for Essex and Chatham-Kent (OWA 2010).  

 
Over half of the known Hooded Warbler sites in Ontario are on publicly owned 

lands, particularly working forests owned by local conservation authorities or 
municipalities. The large SWCR site is on provincial Crown land that has recently been 
regulated as a Conservation Reserve under the Provincial Parks Act. Land ownership 
and habitat protection statistics for the known population overestimate the overall level 
of protection of the population because survey effort has focused on protected areas 
and public lands. Most public and private sites are working forests that are being 
actively managed for timber and fuelwood production, as well as being used for 
recreation (off-road motorized vehicles, hunting, hiking, etc., BSC unpubl. data).  

 
 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS AND AUTHORITIES CONTACTED 
 

The Hooded Warbler database maintained by Bird Studies Canada represents the 
cumulative results of hundreds of field days of effort by numerous dedicated field 
biologists and assistants. The authors also acknowledge the collective contributions of 
the hundreds of volunteers who have helped monitor this species through their 
participation in the Ontario Breeding Bird Atlas projects and the North American 
Breeding Bird Survey.  

 
The range map used in Figure 1 was prepared with data provided by NatureServe 

in collaboration with Robert Ridgeley, James Zook, The Nature Conservancy – 
Migratory Bird Program, Conservation International – CABS, World Wildlife Fund – US, 
and Environment Canada – WILDSPACE. Andrew Couturier of Bird Studies Canada 
provided the map used in Figure 2. Tara Crewe of Bird Studies Canada provided the 
graph used in Figure 3. 

 

30 



 

Many people responded to a general request for information on the current status 
of Hooded Warbler in Canada including Lyle Friesen, Michel Gosselin, Patrick Nantel, 
Michele Rodrick, Ken Tuininga, Kari van Allen, and Patricia Workman. This report 
benefited greatly from comments received from Marty Leonard, Peter Blancher, Ruben 
Boles, Vivian Brownell, Anna Calvert, Marcel Gahbauer, Scott Gibson, Kevin Hannah, 
Stephanie Melles, Joe Nocera, Marie-France Noel, Chris Risley, and D.A. Sutherland, 
Kandyd Szuba, David White, Allen Woodliffe, and Katharine Yagi.  

 
 

INFORMATION SOURCES 
 

American Ornithologists’ Union. 1998. Check-list of North American birds, 7th edition. 
American Ornithologists’ Union, Washington, D.C. 829 pp. 

American Ornithologists’ Union. 2011. Check-list of North American birds, 7th edition, 
and its supplements. Online database, updated 8 August 2011. 
http://www.aou.org/checklist/north/index.php. [accessed 7 November 2011].  

Annand, E.M. and F.R. Thompson III. 1997. Forest bird response to regeneration 
practices in central hardwood forests. Journal of Wildlife Management 61(1):159-
171. 

Austen, M.J.W., M.D. Cadman, and R.D. James. 1994. Ontario Birds at Risk: Status 
and Conservation Needs. Federation of Ontario Naturalists, Don Mills, ON and 
Long Point Bird Observatory, Port Rowan, ON. 165 pp.  

Badzinski, D. S. 2003. Compilation and analysis of long-term Hooded Warbler data from 
southern Ontario. Unpublished report produced for Canadian Wildlife Service. Bird 
Studies Canada, Port Rowan, ON. 14pp.  

Badzinski, D. S. 2007. Hooded Warbler. Pp.524-525 In Cadman, M.D., D.A. Sutherland, 
G.G. Beck, D. Lepage, and A.R. Couturier (eds.). 2007. Atlas of the Breeding Birds 
of Ontario, 2001-2005. Bird Studies Canada, Environment Canada, Ontario Field 
Ornithologists, Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources, and Ontario Nature, Toronto. 
706 pp. 

Badzinski, D. and A.M. Calvert. In prep. Seasonal productivity trade-offs in a multi-
brooded neotropical migrant. Draft manuscript, March 2010. Bird Studies Canada, 
Port Rowan, ON.  

Baillie, J.L. Jr. 1925. The Hooded Warbler (Wilsonia citrina) in Ontario. Canadian Field-
Naturalist 39:150-151. 

BirdLife International. 2009. Wilsonia citrina. In: IUCN 2009. IUCN Red List of 
Threatened Species. Version 2010.3. www.iucnredlist.org [Accessed 20 
September 2010]. 

Bisson, I.A. and B.J.M. Stutchbury. 1998. Nesting success and nest-site selection by a 
neotropical migrant in a fragmented landscape. Canadian Journal of Zoology 
78:858-863. 

31 

http://www.aou.org/checklist/north/index.php
http://www.iucnredlist.org/


 

Blancher, P., M.D. Cadman, B.A. Pond, A.C. Couturier, E.H. Dunn, C.M. Francis and R. 
S. Rempel. 2007. Changes in Bird Distribution between Atlases. Pp. 32-48 In 
Cadman, M.D., D.A. Sutherland, G.G. Beck, D. Lepage, and A.R. Couturier (eds.). 
2007. Atlas of the Breeding Birds of Ontario, 2001-2005. Bird Studies Canada, 
Environment Canada, Ontario Field Ornithologists, Ontario Ministry of Natural 
Resources, and Ontario Nature, Toronto. 706 pp. 

Bodsworth, F. 2004. Canada’s first Hooded Warbler nest prelude to population 
expansion of today. Pp. 37-42 in Bird of Elgin County: a century of change. 
Naturalists of Elgin County, Ontario. 

Brewer, D., A. Diamond, E.J. Woodsworth, B.T. Collins, and E.H. Dunn. 2000. 
Canadian Atlas of Bird Banding, Volume 1: Doves, Cuckoos, and Hummingbirds 
through Passerines, 1921-1995. Special Publication, Canadian Wildlife Service, 
Canada. 395 pp. 

Brown, D.R., T.W. Sherry, and J. Harris. 2011. Hurricane Katrina impacts the breeding 
bird community in a bottomland hardwood forest of the Pearl River basin, 
Louisiana. Forest Ecology and Management 261:111-119.  

Bueler, D.M., D.R. Norris, B.J.M. Stutchbury, and N.C. Kopysh. 2002. Food supply and 
parental feeding rates of Hooded Warbler in forest fragments. Wilson Bulletin 
114:122-127. 

Cadman, M.D., P.F.J. Eagles, and F.M. Helleiner (eds.). 1987. Atlas of the Breeding 
Birds of Ontario. University of Waterloo Press, Waterloo, ON. 617 pp. 

Cadman, M.D., D.A. Sutherland, G.G. Beck, D. Lepage, and A.R. Couturier (eds.). 
2007. Atlas of the Breeding Birds of Ontario, 2001-2005. Bird Studies Canada, 
Environment Canada, Ontario Field Ornithologists, Ontario Ministry of Natural 
Resources, and Ontario Nature, Toronto. 706 pp. 

Calvert, A.M. and D. Badzinski. In prep. Population dynamics of a threatened 
neotropical migrant at the edge of its range. Draft manuscript, April 2010. Bird 
Studies Canada, Port Rowan, ON. 15 pp. 

Canadian Endangered Species Conservation Council (CESCC). 2006. 
Wild Species 2005: The General Status of Species in Canada. 
http://www.wildspecies.ca/wildspecies2005/index.cfm?lang=e [accessed 
September 2010]. 

Carson, J., D. Badzinski, D. Graham, and J. McCracken. 2003. The 2002 southern 
Ontario Hooded Warbler/Acadian Flycatcher survey. Unpublished report for 
Environment Canada’s Habitat Stewardship Program. Bird Studies Canada, Port 
Rowan, ON. 15 pp. plus appendices.  

Chiver, I., L.J. Ogden, and B.J. Stutchbury. 2011. Hooded Warbler (Wilsonia citrina). In 
The Birds of North America Online (A. Poole, Ed.). Cornell Lab of Ornithology; 
Ithaca, NY. Accessed 26 April 2011. 
http://bna.birds.cornell.edu.proxy2.lib.uwo.ca:2048/bna/species/110 

32 

http://www.wildspecies.ca/wildspecies2005/index.cfm?lang=e
http://bna.birds.cornell.edu.proxy2.lib.uwo.ca:2048/bna/species/110


 

Conway, C.J., G.V.N. Powell, and J.D. Nichols. 1995. Overwinter survival of neotropical 
migratory birds in early-successional and mature tropical forests. Conservation 
Biology 9(4):855-864.  

Crins, W.J., B.A. Pond, M.D. Cadman, and P.A. Gray. 2007. The Biogeography of 
Ontario, with Special Reference to Birds. pp.11-22 In Cadman, M.D., D.A. 
Sutherland, G.G. Beck, D. Lepage, and A.R. Couturier (eds.). 2007. Atlas of the 
Breeding Birds of Ontario, 2001-2005. Bird Studies Canada, Environment Canada, 
Ontario Field Ornithologists, Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources, and Ontario 
Nature, Toronto. 706 pp. 

Deschamps, V. and J.D. McCracken. 1998. A preliminary conservation action plan for 
Vulnerable, Threatened and Endangered Birds in the Carolinian Forests of Ontario: 
discussion document for Carolinian Canada. Long Point Bird Observatory, Port 
Rowan, ON. 27 pp. plus appendices. 

Donovan, T.M. and C.H. Flather. 2002. Relationships among North American songbird 
trends, habitat fragmentation, and landscape occupancy. Ecological Applications 
12(2):364-374. 

Endangered Species Act 2007. Endangered Species Act, 2007. Statutes of Ontario 
2007, Chapter 6. http://www.e-
laws.gov.on.ca/html/statutes/english/elaws_statutes_07e06_e.htm 

Eng, M. 2007. Nest success, fledgling survival, and habitat selection of Hooded 
Warblers (Wilsonia citrina) in partially harvested forest fragments. M.Sc. thesis, 
Dept of Biology, York University, Toronto, ON. 82 pp. 

Environment Canada. 2004. How Much Habitat is Enough? : A Framework for Guiding 
Habitat Rehabilitation in Great Lakes Areas of Concern, Second Edition. 
Environment Canada, Canadian Wildlife Service, Ottawa, ON. 80 pp. 

Environment Canada. 2011. Recovery strategy for the Acadian Flycatcher (Empidonax 
virescens) and Hooded Warbler (Wilsonia citrina) in Canada [Proposed]. Species 
at Risk Act Recovery Strategy Series. Environment Canada, Ottawa, ON. ix + 32 
pp. 

Evans Ogden, L.J. and B.J. Stutchbury. 1996. Constraints on double brooding in a 
neotropical migrant, the Hooded Warbler. Condor 98:736-744. 

Evans Ogden, L.J. and B.J. Stutchbury. 1997. Fledgling care and male parental effort in 
the Hooded Warbler (Wilsonia citrina). Canadian Journal of Zoology 75:576-581. 

Flaxman, M. 2004. Habitat Identification and Mapping for the Acadian Flycatcher, 
Hooded Warbler and Prothonotary Warbler in Southern Ontario. March 2003, 
revised April 2004. Unpublished Report for Environment Canada, 
Interdepartmental Recovery Fund Project # 31, FY 2002-03. 89 pp.  

Freemark, K. and B. Collins. 1992. Landscape ecology of birds breeding in temperate 
forest fragments. pp. 443-454 In: Hagan, J. and D. Johnston, eds. 1992. Ecology 
and Conservation of Neotropical Migrant Landbirds. Smithsonian Institution Press, 
Washington, DC. 

33 

http://www.e-laws.gov.on.ca/html/statutes/english/elaws_statutes_07e06_e.htm
http://www.e-laws.gov.on.ca/html/statutes/english/elaws_statutes_07e06_e.htm


 

Friesen, L., M.D. Cadman, P. Carson, K. Elliott, M.E. Gartshore, D. Martin, J.D. 
McCracken, P. Prevett, B. Stutchbury, D. Sutherland, and A. Woodliffe. 2000. 
National Recovery Plan for Acadian Flycatcher (Empidonax virescens) and 
Hooded Warbler (Wilsonia citrina). National Recovery Plan No. 20. Recovery of 
Nationally Endangered Wildlife (RENEW). Ottawa, Ontario. 60 pp. 

Gartshore, M.E. 1988. A summary of the breeding status of Hooded Warblers in 
Ontario. Ontario Birds 6(3):84-99.  

Girvan, M.K, J. Jones, D.R. Norris, J.J. Barg, T.K Kyser, and R.J. Robertson. 2007. 
Long-distance dispersal patterns of male Cerulean Warblers (Dendroica cerulea) 
measured by stable-hydrogen isotopes. Avian Conservation and Ecology 2(2): 
article 3 [online] www.ace-eco.org/vol2/iss2/art3/ 

Godfrey, W.E. 1986. The Birds of Canada. Revised edition. National Museum of 
Canada, Ottawa, ON. 595 pp.  

Heagy, A., and D. Badzinski. 2008. 2007 Surveys of Acadian Flycatcher & Hooded 
Warbler in southern Ontario. Unpublished report for the Acadian Flycatcher & 
Hooded Warbler Recovery Team. Bird Studies Canada, Port Rowan, ON. 16 pp.  

Heagy, A., D. Martin, and J. McCracken. 1997. Acadian Flycatcher and Hooded Warbler 
recovery activities: 1997 Field surveys in southwestern Ontario. Unpublished report 
to the Endangered Species Recovery Fund, World Wildlife Fund Canada and 
Canadian Wildlife Service. Long Point Bird Observatory, Port Rowan, ON. 19 pp. 
plus appendices.  

Hetzel, J.M. and P.L. Leberg. 2006. Effects of selective logging on breeding bird 
communities in bottomland hardwood forests in Louisiana. Journal of Wildlife 
Management 70(5):1416-1424.  

Hitch, A.T., and P.L. Leberg. 2007. Breeding distributions of North American bird 
species moving north as a result of climate change. Conservation Biology 
21(2):534-539. 

Howlett, J.S. and B.J.M. Stutchbury. 1997. Within-season dispersal, nest-site 
modification, and predation in nesting Hooded Warblers. Wilson Bulletin 
109(4):643-649. 

Howlett, J.S. and B.J.M. Stutchbury. 2003. Determinants of between-season site, 
territory, and mate fidelity in Hooded Warblers (Wilsonia citrina). Auk 120(2):457-
465.  

Jalava, J.V., J. D. Ambrose and N.S. May. 2008. DRAFT National Recovery Strategy for 
Carolinian Woodlands and Associated Species at Risk: Phase 1. Carolinian 
Canada Coalition and Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources. 71 pp.  

James, R.D. 1991. Annotated Checklist of the Birds of Ontario, Second Edition. Royal 
Ontario Museum, Toronto, ON. 128 pp.  

James, R.D. 2000. Update COSEWIC status report on the Hooded Warbler Wilsonia 
citrina in Canada. Committee on the Status of Endangered Wildlife in Canada, 
Ottawa, ON. 8 +iv pp. 

34 

http://www.ace-eco.org/vol2/iss2/art3/


 

Kilgo, J.C. and C.E. Moorman. 2003. Patterns of cowbird parasitism in the southern 
Atlantic coastal plain and piedmont. Wilson Bulletin 115(3):277-284.  

Lacki, M.J., H.F. Yacek Jr. and M.D. Baker. 2004. Nesting success of forest songbirds 
in mixed mesophytic forests in eastern Kentucky. Journal of the Kentucky 
Academy of Science 65(1):21-26. 

Langin, K.M., P.P. Marra, Z. Németh, F.R. Moore, T.K. Kyser, and L.M. Ratcliffe. 2009. 
Breeding latitude and timing of spring migration in songbirds crossing the Gulf of 
Mexico. Journal of Avian Biology 40:309-316.  

Larson, B. J.L. Riley, E.A. Snell, and H.G. Godschalk. 1999. The Woodland Heritage of 
Southern Ontario: A study of ecological change, distribution, and significance. 
Federation of Ontario Naturalists. 262 pp. 

Lutmerding, J. A. and A. S. Love. 2009. Longevity records of North American birds. 
Version 2009.2. Patuxent Wildlife Research Center. Bird Banding Laboratory. 
Laurel MD. http://www.pwrc.usgs.gov/BBL/homepage/longvrec.htm [accessed 25 
September 2010]. 

Lynch, J.F., E.S. Morton, and M.E. van der Voort. 1985. Habitat segregation between 
the sexes of wintering Hooded Warblers (Wilsonia citrina). Auk 102: 714-721.  

Matthews, S., R. O’Connor, L.R. Iverson, and A.M. Prasad. 2004. Atlas of climate 
change effects in 150 bird species of the Eastern United States. General Technical 
Report NE-318. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Northeastern 
Research Station. 340 pp. website: http://www.fs.fed.us/atlas/bird/mcdd_6840.html 
[accessed September 2010] 

McCracken, J., D. Martin, I. Bisson, M. Gartshore, and R. Knapton. 1998. 1998 surveys 
of Acadian Flycatchers and Hooded Warblers in Ontario. Unpublished report to 
Canadian Wildlife Service, Ontario Region, and Environment Canada Action 21 
Program. Bird Studies Canada, Port Rowan, ON. 19 pp. plus appendices.  

Melles, S.J. 2007. Effects of forest connectivity, habitat availability, and intraspecific 
biotic processes on range expansion: Hooded Warbler (Wilsonia citrina) as a 
model species. Ph.D. thesis, University of Toronto. 171 pp. 

Melles, S.J., D. Badzinski, M-J. Fortin, F. Csillag, and K. Lindsay. 2009. Disentangling 
habitat and social drivers of nesting patterns in songbirds. Landscape Ecology 
24:519-531. 

Melles, S.J., M-J. Fortin, K. Lindsay, D. Badzinski. 2011. Expanding northward: 
influence of climate change, forest connectivity, and population processes on a 
threatened species’ range shift. Global Change Biology 17:17-31.  

Migratory Bird Convention Act (MBCA). 1994. Migratory Bird Convention Act, 1994. 
http://laws.justice.gc.ca/en/M-7.01/ 

Mitchell, M.S., R.A. Lancia, and J.A. Gerwin. 2001. Using landscape-level data to 
predict the distribution of birds on a managed forest: effects of scale. Ecological 
Applications 11(6):1692-1708. 

35 

http://www.pwrc.usgs.gov/BBL/homepage/longvrec.htm
http://www.fs.fed.us/atlas/bird/mcdd_6840.html
http://laws.justice.gc.ca/en/M-7.01/


 

Moorman, C.E., D.C. Guynn Jr, and, J.C. Kilgo. 2002. Hooded Warbler nesting success 
adjacent to group-selection and clearcut edges in a southeastern bottomland 
forest. Condor 104(2):366-377. 

Moorman, C.E., L.T. Bowen, J.C. Kilgo, C.E. Sorenson, J.L. Hanula, S.Horn and M.D. 
Ulyshen. 2007. Seasonal diets of insectivorous birds using canopy gaps in a 
bottomland forest. Journal of Field Ornithology: 11-20. 

Nagy, L.R. and K.G. Smith. 1997. Effects of insecticide-induced reduction in 
lepidopteran larvae on reproductive success of Hooded Warblers. Auk 114(4):619-
627.  

Natural Heritage Information Center (NHIC). 2011. Element summary report for 
Wilsonia citrina. Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources, Peterborough, ON. 
Available https://www.biodiversityexplorer.mnr.gov.on.ca/nhicWEB/ [accessed 30 
April 2011]. 

NatureServe. 2011. Hooded Warbler (Wilsonia citrina) in NatureServe Explorer: an 
online encyclopedia of life [web application]. Version 7.1. Last updated July 2011. 
NatureServe, Arlington, Virginia. http://www.natureserve.org/explorer. [accessed 
October 2011]. 

Norris, D.R, B.J.M. Stutchbury, and T.E. Pitcher. 2000. The spatial response of male 
Hooded Warblers to edges in isolated fragments. Condor 102:595-600. 

Norris, D.R, and B.J.M. Stutchbury. 2001. Extraterritorial movements of a forest 
songbird in a fragmented landscape. Conservation Biology 15(3):729-736.  

Norris, D.R, and B.J.M. Stutchbury. 2002. Sexual differences in gap-crossing ability of a 
forest songbird in a fragmented landscape revealed through radiotracking. Auk 119 
(2):528-532.  

Ontario Ministry of Muncipal Affairs and Housing (OMMAH) 2005. Provincial Policy 
Statement. Order in Council No. 140/2005. 33 pp. 
http://www.mah.gov.on.ca/Page1485.aspx 

Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources (OMNR). 2000. Significant Wildlife Habitat 
Technical Guide. Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources, ON. 151 pp. 

Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources (OMNR). 2006. Forest Resources of Ontario 
2006: State of the Forest Report 2006. Forest Information Series, Province of 
Ontario, ON. 159 pp. 

Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources (OMNR). 2010. The Species at Risk in Ontario 
(SARO) list, Updated 29 September 2010. Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources. 
http://www.mnr.gov.on.ca/en/Business/Species/2ColumnSubPage/276722.html 
[accessed December 2010].  

Ontario Partners in Flight (OPIF). 2008. Ontario Landbird Conservation Plan: Lower 
Great Lakes/St. Lawrence Plain (North American Bird Conservation Region 13), 
Priorities, Objectives and Recommended Actions. Bird Studies Canada, 
Environment Canada, Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources. 

36 

https://www.biodiversityexplorer.mnr.gov.on.ca/nhicWEB/
http://www.natureserve.org/explorer
http://www.mah.gov.on.ca/Page1485.aspx
http://www.mnr.gov.on.ca/en/Business/Species/2ColumnSubPage/276722.html


 

Ontario Woodlot Association (OWA). 2010. A list of municipalities with bylaws, Ontario 
Woodlot Association, updated August 2010. Website: 
http://ontariowoodlot.com/bylaw_list.html [accessed December 2010]. 

Page, A.M. and M.D. Cadman. 1994. Status report on the Hooded Warbler, Wilsonia 
citrina, in Canada. Committee on the Status of Endangered Wildlife in Canada, 
Ottawa, ON. 28 pp. 

Parker, T.H., B.M. Stansberry, C.D. Becker, and P.S. Gipson. 2005. Edge and area 
effects on the occurrence of migrant forest songbirds. Conservation Biology 
19(4):1157-1167. 

Partners in Flight (PIF). 2010. Partners in Flight (PIF) Landbird Population Estimate 
Database. http://www.rmbo.org/pif_db/laped/default.aspx [accessed 25 October 
2010]. 

Pasher, J., D. King, and K. Lindsay. 2007. Modelling and mapping potential hooded 
warbler (Wilsonia citrina) habitat using remotely sensed imagery. Remote Sensing 
of Environment 107:471-483. 

Pither, R. 1997. The use of satellite images and GIS to predict the local distribution of 
rare neotropical migrant bird species in Carolinian Canada. A Final Report to 
Carolinian Canada and Long Point Bird Observatory, Port Rowan, ON. 19 pp.  

Planning Act (PA). 1990. Revised Statutes of Ontario 1990, Ch P. 13, Planning Act. 
http://www.e-laws.gov.on.ca/html/statutes/english/elaws_statutes_90p13_e.htm 

Pyle, P. 1997. Identification Guide to North American Birds, Part 1: Columbidae to 
Ploceidae. Slate Creek Press, Bolinas, CA. 732 pp.  

Rich, T.D., C.J. Beardmore, H. Berlanga, P.J. Blancher, M.S.W. Bradstreet, G.S. 
Butcher, D. Demarest, W.C. Hunter, E. Inigo-Elias, J.A. Kennedy, A. Martell, A. 
Panjabi, D.N. Pashley, K.V. Rosenburg, C. Rustay, S. Wendt, and T. Will. 2004. 
Partners in Flight North American Landbird Conservation Plan. Cornell Lab of 
Ornithology. Ithaca, New York. 86 pp. 

Ridgeley, R.S., T.F. Allnut, T. Brooks, D.K. McNicol, D.W. Mehlman, B.E. Young, and 
J.R. Zook. 2007. Digital Distribution Maps of the Birds of the Western Hemisphere, 
version 3.0. NatureServe, Arlington, Virginia. 
http://www.natureserve.org/getData/birdMaps.jsp. [accessed September 2010].  

Robbins, C.S., D.K. Dawson, and B.A. Dowell. 1989. Habitat area requirements of 
breeding forest birds of the Middle Atlantic states. Wildlife Monographs 103:1-34. 

Robinson, W.D. and S.K. Robinson. 1999. Effects of selective logging on forest bird 
populations in a fragmented landscape. Conservation Biology 13(1):58-66. 

Rodenhouse, N.L., S.N. Matthews, K.P. McFarland, J.D. Lambert, L.R. Iverson, A. 
Prassad, T.S. Sillett, and R.T. Holmes. 2008. Potential effects of climate change 
on birds of the Northeast. Mitigation and Adaption Strategies for Global Change 
13:517-540. 

Rush, S.A. and B.J.M. Stutchbury. 2008. Survival of fledgling Hooded Warblers 
(Wilsonia citrina) in small and large forest fragments. Auk 125(1):183-191. 

37 

http://ontariowoodlot.com/bylaw_list.html
http://www.rmbo.org/pif_db/laped/default.aspx
http://www.e-laws.gov.on.ca/html/statutes/english/elaws_statutes_90p13_e.htm
http://www.natureserve.org/getData/birdMaps.jsp


 

Sargent, R.A., J.C. Kilgo, B.R. Chapman, and K.V. Miller. 1997. Nesting success of 
Kentucky and Hooded Warblers in bottomland forests of South Carolina. Wilson 
Bulletin 109(2):233-238. 

Sauer, J.R., J.E. Hines, J. Fallon, K.L. Pardieck, D.J. Ziolkowski, Jr, and W. A. Link. 
2011. The North American Breeding Bird Survey, Results and Analysis 1966-2009. 
Version 3.23.2011. United States Geological Survey, Patuxtent Wildlife Research 
Center, Laurel, MD. Website: http://www.mbr-pwrc.usgs.gov/bbs/bbs.html 
[accessed April 2011]. 

Scarr, T.A., K.L. Ryall, A. Piscopo and T.W. Straight (eds.). 2011. Forest Health 
Conditions in Ontario, 2009.Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources. Queen’s Printer 
for Ontario. 107 pp. 

Schwartz, M.W., L.R. Iverson, A.M. Prasad, S.N. Matthews, and R.J. O’Connor. 2006. 
Predicting extinctions as a result of climate change. Ecology 87:1611-1615.  

Species at Risk Act. 2002. Species at Risk Act, Statutes of Canada 2002, Chapter 29. 
http://laws.justice.gc.ca/en/s-15.3/text.html 

Stutchbury, B.J.M. 1994. Competition for winter territories in a neotropical migrant: the 
role of age, sex and color. Auk 111(1):63-69.  

Stutchbury, B.J.M. 1997. Effects of female cowbird removal on reproductive success of 
Hooded Warblers. Wilson Bulletin 109(1):74-81. 

Stutchbury, B.J.M., T.E. Pitcher, D.R. Norris, E.M. Tuttle, and R.A. Gonser. 2005. Does 
male extra-territory foray effort affect fertilization success in hooded warblers 
Wilsonia citrina? Journal of Avian Biology 36:471-477. 

Sutherland, D.A. and M.E. Gartshore.1987. Hooded Warbler. pp. 418-419 in M.D. 
Cadman, P.F.J. Eagles, and F.M. Helleiner (eds.): Atlas of the Breeding Birds of 
Ontario. University of Waterloo Press, Waterloo, ON. 

Tarof, S.A., B.J.M. Stutchbury, W.H. Piper, R.C. Fleischer. 1998. Does breeding density 
covary with extra-pair fertilizations in Hooded Warblers? Journal of Avian Biology 
29:145-154.  

Tingley, M.W., D.A. Orwig, R. Field, and G. Motzkin. 2002. Avian response to removal 
of a forest dominant: consequences of hemlock woolly adelgid infestations. Journal 
of Biogeography 29:1505-1516. 

Twedt, D.J., J.M. Tirpak, D.T. Jones-Farrand, F.R. Thompson III, W.B. Uihlein III, J.A. 
Fitzgerald. 2010. Change in avian abundance predicted from regional forest 
inventory data. Forest Ecology and Management 260:1241-1250. 

Walters, B.J. and E. Nol. 2011. Nest site characteristics of Hooded Warblers at the 
northern edge of their breeding range. Ontario Birds 29:88-103. 

Weir, R.D. 2008. Birds of the Kingston Region, 2nd Edition. Kingston Field Naturalists, 
Kingston, Ontario.611 pp. 

38 

http://www.mbr-pwrc.usgs.gov/bbs/bbs.html
http://laws.justice.gc.ca/en/s-15.3/text.html


 

39 

Whittam, R.M., J.D. McCracken, C.M. Francis, and M.E. Gartshore. 2002. The effects of 
selective logging on nest-site selection and productivity of hooded warblers 
(Wilsonia citrina) in Canada. Canadian Journal of Zoology 80:644-654. 

Zuckerberg, B., A.M. Woods, and W.F. Porter. 2009. Poleward shifts in breeding bird 
distribution in New York State. Global Change Biology 15:1866-1883.  

 
 

BIOGRAPHICAL SUMMARY OF REPORT WRITERS 
 

Audrey Heagy and Debra Badzinski work for Bird Studies Canada (BSC), a non-
profit, non-governmental bird research organization with headquarters in Port Rowan, 
Ontario. At BSC, Heagy is currently the Bird Conservation Biologist and Badzinski is the 
Ontario Program Manager. Heagy and Badzinski have been actively involved in Hooded 
Warbler fieldwork in Ontario for many years including the extensive Hooded Warbler 
population surveys conducted in 1997, 2002, and 2007; and the long-term intensive 
breeding study at the St. Williams Conservation Reserve.  

 
 

COLLECTIONS EXAMINED 
 

No collections were examined.  
 

 


	COSEWICAssessment and Status Report
	COSEWICAssessment Summary
	COSEWICExecutive Summary
	TECHNICAL SUMMARY 
	PREFACE
	TABLE OF CONTENTS
	List of Figures
	Figure 1. Breeding and non-breeding distribution of the Hooded Warbler (Ridgeley et al. 2007).
	Figure 2. Hooded Warbler breeding evidence during Ontario Breeding Bird Atlases, 1981-1985 and 2001-2005 (based on Cadman et al. 2007). The grey lines delineate the boundaries of the Carolinian, Lake Simcoe-Rideau, and Southern Shield ecological regions (from south to north).
	Figure 3. Hooded Warbler spring migration count indices 1961-2010 and trend at Long Point Bird Observatory, Norfolk County, Ontario (courtesy of Tara Crewe, Bird Studies Canada).
	Figure 4. Annual indices of range-wide abundance from the North American Breeding Bird Survey for Hooded Warbler from 1996-2009 (Sauer et al. 2011).

	List of Tables
	Table 1. Hooded Warbler population counts and estimates for southern Ontario in 1988, 1997, 1998, 2002 and 2007 (data from Gartshore 1988; Heagy et al. 1997; McCracken et al. 1998; Heagy and Badzinski 2008). Counts include paired birds (counted as 1) and single birds. + indicates present but numbers not reported. – indicates no coverage of known sites in the county/region during this survey. 
	Table 2. Population counts and estimates for the Hooded Warbler in Canada.

	WILDLIFE SPECIES DESCRIPTION AND SIGNIFICANCE
	Name and Classification
	Morphological Description
	Population Spatial Structure and Variability
	Designatable Units
	Special Significance

	DISTRIBUTION
	Global Range
	Canadian Range
	Search Effort

	HABITAT
	Habitat Requirements
	Habitat Trends

	BIOLOGY
	Life Cycle and Reproduction
	Food
	Physiology and Adaptability
	Dispersal and Migration
	Interspecific Interactions

	POPULATION SIZES AND TRENDS
	Search Effort and Monitoring Programs
	Abundance
	Fluctuations and Trends
	Rescue Effect

	THREATS AND LIMITING FACTORS
	Habitat
	Source-sink Population Dynamics 
	Factors Driving the Population Increase and Range Expansion
	Summary

	PROTECTION, STATUS, AND RANKS
	Legal Protection and Status
	Non-Legal Status and Ranks
	Habitat Protection and Ownership

	ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS AND AUTHORITIES CONTACTED
	INFORMATION SOURCES
	BIOGRAPHICAL SUMMARY OF REPORT WRITERS
	COLLECTIONS EXAMINED

