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WINTERING DUNNOCK PRUNELLA MODULARIS
IN LUBUSZ VOIVODESHIP

ABSTRACT

In Poland, the wintering of Dunnock Prunella modularis is a regular phenomenon,
which has intensified in recent years, especially in western Poland. The aim of this
study is to characterize winter observations of Dunnock in the Lubusz Voivodeship.
The study used 103 observations collected from the Lubusz Voivodeship during spon-
taneous ornithological observations carried out between 1996 and 2024. A total of 123
individuals were recorded during 23 winters out of the 29 winter seasons analyzed. Most
observations took place in January (42.7%), followed by December (38.8%) and least in
February (18.4%). Dunnock observations were assigned to five types of environments
(river valleys, banks of water reservoirs, agricultural landscape, greenery in cities and
villages, forests). Birds were most frequently recorded in river valleys - a total of 39.8%.
In this environment, Dunnocks were most frequently observed in all winter months.
Most observations concerned single birds — 86.4% of records. The remaining records
concerned observations of 2-4 birds.

Key words: wintering, Dunnock Prunella modularis, (Western Poland), habitat

INTRODUCTION

European populations of the Dunnock Prunella modularis are either migratory or
resident, depending on the region. The populations inhabiting northwestern, western,
and southern Europe are mostly resident or short distans migrants within the region.
Birds from northern Europe wintering mainly in western and southwestern Europe,
but the Finnish population migrates mainly to central and southeastern Europe. The
Central European population winter in southwestern and southeastern Europe, with
some birds reaching northern and northwestern Africa (Algeria, Morocco). Birds
breeding in the Baltic countries, winter in northern Italy and neighboring areas of
southeastern Europe (Nikolov 2022).

In Poland, Dunnock has the status of a moderately numerous breeding species and
a numerous migratory species (Tomialoj¢ and Stawarczyk 2003, Chodkeiwicz et al.
2015). Winter observations of Dunnock in Poland are regular and have been increasing
in recent years (Tomiatoj¢ and Stawarczyk 2003, Sikora and Btad 2011, Beuch 2015,
Chmielewski 2024). Winter observations have been known since the early 19th century
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(Tomiatoj¢ and Stawarczyk 2003). This species is found in all regions of the country,
but not everywhere with the same frequency and not during all winters (Dyrcz et al.
1991, Bednorz et al. 2000, Tomiatoj¢ and Stawarczyk 2003, Chmielewski et al. 2005).

STUDY AREA AND METHODS

The study is based on 103 Dunnock observations from the Lubusz Voivodeship col-
lected during spontaneous ornithological observations conducted between 1996 and
2025, during the winter months (December, January, February). Ornithological obser-
vations were carried out in various environments, mainly in river valleys, agricultural
landscapes, and near water reservoirs. Each time Dunnock was found during winter,
the number of individuals and the type of environment in which the birds were found
were recorded. The habitats in which the birds were observed were assigned to five
main categories: 1. trees and shrubs in river valleys, 2. trees and shrubs among fields
(agricultural landscape), 3. trees and shrubs on the banks of water reservoirs, 4. trees
and shrubs (including allotment gardens) within towns and villages, and 5. forest areas.

RESULTS

A total of 123 Dunnock individuals were recorded in 103 observations. Of the 29 win-
ter seasons analyzed, birds were observed during 23 winters. No wintering Dunnocks
were recorded in the following seasons: 1998/1999, 2003/2004, 2006/2007, 2009/2010,
2010/2011, and 2012/2013 (Fig. 1). An exceptionally large number of wintering birds
were observed during four seasons (2000/2001 - 29% of all observations, 2001/2002 -
8%, 2020/2021 - 20%, and winter 2023/2024 — 9%). Since the 2013/2014 season, birds
have been observed every winter. During this period (12 seasons), 53% of all obser-
vations were recorded.

45 1

40 - Number of observations M Number of individuals

0 1ML sn s B se sy e e e wdlBlaguwllonlld
B e LA S B s e e e S e S e e S LI R s s s
N 00 O © m &N oM < LN O N 0 O © — AN ™M < 10 O N 0 OV © ™ N N <t 1n
S8 EsEZS2cd T o222 AAIR
N OO ©O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O o o O
S22 SIISISIRSIISILIRIEERERE
L S I S I S IR S A S I S SO SO S I S B S I S SO S I S I S I S S IR S I S B S B S SO SR S
O SN 00 O © = &N o T 1N WO N 0 O © — AN mMm < 10 O N 0 O © — N »mn <+
SO O QY O O O O O O O O O O — T ot r— r— r— — — — — (NN &N &N &N
Y OV O O © © ©O ©O © © © ©O © © © © © ©O O O O © © © O o o o O
2222RIRIRIRIRIAIRIKRIRKRIKRLIKRLTLRRERR

Fig. 1. Distribution of the number of observations and the number of individuals of Dunnock Prunella
modularis in winter seasons in 1996-2025 years in Lubusz Voivodeship
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Most observations took place in January — 42.7% of all observations (Fig. 2), followed
by December (38.8%) and least in February (18.4%).

m Number of observations m Number of individuals
60 ~
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Fig. 2. Distribution of the number of observations and the number of individuals
of Dunnock Prunella modularis by winter months in Lubusz Voivodeship

Wintering Dunnoc were observed in various habitats. Most often in trees and shrubs
in river valleys (mainly the Odra River) - a total of 39.8% of all observations and 42.3%
of birds observed. A high proportion of sightings also occurred in green areas within
human settlements (towns and villages) — 21.4% of observations, and in trees and
shrubs in agricultural landscapes — 19.4%. The number of observations, individuals, and
proportion of those individuals occurred in each specific habitat type are presented in
Table 1. In all three months, the highest number of observations was recorded in river
valleys. The proportion of other habitat categories varied in individual months (Fig. 3).

In the majority of accounts single birds were observed — 86.4% of cases. Observa-
tions of two individuals accounted for 9.7%. In addition, three and four birds were seen
twice, in December (three observations) and January (one observation).

Table 1. Occurrence of Dunnock Prunella modularis in winter in different types of habitats in Lubusz

Voivodeship
Habitat of oIlj:;l\lr);;ons % observations of lljll&?;:);; als % individuals
River valley (1) 41 39.8 52 42.3
Farmland (2) 20 19.4 25 20.3
Water reservoirs (3) 12 11.7 12 9.8
Urban area (4) 22 21.4 25 20.3
Forest (5) 8 7.8 9 7.3

Total 103 100.0 123 100.0
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Fig. 3. Proportion of Dunnock Prunella modularis observation in a given habitat by months in Lubusz
Voivodeship. 1 - river valley, 2 - farmland, 3 - water reservoirs, 4 — urban area, 5 - forest

DISCUSSION

The phenomenon of wintering of Dunnock in Poland is described to varying degrees
in regional faunistic monographs (Dyrcz et al. 1991, Bednorz et al. 2000, Walasz et al.
2000, Chmielewski et al. 2005, 2024) and summarized in the avifauna of Poland (To-
mialoj¢ and Stawarczyk 2003). The authors report that this bird winters almost every
year throughout the country, especially in the west. This phenomenon was already
known in Silesia at the beginning of the 19th century and on the Warta River until the
beginning of the 20th century (Tomialoj¢ and Stawarczyk 2003). In the Lubusz Voivode-
ship, the species was not recorded until the end of the 1980s (Jermaczek et al. 1995).
It was only after numerous ornithological observations began in the early 1990s that
regular observations of this species were made in the Lubusz Voivodeship (Bochenski
et al. 2006, Czechowski et al. 2016).

In Silesia, Dunnock is a regular wintering bird. By the end of the 1980s, several dozen
observations had been recorded, and in the last two decades, over 100 more (Dyrcz et
al. 1991, Silesian Avifaunistic Database). In Wroctaw, it is recorded irregularly, mainly
in peripheral parks and heavily bushy slopes of settling ponds (Tomiatoj¢ et al. 2020).
Regular wintering of Dunnock has also been observed in Upper Silesia in Bytom and
Zabrze near mine settling ponds, where up to 6 birds were recorded in January between
2009 and 2015 (except for 2011) (Beuch 2015). In Greater Poland, until 1996, winter
observations of the species were recorded only 14 times (Bednorz 2000). Another 6 ob-
servations were recorded between 2009 and 2016 (Zurawlew and Radziszewski 2014,
Zurawlew and Nowak 2017a, b). In Lesser Poland, 33 observations were analyzed, with
birds most frequently observed in December and then in January (Walasz et al. 2000). In
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the Swietokrzyskie Mountains, only 9 observations were recorded in December-January
between 1984 and 2000 (Chmielewski et al. 2005). In the Mazovian Lowlands, between
1974 and 2021, it was recorded approximately 81 times in December and January, and
after 2010, an increase in observations was noted (Chmielewski 2024).

In the Lubusz Voivodeship, approximately 50% of winter Dunnock observations
took place in river valleys, mainly along the Odra River, and near water reservoirs. In
other regions of Poland, the birds were also more frequently found near water envi-
ronments, in Lesser Poland in thickets, bushes, and brushwood piles along rivers and
streams (Walasz et al. 2000), and in the Mazovian Lowlands most often along rivers
(Chmielewski 2024). In Silesia, for example, in Bytom and Zabrze (Beuch 2015) or
Wroctaw (Tomiatoj$¢ et al. 2020), Dunnock was regularly seen in vegetation near
water reservoirs. Wintering birds in the Lubusz Voivodeship were also found in urban
and rural green areas, including bird feeders. In the Mazovian Lowlands, residential
areas were the second most common habitat in terms of the number of observations
(Chmielewski 2024).

The majority Dunnock winter observations were single birds (Walasz 2000,
Chmielewski 2024, Silesian Avifaunistic Database, present study). It is less common to
observe 2-3 birds, and even rarer to see larger groups, e.g., 5-6 individuals (Walasz 2000,
Beuch 2015). Exceptionally, groups of more than 10 birds were recorded: 12 individuals
15.02.1981 in Silesia (Dyrcz et al. 1991) and 19 birds 03.02.2001 at the ash storage site
of the combined heat and power plant in Gdansk Nowy Port (Sikora and Blad 2011).

In summary, the wintering of Dunnock in Poland is a regular phenomenon (with
varying intensity in different regions of the country), which has intensified in recent
years. A large proportion of observations take place near water environments (river
valleys, reservoirs). Birds, which most often stay in dense vegetation, are detected
mainly on the basis of their call. Therefore, many individuals may not be detected, and
as a result, the number of Dunnock staying in Poland for the winter may be higher. This
is particularly true in the last dozen or so years, when winters have been much milder.
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CHANGES IN THE BREEDING POPULATION OF THE ROOK
CORVUS FRUGILEGUS IN GORZOW WIELKOPOLSKI
IN THE YEARS 2001-2025

ABSTRAKT

Gorzéw Wielkopolski (Lubusz Voivodeship, western Poland) has for many years
constituted an important stronghold of the Rook Corvus frugilegus population in the
Lubusz Land. This study analyses changes in population size, spatial distribution, and
the structure of breeding colonies of the Rook within the city limits in 2021-2025. Over
the survey period, breeding colonies were recorded at 16 sites, with the number of
active colonies in individual years ranging from 12 to 5. On average, the size of Rook
colonies ranged from 48 nests (Me = 11) in 2021 to 132 (Me = 143) in 2008. Most
were concentrated in the central part of the city, at a short distance from the valley of
the Warta River and its tributary, the Ktodawka (in close proximity to foraging areas).

The Gorzéw Wielkopolski population reached its maximum size in 2006 (849 nests;
9.9 pairs/km?), after which a systematic decline began, leading to a minimum recorded
in 2025 (338 nests; 3.9 pairs/km?). Over the last two decades, the population decreased
by as much as 60.2%, at an average rate of 4.7% per year. These figures are alarming.
Analysis of the results indicates that the pronounced reduction in the number of
breeding pairs was primarily driven by anthropogenic factors, including disturbance
of birds, removal of nests, felling and pollarding of trees within colonies, progressive
suburbanisation, and a reduction of foraging resources caused by changes in the use
of agricultural land around the city. It is evident that additional factors may also be
involved and further investigation is needed.

The obtained results are consistent with the nationwide trend of a significant decline
in the Rook population in Poland and underscore the need for the development of
conservation and educational programmes, not only at the local level.

Key words: Rook Corvus frugilegus, corvids, distribution, decrease of abundance,
Lubusz Voivodeship, Lubusz Land
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INTRODUCTION

Studies on the Rook Corvus frugilegus population from the Lubusz Voivodeship in
western Poland are relatively scarce. The literature also lacks long-term observations
from this area spanning several decades, which would allow the identification of actual
population trends beyond short-term fluctuations.

Publications from the 1980s and the early 21st century regarding the distribution
of Rook breeding colonies in the Lubusz Land indicate that the species inhabits exclu-
sively urban habitats in this region (Jermaczek 1995, Jerzak & Piekarski 2001, 2005).
According to estimates provided by these authors, the Rook population during this
period was relatively stable, reaching a maximum of 1,344 pairs in 1987, with a slight
decline in subsequent years, reaching 1,125 pairs in 2004 (Jerzak & Piekarski 2005).

Recent studies indicate an alarming declining trend in the breeding populations
of the Rook across various regions of Poland. In 2001, the species was included in
the Polish nationwide research programme, the Monitoring of Flagship Bird Species
(MFGP), which has confirmed a pronounced decrease in its abundance for more than
a decade. Between 2010 and 2017, the decline in the Polish breeding population was
estimated at approx. 40% (Wardecki et al. 2021). Currently, due to the rapid nation-
wide decrease in numbers (ca. 57%), the Rook has been classified as Vulnerable (VU)
according to IUCN criteria and included in the Polish Red List of Birds (Wilk et al.
2020). Despite this decline, Poland still supports the fourth largest population of this
species within the European Union (Beuch et al. 2024). Across Europe, a decrease in
Rook abundance has been observed since the 1990s, primarily as a result of changes
in land-use structure and human persecution (Marchant & Gregory 1999, Ortowski
& Czapulak 2007, Wylegata et al. 2013). At the beginning of the 21st century, a similar
trend of agricultural changes unfavorable to birds also emerged in Poland.

In the Lubusz Voivodeship, the largest Rook breeding colonies have been recorded
in Gorzéw Wielkopolski (Jermaczek 1995, Jerzak & Piekarski 2005), one of the two
main urban centres of this region of western Poland. The aim of this study is to present
data on the abundance, distribution, and trends in the Rook population over the past
25 years (2001-2025) in Gorzéw Wielkopolski.

STUDY AREA

Gorzéw Wielkopolski is located in north-western Poland, in the northern part of the
Lubusz Voivodeship, and covers an area of approx. 86 km®. It is classified as a medi-
um-sized city. According to Statistics Poland (GUS 2025), the population of Gorzéw
Wikp. in 2024 amounted to just under 115,000 inhabitants and showed a declining trend.

According to the physico-geographical regionalization of Kondracki (2013), the
area of the city is situated at the boundary of two morphogenetically distinct units.
The northern part lies within the macroregion of the South Pomeranian Lakeland,
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mesoregion Gorzow Plain. The southern part, in turn, is located within the west-
ern section of the Torun-Eberswalde Ice-Marginal Valley macroregion, mesoregion
Gorzow Basin. The ice-marginal valley is traversed by the River Warta, which divides
the city into two parts: the left-bank and right-bank sections. The left-bank part has
a lowland character and comprises a flat floodplain terrace. In contrast, the right-bank
part of the city is situated within the northern escarpment of the ice-marginal valley,
characterized by strongly undulating terrain with elevations of up to 82 m a.s.l. The
majority of Rook colonies were located in the southern part of the city, within the river
ice-marginal valley.

An analysis of land-use structure in Gorzéw Wlkp. indicates that built-up and urban-
ized areas occupy approx. 36% of the city’s administrative area, whereas agricultural and
green areas (meadows, forests, and arable land) constitute the majority of its territory.
Within the city boundaries, there is also a network of urban green spaces (parks and
green areas) with a total area of approx. 342.7 ha, representing about 4% of the city
area (UM Gorzéw Wielkopolski 2016). The high proportion of agricultural land and
forests within the administrative boundaries of the city results from the incorporation,
in the 1970s, of surrounding villages and parts of rural settlements, which have retained
their rural character to the present and have become districts of the city. These areas
provide favorable foraging habitats for birds, including the Rook.

Despite the relatively small area occupied by urban green spaces, Gorzéw Wlkp. is
characterized by a relatively well-developed network of city parks. Importantly, these
urban parks contain trees of older age classes (50-150 years), including plane trees
Platanus x acerifolia, oaks Quercus spp., limes Tilia spp., maples Acer spp., hornbeams
Carpinus betulus, and ashes Fraxinus sp., located both along avenues and in the central
parts of the parks (UM Gorzow Wielkopolski 2016). These mature trees play a signif-
icant ecological role by providing habitats for colonial birds, including the Rook. In
combination with access to open areas (meadows, pastures, fields, lawns), the presence
of older trees in parks promotes the formation of breeding colonies and makes Gorzéw
Wilkp. an attractive environment for corvid species in the urban landscape.

METHODS

Field studies were conducted between 2001 and 2025 and encompassed the area within
the administrative boundaries of Gorzéw Wielkopolski (study area: 86 km?). Rook col-
onies were surveyed annually during the third decade of April. Each year, all wooded
areas throughout the city were also inspected to identify potential new colonies.

The location of each colony was mapped onto the city plan, and its position, GPS
coordinates, and microhabitat were recorded. A breeding colony was defined as the
presence of a minimum of 3 nests. Separate colonies were considered as clusters of
nests located more than 250 m apart. Within each Rook colony, the number of nests
per tree was recorded, the average height of nest placement was determined, and the
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tree species or genus hosting the nests was identified. It was assumed that one nest
corresponds to a single breeding pair.

The mean annual percentage decline of the Rook population was calculated using an
exponential model describing changes in population size over time, as recommended
in the methodology of the State Environmental Monitoring Programme (GIOS 2025):

A= (N, /N)"T5r=(A-1)x100%
where: A — the coeflicient of population growth/decline, N.. - the value of the parameter
after T years from the beginning of the measurement series, T - the number of years
elapsed since the first year of measurements, N — the value of the parameter in the
first year of measurements, r — the mean annual percentage decline.

To forecast population changes over the study period, an exponential decay model
was applied, described by the following formula:

N.=N,x(1-1)"
where: N, - predicted population size after T years, N - population at the start of the
period, r - annual rate of decline, T - number of years.

RESULTS
Population status

Between 2001 and 2025, Rook colonies were recorded in 16 locations within the city of
Gorzéw Wlkp. (Tab. 1). Their numbers fluctuated over the years but remained relatively
stable at 6-8 colonies during the period 2006-2020 (Fig. 3). In 2003, the highest number
of colonies was recorded -12, whereas the lowest number was observed in 2025 - only 5.

The distribution of most breeding colonies (approx. 60-75% in individual years) was
concentrated mainly in the central part of the city, characterized by the presence of old
tenement buildings and mature greenery (tree-lined avenues and clusters of older trees).
This choice of breeding sites was likely determined both by the availability of suitable
nesting trees (primarily old plane trees) and by the short distance to the Klodawka
and Warta rivers (up to 0.5 km). The Warta River valley provides favourable foraging
habitats, such as flood terraces, meadows, and pastures. Two relatively large colonies
(up to 227 nests) were located in the southern districts of Gorzow Wlkp. with a rural
character, surrounded by agricultural land (Gorzéw-Zieleniec and Gorzéw-Karnin).
No breeding birds were recorded within housing estates characterized by modern
buildings and young tree plantings.

The distribution of Rook colonies within the administrative boundaries of Gorzéw
WIlkp. over a 25-year period is shown in Figs. 1-2. Figure 2 presents the situation in 2025
and illustrates the scale of the decline in the number of colonies during the study period.

The size of Rook colonies varied considerably, ranging from 3 to 344 nests. Through-
out the study period, small colonies containing up to 20 nests were the most numer-
ous (9). The numbers of five colonies in peak years fell within the ranges of 21-50 and
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51-230 nests, whereas the largest colonies, exceeding 300 nests in some years, were
recorded at only two locations.

Tab. 1. Nesting localities of Rooks in Gorzéw Wielkopolski in the years 2001-2025
and their periods of activity

No. Location of colony Active period Number of years
1 |Srédmiescie / Park Wiosny Ludéw 2001-2025 25
2 | Teatralna Str. 2001-2025 25
3 | Warszawska Str. / rondo 2001-2025 25
4 | Chrobrego Str. / Lokietka Str.* 2001-2003 3
5 | Walczaka Str./ church 2001-2005 5
6 | Koniawska Str. 2001-2004 4
7 | Kobylogérska Str. / SP4 2001 1
8 | Grobla Str. 2001-2005 5
9 | Walczaka Str./ hospital-park / ZSZ* 2001-2021 21
10 | district Gorzow-Zieleniec** 2001-2025 25
11 |district Gorzéw-Karnin** 2001-2025 25
12 | Stowackiego Str. / Grunwaldzki Square 2003-2007; 2009-2022 19
13 | Walczaka Str. / Kopernik’s Park 2003 1
14 |11 Listopada Str. / ul. Stoneczna Str. 2014; 2016-2019 5
15 | Bracka Str. / church 2021-2024 4
16 | Wawrzyniaka Str. / park 2021-2023 3

* Two colonies in close proximity were merged into a single colony. In earlier publications, they were
treated as separate (Jerzak & Piekarski 2001, 2005).

** In earlier publications (Jerzak & Piekarski 2001, 2005), these peripheral districts of Gorzéw Wlkp. were
treated as separate localities.

The number of Rook pairs in individual years, including all breeding colonies,
is shown in Tab. 2 and Fig. 4. The highest population within the city was recorded
in 2006 - 849 nests (mean density 9.9 pairs/km?). Since then, the breeding popula-
tion has steadily declined, reaching a minimum of 338 nests in 2025 (mean density
3.9 pairs/km?). The mean colony size ranged from 48 nests (Me = 11) in 2021 to
132 nests (Me = 143) in 2008.

The number of nests per individual tree usually ranged from 1 to 36 (averaging from
4.8 in 2007 to 6.7 in 2024). In two colonies located in the southern, rural parts of the
city, the number of nests on a single tree (plane tree) reached as many as 71 (Gorzow-
Karnin in 2002) and 106 (Gorzéw-Zieleniec in 2008 and 2012) in peak years. Notably,
in the most recent period (2022-2025), when the number of Rook colonies declined
sharply, the mean number of nests per tree reached its highest values (6.2-6.7).

During the study period, Rooks most frequently selected the following tree species
for nesting: plane tree (mean 48.2%), maple (mean 13.5%), hornbeam (mean 12.9%),
and lime (mean 10.5%). In urban tree stands of Gorzéw Wlkp, especially in parks,
mature plane trees make up a large proportion. Owing to their large size and spreading
crowns, this species was the most frequently selected for nesting by birds.
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Fig. 1. Distribution and size of Rook colonies in Gorzéw Wielkopolski between 2001 and 2025
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Fig. 2. Distribution and size of Rook colonies in Gorzéw Wielkopolski in 2025
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Fig. 3. Changes in the number of Rook colonies recorded in Gorzéw Wielkopolski
in the years 2001-2025
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Fig. 4. Dynamics of breeding pair numbers of Rooks in Gorzéw Wielkopolski
in the years 2001-2025

Declining trend of the Gorzow Wielkopolski population

Over the past two decades, the breeding population of Rook in the city of Gorzéw Wlkp.
has declined significantly. Since reaching its peak in 2006 (849 pairs), the population
has decreased by 60.2%. Data presented in the tables and figures indicate a continuous
decline in the number of Rooks in Gorzéw Wlkp. since 2007. The mean annual de-
crease in the breeding population, calculated using an exponential model, amounted
to approx. 4.7%.
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If the current trend persists, further population decline can be expected, particularly
in smaller colonies. Using an exponential decay model, projections were made for the
Rook population in Gorzéw Wlkp. over the next 10 and 20 years. According to these
projections, assuming an annual decrease of 4.7%, the population is expected to decline
to approx. 206 pairs by 2035 and to 126 pairs by 2045.

DISCUSSION

Data on the population of the Rook in the Lubusz Land, including Gorzéw Wiel-
kopolski, are scarce. In the late 1980s, 570-600 breeding pairs were reported from
Gorzow (Jermaczek et al. 1992, 1995), which was the highest figure among localities
in the region. In 2004, a total of 1,757 nests were recorded throughout the Lubusz
Voivodeship, all of them located exclusively within urban areas (Jerzak & Piekarski
2005). In that year, 712 nests were found in Gorzow (Tab. 2), which accounted for
over 40% of the regional population. In 2006, the maximum number of nests within
the city was recorded - 849, which remains the highest value observed to date. No
breeding of the species was recorded in Zielona Géra County (Hordowski 2009) and
Zielona Gora city, another major urban center in the region (unpublished). These data
indicate that Gorzow Wlkp. constitutes an important stronghold of the species in the
analysed region. As reported by Hordowski (2009, after Jerzak & Piekarski 2005), the
highest number of nests recorded on a single tree in Poland (88) was observed at this
site. The studied tree (a plane tree) is located in the Gorzéw-Zieleniec colony. During
subsequent surveys, a record number of nests was documented on the same plane
tree, reaching 106 in 2008 and 2012. Over time, the number of nests per tree gradually
declined, reaching 66 in 2025.

A significant decline in the Rook population in Poland over recent decades has
been reported by numerous authors (Kuzniak et al. 2005, Hordowski 2009, Adamiak
2010, Neubauer et al. 2011, Tobélka et al. 2011, Wylegata et al. 2013, Zbyryt et al.
2013, Jerzak et al. 2017, Zbyryt et al. 2018, Wachecki 2021, Dylik et al. 2024) and has
intensified markedly in the last two decades (Chylarecki et al. 2018, Wilk et al. 2020).
According to the Polish Red List of Birds, the national population has decreased by 57%
(Wilk et al. 2020). Countrywide, Rook abundance declined on average by 4% per year
between 2001 and 2020, with an acceleration after 2008 (Chylarecki et al. 2018, Wilk
et al. 2020). In eastern Poland, the population decline reached 10% per year, which was
twice the rate observed in western regions (Chylarecki et al. 2018). The magnitude of
the population decline observed (4-10% per year) qualifies as substantial or strong in
the long-term perspective.

The Rook population in Gorzéw Wlkp. has declined by 60.2% over the past 20 years,
reflecting the nationwide decreasing trend, with an average annual reduction of 4.7%.
Predictive simulations for the city of Gorzéw Wlkp. indicate that, over the next two
decades, the population may decrease to approx. 126 breeding pairs.
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Comparing these data with the decline in the Rook population from nearby Strzelce
Krajenskie (Gorzéw Wlkp. County), where a 56.4% decrease in abundance occurred
over the past 24 years at an average rate of 3.6% per year (R. Piekarski, unpublished),
the Gorzéw Wilkp. population exhibits a concerning trend, indicating an urgent need
for conservation measures.

Causes of population decline

There may be multiple causes underlying the decline of the Rook population, some
of which remain unexplained. Anthropogenic factors undoubtedly play a significant
role, as Rooks in urban areas are considered a conflict species (Zbyryt et al. 2013). The
attitude of the Gorzéw Wlkp. community toward these birds is predominantly negative,
particularly among residents of tenement buildings close to the breeding colony, or in
the area of the hospital complex. The main problems include contamination by drop-
pings in streets, parking areas and pedestrian alleys, as well as noise and odor. In rural
areas (Gorzow-Karnin), occasional killing of nestlings fallen from nests by local resi-
dents has been reported. In the case of colonies located near churches and on cemetery
grounds, a significant problem is the contamination of the area with bird droppings.

Opver the past 25 years in Gorzow Wlkp., the disappearance or substantial reduction
of Rook colonies has been documented due to the following factors: disturbance, felling
of nest-bearing trees, topping of trees with nests in cemeteries, and the successive re-
moval of nests outside the breeding season. Such practices have been frequently reported
in the literature (Zbyryt et al. 2013, Wachecki 2021, Pawlak 2022, Dylik et al. 2024).

A letter obtained under the access to public information procedure, issued
by the Regional Directorate for Environmental Protection in Gorzéw (RDOS,
WOIS.402.149.2025.JM), indicates that over the past 15 years only a single derogation
decision for scaring Rooks has been issued. The authorization was justified by a “conflict
arising from Rook breeding sites located along the main park avenues, in the area of
the summer garden adjacent to the restaurant, and near the playgrounds within the
Wiosny Ludéw Park in the center of Gorzéw Wielkopolski” Fortunately, the colony
was not significantly affected.

For reasons unknown but easily anticipated (systematic removal of nests outside
the breeding season), one of the largest colonies, located in a park within the hospital
complex and the ZDZ school grounds on Walczaka Street, disappeared over a five-year
period. Similar situations were observed on church grounds and in areas frequently
visited by city residents (e.g., tenement buildings and the pedestrian street adjacent
to the music school on Chrobrego and Lokietka Streets). According to the authors of
this paper, at least 5-6 colonies have thus vanished from the Gorzéw Wlkp. landscape,
and two others have been significantly reduced. The few smallest colonies probably
disappeared naturally, a phenomenon that has also been observed by other authors
(Jézefik 1976, Wachecki 2021).
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Analyses of average colony sizes in Gorzéw Wlkp. and the mean number of nests
per tree indicate that after the disappearance of smaller colonies, some birds were
incorporated into the remaining larger colonies (Jerzak & Piekarski 2005, Jerzak et al.
2017). This pattern is further evidenced by the fact that in 2003 a greater number of
breeding colonies (12) was associated with a lower total number of nests (732) than in
2006, when only 7 breeding colonies were recorded in the city, yet they encompassed
as many as 849 nests. No clear phenomenon of small colony formation in the vicinity
of a large colony following its fragmentation, as reported by Wachecki (2021) and
Pawlak (2022), was observed.

Beyond bird scaring and nest removal, significant causes of population decline
should be sought in changes in agricultural land use in the vicinity of Gorzéw Wlkp.
Rooks exploit foraging grounds both within the urbanized part of the city and on its
outskirts, located in close proximity to breeding colonies. Within the urban area, these
comprise green urban spaces, accounting for approx. 2.4% of Gorzéw’s surface area (ex-
cluding parks), whereas on the periphery they include grasslands, pastures, and arable
land. Unfortunately, the availability of agricultural areas for birds has steadily declined
in recent years. According to data from the Gorzéw Wielkopolski City Office (2016),
in 2015 green areas and arable land covered approx. 48% of the city’s area. However,
part of these lands was earmarked for development, which subsequently reduced their
suitability for birds. Similar causes of Rook population reduction, particularly in western
Poland, have been previously reported by other authors (Ortowski & Czapulak 2007,
Wylegata et al. 2013, Zbyryt et al. 2013, Zbyryt et al. 2018, Dylik et al. 2024).

The environmental protection program for Gorzéw Wlkp. (2020/2021) highlighted
weaknesses related to the development of green areas, including ongoing suburbaniza-
tion and highly specialized agriculture (e.g., large-scale rapeseed and maize cultivation,
chemical intensification, and the loss of alternative habitats). Agriculturally used areas
are expected to decrease as urban development projects are implemented. Such trends
indicate a further contraction of the food base in the city’s surroundings.

In summary, it can be stated that the widespread perception of the Rook as a conflict
species, causing nuisance to urban residents, has led to actions aimed at substantially
reducing its population in the city. This is facilitated by Polish legal acts which, since
2014, have classified the Rook as a partially protected species in urban environments.
The contraction of the food base around the city further intensifies the decline in their
numbers. Over the past 20 years, the Rook population in Gorzéw Wlkp. has decreased
by 60.2% (an annual decline of approx. 4.7%), which is alarming and calls for consid-
eration of a species conservation strategy, as well as public environmental education.
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MANEUVER BY INDIAN HOUSE CROWS (CORVUS SPLENDENS)
IN URBAN HABITAT — PERCHING AND FEEDING ON MOVING VEHICLES:
OBSERVATIONS FROM PUNE, INDIA

The Indian House Crow (Corvus splendens Vieillot, 1817) is a common bird in India
representing the family Corvidae of the order Passeriformes (Ali and Ripley 1972). The
literature describes the House Crow as an opportunistic bird, scavenger that feeds on
plant and/or animal sources, including human refuse and animal carrion (Koul and
Sani 2013, Kumar and Ojha 2021). They provide valuable services by consuming refuse
and carrion (Anjum et al. 2022).

Benmazouz et al. 2021 reported that Corvids have positively adapted to urban
environments with easy access to food sources, nesting and roosting sites, resulting
in an increased population. Additionally, dumping or garbage sites have become its
habitat, as evident in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pakistan (Anjum et al. 2022). We observed
a similar situation in Pune.

In this note, an account of the feeding maneuver of House Crows observed in
areas connected to the garbage ramp in the Kothrud area of Pune city, Maharashtra,
India (18.5246° N, 73.8786° E) is presented (Figure 1). In multiple visits from April
to October 2025, we noted at least 24 free-ranging House Crows exhibiting the ability
to perch on moving open-waste-transport vehicles (https://www.pmc.gov.in/en/b/
vehicles-solid-waste-management) to access edible waste, primarily wet waste from
hotel industry. These observations were made in the first half of the day on the open
public roads (Figure 2). A two-wheeler scooter was used to pursue the municipal waste
transporting vehicles, maintaining a safe distance to avoid disruption of the ongoing
House Crow activity. It was observed that the House Crows could travel from a few
meters to a few hundred meters of distance in one go. At least a House Crow was seen
perched—traveling on the truck continuously for a maximum distance of 1110 meters
at a speed of an average of 30 kilometers per hour. This noteworthy behavior demon-
strates their feeding strategy and adaptability. Further, a question arises. Does their
ability to perch and forage from trucks in motion suggest an adaptation to resist and
stabilize against air flow and vehicular turbulence?
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Fig. 1. The map of the public road in Kothrud area of Pune city where observations
were noted (© Google Maps).

Fig. 2. The pictures of House crows (Cor-
vus splendens) perched on moving
open-waste-transport vehicles to
access edible waste (© Tanay Deo-
dhar and Rushikesh Sankpal).

The Corvids are considered intelligent among bird taxa (Emery and Clayton 2004).
Mukherjee et al. (2013) validated that American Crows (Corvus brachyrhynchos) were
able to judge vehicular traffic flow. Nevertheless, House Crow’s seafaring behavior
and voluntarily traveling on ships has significantly contributed to their distribution
to faraway areas (Cheke 2008). Such behavior (and smartness) may have ecological
consequences of species distribution, and potential public health concerns related to
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pathogen transmission (Benmazouz et al. 2021, Kumar and Ojha 2021). Our observa-
tions about the maneuvers shown by the House Crows from Pune will not only interest
general ornithologists but also ignite the minds of ecologists and evolutionary biologists.
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Bernat-Ponce, S., Mestre, A., Gil-Delgado, J. A., & Bernat-Ponce, E. (2025).
Ecology, parasitism and conservation of sparrows in anthropized environments:
Insights from the Working Group on Urban Sparrows. Universitat de Valéncia.
https://doi.org/10.7203/PUV-0A-9788491338444

This volume is the proceedings of the 7th Meeting of the Working Group on Urban
Sparrows, held on 27-28 October 2023 in Valencia, Spain. The editors have compiled
abstracts of the conference presentations together with six full-length chapters, focus-
ing on the ecology, parasitism, and conservation of sparrows in human-dominated
landscapes.

The book opens with a motto that immediately captures the heart - a passage from
Miguel Hernandez’s unfinished short story El gorrién y el prisionero (1941). It is worth
quoting in full, for it is simply breathtaking: “Sparrows are the children of the air, the
kids of the suburbs, squares and small squares of space. They are the poor people, the
working class that has to heroically solve the problem of existence on a daily basis.
Their struggle to exist in the light, to fill the grim silence of the world with chirps and
fluttering, is a joyful, determined, unwavering struggle. They go to places where no other
bird goes to get the crumbs of bread they need. They can be seen in the most remote
corners. They can be heard everywhere.
They take all the risks and dangers with
the grace and confidence that their per- Ecology, parasitism and conservation of
petual childhood has given them” Teghh I a"thm"iz_ed Shdienments:

The entire publication is available in 175" LR
open access (see above), which greatly
facilitates its dissemination among re-
searchers, conservationists, educators,
and the wider public. The international
flavour is evident from the very first
pages: the list of contributors includes
authors from Spain, Belgium, India, Fin-
land, Mexico and beyond. The abstract
section covers topics that did not develop
into full chapters, among them conser-
vation strategies in India (Mohammed
Dilawar), the house sparrow invasion in
North America (Ian MacGregor-Fors et
al.), and the influence of urban park man-
agement on parasite loads (Eva Banda
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et al.). Even these short contributions clearly illustrate global population declines and

the search for innovative conservation approaches.

The six main chapters explore key issues in greater depth:

o Jéssica Jiménez-Pefiuela examines the combined impact of urbanisation and avian
malaria on fatty acid profiles and oxidative stress in house sparrows in southern
Spain, revealing significantly higher oxidative damage in urban environments.

o Cristina de Bonilla Maas and co-authors investigate the prevalence of avian malaria
(11.9%) in eastern Iberia, finding no marked differences between urban and rural
habitats.

o Ashutosh Singh and colleagues describe the challenges faced by sparrows in Indian
megacities, highlighting a preference for old buildings and a narrower ecological
niche during summer.

o Marta Monfort-Calatayud et al. demonstrate that 100% of examined Eurasian tree
sparrow nests contained anthropogenic material — particularly black fibrous plas-
tic — an alarming testament to the ubiquity of plastic pollution.

o Jenny De Laet and co-workers (Belgium) position house sparrows and great tits as
valuable bioindicators; long-term citizen-science data reveal smaller sparrow flocks
in cities and reduced breeding success of tits with increasing urbanisation.

o Francisco Atiénzar presents an inspiring schoolyard project that integrates catching,
ringing, and data analysis, successfully reconnecting children with nature through
the humble sparrow.

The booK’s greatest strength lies in its practical orientation: field studies are seam-
lessly combined with laboratory, genetic, and behavioural analyses, yielding concrete
recommendations (nest boxes, pesticide regulation, preservation of old buildings).
The broad geographic coverage - from India to Belgium - enriches the discussion
of both shared challenges and locally tailored solutions. A minor shortcoming is the
rather limited engagement with historical literature. Many of the issues addressed -
population declines, effects of urbanisation — were thoroughly studied decades ago (e.g.
by J. Denis Summers-Smith in the 1970s-1990s or by Jan Pinowski and co-workers in
Poland). Greater reference to these classic works would have provided deeper context
and helped avoid the occasional impression of rediscovering well-established findings.

In summary, this is a timely, valuable, and genuinely inspiring volume that demon-
strates how even the most “ordinary” bird can serve as a key to understanding profound
environmental change. Warmly recommended not only to Passer specialists and orni-
thologists, but to anyone concerned with urban biodiversity and the future of nature
in an increasingly human-shaped world.

Piotr Tryjanowski
Poznan University of Life Sciences
Piotr.Tryjanowski@gmail.com
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