











tended to have a higher number of records
as the increasing summer temperatures
made later visits to the site shorter.

Breeding began before the monitoring
period and the fledging period extended
beyond the last visit. Assuming 13 days
incubation and 19 days chick rearing, the
earliest calculated incubation date was 25
April and the latest fledging date was 11
August. Thus the breeding season was
estimated to span 109 days in 2011. The
minimum number of active nests, estimated
from the data from each visit to the colony, Plate 4. Young Turtle Dove Streptopelia turtur being
ranged from 13 on 25 June to four on 30 ringed, Bahrain, 27 May 201 1. © Brendan Kavanagh
July (Figure 2). The largest number of active
nests was recorded in June with declining
numbers through July.

A summary of the breeding performance of the Turtle Doves is shown in Table 1. Of the
54 nests observed, one was empty throughout the recording period while 12 others were
only visited once. No analysis was possible from these nests. Of the remainder, 18 failed
to produce young, 17 fledged at least one young and 6 further nests showed evidence
of droppings corresponding to some young having at least hatched or possibly fledged.
Based on nests of known outcome, 48.6% (n = 17) of nests were successful and 51.4% (n =
18) unsuccessful to fledging.

Of the 33 nests which had eggs when first recorded, four had one egg (12%), 28 had two
eggs (85%) and one had three eggs (3%), yielding an average clutch size of 1.97 eggs per
nest (n = 33). Twenty-nine chicks were fledged from 17 successful nests, 12 of these fledged
two chicks while five nests fledged one chick, yielding an average fledging success of 1.7
fledglings/successful nest.

The conservatively estimated breeding season of 109 days, 25 April-11 August,
corresponds well with other records from the Gulf region where eggs have been noted
from 26 April and a few recorded in July (Jennings 2010). The presence of eggs on 18 July in
Bahrain, which subsequently hatched and fledged chicks, provides evidence of breeding
continuing through July into the first half of August in that population. This breeding
season is earlier than in southern Europe but similar to that observed in North Africa by
Heim de Balsac and Mayaud in the early 1960s (Cramp 1985).

It is difficult to ascertain the size of the breeding colony/population from the data
provided. The maximum confirmed number of breeding pairs at any one time was 13
on 25 June. However if one assumes that all nests with eggs were occupied at that point,
then the number of pairs was 19. No evidence of second broods could be discerned from
our data (Figure 2) though other studies confirm that the Turtle Dove is at least double
brooded throughout its range (Cramp 1985, Jennings 2010). Given that the vast majority
of nests were not reused for second breeding attempts in Bahrain, the 54 nests would
plausibly have been produced by 20-25 pairs of doves (allowing for two breeding attempts
and additional replacement nests after failed attempts). This number is in line with an
estimate in 2010 based on a single visit to the colony on 5 June when an estimated 24 nests
were occupied (www.hawar-islands.com/blog/gen_stub.php/2010/06/).

The failure of 51.4% of nests, whose outcome was known, can be attributed to several
factors. Camels were known to feed on the broom bushes on several occasion during the
breeding season. Grazing of the bushes caused displacement of nests and eggs though
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Figure |. Number of visits to each of 54 Turtle Dove
Streptopelia turtur nests in Bahrain, 201 I.
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Figure 2. The number of active nests observed during
the Turtle Dove Streptopelia turtur breeding season,
Bahrain 201 I. Day | = 27 May, Day 35 = 30 June, Day
65 = 30 July.

Table I. The outcome of 54 nesting attempts of the
Turtle Dove Streptopelia turtur recorded breeding in
Bahrain, 201 I.

Breeding Outcome Number of nests

Empty nest |

Unknown 12
Possible success 6
Failed 18
Successful 17

Total nests monitored 54
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older chicks appear to be able to withstand
the disturbance. Sporadic shooting of adults
was also in evidence from a number of
fresh, empty, shotgun shells observed on
one occasion. This was also in evidence in
previous years. Disturbance at the nest due
to the observers could also be a factor causing
nest failure though it was not possible to
quantify this in this study. The nesting
success rate of 48.6% of nesting attempts
from our data represents minimal figures as
other nests showed evidence of having had
fledglings present prior to recording.

The recorded clutch size of 1.97 eggs/
nest is in line with observations from other
populations (Cramp 1985), as is the fledging
success of 1.7 fledglings/successful nest. If
one assumes a similar performance in the
category of ‘unknown’ nests (12) in the
study area then the total chick production
in 2011 was in the order of 49 birds from the
estimated 20-25 pairs. A more systematically
timed approach to the field work would
have been required to verify these figures.

Turtle Dove behaviour at the nest

Based on the distribution of nests, turtle
doves appeared to be territorial within the
wadis. Occupied nests were spaced at least
50 m apart, only one nest per bush. No
successful nest was reused for a second
breeding attempt. Nests were placed 1.5-2.0
m above the ground and all were reachable
without a ladder. They were placed inside
the bushes in their upper half. Full grown
chicks usually fled the nest, diving into
the centre of the bush, when approached.
Younger chicks showed no such behaviour
and were easily removed from the nest for
ringing and replacement only to sit quietly
again.

Nests were constructed from dead
twigs collected from the broom bushes.
No artificial materials were incorporated
into the structure which was flat and open.
Eggs could be easily seen through the loose
weave of dead twigs (Plate 5).

During the survey visits the behaviour
of adult birds was noted. Incubating birds
sat tight on the nest until our presence



was within a few metres of the nest. On
many occasions the birds allowed approach
to within 1 or 2 m before escaping. On
one occasion the adult bird was caught on
the nest and ringed. On leaving the nest,
birds invariably flew 50-100 m away and
dropped to the ground feigning injury. This
involved lying on its belly and flapping
one or sometimes, both wings as if they
were broken. This was usually conducted
on the bare stony desert within view. The
behaviour would normally last less than :
a minute and no attempt was ever made Plate 5. Turtle Dove Streptopelia turtur nest with eggs,
to approach the nest again while we were Bahrain, | June 2010. © Brendan Kavanagh

present. This distraction-lure display

has been observed by several authors in

previous studies (Cramp 1985).

Young chicks up to 4 or 5 days old were normally brooded and the adult birds
appeared to incubate them. Older chicks were usually alone in the nest or the adult birds
had escaped while we were still over 50 m away. Adult birds were normally seen singly
rather than in pairs and fledged young were frequently observed together in the sand
beneath the nest bush thus remaining close to the nest for some days after fledging.
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