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CONCLUSIONS

Netting appears to be the nost severely limited method

for obtaining absolute density estimates of resident birds
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nets requires considerable effort and man-hours, and the
cost of nets and other equipment and possibly additionail
personnel Ior extensive studies, makes this apprcach the
most expensive (Table 6). Compared to the effort involved,
the sample-éize is véry small (Figure 7); and the re-
suiting data may bhe inaccurate due'ta.differential SUS-—
ceptibllity of species te net capture or to net shyness,

as well as all the other generzl limitatiors of mark and
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0l different species can be overcone Dy placing nets at
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higher levels in the.forest, but this would add proportion-
ally greater time and cost. The considerable eriort in-
volved in netting puts severe limitations on the number

o nets, that can be used, and thus also limits the size

ol the area than can be sampled. Applied to species with
large or overlapping territoriés,'such small sampie areas
maﬁ yileld overestimates of densities. Netting does, of
course, offer some advantages, such as opportunities to.
cotalin ege information. and physiological data, and if the
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snvears to be limited in éepplication to samplingzg populs
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Grid censusinz, intended in this study to be usea for
~+ensive and essentially complete coverage, 2280 relulres

1 preparation o

0

consicdersple time I1n The initvla
area. Since a number of repetitions would be reculrea tTo
derive & mean or optimal number of detectlons per census

on which to base a density, the amount of time used 1in the
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sctual censusing would also pe substantial. in addition,
as seen in Figure 7, the amount of effort per detection

rzde was greater for grid censusing than Ior transects. The
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of lower sample size all showed grid densitiles smaller
than the transect values,.
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