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NORTH CAROLINA—The only published evidence that the Blue-winged Warbler 
(V ermivora pinus) nests or nested in North Carolina was a vague statement in Birds of 
North Carolina (Pearson, Brimley, and Brimley, 1942) that Coues reported it as breeding in 
Buncombe County, presumably in the 1880s and 1890s. Birds of North Carolina (1959 
edition) listed a June record for Mt. Mitchell in Yancey County but, of course, supplied no 
details. Despite fairly extensive field work in the mountains during this century, nothing 
has been published concerning the occurrence of the Blue-winged Warbler during the 
breeding season. However, on 14 June 1968 Mary Enloe recorded a Blue-winged Warbler 
on a Breeding Bird Survey route in northwestern Graham County (data courtesy of the 
Migratory Bird Populations Station in Laurel, Maryland). Also, Eloise Potter observed a 
non-singing Blue-winged on 11 July 1964 (see article below) near Fontana Village in north-
ern Graham County. She believed the bird was on territory. Since the three counties in the 
southwestern corner of the state (Graham, Cherokee, and Clay) generally have been 
neglected by ornithologists and the species occurs sparingly in northern Georgia (Georgia 
Birds, 1958), I believed that the Blue-winged might be widespread in this part of North 
Carolina, yet occur nowhere else in the state in the summer. 

On 20 June 1974I surveyed roadside habitats from southwestern Clay County to west-
ern Cherokee County, looking and listening strictly for Blue-winged Warblers. Beginning 
at Warne in Clay County at 06:15, I proceeded into Cherokee County and through Ranger, 
Suit, Hiwassee Dam, Unaka, and ending at Murphy at 11:00.I recorded five Blue-wings, all 
singing, at four places in Cherokee County, but none in Clay County. One bird was a mile 
SE of Suit and two were 3 miles N of Suit. Another was 2 miles W of Unaka, and the last was 
1 mile W of Unaka. Three of the males were seen by using a tape recording of the song to 
bring the birds within 30 feet of me. 

Practically the whole route censused lies between 1,500 and 2,000 feet, and the five 
birds were found between 1,650 and 1,800 feet. All birds were in basically the same habi-
tat—overgrown fields with scattered deciduous saplings from 3 to 15 feet high on fairly 
level to gently sloping ground. None were found where the saplings formed a thicket. In 
general, the birds sang from trees on the edge of the field, 10 to 25 feet up in the trees, and 
only occasionally sang from the saplings in the field. 

I saw no evidence of nesting, but the males were obviously on territory and presumed 
to be nesting. Thus, at the present time, the Blue-winged Warbler can be called a summer 
resident in the western halves of Graham and Cherokee counties, even though actual evi-
dence of nesting is lacking. 

SOUTH CAROLINA—On 12 June 1974I found a singing Blue-winged Warbler along 
Eighteenmile Creek approximately 3 miles ESE of Central, S.C., in extreme southern 
Pickens County (elevation, 750 feet). I heard the song twice before I got a 3-second glance 
at the bird about 40 feet high in a deciduous tree at the edge of a powerline clearing. About 
30 seconds after I saw the bird, it flew across the clearing (a low and shrubby thicket) and 
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emitted an unusual jumble of notes and buzzes while it was in midair! The warbler landed 
in trees on the other side of the clearing and was lost from view. 

On 13 June I returned to the area and heard the bird singing about 10 times from trees 
along the edge of the clearing; however, I was unable to locate the bird. On 15 June the bird 
was heard singing about four times but could not be seen. I made several other trips to the 
area later in June but neither saw nor heard the warbler. 

This is the first breeding season record for the Blue-winged Warbler in South Caro-
lina. Even though the bird was on territory, the record should not be considered a breed-
ing range extension because it most likely was an unmated male at least 50 miles to the east 
and southeast of the normal nesting range. 
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