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Chuck-will’s-widows were initially recorded from Ohio in
1932, when as many as eight singing males were reported
along the Ohio Brush Creek valley in Adams County (Thomas
1932). Their status was better defined by Hicks (1935), who
estimated a population of 25–30 pairs in portions of Tiffin and
Jefferson townships bordering Ohio Brush Creek. Between
1940 and 1970, the status of Chuck-will’s-widows did not
appreciably change. Summering individuals were restricted to
a small portion of Adams County while spring migrants were
accidental visitors elsewhere in the southern half of the state
(Peterjohn 1989a).

During the 1970s, a northward expansion by Chuck-will’s-
widows was noted in eastern North America, producing
isolated breeding records north to Ontario and New
York (Andrle and Carroll 1988, Cadman et al. 1987).
Except for a June record from Lucas County in 1978
(Kleen 1978), this expansion was not apparent in Ohio.

Data gathered during the Atlas Project indicates that
Chuck-will’s-widows have slightly expanded their
breeding range in Ohio, although summering individu-
als remain limited to the southern half of the state.
Adams County still hosts the largest population. In
1985, a systematic survey of the Ohio Brush Creek
valley from the Ohio River north to the village of
Lawshe in Meigs Township tallied 60+ singing males.
Additional pairs may occur farther north along the
valley in Adams County. Away from the Ohio Brush
Creek valley, Chuck-will’s-widows are currently rare
and very locally distributed summer residents with
most records comprised of isolated males in Adams
and adjacent counties. The Atlas Project produced
confirmed nests in southwestern Pike and southeastern
Highland counties as well as territorial males at one
Lawrence, two Scioto, and two Adams County
locations where breeding was considered probable.
Single singing males were also recorded from Vinton
and Montgomery counties. The latter bird returned to the same
location for three consecutive summers.

As was true for many crepuscular and nocturnal birds, the
status of Chuck-will’s-widows may have been under-repre-
sented during the Atlas Project. Some widely scattered
territorial males in southern Ohio were undoubtedly missed.
However, given the efforts to locate Whip-poor-wills and owls
within this portion of the state, it is doubtful that any sizable
populations were overlooked. In subsequent years, the only
new location for summering Chuck-will’s-widows was

reported from Washington County (Hall 1989).

Within Adams County, summering Chuck-will’s-widows
prefer successional fields where herbaceous vegetation is
interspersed with sapling red cedars (Hicks 1935). They
normally abandon these fields when the woody vegetation
becomes too dense. As territorial birds spread into other
southern Ohio counties, this species has also been recorded
within second growth deciduous woods. Elsewhere in their
range, breeding Chuck-will’s-widows are most frequently
associated with open pine woodlands, although they also occur
in oak–hickory woodlots and the margins of old fields
(Mengel 1965). Throughout their range, this species prefers
drier and more open woodlands than Whip-poor-wills,

although the two species may occasionally occupy adjacent
territories.

Chuck-will’s-widows nest on the ground, usually in fairly
dense brushy cover along the margins of woodlands. As is true
for most goatsuckers, their nests are very difficult to locate
and very little information is available on their breeding
biology and chronology in Ohio. Their breeding activities
probably begin during May, although the only nests with eggs
have been discovered during the first half of June. Adults with
partially grown young have been noted through mid–July, and
these young probably became independent by early August.
Earlier nesting attempts could produce recently fledged young
during the first half of July.

Chuck-will’s-widow
Caprimulgus carolinensis
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