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The spindalis group of tanagers, until recently considered a single species, the
“Stripe-headed Tanager” (Spindalis zena), arguably is the most frequently-claimed West
Indian vagrant to Florida. We have located 50 published and previously unpublished
but verifiable reports from the state since 1957, involving 61 individuals (Table 1). This
paper discusses only these observations, most of which are unverifiable (sensu Robert-
son and Woolfenden 1992). There are possibly a dozen or more additional, unpublished
reports from Florida, e.g., see Bonney (1961) and Robertson and Woolfenden (1992).
Twelve reports from the state can be verified on the basis of specimen, videotape, or
photographic records archived at Tall Timbers Research Station at Tallahassee.

Spindalis tanagers reside throughout the Bahamas and Greater Antilles, on Grand
Cayman, and on Isla Cozumel off the Yucatan Peninsula of Mexico (Garrido et al. 1997,
AOU 1998). Following Garrido et al. (1997), the American Ornithologists’ Union (AOU
2000) recently has restored part of the historical taxonomy and nomenclature of this
group (Ridgway 1902, Bond 1936) by splitting S. zena (sensu AOU 1998) into four spe-
cies. As we discuss below, all verifiable records in Florida pertain to the Western Spinda-
lis (Spindalis zena, Fig. 1). On geographical grounds we doubt that any of the other
three spindalises recognized by AOU (2000) has occurred in Florida (cf Robertson and
Kushlan 1984). DNA studies in progress may recommend further splitting of the West-
ern Spindalis (N. Klein in litt.). Results of these studies conceivably could restore the
entire taxonomic treatment of Ridgway (1902), who considered S. zena (sensu AOU
2000) itself to consist of four species. We discuss the possible implication of such action,
should it ever occur, on Florida reports.

Spindalises have been observed in Florida in every month of the year except July (Ta-
ble 1), with most reports occurring in April, May, and December (Fig. 2). It seems prema-
ture to speculate whether these peaks of occurrence represent distinct “pulses” of
visitation by spindalises, or are the result of peaks in observer activity. We note, for ex-
ample, that five of the 14 spindalises found during December were discovered on Christ-
mas Bird Counts. Sex of the 61 individuals was: 65% males, 26% females, and 8% not
specified (Table 1). The preponderance of reports of males possibly simply reflects the
distinctiveness of their plumage. Five reports in the state represent multiple individu-
als, the most being seven birds at Hypoluxo Island in spring 1973 (Table 1). Contrary to
Terres (1980), we know of no reports of spindalises nesting or breeding in the state. All
published reports in Florida through 1998 were in counties along the southeast coast or
in the Keys. In April 1999, a Western Spindalis was photographed in Manatee County
(Fig. 1), the first published record for the Gulf coast (Pranty 1999c), and the first report



FLORIDA FIELD NATURALIST

<
—

"S[ENPIAIPUL JUSISJJIP a1om A[qewmnsaid (gg6T uepS(Q) 3rede Ul 9-G, pue sAep 9911} POAISSqO SO[BUI S[3UIS,
*(9X97] 99S) YBAQS0I3 $N0170MYJ 9[RUW [[BJ-ISIT ® JO Y] oq 0} sieadde uonjdriose(J.
‘12,61 Areniqe,| Ut TWely je juesald uaa(q 9ARY AeW (Paljoads jou Xas) [BNPIAIPUL JoYjoueR ‘pajioder sy,
1aded s1y) Jo adods a3 puoLkaq st pue poojsiapun Aprood
st dnoas styj ur uorssedons adewn|d (Z0GT) AeMIpIY U0 paske( 0s A[SNOIAQO 10U YSNOY)[R ‘O[RUW 8INJRWWI UR SB 9INJRISI[ UTR)ISD Ul PaysIqnde

‘poumsaud [en

-plAIpul T ‘aJeymas[e paysijqnd jou pue g/ 18quaod( (g U0 P[eY JUno)) piig SewIsLy)) yoeag wWed 1S9\ 9Y3 JO Yoom Junod SuLIp paAtasq(;,
‘TENPIATPUL OWES 8} JO [[B A[LIesseoau jou sdeyaed ‘porrod Yjuow-Inoj € I9A0 SUOIIBAISSO paysIoqnd ano g,

9961 Wwey
-3uruuny) ‘9961 U0SUaA9)G 1T j1eq sploukary  spe(-TWeIN T8N LG-AON % 9961-9961 0T
‘o) sxad
a3priduer "H opy X9s ‘4961
uosuaANg ‘96T oSpLSueT  INT [oveqg wled 1S9M  yoreg Wled uer 83-090 I ¥961-€961 6
GT8% SULL :uswadg 289G UOSUDAIS T ogaer] Aoyf todd QOIUOTAL unp 1 €961 8
qe961
uo0suaA9)g ‘96T aSpLisuer] T oeeg Wed  Yoeed ui[ed LeN 11 €961 L
BEYGT UOSUIAIS g £oy] uoryejue(d QO0JUOTA! ady 9-1e|y 08 €961 9
BEYGT UOSUIAIS a1 JISTUIDAR], 90JUO]  JBJA GT-Uep A[1ed €961 4
BEIY6T
uosuaAlg ‘96T junidg T JI9TUIDAR], QOIUOTA! 29(J €3-23 72961 ¥
G961
U0SUSA)S PUR Uosed T oukeostg Aoy OpeR(-TWeRIN KeIN ¢, 2961 e
T96T Leutiod ‘1961
UOSU9AI)S PUB UOSWRIQY T uoyjerey QOIUOTA Ke\ 82-21 1961 4
1961 Aouuog T omy  ope(-TWeIN 99( 8% LG6T T
9OUOPIAD POATYIILY (8)90uaa0)0Y XOS/# uo1yeI0T £juno) (s)are(q (s)xreax 'ON

‘pagroadsun = ) pue ‘O[ew = J\ ‘O[eway

= J :xog *A[[esrdojouoayo pagueiie ‘eprio[q ul sprodoa sifepuids s[qeyLiaA Jnq paysijqndun A[snoisaad 1o paysiqnd ‘I 2[qEL



15

NOTES

‘S[BNPIAIPUL JUBISJIP o1om A[qewnsaid (gg6T usp3Q) 3rede 1w 9-G, puB SABP 991} POAISSQO So[ew 9[3UIS,
*(9X97 99S) BO(SO0L3 $710170M2YJ S[RW [[BJ-ISILJ © JO 1Y) oq 0} steadde uonpduiose(.
‘1,161 Lrenaqge ut el je jussard usaq aARY LW (PalJoads JoU Xos) [eNPIAIPUL Joyjour ‘pajiodar sy,
1aded s1y) Jo adods oY) puoLaq ST pue poojsiopun Afrood
st dnois sty ut uorssedons adewn|d (F06T) Aem3pry UO paseq 0s A[STIOTAGO J0U YSNOY) e ‘O[BW 8INJRUIWI UR SB 9INJRISI UIR)ISD Ul PaysI[qnJ,
‘poumnsaud en
-PIAIpUL T {8J0Ymas[e paysijqnd j0u pue g6 1oquiedd( (g U0 P[eY Junoy) paig sew)sLy)) yoeag wied 1S9 93 JO Joom Junod SuLinp paAtesqQ.

‘[eNPIATPUL SWES 81} JO [[B A[LIesseoou jou sdeyred ‘porred yjuowr-Inoj B JoA0 SUOIIRAISSO paysiqnd Inof,

9L6T o181 AT puersy oxnjodAy  yoeaq wieg LelN ¢ 9L6T 1%
GLGT 29 1 ‘(uew
-oXPoId "d) ¥63-665d 9L6T SOYAS ‘9161
SY.LL :sydeisojoyq UoSUIAS ‘9L6T Aod  «AT s[epropnery 0] paemorg uep 9-99q IT 9L6I-GL6T 0%
‘wuwod ‘sxod
aSpriduer 'H apYy Xos ‘gL6T
USpURJ[OOM ‘€L6T 38X NV € puers] oxnjodAy  yoeaq wieq KeN 8g-TeIN 61 €L6T 61
1] u
19991 ¥ ‘GL6T USPUSJ[00H, TN epeIowres] S0IUOTA] 93 {-Uer 0g €L6T 81
€L6T 93pusueT O]  BAIe Yoeog WIE] 1SOM  Uoedqg Wled %, gLeT LI
gL61 yunidg ot epelowe[s] Q0IUOIA] 29(1 6% 1L6T 91T
%L6T TeIN 8 ‘(I[BH D) GL6T
92Ld SULL ydeidojoyq U0SUIAD)S ‘GLET PUBI) AT Loy Assean S0IUOTA] TeIN 9g-99( 1% GL6T-TL6T ST
8961 UOSULANG at sufkeosiq £o3]  ope(I-TWeI] %(q g L96T VI
qL96T UOSULANG art sukeosiq Aoy  ope(I-TWEI] unp g L96T €I
BL96T UOSUOANYS NI 1s9M 4931 Q0IUOIA] 1dy 9T-gT L96T  3I
©L96T
UOSUSAS ‘L9GT UOSMOQOY AT puersy oxnjodAy  yoeaq wieg 1dy g-Te| 8% L961 11
9OUDPIAD PIAIYIIY (s)eouaasjoy XOS/# uo1ed0] Ajunon (s)areq (s)1eax 'ON

‘pagIdadsun = ) pue ‘O[eur = [\ ‘OJeWd] = J X
‘A[[esrSojouoayo paguerie ‘epLiofq ul sjaodax sifepurds a[qeyriaa jnq paysijqndun A[snoiaaad Jo paysiqng (panunuo)) I a[qe],



FLORIDA FIELD NATURALIST

16

"S[ENPIAIPUI JUSISHIP atom A[qewnsaid (gg6T UspSQ) 3iede 1ur 9-G, pue sAep 9911} PoAISSqO So[eW S[3UIS,
*(9X071 99S) YBO(S0I3 SN0170N2YJ 9[RUW [[B]-)SIT B JO Jey} o] 0} sieadde uorpdriosa(J.
‘1,161 Lrenaqge ur Twelpy je jussatd usaq aARY AWl (POLJ0ads J0U XoS) [eNPIAIPUL Joyjour ‘pajiodal sy,
1aded s1y) Jo 9doos oY) puoLaq ST pue poojsiopun Aiood
st dnoas sty ut uorssedons adewn|d (Z06T) AemIpIy U0 Pase( 0s A[STIOTAQO 10U [SNOY) R ‘O[BUW 8INJRWWI UR SB 9INJRISII[ UIe)I8d Ul paysIiqnds
‘powmnsaud en
-pIATPUI T ‘819U masTe paysijqnd j0u pue g.6] IoquIads( (g U0 P[eY juno)) pirg SewjsLIY)) yorayg W 1S9\ 93 JO Joom Junod SULInp paAlasqQ;

‘[eNPIATPUIL SWES oY} JO [[B A[LIBsseoau jou sdeyred ‘poried IUOW-INOJ B JOAO SUOTIBAISSqO paysiqnd Inoj,

0661 92 1 ‘(Uosyessny
‘WA TIR) 133-T6 DUSO

pue ‘60Ld SULL ‘LIE¥2 G661 uosjelsny)

[reL, St o3eus ‘Yreq

Surp.ig :sydersojoyd ‘I66T UdP3Q ‘€161 X0) AT [euoneN Sope[3IaAl Q0IUOTA] 29 G5-¥1 0661 3¢
6861 UO0LIOY}Y PUE UOLBYIY A1 oukeosiq £9y] ope(-TWEIN dog g 8861 18

(13uISAT “IN) 671 “#2] Ul I9UISAT]
-88 DYSOJ ‘uondunsaq ([ 2pY x9s ‘86T d3pLidue] AT aukedsiq L9y  Ope(-TWERI 1dy 82 886T 0%
986T UOIBY}Y PUR UOKBYFY T oukeosig Aoy ope(-TWEIN] PO 1 G86T 6%

(1[8N "g) 850 9861 [[omod
€8 DYSOJ ‘uondLnso[ ‘FYT UOMBYY PUB UOBYYY N T oukeosiq £9y]  ope(-TWEIN PO LT €861 8%
€86T ore3 T ‘AT peag Aeap@  yoeag wied LeN LT €861 L%

(o[[dN "g) €70

-€8 DYSOJ ‘uondunseq 9861 T19M0d ‘6861 de3] T oukeosig A9y  ope(-TWEI] 1dy 65 €861 9%
€861 UeWjo T puels] oxnjod Ay  yoeag wred 99 €3-3% €861 6%
0861 S934S ‘0861 [ned T EpeIowe[s] 90IUOTA] 29(1 8% 6L6T V%
0861 So3AQ ‘0861 @SpLiduer] W1 yoeog Wed 1S9M  Yoedg wled 29 G1T 6L6T €%
LLBT UOSUoAIS ‘LL6T OB INT SPOWWE] UOSAYJRN  Spe(-TWeIA] 1dy 6299, LLBT-9L61 &%
90UBPIAD POATYIIY (s)eouaayeoy XOS/# uoed0| Ayuno) (s)ere(q (s)reax ‘ON

‘pogroadsun = ) pue ‘o[ew = J\ ‘O[eway = J :XOF

‘A[[eor3ojouoayd posdue.ie ‘eprLIo[ ul syxodau sifepulds a[qeyLIdA Ing paysijgndun A[snoiasad 1o paysijqnd (panunuo)) *1 a[qe],



17

NOTES

*STENPIAIPUL JUDISHIP a1om A[qewnsald (ggeT Uep3() Jede W 9-G, pue SABP 9911} POAISSQO SO[RUL 9[SUIS,
*(3X97 99s) {BAqS0I3 $710170M9Y J S[BU [[BJ-1SI1J B JO 1B} 9q 0} sieadde uorpdLiosa((.
'LL6T Areniqef Ul TWelfy Je jussaid usaq aary Aewl (payads Jou Xas) [eNpIAIPUI Joyjoue ‘pariodal sy,
roded s1y) Jo 0doos oY) puoLeq St pue poojsiopun Aprood
st dnoad sty) ut uoissedons adewin|d (Z0GT) AeMSpIY U0 paske(q 0s A[SNOIAGO J0U YSNOY)[ ‘O[BUWI 2INJBWWI UR SB 9INJRI)I[ UTB)IS8D Ul PaysIqnde
‘powmsaud [en
-PIAIPUL T {8J0Ymas(e paysijqnd jou pue g,g] 1oqueds( (g U0 P[eY Juno)) paig sew)sLy)) yoeag Wied 1S9 93 JO Joam junod SuLInp paatesqQs,

‘[enpIATPUI duues a3 Jo [[e A[Lressaoau jou sdeyrad ‘porrad Yjuow-Inoj € I9A0 SUOIBAISSqO paysijqnd Jnoq,

9661 Ajueid puB JoWRM

‘89661 Lyueld AT VYS IyIyoep ‘q Uyor  yoeaq weq dag ¢-3ny 93 G661  I¥
(MmouIpo[\ ')
111 VSOJ :uondrnsa(q BL66T Ayueld AT VY4S yoarg 1o[le], ysSny premorg Ly g G661  OF
(ST “TN)
86.d SYLL:ydersojoyg Joded sy, T V4s P4orT ) uyop premorg Le\ T 7661 68
y661 Lyueid
Y661 oSpLidueT NI AT sired 1oAry ystuedg  yoeed wied 1dy 0z-91 7661 8¢
(unsny ") ¥4
-86 DYSOJ ‘uondrios
-9 ‘3661 994 ‘(1paiy
-uey 1 49 q30q) GeL1d %661 U9p30
SULL Pu® 9G3:9% sp1g ‘2661 @8pLiduer]
undowy -yderdojoyd q ‘egB61 X0) T Sp[non  epe(-Twerp Tey g-uep g %661 L€
3661 UdpS0 ‘B366T X0  SINT yoeag Lero  yoedg wied 29 0T 1661  9¢
%661 WOp30 NI yoeaqg Leafpq  yoeag wied 29 L 1661  G€
€661 TOWEBA PUR SO AT yoeoad Aea[pq  yoead wed AON 08 1661 ¢
1661 1dV g ‘(SO[IN D)
$€Ld SULLyderdojoyg 1661 oSpLisuer] ‘qI66T X0) T oukeostq £93]  ope(-TWeI) 1dy 9-1 1661 €€
9OUDPIAD PIATYIIY (s)oouauasyey XOS/# uo118d07 £yunon (s)oreq (s)xeax ‘ON

‘paygroadsun = ) pue ‘O[ew = JA] ‘O[eWd) = J :Xo
‘A[resrdojouoayd pague.rie ‘epriofj ut syaodaa sifepurds ajqeyrioa Jngq paysijgndun Asnoissad 10 paysiiqnd (Ponunuo))) ‘1 s[qe],



FLORIDA FIELD NATURALIST

18

‘S[eNPIAIPUL JUSISJJIP aJom A[qewmnsaid (36T Uep3Q) 3iede 1w 9-G, pue SABP 994} POAISS]O SO[BW J[SUIS,
‘(3X07 99S) YB(S0LS $N10170M9YJ S[B UL [[BJ-1SIL B JO 18y} o 07 sieadde uondLsa(Js
‘11,61 Arenaqe,] Ul TWely je jussotd uao(q 9ARY AeW (PalyIoads jou XoSs) [ENPIAIPUL JOYJoUuR ‘pajiodalr sy,
1aded s1y) Jo 8doos ay) puodaq St pue poojsiopun Aprood
s1 dnoas sTy) ur uoissedons afewn|d (g06T) Aem3pry Uo paseq 0s A[SNOIAGO 10U YSNOYI[B ‘O[BW 9INJBWUII UR SB 9INJBISII[ UIRLI9D UL PaYSIqnJs
‘powmnsoaud 1en
-PIAIPUL T {8I10Yymas(e paysijqnd jou pue g6 1oquiedd( (g U0 P[eY JUNno)) piig sew)sLy)) yoeag Wled 1S9 93 JO Joam junod SuLInp paatesqQs.
‘[eNPIAIpUIL dWes a1} JO [[B A[LIessadau jou sdeyiad ‘poriad YIuoUI-InoJ & 19A0 SUOIIBAISSGO PaysI[qnd aIno,j,

q‘e000g Lyueid NI jred soureq ‘('Y  9pe(q-TWeI) dog 0€-6% 6661 09
0°‘q666T Lyueld NG Layf Assean S0IUOTY LN 91 6661 6%
6661 £eIN
6 (199915 'S) 0TLd SULL
‘(erewt T Jo) odej09pIA 2°q666T L1ueld NG ‘AT j1ed Sploukary)  Spe(l-TWeIy Ke] 6-8 6661 8%
6661 1dy
9g ‘(Kyuead g £q [[e)
0¥Ld SYLL Pue ‘T ‘814
‘€LTEG SpAIg UDILIDUTY
Yo :sydeadojoyg roded styj 0 ‘qee6T Ajurig INT MIed qremAed evumbo) 991BURIN KeN 01-1dV 03 6661 )54
(Tpagyuey 1) 6661 UoSIopUY [TeL], OqUIIT 0quIny) YIeq
6¢Ld SYLL yderdojoyg pue sop ‘BgEET Aurid WL [euoIjeN SOpe[SIeAl  ope([-TWeI Qo1 T 6661 9%
866T LB\l T ‘(USIeTOIN 1)
9¢Ld SY.LI, 'ydeisoroyg qegeeT Ayueld NI 159M £03] 90IUOTN[ Le $-1dvy 0g 8661  G¥
2 ‘qLe6T Lueld T Koy MOI[H  opeq-TWeIN Le]N TT L66T ¥V
L661 1dy g1 ‘(suulg y)
L8Ld SUIL ydeisojoyd 2°qL66T Lyueld AT [[eBPUSY]  ope(-TWeIy 1dy gT-TT L66T  €F
9661 159M ‘q966T Ayueld NI Ypopm oYeT  yoveqg wied 2 ¥ G661 ¥
9OUDPIAD PIAIYIIY (s)oouaaajey XOS/# uo1)ed0T £yunon (s)areq (s)1eax 'ON

‘poyroadsun = () pue ‘O[eW = [ ‘O[8WJ = J :XoF
‘A[[eor3ojouoayo pagduerie ‘epLio[ ut syrodaa sijepuids s[qeyLioa jnq paysijqndun A[snoisaad 10 paysijqng (penurjuo))) ‘I 9[qe],



NOTES 19

Figure 1. Male Western Spindalis (Spindalis zena zena) at Coquina Baywalk
Park, Manatee County, on 26 April 1999. Photographed by Bill Pranty. A photo-
graph of this same individual was published in Pranty (1999, North American
Birds, 53:273).

for central Florida. Even considering this report, all spindalises found in the state have
occurred in Florida’s “Tropical Zone” (Howell 1932:69-72), a biome with a largely West
Indian flora growing mostly near the immediate coast south roughly of the 28th parallel.
The early status of spindalises in Florida seems to be obscured by the former practice
of censoring reports of some West Indian species because it was believed that individu-
als found in the state were of captive origin. Robertson and Paulson (1961) lamented
that Florida observations of some of these species, including spindalises, were “. . . per-
manently denied an assured place in the record despite several undoubted identifica-
tions of free birds.” This statement may have opened the gates for Bonney (1961), who
published the first Florida account of a spindalis, at Marathon in May 1961. Louis A.
Stimson, then editor of the Field Notes and Observations column in the Florida Natu-
ralist, added a 1957 report to Bonney’s (1961) note and alluded to “a couple of other oc-
currences.” However, Abramson and Stevenson (1961) dismissed Bonney’s (1961) report:
“Though [the spindalis] revealed no signs of previous captivity, it is impossible to deter-
mine its origin with certainty, and it would be best to consider it a probable escapele].”
When a spindalis appeared at Key Biscayne in May 1962, Paulson and Stevenson
(1962) wrote, “The number of [reports] of this species in recent years is such that a
search for a breeding population may be in order.” Three spindalises in the Tavernier
area between December 1962 and March 1963 were referred to by Stevenson (1963a) as
“another possibly valid addendum to the state’s avifauna.” Stevenson (1963a) then con-
firmed earlier censorship by stating, “Some previous [observations] from the Keys have
not been mentioned in my [earlier] reports because of the question of the bird’s origin.”
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Figure 2. Seasonal occurrence of spindalises in Florida, by half-months. Obser-
vations were charted from the date of first observation. Reports without dates
(i.e., those in May 1962, January 1963, and December 1976) are excluded.

Stevenson’s skepticism appears to have ended, however, when he collected a male spin-
dalis at Upper Key Largo on 17 June 1963 (Stevenson 1963c). Nevertheless, the notion
that spindalises in Florida were either escaped cagebirds or their descendants lingered
in some minds to at least the mid-1970s (e.g., Blake 1975).

Inferences about spindalis phenology in Florida from limited data such as those in Ta-
ble 1 are risky. Eight (40%) of the 20 dated reports involving individuals discovered in
winter were of birds that remained in the same location for 10 days or more (Table 2),
which suggests that they indeed were wintering. In contrast, only four (14%) of the 28
dated reports of spindalises in all other seasons were of individuals that remained for the
same duration (Table 2). Single-day observations represent 50% (n = 24) of all dated re-

Table 2. Reported duration of stay of spindalises in Florida, arranged by sea-
son. Excluded are one report without specific dates (May 1962) and the speci-
men collected on 17 June 1963. In the data columns, the first number refers to
the number of reports while the second number (in parentheses) denotes the
number of individuals. For ambiguous reports involving multiple individuals,
we have presumed that all birds arrived on the earliest published date and all
remained to the latest published date.

August-No-  December-

Duration March-May  June-July vember February Totals
1 day 9(11) 11 4 (4) 10 (10) 24 (26)
2-3 days 2 (4) 0 1(1) 2(2) 5(7)
4-6 days 4 (5) 0 0 0 4 (5)
7-10 days 2(2) 0 1(1) 0 3(@3)
>10 days 3(9) 0 1(1) 8(8) 12 (18)

Totals 20 (31) 1() 7(7) 20 (20) 48 (59)
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ports (Table 2). Western Spindalises apparently wander to Florida fairly regularly under
favorable conditions. Even small flocks occasionally are found, such as the seven individ-
uals at Hypoluxo Island in 1973, or the trio at Greynolds Park in 1999 (Table 1). All these
appearances seem to reflect vagrancy, for no pattern exists of reappearance in the same
locations over successive years. The appearance of spindalises in Florida may be driven
by the fruiting cycles of fructiferous vegetation in their home range (G. Wallace in litt.).

A summary of occurrence by decades is provided in Table 3. Between 1961 and 1999
inclusive, spindalises were reported in 25 (64%) of these 39 years. The longest periods
without reports were 47 months (January 1968 to November 1971) and 37 months (Jan-
uary 1980 to January 1983). The numbers of reports, individuals, and years with reports
are similar for the 1960s and 1970s, but notably lower in the 1980s (Table 3). During the
1990s, the numbers of reports and individuals were substantially higher than for those
in any of the previous three decades (Table 3). Again, it seems premature to speculate
whether the apparent decrease in spindalis occurrence during the 1980s, and the appar-
ent increase during the 1990s, reflects factors other than changes in observer activity.

Spindalis taxonomy is in flux. AOU (2000) split the “Stripe-headed Tanager” of AOU
(1998) and most literature since the 1940s into four species, following Garrido et al.
(1997). These are the Western Spindalis (S. zena) of the Bahamas, Cuba, Grand Cay-
man, and Isla Cozumel; the Hispaniolan Spindalis (S. dominicensis) of Hispaniola and
Gonave Island; the Jamaican Spindalis (S. nigricephala) of Jamaica; and the Puerto
Rican Spindalis (S. portoricensis) of Puerto Rico. The Western Spindalis has five subspe-
cies: S. z. townsendi of the Little Bahama Bank (Grand Bahama Island and Abaco); S. z.
zena of the remainder of the Bahamas; S. z. pretrei of Cuba; S. z. salvini of Grand Cay-
man; and S. z. benedicti of Isla Cozumel, Mexico (Garrido et al. 1997). The other three
species are monotypic.

The only spindalis with a black-backed male is S. z. zena. All other males, including
other subspecies of the Western Spindalis, have greenish backs. The other spindalis spe-
cies split by AOU (2000) have visible characters that clearly distinguish both males and
females to species, as discussed by Garrido et al. (1997) and Raffaele et al. (1998). [Note
that the English names used in those publications differ from the names chosen by AOU
(2000)]. Green-backed males and all females of the Western Spindalis may not be identi-
fiable in the field to subspecies based on currently known characters (illustrations of
some in Garrido et al. 1997).

The single Florida specimen of the Western Spindalis (TTRS 2815) is a male S. z.
zena (Stevenson 1963c), as are the two males of which photographs have been published
(L. Manfredi in Ogden 1992, B. Pranty in Pranty 1999c¢ and this paper). Four additional
males, TTRS P736 by I. McLaren, TTRS P738 by M. Meyers, TTRS P734 by C. Miles,
and TTRS P710 (videotape) by S. Siegel, also are S. z. zena. Two other male Western
Spindalises photographed in Florida, TTRS P726 by G. Hall and TTRS P739 by L. Man-
fredi, cannot be identified to subspecies from the photographs, but the observers noted

Table 3. Yearly occurrence of spindalises in Florida, arranged by decades. The
first published report, from 1957, is excluded.

Decade # of Years # of Reports # of Individuals
1961-1969 7 13 13
1970-1979 7 10 16
1980-1989 3 7 8
1990-1999 8 19 23

Totals 25 49 60
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black backs (S. Sprunt and P. Sykes in Stevenson [1972], L. Manfredi in litt.). The three
females photographed in Florida, TTRS P709 cf. Gustafson (1992), TTRS P737 by A.
Binns, and TTRS P293-294 by R. Plockelman, and two additional descriptions of fe-
males (FOSRC 88-149 and FOSA 111), are identified readily as examples of the Western
Spindalis, but cannot be definitely assigned to subspecies based on present knowledge.

FOSRC 83-043 appears to describe a male spindalis, but the back color was not
noted. Although the Florida Ornithological Society Records Committee (FOSRC) ac-
cepted FOSRC 83-058 as a male spindalis (Powell 1986), the report appears to describe
a first-fall male Pheucticus grosbeak, based upon its “brownish” head, “conical” bill,
“dark, almost blackish” back and wings, and pale “bittersweet orange” flanks; the origi-
nal observer now agrees with this assessment (B. Neville in litt.). Two additional male
Western Spindalises in Florida (Numbers 11 and 50 in Table 1) were reported to have
black backs or were identified as S. z. zena, but anecdotal reports of green-backed males
also exist. The description of a male in Palm Beach County in May 1963 was thought to
refer to S. z. townsendi (G. E. Watson in Langridge 1963), but this opinion apparently
was based only on geography, as townsendi is the closest green-backed form. The report
of two green-backed males at Grassy Key, Monroe County, in May 1999 (R. and T. Rogers
in Pranty 1999b) was not accompanied by a written description, but geography may fa-
vor pretrei from Cuba.

If the Western Spindalis (sensu AOU 2000) is split further as a result of DNA analy-
sis, possibly only males of the currently recognized subspecies S. z. zena would be identi-
fiable readily, as stated earlier. We urge birders to take detailed descriptions of all
spindalises seen in Florida, and to make every effort to obtain clear photographs or vid-
eotapes of them. We also recommend that the FOSRC place the Western Spindalis on its
review list to at least facilitate archiving data about future reports. Even then, identifi-
cation of the various taxa currently treated as subspecies of the Western Spindalis may
not be possible in the field.
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