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A second point requiring comment is the supposed difference between the sexes in number of 
molts and plumages. Jollie states that, in their first year, males have one complete body molt more 
than females. This is difficult to believe, since the number of molts and plumages has not, to my knowl- 
edge, been found to differ between male and female in any other cardueline. The first winter plumage 
of female Red Crossbills is almost (or quite?) indistinguishable from the adult female plumage. How, 
then, is one to ascertain from study skins the number and sequence of molts and plumages with suf- 
ficient accuracy to warrant reaching the important biological conclusion that a marked sexual differ- 
ence exists in the molts of this species? This might be solved through a study of living captive birds. 
In the absence of such a study, I regard the alleged sexual difference in molt as unproved. 

The facts set forth by Jollie can, in my opinion, be explained best as follows: In L. c. bendirei 
and L. c. sitkensis, the juvenal plumage is followed by the first winter plumage, which in males is either 
red (=“second immature”) or a variable orangish-yellow (=“first immature”), the latter phase per- 
haps tending to be more streaked on the belly. In L. c. benti, the orangish-yellow first winter plumage 
occurs in some populations (Baily, Denver Mus. Nat. Hist., Mus. Pictorial No. 9,1953:35-37) but seems 
much less common or perhaps is lacking in others (Tordoff, op. cit.). The color of this first winter male 
plumage may be affected by diet. A partial prenuptial molt, which usually replaces red feathers with 
greenish feathers, results in the first nuptial plumage. Subsequent molts probably include only an 
annual postnuptial molt and an annual incomplete prenuptial molt, as in many other carduelines. 
Females probably have a similar molt sequence, even as immatures.-HAaaIsoN B. TORDOFF, Museum 
of Natural History, University of Kansas, Lawence, Kapsas, September 1, 1953. 

Incubation in the Chestnut-backed Chickadee.-In three of the past four years, Chestnut- 
backed Chickadees (Pm-us rufescens) have nested in a bird house in my yard in San Francisco, Cali- 
fornia. A hinged roof on the house has made frequent observations possible. Bent (Il. S. Nat. MUS. 
Bull. 191, 1946:387) states that “The exact period of incubation does not seem to have been deter- 
mined for this species. Dawson (1923) and Bowles (1909) both state that incubation begins when 
the first egg is laid, as the sixes of the embryos in a set of eggs vary considerably. Perhaps the bird 
does not incubate all through the laying period, but she covers the eggs when she leaves the nest, 
which keeps them warm . . . .” 

In none of the three nests that I observed was incubation carried on at all until all the eggs had 
been laid. They were placed underneath the nesting material at the bottom of the bird house, but itis 
doubtful that this would have kept them very warm. At any rate, the eggs all hatched within about 
15 hours of each other. 

In the first of the three nests which I observed (1950, 7 eggs), incubation was begun on April 11. 
Three eggs had hatched by 8:00 a.m. on the morning of April 24. By 4:00 p.m., two more had hatched. 
The sixth egg hatched the following night. The seventh egg did not hatch. The incubation time in 
the nest, then, was 13 days for the first three eggs, and about 1.3% days for the others. 

In the next nest (1951, 6 eggs), incubation was begun on April 21, and the first eggs hatched 
during the night of May 3 or the morning of May 4. Five of the eggs had hatched by the evening 
of May 4. The sixth egg did not hatch. This, also, was 13 days for the first eggs to hatch, and about 
13% days for the rest. 

The last egg was laid in the third nest (1953, 4 eggs) on April 15, and incubation was started 
then. The first egg hatched by 7:30 a.m. on April 29; two more hatched by 5:30 p.m. The fourth egg 
did.not hatch. This is at least 14% days for the first egg and 15 days for the other two. It is thought 
that the birds nesting this year were making their first attempt a nesting, as their actions were quite 
unlike those of birds nesting in previous years.-JOEL T. HEDCPETH, San Francisco, California, Se+ 
tember 3, 1953. 

Caspian Terns Nesting at San Diego Bay.-Observation of a nesting colony of Caspian Terns 
(Hydroprogne caspiu) at the extreme south end of San Diego Bay, California, is reported herewith. 
A search of the literature has revealed no prior nesting record for this species in San Diego County, 
California, although such records have been published for the Salton Sea, in Imperial County, and 
for Scammon Lagoon, Baja California (Willett, Pac. Coast Avif. No. 21, 1933:79). 

The present colony was noted by the writer and a group of observers from San Diego State Col- 
lege on May 18, 1953. Its appearance was strikingly similar to that described by Miller (Condor, 45, 


