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.. . from the editor’s desk

N ADDITION TO BEING THE LAST ISSUE IN VOLUME 43, THIS IS THE

I first issue to reach you in the new decade. The 1980s were,

in general, very good to American Birds and consequently

to you, our loyal readers. We saw progress, experimentation, a

growth in readership, and publication of some really solid
information for anyone interested in birds.

A review of a few statistics for this past decade indicates
that we’ve shown healthy expansion. In 1980, we published
950 total pages, 247 of which were devoted to regional reports.
In 1989, of our total 1394 pages published, 404 of them com-
prised regional reports.

In 1980, there were 1320 Christmas Bird Counts involving
32,000 participants. In the following decade, the counts them-
selves increased by more than 240 with increased participation
of more than 10,000 people. Absolutely remarkable numbers
when one considers the modest beginnings of the 25 pioneer
birders who conducted the first Christmas Bird Counts on
Christmas Day in 1900, at sites from Scotch Lake, New Bruns-
wick, to Pacific Grove, California.

In the decade just ended we brought you more identification,
distribution, behavior, and migration articles, a good many of
which were accompanied by color and black-and-white illus-
trations. We started some much appreciated columns like “The
Practiced Eye”, “Facts, Inferences, and Shameless Specula-
tions”, and “American Birding”. Our ICBP columns, covering
conservation topics directly impacting bird populations, are
apparently just what birders crave.

In this issue, we introduce you to a new column that will
parade under the headline “Birding for Fun” written by Paul
R. Ehrlich, co-author of The Birder’s Handbook. Paul is Amer-
ica’s foremost ecologist and no one has contributed more
broadly to that science or explained its larger implications to
the world through his writing. Fortunately for us, he discov-
ered early on that birding is habit-forming and, by his own
admission, he’s hooked. I invite you to read his columns for
unqualified pleasure; the profit in knowledge and understand-
ing will accrue quite without effort.

In the 1990s, we'd like to structure American Birds so that
it meets the needs of our readers. Let us know what you’d like
to see in these pages.

With this issue we send the fondest best wishes for a Happy
New Decade from our entire staff and most of all GOOD
BIRDING in 1990.

—Stay tuned!!
S.R.D.



RETORTS, REFLECTIONS, AND

THOUGHTFUL REFUTATIONS

I have been following with interest
and trepidation the articles of J. P.
Myers in recent issues of American
Birds.

I am aware that the format intended
to pigque one's interest and also to be
witty and informative. Alas, in my
opinion the results are disappointing.

Where does science enter the pic-
ture? Surely Mr. Myers does not ad-
vocate the destruction of thousands of
gulls and rovens without addressing
the cause; if that is the cause, on the
explosion of bird numbers, i.e. the
expansion of land fill dumps. Where
is the data? Surely he does not use
hearsay evidence as the spur to con-
trol.

But then is he really advocating
control? Who knows? I am sure you
realize that evocative satire always in
the end must make a clear definitive
point.

Mr. Myers articles dont quite
work and in the end appear somewhat
vacuous.

Tony Lauro
Amityville, NY

I enjoyed reading J. P. Myers’s col-
umn regarding the extent to which we
interfere with the process of nature.
He chose an excellent example which
is the present dilemma that exists be-
tween the desert tortoise and the raven
in the Mojave desert of southern Cal-
ifornia.

To save the tortoises, particularly
babies, ravens must be controlled or,
in other words, killed. Is it because of
beauty or awe that we want the tor-
toise or any other endangered species
to live? Whatever the reason, above
all, we just want to see it in its natural
habitat, or perhaps we are waiting for
a pioneering scientist to discover some
valuable medical use for the tortoise.

Plain selfishness, I say. If the tor-
toise was meant to die, let it die. That
is the way nature is supposed to go.
We would not even be here if some
crazy maniac from outer space kept
the dinosaurs alive.

Charles Darwin with his extraordi-
nary ideas, wrote that in order for an
organism to survive it must be able to
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adapt and become fit to any change
in environment. Take for example the
cryptic colorations of moths or insects
that look like leaves and sticks; they
are all adapted to escape from preda-
tors. Thus how can we be sure that
the tortoise will not devise some way
of protecting itself from ravens? And
how are we sure that our seabirds will
not adapt to the so often unfortunate

This is your page. To do with as
you please, We hope that you will
be provoked, excited, energized,
and challenged by Pete Myers’ col-
umn, and we dedicate this space to
your insight, opinions, ideas, rec-
| ommendations, questions, com-
plaints, challenges, and daydreams.
Write to Retorts, American Birds,
950 Third Ave., New York, NY
10022,

oil spills in our oceans? Gulls have
adapted so well to our creations; they
can often be found by the thousands
on city dumps. Could a new species
arise out of all our creations?

We do not condemn ants for being
so sophisticated that they can build
such magnificent underground struc-
tures, so why should our technological
achievements be restricted in certain
areas? It is because of technology that
we are still living here today. I cannot
think of many people, even naturelov-
ers, who can survive out in the wil-
derness without any essential items,
Nature meant for ants to build cities,
raise aphids, and become kings of the
insect world, and similarly, nature
also meant for us to become kings of
the animal kindgom and create things
that were once beyond any creatures
imagination.

When we interfere with nature’s
process, we are in fact destroying the
process of evolution (that’s how we
got here, remember!). [ am not in the
least bit suggesting that we carelessly
build cities all over our existing natu-
ral lands (I wouldn’t even think of
that!). What I am trying to say is that
we should, at least once in a while,
allow the animals and plants of this
world evolve by themselves without

any of our help. If they can’t adapt
then they will die, but if they are able
to adapt there may be a new species.
At present we do not even know the
probability of an animal being able to
adapt because we have not given a
sporting chance to evolution. Why not
leave our selfishness and greed in
trying to save the last jelly beans. Who
knows, perhaps we will end up with
more. Sorry environmentalists.

Cin-Ty Lee
Riverside, CA

I enjoyed your article “Gulls and
what gulls eat” (Volume 43, Number
2). You almost got it right—up to the
conclusion.

In the game of life, nature has the
last laugh. Whatever happens in the
long run is natural. Most, if not all,
species on earth today are doomed to
extinction. Intrusion, rather than its
opposite, is the grand self-delusion.
And favoring, for example, terns over
gulls is an aesthetic decision not an
ethical one.

An example from my own experi-
ence: Some years ago some enthusi-
asts wanted to bring the Peregrine Fal-
con back to the Susquehanna Valley
and, with great enterprise and expec-
tations, attempted to raise some
voung atop an old bridge piling out in
the middle of the river where, presum-
ably, they would be safe. Unfortu-
nately, for the birds and their attend-
ants, the young were picked off by
Great Horned Owls. The cries of out-
rage were loud and fierce, and de-
mands were made for the annihilation
of the owls. It seemed to me that the
owls have survived where the falcons
couldn't and have just as much
“right” there as any other species. It
was just that some people preferred
peregrines to Great Horned Owls. 1
am neutral on that one,

I find that I try to annihilate dan-
delions (a pretty flower) and cultivate
roses, but I realize that that is just
prejudice on my part and part of me

Continued on page 1382
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A good case can be made for the natural
occurrence of Eurasian Siskins in North
America, but females can easily bhe
confused with Pine Siskins

Eurasian Siskins in

North America-

'Jdistinguishing temales from

green-morph Pine Siskins

Ian A. McLaren, Joseph Morlan,
P. William Smith, Michel Gosselin, and
Stephen F. Bailey

Figure 1. Dorsal view of the green-morph Pine Siskin in Halifax, Nova Scotia, early April 1986. Photo/I. McLaren.

N MARCH 26, 1986, AN UNUSUAL
Osiskin turned up at McLaren’s

feeder in Halifax, Nova Scotia.
It was dark grayish-green on the back,
with strong yellow wing and tail
patches, a greenish-yellow rump, and
tinged with yellow on the head and
underparts. Furthermore, it appeared
smaller and its bill seemed deeper
than average among scores of Pine
Siskins (Carduelis pinus) coming to
the feeder. The local birding commu-
nity was quickly alerted to a possible
female Eurasian Siskin (C. spinus).
Until April 28, it was studied closely
by many people, including some fa-
miliar with Eurasian Siskins in Eu-
rope, and all seemed content with this
initial identification. Its plausibility
seemed reinforced by news of an un-
usually large irruption of the species
into Great Britain that winter (see be-
low).

During its stay, three other greenish
siskins appeared at feeders in Nova
Scotia—two in Halifax and one in
Yarmouth. However, photographs
seen by McLaren show that the bird
from Yarmouth and one from Halifax
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were clearly Pine Siskins in other at-
tributes, and they were not widely re-
ported. The original Halifax bird
(Figs. 1, 2) required more research
before finally being identified as an
example of the little-known green
morph of the Pine Siskin.
Meanwhile, in late February 1987
an unusual siskin flew into a window
of C. J. Ralph’s house in Arcata, Cal-
ifornia. The bird was stunned briefly,
but recovered. Ralph noticed its un-
usual plumage, but did not consider
that it might be a Eurasian Siskin until
Dave DeSante saw the bird along with
another green individual several days
later. Both were then seen by several
interested people, none of whom
could recall seeing a Pine Siskin in
such bright plumage. One bird was
then trapped, measured and photo-
graphed by Ralph (Fig. 3, 4), and re-
leased. These birds generated much
interest among California birders and
one of them was seen by Bailey and
Morlan on March 1, 1987. It became
clear that the literature was inade-
quate for certain identification of the
bird, although Morlan et al. (1987)

suggested that it was probably a Pine
Siskin because of its bright yellow un-
dertail coverts, a feature lacking 1n
Eurasian Siskins (Witheiby e al
1943). The photographs show that the
bird was definitely a green-morph
Pine Siskin, based on this and other
characters discussed below.

QOur purposes in writing this ac-
count are to review available infor-
mation on claimed occurrences of the
Eurasian Siskin in North America and
evaluate the plausibility of natural va-
grancy, to describe and analyze the
green morph of the Pine Siskin, and
to compare field marks of this morph
with those of the female Eurasian Sis-
kin, so that other observers will not
be misled in future.

Occurrences of Eurasian Siskins in
North America

There are definite records of Eura-
sian Siskins in North America (e.g,
Fig. 5); only their natural occurrence
is in doubt (American Ornithologists’
Union 1983). Ridgway (1901) states
that “although introduced, with other
European birds, into Oregon, there 1s

American Birds, Winter 1989



Fugure 2. Ventral view of the green-morph Pine Siskin in Halifax, Nova Scotia, early April
1986. Note the extensively deep-yellow tail patches and yellowish on undertail coverts.
Photo/I. McLaren.

Figure 3. Dorsal view of the green-morph Pine Siskin captured in Arcata, CA, in late
February 1987. Noie the whitish fringes of the lesser and greater wing coverts, the latter
underlain by extensive deep yellow of the bases of flight feathers. Photo/C. J. Ralph.

Volume 43, Number 5

no record to the effect that this species
has become naturalized,” and the
A.O.U. Check-list (A.O.U. 1983) also
mentions its unsuccessful introduc-
tion in Ohio. Tables 1 and 2 summa-
rize all published North American re-
ports known to us of Eurasian Siskins,
excluding the two unsuccessful intro-
ductions. We are also aware of some
other unpublished sightings of pur-
ported females; we regard these as un-
satisfactory.

Data available on the legal impor-
tation of birds into the United States
compiled by Smith (Table 3) include
moderate numbers of this species and
other siskins compared with some
other cagebirds. Thus, any or all the
Eurasian Siskins in North America
could have escaped from captivity.
This is also true of other species such
as the rarely imported Brambling (Ta-
ble 3), whose acceptance as a genuine
vagrant is based on its pattern of oc-
currence in areas remote from proba-
ble release of cagebirds. Of all the
records, perhaps the sightings in
Alaska and Newfoundland (Table 2)
and the photograph from St. Pierre
(Table 1) are geographically most
suggestive of wild vagrants.

Note that all but one confirmed
Eurasian Siskins and the three uncon-
firmed sightings of males are from the
northeast coast or the Aleutians.
Some of these reports come from
densely populated areas where es-
caped cagebirds are more likely, but
also where more birding is done. In-
land reports, in contrast, all involve
claimed females, and from details
available to us we believe that most if
not all of these were green-morph Pine
Siskins (see below). This lack of con-
firmed Eurasian Siskins inland, where
escaped cagebirds should be just as
frequent as along the coast, strongly
suggests a pattern of vagrancy from
Europe and Asia.

There are other reasons why Eura-
sian Siskins might arrive naturally in
North America. The species breeds
discontinuously over the boreal zone
of the Palearctic west to Scotland,
where it has increased markedly since
1950 due to afforestation (Thom
1986). It has also nested in Ireland
since the late 19th century and in
southern England since the 1950s
(Sharrock 1976). Banding recoveries
show that birds from Scandinavia and
the mountains of central and eastern
Europe often irrupt westward to
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Figuare 4. Ventral view of the green-morph Pine Siskin (right), together with two normally
plumaged individuals, captured at Arcata, CA, in late February 1987. Note the extensively
yellow rectrices and undertail coverts of the green-morph bird. Photo/C. J. Ralph.

coastal Europe and the British Isles in
fall (September to November), return-
ing in spring (March to May). A major
influx occurred in England and Ire-
land during winter 1985-1986 (Daw-
son and Allsopp 1986a; Dawson and
Allsopp 1986b). However, banding re-
coveries indicate that most of these
birds came from Scotland rather than
Scandinavia (R. Hudson, British
Trust for Ornithology, in lit.). As with
other irruptive species, banding data
suggest that the Eurasian Siskin nei-
ther breeds nor winters at the same
location in successive years. In fact no

proven individual has ever been
proved to nest closer than 120 kilo-
meters to its original breeding site in
a consecutive year, and one bird is
known to have wintered at two loca-
tions 2000 kilometers apart (Newton
1973).

Migrating or irrupting Eurasian Sis-
kins can clearly make long flights over
water. At isolated locations such as
Fair Isle, between the Shetlands and
Orkneys, it occurs annually in both
spring and fall (Hollaway and Thorne
1981), with peaks as high as 235 on
September 20, 1984 (Riddiford 1984).

In the Faroe Islands there were seven
records through 1983, all in May or
in September or October; it is thought
to be more regular now than formerly
(Bloch and Sgrensen 1984). In Iceland
there have been recent occurrences 1n
spring and fall: over a dozen reports
in the fall of 1980, mostly in early
November (Petursson and Skarpheth-
insson 1982); and subsequently two
records in May 1982, one on October
15, 1983, and three in October 1984
(Petursson and Olafsson 1984, 1985,
1986). There are also reports from
weather ships on station west of the
British Isles and south of Iceland
seven individuals on October 28,
1971, at 52°30’N, 20°00'W (Tuck
1973), and one on October 30, 1975,
at 57°00’'N, 20°00'W (Casement
1977).

In conclusion, we believe that there
is a good case for the natural arrival
of some some or all confirmed Eura-
sian Siskins in North America, and
for the transfer of the species from
Appendix B of the A.O.U. Check-list
to the main list.

The Green-Morph of the Pine Siskin

There have been few comments on
greenish Pine Siskins in the literature,
generally in the context of discrimi-
nating them from female Eurasian
Siskins. Ridgway (1901), possibly re-
ferring to this greenish plumage,
states: “I have not been able to dis-
cover a single positive character
whereby the adult female and young
[Eurasian Siskin] may be infallibly

Table 1.
personally inspected by Smith)

Records of Eurasian Siskin (all males) in North America confirmed by specimen or photograph (all of which have been

Locality

Dates

Comments

Kittery, ME

New Bedford, MA

Bloomfield, NJ

Rockport, MA

Petite Miquelon, St. Pierre et
Miquelon
Etobicoke, ONT

March 24, 1962

Trapped at banding station and kcpl_cagéa until

November 1962; no evidence of prior captiv-
ity (Borror 1963). Specimen MCZ No.

262138.

late March to at least
April 3, 1969
February 11-27, 1983

May 5, 1983

June 23, 1983

February 6 into March,

1988

At feeder. Generally ignored on presumption it
was an escaped cagebird; see Johnson (1969);
photos on file Massachusetts Audubon Soc.

At feeder. Published photo in Black (1983) now
in NJ Rare Bird Photo File of NJ Audubon
Society

At banding station. Copies of published photos
by P. W. Smith (in Norris 1983) given to
Massachusetts Audubon Soc. See also Nikula
(1983). Reproduced here as Fig. 3.

Photographed by Alain Debrosse (Debrosse St.
and Etcheberry, MS; see also Tingley 1983).

At feeder. Photo in Weir (1988), who com-
mented “its origins remained in doubt.”
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Figure 5. A male Eurasian Siskin captured
at the Norris banding station (Norris 1983)
at Rockport, MA, May 5, 1983. Photo/P.
W Smith.

distinguished from S. pinus”. Blake
(1976), writing on the sighting in 1973
in Wisconsin (see Table 2), states:
“What is not apparently generally
known is that, although the Pine Sis-
kin usually has hen-feathered males,
once in a very long time it produces a
cock-feathered male.” Such males,
which in terms of other siskin species
are more female-like, are here referred
to as green morphs, although the plu-
mage appears to be restricted to males.
Ryan (1981) warns about “aberrant

plumage characternstics of Pine Siskin
when trying to identify European Sis-
kin,” The only field guide reference to
the plumage seems to be that by Eck-
ert (in Farrand 1983), who notes that
some Pine Siskins “have little streak-
ing on the underparts, an obvious
greenish tinge above, and brighter and
more extensive wing and tail patches”
may “resemble Eurasian Siskins and
can be misidentified.”

Pine Siskins were examined by Gos-
selin at the National Museum of Can-
ada in Ottawa (NMC), by McLaren at
the Royal Ontario Museum in To-
ronto (ROM), the British Columbia
Provincial Museum in Victoria
(BCPM), the Museum of Compara-
tive Zoology in Cambridge, Massa-
chusetts (MCZ), and the British Mu-
seum {(Natural History) in Tring
(BMNH), and by Bailey at the Amer-
ican Museum of Natural History in
New York (AMNH) and the Califor-
nia Academy of Sciences in San Fran-
cisco (CAS). The specimen trays hold
a striking diversity of plumages. How-
ever, only five individuals of some 300
in the NMC, four of 330 in the ROM,
two of 400 in the MCZ and one of

215 1in the CAS are strongly dark
greenish (the AMNH specimens were
sampled differently). In addition, two
among 120 in the BCPM and one of
160 Pine Siskins in the BMNH are
quite greenish, although not so strik-
ingly so as the NMC, ROM, and MCZ
individuals. Thus it appears, to the
extent that these collections are un-
biased, that only about one percent of
Pine Siskins might be classed as green
morphs. There appear to be no sea-
sonal or geographical patterns in the
incidence of this plumage.

These greenish Pine Siskins look
like ordinary ones that have lost their
heavy brown streaks, revealing an un-
derlying pattern of gray and yellow
that blend into green hues overlaid by
a fainter remnant of the original
streaking. This may be interpreted as
an example of schizochroism, in
which the phaeomelanin (brown) is
reduced or absent while both eume-
lanin (black) and carotenoids (yellow)
are retained (Campbell and Lack
1985).

Male Pine Siskins distinguished by
Oberholser (1974) as a “gray phase”
have the normal amount of yellowish

Table 2. Unconfirmed published reports of Eurasian Siskins in North America. All are sight records, with no photographic evidence

known to us.

Locality

Dates

Comments

Cambridge, MA

Holyoke, MA

Kenosha, WI

Buffalo, W1

Attu, AK

Terra Nova N.P., New-

foundland
Urbana, IL

Verona, NJ

Halifax, N.S.

August, 1904

March 14-April 26, 1972

December 22, 1973

February 3-March 3,
1974

June 4, 1978
February 13, 1980

January 31-February 8,
1981

March 11-16, 1983

March 26-April 28, 1986

Male seen by William Brewster (1906) who thought

that it had probably escaped, although it was
wary and unworn.

A feeder bird “thought to be a female™ described

briefly and inconclusively ( Bird News Western
Mass. 13: 30 [1972]).

A female during a Christmas Count, well described

by DeBenedictis and Fiechweg (1974); see also
Janssen (1974). Large yellow tail flashes imply

Pine Siskin.

A poorly described female at feeder, first thought to

be a Cape May Warbler (Maier and Maier 1974)!
This report was followed by one of an aberrant
Pine Siskin (Woodcock 1974).

A single-observer sighting of a male, well described

by T. J. Savaloja (Kessel and Gibson, unpubl.
records). Noted in Roberson 1980,

A single-observer sighting of a male, well described

by Burrows (1980).

A “well described female™ was listed as an “exotic™

by Peterjohn (1981), and the record is discussed
further by Peterjohn in Ryan along with refer-
ence to a bird in Toledo, that “lacked sustantiat-

ing details.”

Male reported without dates (Black 1983) and as-

sumed by Bovle er al. (1983) to be the same
individual confirmed at Bloomfield (see Table 1).
From interviews, Smith believes this record un-

confirmed.

Reported as having “exhibited field marks of a fe-

male Eurasian Siskin” (Mactavish 1986), here
identified as a Pine Siskin.

Volume 43, Number 5

1271



Table 3 Eurasian Siskins and some other birds imported mto the Umted States,
1969-1974. Data from Banks (1970), Banks and Clapp (1972), Clapp (1975), Clapp
and Banks (1973a, 1973b), and Greenhall (1977).

Species ; Total
imported
Eurasian species
European Goldfinch ( Carduelis carduelis) 4442
Common Rosefinch (Carpodacus erythrinus)' 1695
Eurasian Bullfinch ( Pyrrhula pyrrhula) 844
Eurasian Linnet ( Carduelis cannabinag) 398
Common Serin (Serinus serinus) 379
Eurasian Siskin ( Carduelis spinus) 272
Common Chaffinch (Fringilla coelebs) 190
European Greenfinch (Carduelis chloris) 116
Hawfinch (Coccothrausies coccothrausies) 24
Brambling ( Fringilla montifringilla) 20
Neotropical species
Hooded Siskin (Carduelis magellanica) 1142
Black-headed Siskin (Carduelis notata) 159
Black Siskin (Carduelis atrata) 15
All species, all families® 3,737,636
Psittacidae, Sturnidae, Ploceidae, Estrildidae only 2,910,162

! Some of these may be related species

2 Excludes ca. 500,000 canaries not reported in 1968-1969

pigment in the body plumage, and
thus may have only a faintly greenish
cast (Fig. 6). Darker green individuals
like the Halifax (Fig. 1) and Arcata
(Fig. 4) birds seem to have an extra
dose of carotenoids, and thus are xan-
thochroistic as well as schizochroistic.
This is evident in the deep yellow of
their wing and tail patches. The extent
and intensity of the patches vary in-
dependently; thus the grayish bird on
Figure 6 has very large wing patches,
but these are the typical pale yellow
of normal Pine Siskins.

The green morph occurs largely or
entirely in male Pine Siskins. All the
strikingly dark green birds in the mu-
seum collections examined by us are
males. This sex bias may be the basis
for Blake’s (1976) supposition that
they represent “cock-feathered” rather
than the normal “hen-feathered
male.” They are very drab compared
to males of other cardueline finches,

Figure 6. A gray-morph Pine Siskin in
Halifax, Nova Scotia, late April 1986. Note
that the yellow on wings and tail is exten-
sive, but not strong in hue and that the
back is only faintly greenish. Photo/I.
McLaren.
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and probably are not a throwback to
an ancestral cock plumage of this spe-
cies. It is perhaps significant, however,
that bright cock plumages of some
other carduelines do appear to de-
velop partly through “tuming off™ the
bold brown immature streaking (as in
most Loxia, Carpodacus, and Car-
duelis). One Newfoundland specimen
(MCZ 25615), however, is labeled as
a female. It has a heavily streaked,
yellowish rump, and strongly yellow
wing and tail patches, but its back is
not as purely greenish as those of the
males examined.

It should also be noted that juvenile
Pine Siskins may resemble green
morph adults in having yellow below,
especially on the undertail coverts.
They differ from the green morphs in
usually having more extensive yellow
ventrally, and in lacking the greenish
suffusion above and the strong yellow
patches on wings and tail. This plu-
mage, which is illustrated in Scott
(1987), may be lost before the birds
migrate.

Identification of Female Eurasian
Siskins

It is clear that some adult male Pine
Siskins look like female Eurasian Sis-
kins (¢f Fig. 1, 7). Fortunately, adult
male Eurasian Siskins are easily dis-
tinguished, although they do bear a
superficial resemblance to some neo-
tropical siskins. Svensson (1984) in-
dicates that male Eurasian Siskins are
identifiable as such by their first win-
ter. Thus we are faced only with the

problem of distinguishing female Eur-
asian Siskins from green-morph male
Pine Siskins.

Size. The Eurasian species averages
smaller than the Pine Siskins, but not
much. Weights of Pine Siskins
(Clench and Leberman 1978) and
Eurasian Siskins (Sellers 1986) are
seasonally and diurnally variable and
show much overlap. Wing lengths are
often measured differently by Euro-
pean (flattened wing) and North
American authors (unflattened), so we
measured unflattened wing chord (in
millimeters) of the nine green-morph
Pine Siskins in the NMC and ROM
(mean 72.8, S.D. 1.79, range 70.0-
76.1) and the seven female Eurasian
Siskins from Europe in the ROM
(mean 68.9, S.D. 1.99, range 67.2-
72.5). it is clear that the two species
cannot be reliably discriminated by
size.

Bill size and shape. The Halifax
bird had a deep bill compared with
most Pine Siskins (¢f Figs. 2 and 8)
Bill measurements by McLaren may
be more comparable inter se than
those from the literature. Five female
and seven male Eurasian Siskins from
Europe (others were broken or gaping)
in the ROM were compared with six
male and six female Pine Siskins cho-
sen at random. Although the bills of
the Pine Siskins appeared longer, their
exposed culmen length proved very
similar to that of the Eurasian Siskins,
perhaps because of greater extension
of the culmen onto the roof of the

Figure 7. A female Eurasian Siskin in
Coventry, England, February 1982. Note
the paler yellow wing markings compared
to the green-morph Pine Siskin (Figs. I-
4). Photo/Alan Millward.

American Birds, Winter 1989



La .
Figure 8. A first-winter Pine Siskin in Hal-
ifax, Nova Scotia, late April 1986. Note
the thin bill {compare with Fig. 7). Photo/
i McLaren.

skull in the latter. Therefore, length
was measured from the anterior edge
of the nostril to the tip of the bill. This
averaged significantly greater (¢ =
4 06, d.f. 20, p < 0.01) in Pine Siskins
(mean 8.88, S.D. 0.36, range 8.5-9.7
mm) than in Eurasian Siskin (mean
8 36, S.D. 0.26, range 7.9-9.0 mm).
Bill depth, however, was significantly
smaller (1 = 9.36, d.f. 20, p < 0.001)
1n Pine Siskins (mean 5.80 mm, S.D.
0 29, range 5.3-6.4 mm) than in Eur-
asian Siskins (mean 6.31, S.D. 0.23,
range 6.1-6.8 mm). Although these

Figure 9. Skeich by Lars Jonsson of the
green-morph Pine Siskin in Halifax, Nova
Scotia, based on photographs (upper fig-
ure), together with that of a “typical” or
composite adult female Eurasian Siskin
{lower figure). Note the following features
on the Eurasian Siskin: more distinct up-
per wing bar, broader and whiter lower
wing bar; less prominent wing flashes
(bases of secondaries); dark streaks on un-
dersides most prominent on flanks; less
contrasting ear coverts (not always so);
stouter and more curved (not always) cul-
men.
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measurements overlap, they represent
a visibly different average bill shape,
due largely to the deeper base of the
lower mandible in Eurasian Siskins
and the very long, thin bills of some
Pine Siskins (e.g., Fig. 8).

Although the culmen on the Eura-
sian Siskin is commonly illustrated as
curved (as in Fig. 7), and that of the
Pine Siskin as straight (as in Fig. 8),
this is not a reliable difference. Among
birds in the Museum of Vertebrate
Zoology, University of California at
Berkeley, culmens of 28/39 Eurasian
Siskins and 36/397 Pine Siskins were
scored as curved. Furthermore, cur-
vature of the culmen may only be
evident when the bill is observed or
photographed from a strictly lateral
aspect.

Plumages. The striking similarity of
plumages between female Eurasian
Siskin and some green morphs of the
Pine Siskin is the heart of the identi-
fication problem. In our analyses, we
have been greatly aided by the com-
ments of and the illuminating sketch
(Fig. 9) by Lars Jonsson who, unlike
two other European experts to whom
we submitted copies of slides, imme-
diately recognized that the Halifax
bird was not a Eurasian Siskin.

1. The wing bars of Eurasian and
Pine siskins are variably illustrated in
field guides and other references.
Those of Pine Siskins are often shown
as more modest and less deeply yellow
than those of Eurasian Siskins. How-
ever, specimens of female Eurasian
Siskins seen by us generally do not
have such bright wing markings. Lars
Jonsson (in lit.) judged, from photo-
graphs of the Halifax bird (Fig. 1, 2),
that “the bright wing flashes of yellow
are absolutely too bright for a female
[Eurasian] siskin.” Furthermore, the
pattern of yellow differs. Both may
have variable amounts of yellow, with
virtually none in some Pine Siskins,
but prominent in our green morphs,
on the bases of the primaries and se-
condaries and on the inner webs of
the tertials. Field guide illustrations of
Pine Siskins generally show one or
two whitish wing bars with a yellow
flash at the base of the outer primaries,
and this is indeed the commonest ar-
rangement. However, the margins of
the greater wing coverts may appear
yellowish in Pine Siskins, especially in
green morphs. Although the posterior
wing bar may be slightly yellowish,
this appearance in Pine Siskins derives

largely from the underlying deep-yel-
low bases of the secondary feathers
that show through the whitish and
often worn greater covert margins (see
Fig. 3). Virtually all field guide illus-
trations of female Eurasian Siskins
show two yellowish wing bars. Indeed,
both the median and greater coverts
of adult female Eurasian Siskins have
yellowish margins, although the for-
mer may be covered by scapular feath-
ers in perched birds. Also, the yellow-
ish margins of the greater coverts in
female Eurasian Siskins are generally
broader than those on green-morph
Pine Siskins, although they may be
narrowed by wear. The yellowish
bases of the secondaries in female Eur-
asian Siskins do not extend much if
at all beyond the yellowish tips of the
greater coverts. In conclusion, the eye-
catching prominence of yellow on
their wings has a different basis in
female Eurasian Siskins and green-
morph Pine Siskins: two wing bars in
the former, and deeper and more ex-
tensive yellow at the bases of flight
feathers in the latter.

2. The yellow tail patches of female
Eurasian Siskins are less deeply yellow
and less extensive than those of green-
morph Pine Siskins, in which they
may extend almost to the tip of the
tail medially (e.g., Figs. 2, 4). This is
probably a sexual difference, as male
siskins do have more extensive deep-
yellow tail patches than females (Pyle
et al. 1987).

3. Dorsal views of green siskins,
while likely to attract attention among
a flock of Pine Siskins, are least dis-
tinctive. Views of the underparts are
more useful. Green morphs always
lack the heavy, dark streaks usual in
brownish Pine Siskins, and some have
almost no streaking below. When
present, the streaks appear broad and
diffuse compared with those of female
Eurasian Siskins, on which the streak-
ing of the flanks, especially poste-
riorly, is always broad, dark and
sharp-edged (Fig. 10). Female Eura-
sian Siskins also have a larger un-
streaked area on the lower breast and
belly (Fig. 10).

The distribution of yellow on the
underparts differs in the two birds
(Figs. 9, 10). Female Eurasian Siskins
are variably yellow on the upper
breast. The yellow is more extensive
and less bright in most green-morph
Pine Siskins and often occurs on the
flanks.
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Figure 10. Ventral view of specimens of a
green-morph Pine Siskin (NMC 83635,
lefi) and a female Eurasian Siskin (NMC
45425, right). Note the extensive yellowish
on the underparts of the former and its
confinement to the upper breast on the
latter. Photo/M. Gosselin.

The undertail coverts of most green-
morph Pine Siskins (including both
the Halifax and Arcata birds) are yel-
lowish, a feature not found on any
specimens of female Eurasian Siskins,
some of which do have a little yellow
immediately behind the legs. How-
ever, yellow undertail coverts are not
always noticeable on specimens of
green-morph Pine Siskins. Thus, yel-
low undertail coverts, if they can be
seen, exclude the Eurasian Siskin; but
their absence does not infallibly sig-
nify this species.

4. Although green-morph Pine Sis-
kins may have more contrasting ear
patches than do female Eurasian Sis-
kins (¢f. Figs. 2, 7) this is not a con-
sistent or easily observed difference.
We find no other differences in facial
or dorsal plumage that might assist
discrimination in the field.

In conclusion, close study of bright
green-morph Pine Siskins should dis-
tinguish them from possible vagrant
(or escaped) female Eurasian Siskins.
Most important, the large yellow tail
and wing patches that may first draw
attention to a green-morph Pine Sis-
kin at the same time eliminate the
possibility of female Eurasian Siskin.
In contrast, real female Eurasian Sis-
kins are not so brightly marked and
could easily be overlooked among
Pine Siskins. The best field mark is
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the pattern of the wings. two yellowish
wing bars and limited yellow at the
base of the flight feathers in Eurasian
Siskins, and two whitish wing bars
with an extensive yellow primary
patch on Pine Siskins. Yellow under-
tail coverts, if present, eliminate fe-
male Eurasian Siskin. Bedazzled ob-
servers should try to obtain color pho-
tographs for closer analysis.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank staff at the British Columbia
Provincial Museum, The British Museum
{(Natural History), the American Museum of
Natural History, the Museum of Compara-
tive Zoology at Harvard University, the Mu-
seumn of Vertebrate Zoology of the University
of California at Berkeley, and the Royal On-
tario Museum, for access to collections. We
also thank Lars Jonsson for his useful com-
ments on the identification problem and his
splendid sketch, Kenneth C. Parkes for val-
uable analyses of collections in the Carnegie
Museum, Pittsburgh, Theodore Koundak-
jian for analysing collections in the Museum
of Vertebrate Zoology, C. J. Ralph and Alan
Millward for their photographs, and Dan
Gibson and A. Debrosse for unpublished in-
formation, and Dave DeSante for alerting us
to the Arcata birds.

LITERATURE CITED

AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS’
UNION. 1983. Check-list of North
American birds. Sixth Edition. Allen
Press, Lawrence, Kansas.

BANKS, R. C. 1970. Birds imported into
the United States in 1968. U.S. Fish &
Wildl. Serv. Spec. Sci. Rep. Wildl. 136.

BANKS, R. C., AND R. B. CLAPP. 1972,
Birds imported into the United States
in 1969. U.S. Fish & Wildl. Serv. Spec.
Sci. Rep. Wildl. 148.

BLACK, I. H. 1983. Winter field notes -
region no. 2. Rec. N.J. Birds 9:35-36.

BLAKE, C. H. 1976. Siskin plumages. Am.
Birds 30:770.

BLOCH, D., and S. SORENSEN. 1984.
Yvirlit yvir Faroya Fuglar. Fgroya Sku-
laborkagrunnur, Torshavn.

BORROR, A. C. 1963. European Siskin
(Carduelis spinus) in Maine. Auk
80:201.

BOYLE, W. ], R. O. PAXTON, and D.
A. CUTLER. 1983. Hudson-Delaware
region. Am. Birds 37:283-287.

BREWSTER, W. 1906. The birds of the
Cambridge region of Massachusetts.
Mem. Nuttall Ornithol. Club, No. 4.

BURROWS, R. 1980 Possible European
Siskin? Osprey 11:33-34.

CAMPBELL, B, and E. LACK. 1985 4
Dictionary of Birds. Buteo Books, Ver-
million, North Dakota.

CASEMENT, M. B. 1977. Landbird sum-
mary. Sea Swallow 26:15-37.

CLAPP, R. B. 1975. Birds imported into
the United States in 1972. U.S. Fish &
Wildl. Serv. Spec. Sci. Rep. Wildl. 193.

CLAPP, R. B., and R. C. BANKS. 1973a.
Birds imported into the United States

1n 1970. U.S. Fish & Wildl. Serv. Spec
Sci. Rep. Wildl. 164,

CLAPP, R. B., and R. C. BANKS. 1973b
Birds imported into the United States
in 1971. U.S. Fish & Wildl. Serv. Spec
Sci. Rep. Wildl. 170.

CLENCH, M. H., and R. C. LEBERMAN
1978. Weights of 151 species of Penn-
sylvania birds analysed by month, age
and sex. Bull. Carnegie Mus. Nat. Hist
5.

DAWSON, L, and K. ALLSOPP. 1986a
Recent reports. Brit. Birds 79:215-220.

DAWSON, 1., and K. ALLSOPP. 1986b.
Recent reports. Brit. Birds 79:263-268.

DeBENEDICTIS, P., and B. FIEHWIG
1974. A European Siskin on the Ke-
nosha Christmas Count. Passenger Pi-
geon 36:38.

FARRAND, J., Jr. (Ed.). 1983. The Au-
dubon Society master guide to birding
Vol. 3. Alfred A. Knopf, New York.

GREENHALL, M. 1977. Birds imported
into the United States in 1973 and
1974. U.S. Fish & Wild. Serv. Wildl
Leaflet 511.

HOLLOWAY, J. F.,, and R. H. F
THORNE. 1981. The birds of Fair Isle
Shetland Times, Lerwick.

JANSSEN, R. B. 1974. Western Great
Lakes Region. Am. Birds 28:641-645

JOHNSON, G. W. 1969. Spotting out-of-
place bird is great thrill. New Bedford
(MA) Sunday Standard-Times 61, No
16:51.

MACTAVISH, B. 1986. Northeastern
Maritime Region. Am. Birds 40:442-
446.

MAIER, L., and M. MAIER. 1974. Eu-
ropean Siskin? at Buffalo. Passenger
Pigeon 36:158.

MORLAN, J., S. F. BAILEY, and R. A
ERICKSON. 1987. Middle Pacific
Coast region. Am. Birds 41:322-327.

NEWTON, 1. 1973. Finches. Taplinger
Publ. Co., New York.

NIKULA, B. 1983. Northeastern man-
time region. Am. Birds 37:844-849.
NORRIS, R. T. 1983. Banding report
Eurasian Siskin in Rockport, Massa-
chusetts. Bird. Obs. E. Mass. 11:172-

173.

OBERHOLSER, H. C. 1974. The Bird
Life of Texas. 2 vols. University of
Texas Press, Austin, Texas. 1063 p.

PETERJOHN, B. G. 1981. Middlewestern
prairie region. Am. Birds 35:304-307

PETURSSON, G., and E. OLAFSSON
1984. Sjaldg fir Fuglar a Islandi 1982
Bliki 3:15-44,

PETURSSON, G., and E. OLAFSSON
1985. Sjaldg fir Fuglar a Islandi 1982
Bliki 4:13-39.

PETURSSON, G., and E. OLAFSSON
1986. Sjaldg fir Fuglar a Islandi 1982
Bliki 5:19-46.

PETURSSON, G., and K. H. SKAR-
PHETHINSSON. 1982. Sjaldg fir Fug-
lar a Islandi 1980. Natturufroethisto-
finn Islands, Reykjavik.

PYLE, P, S. N. G. HOWELL, R. P. YU-
NICK, and D. F. DeSANTE. 1987

Continued on page 1381

American Birds, Winter 1989



WHERE HAVE ALL THE BIRDS GONE?

Essays on the Biology and Conservation of Birds That

Migrate to the American Tropics
John Terborgh

“Things are going wrong with our environment,” writes John Terborgh, “even the parts of it that are
nominally protected. If we wait until all the answers are in, we may find ourselves in a much worse
predicament than if we had taken notice of the problem earlier.” Terborgh’s warnings are essential
reading for all who care about migratory birds and our natural environment. By scrutinizing ill-planned
urban and suburban development in the United States and the tropical deforestation of Central and
South America, he summarizes our knowledge of the subtle combination of circumstances that is
devastating our bird populations.

Cloth: $45.00 ISBN 0-691-08531-5

Revised edition

A GUIDE TO THE BIRDS OF
PUERTO RICO AND THE
VIRGIN ISLANDS

Herbert A. Raffaele

From a review of the first edition: “This well-written book is the
first comprehensive guide to the birds of Puerto Rico and the
Virgin Islands. All species, including winter visitors. . .are de-

scribed and illustrated. . . . Aside from being a fine field guide, the
book contains useful summaries of the biogeography of the region

and the ecology of avian populations. . . . A major contribution is
Raffaele’s presentation of a wealth of hitherto unpublished
information on the natural history of the region’s birds.”

—James W. Wiley, Ibis

25 color plates, 16 b&w plates, 7 maps.
Paper: $156.95 ISBN 0-691-02424-3  Cloth: $39.50 ISBN 0-691-08554-4

Second edition

A GUIDE TO THE BIRDS OF
PANAMA WITH COSTA RICA,
NICARAGUA, AND HONDURAS

Robert S. Ridgely and John A. Gwynne, Jr.

The second edition of the popular A Guide to the Birds of
Panama now includes information on Costa Rica, Nicaragua, and
Honduras. The illustration coverage has been substantially
expanded: approximately 200 new species have been added, 16
new plates are included, and three of the original plates have been
replaced by improved versions. Throughout, changes have been
made to accommodate the explosion in knowledge of the birds of
Panama and nearby areas and of neotropical birds in general.

48 color plates, 53 line drawings.
Cloth: $49.50 ISBN 0-691-08529-3

AT YOUR BOOKSTORE OR

PRINCETON UNIVERSITY PRESS

41 WILLIAM ST. » PRINCETON, NJ 08540  (609) 258-4900 « ORDERS B00-PRS-ISBN (777-4726)




The National Audubon Society’s
AMERICAN BIRDS presents

a field ornithology workshop
at Elk Lake——

Saturday, June 9-Friday, June 15, 1990

s

A unique opportunity to experience boreal-breeding bird species at the beautiful,
12,000-acre Elk Lake Forest Preserve in the heart of the Adirondack Mountains
High Peaks region, New York.

This workshop will be led by Susan Roney Drennan, Editor of AMERICAN
BIrDSs and author of the definitive site guide, Where to Find Birds in New York
State, Geoff LeBaron, Christmas Bird Count Editor, and a host of other leaders
. and crack field assistants. This means small groups!!

Explore one of the most pristine boreal/montane forests remaining in the
Adirondacks.

Observe nesting Common Loons, Black-backed Woodpeckers, Olive-sided
and Alder flycatchers, Common Ravens, Boreal Chickadees, Gray-cheeked
Thrushes, and Blackburnian, Blackpoll, and Mourning warblers.

Comfortable accommodations and
three delicious country-style meals
served daily are special features of the
Elk Lake Lodge.

An incomparable opportunity
for the bird photographer!! Slide
presentations nightly. Mist-netting and
bird banding.

Limited reservations so act now.

Complete fee for six days including
meals, tax, and gratuities: $700. Single
occupancy: $750. Deposit: $150 per
person.

Write for reservations: Elk Lake Lodge,
North Hudson, New York 12855
or call (518) 532-7616.




MARKETPLACE

ACCOMMODATIONS

BOOKS

STAMPS

ROCKPORT, TEXAS-BIRDER'S PARA-
DISE. Let us help you with your birding
trips and whooping crane tours. VILLAGE
INN MOTEL. Highest rated AAA in area,
C/C TV, kitchenettes, phones, pool, senior
citizens discounts. 503 N. Austin, Rock-
port, TX 78382, (512) 729-6370 or 1-800-
338-7539.

ESCAPE TO AN ARCTIC OASIS, VISIT
BATHURST INLET LODGE, north of the
Arctic Circle. Nesting peregrines, gyrfal-
cons, golden eagles, jaegers, red-throated,
arctic and yellow-billed loons, shorebirds,
tundra swans, glaucous and Thayer’s gulls.
Musk oxen, caribou, and incredible pho-
tographic opportunities. NEW spring sea-
son in addition to our summer season! For
brochure, contact us at Box 820, Yellow-
knife, N.W.T. X1A 2N6, Canada (403) 873-
2595.

ART

AMERICAN INDIAN ART: Contemporary
pueblo pottery. Hopi kachina dolls. Navajo
weavings. Storytellers. Northwest Coast
Indian masks and graphics. Write or call
for further information. D. Gold, Box
55277, Sherman Oaks, CA 91413-0277
(818) 789-2559.

AUDIO

NOCTURNAL FLIGHT CALL of migrating
thrushes - Wood, Hermit, Swainson’s,
Gray-cheeked, and Veery. Excellent re-
cordings with discussion. Send $10 to
Sound Tracker P.O. Box 46, Mecklenburg,
NY 14863.

BIRD FOOD

HUMMINGBIRDING IS KNOWLEDGE &
CARING FEEDING OF VISITING HUM-
MINGBIRDS - NUTRITIOUS, UNCON-
TAMINATED, UNPOLLUTED FOOD
SOURCES ARE THEIR RIGHT FOR SUR-
VIVAL... WE CAN MAKE A DIFFERENCE
BY MAKING OUR GARDENS & OUT-
DOOR LIVING AREAS SAFE & ATTRAC-
TIVE FOR HUMMINGBIRDS & SUPPLE-
MENTING THEIR DEGRADED ‘NATU-
RAL' FARE WITH NUTRITIOUS FOOD
WE KNOW THEY NEED..FOR HUM-
MERLINE SEND SASE TO WOOD-
SWORLD HUMMINGBIRD SOCIETY
(WWHS) 218 BUENA VISTA AVENUE,
SANTA CRUZ, CA 95062.

BIRD HOUSES

HOUSES, PLATFORMS, BOXES,
SHELVES/26 NESTING SITES. Each de-
signed for particular bird. Also winter
roosts. Informative catalog. Visa/Master-
card. Wildlife Studio AB, 7 Patten Road,
Bedford, NH 03102 (603) 668-8979.

Volume 43, Number 5

BIRD & PLANT BOOKS. Foreign Field
Guides. Telephone inquiries welcomed
(207336-2778). Or send for quarterly cata-
logue. PATRICIA LEDLIE-BOOKSELLER,
One Bean Rd., P.O. Box 90AB, Buckfield,
ME 04220.

BIRDS, FLOWERS, ANIMALS on postage
stamps from many countries. 50 diff. $1.00.
All three $2.65. GEORGE FORD, P.O. Box
5203-A, Gulfport, FL 33737.

TRAVEL

OUT-OF-PRINT BIRD BOOKS: THE POP-
ULAR, THE DEFINITIVE AND THE UN-
USUAL. SEND $2.00 FOR QUARTERLY
CATALOGUES. PEACOCK BOOKS, BOX
2024A, LITTLETON, MA 01460.

OPTICAL EQUIPMENT

OPTICS HEADQUARTERS FOR BIRDERS
SINCE 1960. Offering selection advice. 24-
hour shipping, deep discounts on 10 most
popular brands. Plus: six tripods, special
cases, shoulder and window mounts, har-
nesses, tripod and camera adapters, and
more. Literature and prices on request.
BIRDING, P.O. Box 4405E, Halfmoon, NY
12065.

aus JENA BINOCULARS (GERMANY)—
Experience the ultimate in BRILLIANCE
AND CLARITY! Europe's largest manufac-
turer of Premium Quality Binoculars. Con-
sumer and dealer inquiries invited. EU-
ROPTIK, LTD, Box 319-B, Dunmore, PA
18509. (717-347-6049).

SOFTWARE

SIALIS-BIRDWATCHER'S RECORD-
KEEPER: IBM-PC with 500K RAM, any
drives, keeps annotated lists. Input by
number; output by common and scientific
names. Searching worldwide check list
minimized via geographic keywords.
Maintain many lists. Outputs: taxonomic
locality, etc. Prices and free literature.
ALFRED MILCH, 461 PALMER AVENUE,
TEANECK, NJ 07666.

MARKETPLACE Rates
Advertise your product or service in
our MARKETPLACE. Rates are: $1.15/
word for one insertion; 90¢/word for 2
to 4 insertions; 60¢/word for 5 inser-
tions. Send payment with copy. Copy
deadlines are: Spring issue: March 1;
Summer issue: May 1; Fall issue: July
15; CBC issue: August 1; Winter issue:
October 15. Send to: American Birds,
MARKETPLACE, 950 Third Ave., New

York, NY 10022.

BIRDING IN COSTA RICA. 850 species
including: Quetzal, Black Guan, Fiery-
billed Aracari, Scarlet Macaw, Coppery-
headed Emerald, Yellow-billed Cotinga,
Wrenthrush, Volcano Junco. Professional
birder guides. For tour information: T.J.
Lewis, COSTA RICA EXPEDITIONS, P.O.
Box 145450, Coral Gables, FL 33114. FAX
no. (506) 57-1665.

SPECTACULAR BIRDING IN CUBA. Great
habitats, intriguing country! First class or-
nithologist guide. Up to 19 endemics: Blue-
headed Quail Dove, Cuban Trogon, Tody
and Pygmy Owl, Zapata Wren, Zapata
Sparrow, Gundlach’'s Hawk, Bee Hum-
mingbird (world's smallest bird), etc.
Scores more localized species. Nine one-
week trips between December and May.
$1,099, inclusive from Toronto. Contact
THE GREAT AUK. 105 Admiral Road, To-
ronto, Ontario, M5R 2L7. (416) 960-8383

COSTA RICA RAINFOREST, 900m
Guided tours with Resident birder Trans-
portation, S.J. to Ranch to S.J. Delicious
Meals; Hot Water Showers, Spacious
Rooms, and Horseback Riding. All above
included from $390.00/week RANCHO
NATURALISTA, Apdo. 364-1002, San Jose,
Costa Rica Ph.506/39-8036

ETHIOPIA-2,000 miles overland; rare
wildlife, ancient tibes. March.
Pakistan-Himayalan/Hindukush  tribal
homestays. April/July. Land: $5,000. Ca-
pers, Box 2789, Beverly Hills, CA 90213.

AUSTRALIA. Birding tours for small
groups organized throughout Australia.
Write Australian Birding Tours, Box 252,
Kuranda 4872, Australia.

VIDEO

WILDLIFE REHABILITATION VIDEOS.
Chimney Swifts 35 mins. $23.95. Bird
Banding 28min. $19.95. Wildlife Rehabili-
tation 72min. $29.95. All three VHS tapes
for $63.50 postpaid (in Texas, add 7.75%
tax). Page Productions, 8504 Romney Rd.,
Austin, Texas 78748.

1391




CONTE NTS WINTER 1989, VOLUME 43, NUMBER 5
m

The Nesting Season

. . . June 1—July 31, 1989
1241  The Practiced Eye- Buteos of the winter fields

Kenn Kaufman

1285  Atlantic Provinces Region
1245  Facts, Inferences, and Shameless Speculations-Denials and Delusions Bruce Mactavish )
J. P. Myers 1288 New England Region
Wayne R. Petersen
1291  Quebec Region

1248 Retorts, Reflections, and Thoughtful Refutations Yves Aubry, Michel Gosselin and

Readers’ Column

Richard Yank
1294 Hudson-Delaware Region
1249  Birding for Fun-Enjoying being a non-expert Robert O. Paxton,
Paul R. Ehrlich William J. Boyle, Jr.and
David A. Cutler
1251  American Birding-San Pedro Morning 1299  Middle Atlantic Coast Region
Peter Dunne Henry T. Armistead

1303  Southern Atlantic Coast Region
Giants of the Past: (Spring 1989 Report)

1254 William Vogt: a man ahead of his time Har 44 E. LeGrand, Jr.
Roger Tory Peterson ) 1307 Florida Region

Richard T. Paul

Ontario Region

Ron D. Weir

1314  Appalachian Region

George A. Hall
1258 ICBP: Status and conservation of wading birds in the Everglades 1317  Western Great Lakes Region

G. Thomas Bancroft

1256 William Vogt: a pilgrim on the road to survival 1310
David Cameron Duffy

Daryl D. Tessen
1320 Middlewestern Prairie Region
1266  The Mexican field guide is now in Spanish Bruce G. Peterjohn

Roger Tory Peterson 1326  Central Southern Region
Jerome A. Jackson

1268  Eurasian Siskins in North America- distinguishing females from green-morph Pine | 1330  Prairie Provinces Region

Siskins Bernard Gollop
Ian A. McLaren, Joseph Morlan, P. William Smith, Michael Gosselin, and 1332 Northern Great Plains Region
Stephen F. Bailey Gordon Berkey

1334  Southern Great Plains Region

1275  Large-billed Tern in New Jersey: North America’s first confirmed occurrence Joseph 4. Grzybowski

Richard Kane, P. A. Buckley and Jerry Golub 1337  Texas Region
Greg W. Lasley and
. L Lo Chuck Sexton
1277  Regional Reports Pictorial Highlights 1342 Northern Rocky Mountain-

Intermountain Region

1280 The Changing Seasons—Summer 1989 Thomas H. Rogers
Kenn Kaufman 1345 Mountain West Region
Hugh E. Kingery
1374  Letters to the editor 1349  Southwest Region

Arizona- David Stejskal and

Gary H. Rosenberg

New Mexico- John P. Hubbard
1354  Alaska Region

1378  Birders’ Bookshelf

1380  Announcements M. E. Isleib and T. G. Tobish, Jr
1358 Northern Pacific Coast Region
1384  Indices: Volume 43- 1989 Jim Johnson and Bill Tweit
1362  Middle Pacific Coast Region
1391  Marketplace Stephen F. Bailey,
Richard A. Erickson and
L .
: David G. Yee
Front cover photograph: Great Egret (Casmerodius albus). Photograph/Tom J. Ulrich. 1366  Southern Pacific Coast Region
Guy McCaskie

Back cover photograph: Two White Ibis (Eudocimus albus) in the Florida Keys. - .
Photograph/Arlene Spagna. 1370  Hawaiian Islands Region
Robert L. Pyle

1372  West Indies Region
Robert L. Norton




* NATION/

FAMILY PORTRAITS

Number One

HICKADEES, THOSE DIMINUTIVE, ENERGETIC ACROBATS
of twig and bough, enliven the forests, woodlots, and suburbs of North America.
Even on the coldest of winter days, their unmistakable chik-ka-dee-dee, chik-ka-dee
adds a note of joy to the woods. Winter groups of chickadees—accompanied by tit-

mice, nuthatches, woodpeckers, and others—make the rounds of neighborhood

birdfeeders and feeding spots every day, ar-

( : | | I C |< A D E E S riving at each feeder with the impact of a

traveling circus. Five kinds of chickadees
I. Chestnut-backed Chickadee 2. Boreal Chickadee

3. Black-capped Chickadee 4. Mountain Chickadee
5. Carolina Chickadee Anmerica, and all parts of the United States

are common and widespread in North

Painting by
JOHN DAWSON — save the desert Southwest have at least one.
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predators more quickly.

down to reach the least-
likely spots. In winter
they hunt for insect
eggs Or pupa cases
or for dormant in-
sects in crevices in
the bark, as well as seeds

A MATED PAIR OF CHICKADEES STAYS TOGETHER all year and in
winter they are likely to join others of their kind to form a small flock.
These winter bands of chickadees—from three or four individuals up to
adozen ormore— provide “safety innumbers.” Withmore pairs of eyes
watching, the birds spot approaching hawks, herking weasels, or other

Chickadees clamber about the
branches and outer twigs of trees

in search of insects, the staple of
their diet, even hanging upside

T tee, or occasionally
a birdhouse provided
for them. They

o i

or berries on occasion. They also

5

',?."":-5';-: e

excavatng the
hollow, but at least

n some species the

Chickadees nest in
cavities—an old
woodpecker hole, or
a natural hollow in a

often excavate therr
own site, using their
small but stout bills
to dig out a cavity in
soft dead wood. In
many cases, both
members of a pair

will work at

CEHOCKADEES

B
e
Q

{¢

female will take
. charge of building
come to suburban birdfeeders for e .
. thick cup-shaped
sunflower seeds and suet. A chick- fondaon.fo
. . materials like BREEDING RANGE
adee dependent upon insects in e, o ——
stmps of fine bark, CHICKADEE
winter has to find something to s Caroua
anumal fur, and e CHICKADEE
are (o we o Chickadee i f thers. C B
o eat every few seconds Chcianee
close Stand quteds i the forest . . . MOUNTAIN 7
woicnne OF it TiSks starvation. | g Chick ave %
ettt I . . CHESTNUT-BACKED ——
MU TEPSIHELY ro | } _"w? y MOS[ klndS Of CHICKADEE —_—
weond for 10 ffteen CHICKAD ! 21 |3 chickadees lay
repentons Patee and fiien lC EE ! ‘! ¢ | ' about half a
. | There’s a hush on the frosty furrow | [ % i dozen eggs per
et e agam A where the frozen loam lifts black, | ‘ L clutch, sometimes
chichadee tor nomonee fon that And 3 Elm o the b l‘ﬂl'e'S humw | as many as ten
matter) within canshot will unmarred by a seeking track, A or twelve. 1j1e
Come o muesigate 1f o And over the leafless uplands comes \: , t g leligl:lz;rew\zr[l-:tz;]e
yemam motondos thes men echoin,g clear to me ‘;}’ e 1 reddis)ll'\—brown
o o tighun i fet fuc A voice from the edge of winter: e | markings.
“Chickadee dee dee! Chickadee!” ]
R N \
— w Haskell Clark
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SPECIES | SIZE/APPEARANCE | HABITAT NEST VOICE FOOD
BLACK-CAPPED CHICKADEE Length: 5.25" Deciduous or mixed for- Whistled song, fee-bee or fee-bee-

Parus atricapillus

tinent. Shows little fear of humans and can even be

taught to take food from the hand.

Common over much of the northemn part of the con-

Very small, active; black
cap and throat, white
cheeks, gray back, faint
buff wash on sides.

est, riverside groves, resi-
dential areas and parks
with large trees.

CAROLINA CHICKADEE
Parus carolinensis
Almost every woodlot in the eastern half of the

Length: 5"
Otherwise, almost identi-
cal to black-capped

Open deciduous wood-
lands, swamps, well-
wooded residential areas.

Parus hudsonicus

“Boreal” means “of the north;” the northern wilder-
ness of Canada and Alaska is the stronghold of the
boreal chickadee.

Very small bird with black
throat, dull brown cap,
small white cheek patch,
brownish-gray back,
brown wash on sides.

United States has either black-capped or carolina chickadee.
chickadees—one or the other, but not both.
BOREAL CHICKADEE Length: 5.25" Northemn coniferous for-

est, especially of spruce,
fir, or hemlock; some-
times feeding in nearby
stands of birch or willow.

MOUNTAIN CHICKADEE

Parus gambeli

Over much of the arid country of the West, big trees
are found mostly in the mountains. That is where
the mountain chickadee lives.

Length: 5.25"

Small and active; black
cap and throat, white eye-
brow, white cheeks, gray
back, gray wash on sides.

Mountain conifers, or
nearby oaks; lowland riv-
erside trees such as cot-
tonwoods, especially in
winter.

CHESTNUT-BACKED CHICKADEE
Parus rufescens

In the dark shadows of the damp forests in the
Pacific Northwest, the dark color pattern of the

Length: 4.75"

Very small and active;
dark brown cap, black
throat, white cheeks,

Usually in humid conifer-
ous or mixed forest; also
in residential areas in
oaks and eucalyptus.

Most chickadees will
nest in a cavity in a
dead limb, or in an
abandoned wood-
pecker hole, lining it
with feathers, moss,
plant down, and ani-
mal fur. A mated pair,
however, may excavate
their own nest cavity.

bee, is easily imitated; chattering
notes including the trademark
chick-a-dee; various fussing calls
and high thin notes.

Four-noted tsee-dee-see-bee, with
the first and third notes high and
squeaky. Other callnotes like
those of black-cap, but a little
higher and faster.

Chickadee diets
consist of insects and
insect eggs, seeds and
small fruit. Will come
readily to birdfeeders
for suet or sunflower
seeds.

Standard chick-a-dee callnote has
a nasal or wheezing sound, as if
the bird had caught a permanent
cold; also gives a few soft
warbled notes.

Song consists of three or four de-
scending whistled notes; chick-a-
dee has more syllables than most
chickadees, and is delivered in a
hoarse tone.

Standard chick-a-dee callnote
with a more husky tone than
those of its relatives; also a dry

check check and various high

chestnut-backed chickadee fits in perfectly. chestnut back, chestnut thin notes.
or grayish sides.
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