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President’s Statement

WSO’s Annual Convention

Over the years, I have enjoyed every one of the WSO’s annual conventions
and I look forward to this year’s in Sheboygan. Each one has been, for the
most part, very well attended and organized. My hat goes off to those local
clubs/organizations or those enthusiastic groups of individuals that have taken
on the task of hosting one or more of these conventions. I've been involved with
a couple of them, so I know that it is a major undertaking for a local club to pull
it off.

Back a couple of issues ago, in my first President’s Statement, I wrote that I
was interested in creating a committee to coordinate the planning of WSO’s an-
nual conventions. The reason I felt that WSO would benefit from such a com-
mittee is not so much that past conventions have not been run well; on the con-
trary they have been organized very well by those involved. We've had
conventions in locations all over the state, but it seems that we have not broad-
ened our scope enough to include some of those out-of-the-way locations. The
reason for this is obvious, because WSO relies on local organizations to host its
convention and only those places that have strong “organized” groups typically
volunteer to host our annual convention.

Therein lies the point of my proposal for having a standing WSO Annual Con-
vention Committee. This committee would take on the task of organizing our
annual convention with the assistance of the host site clubs, organizations or in-
dividuals. At a recent WSO board meeting, the idea of having an annual conven-
tion committee was discussed and we felt that it would be a worthy addition to
our organization. It also was agreed that it is imperative for individuals or groups
in these local host areas to be directly involved as well.

Organizing our annual convention is quite a task and one that is undertaken
by “new’ individuals nearly every year. Fortunately, some of the seasoned organ-
izers from past conventions have given assistance to the new hosts. But the idea
of a permanent annual convention committee, staffed by the same individuals
for an extended period of time, will alleviate the burden of having to “learn that
process” every year.

The annual convention committee would consist of 4-5 individuals who
would have to commit to a 2—4 year term. Initially, we’d be looking for people
that may already know the logistics of planning a WSO convention, but would
accept those willing to master one of the positions. The committee would in-
clude at least the following positions; chair person, publicity chair, treaswrer, registrar;
program coordinator, physical facilities coordinator; field trips coordinator and pre-con-
vention field trip coordinator. Members could assume 1-2 positions depending
upon the necessary tasks of the position and the amount of time the individual
could devote. Within their term these individuals may rotate to another position
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314 President’s Statement

or even off the committee after some specified term. Keep in mind we're look-
ing for consistency.

Ideally, we hope that these individuals become the “experts” at their position
and would then mentor the local host volunteers in finalizing the convention
onsite. Again, it is imperative that people from the local host site be involved in
the whole process, to give local flavor and help with the logistics of the region.

So, I invite you to become directly involved in one of WSO’s premiere annual
activities by volunteering for a position on its Annual Convention Committee. If
you feel that you could make a positive contribution in how our convention is
planned please contact one of the board members for consideration. We're anx-
ious to hear from you.

i

“Mourning Reflection” by Betsy Popp



From the Editors’ Desk

More “Thanks”

he previous issue of The Passenger Pigeon (66:3) contained about half of the

articles we received from our May plea for material for the journal. This
issue contains the remaining articles. We think you will enjoy reading of the suc-
cessful recovery of Sandhill Cranes in Wisconsin, learning where they are, and
how they are doing. For those of you fascinated by the sounds birds make, be
sure to read Phil Whitford’s account of his research on vocalizations of Canada
Geese. Another article focuses on one county, Milwaukee, providing an in-depth
view of the birds found there from the mid-1800 to the present, including a list
of the species and current management activities for wildlife. After reading this
article, if any of you wish to produce a similar treatment for your home county,
we'd love to see it. And finally, WSO members will see how their Scholarships
and Grants Fund was used as you read about Wisconsin’s fossil birds, predation
on loon nests, and a “new” hawk-watching hotspot in three articles from schol-
arship recipients.

With this issue, the “hatching year” for these two editors comes to a close—it’s
been twelve months and six issues since Neil and I took on the task of produc-
ing this journal. And I must say, that after the first few months when we were
playing catch-up to get the journal back on schedule, it’s been more fun than
work. But in case any of you are under the impression that Neil and I do all this
by ourselves, we want to take this opportunity to say a huge THANK YOU to
everyone who plays some part in providing you with this publication.

If you read the inside front cover, you will find the names of six individuals who
have major roles in creating The Pigeon. Wayne Rohde and the four field note com-
pilers, Karl David (Spring), Thomas Soulen (Summer), Mark Peterson (Fall), and
Kenneth Lange (Winter) are the ones responsible for what you read each time in
the seasonal reports and “By the Wayside”™—a large portion of every issue. And a
special thanks goes to Karl David for cheerfully agreeing to cover the Summer sea-
son this time around while Tom Soulen recovers his good health.

You also will find David Kuecherer, Art Editor, listed on the inside front cover.
Dave takes a major task off the editors by actively seeking original art and fantastic
photographs of birds to make the journal a much more enjoyable publication.
And thank you to all the generous artists and photographers who share their work
so freely with WSO. A special thanks goes to Jack Bartholmai and Dennis Malueg
who always respond so quickly to last-minute requests for additional slides.

Another thanks goes to Jim Frank, WSO Records Committee Chair. He not only
gets the Records Committee Report written and to us on time for each issue, but
he writes the May Count, and Migration Count articles each year. Wayne Rohde
writes the Big Day Report each year, and Bob Domagalski puts together that huge
Christmas Bird Count article annually—another thanks to them.

There are two people you do not see credited with helping get this journal to

315



316 From the Editor’s Desk

you: Jesse Peterson, WSO Membership Chair, who maintains the mailing list and
sends the most up-to-date listing to Allen Press before each printing; and Chris-
tine Reel, WSO Treasurer, who pays all the bills resulting from this effort in a
timely fashion, also deserve a huge thanks.

And finally, to all the persons who submit manuscripts, art, and reports of bird
observations—the contents come from you, without which there would be no
journal.

These most grateful editors thank you one and all.

Bettie and Neil Harriman, Editors

S WERENE VN

Crane Moon by Janet Flynn



Changes in Population and Distribution for
Greater Sandhill Cranes in Wisconsin

Liying Su!, Jim Harris2, Jeb Barzen®

International Crane Foundation
PO. BOX 447
Baraboo, WI 53913
Viying@savingeranes.org
2harris@savingcranes.org
3jeb@savingcranes.org

ABSTRACT

We used spatial statistics to analyze 22 years
of Wisconsin Crane Count data, illustrat-
ing the changes in distribution and the
process of expansion of Sandhill Cranes
during their population recovery in Wiscon-
sin. In the early 1980s, the cranes were
highly concentrated in central Wisconsin.
While numbers of cranes gradually ex-
panded in south-central and west-central
parts of the state, eight central counties now
still support over 60% of the population.

INTRODUCTION

The eastern population of Greater
Sandhill Cranes (Grus canadensis
tabida) has varied greatly in Wisconsin
over the past 150 years (Henika 1936;
Hunt and Gluesing 1976; Harris and
Knoop 1987; Dietzman and Swengel
1994). Understanding distribution,
population dynamics, and habitat use
patterns for these cranes is important
for management of Wisconsin’s pres-
ent large flock, and particularly for

avoidance of contlicts between people
and cranes.

In the Midwest, Sandhill Cranes
were abundant at the time of Euro-
pean settlement, especially in regions
where wetlands and upland grasslands
intermixed extensively (Hunt and
Gluesing 1976). This population expe-
rienced great declines due mostly to
hunting. The species was uncommon
by the 1880s and by the 1930s, Henika
(1936) estimated that only 25 pairs re-
mained in the state. Of these, 20 pairs
lived in large wetlands in the central
counties (Henika 1936, Walkinshaw
1949).

Conservation efforts—hunting pro-
hibition and wetland protection—
helped Sandhill Cranes to recover. De-
velopment of large waterfowl
management areas in the 1940s and
1950s, as well as the maintenance of
existing shallow emergent wetlands
greatly benefited cranes. By 1967,
cranes were reported reproducing in
16 counties, mostly on public wildlife
areas. Since then, the crane popula-
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tion has steadily grown (Harris and
Knoop 1987; Windsor 1990; Dietzman
and Swengel 1994).

Complaints about crane damage to
crops in Wisconsin have increased
since the 1990s as crane numbers have
grown (Sauer et al. 2004). Wildlife
managers have been challenged to re-
duce or eliminate conflicts between
the growing crane population and
farmers. Some state lawmakers are ad-
vocating a public hunting season on
cranes, a suggestion that has caused
heated public debate (Barrett 1997;
Behm 1996). Assessment of human-
crane conflicts requires a better un-
derstanding of changes in crane distri-
bution.

In this paper we use two decades of
state-wide data, collected through the
Annual Wisconsin Crane Count, to de-
scribe population changes at broad
spatial and temporal scales.

METHODS

Annual Wisconsin Crane Count

This count has been organized by
the International Crane Foundation
(ICF) since 1980. Each April, volun-
teers search wetlands across the state
during one morning to count Sandhill
Cranes and estimate the number of
breeding pairs. In the past 22 years
(1982-2003), data were collected by a
systematic method and covered most
of the state.

A survey site is usually about a
square mile in size, in or near a wet-
land. Observers record total number
of cranes at their sites and the number
of breeding birds indicated by obser-
vation of isolated pairs or of pairs seen
or heard unison calling (Archibald

1975, 1976). In the present study, data
were analyzed on a countywide basis.

Because the Crane Count is a volun-
teer activity, where over 2,000 people
assist with collecting data each year on
the mid- to late-April morning of the
count, some sampling biases exist in
these data. Survey sites were not evenly
distributed across the state (volunteers
tended to count much more often in
locations known to have cranes), not
all sites were surveyed every year, ob-
server skills varied greatly, and diverse
weather conditions influenced detec-
tion of cranes. For example, in years
where rain, high winds, or fog were
widespread, volunteers found fewer
cranes. These biases in our data, how-
ever, were small in comparison to the
measurements we used to detect
changes at the broad geographic
(statewide) and temporal (22 years)
scales of this study.

Spatial Statistical Analysis

We used Splus—spatial module to per-
form visualizing analysis (Kaluzny et
al. 1996). County level crane data were
treated as lattice data. Using latitude
and longitude for county seats as x-
and y-coordinates, we used the interp
function to generate contour maps (at
intervals of 100 cranes) of the Wiscon-
sin crane distribution for the period
1982-2003 to explore spatial trends in
the crane population. The interp func-
tion interpolates crane values on an
equally spaced grid of Wisconsin (ac-
cording to x- and ycoordinates of the
county seats).

Results

Over 22 years of the count, more
than 89% of Wisconsin’s counties were
surveyed on average. In the last eleven
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Figure 1. Changes in population and density of Sandhill Cranes in Wisconsin 1982-2003

years, the average number of counties
covered exceeded 96% (Table 1).
Though some aberrant years occur
(e.g., 1990 and 2003) the population
growth was steady throughout the
study period. In total, the population

of Greater Sandhill Cranes has more
than tripled even though the Count
has had a relatively constant number
of survey sites during the same period
(Figure 1 and Table 1). The statewide
average survey site density—number

Table 1.

Number of Number of Total Total Survey

Counties Sites Number of Number of Density

Year Counted Surveyed Cranes Pairs (Cranes / sites)
1982 45 915 2,798 843 3.06
1983 55 1,178 5,818 1,686 4.94
1984 59 1,284 5,740 1,791 4.47
1985 64 1,250 6,223 1,768 4.98
1986 63 1,254 5,964 1,237 4.76
1987 65 1,418 7,188 2,122 5.07
1988 60 1,503 10,382 2,574 6.91
1989 56 1857 v 10,113 2,588 6.54
1990 60 1,557 6,033 2,106 3.87
1991 60 1,602 8,485 2,193 5.30
1992 61 1,463 9,197 2,477 6.78
1993 70 1,535 11,036 2,641 7.19
1994 64 1,577 8,216 1,513 521
1995 69 1,607 12,120 2,883 7.54
1996 70 1,633 10,020 2,202 6.14
1997 70 1,550 12,128 2,931 7.82
1998 72 1,486 10,956 2,317 T3,
1999 69 1,390 10,618 2,206 7.64
2000 71 1,478 13,187 2,130 8.92
2001 72 1,409 9,669 2,139 6.86
2002 71 1,562 10,269 3,088 6.57
2003 69 1,588 17,449 2,736 10.99
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of cranes/site—shows the same pat-
tern of increase, but with a lower mag-
nitude of change, from about 5
cranes/site before 1987, to around 7
cranes/site in recent years (Figure 1).

The spatial trend of the Sandhill
Crane distribution is illustrated in Fig-
ure 2. Throughout the period of our
study, the highest population area
(ranging from>200 cranes/county in
the early years to over 500
cranes/county in recent years) has al-
ways been in the central part of the
state, centered on Marquette and
Green Lake Counties. After the first
decade, this core area expanded
slightly to the north and to the south,
to include Marquette, Green Lake,
Waushara, Columbia, Jefferson, Win-
nebago, Dane, and Dodge Counties.
Little change in the core area has oc-
curred since then, but the size of the
population has still grown dramati-
cally. In the early 1980s, there were
only two counties with populations
larger than 500 cranes. But by the mid
1990s, four counties had more than
800 cranes, and by the early 2000s,
four counties had more than 1,000
cranes. Collectively, over 60% of Wis-
consin’s crane population still occurs
in eight core area counties. At the
same time, the number of counties
with more than 200 cranes has mostly
fluctuated between 10 and 15 (Figure
3

Changes in the mid-sized popula-
tion zone (>100 cranes/county) have
had two phases. Before 1995, there was
very little change, with slow expansion
in the south-central counties of Dane,
Jefferson, Rock, and Walworth. Since
1995, the zone has had a relatively
large expansion to the west including
Taylor, Chippewa, Eau Claire, and
Trempealeau Counties.

Peripheral areas have low popula-
tions, especially in the northern two
tiers of counties in Wisconsin (except
Burnett County, that consistently had
more cranes). The population sizes for
these counties were smaller than 20
cranes/county before the mid-90s;
even in the most recent years, most of
these counties had fewer than 40
cranes.

Total counts of cranes in Green
Lake County have been uncharacteris-
tically low since 1998 (with no countin
1999). These results were caused by a
decline in survey effort. Until 1998,
over b0 sites were surveyed every year.
The Green Lake County Coordinator
resigned in 1999, and new coordina-
tors have only organized surveys for
18, 19, 23 and 29 sites in 2000-2003.
Considering the history of the Sand-
hill Crane population and the avail-
ability of habitat in Green Lake
County, the population size for Green
Lake is likely similar to each of its
neighboring counties: Waushara, Win-
nebago, Marquette, and Columbia
Counties. We did not use estimated
numbers to generate distribution
maps; therefore, these low count re-
sults skewed the shape of the core area
of crane distribution in our maps.

DiscussioN

Even though the overall trend in
population growth is clear, annual
variability of count results is largely
due to survey biases. Years with excep-
tionally low populations, in contrast to
previous or subsequent years
(e.g.,1990), reflect inclement weather
on crane count day. In 1990 for
example, fog blanketed much of the
state and non-vocalizing cranes were
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Figure 2. Annual spatial distribution maps of Sandhill Cranes in Wisconsin. Solid contour lines
indicate numbers of cranes at 100-bird intervals (beginning from the outmost ring, crane
numbers are 100, 200, etc.).
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Figure 2. Continued.
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Figure 2. Continued.

undercounted. For crane populations,
such rapid changes in population
numbers due to changes in reproduc-
tion rates are not possible (e.g., Mi-
rande et al. 1991) and are very un-
likely to be due to abrupt changes in
mortality.

Years with uncharacteristically large
crane numbers (e.g., 2003) likely re-

flect early dates of counts (usually to
avoid Easter) or a late migration phe-
nology, resulting in counting many
cranes still migrating through the
state. As above, annual variation in re-
production could not cause the popu-
lation to increase or decrease so rap-
idly. Even years that under-estimate
and over-estimate the crane popula-
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Figure 3. Changes in the extent of the core area of Sandhill Crane distribution in
Wisconsin 1982-2003. Data points are the numbers of counties having a population

size greater than 200 cranes.

tion reveal the same spatial patterns of
distribution, though the magnitude
differs from years just before or after.
Over the last 22-year period, the spa-
tial pattern of Greater Sandhill Crane
distribution in Wisconsin has not
changed much in comparison to the
size of the population change. Geo-
graphical expansion in numbers has
been relatively slow, especially for the
core area (Figures 2 and 3). Based on
the past 20 years of crane count data,
the core area will continue to expand
very slowly in the future and probably
will bounce around 15 counties for the
next 10 years (trend line in Figure 3).
The highly centralized distribution
of Greater Sandhill Cranes in Wiscon-
sin could be caused by biological char-
acteristics of cranes or by habitat fea-
tures in the state, and is likely a
function of both. Adult Sandhill
Cranes have strong site fidelity, usually
returning to their previous year’s

breeding territory (Walkinshaw 1989).
Cranes also live for long periods—up
to 20 years (authors’ unpublished
data). Younger birds also have a ten-
dency to establish territories near
their natal territory (International
Crane Foundation unpublished data).
With the cumulative effect of some
younger birds successfully establishing
their own territories near their natal
areas and the growth of large non-
breeding flocks (composed of birds
unable to establish territories), the
population size has increased steadily
in those areas where crane popula-
tions persisted in the mid 1900s
(Gluesing 1974, Howard 1977, Ben-
nett 1978).

Some marked crane chicks, how-
ever, disperse from natal areas before
establishing territories (International
Crane Foundation unpublished data)
and may be seeking breeding opportu-
nities in available habitat elsewhere.
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Resource distribution, therefore,
could be another important factor
shaping the species’ distribution pat-
tern (Fahrig and Paloheimo 1988). A
broad scale habitat selection analysis
indicated that wet meadows and emer-
gent wetlands (defined and quantified
by Reese et al. 2002) have strong posi-
tive correlations with the density of
Sandhill Cranes (Su 2003); forest
cover has a strong negative correlation
with the density of Sandhill Cranes at
a broad statewide scale (Su 2003). Wet-
lands in central Wisconsin mixed with
agriculture fields in open landscapes
not only provide nesting areas for
breeders, but also roosting sites for
breeders and non-breeders alike. Up-
land agriculture fields provide a safe
foraging environment with sufficient
food to support large flocks of non-
breeders. In contrast, abundant wet-
lands in northern Wisconsin are sur-
rounded by forests that do not provide
safe foraging habitat for cranes.

The large population size and wide
distribution of cranes statewide would
appear likely to create human and

crane conflicts across Wisconsin (Bar--

rett 1997; Behm 1996). Yet over 60%
of the population is concentrated in
eight counties of the core population
area in the central part of the state. In
these areas there are both high crane
densities (this study) and extensive
agricultural lands (Reese et al. 2002),
creating a high probability of crop
damage by cranes. The majority of
counties in the state still have low
numbers of cranes. Crane manage-
ment strategies need to focus on the
counties in the core area, based on
knowledge of habitat use preferences
of the cranes at different spatial scales
(Su 2003). In particular, management

needs to address crane use of agricul-
ture fields near open wetlands.
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ABSTRACT

An in-depth examination of wvocal on-
togeny of giant Canada Goose goslings op-
portunistically imprinted on the awthor
provided the first major insight into the
rate of frequency decrease in calls used,
and syllabic form and number of various
call forms wused by any subspecies of
Canada Goose from hatch until 26 days of
age. Calls were compared with sonograms
and descriptions from extensive detailed
work on Anser species goslings conducted
in the 1960s in Germany. The number of
calls observed, form of the calls, and na-
ture of use was found lo be extremely con-
sistent and conservative between the gen-
era. Changes in frequency and duration of
calls with age appeared to follow the same
patterns of increasing body and trachea
size/air volume capacily as that of Anser
species, such that maximum frequencies de-
clined as duration increased as a product
of increasing body size and age.

he juvenile calls and behavior of
goslings have received moderate
study. Wirdinger (1970) explored

mechanisms of call production and
vocal ontogeny from hatch to 100 days
in four species of goslings: Bar-headed
Goose (Anser indicus); White-fronted
Goose (A. albifrons); Snow Goose (A.
caerulescens); and Canada Goose of the
Atlantic subspecies, Branta canadensis.
Goslings of the Greylag Goose (A.
anser), were studied in depth for on-
togeny of vocalizations and behavior
(Fischer 1965). These studies effec-
tively elevated goose vocalization re-
search from phonetic description to
quantitative sonographic analysis.
From her work, Wiirdinger (1970)
concluded that gosling calls were con-
servative among related species, yet,
syllable and interval duration were
characteristic for each species studied.
Form, number of syllables and fre-
quency modulation of calls differed
between species. Canada geese were
incidental to Wirdinger’s study of
Anser species. She sporadically classi-
fied calls of a single gosling of the At-
lantic subspecies of Canada Goose (B.
¢. canadensis), and found the fre-
quency (pitch) of each call decreased
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with maturation and increase of body
size. She reported only average fre-
quency ranges of calls over 100 days
for Canada Goose goslings based on
that data. Specific rate of frequency
decrease and change in form of call of
Canada Goose goslings were not ad-
dressed. To date, no studies or sono-
grams exist in the literature for
gosling calls of B. ¢. maxima, though
they have been done for adult calls
(Whitford 1987, 1998). This study pro-
vides quantitative data detailing call
form, duration, and frequency
changes of gosling calls of this sub-
species. Together with associated be-
havioral information, it details
changes in call use during the first
four weeks of life.

METHODS

Adults proved too defensive to per-
mit recording of gosling calls under
natural family conditions. Therefore, I
obtained the last pipping eggs from a
wild-caught study flock of giant
Canada geese used for my adult vocal-
ization research (Whitford 1987). The
goslings, once hatched, were im-
printed on my late wife and me. They
directed their calls to us and followed
us everywhere, never confined or out
of sight, for four weeks. Prior studies
found that the manner of raising
goslings altered the number and type
of calls observed (Wirdinger 1970;
Lamprecht 1977h), but not call form.
Wiardinger (1970) found no qualita-
tive differences between calls of hand-
raised isolates and those of family-
raised goslings. Thus, calls observed
in this study should represent the
form, duration, and interval typical
for the subspecies.

Calls were recorded at a distance of
<l m from the goslings with a Uher
Report 4200 stereo tape recorder
(tape speed 9.6 cm/ sec) equipped
with an Electrovoice model 644 direc-
tional microphone. Analysis used a
Kay 6061B sonograph (150 Hz filter,
80-8000 Hz setting). Sonograms were
sorted visually and grouped by shape
and duration (Beer 1970). These
sonograms were then compared to
those of B. ¢. canadensis (Wiirdinger
1970) and various Anser species pub-
lished by Fischer (1965) and
Wirdinger (1970) to identify similar
calls. Call characteristics were meas-
ured using a grid overlay, consisting of
a thermofax transparency of a gridded
Kay Elemetrics sonograph paper (type
B/85). Superimposed on sonograms,
this system permitted estimation of
syllable and /or call duration to .01 sec
and frequency to +/- 10 hz.

Parameters recorded for all calls in-
cluded: 1) syllables per call, 2) overall
duration, 3) duration of each syllable,
4) interval between syllables and/or
calls, and 5) frequency. 1 follow
Wirdinger’s (1970) call terminology
and refer to modulations within
trilled calls as syllables, unlike termi-
nology used in song analysis. 1
recorded initial peak frequencies and
maximum frequency for trilled calls to
provide information about frequency
rise and fall within call series.

Call change with age was assessed by
comparing frequencies, syllables, in-
tervals and durations of calls at each
age of recording. Maximum frequen-
cies of calls varied within bouts and
were recorded as frequency ranges.
Change in range over time permitted
assessment of frequency decrease with
maturation.
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RESULTS

I recorded and sonographed 360
calls of giant Canada Goose goslings.
Six calls; the Trill, Contact, Greeting,
Lamentation Call, Whistle of Deser-
tion and a Sleep Call, as defined by
Fischer (1965) and Wirdinger
(1970), were identified for B. ¢. max-
ima. Calls were identifiable via similar
syllable form and number within
Canada Goose subspecies, and, with
greater difficulty, between genera. Syl-
lable number/call at each age and in-
formation about syllable and interval
duration are presented in Table 1.

Trills (Fig. 1A-C) were 3-10 sylla-
bles of successively rising frequency,
each 0.07 sec in duration, without in-
tervals between them. Syllable num-
ber increased as age increased. Ob-
served ranges increased from 3-6 to
5-10 syllables/call for days 1 and 16,
respectively. This resulted in longer
Trill duration with increased age.
Trills were last recorded on day 16.
Base and peak frequencies rose 200-
300 Hz with each successive syllable
on day 1, but only 25-50 Hz on day
16. Maximum frequency declined
from 3.8 kHz on day 1 to 2.4 kHz by
day 16.

Trills were the final call in 18% of
exchanges recorded on day one, 44%
on day 10, and 60% on day 16. They
were followed by Contact or Greeting
calls when not last in a series. Trills
were given while standing, with the
neck held vertically if the gosling was
stationary, but held nearly horizontal
if approaching another gosling. The
Trill calls’ circumstances of use and
probable meaning appear to be very
similar to that of the Greeting Calls
which develop about day 10. Like pos-
tures are used for both calls and both

are used principally at the end of call
series.

I recorded the Sleep Call (Fig. 1D)
only on the day of hatching. Like the
Trill, its syllables were each 0.07 sec in
duration. Successive syllables rose rap-
idly (from 1.8-5.0 kHz in 0.4 sec) and
produced a much steeper slope than
that of Trills.

Greeting and Triumph Call terms
are used synonymously for goslings,
though not for adults. Greeting Calls
(Triumph Calls, Fischer 1965; Rade-
sater 1974) were comprised of a rising
series of 4-7, chevron-shaped syllables
separated by intervals 0.03-0.07 sec in
duration (Figs. 2D-E). Maximum fre-
quency of the first 4-5 successive sylla-
bles rose 100-200 Hz each above the
previous syllable. Phonetically, I de-
scribed it as “whee- whee- whee- whee-
whee,” usually given by two or more
individuals simultaneously. It was also
described as “wheeoo-wheeoo” (Col-
lias and Jahn 1959) and “wee-wee-wee-
ung” (Klopman 1961).

Greeting Calls were first observed
on day 10. The call exhibited a vari-
able (0.10-0.12 sec) syllable duration.
Form and frequency differed between
male and female goslings. At day 10
the female’s Greeting Call began 300-
500 Hz above, and ended as much as
1.0 kHz higher than, the male’s calls.
Frequency ranges of the Greeting
were 2.0-2.6, 1.5-2.5, and 1.3-2.1 kHz
for the male and 2.3-3.6, 1.8-3.1, and
1.6-2.5 kHz for the female for days 10,
16, and 24, respectively. The female’s
syllables were more pointed, higher,
and narrower than the male’s. Each
Greeting syllable ended 1-2 kHz
below its initial frequency. Initial fre-
quencies remained largely unchanged
as successive syllables rose in maxi-
mum frequency.



Table 1. Characteristics of the various calls of giant Canada goslings at 1, 10, 16, and 24 days of age. Calls are defined in terms of number of syllables per call,
syllable duration, and interval between syllables. Maximum frequency range is included for each call, age, and first syllables where applicable. STD = standard

deviation; that is, the average variation from the mean of the sample.

Frequency
Kind oF Age in Syllables / Syllable Duration in seconds Interval Duration in seconds Range in Kilohertz
vocalization Days N Call Range X STD Range X STD Max First Syllable
Contact Calls 1 15 1-3 03-11 .066 .027 .06-.14 120 .051 3.1-3.2 1.6-2.0
10 33 2-4 .08-.13 106 012 .04-.08 057 .010 1.9-2.6 1.2-1.7
16 19 2-4 10-.14 122 .012 .02-.05 036 .012 1.9-2.2 1.1-1.5
24 15 34 .09-.15 Al .015 .03-.06 043 .009 1.4-1.6 1.0-1.4
Trills 1 17 3-6 .07-.08 073 - None - - 2.6-3.8 22-29
10 7 4-9 07-.07 .07 - None - - 2.5-3.5 1.6-2.5
16 5 5-10 .07-.07 .07 - None - - 2.2-29 1.5-2.0
24 0 NA - - - - - - - =
Greetings 1 0 - - = = - - — = =
10 20 4-7 10-11 107 .01 06-.07 .066 019 2.0-3.6 2.0-2.6
16 10 4-6 10-.12 A2 .02 .03-.04 036 .009 1.5-3.1 1.5-2.1
24 11 4-5 10-11 107 .006 .05-.06 052 013 1.3-2.5 1.3-1.8
Lament Calls 1 57 1-2 .12-18 149 .015 .30-.50 401 .054 3.0-4.1
10 0 - ~ - - - - - =
16 2 1-2 .16-.20 18 .02 - - - -
24 7 1-2 18-.25 21 025 .33-.60 446 090 2.0-2.1
Whistle of
Desertion 1 16 1-2 .14-18 156 .010 .28-.46 .360 .070 3.8-5.5
10 20 2 .20-.35 .303 .050 14-27 .190 060 2.6-3.0
16 31 2 .24-.30 .287 .030 .14-.30 237 077 2.3-2.8
24 60 2 .28-.40 312 045 .15-.75 .294 .090 1.8-2.2
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Figure 1. Trills, Sleep Call, and Whistle of Desertion of giant Canada Goose goslings. Trills at 1
(A), 10 (B), and 16 (C) days of age. The “Sleep Call” on day 1 (D). Whistle of Desertion Calls,
male during hatching (E), at 10 (F), 16 (G), and 24 (H) days; female at 10 (I) and 24 (]) days.
Note the increase in overall duration and decrease in frequency of both calls, and the increasing
emphasis on the broad-spectrum second syllable of the Whistle of Desertion as age increases.

With increased age, number and va-
riety of calls following Greetings de-
creased. By day 24, no calls were ob-
served after Greetings, a pattern
typical of adults. Greetings occurred
after a disturbance, visual separation
or sleeping. Posture was consistent.

Birds faced one another with necks
stretched nearly horizontal and heads
weaving.

Contact Calls (Fig.2A-C) evidenced
two forms. That observed on hatching
day was of short (0.05 sec) syllable du-
ration. Each syllable, phonetically



332 Early Development and Function of Juvenile Calls in Giant Canada Geese

C

N - |
L /\AA ANA

SEC

Figure 2. Contact, Greeting and Lamentation Calls of giant Canada Goose goslings. Contact Calls
at 1 (A), 10 (B),and 16 (C) days. Greeting Calls at 11 days (D) (female initiated calling and male
responded), and 16 days (E) (male initiated and the female responded, her first call overlapping
the male’s last). Calls F-H represent a real-time series on day 1, with calls (F), (G), and (H)
intermediate in form between Lamentation and Whistle of Desertion Calls. Typical Lamentation
Call form is indicated for 1 (I), 16 (]), and 24 (K) days.
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“eep,” rose abruptly to a 3.2 kHz,
rounded peak before returning to
base frequency. Intervals were irregu-
lar (0.3-0.14 sec) between the 1-3 syl-
lables in this Contact Call. Calls were
given with the neck nearly vertical and
were not visibly directed to any object.
After day 1, Contact Calls were rap-
idly rising series of 2-4 chevron-
shaped syllables with uniform inter-
vals between them. First syllable
frequency was always the lowest; the
second and third each began 200-300
Hz above the syllable preceding it.
Maximum frequency dropped 1.6 kHz
(from 3.2-1.6 kHz) from day 1 to day
24. Mean interval decreased from 0.12
to 0.043 sec from day 1 to 24. Posture
during Contact Calls, whether stand-
ing or lying down, was head and neck
extended toward the object of call.
Phonetically “qua-que-que” with a
rising inflection, three-syllable calls
comprised 72% of Contact Call obser-
vations. This call was used whenever
goslings approached one another and
I believe it becomes incorporated into
the Greeting. Contact Calls followed
Whistle of Desertion, Trills, or Greet-
ing Calls at 10 days. At 24 days they oc-
curred only after, or during, separa-
tion and ended in Greeting Displays.
Lamentation Calls (in German,
Jammern) Lorenz 1935; Wurdinger
1970) were a long series of 1-2 sylla-
ble calls, phonetically prolonged
“peeps” (Fig. 2I-K). Calls resembled
an inverted letter “U.” If the midsec-
tion was flat it was considered one syl-
lable, or, when strongly modulated,
two syllables, following Wirdinger’s
(1970) terminology. Auditory distinc-
tion between the two was not possible.
Both forms existed within recorded
series, typically the beginning calls
were strongly bimodal and became

progressively flatter with repetition.
Frequency rose (1.1-1.2 kHz on day
1) through the first several calls, then
stabilized. Maximum frequencies
dropped 2.0 kHz (4.1 to 2.1 kHz)
from days 1-14 while syllable duration
increased from 0.15-0.20 sec. Call in-
tensity increased with repetition as evi-
denced by increasing darkness of
sonogram tracings. As a result, calls
sounded higher and sharper, but
sonograms indicated frequency was
stable after the first syllables.

Lamentation Calls comprised 65%
of calls observed on hatching day.
They were highly serial and were
given by both hatched and hatching
goslings. Calls intermediate in form
between Lamentation and Whistle of
Desertion were observed on hatching
day (Fig. 2G-H). Lamentation Calls of
the hatched gosling precipitated in-
creased hatching activity and calls by
the hatching gosling, as did three
playbacks of recorded Lamentation
Calls. This call was rare after hatching,
although examples were collected on
days 16 and 24.

Transformation of Lamentation
Calls to and/or from Whistles of De-
sertion, not previously reported, was
observed on several occasions. The
transformation to the Whistle of De-
sertion was made by elongating call
duration (extending the initial sylla-
ble or adding a second, broad-spec-
trum, syllable) and reducing intervals
from nearly 0.5 sec to 0.25 sec. Al-
though frequency of the two calls
overlaps extensively, duration and in-
terval do not, even in transformation.
The two calls remain distinct.

The Whistle of Desertion (Fig 1E-])
(in German, Pfeifen des verlassensein,
Lorenz 1935) is short and high-
pitched. Lorenz’s (1935) phonetic de-
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scription of this call in Anser goslings
as “peip” is applicable to Brania
species. It is the most intense of all
gosling calls (Wurdinger 1970). Maxi-
mum frequency I observed was 5.5
kHz on hatching day and declined
over 0.2 kHz/day in the first week,
reaching 2.2 kHz by day 24. Mean syl-
lable duration increased from 0.156
(N=16, STD=0.010) sec on day 1 to
0.31 sec (N=60, STD=0.045) at 24
days. Interval duration increased from
0.19 to 0.29 sec from day 10 to 24. The
call is a bimodal, modulated single syl-
lable during the first week. With in-
creasing age, a broad-spectrum sec-
ond syllable was added after the
second frequency peak (Fig. 6A-6F).
After hatching day, goslings employed
this call only when the surrogate par-
ent was distant or not visible. The call
was given with the neck extended ver-
tically and the bird either standing or
running.

DiscussION

Trills have also been described pho-
netically as “wheeoo, wheeoo” and
functionally as a “Contentment Call”
(Collias and Jahn 1959). Wirdinger
(1970) reported the following for
Trills: 1) they are produced by weak
oscillation of clavicular air sacs while
raising and lowering the mandible; 2)
they require the largest breath of any
call; 3) overall call duration is a linear
function of syllable number; and 4)
they do not differ in form at either
the species or genus level in geese.
Trills varied from 3-12 syllables in
Wiirdinger’s study, 3-10 in mine. This
may be related to gosling age, since I
observed a trend toward increased
number of syllables with age and I

ended my study at 26 days versus her
100 day observations. Syllable dura-
tion was the same (0.07 sec) for my
geese and all others reported (Fischer
1965; Wardinger 1970). Frequency
dropped to 0.9 kHz by 60 days for B. ¢.
canadensis (Wurdinger 1970), much
lower than my observed 3.8-2.4 Hz
range from hatch to day 16. Her lower
reported frequency probably reflects
continuing frequency decline with in-
creasing age.

My observation of Trills from eggs is
consistent with Wiirdinger (1970) and
Fischer (1965). They probably repre-
sent the majority of calls reported to
be heard from Canada Goose eggs
prior to hatch, (Balham 1954; Collias
and Jahn 1959; Cowan 1973).

Wirdinger (1970) reported Trill
use only within 1 meter of the parent,
and when beginning a change in
behavior, movement, feeding or defe-
cation. She classified Trills as “dis-
tance-related.” Trills given while ap-
proaching or pushing at the goose
caused experienced geese to rise
slightly and raise their wings, allowing
goslings under for  brooding
(Wiirdinger 1970). She reports both
behavior pattern and call cease when
contour feathers develop. I believe
Trills also serve as a greeting before
Greeting Calls arise.

Sleep Call sonograms of other gen-
era of Anatidae published by Fischer
(1965) and Kear (1968) correspond
to mine in form. All differed from
Trills in frequency pattern and sylla-
ble number. Lamprecht (1977a) ob-
served 3.5 Sleep Calls/minute within
Canada Goose families when parents
were present, fewer if they were ab-
sent.

Phonetically the sleep call is well de-
scribed for Canada geese as “wheeoo,”
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though Collias and Jahn (1959)
termed it a Contentment Call. Like
Trills, this call induces brooding (Fis-
cher 1965). Having only one observa-
tion, I suspect the call is lost rapidly
without parental reinforcement. No
adult calls reportedly are derived from
this call or the closely related Trill
(Wiirdinger 1970).

Form and frequency of the first
three syllables of Greeting and three-
note Contact Calls are similar. The
calls remain distinct, however, since
Greetings usually exceed three sylla-
bles, they are used in differing con-
texts, and frequency rises in successive
syllables in Greetings.

Greeting Call series varied in length
from 2-14 syllables (average 4-6 sylla-
ble for B. c. canadensis) depending
on motivation level (Wirdinger
1970). All my examples (4-7 syllables)
corresponded well to this range. Fre-
quency decreased 1.0 kHz as age in-
creased in both subspecies. B. ¢. max-
ima goslings at 24 days exhibited
frequencies from 1.3-2.5 kHz, the low-
est reported for this call by any study.

Sexual/individual differences in
Greeting Call frequency have not
been reported previously; my exam-
ples differed between male and fe-
male goslings by as much as 1.0 kHz at
the same age. My first syllable frequen-
cies (1.3- 2.3 kHz) and those reported
for B. ¢. canadensis (1.0-2.3 kHz) over-
lapped, and Greeting syllable dura-
tion was virtually identical (0.11 and
0.12 sec, respectively) (Wirdinger
1970). Greetings followed temporal or
spacial separation from family mem-
bers, both as I observed it and as de-
scribed by Fischer (1965). Gosling
body posture and orientation does not
vary between species or genus. Brania
species adults use direct-facing pos-

tures, theoretically retaining an
aggressive/dominance connotation
(Radesater 1974), whereas Amnser
species reorient the display to an
oblique or parallel body angle by 2-4
weeks of age (Lorenz 1966; Fischer
1965). Greeting Calls of goslings re-
portedly convert directly into the
Greeting (Triumph) display of adults
(Fischer 1965; Wurdinger 1970).

The first contact call I observed is
probably the “Wilaut ohne Halvor-
strechen,” Contact Call without the
neck out (Fischer 1965; Wirdinger
1970) and reportedly follows hatch-
ing, as I observed it. Both authors re-
ported the irregular call intervals,
which are not observed in any other
calls, and indicate this call is retained
for several weeks. I did not observe it
after day 1.

Wiirdinger (1970) reported that
three-note Contact Calls first arose at
four weeks in her Canada geese, and
that two-, three-, and four-syllable se-
ries were roughly equal in occurrence.
I first observed the call at two days.
This call was described for Anser
species by Fischer (1965) as “Wilaut
mit Halsvorstrecken,” Contact Call
with outstretched neck. Three-syllable
forms constituted 72% of my sample.
Mean syllable duration increased from
0.106 to 0.117 sec over 24 days for my
geese. Wiirdinger (1970) noted a sim-
ilar trend ending with 0.14 sec at 100
days. She reported an average interval
of 0.095 sec, with no mention of
change over time. I observed a major
decrease in interval from 0.12 on day
1 to 0.043 by day 24.

I observed most Contact Calls fol-
lowing separation, as reported for A.
anser goslings by Fischer (1965). She
reported additional use in “Triumph
Calls” with parents and when follow-
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ing the parents. Wirdinger (1970) re-
lated Contact Call use to distance
from parents (i.e., used at 1 m at 30
days; 2 m at 60 days; 12 m at 80 days)
in her study geese.

Fischer (1965) postulated calls de-
rived from Contact Calls to include
Cackling of Adult Greeting (Tri-
umph) displays and the Fortgelaut
“Going Away Call,” (Heinroth and
Heinroth 1924)—comparable to the
leading and/or preflight call (Whit-
ford 1987) used when leaving the
flock. The latter is alternately consid-
ered an intermediate between the
Lamentation and Contact Call that is
retained into adult life (Wirdinger
1970y

Goslings utter Lamentation Calls
when entering unfamiliar territory,
defecating, following adults, and
when approached by dominants
(Wiirdinger 1970). She reported they
were one syllable in all Anser species,
and 1 to 3 syllables in B. ¢. canadensis. 1
found 1 to 2 syllables in B. ¢. maxima,
indicating multiple syllables may be a
characteristic of this genus. A Lamen-
tation Call frequency range of 1.6-2.2
kHz, with greatest intensity (35-45
dB) at 1.97 kHz, a 0.18 sec mean sylla-
ble duration, and mean interval of
0.47 sec was reported for B. ¢. canaden-
sis (Wardinger 1970). B. ¢. maxima syl-
lables were 0.20 sec, and intervals 0.44
sec for my sample. Call and interval
duration did not differ significantly
between subspecies.

Based on my limited playback tests,
I feel Lamentation Calls increased
hatching activities of pipping eggs and
may affect hatching synchrony. After
hatching, Lamentation Calls are used
at 2 meters or less from parents until
40 days, to synchronize family behav-

ior (Wardinger 1970). No adult call is
reported to derive from this call.

Whistles of Desertion were one syl-
lable in Anser goslings, two in B. ¢
canadensis (Wardinger 1970), and two
in my B. ¢. maxima sample. My data
support Wirdinger’s (1970) report of
call duration increase over time being
a function of increase in second sylla-
ble duration. Air capacity of clavicular
air sacs increases with growth and per-
mits increased call duration (Wir-
dinger 1970). Duration increased with
increasing species body size, with B. c.
canadensis exhibiting the longest dura-
tion in her study. Observed duration
for my B. ¢. maxima sample at 10 days
exceeded hers for B. ¢. canadensis at 80
days. B. ¢. maxima goslings should evi-
dence greater duration for this call at
all comparable ages since they are ap-
proximately 20% larger than B. ¢
canadensis.

Whistle of Desertion interval dura-
tion was reported as 0.23 sec for B. ¢
canadensis (Wardinger 1970). My ob-
served intervals on day 24 (0.29 sec)
exceeded her maximum records.

Wirdinger (1970) reported fre-
quency declines of 1.2-2.7 kHz over
100 days. I recorded a decrease from
5.5 to 2.2 kHz in 24 days. In B. e
canadensis, age/distance relationships
for this call were 1 m from the parent
on days 1-30; 2 m after 30 days; 6 m at
50 days, and 20 m at 60 days
(Wirdinger 1970). The frequency de-
crease should reduce attenuation
(Morton 1975), and therefore 1 con-
cluded it insures greater call audibility
as gosling-parent distance increased
with age.

My observations support prior ob-
servations that Whistles of Desertion
are used when goslings lose visual con-
tact with parents or group, and always
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are used with vertical neck posture
(Fischer 1965; Wiirdinger 1970). Lam-
precht (1977a) found that parental re-
moval significantly increased distress
call rates, whereas sibling removal did
not. These call rates also were modi-
fied by experience (Lamprecht
1977b). He combined Whistle of De-
sertion and Lamentation calls to-
gether as “distress calls.”

Whistles of Desertion bring parents
back to warm or defend the goslings
(Fischer 1965). Wardinger (1970) re-
ported that parents recognize the
Whistle of Desertion of their own off-
spring and respond with searching be-
havior. The Distanzruf, or Long-Dis-
tance Contact Call, is believed to
derive from the Whistle of Desertion,
arising at about 40 days of age
(Wardinger 1970).

Both Wuardinger (1970) and Fischer
(1965) attempted to classify call func-
tion using Heinroth’s (1911) distinc-
tion of bond-strengthening (bond-
drive related) calls and those that
synchronize family actions (“distance-
related,” Wurdinger 1970). Suppos-
edly a “bond-drive related call” was a
response to the need for contact and
interaction with a family member as a
result of a bond-reinforcing motiva-
tion, “Bindungstreib” (Fischer 1965).

Wuardinger (1970) believed that
Contact Calls only synchronized fam-
ily behavior, whereas Greeting or Tri-
umph Display “bonded” family mem-
bers together. Fischer (1965) believed
they both had “bonding” functions.
Contact Calls are integrated into
Greetings in Branta species, therefore
having intra-family bond functions, al-
though they also synchronize family
functions. Arbitrary classification of
calls as synchrony related vs those
serving family-bonding functions may

be an oversimplification. Whistles of
Desertion and Lamentation Calls
maintain contact with the family, the
goslings’ source of protection. As far
as I am concerned, they have no altru-
istic functions, no survival value to the
family as a whole as Fischer (1965)
and Wurdinger (1970) implied. These
calls are given only by lost goslings,
not by goslings still with the family.
Thus they do not indicate absence of
a sibling, but a completely self-serving,
“help me, I'm here,” message. The
Trill, classified (Wurdinger 1970) as
family synchrony-related, induces
brooding, also a purely functional role
with survival value for the caller. It is
my opinion that all these calls should
be considered “selfish in origin”
(Dawkins 1976), important chiefly to
the caller. Previous classifications
should be altered accordingly to re-
flect call function from the caller’s
perspective rather than “family-func-
tion” level.

CONCLUSIONS

I found calls of the two Branta
canadensis subspecies to be similar in
shape, syllable number, and fre-
quency-modulation pattern. Supple-
mented by other studies, this finding
supports the theory that gosling calls
are conservative at the genus level.
Within Anser, like calls differed in in-
terval, duration, and frequency
among species (Wirdinger 1970).
Call syllable and interval duration var-
ied little at each age within my sam-
ple. Comparing Wirdinger’s (1970)
results and mine, call form variation
between subspecies of Canada geese
was considerably less than between
Anser species. Variation between her



338

Early Development and Function of Juvenile Calls in Giant Canada Geese

B. ¢. canadensis and my B. ¢. maxima
samples was so slight that interval and
syllable duration of Trill, Greeting,
Contact, Lamentation, and Sleep Calls
all agreed. B. ¢ maxima exhibited
slightly longer Greeting intervals and
syllable duration for Whistles of Deser-
tion. Less variation at the intraspecific
than interspecific level should be ex-
pected, and the degree of variation
should reflect relatively shorter time
spans since separation of Branta
canadensis subspecies than that since
Anser and Branta lines separated
(Johnsgard 1965).

All calls I recorded exhibited higher
peak frequencies, greater overall fre-
quency decrease, and a greater rate of
decrease than previously reported.
This was principally because my data
set for very young goslings was larger.
Whistles of Desertion dropped 0.2
kHz/day for the first week of life, an
effect not evident when averaging call
frequency over 100 days. Decrease in
frequency of calls with maturation re-
duces attenuation and compensates
for the increasing distance from the
parents at which calls are used.

I observed differences in form and
frequency of Lamentation and Greet-
ing Calls of like-aged male and female
goslings, a phenomenon not previ-
ously reported. Sample size was small,
and these differences could represent
either sexual or individual differ-
ences. The topic merits further study.

B. ¢. maxima gosling calls were dis-
tinct from one another. Greatest con-
fusion potential for recipients occurs
between Contact and Greeting Calls
that differ only in syllable number.
Trills and Sleep Calls, identical in syl-
lable duration, are distinguishable by
their differing frequency patterns.
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ABSTRACT

Observers in Milwaukee County, Wiscon-
sin have recorded 360 species of birds since
the 1840s. This paper describes a brief his-
tory of bird records and present-day bird
use of the county, and the current state of
wildlife management in the county. An an-
notated checklist of all species seen is in-
cluded.

BIRDS IN MILWAUKEE COUNTY—
AN OVERVIEW

Although it is mostly urban in char-
acter, Milwaukee County, Wisconsin,
has abundant birdlife, especially dur-
ing migratory periods. Three hun-
dred and sixty species of birds have
been found in Milwaukee County
since the 1840s (Domagalski, unpub-
lished manuscript 2003; The Passenger
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Pigeon “Seasonal Field Notes” through
Fall 2003; Robbins 1991). This num-
ber of species is approximately 85% of
the state total, and more than that for
any of the 71 other counties in the
state. The checklist included at the
end of this paper lists these species,
with status designations and brief an-
notation. Four species on the list have
not been seen since the beginning of
the twentieth century. These include
Magnificent Frigatebird and Thick-
billed Murre, plus the extinct Passen-
ger Pigeon and Carolina Parakeet.
Several more were extirpated during
the early twentieth century (Sharp-
tailed Grouse and Greater Prairie-
Chicken).

In spite of the fact that Milwaukee
County contains Wisconsin’s largest
and most densely populated urban
and suburban area, concentrations of
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migrant birds occur here in part due
to Milwaukee’s location on the west-
ern shoreline of Lake Michigan,
which comprises an important migra-
tory pathway or flyway for birds. The
shoreline is a natural north-south
leading line, used by migrant birds
during both spring and fall migra-
tions. The western shore of the Lake is
also a barricade to the eastward move-
ments of western vagrants during the
well-documented vagrant period of
August through December, when
mostly juvenile birds wander off
course from traditional routes. This
natural obstacle has produced records
of Varied Thrush, Black-throated
Sparrow, Ash-throated Flycatcher and
Phainopepla, among others in Mil-
waukee and along the western shore
of the lake. The Milwaukee Embay-
ment has long been recognized as an
area used by thousands of migratory
waterfowl, loons, grebes, gulls, terns,
shorebirds and other avian species
groups, and is an important factor in
attracting birds and providing them
with temporary habitat.

The Embayment, the lakeshore,
and modern-day harbor have histori-
cally been used and are presently used
by birds for resting and feeding dur-
ing both spring and fall migration, as
well as during winter for some avian
species. The Harbor and its breakwa-
ters provide a resting and loafing area
for thousands of non-breeding, sub-
adult gulls, mostly Herring and Ring-
billed, during the entire year. These
are joined during spring and fall mi-
gration by wintering arctic gulls in-
cluding (in decreasing order of abun-
dance): Thayer’s, Glaucous, and
Iceland. During peak migration the
Harbor is host to conservatively 75-
100,000 migrant and resident gulls.

The numbers that spend the winter
depend on the severity of winter re-
flected in the degree of freezing of the
inner Harbor, although the main food
source for many of these birds is
urban landfills. The recent warmer
winters have resulted in a fall migra-
tion scason for these larids that ex-
tends to approximately January 15,
when winter patterns of occurrences
and feeding as well as final departure
of migrants are seen. All of the species
of gulls and terns recorded in the
state (with the exceptions of Ross’s
and Black-tailed gulls) have been
recorded in Milwaukee, and the single
state record of Slaty-backed Gull
(pending acceptance by the Records
Committee) was from the inner Har-
bor.

Historically the Milwaukee estuary,
(now the city’s Downtown district and
old industrial valley) extending west
to present-day Miller Park, was a con-
tinuation of marsh, tamarack bog, and
swamp, and was known to American
Indians as a haven for waterfowl. This
area lies at the confluence of the Mil-
waukee, Menominee, and Kinnikinnic
rivers on its eastern extent. Well over
95% of this wetland has been elimi-
nated with industrialization of the
Menominee Valley.

Milwaukee County also has a well-
kept park system, including some
areas set aside as nature sanctuaries.
Ninety-nine species of breeding birds
have been recently found within the
county boundaries, as confirmed by
the Wisconsin Breeding Bird Atlas for
Milwaukee County during 1995-2000
(see the webpage for the Wisconsin
Breeding Bird Atlas <http://www.
uwgb.edu/birds/wbba/>; Wisconsin
Breeding Bird Atlas 2003). Numbers
of breeding species are far fewer than
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those of migrants with 261 non-breed-
ing species recorded in the County
and only 99 breeders (lIdzikowski
1989, Idzikowski et al. 1989, Korducki
and Bontly 2000).

Historically, Milwaukee County was
blessed with abundant populations of
game birds such as waterfowl, Sharp-
tailed Grouse, Greater Prairie-
Chicken, and Northern Bobwhite.
These species were found within walk-
ing distance of the city, supplying
hunters as late as the 1870s (Gregory
1931, Schorger 1943). Since the early
twentieth century, some game species
(Northern Bobwhite, Greater Prairie-
Chicken, Sharp-tailed Grouse, Ruffed
Grouse, Gray Partridge) have ceased
to inhabit the county due to the ex-
panding human population and ac-
companying alteration of the land-
scape for human uses. The introduced
Gray Partridge was a special case, with
individuals released by hunters until
sometime in the middle of the twenti-
eth century. Although some game
bird species have thus been lost or
their populations have declined, many
other species still are found within the
county boundaries during one or
more seasons. Birds are often used as
primary examples of indicators of en-
vironmental health (Gill 1990), and
preserving birds and their habitat are
worthwhile goals. These goals should
be supported and promoted as part of
urban environmental policy.

WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT IN
PRESENT-DAY MILWAUKEE COUNTY

The development of urban areas
fragments the original natural land-
scape, and development both removes
and creates areas of habitat for

wildlife (Adams 1994). Parks are set
aside, and features of the “built envi-
ronment” (architectural features on
buildings and bridges) are used as
nesting sites by some avian species.
Over 90% of the native vegetation in
Milwaukee County has been lost, in-
cluding over 99% of native prairie,
100% of oak-savannah, 96% of upland
woods and 70% of wetlands. In a simi-
lar analysis, the breeding bird popula-
tion in the County before 1850 was an-
alyzed using old records, as well as by
assuming historical presence based on
regional occurrences; it showed a loss
of 57 species, or 36% to today; 26% of
forest (15) and prairie-oak savanna
(10) species have been extirpated as
breeders. Wetlands have lost 43% of
breeders (23 species). Milwaukee
probably had 9 species characteristic
of more northern forests and bogs;
many of these are still found in the
relict bogs of Ozaukee and Washing-
ton counties; all 9 of these are gone
from the County as nesting birds
(Leitner et al., in press).

Habitat fragmentation has created a
host of problems for birds and other
wildlife, including increased preda-
tion and cowbird parasitism (Askins
2000, Robinson et al. 1993). Although
birds are still found seasonally in Mil-
waukee County in great numbers,
until the present time relatively few
wildlife management practices have
been used to enhance habitat for
birds or other wildlife species (R.
Lien, Urban Wildlife Specialist, Bu-
reau of Wildlife Management, WDNR,
personal communication; D. Spuhler,
former Land Manager, Milwaukee
County Department of Parks, Recre-
ation, and Culture, personal commu-
nication). Areas in Milwaukee County
that are exceptions to this statement
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are the Havenwoods State Forest,
Schlitz Audubon Nature Center, and
Wehr Nature Center, each of which
has ongoing active habitat manage-
ment activities.

Milwaukee County is currently gath-
ering information on non-consump-
tive uses of wildlife such as observa-
tion by wildlife and bird enthusiasts,
in hopes of developing areas, birding
trails, and other facilities for birding
tourists. The cities of Toronto, ON
(Hough 1995), Arcata, CA, and nu-
merous other communities in the
states of Alaska, Arizona, Arkansas,
California, Colorado, Illinois, Iowa,
Maryland, Michigan, Minnesota, Ne-
braska, New Hampshire, New Jersey,
New Mexico, Ohio, Oregon, Texas,
Virginia, and Washington have devel-
oped tourist facilities, festivals, and
other activities and accommodations
attractive to wildlife enthusiasts and
birders, which generate considerable
economic benefits for those commu-
nities. The potential certainly exists
for activities of this type in Milwaukee
County. With county funding for man-
agement and development of wildlife
habitat, Milwaukee County stands to
realize significant economic benefit
from birding and other wildlife view-
ing opportunities. There is abundant
proof that these types of develop-
ments have worked in communities
around the United States. A Milwau-
kee County Parks “Oak Leaf Birding
Trail” map has been developed for the
county.

PROBLEM SPECIES

In recent years, some species in
urban areas have become abundant
enough to cause problems for hu-

mans, including the Canada Goose
(Whitford 2002), Ring-billed and Her-
ring gulls, the Rock Pigeon, and the
European Starling. Emphasis has been
placed on dealing with these over-
abundant species by both county and
state governments, and programs exist
for control of these wildlife species. A
report, the “Wisconsin Urban Water-
fowl Task Force Final Report and Rec-
ommendations,” was issued in 1998.
The task force included representa-
tives from municipal government
agencies, real estate managers, animal
rights groups, county parks depart-
ments, golf courses, the Wisconsin
Humane Society, the Wisconsin Lakes
Association, the Wisconsin Audubon
Council, the Wisconsin Conservation
Congress, the Wisconsin Farm Bu-
reau, the Wisconsin Society for Or-
nithology, the Wisconsin Wildlife Fed-
eration, hunters’ groups, and the
Wisconsin Department of Natural Re-
sources. The report makes recommen-
dations for various control and man-
agement alternatives for dealing with
large concentrations of Canada Geese
and other waterfowl in urban areas
(Wisconsin Urban Waterfowl Task
Force 1998).

A program is in place at the state
level to pay abatement costs for
wildlife damage in urban areas. The
Urban Wildlife Damage Abatement
and Control Grant makes funding up
to $25,000 available to urban areas to
help in dealing with problems caused
by populations of Canada Geese and
white-tailed deer, with a maximum of
$5000 available for an individual ap-
plicant. Funds can be used for moni-
toring populations, removal, trans-
port, and translocation of deer or
geese, modification of habitat, pro-
cessing of and distribution of geese or
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deer to food banks or other food pro-
grams of charitable agencies or organ-
izations, and other control or manage-
ment activities as approved by WDNR.
Proof of population estimates and
damage effects of populations of ani-
mals on the communities in question
are required as part of the grant
process. Communities must propose
legal and ethical means of attaining
controls on said populations (WDNR
1999).

MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS,
SUMMARY, AND CONCLUSIONS

Wildlife management as such has
heretofore not been a priority in Mil-
waukee County. This may be chang-
ing, as the county has hired individu-
als to develop plans for natural areas
management activities on county
lands. Populations of birds continue
to use the county, especially during
migration. Conflicts will continue to
arise between human uses of county
park lands, commercial and recre-
ational boat traffic in Milwaukee Bay
and the harbor area, and housing or
commercial-industrial development
on remaining privately-held lands. As
human population and development
pressures increase, avian wildlife may
continue to lose ground. A sound set
of policies for enhancing wildlife habi-
tat may be helpful in preventing some
losses.

Among other recommendations,
there is a definite need to expand
breeding, migrant, and wintering bird
survey coverage of Milwaukee County
lands and new Metropolitan Milwau-
kee Sewerage District (MMSD) “con-
servation lands,” especially including
the remaining wetland areas such as

Monastery Lake, Dumpky’s Marsh,
and other small cattail marshes. These
types of surveys have been inconsis-
tent and fragmented in the county in
the past. This area’s southern location
in the state makes it a good survey lo-
cation to look for increased occur-
rences of southern species as breed-
ers, with the possible advent of climate
warming (such as White-eyed Vireo
and Summer Tanager).

Creation of protected areas for
wildlife, including backyard habitat
initiatives aimed at birds, through the
National Wildlife Federation’s Back-
yard Wildlife Habitat Programs (Na-
tional Wildlife Federation 2004),
Audubon At Home (National
Audubon Society 2004), efforts initi-
ated by Wild Ones (Wild Ones 2004),
can provide the single most important
component of a strategy for bird con-
servation in the county. Although
legal protection exists for nesting and
migratory birds, local government
policies regarding habitat for bird
species have yet to be articulated in
Milwaukee County. In addition, envi-
ronmental pollution of land, water,
and air threatens wildlife health as it
does human health (Hough 1995).
Continued monitoring of bird species
abundance, wildlife health and con-
taminants, and some restraints on de-
velopment in some areas of the
county will be necessary to ensure the
long-term health of bird populations.

ACENOWLEDGMENTS

Thanks to Karen Etter-Hale, Dan
Spuhler, and Mark Verhagen for com-
ments on an early version of this
paper. Their suggestions significantly
improved the manuscript. We also



346 Birds of Milwaulee County, Wisconsin—1840s to the Present

BIRDS OF MILWAUKEE COUNTY, WISCONSIN (1850—PRESENT)

Current status designations: A: abundant; C: common; FC: fairly common; UC: uncommon; R: rare
but annual; VR: very rare, not annual; VAG: vagrant, out of normal range, not expected; No20C: no
20t or 215 century records; M: migrant; Irr: irregular; P: permanent resident, most also breed in
the county; *: breeds in Milwaukee County (prob*: probably breeds in Milw. Co.); W: winters in
Milw. Co; Extirpated: population lost due to urbanization and alteration of habitat; not found re-
cently; (undoc.): documentation not submitted to WSO Records Committee.

1. Black-bellied Whistling-Duck VAG (one 46. Northern Bobwhite formerly UCP;

record)

extirpated

2. Greater White-fronted Goose VRM 47. Red-throated Loon RM
3. Snow Goose UCM 48. Pacific Loon VRM
4. Ross’s Goose VRM 49. Common Loon CM
5. Cackling Goose UCM 50. Pied-billed Grebe CM
6. Canada Goose AM& C*&CW 51. Horned Grebe FCM
7. Brant VRM 52. Red-necked Grebe RM
8. Mute Swan UCM 53. Eared Grebe RM
9. Trumpeter Swan VRM 54. Western Grebe VRM
10. Tundra Swan UCM 55. American White Pelican VRM
11. Wood Duck CM&UC* 56. Double-crested Cormorant CM
12. Gadwall FCM 57. Anhinga VAG
13. Eurasian Wigeon VRM 58. Magnificent Frigatebird VAG; No20C
14. American Wigeon CM 59. American Bittern UCM
15. American Black Duck CM&R*&CW 60. Least Bittern UCM&R*
16. Mallard CM&C*P 61. Great Blue Heron CM&UC*
17. Blue-winged Teal CM&R* 62. Great Egret UCM
18. Cinnamon Teal VRM 63. Snowy Egret VRM
19. Northern Shoveler CM 64. Little Blue Heron VRM
20. Northern Pintail UCM 65. Cattle Egret VRM
21. Green-winged Teal FCM 66. Green Heron CM&UCH
22. Canvasback UCM 67. Black-crowned Night-Heron CM
23. Redhead FCM 68. Yellow-crowned Night-Heron RM&VR*
24. Ring-necked Duck FCM 69. White-faced Ibis VRM
25. Greater Scaup CM&FCW 70. Wood Stork VR; No20C
26. Lesser Scaup CM&UCW 71. Black Vulture VRM
27. King Eider VRM&W 72. Turkey Vulture CM
28. Harlequin Duck RM&W 73. Osprey UCM
29. Surf Scoter UCM 74. Swallow-tailed Kite VR; (undocumented
30. White-winged Scoter UCM sighting in 2001, No20C)
31. Black Scoter UCM 75. Mississippi Kite VRM
32. Long-tailed Duck (Oldsquaw) UCM&W 76. Bald Eagle UCM
33. Bufflehead CM&W 77. Northern Harrier UCM
34. Common Goldeneye CM&W 78. Sharp-shinned Hawk FCM&RW
35. Barrow’s Goldeneye VRM&W 79. Cooper’s Hawk CM*FC*&FCW
36. Hooded Merganser FCM 80. Northern Goshawk UCM
37. Common Merganser FCM&W 81. Red-shouldered Hawk UCM
38. Red-breasted Merganser FCM&W 82. Broad-winged Hawk FCM
39. Ruddy Duck FCM 83. Swainson's Hawk VRM
40. Gray Partridge formerly UCP; extirpated; 84. Red-tailed Hawk CM&FC#*&FCW
introduced 85. Rough-legged Hawk UCM
41. Ring-necked Pheasant UCP; introduced 86. Golden Eagle VRM
42. Ruffed Grouse formerly UCP; extirpated 87. American Kestrel CM&FC*&FCW
43. Sharp-tailed Grouse CP through mid-1800s; ~ 88. Merlin UCM
extirpated by early 1900s 89. Gyrfalcon VRM
44. Greater Prairie-Chicken CP through 90. Peregrine Falcon UCM&R*&RW
mid-1800s; extirpated by early 1900s 91. Yellow Rail VRM
45. Wild Turkey RP; recent unintentional 92. Black Rail VRM
reintroduction? 93. King Rail VRM
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94.
95;
96.
97
98.
99.
100.
101.
102.
103.
104.
105.
106.
107.
108.
109.
110.
. Spotted Sandpiper CM&UC*
. Upland Sandpiper UCM
. Whimbrel RM
. Hudsonian Godwit RM
. Marbled Godwit RM
. Ruddy Turnstone FCM
. Red Knot UCM
. Sanderling FCM
. Semipalmated Sandpiper FCM
. Western Sandpiper RM
. Least Sandpiper FCM
. White-rumped Sandpiper UCM
. Baird’s Sandpiper UCM
. Pectoral Sandpiper FCM
. Purple Sandpiper RM&RW
. Dunlin FCM
. Curlew Sandpiper VRM
. Stilt Sandpiper UCM
. Buff-breasted Sandpiper VRM
. Ruff VRM
. Short-billed Dowitcher FCM
. Long-billed Dowitcher UCM
3. Wilson's Snipe FCM
4. American Woodcock FCM&R*
135.
136.
137.
138.
139.
140.
141.
142,
143,
144.
145.
146.
. California Gull VRM
. Herring Gull AM&FC*&CW
. Thayer’s Gull RM&W
. Iceland Gull VRW
. Lesser Black-backed Gull RM&W
. Glaucous-winged Gull VRM&W
. Glaucous Gull UCW
. Great Black-backed Gull RM&W

Virginia Rail UCM&R*
Sora FCM&R*

Purple Gallinule VAG (three records)

Common Moorhen RM (R prob*)

American Coot CM (R prob®) &UCW

Sandhill Crane UCM
Black-bellied Plover FCM
American Golden Plover UCM
Semipalmated Plover FCM
Piping Plover RM

Killdeer CM&UC*
Black-necked Stilt VRM
American Avocet VRM
Greater Yellowlegs FCM
Lesser Yellowlegs FCM
Solitary Sandpiper FCM
Willet RM

Wilson’s Phalarope RM
Red-necked Phalarope VRM
Red Phalarope VRM

Pomarine Jaeger (Undoc.)VRM
Parasitic Jaeger VRM
Laughing Gull VRM

Franklin’s Gull RM

Little Gull VRM

Black-headed Gull VRM
Bonaparte’s Gull FCM

Mew Gull VRM

Ring-billed Gull AM&FC#&CW

155.
156.
157.
158.
159.
160.
161.
162.
163.
164.

165.
166.
167.
168.
169.
170.

171.
172.
173.
174.
175.
176.
177,
178.
179.
180.
181.
182.
183.
184.
185.
186.
187.
188.
189.
190.
191
192
193.
194.
195.
196.
197.
198.
199.
200.
201.
202.
203.
204.
205.
206.
207.
208.
209.
210.
211.

Black-legged Kittiwake RM&W

Ivory Gull VRW

Caspian Tern FCM

Royal Tern VAG

Common Tern FCM

Arctic Tern VRM

Forster’s Tern FCM

Least Tern VRM

Black Tern UCM

Thick-billed Murre (one 19t century
record)

Rock Pigeon AP; introduced
Mourning Dove CM&C#&CW
White-winged Dove VRM

Passenger Pigeon (Extinct CM)
Common Ground-Dove VAG
Carolina Parakeet (Extinct VR seasonal
visitant to SE WI)

Black-billed Cuckoo FCM&UC*
Yellow-billed Cuckoo FCM&R*

Barn Owl VRM&*&W

Eastern Screech-Owl FCP

Great Horned Owl FCP

Snowy Owl UCW

Northern Hawk Owl VRM&W (2 records)
Burrowing Owl VRM

Barred Owl UCM&W

Great Gray Owl VRW (one record)
Long-eared Owl UCM&W
Short-eared Owl UCM&W

Boreal Owl VRM&W (only two records)
Northern Saw-whet Owl UCM&W
Common Nighthawk CM&UC*
Whip-poor-will UCM

Chimney Swift CM&C*
Ruby-throated Hummingbird CM &FC*
Rufous Hummingbird VRM

Belted Kingfisher CM & UC*
Red-headed Woodpecker UCM,UC*,RW
Red-bellied Woodpecker CP
Yellow-bellied Sapsucker FCM

Downy Woodpecker CP

Hairy Woodpecker UCP
Black-backed Woodpecker VRM
Northern Flicker CM&FC*

Pileated Woodpecker VRM
Olive-sided Flycatcher FCM

Eastern Wood-Pewee CM&FC*
Yellow-bellied Flycatcher FCM
Acadian Flycatcher UCM

Alder Flycatcher FCM

Willow Flycatcher FCM&UC*

Least Flycatcher CM

Eastern Phoebe CM&UC*

Great Crested Flycatcher CM&UC*
Western Kingbird RM

Eastern Kingbird CM&FC*
Loggerhead Shrike RM

Northern Shrike UCM&W

(Continued)
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Early Development and Function of Juvenile Calls in Giant Canada Geese

212,
213.
214.
215,
216.
v 7
218.
219.
220.
221,
229
223,
224,
225.
226.
227

228.
. Cliff Swallow CM&UC*

. Barn Swallow CM&C#*

. Black-capped Chickadee CP
. Boreal Chickadee VRW
233.
. Red-breasted Nuthatch FCM

. White-breasted Nuthatch CP

. Brown-headed Nuthatch VRW

. Brown Creeper CM&UCW

. Carolina Wren RM, R¥, RW

. Bewick’s Wren RM

. House Wren CM&C*

. Winter Wren CM&RW

. Sedge Wren UCM

. Marsh Wren UCM&R*

. Golden-crowned Kinglet CM&FCW
. Ruby-crowned Kinglet CM&RW

. Blue-Gray Gnatcatcher CM&UC*
247,
248.
249,
250.
251.
252.
253.
254.
255.
256.
257-
258.
259.
260.
261.
262.
263.
264.
265.
266.

BirDS OF MILWAUKEE COUNTY, WISCONSIN (1850—PRESENT) (Continued)

White-eyed Vireo RM

Bell's Vireo RM

Yellow-throated Vireo FCM
Blue-headed Vireo FCM
Warbling Vireo CM&FC*
Philadelphia Vireo FCM
Red-eyed Vireo CM&FC*

Blue Jay CP&CM

Clark’s Nutcracker VAG; one record
Black-billed Magpie VRM
American Crow CP&CM
Common Raven RM

Horned Lark FCM&R*

Purple Martin UCM*&UC*

Tree Swallow CM&UC*
Northern Rough-winged Swallow
CM&UCH*

Bank Swallow CM&C*

Tufted Titmouse RM&R*&RW

Eastern Bluebird FCM&UC*
Mountain Bluebird VRM
Townsend’s Solitaire VRM
Veery CM&R*

Gray-cheeked Thrush CM
Swainson’s Thrush CM

Hermit Thrush CM&RW

Wood Thrush CM&UC*
American Robin AM, A*&UCW
Varied Thrush VRM&W

Gray Catbird CM&C*

Northern Mockingbird RM
Brown Thrasher CM&FC*
European Starling AP; introduced
American Pipit UCM
Bohemian Waxwing RM&W
Cedar Waxwing CM,FC*&UCW
Phainopepla VAG; one record
Blue-winged Warbler FCM
Golden-winged Warbler UCM

267.
268,
269.
270.
7
272
273.
274.
275.
276.
2717.
278.
279.
280.
281.
282.
283.
284.
285.
286.
287.
288.
289.
290.
291.
292
203,
294,
295.
296.
297.
298,
299.
300.
301.
302.
303.
304.
305.
306.
307.
308.
309.
310.
1.
312.
313.
314.
315.
316.
317.
318.
319.
320.
321.
322,

Tennessee Warbler CM
Orange-crowned Warbler UCM
Nashville Warbler CM
Northern Parula FCM

Yellow Warbler CM&UC*
Chestnut-sided Warbler CM
Magnolia Warbler CM

Cape May Warbler FCM
Black-throated Blue Warbler UCM
Yellow-rumped Warbler AM
Black-throated Green Warbler CM
Blackburnian Warbler FCM
Yellow-throated Warbler RM
Pine Warbler UCM

Prairie Warbler RM

Palm Warbler CM

Bay-breasted Warbler FCM
Blackpoll Warbler CM
Cerulean Warbler RM
Black-and-white Warbler CM
American Redstart CM&R*
Prothonotary Warbler RM
Worm-eating Warbler RM
Ovenbird CM

Northern Waterthrush FCM
Louisiana Waterthrush UCM
Kentucky Warbler RM
Connecticut Warbler UCM
Mourning Warbler FCM
Common Yellowthroat CM&FC*
Hooded Warbler RM

Wilson’s Warbler FCM

Canada Warbler FCM
Yellow-breasted Chat RM
Summer Tanager RM

Scarlet Tanager FCM&UC*
Western Tanager RM
Green-tailed Towhee VAG
Spotted Towhee RM

Eastern Towhee FCM&UC*
American Tree Sparrow CM&W
Chipping Sparrow CM&C*
Clay-colored Sparrow UCM&R*
Field Sparrow CM&UC*
Vesper Sparrow UCM

Lark Sparrow RM
Black-throated Sparrow VAG
Lark Bunting RM

Savannah Sparrow CM&FC*
Grasshopper Sparrow UCM
Henslow’s Sparrow UCM
LeConte’s Sparrow RM
Nelson’s Sharp-tailed Sparrow RM
Fox Sparrow CM&UCW

Song Sparrow CM, C*&UCW
Lincoln’s Sparrow UCM
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323. Swamp Sparrow CM

324. White-throated Sparrow CM&UCW

325. White-crowned Sparrow CM&RW

326. Harris’s Sparrow RM

327. Dark-eyed Junco CM&CW

328. Lapland Longspur UCM

329. Smith’s Longspur VRM

330. Snow Bunting FCM&W

331. Northern Cardinal CP

332. Rose-breasted Grosbeak CM&UCH

333. Blue Grosbeak VRM

334. Painted Bunting VRM

335. Indigo Bunting CM&FC*

336. Dickcissel UCM&R™*

337. Bobolink FCM&UC*

338. Red-winged Blackbird AM, C¥&RW

339. Eastern Meadowlark FCM&UC*

340. Western Meadowlark UCM; (now much
less common)

341. Yellow-headed Blackbird UCM

342. Rusty Blackbird FCM

acknowledge the contributions of sev-
eral generations of avid birders and
ornithologists who have lived in or vis-
ited Milwaukee County. Without
them, the list of bird species found in
the county would be incomplete.
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ABSTRACT

Six infra-red-triggered cameras, purchased
with a grant from the Wisconsin Society for
Ornithology, were used to identify predators
of active and artificial Common Loon
(Gavia immer) nests in northern Wiscon-
sin during the 2003 and 2004 nesting sea-
sons. Five raccoons (Procyon lotor) and
I Common Raven (Corvus corax) were
identified as nest-predators at 11 predated,
active Common Loon nests. Eight raccoons
were identified as nest-predators at 10 pre-
dated artificial nest-sites. The results sug-
gest that raccoons play an important role
in Common Loon nest failure in northern
Wisconsin.

INTRODUCTION

Andren (1992) found that rac-
coons reach their highest densi-
ties in fragmented landscapes. In Illi-
nois, raccoon-vulnerable species of
songbirds were found to be in decline,
which was attributed to increasing
populations of raccoons and their
high rate of nest predation on low-
nesting species (Schmidt 2003). Lind-
say et al. (2002) also documented sig-
nificant declines in the prevalence of
ground-nesting birds on developed
lakes in northern Wisconsin, but did
not quantify raccoon density.
Currently, over 80% of northern
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Wisconsin’s shoreline frontage is pri-
vately owned and development in this
region has increased 216% since 1965
(Wisconsin Association of Lakes
2002). It is thought that all of north-
ern Wisconsin’s privately owned
frontage property will be developed
by 2015 (Wisconsin Association of
Lakes 2002). The deleterious effects
of such development on ground-nest-
ing bird species is of concern. Devel-
oped shorelines may lead to elevated
raccoon populations and lower Com-
mon Loon nesting success in north-
ern Wisconsin.

Our objective was to identify preda-
tors of Common Loon nests in north-
ern Wisconsin. We used infra-red cam-
eras, purchased with a grant from the
Wisconsin Society of Ornithology, to
identify loon nest-predators at active
nests and at artificial nests within the
study area. This study was conducted
in conjunction with an ongoing loon
demography study funded by the
United States EPA (STAR Co-opera-
tive Agreement R82-9085) and con-
ducted by the Wisconsin Department
of Natural Resources, which is quanti-
fying loon population size and demo-
graphic parameters within a 5000 km
area of northern Wisconsin during
2002-2004. The nest failure rate was
>50% within the study area during
2002-2004 and nest predation is
thought to be the primary factor (M.
Meyer, WDNR, pers. comm.).

STUDY AREA

The study area included Vilas,
Oneida, Lincoln, and Iron Counties
in northern Wisconsin. Annual pre-
cipitation is 30-34 inches and annual
snowfall is 50-90 inches. Kettle lakes,

ponds, and peatlands are common.
Lakes cover 15% and wetlands 21% of
total area within the region. Land
cover type is northern hardwood and
coniferous forest, dominated by white
pine (Pinus strobus), red pine (Pinus
resinosa), red oak (Quercus rubra),
paper birch (Betula papyrifera) and
eastern hemlock (7Tsuga canadensis).

METHODS

Camera placement at active nests—

Infra-red-triggered 35mm cameras
(Moultrie Game Cam II) were used to
capture predation events of active
Common Loon nests from 23 May-26
June 03 and from 14 May-12 July 2004
(Table 1). The infra-red trigger has a
range of approximately 20 feet and is
triggered by anything that crosses the
beam. The operator has the setting
option of 6-minute or 15-second inter-
vals between photos. Kodak 800-speed
film was used, as recommended for
nighttime photography. Date and
time were imprinted on each photo-
graph.

Two-foot lengths of 10-inch diame-
ter PVC piping were covered with
birch bark. A slit, the width of the
camera’s factory-issued weatherproof
housing, was cut lengthwise into the
PVC and the camera was placed in-
side, exposing only the face of the fac-
tory housing. A piece of birch bark
was then placed over the face of the
unit, masking much of the exposed
housing (Figure 1). This was done in
order to camouflage the units from in-
cubating loons, predators, and hu-
mans. It also allowed for minimal set-
up time.

Set-up varied with each nest loca-
tion. To minimize set-up time, the



Table 1. Camera placements at active Common Loon nests.

County

Lake Name

Territorial Pair ID

Date Placed Date Collected Nest Status Predator
Oneida Clear Northeast Points 23-May-03 09-Jun-03 Predated Unknown
Oneida Clear Northeast Points 23-May-03 09-Jun-03 Predated Unknown
Oneida Cunard — 02-Jun-03 16-Jun-03 Predated Unknown
Vilas Anvil — 02-Jun-03 04-Jun-03 Predated Unknown
Vilas Wabasso — 05-Jun-03 16-Jun-03 Predated Raccoon
Vilas Trout North Islands 06-Jun-03 13-Jun-03 Predated Raven
Oneida Clear Northeast Banded 09-Jun-03 12-Jun-03 Did not lay =
Oneida Clear Northeast Banded 09-Jun-03 12-Jun-03 Did not lay —
Vilas Patterson — 12-Jun-03 19-Jun-03 Predated Unknown
Vilas Trout Horseshoe 13-Jun-03 19-Jun-03 Eggs Displaced —
Iron Turtle Flambeau Flowage South Bonies 18-Jun-03 01-Jul-03 Hatched —
Iron Turtle Flambeau Flowage Blair 18-Jun-03 30-Jun-03 Predated Raccoon
Iron Turtle Flambeau Flowage Teal Bay 18-Jun-03 30Jun-03 Eggs Displaced —
Oneida Tomahawk Dead Island 26-Jun-03 - Hatched .-
Oneida Buck — 14-May-04 01-Jun-04 Hatched —
Oneida Blue — 19-May-04 08-Jun-04 Predated Raccoon
Lincoln Squaw — 22-May-04 21-Jun-04 Hatched —
Oneida Bolger — 28-May-04 21-Jun-04 Predated Raccoon
Iron Turtle Flambeau Flowage Siefert’s Slough 06-Jun-04 14-Jun-04 Removed —_
Oneida West Twin — 10-Jun-04 17-Jun-04 Hatched —
Oneida Bullhead — 17-Jun-04 21-Jun-04 Predated Raccoon
Oneida Minocqua Stack’s Bay 22-Jun-04 - Eggs Displaced —
Oneida Langley — 29-Jun-04 12-Jul-04 Hatched —_
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Figure 1. Camera in a PVC housing monitoring an active Common Loon nest. The PVC was
designed to resemble a birch log.

cameras were set to the appropriate
date and time, loaded with film and
set to the proper configurations (15-
second delay between photos and
high-power mode) prior to approach-
ing the nest. Next, the nest was evalu-
ated from a distance for a place to set
the camera, typically within 2-3m of
the active nest. Selected nests were
thought to be susceptible to predation
because of high visibility or because
they had been previously depredated.
The nest-area was then approached
and the incubator typically flushed
from the nest. When possible, the in-
vestigator landed his boat several me-
ters from the nest in order to allow a
gentle flush.

Set-up consisted of finding a surface
to place the camera on and clearing
of vegetation that might trigger the
camera. As the cameras are triggered

by motion, focusing the camera di-
rectly on the nest was not an option,
as the incubating loon would trigger
the camera. Instead, the cameras were
focused away from the nest and di-
rected towards likely avenues a preda-
tor might take to access the nest
and/or areas that a predator might
use to consume the egg(s), such as
game-trails, shorelines, clearings, or
bottlenecks close to the nest. Thus,
the cameras did not directly photo-
graph the animals predating the nest,
but recorded the species very near to
the nest the same day/night as the
nest was depredated.

Once the camera was placed, it was
tested several times and locked closed.
The investigator then left the area and
waited to observe that the incubating
loon had returned to the nest. The
elapsed time, from flushing the incu-
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bator to leaving the nest-area, was less
than 10 minutes.

The nests were monitored weekly or
more frequently. When the nest was
determined to have failed, the camera
was collected and the film was devel-
oped.

Camera placement at artificial
nests—

Artificial loon nests were con-
structed on or near the locations
where active nests had failed during
the nesting season from 15 July-28
August 2003 and from 25 May-30 July
2004 (Table 2). (The cameras and
camera housings were the same as de-
scribed above.) Nest-bowls of previous
nesters were used when possible, but
often nests were constructed from
available materials (vegetation, mud,
ctc.) in the vicinity of a predated nest
(Figure 2).

Once constructed, 2-6 chicken eggs
were placed in the nest bowl. In 2004,
the eggs were dyed olive-green and
marked with a permanent marker in
order to mimic Common Loon egg-
coloration. In July 2003 a loon decoy
was placed within IHfoot of the eggs.
The decoy was thought to provide a vi-
sual attraction to the nest, similar to
an incubating loon. Later in 2003 and
in 2004, the loon decoy was not used
as it attracted humans to the nest and
to the cameras. The camera was fo-
cused on the nest, so as to be trig-
gered by any movement at the nest.
Thus, the cameras directly pho-
tographed the animals predating each
artificial nest.

Vegetation that might trigger the
camera was then cleared. The camera
was then tested several times and
locked closed. The nests were moni-

tored weekly and cameras were col-
lected after the nest was depredated.

RESULTS

Cameras were successfully placed at
23 active nests. Of these, 11 were pre-
dated and 6 nest-predators were con-
clusively identified. These included 5
raccoons and 1 Common Raven. In
all, predation accounted for 79%
(11/14) of nest failures at monitored
nests. The remaining 21% (3/14) of
failures were attributed to eggs being
displaced from the nest-bowl by wave-
action or by an incubating loon. One
such failure at Trout Lake (Horseshoe
Territory) occurred the same night as
photographs of a raccoon at the nest.
The eggs were not consumed and the
nest was not considered predated. In
total, 314 photographs were taken at
active nests including 46 photographs
of raccoons (Figure 3), 15 American
Crows (Corvus brachyrhynchos), 2
Ravens, 1 Bald Eagle (Haliaeetus lewco-
cephalus), 5 black bears (Ursus ameri-
canus), 1 red fox (Vulpes vulpes), 2
ducks (Anas spp.) and 15 humans.
Most photographs, however, did not
provide a direct link between predator
and nest-predation, as many were
recorded on a different day/night
from the predation event or were
recorded the same night as other
predators. (E.g., in 2003, a camera
near a loon nest at Patterson Lake
recorded a raccoon, red fox, and
black bear all on the same night.) Two
rolls of film, one from a failed nest,
were exposed and their results were
not obtained.

Cameras were placed at 21 artificial
nests. Ten nests were predated, yield-
ing direct photographic evidence of 8



Table 2. Camera placements, nest status, and identified predators of artificial Common Loon nests in northern Wisconsin.

County Lake Name Territorial Pair ID Date Placed Date Collected Nest Status Predator
Oneida Clear Northeast Points 15-Jul-03 28-Jul-03 Removed —
Oneida Clear Southwest Access 15-Jul-03 28-Jul-03 Predated Raccoon
Oneida Anvil — 15-Jul-03 22-Jul-03 Predated Raccoon
Oneida Butternut North 15-Jul-03 22-Jul-03 Removed —
Vilas Allequash North 17-Jul-03 06-Aug-03 Predated Unknown
Oneida Butternut South 22-Jul-03 07-Aug-03 Removed —
Iron Turtle Flambeau Flowage Teal Bay 25-Jul-03 11-Aug-03 Predated Raccoon
Iron Turtle Flambeau Flowage Grassy Island 25-Jul-03 11-Aug-03 Removed —
Vilas Trout Haunted Islands 29-Jul-03 06-Aug-03 Predated Raccoon
Vilas Trout* North Islands 29-Jul-03 06-Aug-03 Predated Raccoon
Oneida Clear* Stingray 08-Aug-03 28-Aug-03 Removed —
Oneida Cunard* — 15-Aug-03 28-Aug-03 Removed —
Oneida Carrol* - 15-Aug-03 28-Aug-03 Removed, Eggs displaced —
Vilas Allequash* North 15-Aug-03 28-Aug-03 Removed —_
Oneida Minocqua* Stack’s Bay 25-May-04 28-May-04 Removed —
Oneida West Twin* — 03-Jun-04 08-Jun-04 Predated Raccoon
Oneida Hildebrand* — 24-Jun-04 26-Jul-04 Predated Unknown
Oneida Burrows* — 24-Jun-04 07-Jul-04 Predated Raccoon
Iron Turtle Flambeau Flowage* Swimmer'’s Island 01-Jul-04 14-Jul-04 Predated Raccoon
Omneida Bellmore* — 08-Jul-04 26-Jul-04 Removed —
Vilas Trilby* — 15-Jul-04 30-Jul-04 Removed —

* Common Loon decoys were not placed at these artificial nests.
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Figure 2. Camera monitoring an artificial Common Loon nest. The camera is inside a housing
camouflaged with birch bark.

raccoon predations. Photographs of a
mink ( Mustela vision) and a raccoon at
Carrol Lake are not considered preda-
tions, as the eggs were not eaten, only
displaced. In total, 288 photographs
were taken. This included 54 photo-
graphs of raccoons, 3 American
Crows, 13 humans, 2 mink, 2 Canada
Geese (Branta canadensis), 1 white-
tailed deer (Odocoileus virginianus)
(Figure 4), and 2 dogs (Canis famil-
iaris). One roll of film from a failed
nest was exposed and its results were
not obtained.

In all, raccoons (Figure 5) repre-
sented 93% (13/14) and Common
Ravens represented 7% (1/14) of the
predators conclusively identified at
predated active and artificial nests.
For both years combined, raccoons
predated a minimum of 62% (13/21)
of all monitored active and artificial

sites that were predated including a
minimum of 46% (5/11) of moni-
tored active nests that were predated
and a minimum of 80% (8/10) of arti-
ficial nests that were predated. Com-
mon Ravens predated a minimum of
5% (1/21) of all monitored nests that
were predated and predators were not
identified at 33% (7/21) of all moni-
tored nests that were predated.

DiScUSSION

The PVC housings were beneficial
in minimizing set-up time and distur-
bance to the incubating loons. In ad-
dition, initial photos of predators and
humans indicate that they were un-
aware of the camera’s presence, con-
firming the benefits of camouflage.

Negative aspects of the housing de-
sign center on size. On two occasions,
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Figure 4. White-tailed deer at active Common Loon nest.
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Figure 5. Raccoon consuming a chicken egg at an artificial Common Loon nest.

incubating loons did not return to
their nest after a camera was de-
ployed, apparently disturbed by the
camera. The camera was then re-
moved or placed >8m from the nest. It
is thus necessary to monitor all nests
after camera placement to ensure
adult loons return to incubate or to
place the cameras before nesting
when predictable nest sites are used.
Large size of the housing also pre-
cluded placement at several locations
due to a lack of substrate to place the
camera upon (i.e., nests placed on
hummocks or floating bog mat). In
each case a smaller camera housing or
a situation-specific design would be
beneficial.

Camera-use yielded conclusive pho-
tographs of nest predators at 67% (14
of 21) of all predated active and artifi-

cial monitored nests and were most ef-
fective at artificial nests. The camera’s
inability to be focused directly on ac-
tive nests and the requirement that
vegetation be cleared from the infra-
red beam’s path were significant draw-
backs. Units able to focus on the nest,
without being triggered by the incu-
bating loon, would be desirable (e.g.,
video cameras). However, such units
incur a higher cost and thus limit the
number of units that can be deployed.
Identitying nests that will be predated,
and predicting when a nest will be
predated, have proven difficult. Thus,
deploying numerous units will likely
lead to more photographs of nest-
predators. However, when funds are
available, we recommend use of video
cameras focused on the nest to pro-
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vide the best documentation of causes
of loon nest failure.

We ceased use of loon decoys early
in the study because they attracted hu-
mans to nest-sites and to cameras.
One camera was removed due to tam-
pering by humans. Additionally, pho-
tographic evidence indicates that rac-
coons may avoid decoys. Three nests
with decoys were approached by rac-
coons but not predated, or were not
predated immediately. Decoys may
also deter other, more wary, species
from predating nests such as red foxes
and Bald Eagles.

Nest failure rates were high within
the study area during 2002-2004
(>60%) (M. Meyer, WDNR, pers.
comm.). It has been previously shown
that use of floating artificial nest plat-
forms can significantly increase loon
nest success within this study area
(Piper et al. 2002). This result implied
that probable causes of nest failure
could be water fluctuations, mam-
malian predation, or human distur-
bance. Our study suggests that mam-
malian predation may account for
much of Common Loon nestfailure
in northern Wisconsin. Specifically, it
supports the hypothesis that raccoons
are an important predator of Com-
mon Loon nests in the study-area. Pre-
dation by Common Raven was also
recorded and anecdotal observations
of nest predations by Bald Eagles and
fishers (Mustela pennanti) have been
documented during ongoing studies
within our study area. These findings
suggest that additional studies be con-
ducted to consider management op-
tions that increase Common Loon
nest success and investigate the im-
pact of shoreline development on
Common Loon nesting success in the
region.
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Wisconsin’s Fossil Birds: Where Are They?
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I n 1980, Robert West and John Dall-
man published an account of fossil
vertebrate fauna in Wisconsin. Not a
single bird species appeared in the
publication. West and Dallman (1980)
noted that many of the collecting
techniques used by early investigators
in Wisconsin “did not promote the
discovery of remains of smaller verte-
brates.” Bones belonging to larger ver-
tebrates such as mastodon and mam-
moth are much more noticeable than
bird bones, both visually and in the
functioning of machinery that hits
them.

Recent paleontological techniques
do promote the discovery of small
mammal remains. These techniques
include water screening through fine
(1/16”) mesh in the field, and rewash-
ing, separating and examining under
magnification in the laboratory (see
Rhodes 1984). The small mammal
bones that are recovered are then
identified, almost entirely by the teeth
and jaws. Post-cranial bones are not
used to identify the specimens or to
determine the minimum number of
individuals (MNI) present (Rhodes
1984). This reliance on teeth stems
from the extreme similarity of the

post-cranial bones within small mam-
mal taxa. Teeth allow identification to
the species level more accurately than
the post-cranial bones.

Fossil avifaunas are reported from
several states (Lundelius et al. 1983;
Parmalee 1992). Despite recovery
techniques which allow small and frag-
ile bones to be removed and identi-
fied, and the presence of bird bones
at paleontological sites in other states,
Wisconsin still lacks a fossil avifauna.

In Wisconsin, geological deposits
from the Mississippian to the Tertiary
Periods, from roughly 360 to 1.8 mil-
lion years ago, have been removed by
erosion (Dott and Attig 2004). The
first appearance of birds in the fossil
record is during this time span in
other parts of the world.

The late Pliocene epoch, about 2.5
to 2 million years ago, marks the ap-
pearance of most living taxa of birds
(Emslie 1992). Many of today’s bird
species can be identified in the fossil
record beginning in the late Pliocene
but “often differed in size and relative
limb proportions from Recent popula-
tions of the same species” (Emslie
1992).

The only fossil birds found in Wis-
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consin, then, would have to date to
the Pleistocene, or Ice Age, the period
from 1.8 million to about 10,000 years
ago (Dott and Attig 2004). During the
Pleistocene, ice sheets advanced and
retreated across Wisconsin several
times, with the most recent advance
named for the state and referred to in
the literature as the Wisconsinan. The
Wisconsinan stage began about
100,000 years ago (Dott and Attig
2004). The greatest effect on the state
of Wisconsin occurred during a series
of glacial advances and retreats about
25,000 to about 9,500 years ago
(Clayton et al. 1992). By the late Pleis-
tocene, most of the bird remains re-
covered “are osteologically indistin-
guishable from those of living taxa”
(Parmalee 1992). There was also an
episode of extinction of some bird
species at the end of Pleistocene that
is probably related to the extinction of
large mammals such as mastodonts
and mammoths at the same time (see
Steadman and Martin 1984).

In glaciated parts of Wisconsin, de-
posits from the Pleistocene before the
Wisconsinan advance have been en-
tirely or partially removed by the ac-
tion of the ice sheets that periodically
covered parts of Wisconsin (Dott and
Attig 2004). Occasionally large mam-
mal bones and teeth have been recov-
ered showing signs of abrasion from
glacial materials (West and Dallman
1980), but no bird bones have been
reported.

The oldest birds identified in Wis-
consin so far come from the Raddatz
Rockshelter in Sauk County, an im-
portant archeological site excavated
by Warren L. Wittry. These bird bones
were identified by Paul W. Parmalee,
then of the Illinois State Museum
(Parmalee 1959), and re-analyzed by

Charles Cleland of Michigan State
University (Cleland 1966). Cleland
provides a breakdown of the animal
species by level excavated. Based on
Cleland’s information, the oldest bird
bones are found in level 15 at the site,
which has a radiocarbon date of 9650
B.C. (Cleland 1966). Wittry believed
that levels 13 and 14 dated from about
9000 B.C., but Cleland believed that
the animal species present were “not
indicative of the conifer forest which
must have grown in this part of Wis-
consin at 9000 B. C.” and suggested a
date of 5-6000 B.C. (Ibid.). However,
the combinations of plant and animal
species which existed in the Pleis-
tocene have no modern counterparts
(Graham and Lundelius 1984; Pielou
1991) and animals which today do not
live in a coniferous forest habitat may
well have done so during the late gla-
cial or early post-glacial period (see
discussion of the Hiscock site below).

Bird species found below level 15 at
the Raddatz Rockshelter include Pas-
senger Pigeon (Ectopistes migratorius)
and Flicker (Colaptes sp.). Bird species
represented in Level 15 include Pas-
senger Pigeon, Ruffed Grouse (Bonasa
wmbellus) , and two unidentified passer-
ines. Bird species in Level 14 are Pas-
senger Pigeon and Ruffed Grouse.
The same two species are the only
birds identified from level 13 (Cleland
1966).

Fossil bird bones are rare in states
bordering Wisconsin. A distal end of a
right ulna belonging to a Canada
Goose (Brania canadensis) was found
in a water trench dug in a peat deposit
in St. Paul, Minnesota. Bones from the
extinct bison, Bison occidentalis, and
the modern bison, Bison bison, were
also found in the trench from which
the goose bone was taken. Based on
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the associations and the condition of
the bone, it is believed that the bone
is Pleistocene in date (Wetmore
1958). There is also a femur in the
collections of the Bell Museum of Nat-
ural History at the University of Min-
nesota that is assigned to the Giant
Canada Goose (Branta canadensis max-
ima) based on the size of the femur
(Hanson 1965). The provenience of
the specimen is St. Paul and it is dark
brown in color as is the ulna, which
was noted by Wetmore (1958) as typi-
cal of specimens found in peat. Han-
son (1965) believed that the femur
came from the same skeleton as the
ulna reported by Wetmore.

In Michigan, well-digging near Cas-
novia in Muskegon County led to the
discovery of fossil wood, pollen and a
fossil ulna from a Lesser Scaup (Aythya
affinis). The ulna is complete except
for the proximal end, which was prob-
ably broken when the material was
pumped from the well. The wood and
pollen are from coniferous trees, and
the wood is radiocarbon-dated to
25,050 + 700 BP. Since the fossil ulna
came from the same level as the wood,
it is believed to be the same age. This
date marks an interstadial during the
Wisconsinan  glaciation (Holman
1976; Kapp 1978).

Bird eggshell fragments have been
recovered from deposits dating be-
tween 16,710 + 270 and 18,090 + 190
BP in the Conklin Quarry in Johnson
County, Iowa (Baker et al. 1986), and
unidentified bird bones have been re-
covered from sites in Iowa dating to
the Wisconsinan glaciation (Julie
Golden, personal communication
1990).

Two records of Pleistocene bird
bones from northern Illinois need to
be checked to reconfirm their Pleis-

tocene status, a Trumpeter Swan
(Cygnus buccinator) from Aurora and a
Common Merganser (Mergus mer-
ganser) from the North Shore Chan-
nel of Chicago (Holman 2001).

The history of fossil bird bones in
the neighboring states would seem to
indicate that serendipity is as good a
way as any to discover fossil bird
bones. Certain environments, though,
are more likely to preserve bones (see
West and Dallman 1980). These would
include limestone caves, in which
there is a basic environment and
lower temperature and moisture fluc-
tuations (Guthrie 1990). The fluctua-
tion of water tables in limestone envi-
ronments may also result in the
formation of karst topography with
caves and sinkholes which can be
traps for unwary fauna. (Dott and
Attig 2004; Guthrie 1990). While the
environment of a limestone cave may
be excellent for preserving bones,
bird bones dating to the Pleistocene
have not yet been discovered in any of
the limestone caves or fissures studied
in Wisconsin. Even in caves, bones
must be covered by sediment for
preservation to occur (Holman 2001).

Clay is also a good bone preserva-
tive, with numerous mammal speci-
mens and some molluscs found in
these environments (see Dallman
1968; West and Dallman 1980). Water-
born or waterlaid sediments will also
bury a carcass quickly, increasing the
chances of preservation. Several stud-
ies on the taphonomy of bird car-
casses have demonstrated that unless
the carcasses are quickly buried or
protected in some way, they will be re-
moved quickly by scavengers, even in
shallow water environments (Lyman
1994). John Dallman (personal com-
munication 1990) has expressed sur-
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prise that no bones of aquatic birds
have been recovered from some of the
fossil-producing bogs in Wisconsin.

The southwestern part of Wiscon-
sin, or Driftless Area, has never been
glaciated (see Dott and Attig 2004 for
an excellent summary). Deposits dat-
ing to the stages in the Pleistocene be-
fore the last, or Wisconsinan, glacia-
tion, are preserved here. The Driftless
Area also has fissures and caves in
limestone in which many small mam-
mals have been trapped—some of
these deposits are quite old, as at
Moscow Fissure in Iowa County, which
has a radiocarbon date of 17,050 +
1500 years BP (West and Dallman
1980). No bird bones have been
found among the bones from Moscow
Fissure, however (Richard Slaughter,
personal communication).

The unique combinations of plant
and animal species that mark Pleis-
tocene communities are evident at
Moscow Fissure. At this site in Towa
County, an accumulation of small
mammal, reptile and amphibian
bones is interpreted as the result of
garter and fox snake predation during
warm weather around a winter hiber-
naculum (Foley 1984). The species
found at Moscow Fissure exist today,
but nowhere do they all exist in the
same region (Ibid.).

The Driftless Area has often been
seen as a refuge in which plants and
animals survived the Ice Age. Zimmer-
man (1991) has suggested that some
of the “birds of the southern contin-
gent” favor the southwestern part of
the state, in part because of “the con-
tinuation of preglacial traditions.” Re-
cent work on chipmunk DNA has led
researchers to suggest that “some
chipmunks rode out the last ice age in

a hospitable zone in Wisconsin and
then moved south” (Perkins 2004).

During the Wisconsinian glaciation,
the unglaciated parts of the state
would have had a tundra vegetation
with some stunted wood, and there
would have been permafrost and
proglacial lakes (Clayton et al. 1992;
Péwé 1983; Knox 1982). As severe as
this landscape might seem compared
with modern conditions, it is hard to
imagine that birds would be totally ab-
sent from it. After all, reptiles and am-
phibians lived here during the Wis-
consinan (Foley 1984).

One often-ited explanation for the
absence of bird bones is the fragility
of bird bones. Noted ornithologists
dispute that point. Pierce Brodkorb of
the University of Florida believed that
the collecting techniques of some pa-
leontologists, aimed largely at teeth
and jaws, biased the record against
discovery of bird bones and could
point to the abundant bird fossils
from sites in Florida to prove his point
(Campbell 1992). Storrs Olson (1985)
also has pointed out that much of
what we know about fossil mammals is
based on the study of their teeth, and
that fewer workers have studied fossil
birds.

It is unlikely that Wisconsin was de-
void of birds in the late Pleistocene.
We just have not found them yet.
When we do find them, there may be
some interesting combinations of
birds and vegetation.

To give an idea of how the Pleis-
tocene avifauna of Wisconsin may have
differed from today’s birds, I like to
consider the Pleistocene bird remains
from the Hiscock site in Genesee
County in western New York State. This
site is remarkable in that two of the
Pleistocene birds were identified by
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feathers instead of bones. Two feathers
identified as coming from the upper
back or lower neck of a Baltimore Ori-
ole (Icterus galbula) were found in a
sediment sample radiocarbon dated to
about 10,000 years ago (Steadman
1988). The vegetation near the site at
that time was primarily coniferous, es-
pecially white pine (Pinus strobus)
(Ibid.) Today we do not associate Balti-
more Orioles with pine forests! An-
other feather was identified as belong-
ing to a Pied-billed Grebe (Podilymbus
podiceps). This feather came from a sed-
iment sample about 11,000 years old
(Steadman 1988).

The second remarkable thing about
the Hiscock site is the presence of
three bones of a California Condor
(Gymnogyps californianus) (Steadman
1988). The bones (part of a humerus,
a coracoid and a pedal phalanx) came
from a stratum that dates to about
11,000 years ago, at a time when the
vegetation around the site was a
spruce-jack pine woodland (Steadman
and Miller 1987). Other fossil bones
from the California Condor come
from warmer areas, but the Hiscock
site shows that California Condor
could survive in colder areas as long
as the large mammal carcasses on
which it fed were available (Ibid.).
Steadman and Miller (1987) suggest
that the California Condor suffered a
drastic reduction in range at the end
of the Pleistocene with the extinction
of many large mammal species in
North America.
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ABSTRACT

Chequamegon Bay Hawkwatch (CBH) is a
spring raptor migration survey conducted
annually at the Northern Great Lakes Vis-
itor Center, near Ashland, Wisconsin. In
its six-year history (1999-2004), CBH has
tallied 27,978 raptors of 17 species.
Among these are 132 Golden Eagles, 43
rufous/dark morph “Western” Red-tailed
Hawks, one “Harlan’s” Red-tailed Hawk,
eight Swainson’s Hawks, seven Red-shoul-
dered Hawks, and one Gyrfalcon. Thus, in
addition to hosting one of the greatest
known concentrations of raptors in Wis-
consin, CBH also ranks among the best
places in the state to observe such special-
ties as Golden Eagle, rufous/dark morph
Red-tailed Hawk, and Swainson’s Hawhk.

INTRODUCTION

Winters are harsh and spring ar-

rives late in northern Wiscon-
sin, so sunshine and 40 degrees feels
relatively warm in mid-March. And al-
though the ice on Chequamegon Bay
still prevails, lengthening daylight
hours lend promise of a greener land-
scape and the return of millions of
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birds from their southern wintering
grounds.

On 13 March 1999, such weather
and hope prompted me for the first
time to the observation tower at the
Northern Great Lakes Visitor Center
(NGLVC) near Ashland. In previous
years, as a student at Northland Col-
lege, I casually noted fair numbers of
migrating raptors concentrated along
Ashland’s south shore of Lake Supe-
rior. No accessible sites provided an
adequately elevated or unobstructed
view, however, and thus my observa-
tions remained just that—casual. But
that all changed in 1999 with con-
struction of the NGLVC and its 58-
foot observation tower at the south-
western tip of Chequamegon Bay.

Eager to initiate a pilot hawk count,
I climbed up the tower staircase that
mid-March day with cautious excite-
ment. | had no idea what to expect or
if such a survey would be at all fruit-
ful. So I set up my spotting scope, had
data sheets ready, and started scan-
ning the big blue skies for specks that
might prove to be raptors. Within ten
minutes, [ found my first raptor, a
large, dark bird soaring off to the
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Figure 1. Chequamegon Bay Hawkwatch is conducted from the 58-foot observation tower at the
Northern Great Lakes Visitor Center near Ashland, Wisconsin. Photo courtesy of NGLVC staff.

southeast. As it set its wings and glided
low right over the tower, I could
hardly believe my eyes—an adult
Golden Eagle (Aquila chrysaetos).
Given that few Golden Eagles had
been observed previously in the re-
gion and noted Ashland birder Dick
Verch had seen none in over 25 years
of birding the bay area, any doubts
about the count’s potential value were
very quickly laid to rest. A few more
hours of hawkwatching that day
proved far less exciting with only a
handful of Bald Eagles (Haliacetus leu-
cocephalus) and Red-tailed Hawks
(Buteo jamaicensis) passing by, but I left
in high spirits nonetheless.

That was day one for Chequamegon
Bay Hawkwatch (CBH), an annual
spring raptor migration survey con-
ducted at the NGLVC for the past six
years (1999-2004). CBH has provided
great insight into raptor migration in
northern Wisconsin (Brady 1999,
Brady 2000) while simultaneously edu-

cating thousands of visitors about rap-
tor biology, research, and conserva-
tion. In the long term, CBH aims, in
part, to help monitor raptor popula-
tions in central North America. More
immediately, CBH continues to docu-
ment the diversity, abundance, phe-
nology, and behavior of raptors mi-
grating through the Chequamegon
Bay region. Over the years, observers
at CBH have detected a variety of un-
common and rare birds, like the
Golden Eagle that started it all back in
1999. In this article, I describe and
summarize the most interesting of
these unusual observations.

METHODS

Chequamegon Bay Hawkwatch op-
erates annually during the spring
months, and all counts are made from
the observation tower at the Northern
Great Lakes Visitor Center (Figure 1)
in Bayfield County, approximately 2.5
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miles west of Ashland near U.S. High-
way 2. Surveys generally are con-
ducted four to six hours per day from
1 March to 31 May, weather permit-
ting. One or two observers conduct
each survey by scanning the sky with
unaided eyes and 8-10x binoculars
and using spotting scopes to identify
distant birds and assess individual
plumage details. For details on
methodology, see Brady (2000).

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

From 1999-2004, Chequamegon
Bay Hawkwatch (CBH) tallied 27,978
migrating raptors of 17 species, al-
though annual counts typically pro-
duced 3,500-5,500 individuals of 15-
16 species (Table 1). Counts were
dominated by Broad-winged Hawks
(Buteo platypterus; 1,597 per year),
Red-tailed Hawks (1,097 per year),

and Bald Eagles (653 per year), with
decent numbers of Turkey Vultures
(Cathartes aura; 453 per year) and
Sharp-shinned Hawks (Accipiter stria-
tus; 439 per year). Rough-legged
Hawks (Buteo lagopus) and Ospreys
(Pandion haliaetus) also occurred in
smaller yet significant numbers (124
and 58 per year, respectively).

In addition to these relatively com-
mon raptors were a variety of species
and subspecies that deserve special
mention because they are seen infre-
quently throughout the state and/or
were somewhat out of range. These
uncommon raptors and the nature of
their occurrence at CBH are de-
scribed in the following accounts:

Golden Eagle—

CBH detected 132 Golden Eagles
over the six-year span, including an

Table 1. Summary of annual spring migration counts at Chequamegon Bay Hawkwatch,

1999-2004.

Species 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004
Turkey Vulture 132 338 699 567 560 422
Osprey 20 72 59 34 56 105
Bald Eagle 365 597 678 830 622 826
Northern Harrier 11 29 61 37 52 44
Sharp-shinned Hawk 235 722 350 315 398 614
Cooper’s Hawk 18 19 17 4 5 17
Northern Goshawk 0 6 13 14 9 20
Red-shouldered Hawk 1 1 0 1 1 3
Broad-winged Hawk 860 3,123 1,065 1,062 2,072 1,403
Swainson’s Hawk 2 2 i 1 1 1
Red-tailed Hawk 1,373 1,402 678 405 1,351 1,373
Rough-legged Hawk 83 203 121 66 106 165
Golden Eagle 6 24 15 25 17 47
American Kestrel 4 50 45 50 48 32
Merlin 5 17 7 7 5 26
Gyrfalcon 0 1 0 0 0 0
Peregrine Falcon 1 8 1 0 0 8
Unidentified Raptor 125 139 124 92 79 54
TOTAL 3,241 6,753 3,932 3,510 5,382 5,160
Observation hours 127.0 321.0 271.0 193.0 258.5 363.25
Raptors per obs hour 25.5 21.0 14.5 18.2 20.8 14.2
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impressive flight of 47 in spring 2004
(Table 1). Based on plumage charac-
teristics (Wheeler 2003a), 36 of 132
(27.3%) were aged as adults, 14
(10.6%) as sub-adults (Figure 2), 28
(21.2%) as juveniles (Figure 3), and
54 (40.9%) as unknown age. Most of
the unknowns were aged as “not juve-
nile” because it can be difficult to dif-
ferentiate adults and sub-adults with-
out good views, especially of a bird’s
dorsal side. Juveniles, on the other
hand, can be identified rather easily
under most conditions. With this bias

Figure 2. Golden Eagles with
contrastingly pale upper wing
covert bars and white at the base
of tail are sub-adults. Photo by
Ryan Brady.

in mind, these data suggest the major-
ity of Golden Eagles migrating around
Chequamegon Bay during spring are
adults and/or sub-adults.

Overall, the earliest Golden Eagle
was detected on 22 February 2002 and
the latest on 11 May 2004. Each vear,
adults were the first to pass through,
normally reaching CBH in late Febru-
ary or early March and continuing
through early to mid-April. Sub-adults
arrived somewhat later, usually
around mid-March, and persisted
until mid- to late April. The latest mi-

Figure 3. A juvenile Golden Eagle
overhead at Chequamegon Bay
Hawkwatch. Photo by Ryan Brady.
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grants were juveniles, which typically
did not appear until late March or
early April but continued to migrate
through the region as late as early to
mid-May. Peak migration times were
not obvious for any age class as birds
passed rather evenly throughout their
respective flight periods. Collectively,
however, the last two weeks of March
and the first week of April were the
best times to observe Golden Eagles at
CBH.

Golden Eagles are considered very
uncommon to rare throughout the
eastern United States (Wheeler
2003b) and a rare spring migrant in
Wisconsin (Robbins 1991). In his
1991 book Wisconsin Birdlife, Robbins
asserts that “records are too scanty to
allow us to speak of a ‘spring flight.””
CBH now provides unequivocal proof
of an annual and often substantial
spring flight along Wisconsin’s south
shore of Lake Superior.

Elsewhere in the state, Golden Ea-
gles are casually reported in small
numbers during both migrations and
in winter. All of Wisconsin’s other reg-
ular hawkwatch sites monitor autumn
migration and these include Eagle
Valley Nature Preserve (EVNP) in
Grant County, Cedar Grove Ornitho-
logical Station (CGOS) in Sheboygan
County, Little Suamico Ornithological
Station (LSOS) in Oconto County,
and Concordia Hawkwatch (CH) in
Ozaukee County. CGOS observed a
total of nine Golden Eagles from 1993
to 2003 (Mueller et al. 2004), while
CH averages only one individual each
year (B. Cowart, pers. comm.). EVNP
tallied an impressive 127 Golden Ea-
gles during their six years of standard-
ized autumn counts between 1994 and
2002 (B. Mandernack, pers. comm.).
EVNP also conducts opportunistic

counts during the spring of some
years and they regularly record small
numbers of Golden Eagles among
thousands of Bald Eagles. About 70
miles west of CBH at the western tip
of Lake Superior, West Skyline Hawk
Count (WSHC) in Duluth, Minnesota,
has become one of the nation’s pre-
mier spring hawkwatching sites.
WSHC averaged 74 Golden Eagles
each spring from 1999-2004, includ-
ing a site record of 127 in 2004 (F.
Nicoletti, pers. comm.). Data from
LSOS unfortunately were not avail-
able.

“Western” Red-tailed Hawk—

CBH observers identified 43 Red-
tailed Hawks as rufous or dark
morphs of the “Western” subspecies,
B.j. calurus. Yearly totals included
seven in 1999, 10 in 2000, six in 2001,
one in 2002, one in 2003, and 18 in
2004. Low numbers from 2001
through 2003 likely were related, at
least in part, to the observers’ lack of
familiarity with these morphs. Overall,
“Western” Red-tails comprised only
0.7% of all Red-tails detected (Table
1). Thirty-one of 43 (72.1%) were
adults, five (11.6%) were immatures,
and seven (16.3%) were of unknown
age. Adults appeared as early as 17
March 2001 and as late as 30 April
2004 but primarily migrated through
the region in the first half of April.
Immatures were observed from late
April to mid-May.

Nine of 43 individuals (20.9%) were
rufous morph (Figure 4), one (2.3%)
was dark morph, and 33 (76.7%) were
either rufous or dark morph. Poor
lighting and distant viewing condi-
tions often precluded specific morph
identification, which is further con-
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founded by a continuum of polymor-
phism in this subspecies (Wheeler
2003a). We made no attempt to distin-
guish between light morphs of B.j. bo-
realis (“Eastern” Red-tailed Hawk) and
B.j. calurus because of significant iden-
tification constraints (see Wheeler
2003b), although light morph calurus
likely migrate through Wisconsin just
as rufous and dark morphs do, as
shown by multiple captures at LSOS
(Brinker and Erdman 1985).

Rufous and dark morph Red-tailed
Hawks are infrequently observed in
Wisconsin. Such birds are encoun-
tered only occasionally away from
known concentration points during
migration. Others may be overlooked
soon after observers identify individu-
als to the species level. Confusion with
dark morph Rough-legged Hawks also
may be problematic. Nonetheless, two
to five rufous/dark morph “Western”
Red-tails are seen each fall along
southern Lake Michigan at CH (B.
Cowart, pers. comm.), and “dark”
Red-tails have been reported through-
out Wisconsin in late fall and early
winter (Robbins 1991). Rufous/dark

Figure 4. From 1999-2004,
observers tallied 43 “Western”
Red-tailed Hawks, including at
least eight individuals like this
adult rufous morph. Photo by
Ryan Brady.

Red-tails are uncommon at LSOS
(Brinker and Erdman 1985), but
EVNP observed no fewer than 24
dark/rufous morphs in 1995, 59 in
1996, 20 in 1998, and 37 in 2000 (B.
Mandernack, pers. comm.). WSHC
tallies approximately 60 individuals
each spring among an average annual
total of 6,439 Red-tails.

“Harlan’s” Red-tailed Hawk—

CBH observers documented one
“Harlan’s” Red-tailed Hawk (B.j. har-
lani) on 14 April 2004. The bird was
an adult dark intermediate morph
(Wheeler 2003a) that appeared very
similar to the bird in Figure 5 but had
less extensive white mottling on the
breast.

“Harlan’s” Red-tailed Hawks breed
sparsely in interior Alaska, the Yukon
Territory, and northern British Co-
lumbia (Wheeler 2003a). They winter
throughout the western U.S. but the
core winter range lies in the southern
Great Plains east to the Mississippi
River (Wheeler 2003a). CH has tallied
two Harlan’s in their past 18 years of
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Figure 5. From below, adult dark morph “Harlan’s” Red-tailed Hawks are characterized by
dark under wing coverts, silvery flight feathers, a dark body often with whitish mottling on
the breast, and typically a grayish-white tail with a smudgy, dark sub-terminal or terminal

band. Photo by Ryan Brady.

autumn hawkwatching (B. Cowart,
pers. comm.), while LSOS banded a
Harlan’s in 1984 (Brinker and Erd-
man 1985). EVNP observed one to
four Harlan’s each count year from
1994 and 2002 (B. Mandernack, pers.
comm.), and a handful of individuals
are seen each spring among the thou-
sands of Red-tails at WSHC. Although
certainly very uncommon to rare in
much of Wisconsin, closer attention
to all Red-tailed Hawks and dark
morph “Rough-legged Hawks” may
produce more sightings.

Swainson’s Hawk—

Observers have tallied eight Swain-
son’s Hawks (Buteo swainsoni) at CBH,
including two in 1999 and 2000 and
one each year from 2001-2004 (Table
1; Figure 6). Five of 8 (62.5%) were
adults and three (37.5%) were of un-
known age. Three (37.5%) were light

morphs, three (37.5%) were rufous
(“intermediate”) morphs, and two
(25.0%) were unknown. The earliest
sighting was 23 April in both 2002 and
2004 and the latest was 20 May 2003,
with most observations occurring in
the first half of May.

Swainson’s Hawks are a rare mi-
grant and summer visitor in Wisconsin
(Robbins 1991). They typically breed
west of the Mississippi River to the Pa-
cific coast in the U.S. and southern
Canada (Wheeler 2003a). The species
is highly migratory as virtually the en- -
tire population winters in northern
and central Argentina in South Amer-
ica (Wheeler 2003a). As long-distance
migrants, Swainson’s Hawks are prone
to vagrancy, and they are seen as far
east as the eastern Great Lakes in
spring and the Atlantic coast in fall. In
Wisconsin, casual observations are oc-
casional from April through Septem-
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ber, especially in the western part of
the state (Robbins 1991). Sightings
are few and irregular at both CGOS
and CH in autumn. CGOS observed
only one individual from 1993 to 2003
(Mueller et al. 2004), while CH aver-
ages one individual every other year
(B. Cowart, pers. comm.). EVNP has
tallied two Swainson’s Hawks during
its fall counts, while WSHC typically
observes three to four individuals

each spring (F. Nicoletti, pers.
comm.).

Red-shouldered Hawk—

Although not rare throughout

much of the state, Red-shouldered
Hawks (Buleo lineatus) are at their
northern range limit in northern Wis-
consin with relatively few records each
year in those counties bordering Lake
Superior. CBH observers tallied seven
Red-shouldereds from 1999-2004, in-
cluding three in 2004 (Table 1). All
were of the expected “Eastern” sub-
species B.l. lineatus. Three of seven
(42.9%) were adults and the other
four (57.1%) were immatures. Adults
occurred on 4 April 1999, 12 April

Figure 6. Swainson’s
Hawks, such as this adult
light morph, are annual
spring visitors to
Chequamegon Bay
Hawkwatch. Photo by Ryan
Brady.

2002, and 23 March 2003, while the
immatures occurred on 11 March
2000, 2 April 2004, 9 April 2004, and
20 April 2004.

Red-shouldereds at CBH may repre-
sent northbound migrants en route to
isolated breeding areas in northern
Wisconsin and north-central Min-
nesota. Alternatively, some spring mi-
grants may “overshoot” intended
breeding areas in more southerly
parts of Wisconsin. Immature birds
also might wander out of range with-
out breeding in their first full sum-
mer. Nonetheless, sightings at CBH
are not without precedent as WSCH
regularly tallies three to four Red-
shouldered Hawks each spring.

Gyrfalcon—

CBH has hosted only one Gyrfalcon
(Falco rusticolus) in its six-year history,
an immature gray morph on 26 March
2000 (Figure 7). Gyrfalcons are rare
but regular winter visitors to the
northern United States, including
Wisconsin. The species breeds in Arc-
tic areas throughout North America
and most remain there year-round,
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Figure 7. Immature gray morph Gyrfalcon soaring over the Northern Great Lakes
Visitor Center, 26 March 2000. Photo by Ryan Brady.

even during the harshness of winter
(Wheeler 2003b). Records for Wiscon-
sin are geographically scattered across
the state with most occurring from
late November to early April (Robbins
1991). One to several individuals show
up in most winters but observations at
raptor migration count sites are rela-
tively unusual. CH has tallied six Gyr-
falcons in the past 18 autumns (B.
Cowart, pers. comm.), while WSHC
has observed only two spring migrants
since 1997 (F. Nicoletti, pers. comm.).
EVNP has no confirmed records (B.
Mandernack , pers. comm.).

CONCLUSION

Chequamegon Bay Hawkwatch is
relatively new among hawkwatch sites

in North America. In short time, how-
ever, CBH has established itself as one
of Wisconsin’s premier sites for view-
ing raptor migration. In addition to
hosting excellent concentrations of
many common raptors, such as Bald
Eagle, Red-tailed Hawk, and Broad-
winged Hawk, CBH also features a va-
riety of raptors that are relatively un-
common in Wisconsin. In fact, CBH is
among the best places in the state to
spot such specialties as Golden Eagle,
rufous/dark morph Red-tailed Hawk,
and Swainson’s Hawk. Sightings of
these and other unusual raptors will
undoubtedly continue in the years
ahead but only time can tell which
raptorial rarity will show up next. I
can only hope it’s as exciting as that
first Golden Eagle.
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50 Years Ago in The Passenger Pigeon

Schorger discussed the American White Pelican in early Wisconsin in this
issue. The species was first observed in Wisconsin by famed adventurer
Pierre Radisson in about 1655. Dablon and Allouez also described them on
the Fox River near Kaukauna in 1670. Their presence in Wisconsin was
noted by Schoolcraft and Kearney in 1820, Featherstonhaugh in 1835,
Lapham in 1844, and Barry in 1845. The number of migrants declined
sharply by about 1870, and although there were many records from this date
to 1900, the species was considered a rarity. Kumlien and Hollister (1903)
noted that “it was rapidly becoming one of the rarer birds,” and Schorger
stated that “it is still found in the state though its occurrence is erratic.”

“The pelican was an early migrant, occasionally appearing in March. The
spring dates run from 9 March to 7 May, with the main migration taking
place the last half of April. The fall dates run from 4 September to 8 No-
vember, the majority being for the last half of September.” Schorger noted
that nearly all the data prior to 1900 are based on birds that were shot.

Although Kumlien and Hollister stated that the species formerly nested
in numbers in the western part of the state, Schorger, based on best available
information and sound reasoning, concluded that “Until better information
is available, the white pelican cannot be considered as a formerly breeding
species in Wisconsin.”

Of course this all changed during the period of Wisconsin Breeding Bird
Atlas field work when Tom Erdman found pelicans nesting in Brown
County on an island in Green Bay, and although the nests failed, a success-
ful actempt followed the next year. Pelicans began to breed at Horicon Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge in 2000. What will the next 50 years bring for this
species in Wisconsin? (Excerpts from Vol. 16 (4), 1954)

Prepared by Noel ]J. Cutright, WSO Historian, 3352 Knollwood Road, West
Bend, WI 53095-9414. h. 262. 675. 2443, w. 414. 221. 2179, Noel.
Cutright@uwe-energies.com.
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“From Field and Feeder”

Observations of unusual occurrences and/or interesting
behaviors for American Woodcock, Northern Bobwhite,
and Hooded Merganser, plus an experiment on
winler feeding of oranges.

Woobcock NEST

June—jJuly, 2004, La Crosse County—
On 16 June 2004 we discovered an
American Woodcock (Scolopax minor)
nest on our farm, inadvertently flush-
ing the bird from three eggs while we
were cleaning up fallen branches
from a woodland edge trail. Gary was
using a chainsaw and dropped a very
small tree within 18 inches of the bird
before she flushed, revealing the nest.
In spite of the noise and physical activ-
ity in her immediate vicinity, she re-
mained committed to her nest until
the falling tree struck the ground. He
removed the tree, his equipment, and
himself from the vicinity as quickly as
possible. On the morning of 19 June
we walked the trail together; stopping
8 feet from the nest, we were able to
view the incubating bird back on the
nest. We left quickly without flushing
her.

Both A Guide to the Nests, Eggs, and
Nestlings of North American Birds by
Baicich and Harrison (1997), and the
Wisconsin Breeding Bird Atlas Hand-
book suggest that this is a late nesting.
Since American Woodcocks more typi-

cally lay 4 eggs and are single-
brooded, we assume this very wet
spring or some other factor had
caused this female to re-nest, resulting
in the late egg date.

We continued to monitor our
Woodcock nest by visiting the site
every other day. We were able to lo-
cate the nest and brooding Wood-
cock from 8-12 feet away through
binoculars without flushing her.
Sometimes it took several minutes of
scanning before we could confirm
her presence by seeing her eye, or
beak, or the pattern of breast feath-
ers. Woodcock camouflage and nest
placement are very impressive (Fig.
1)! On 30 June the female was still on
the nest. Finally, on 2 July, she was
gone along with her new family. Our
best guess, based on the dryness of
the empty egg shells, is that hatching
occurred on 1 July. Each egg shell
left behind was evenly opened and in
place in the nest without any appar-
ent disturbance that a predator
would have generated (Fig. 2).—Gary
and Jean Ruhser, rural Holmen, La
Crosse County, WI.
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Figure 1. American Woodcock nest.

WINTER NORTHERN
BOBWHITE BEHAVIOR
(Colinus virginianus)

28 December 2003-April 2004, Mar-
quette County—Two days after the Mar-
quette County Christmas Bird Count
they arrived: 10 Northern Bobwhites;
five cocks and five hens marching in
single file across the backyard toward
the feeders, looking so much like se-
cret service agents as they nervously
glanced here and there, up and down
trying to detect if some type of mis-
chief might befall them if they didn’t
stay close together.

During the 25-yard march to the

feeder, the leader would suddenly
stop and the rest would pile into one
another like a carwreck on a foggy
California freeway. Some would rap-
idly run back toward the large brush-
pile whence they came and others
would sit “frozen” until the leader
would venture forth once more. On
his signal, those that were behind him
would thaw from their stationery posi-
tions and follow, while those that re-
treated to the brushpile would rush to
catch up to the covey.

It was December 28th when they
first came to feeders and the ground
was still bare of snowcover. For the
next month, they would come on cue
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Figure 2. Woodcock nest with hatched eggs.

each morning at sunrise, scratching at
the feed that was spilled on the
ground by Blue Jays and woodpeckers.
The rest of their day was spent forag-
ing around the outbuildings and
weedy field behind the house and
lounging in the sun on the south side
of the brushpile.

The brushpile in question was cre-
ated by me in December from limbs
trimmed from some large maples in
the front yard. It was about 40 feet in
length, 10 feet in depth and 3 feet
high. On January 8%, I added to the
top of the pile with pine boughs to
give the birds more protection from
wind and cold nights.

According to A Natural History of

American Birds of Eastern and Central
North America, winter cover, especially
brushpiles, is crucial to Northern Bob-
white survival. The book’s author, Ed-
ward Howe Forbush, states the follow-
ing: “He who wishes to increase the
number of the species should provide
them with food and shelter in winter.
For this purpose high brush piles
should be built . . . the brush allows
the sun and wind to enter the pile and
makes a refuge into which the birds
can creep. The brush must be strong
so that no layer of heavy snow can
crush it down. Probably no better
feeding place and shelter than this
can be devised.”

On January 237, we received the
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first significant snowfall of winter,
about 4.5 inches. The following day,
none of the birds came to the feeder
and I feared they may have perished
in the storm. To my delight, however,
they came bright and early on the 25th
and returned in the evening for more
feed before retiring to the brushpile
for the night. This was the first time in
almost a month, that I observed the
birds coming to the feeder in the
evening.

The following evening, we received
an additional 3 inches of snow, com-
pletely covering the top of the brush-
pile. I did not see them on the 26
and 27 and was sure they had moved
on. Finally, on the 28, I walked out
to the brushpile, and to my consterna-
tion saw only weasel tracks. I assumed
the weasel had rousted them out of
the brushpile and they were now else-
where. However, at 2:00 p.m. all 10
came marching out of the pile to the
feeders and fed heavily. I was amazed
that those small birds could survive
three days without eating.

The next morning they were there
at sunrise and although the following
morning, January 30t the tempera-
ture was 17° below zero F, they arrived
at sunrise which they did every morn-
ing for the next week. With the snow
now too deep for them to walk, they
would fly from the brushpile to the
feeder and back. At no time had they
foraged or strayed from the brushpile
since the snowcover.

On Feburay 6" nine more inches of
wet snow fell, completely covering the
brushpile and all the entrances. I took
my shovel and cleared the two open-
ings that the quail were using to enter
and exit the bruspile, but none
showed up even when the sun came
out later in the day. By now, I was

quite used to this behavior the covey
displayed of sitting tight a day or two
following a storm.

Gene Woehler, a retired Wisconsin
Department of Natural Resources
wildlife biologist states: “I'hat behav-
ior (diminished activity during cold or
snowy periods) is quite normal. They
will stay bunched together only com-
ing out when they are quite hungry or
the temperatures warm. Other species
as the Ring-necked Pheasant, cotton-
tail rabbits, and squirrels also remain
relatively inactive during cold spells.”

This type of behavior doesn’t seem
restricted to bobwhites. Ty Baumann,
naturalist at the Bay Beach Wildlife
Sanctuary in Green Bay, WI., said, “I
have observed similar behavior in
grouse, Gray Partridge, pheasants,
and waterfowl. They conserve energy
during bad weather by remaining rela-
tively inactive.”

For the following four weeks, the
bobwhites spent their entire lives be-
tween the brushpile and bird feeders.
They would acquire grit by scratching
at the bare ground under the brush-
pile and water from the melting snow
on the south side. During all that
time, however, they remained ex-
tremely wary, retreating into the
brushpile long before the resident
Cooper’s Hawk would appear. They
were also very intolerant of humans,
flushing at the slightest movement in
front of the window.

As February grew into March, the
bare patches of ground became larger
with the lengthening days and warm-
ing temperatures. On March 4" an
overnight of mild temperatures
cleared most of the snow and bob-
whites decided it was time to forage
afield. Ignoring the feeders com-
pletely, the 10 little birds walked, ran,
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and then flew to the open fields to the
north. After all those months cooped
up in the brushpile, it seemed they
were ready to exercise their freedom.

The next morning, March 5th, they
returned, but only nine of them came
to the feeder. One of the hens was
missing. As if somehow realizing the
dangers away from their secure home,
the other nine stayed in the brushpile
another month, foraging only at the
feeder and around the yard.

It is obvious that the brushpile not
only offered shelter in the winter, but
was also good protective cover from
predators in the spring. Forbush’s
comments concerning the building of
brushpiles for bobwhites seemed well-
founded.

In April, they began once again to
forage afield. There was much calling
by the five males as they vied for the
remaining four hens. Throughout
May and June, a few would come back
down to the feeding areas to scratch at
the fresh feed.

I hope they bring their chicks back
with them this fall.—Daryl Christensen,
Marquette County, WI.

WINTER ORANGES

Fall 2003-Winter 2004, Ozaukee
County—Fach spring around late
April-early May we start putting out
oranges and then later grape jelly. We
do this, for the most part, to feed Bal-
timore, and sometimes Orchard, Ori-
oles. Sometimes we will get other
species to feed on them as well, such
as Red-bellied Woodpeckers, Gray Cat-
birds, House Finches, and maybe a
few others. My idea was to put out or-
anges not just during the spring and
summer, but to put them out into fall

and even during winter. So as the
2003 summer ended, I kept putting
out the oranges.

First it started out kind of slow. I
think one reason is because the birds
were not used to having an orange
still around at that time of year. How-
ever, once the birds found them, they
kept on eating them. With orioles and
catbirds gone, it was mostly the Red-
bellied Woodpeckers that would eat
them. The House Finches also would
still eat them. If snow got onto the top
of the oranges, I would be able to just
brush them off, and for the most part
the birds would keep feeding on
them. If the oranges would get frozen
inside (the pulp), at that point I
would put out a new one.

Overall the birds kept on eating
them all of the winter. Then, of
course, they kept on eating them
going into the spring. I don’t know if
eating oranges during the winter is
bad or good for the birds. However, 1
found it interesting that they still
would eat them. This was just my own
personal experiment, and it seemed
to work out well. I plan on trying it
again this winter as well.—Seth
Cutnight, Ozaukee County near Newburg.

WHAT’S UP WITH THE BLACK EGG?

Spring 2004, Dodge County—Well,
everyone has a life-changing experi-
ence. You know, the part about miss-
ing a bus and catching a ride with
your future spouse? Well, mine is
nothing like that. Mine was a crooked
pole—just that simple. Let me explain
further. I maintain about 80 Wood
Duck boxes in Dodge County. They
are scattered about on several miles of
the Beaver Dam River and its tributar-
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ies. I do mainly winter checks of the
boxes and try to record hatching suc-
cess (about 50-60% successful nests)
and clean out the boxes to get ready
for the next nesting season. My reason
for the winter checks is, it's just easier
to get around the marshes when they
are frozen and winter is a slow time
for this birder/outdoorsman. So I can
turn a slow time into pro-“duck™tive
time, so to speak.

One of the drawbacks of winter
maintenance is if a pole is leaning or
down, and frozen in the ice, it’s there
until spring. I got just about all of the
winter check done this year and blew
out my back so I had to wait a couple
weeks to finish going back and right-
ing some of these leaning ships.

On April 22 T went along Shaw
Creek to take care of some of the

Figure 3. Hooded Merganser
eggs, normal white egg with black
egg from same nest.

boxes. I came to box #15 and the pole
was leaning badly, nearly at a 45%
angle. I grabbed the pole and started
to straighten it back up when a hen
Hooded Merganser came flying out of
the box. I decided to open the box
and see what was inside. She was sit-
ting on 11 eggs, and one of them was
black (see photo of eggs in hat for
comparison). It didn’t appear to be
mud. It was a thin layer, you could see
scratches around the egg that were
normal color, and it appeared to be
the whole egg. Having just done the
winter maintenance a couple of weeks
before, I knew it wasn’t a leftover egg
from the previous year. So I asked on
WisbirdNet, “Has anyone ever seen a
black Hooded Merganser egg, and
why is it black?” I received one reply
about seeing such an egg. I posed the
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same question to Roger Strand who
sits on the board of the Wood Duck
Society. The Wood Duck Society is
dedicated to erecting nest boxes for
Wood Ducks. They have about 350
members across the country. With
Hooded Mergansers also using the
same boxes, I thought I might get
some feedback from them. Yes, they
have had (3) cases of black eggs but
no one could explain the event.

I sent off questions to WDNR,
USFWS, Cornell University, Northern
Prairie Research, Ducks Unlimited,
and Delta Waterfowlers . . . nothing.

I tried searching the web but any-
thing I came across about Hooded
Merganser was a by-product of Wood
Duck research. There just wasn’t
much information out there.

In early June I returned to the box
to check to see if the eggs had
hatched. Indeed, all 11 eggs had
hatched including the black one. I
found several fragments of the black
egg, which I saved, along with a piece
of a “normal” egg.

A friend of mine from the Horicon
Marsh Bird Club, Jack Bartholmai, was
monitoring a Hooded Merganser
clutch of 18 eggs with 2 black eggs.
Both of those eggs hatched also.

I sent the shell fragments to my
brother who is a retired chemist
(Ph.D.). He knew some people who
could do some testing on the eggs to
determine what the black was on the
eggs. The following is what we found
or didn’t find:

Using SEM-EDS (Scanning Electron
Microscope-Energy Dispersive Spec-
troscopy), it was noted that the black
egg wasn’t solid black, but mottled
black on tan. It was noted that the
normal egg had small black spots that
were visible at higher magnifications.

Both dark and light spots on both
samples were examined with the
equipment.

This is what my brother had to say:
The answer is not “cut and dried.” In
the optical microscope you can see
there are layers in both samples. The
black areas are blotches on the sur-
face and they are very thin (5-10 mi-
crons). These black areas are in both
samples. The difference is that the
black one has very large areas that
have these layers of black, whereas the
“normal” egg has only very small areas
of black. Using ESCA (Electron Spec-
troscopy for Chemical Analysis) which
can tell you what elements are pres-
ent, both have the same composition
throughout the sample except at the
surface. The shell is made up of cal-
cium, phosphorus, sulfur, and carbon.
(Personal interpretation—the chemi-
cals are probably calcium carbonate,
calcium phosphate, and calcium sul-
fate.) The black layers in both samples
are the same except they have more
sulfur and carbon, with traces of
potassium and chloride. (Personal in-
terpretation—because they are at the
surface the potassium and chloride
could be contaminants introduced
after the eggs are laid. The most likely
source of the coloration is sulfur, al-
though carbon in the form of
graphite would be black. I believe this
would be very rare in a biological sys-
tem.) Finally the black areas can be
casily flaked off. Also the black areas
have more surface texture, which con-
tributes to the coloration.

And after further testing, my
brother stated: The results I reported
to you are still unchanged. Little more
can be added. Let me try to summa-
rize what was learned. The black phe-
nomenon is only on the surface. The
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interiors of both eggs’ shells were the
same. The white egg also had tiny
black specks. The black layer on the
black egg could be easily scraped off.
The black spots on the white egg are
the same as the black area on the
black egg. There appears to be less
phosphorus on the surface of the
black egg in the white area than on
the white egg surface. The top layer of
the white egg viewed from the edge of
the shell shows a higher amount of
phosphorus and carbon than the
black egg viewed 5-10 microns into
the black portion of the black egg. Fi-
nally the black egg contains sulfur in
the black areas of the black egg and
the black spots on the white egg; and
the white portions of the black egg
and the white egg do not contain sul-
fur. There is some inconsistency with
the carbon content on the surface of
both eggs. My conclusion from this is
that since there is no iron along with
the sulfur, it is not a result of blood
being exposed to the surface of the
egg. I would speculate that this is the
first egg, since the black layer is also
there in the white eggs, but in far
smaller quantities, therefore the first
egg has all the black deposited on the
egg. Maybe there is a higher concen-

tration of a sulfur-bearing protein in
the oviduct that is “scoured out,” or
absorbed, by the first egg, and since
the next eggs are produced in rapid-
fire order, this protein doesn’t build
up enough to totally pigment the egg
shell. Maybe this is caused by a delay
in laying the first egg. If the egg is laid
soon after it is formed, it may not be
exposed long enough to be pig-
mented. Anyway that is my theory.
Pass this by people who know about
the egg laying metabolism.

Now for my opinion(s): If this is a
“first egg of the year” event, then in
theory every nest should have one
black egg. If it relates to diet, then why
wouldn’t we see more of them. My
theory is: It could be the first ever egg
laid by a young hen. But after looking
at Hooded Merganser nesting data
(and there aren’t many), I find no ref-
erence to any black eggs.

Which brings me back to square
one . . . nobody knows why. If some-
one who knows nesting biology could
put all the chemical facts together, we
may have something here.

Anyone care to comment? I would
like to hear opinions/theories on
this.—Jeff Bahls, Beaver Dam, WI.,
jbahls@powerweb.net
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ew seasons in recent memory

have seen observers’ opinions as
to its quality polarized to the extent
that appears to have been the case for
Spring 2004. Because of the exotic
smorgasbord of improbable rarities
that showed up seemingly one on top
of the other in the middle of May, re-
sulting in what Daryl Tessen described
as “Texas trip lists” for those with the
time and will to chase them down, one
could easily be left with the impres-
sion that it was an excellent season
overall for all concerned. As Wayne
Rohde put it, “the folks on Wiscon-
sin’s Records Committee won’t be get-
ting much sleep for a while.”

However, observers who tended to
cultivate their own gardens, so to
speak, often had a very different im-
pression. It was deemed “the worst
warbler migration I've ever experi-
enced” by the seasoned Bill Hilsen-
hoff in Dane County and “very disap-
pointing” by Alta Goff in Barron
County. And in northwestern Brown
County, Melvin Wierzbicki flatly stated
there was “no warbler migration,”
period.

Of course, others had some pretty
impressive and memorable experi-
ences, even close to home. Robbye
Johnson, whose “What a year!” was
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surely colored by the fact that she was
one of the lucky few to see Wiscon-
sin’s first Wilson’s Plover, exclaimed
she’d never seen so many Lincoln’s
and singing White-crowned Sparrows
at Wisconsin Point in Douglas County.
She also had her best Sanderling
count in fifteen years. In Lafayette
County, John Romano spent a “very
windy” April 29 birding all day, ending
up with an astounding 37 first birds of
the year for him, several of which were
also the first for the state, a not unex-
pected outcome when you bird a
southern tier county that extensively
near the beginning of warbler migra-
tion (and it helped that it was on a
Thursday, i.e., just ahead of the week-
end!). And where do you go if you
want a big warbler list at the tail end
of the period? You spend a day bird-
ing at the opposite end of the state, of
course, as Ryan Brady did when he
recorded 23 warbler species in Ash-
land and Bayfield Counties on May 31;
that is, he saw all but 2 of the warbler
species he saw all season! Brady also
had a fantastic shorebird fallout on
May 17, with 33 Whimbrels, 34 Mar-
bled Godwits, 110 Dunlin and 250
Short-billed Dowitchers, just to men-
tion some of the most numerous
species. And finally, Kent Hall led a
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team of Portage County birders into
the field on May 13, resulting in “my
most impressive day for warblers in 36
years of birding the county.” Twenty-
seven warbler species were recorded,
with a grand total of 195 species of
birds for the day. “It was one of those
magical days that will remain in
the memory banks forever,” Hall
concluded.

There was much more to it than just
shorebirds and warblers, of course.
True to the season’s form, waterfowl
migration was excellent here, poor
there; the only “sea ducks” recorded
all period by anyone along Lake Supe-
rior, for example, were 3 scoter
species that Brady had fly by on the
May 17 extravaganza mentioned
above. Raptor data for this report got
a much-needed boost when Ryan
Brady submitted the results of the
sixth annual Chequamegon Bay Hawk
Watch. The numbers can be found in
the individual species accounts, but
the educational aspect of this under-
taking is perhaps even more impor-
tant. As Brady reported, there were
something like 500 visitors to the site,
with formal interpretive programs for
youth groups providing a “great op-
portunity to explain why someone
would stand in frigid cold for six
hours to count birds.” Hear, hear!

We leave it to Marilyn Bontly (Mil-
waukee County) to articulate the
strangely dichotomous feeling many
of us (this writer included) apparently
felt this spring season. It was “overall a
good migration,” she wrote, “if one
can get used to the idea of seeing
fewer individuals, particularly the
neotropical migrants.” We can all only
hope, seemingly against the evidence
as it may sometimes seem, that her
words reflect random variation, not

the continuance or even acceleration
of a long-term decline.

‘WEATHER

Fewer and fewer reporters each year
are commenting on the weather, but
fortunately this spring it can be
summed up fairly succinctly as more
or less normal for March and April
and then incredibly wet and cool for
the duration, with many localities reg-
istering their all-time wettest May.
Philip Ashman described March in
Dane County as warm the first week,
then seasonal with some snow, finally
warming up to around 60° near the
end. Karen Etter Hale in Jefferson
County added that it was also a windy
month, with 9 days of 20* mph winds.
Ashman’s April was “seasonal” for the
first half, then warm toward the mid-
dle, with the season’s first 80° read-
ings. Persistent south winds character-
ized the latter part. Hale added that
the month was quite dry, setting the
stage for a memorably soggy May. Ash-
man reported 10.84 inches, Hale 9.86.
Everywhere you drove there were
flooded fields and overflowing
streams. Not surprisingly, all the rain
meant that it was also a relatively cool
month. But it obviously didn’t keep
the birds from coming, nor dampen
the enthusiasm of Wisconsin birders,
who turned what had probably been
just an average spring for rarities the
first two months into one of the better
ones in recent memory, as the next
paragraph reveals.

RARITIES

The Wisconsin Society for Ornithol-
ogy Records Committee had a busy
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summer and early fall working
through an impressive list of reports.
The standout was of course Wiscon-
sin’s first Wilson’s Plover, found in
Douglas County on May 9 and seen by
a few lucky observers during its brief
stay. Other accepted reports were of
Glossy Ibis, Plegadis ibis sp., Barrow’s
Goldeneye, Swainson’s Hawk (2),
Black-necked Stilt (in 4 counties!),
Ruff, Eurasian Collared-Dove (with
the first evidence of nesting in the
state), White-winged Dove, Chuck-
will’'s-widow, = Audubon’s  Yellow-
rumped Warbler, Yellow-throated War-
bler (numerous reports), Painted
Bunting (2), Spotted Towhee, Blue
Grosbeak and Hoary Redpoll (4). See
the species accounts for details.

EXTREME BIRDS

Three unambiguous new early ar-
rival dates were set. The Schwalbes’
April 4 Columbia County Snowy Egret
lowered the previous record [April 11,
1996, Ozaukee County] by a full week.
An Osprey in Racine County on
March 2 (Fitzgerald) improved that
record [March 6, 2000, Sauk County]
by four days. And eight days were
knocked off the Yellow-throated War-
bler record [April 14, 2002, Sauk
County], with Spalding’s April 6 Dane
County discovery. With both Snowy
Egrets and Yellow-throated Warblers
clearly on the increase in the state, the
Osprey record appears to be the most
significant of these.

Otherwise, one might profitably in-
voke the memory of Bob Beamon
(the long jumper who extended the
record for that event by nearly two
feet in the 1968 Olympics) to put the
other two notable early sightings in

perspective. First, consider the Trem-
pealeau County Black-necked Stilt
first reported by Ruhser on April 15.
The records apparently reveal a
much, much later earliest previous ex-
actly dated sighting of May 8, 1999 in
Racine County. Except . . . there is an
“April 1847” record, also in Racine
County, by the redoubtable Philo R.
Hoy. Can there be any meaningful
comparison over such a time span?
Second, after a brief pause last year,
the April 19, 2002 Milwaukee County
exceptionally early Hooded Warbler
report was again improved upon this
year, by two more days, in Dane
County (Hansen). These only failed to
be record early dates because of the
extraordinary occurrence of four
birds in four counties from March 27
(!) to April 8, 1950. Beamon’s long-
jump record stood until 1991, even
though some predicted it would never
be broken. And so, Wisconsin birders’
quixotic quest of this one continues,
one or two days at a time . . .

Two additional noteworthy dates
might be described as “gap” dates;
that is, they serve to compress further
an already narrow (and of course arbi-
trary) window between winter linger-
ing and spring arrival. Until this sea-
son, the gap for Eared Grebe was
between February 12 [1959] and
March 12 [1997]. A. Holschbach
recorded an individual in Ozaukee
County on March 7, thus at least tech-
nically setting a new spring record by
our arbitrary calendrical standards.
And an April 22 Laughing Gull in Mil-
waukee County (Idzikowski) becomes
only the third (and the latest) of three
spring season records before May 1.
The other two birds showed up in
early March and lingered. So—were
this year’s birds late winter wanderers
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or early spring migrants? The answer
is probably the latter for the Laughing
Gull, but who knows for the Eared
Grebe!

REINTRODUCTIONS AND EXOTICS

Whooping Cranes were reported
five times, from April 6 to the end of
the period, in Lafayette, Rock, Dane,
Fond du Lac, and Marathon Counties.
Two of the reports were of two individ-
uals.

Exotics were something else this
season. The explosion of reports, in-
terestingly confined to titmice and
finches, surely has as its chief explana-
tion an apparently substantial release
by a collector rumored to be some-
where in northeastern Illinois, which
also has had a recent significant up-
wards spike in such reports. In Wis-
consin this season, a Blue Tit was re-
ported just once at Hilary Ford’s
Walworth County feeder, a magnet
“on the state line” for exotics several
years running now, on April 6. More
regular there were two Great Tits;
though apparently never seen simulta-
neously, they were indeed different
birds since one of them was missing its
tail. Fare saw a pair in Racine County
on March 29, Carlson another duo in
Waushara County on May 27; she sus-
pected nesting might be in the offing.
Finally, Huf also had a Great Tit in
Milwaukee County on April 30.

Finchwise, Tom and Lucy Kile
posted pictures on the Wisconsin Bird
Network of what was eventually
judged to be a European Greenfinch
(Door County, May 14). A pair of Eu-
ropean Goldfinches turned up in
Racine County on May 8 (DeBoer).
Another mystery feeder finch (Out-

agamie County, May 23) had its mug
shot posted by Todd and Cindy Ward;
it turned out to be a Eurasian Siskin,
the most likely by far of all the sea-
son’s exotics to occur naturally. In the
end though, the Records Committee
cautiously concluded that its status
had best remain “origin uncertain.”

STATISTICS

The total number of species, which
had shrunk to exactly 300 in Spring
2003, rebounded to 309. The most
conspicuous misses were Western
Sandpiper and Little Gull. With the
number of cited observers (observer
duos counted as single observers)
dropping from 124 to 99, this seems
more remarkable than it is, simply be-
cause I relied much less on WBN re-
ports this year than last. Internet re-
porters not also submitting formal
reports dropped from 49 to just 16.
The number of WSO reporters thus
actually went up, from 75 to 83. Still,
the species count is a good one and
well reflects the excitement and diver-
sity of the season.

The number of counties receiving
what I've been calling “nonincidental
coverage” [25 species or more on at
least one report] remained the same
at 41, with the number of such reports
also virtually unchanged (95 vs. 96 in
2003). Once again Dane County out-
paced the field by far, with 12 such re-
ports. Milwaukee County had 7, Co-
lumbia County 6, and Sauk and
Winnebago Counties 5 apiece, to
round out the top five contributing
counties. As has been the case in re-
cent years, southwestern Wisconsin
coverage was comparatively poor. Six-
teen counties received “incidental”
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coverage only. A byproduct of the less
assiduous gleaning of WBN reports is
reflected in the fact that the number
of counties with absolutely no cover-
age rose dramatically, from 6 to 15. Al-
phabetically, these were Crawford,
Iron, Kewaunee, Lincoln, Marinette,
Marquette, Menominee, Monroe,
Pepin, Pierce, Price, Rusk, Sawyer,
Waupaca, and Waushara Counties.

Note: a few years ago, Ozaukee
County was the most thoroughly cov-
ered county; this year, an habitual
Ozaukee County observer did not sub-
mit a report, including the comment
on a different county report that
Ozaukee County had been singled out
as “overcovered.” Actually, a heavily
covered county offers many opportu-
nities for localized comparisons and
so I'm glad to have a few (but not too
many!) to work with. The reader of
the species accounts will note that I
used this to occasional advantage,
mostly with respect to Dane County
data.

THE ACCOUNTS

These twenty-five widespread, com-
mon and mostly sedentary species are
not included in the species accounts:
Canada Goose, Mute Swan, Mallard,
Ring-necked  Pheasant,  Ruffed
Grouse, Wild Turkey, Ring-billed Gull,
Herring Gull, Rock Pigeon, Mourning
Dove, Great Horned Owl, Red-bellied
Woodpecker, Downy Woodpecker,
Hairy Woodpecker, Blue Jay, Ameri-
can Crow, Horned Lark, Black-capped
Chickadee, White-breasted Nuthatch,
European Starling, Cedar Waxwing,
Northern Cardinal, House Finch,
American Goldfinch and House Spar-

TOW.

Abbreviations: BOP = beginning of
period; EOP = end of period; TTP =
throughout the period; WBN = Wis-
consin Bird Network; WSO = Wiscon-
sin Society for Ornithology.

REPORTS (1 MARCH-31 May 2004)

Greater Whitefronted Goose—Already
present at BOP in its stronghold cen-
tered around Dane and Columbia
Counties. Numbers that would have
been jaw-dropping even ten years ago
peaked at 1350 in Columbia County
on March 20 (Tessen). Lingered until
late April in Sauk and Ozaukee Coun-
ties, with the latest report coming May
6 from Dane County (Tessen). Re-
ported in all from 11 counties, with no
reports farther north than Eau Claire,
Portage and Outagamie Counties.

Snow Goose—Though reports from
the first week of March came in from
Columbia, Rock and Manitowoc
Counties, it was reported at BOP only
from Douglas County (LaValleys). A
maximum of only 9 could be gar-
nered, in Dane County on March 20
(Thiessen). Sixteen counties submit-
ted sightings, with EOP reports (or
close to it) from Ashland/Bayfield
and Douglas Counties.

Ross’s Goose—Reported from 6
counties, roughly along a Sauk to
Brown County axis. The reported
maximum of 10 (Dane County, March
20, Thiessen) should be compared to
the previous species! After March 21,
there were only two isolated reports,
both by Tessen: April 8 in Dodge
County and May 5 in Brown County,
the latter just two days shy of the
record departure date.
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Trumpeter Swan—At or near BOP in
Dane, Columbia and St. Croix Coun-
ties. Overt nesting was reported from
St. Croix and Barron Counties, with at
of the 16 Burnett
County on May 20 surely engaged in
that same activity. Stragglers outside
the breeding range were in Columbia
County May 1 (Hilsenhotf), Fond du
Lac County May 2 (Tessen) and She-
boygan County May 24 (Brassers).

least some in

Tundra Swan—Specified as BOP
only in Dane County, where despite
the concentration of observers a max-
imum of only 4 could be produced
(Evanson on March 13). Brady in Ash-
land/Bayfield Counties described the
passage as “noticeably poor”; nonethe-
less, the Lukes were able to find about
2000 in Door County on March 29,
Hall about 1500 in Portage County
the next day. The latest report came
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from Marathon County on May 3
(Belter).

Wood Duck—BOP in Dane and Win-
nebago Counties, with 6 more coun-
ties added by March 10. A.
Holschbach counted 185 in Sauk
County on March 25. Reached Dou-
glas County on April 4.

Gadwall—BOP in 7 counties, as far
north as St. Croix County in the west-
ern, Columbia County in the central,
and Winnebago County in the eastern
part of the state. A. Holschbach tallied
360 in Sauk County on March 31. Last
Dane County sighting on May 13
(Ashman).

American Wigeon—Still in only 3
counties (Dane, Dodge and Washing-
ton) through the first week of March.
High counts of only about 40 could be
mustered, in Sauk and Dane Counties
March 31 (A. Holschbach) and April 4
(Stutz) respectively.

American Black Duck—Reported
from a healthy 28 counties, though
high counts of only 5 were received
from Sauk and Oneida Counties (A.
Holschbach and Stutz on March 7 and
April 10 respectively).

Blue-winged Teal—As usual, the only
dabbler not present at or near BOP,
with the earliest report coming from
Milwaukee County on March 19
(Strelka). Hilsenhoff counted 170 on
April 24 in Dane County. Reached
Barron and Douglas Counties just be-
fore the end of March.

Northern Shoveler—BOP in Dane
and Winnebago Counties. A. Holsch-

bach tallied 126 in Sauk County on
March 30.

Northern Pintail—Appearances in
27 counties brought that figure a bit
closer to that of the other dabblers
than has recently been the case. Espe-
cially encouraging was Belter’s count
of over 250 in Marathon County (May
3). Still, only 5 of the 12 Dane County
observers recorded it. At or near BOP
in about 8 counties, as far north as
Barron County (Carlsen).

Green-winged Teal—TTP in Dane
County, where Stutz had 80 on April
21. Otherwise, appeared in 4 more
counties the first week of March, with
Oconto County taking the eventual
honors for the high count (500, April
11, Smiths).

Canvasback—In Dane and Win-
nebago Counties early in the period.
Reached Douglas County by March
28. Tessen saw over 500 in Manitowoc
County on March 29. Still in Walworth
County as late as May 29 (Fitzgerald).

Redhead—Far more widespread
early on than the previous species,
with about 10 counties reporting it
BOP or very early March. Evanson
had 81 in Dane County on March 13.

Ring-necked Duck—Advanced
through the state at a more leisurely
pace than in Spring 2003, which saw
about a dozen counties all recording
it initially on March 15-16. This year,
it was already in at least 9 counties be-
fore that date. Most counties that
missed Canvasback and/or Redhead
still had this species (Washington,
Iowa, Richland, Outagamie, Burnett,
and Washburn Counties, among oth-
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ers). Finally reached Douglas County
on April 4 (Johnson).

Greater Scaup—Found in 10 coun-
ties without Great Lakes frontage. The
Dane County passage provokes specu-
lation that many of these reports may
involve late birds moving through, as
the only reports from that heavily cov-
ered county were of 2 birds on April
29 (Evanson) and of an unspecified
number on May 8 (Fitzgerald). Risch
commented that his 8 individuals in
Taylor County on April 19 were “un-
usual.” As is often the case, the Mani-
towoc/Sheboygan County line divided
the largest reported flock in two, as
Tessen reported a  staggering
15,000-20,000 birds there on March 9.
Must be those zebra mussels!

Lesser Scaup—Widespread through-
out the state all season long. Tessen
found 10,000 in Winnebago County
on April 4, Brady 400 in Ashland/Bay-
field Counties on April 23.

Harlequin  Duck—Two  Racine
County birds found by Howe were reli-
able from March 3 to April 12. Two
Ozaukee County birds first reported
on May 3 (Gustafson) lingered until at
least May 25 (Tessen); there are only
four later May or June records.

Surf Scoter—Reports were from
Ozaukee County on April 1 (6 birds,
Frank), Racine County on April 23 (6
birds, Fitzgerald), and Ozaukee
County again on May 12 (10 birds,
Tessen).

White-winged Scoter—Reported
twice, both times from Ozaukee
County, with Tessen and Frank each

having 3 individuals on March 25 and
May 19 respectively.

Black Scoter—One or two birds re-
ported on three occasions: Ozaukee
County March 9 (Tessen); Milwaukee
County March 31 (Gustafson); Ozau-
kee County May 15 (Frank).

Long-tailed Duck—Spring 2003’s en-
couraging report of 395 individuals
was dwarfed by the 2000-3000 [!] on
the Ozaukee/Manitowoc County di-
viding line, as reported on March 9 by
a no doubt astounded Tessen. Racine,
Milwaukee, and Door Counties also
filed reports. Frank reported the last
from Ozaukee County on May 19.

Bufflehead—I1 atest departure date
from the southern half of the state was
May 22 (Rock County, Klubertanz).
Ashman reported 90 from Dane
County on April 17.

Common Goldeneye—The high count
of 890 was turned in by the Smiths in
Oconto County on March 28. In Win-
nebago County until May 8 and Ozau-
kee County until May 16, and with an
individual still present in Manitowoc
County at EOP (Sontag).

Barrow’s Goldeneye—If it is really a
case of the same individual male bird
returning to southern Ozaukee
County for so many years, then he
now appears to favor northern Mil-
waukee County, as the overwintering
male centered there just made it'into
the season’s report (March 3,
Gustafson).

Hooded Merganser—Present at or
near BOP in about 12 counties, in-
cluding Oconto, Marathon and Ash-
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land/Bayfield Counties. However, did
not reach Douglas County until April
4 (Johnson). Evanson had 60 on
March 13 in Dane County, where it
was last reported on May 8.

Common Merganser—Ten or so BOP
reports, with birds still in Door and
Florence Counties at EOP. Brady re-
ported about 300 from Ashland/Bay-
field Counties on April 18.

Red-breasted Merganser—Repre-
sented by all reporting Great Lakes
counties and about 15 others. In
Marathon County until May 23 (Bel-
ter) and in Ozaukee County as late as
May 27 (Frank). TTP in Door County
(Lukes).

Ruddy Duck—To show how an iso-
lated “BOP” report can skew impres-
sions, note that though 1 of the 12
Dane County reporters (Burcar) re-
ported it as such [in fact TTP], the
next 6 to report it gave March
26-April 3 arrival dates. In fact, after a
March 5 report from Winnebago
County (Ziebell), the next report was
not until March 22 (Waukesha
County, Gustafson). This leaves the
debate open as to whether this species
or Blue-winged Teal can be consid-
ered as “the last duck through.” High
count was of 400 birds in Green Lake
County on May 16 (Fitzgerald).

Gray Partridge—The number of re-
porting counties nose-dived from 6 in
Spring 2003 to just 1: Jowa County on
March 13 (Burcar).

Spruce Grouse—Wood reported 2
males in Vilas County on March 21.

Sharp-tailed Grouse—Haseleu filed
an April 7 report from Burnett
County, while the LaValleys counted
17 in Douglas County on April 19.

Greater  Prairie-Chicken—Reports
from Portage, Marathon, and Clark
Counties, with Belter counting 24 in
Marathon County on March 21.

Northern Bobwhite—Found this sea-
son in Rock, Green, Lafayette, Dane,
Columbia, Sauk, and Richland Coun-
ties.

Red-throated Loon—Reported from
Ozaukee, Sheboygan, Manitowoc, and
Douglas Counties, with no indication
of numbers. Arrival and departure
dates were March 29 in Ozaukee
County (Tessen) and May 27 in Dou-
glas County (Johnson).

Common Loon—A March 4 Door
County individual reported by the
Lukes would appear to fit into the
gray area between winter wanderers
and returning migrants. The parade
of the latter began March 15 in Wal-
worth County (Fitzgerald). Brady first
noted it in Ashland/Bayfield Counties
on April 5. He also submitted the high
count there, with 164 individuals
noted on May 2. Though it was last re-
ported from Dane County on May 8,
Stutz was able to find one in Columbia
County on May 30.

Pied-billed Grebe—First reported
from Manitowoc County on March 5
(Sontag) and Ozaukee County on
March 8 (Strelka). Reached St. Croix
County on March 21 (Persico) and
Langlade County on April 6 (Schim-
mels). Present on virtually every com-
prehensive county report, though the
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maximum reported was only 20 (April
18, Green County, Yoerger).

Horned Grebe—First noted in Mil-
waukee County (Gustafson) on March
4. The vast majority of counties how-
ever gave April arrival dates; even
heavily covered Dane County didn’t
record it until March 27. Sdll in
Marathon County on May 13 (Belter).
Johnson counted 82 in Douglas
County on April 25. Showed up in 22
counties.

Red-necked Grebe—The 17 recording
counties exactly matched Spring 2003,
but the bias was a bit more towards
northwestern counties than the year
before. Burcar recorded the first on
April 1, with birds in both Dane and
Columbia Counties. Ashman had a
lingerer in Columbia County on May
29.

Eared Grebe—Continued a trend of
being reported from 6 or more coun-
ties for at least the last five years, with
reports from Walworth, Ozaukee, Co-
lumbia, Dodge, Marathon, and Taylor
Counties. A well-described bird in
Ozaukee County on March 7 (A.
Holschbach) considerably shortens
the previous winter/spring hiatus of
February 12 (1959) to March 12
(1997). The next sighting came on
April 4 (Walworth County, Jacyna). At
EOP there was an individual in Co-
lumbia County [note the late pres-
ence there as well of Common Loon
and Red-necked Grebe, as described
above].

Western Grebe—There were docu-
mented reports this season of 2 birds
in Taylor County on April 19 (Risch)

and of 1 bird in Douglas County on
May 13 (Johnson).

American White Pelican—Expected
arrival dates continue to move up for
this increasing species, as it had been
recorded from three counties (Win-
nebago, Trempealeau and La Crosse)
by the end of March, beginning with
Bruce’s March 24 sighting in Win-
nebago County [the other two regular
county chroniclers had it three days
later]. Large numbers however were
not recorded, with the 32 in Rock
County on May 15 (Yoerger) the max-
imum number received. For the sec-
ond straight spring, the army of Dane
County observers failed to record it!

Double-crested Cormorant—Only one
BOP report (Milwaukee County,
Prestby). Next showed up in Ozaukee
County on March 19 (Strelka). In-
land, reached Dane County on March
28 and Clark, Taylor, and St. Croix
Counties on April 16/17. Concentra-
tions of over 1000 were reported from
Winnebago (1370) and Manitowoc
(1500) Counties.

American Bittern—The first of 16
county sightings took place in Portage
County on April 4 (Hall). Only one re-
port gave numbers, with Tessen count-
ing 3 in Winnebago County on May
17.

Least Bittern—Featured in 6 county
reports, beginning with a May 8 dis-
covery in  Winnebago County
(Ziebell). The other lucky counties
were Waukesha, Columbia, Dodge,
Oconto, and Marathon.

Great Blue Heron—Noted in Dane,
Towa, St. Croix and Florence Counties
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at BOP, with Columbia, Jefferson, and
Dodge Counties added March 5-7.
The Smiths described them as “low” in
Oconto County, while Belter esti-
mated over 350 in Marathon County
on April 7. Reached Washburn and
Douglas Counties March 27/28.

Great Egret—Arrived considerably
later than in Spring 2003, when there
were four March reports. This year’s
first reported sighting wasn’t until
April 8 (Dodge County, Tessen). The
number of reporting counties, how-
ever, increased considerably from the
previous year (25 vs. 19). Ziebell
counted 270 in Winnebago County on
May 28.

Snowy Egret—A good spring for this
species, with 6 county reports and a
lowering by a full week of the record
early arrival date when the Schwalbes
found one in Columbia County (a
county first for them) on April 4.
Lesher had one in Trempealeau
County on April 16. More birds were
found in Dodge, Fond du Lac, Win-
nebago, and Ashland/Bayfield Coun-
ties.

Little Blue Heron—]Johnson
recorded a county lifer with an indi-
vidual present in Douglas County May
13-15.

Cattle Egret—First reported from
Dane County on April 24 by Spalding.
Reports followed from Racine, Fond
du Lac, and Winnebago Counties.

Green Heron—The first report was
filed from Door County on April 4
(Lukes). It took a full two more weeks
before reports started coming in with
some regularity. Fewer April dates

however than normal, with Douglas
County not reached until mid-May.

Black-crouned Night-Heron—Ziebell
noted it first in Winnebago County on
April 1. He counted 200 there on May
16. Most of the other 9 county arrivals
did not occur until May.

Yellow-crowned Night-Heron—There
were two reports: a Fond du Lac
County bird on May 1 (Pforten-
hauers) and an Iowa County bird on
May 18 (Burcar) which was still being
seen as late as May 25 (Tessen).

Glossy Ibis—Bahls found and pho-
tographed an individual in Fond du
Lac County on May 29 for the ninth
Wisconsin record (vs. eleven for
White-faced Ibis).

Plegadis ibis sp.—Belter had a fly-
over in Marathon County on May 16.

Turkey Vulture—Early sightings
came on March 1 (Waukesha County,
Gustafson), March 3 (Sauk County, A.
Holschbach and Barron County,
Carlsen), March 5 (Iowa County, Bur-
car) and March 6 (Columbia County,
A. Holschbach). Portage and
Marathon Counties both gave a March
30 arrival date, while an April 7 date
in Douglas County was, as it often is,
the latest. High count was 72 in Sauk
County on April 24 (A. Holschbach).

Osprey—One surprised Fitzgerald in
Racine County on March 2, setting a
new spring arrival record by 4 days.
More expectedly, began showing up in
various locations around the state at
the end of the month, including
March 30 in Portage County (Hall).
Brady had 16 in Bayfield County on
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April 29 and Ziebell saw 6 in Win-
nebago County on May 29.

Bald Eagle—Numbers at the
Chequamegon Bay hawk watch (Bay-
field County) peaked at an impressive
115 on March 23 (Brady). The total
for the season there was 826, spanning
the dates March 6 to May 15.
Gustafson observed two young in a
nest in Sauk County on May 19.

Northern Harrier—Reported BOP
from 8 counties, as far north as
Portage (Hall) and Door (Lukes)
Counties. Also early was a March 4 re-
port from Oconto County (Smiths).
Reached Douglas County on March
24 (LaValleys). Belter’s 11 in
Marathon County on April 10 was the
largest total given.

Sharp-shinned Hawk—Reported TTP
from 26 counties. Brady counted 55
on May 12 in Bayfield County, with a
total of 614 for the season (March 15
to May 15).

Cooper’s Hawk—Brady’s Bayfield
County hawk watch seasonal total was
but 17 (compare with previous
species), not surprising though for a
mostly sedentary species near the
northern limits of its range.

Northern Goshawk—Reported from
9 counties, with St. Croix, Portage,
and Door Counties the southernmost.
Brady had 20 go by the Bayfield
County hawk watch from March 3 to
April 24.

Red-shouldered Hawk—Already pres-
ent at BOP in lowa (Burcar) and St.
Croix (Persico) Counties. Then ap-
peared in Outagamie and Portage

Counties on March 12. No reports at
all to the southeast of Dane and Wash-
ington Counties. Fairly well repre-
sented through the rest of the state,
with a total of 3 passing Brady’s Bay-
field County hawk watch for the sea-
son (April 2 to April 20).

Broad-winged Hawk—Somewhat sur-
prisingly, only one March report, from
Barron County on March 25 (Goff).
The first cluster came April 16-18,
when 7 counties registered its passage.
Bayfield County was in this group, and
Brady counted 218 there on May 1,
the same day Persico had 10 in St.
Croix County for the next highest
number. Seen throughout the state.

Swainson’s Hawk—Returned after
an absence in Spring 2003 with two re-
ports: April 6 in Barron County
(Betchkal) and April 23 in Bayfield
County (Brady).

Red-tailed Hawk—A bird thought to
be a Krider’s Red-tailed Hawk was re-
ported from Sauk County on May 9
(Cooke). Other off-beat red-tails puz-
zled commentators on the WBN all
season. Brady judged 18 of the 1373
Bayfield County hawk watch birds to
belong to one or another of the west-
ern forms, including one identified as
a Harlan’s. His maximum daily count
was 215 on April 6.

Rough-legged Hawk—Matched the
previous spring with 24 county re-
ports. Lightly covered southwestern
Wisconsin was the only region not
represented. Late for a southern
county was an individual in Dodge
County on May 18 (Gustafson). Per-
haps surprisingly in view of the exten-
sive coverage, none were reported
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from Dane County any later than
March 9. Twenty-five was the daily
maximum for Brady’s Bayfield County
hawk watch, seen on April 15. The last
of 165 Rough-legged Hawks was
logged there on May 14, while it was
still being recorded as EOP in Barron
and Douglas Counties.

Golden Eagle—A banner season,
with no less than 7 county reports, in-
cluding a late individual in Racine
County on May 4 (David). Dane, Sauk,
Wood, Portage, and Douglas Counties
were also represented, the last provid-
ing the latest bird for the season and
the second-latest ever seasonal record
(May 23, LaValleys). Comparisons
with other recent spring seasons be-
come distinctly unfair, however, in
light of the inclusion this year of
Brady’s Chequamegon Bay hawk
watch figures (Bayfield County). He
had a total of 47 Golden Eagles from
March 4 to May 11, with high counts
of 4 each on March 6, March 10 and
March 23.

American Kestrel—Brady’s Bayfield
County hawk watch logged 32 individ-
uals from March 10 to May 11, with a
high of 5 on April 6.

Merlin—Twenty county reports rep-
resents a very good number for this
apparently increasing species.
Recorded as BOP in Dane and
Portage Counties, TTP in Douglas
County, and EOP in Door and Ash-
land/Bayfield Counties. Six passed
the Bayfield County hawk watch site
(Brady) on April 17.

Peregrine Faleon—WSO reports from
19 counties, but caution if making
comparisons with recent spring re-

ports: Wisconsin Peregrine Society
nesting data have not been included
this year. Hilsenhoff described one at-
tacking a yellowlegs in Dane County
on May 1.

Yellow Rail—May reports only, be-
ginning May 7 in Dodge County
(Tessen) and May 8 in Winnebago
County (Truax). Found also in Wal-
worth and Burnett Counties. One as-
sumes the Marquette and Green Lake
County sites were duly repopulated,
but these counties were basically un-
covered this year.

King Rail—Heard (no indication
any were seen) in Winnebago, Dodge,
Douglas, and Columbia Counties (in
that order) between May 8 and May
21.

Virginia Rail—Earliest report came
from Waukesha County on April 8
(Gustafson). Ended up being re-
ported from 22 counties throughout
the state.

Sora—As usual, more widely re-
ported than the previous species, with
31 county reports, the earliest coming
on April 9 (Waukesha County again,
Gustafson).

Common Moorhen—A line drawn
from Dane to Oconto Counties delin-
eates the northern border of the 7 re-
porting counties this year. The Smiths
saw their first since 1998 in Oconto
County on May 24. The reports began
in Dodge County on May 7 (Tessen).
No numbers of individuals were indi-
cated.

American Coot—BOP/TTP in 6
counties, as far north as St. Croix and
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Outagamie Counties. High count sub-
mitted was 2000 in Dane County on
April 13 (Hilsenhoff).

Sandhill Crane—Migration well
under way at BOP, being reported as
such as far north as Portage County.
One suspects that first dates such as
March 24 for Barron County or April
4 for Burnett County simply means
the observers did not happen upon
migrant flocks and thus these were re-
turning residents.

Black-bellied Plover—A relatively
modest passage through the state,
with sightings in 8 counties. Earliest
was a May 7 report from Dodge
County (Tessen), latest May 20 from
Manitowoc County (Sontag). A maxi-
mum of 17 were in Ashland/Bayfield
Counties on May 17 (Brady).

American Golden-Plover—Missing in
action last spring, it rebounded with
sightings in 5 counties, starting with
Eau Claire County on April 23 (Polk).
The other sightings were clustered in
the period May 17-May 22 and com-
prised  Ashland/Bayfield, Dunn,
Racine, and Door Counties. There was
no indication of more than one bird
in any of the reports.

Wilson’s Plover—The jewel in the
crown for the season, it became the
latest species to be added to the state
list when Stensaas found and pho-
tographed an individual in Douglas
County on May 9. Unfortunately, it
was a “one day wonder,” as only a few
other Wisconsin and Minnesota bird-
ers were able to see it in the next few
hours, after which it could not be relo-
cated.

Semipalmated  Plover—First  ap-
peared in Racine County on April 23
(Fitzgerald). Lafayette County on
April 29 (Romano) was the only other
report that month. Brady’'s numbers
topped the list with 55 in
Ashland/Bayfield Counties on May
17. Douglas County dates spanned the
period May 9-29 (Johnson). Reported
from 15 counties.

Piping Plover—Three reports, single
birds each time, from three Great
Lakes counties. Sontag recorded one
in Manitowoc County on April 27,
Johnson one in Douglas County on
May 9, and Brady one in Bayfield
County on May 17.

Killdeer—Akin to Ring-necked
Duck, there was no perceptible con-
centration of arrival dates as there
had been the previous spring. It was
already in Milwaukee, Jefferson, Dane,
Columbia, and Winnebago Counties
at BOP (vs. none in 2003), with 9
more county appearances by March
10, reaching as far north as Barron
County. The latest date given on a
thorough county report was March 28,
in Burnett (Mclnroy) and Douglas
(Johnson, LaValleys) Counties.

Black-necked  Stilt—lLike Yellow-
throated Warbler, this species appears
to be consolidating its position in the
state (though admittedly there were
no Spring 2003 reports). Ruhser
chronicled the discovery of a single
bird in Trempealeau County on April
15, which was again reported on April
17 (Lesher). Almost a month passed,
and then suddenly Black-necked Stilts
were noted almost simultaneously in 3
counties. First to register were 2 birds
in Dane County, discovered on May 13
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by McDowell and staying until at least
May 17. On May 14 and May 15, S.
Cutright et al. had 2 in Columbia
County, close enough of course that
they might have been the same birds.
And from May 15 to May 31, anywhere
from 1 to 3 birds entertained dozens
of WBN correspondents in Fond du
Lac County (Fitzgerald et al.). If these
Horicon Marsh birds were ever seen
to cross the road into Dodge County,
the fact was not reported!

American Avocet—Present in Milwau-
kee (30 birds, Idzikowski), Iowa,
Dodge, Douglas, and Ashland/Bay-
field Counties between April 22 and
May 21.

Greater Yellowlegs—On the early side
were birds in Clark and Taylor Coun-
ties on March 25 (Risch). The remain-
der of the 32 county reports began
with a sighting in Portage County
(Hall) on April 7. Schimmels reported
a flock of 30 in Langlade County on
April 28. Departed Dane County on
May 22.

Lesser Yellowlegs—Reported from 2
more counties than the previous
species, with the initial report lodged
in Outagamie County on April 4
(Tessen). Sixty birds were reported
twice in Dane County, first on April 15
(Ashman) and then again on May 22
(Burcar).

Solitary Sandpiper—Seen in 29
counties, starting April 17 in Taylor
County (Risch). Ashman had a high
of 12 in Dane County on May 8.

Willet—After two banner years, a
more muted performance, with the
largest flock reported consisting of

“only” 19 birds (Sontag on May 1 in
Manitowoc County). Sontag also had
the earliest report (April 23). A late
report came on May 28 from Door
County (Lukes). Nine counties filed
reports: 3 Lake Michigan, 2 Lake Su-
perior, and 4 inland counties.

Spotted Sandpiper—A first report of
only April 20 (Manitowoc County,
Sontag) is on the late side, by histori-
cal standards. It had been seen in 9
counties by month’s end. The LaVal-
leys tallied 36 in Douglas County on
May 24.

Upland Sandpiper—Sighted twice in
April, first in Portage County on April
17 (Hall) and then in La Crosse
County on April 19 (Lesher). Re-
ported from 12 counties, with a high
count of 8 in Ashland/Bayfield Coun-
ties submitted by Brady on May 10.

Whimbrel—Two good-sized flocks
were discovered: 33 in Bayfield
County (Brady) on May 17, and an ini-
tial count of 19 in Manitowoc County
(Sontag) on May 19, which had
swollen to 32 by May 23 (Tessen).
However, initial and final appearances
were in Douglas County (May 14,
LaValleys and May 27, Johnson).

Hudsonian Godwit—The earliest of 8
county reports was on May 6 (Dane
County, Hansen and A. Holschbach).
Dodge and Fond du Lac were the
other inland counties represented.
Brady’s 3 in Bayfield County on May
17 was the largest figure given. Last re-
ported from Milwaukee County on
May 23 (Lubahn).

Marbled Godwit—First reported
from Racine County on April 19
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(Fitzgerald), with observations in
Dane and Ozaukee Counties quickly
following. The big numbers though
were reported along Lake Superior,
with 23 in Douglas County on May 12
(Johnson) and 34 in Bayfield County
on the magical shorebird date of May
17 (Brady). Also found in Dane and
Portage Counties.

Ruddy Turnstone—Found in 3 Lake
Michigan, 2 Lake Superior, and Fond
du Lac and Winnebago Counties, be-
ginning May 12 in Sheboygan County
(Brassers). Numbers topped out at 45
in Manitowoc County on May 23 (Son-

tag).

Red Knot—Seen twice, first in Fond
du Lac County on May 16 (Fitzgerald,
Prestby, Wood) and then in Douglas
County on May 29 (Johnson).

Sanderling—Seen first in  Win-
nebago County (May 8, Ziebell). The
next day, Johnson saw her first in Dou-
glas County, where she eventually en-
countered 60 by May 27. Other re-
porting counties were Racine,
Manitowoc, Dane, and Ashland/Bay-
field.

Semipalmated Sandpiper—TFirst spot-
ted in Dane County on May 4 (Hilsen-
hoff). Seen in 16 additional counties
until EOP. In fact, the maximum (75)
was in Ashland/Bayfield Counties on
May 31 (Brady).

Least Sandpiper—There are only 3
records before April 10; Romano had
one on that date in Lafayette County,
and Knispel had 6 in Winnebago
County the next day. Last Dane
County report on May 24, where the

statewide maximum of 60 was seen by
Ashman on May 8.

Whiterumped Sandpiper—Reports
from 8 widely scattered counties, with
a high count of 18 in Dane County on
May 22 (Ashman). Three county ob-
servers there saw it on May 6, the ear-
liest date received.

Baird’s Sandpiper—Seen in 6 coun-
ties (Dane, Columbia, Fond du Lac,
Brown, Burnett, and Ashland/Bay-
field); note the relative lack of bias to-
wards counties with Great Lakes
frontage, not surprisingly for this en-
gaging little “grasspiper.” Earliest and
latest honors went to Dane County
(Stutz on April 18, Burcar on May 21).

Pectoral Sandpiper—Spring 2003 saw
six March county reports, this year
none, with the first report coming
from Outagamie County on April 4
(Tessen). Tessen also had the largest
figure, with 100 birds in that county
on April 20. In St. Croix County on
May 30 (Persico). Reported from 22
counties.

Dunlin—The most widely reported
Calidris sandpiper after Least, with re-
ports from 26 counties. Gustafson’s
Waukesha County birds on April 9 led
the parade. They were in that county
as late as May 13, and still being re-
ported at EOP from Eau Claire
County (Polk). Fitzgerald’s 300 or so
in Green Lake County on May 15 con-
stituted the largest encountered flock.

Stilt Sandpiper—Individuals were
found three times, first in Dane
County on May 3 (Burcar), then in
Outagamie County on May 7 (Pet-
znick) and finally in Fond du Lac
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County on May 15 (Fitzgerald). The
Dane County individual lingered until
at least May 18 (Tessen).

Ruff—It was “déja vu all over again,”
as the same Brown County pond that
hosted one May 12-17 2003 was revis-
ited May 22-23 (Baumanns et al).

Short-billed  Dowitcher—Romano
filed the earliest report (Lafayette
County, April 24). Brady's massive
shorebird fallout on May 17 in Bay-
field County netted 250 of this
species, 8 times the next highest re-
ported number. Found in 18 counties.

Long-billed  Dowitcher—Reported
from Dane County on April 29 (A.
Holschbach), Fond du Lac County on
May 9 (Tessen), and Douglas County
on May 14 (LaValleys).

Wilson’s Snipe—Found BOP in
Oconto County (Smiths) and March 2
in Racine County (Gustafson). Al-
ready in Douglas County (Johnson) by
March 10. Hilsenhoff gave a figure of
33 in Dane County on April 13.

American Woodcock—BOP/March 1
reports from Winnebago (Ziebell)
and Milwaukee (Prestby) Counties.
Also in Dane, Rock, and Ozaukee
Counties by March 10. Stutz counted
7 in Dane County on March 28.

Wilson’s Phalarope—Showed up in
two clusters, the first around May 1,
the second at mid-month. First were
birds in Rock (Klubertanz) and Dane
(many observers) Counties on April
29. Waukesha, Walworth, and Brown
County were also hit during this first
wave. The second saw birds appear in
(among others) Douglas, Green Lake,

and Racine Counties, with 7 birds on
May 15 in Douglas County (Johnson)
also the seasonal maximum. Twenty-
three counties were visited in all, up
10 from Spring 2003.

Red-necked Phalarope—A three-day
passage through the state, with
Dodge/Fond du Lac Counties harbor-
ing an individual May 16-18 (many
observers) and Bayfield County one
on May 17 (Brady).

Parasitic Jaeger—Seen during the
WSO preconvention trip in Douglas
County on May 19 for the third con-
secutive spring sighting from that
(and only that) county. Johnson and
Tessen provided documentation, with
at least 2 and possibly 4 individuals
present.

Laughing Gull—Represented by a
single report, April 22 in Milwaukee
County (Idzikowski). This appears to
fill a gap in spring records between
April 4 [1979] and May 1 [2001].

Franklin’s Gull—First appeared
quite late in the season, with a May 17
sighting in Bayfield County (Brady).
Douglas, Eau Claire, and Racine
County sightings followed, the last on
May 26.

Bonaparte’s Gull—Seen first in Dane
County on March 20 (Ashman), with
additional sightings in Milwaukee and
Columbia Counties by month’s end.
Fitzgerald’s estimated 900 birds in Mil-
waukee County on April 23 was the
high count; other notable concentra-
tions were 400 in Dane County on
April 24 (Stutz) and 600 in
Ashland/Bayfield Counties on May 8
(Brady). Appeared in 27 counties.
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Thayer’s Gull—Latest appearance in
the four reporting Lake Michigan
counties was May 19 in Ozaukee
County (Frank). Burcar filed mid-
March reports from Dane and Colum-
bia Counties.

Iceland Gull—Burcar [see previous
account] also had 1 of this species in
Columbia County, on March 15. Two
birds were reported on March 31 (Mil-
waukee County, Gustafson) and on
May 19 (Ozaukee County, Frank). The
latter was also the latest report. In ad-
dition, there were reports from Mani-
towoc and Sheboygan Counties.

Lesser Black-backed Gull—Reported
from no fewer than 11 counties, all in
the southern half of the state, extend-
ing across from Sheboygan to La
Crosse Counties. Seven reports came
in March, 3 in April and just 1 in May:
May 16 in Ozaukee County (Frank).

Glaucous Gull—A maximum of 14
was reported, in Manitowoc County
on March 9 (Tessen). Birds remained
there TTP (Sontag). Inland reports
were from Walworth, Dane, Columbia,
and Winnebago Counties.

Great Black-backed Gull—On the
Lake Michigan shoreline from Racine
to Door Counties and in Winnebago
County. The Door County reports
were TTP (Lukes). Tessen counted 15
in Manitowoc County on March 9,
where like the previous species it re-
mained TTP.

Caspian Tern—Made its first appear-
ance in Oconto County on April 6
(Smiths). Numbers peaked at over
300 in Manitowoc County on May 12

(Sontag). Widespread, with reports
from 20 counties.

Common Tern—Surprisingly,
ported first from Douglas County
(April 22, LaValleys), with a Milwau-
kee County sighting the next day
(Fitzgerald). Tessen reported 280 in
Douglas County on May 23. Reported
from 14 counties, with Dane,
Marathon, and Burnett Counties the
farthest from substantial bodies of
water.

re-

Forster’s Tern—The Smiths had a
relatively early individual in Oconto
County on April 5. Seen in 23 coun-
ties all across the state, with a tally of
70 in Winnebago County on May 8
(Ziebell) the high count.

Black Tern—Reported from 19
counties, beginning May 7 in Wauke-
sha (Gustafson) and Dodge (Tessen)
Counties, with 3 more counties follow-
ing the next day. Ashman counted 75
in Dane County on May 24.

Eurasian Collared-Dove—The in-
evitable addition of this species to the
list of birds which have nested in the
state appears to have occurred on May
15, when a group of birders found a
nest with an incubating bird on a
grain elevator in Arlington, Columbia
County (N. Cutright). The pair here
were the only ones directly reported
to the WSO for the season, though
Polk relayed a report that Buffalo
County birds (3?) she had reported in
February were still being seen by
other observers through at least early
March.

White-winged Dove—A tantalizing re-
port of a possible drive-by bird in Mil-
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waukee County on April 28
(Idzikowski) materialized into a con-
firmed sighting a few miles away on
May 11 (Boldt). The bird became very
reliable and was seen by many ob-
servers for the next week or so, even
making it onto the front page of the
Milwaukee Journal Sentinel. This is the
fourth record for the state, all since
1997.

Black-billed Cuchoo—First seen in
Clark County on May 8 (Risch). Dane,
Dodge, and Outagamie Counties fol-
lowed the next two days. Romano
counted b in Lafayette County on May
18. Reports from 15 counties.

Yellow-billed Cuckoo—Reported from
12 counties, as far north as Portage
and Outagamie Counties. Romano
had both the first (May 11) and the
largest number (4, May 28), both in
Lafayette County.

Eastern Screech-Owl—Reported from
10 counties (vs. 7 in Spring 2003).
The northern half of the state was rep-
resented only by Marathon County.
Prestby photographed one in a nest
box in Jefferson County on March 14,
and on May 1 Panetti reported young
begging in his Ozaukee County nest

box.

Snowy Owl—Barely made it onto the
seasonal list, with but one report
(Manitowoc  County, March 9,
Tessen).

Barred Owl—Widespread through-
out the state except in the extreme
southeast, where David heard one
hooting from his back yard at the
same time as a Great Horned Owl
(Racine County, April 16).

Long-eared Owl—Reports from 3
counties, with Belter finding a roost of
8-10 in Marathon County on March
21. Nestlings were reported killed by
raccoons in Door County on May 26
(Lukes).

Short-eared Owl—Reported from
only 3 counties, with no indication of
numbers. A. Holschbach filed a Co-
lumbia County report on April 1.
Risch had it in Taylor County on April
26, and Hall finished with a May 1 re-
port from Portage County.

Northern Saw-whet Owl—Reported
from 11 counties across the state, in-
cluding a nest box sighting in Buffalo
County on March 15 (Ma. O’Connor).
Three were reported in Sauk County
on March 18 (A. Holschbach). In Bur-
nett and Vernon Counties very near
EOP.

Common Nighthawk—A single April
report, from Richland County on
April 28 (Duerksen). Not reported
again until May 8, when it reappeared
in Dane and Sauk Counties. Stutz
counted 60 going by in the former on
May 20, while Hale had 25 in Jefferson
County on May 23. Reported from 25
counties.

Chuck-will’s-widow—The end of the
season (and beyond) saw the WBN set
abuzz with the report of 2 or even pos-
sibly 3 of these southern caprimulgids
reliably calling every evening in Ver-
non County. They were first discov-
ered on May 27 by Jackson and subse-
quently heard by many observers.

Whip-poor-will—First detected in
Winnebago County on April 28
(Ziebell). Stutz had 6 in Dane County
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on May 8. Heard calling alongside the
Chuck-will’s-widows in Vernon County
and in 9 other counties not already
mentioned.

Chimney Swift—Bruce reported the
first in Winnebago County on April
16. At the other extreme, not
recorded in Douglas County until May
24, and even at that only one of the
two regular county chroniclers had
logged it in by season’s end.

Ruby-throated Hummingbird—Two
April 30 reports: Strelka in Ozaukee
County and Hall in Portage County.
Tessen had 10 in Grant County on
May 28.

Belted Kingfisher—BOP in Dane,
Sauk, Portage, and St. Croix Counties,
but 4 more reports by March 7 (Out-
agamie, Manitowoc, Rock, and
Langlade Counties) were probably too
carly to represent returning migrants.
The map finally filled in with an April
10 arrival in Douglas County (John-
son).

Red-headed Woodpecker—Always a
difficult species for which to deter-
mine the true onset of migration. Bur-
car’s birds from the first half of March
(Columbia County on March 1 and
Iowa County on March 13) can proba-
bly be discounted, but Klubertanz’s
March 27 Rock County individual is
more problematic. With no indication
of any overwintering in heavily cov-
ered Dane County, a first report there
of April 28 (Martin) could fairly be
taken as the onset of the main migra-
tion, though about 4 counties had re-
ports in the preceding week or so.
The three Winnebago County ob-
servers gave dates of May 8, 15, and

18. Twenty-seven counties filed re-
ports, encouraging for this precarious
species, though no more than 3 indi-
viduals were reported at any one time
(Oconto County, May 11, Smiths).

Yellow-bellied Sapsucker—No BOP or
early March reports, with 6 counties
first recording it March 28-31: Dane,
Milwaukee, Ozaukee, Door, Lafayette,
and Manitowoc Counties. Stutz had 8
or more in lowa County on May 15,
and Tessen reported it on May 28 in
Grant County. Representative depar-
ture dates for counties where it does-
n’t regularly breed include a range of
April 18-26 for the three Winnebago
County observers and May 8 for Dane
County. On the other hand, Douglas
County arrival dates were April 25 and

27

Black-backed Woodpecker—Recorded
by Stutz in Vilas County on April 10
and by Johnson in Douglas County on
May 15. The latter likened its call to “a
coach driver clucking to his horse.”

Northern Flicker—BOP designation
in 8 counties, as far north as Oconto
and Douglas Counties. March 2 and 3
reports were also received, then a
short gap before reports started com-
ing in with some regularity from
March 10 on.

Pileated Woodpecker—Reported this
season from quite a few of the coun-
ties to the southeast of its historical
entrenched range in the state, viz.
Green, Rock, Walworth, Washington,
Ozaukee, and Sheboygan Counties.

Olive-sided Flycatcher—Early dates
for this generally latish migrant [this
observer did not see one until June 5]
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included May 4 (Dane County, Evan-
son), May 8 (Winnebago County,
Ziebell and St. Croix County, Persico),
May 9 (Washington County, Domagal-
ski) and May 10 (Milwaukee County,
Mi. O’Connor). Reported from 20
counties.

Eastern Wood-Pewee—Two Walworth
County individuals on April 16
(Fitzgerald) remained unseconded
[unthirded?] until May 6, when Bur-
car reported one from lowa County.
Like Chimney Swift, only reached
Douglas County near EOP, with one of
the two county chroniclers still await-
ing it.

Yellow-bellied Flycatcher—The first of
15 county reports came from Portage
County on May 10 (Hall). Only 3
more counties had been added by
May 15, so the bulk of the passage was
definitely in the second half of the
month.

Acadian Flycatcher—A sighting as far
north as Taylor County (May 24,
Risch) has to be considered unusual.
Far less unusual was to have the first
sighting be in Grant County (May 9,
Thiessen), where Tessen counted 8 on
May 28 for the statewide high count.
Seen in all in 9 counties.

Alder  Flycatcher—Gustafson  re-
ported the first, in Waukesha County,
on May 10. Only one other report be-
fore mid-month (May 12, Washington
County, Domagalski). Thus 25 of the
27 county first reports came in the sec-
ond half of May.

Willow Flycatcher—Pushed as far
north as St. Croix, Dunn, Marathon,
Oconto, and Door Counties, mostly at

or near EOP. First appearance in
Dane County on April 30 (Burcar),
for only the third April record ever.
Seven of the 23 reporting counties
had recorded it by May 12.

Least Flycatcher—Appeared April 24
in Sauk County (A. Holschbach), with
Dane and Portage Counties added on
April 29. Four counties reported it on
May 6. Brady counted 25 in Ash-
land/Bayfield Counties on May 21.

Eastern Phoebe—The third-earliest
ever date was established when Bontly
and Strelka saw an individual in Mil-
waukee County on March 6. Then
there was silence until March 20
(Dane County, Martin), soon after
which reports began coming in on a
daily basis. The northeastern Wiscon-
sin map was filled in by March 30
(Langlade County, Schimmels), but
the northwestern counties of Barron,
Washburn, Burnett, Douglas, and Ash-
land/Bayfield all had to wait until the
first week of April.

Great Crested Flycatcher—Zechner’s
April 19 Milwaukee County sighting
was 10 days ahead of the next (April
29, Dane County, Stutz). The latter
observer reported 5 in Sauk County
on May 23. Did not arrive in Douglas
County until May 29.

Western Kingbird—Quick-witted ob-
servers on the WSO preconvention
tour bus were able to note the salient
field marks on a fly-by bird in Burnett
County on May 21 (Heikkinen and
Unson). A second bird in Iowa County
(May 28) afforded Tessen a slightly
more leisurely look.
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Eastern Kingbird—Three April 29 re-
ports, from Milwaukee, Dane, and
Lafayette Counties (Strelka, Ashman,
and Romano), with Winnebago
County following the next day
(Bruce).

Loggerhead Shrike—A March 27 bird
in Columbia County found by Tessen
wound up the highlight of a WSO
field trip there. Yoerger followed with
an April 4 Green County bird, and
Fare found one in Racine County on
April 30 to round out the season.

Northern Shrike—Seventeen coun-
ties submitted reports, with all but 4
dropping out of the picture by the
end of March. The two latest reports
came from Marathon County on April
10 (Belter) and Oconto County on
April 13 (Smiths). Brady had 12 for
the season on the Chequamegon Bay
(Bayfield County) hawk watch, with 4
each day on March 6, 17, and 19.

White-eyed Vireo—First recorded in
Lafayette (Romano) and Dane
(Thiessen) Counties on April 29. Two
birds stayed in the former county at
least until May 28; Ashman also had
one in Green County on May 31. Re-
ports from 6 southern counties were
complemented by one from Win-
nebago County on May 15 (Khan,
Knispel).

Bell’s Vireo—Sightings from more or
less within its core range came from
Dane, Lafayette, lIowa, Sauk, La
Crosse, and Dunn Counties, begin-
ning May 9 in Lafayette County (Ro-
mano). The most exceptional sighting
was also the first: May 5 in Racine
County (Gustafson).

Yellow-throated Vireo—The lone
April report came on the last day of
the month (Dane County, Yoerger).
St. Croix County followed the next
day (Persico), but the first big push
was clearly the period May 4-7, with 9
more counties checking in during
that period.

Blue-headed Vireo—Earliest was an
April 20 individual in Ozaukee County
(Frank). Dane, Sauk, and Door Coun-
ties had followed with reports by the
end of the month. Ashman and Stutz
both reported 8 individuals in Dane
County on May 8.

Warbling Vireo—A. Holschbach
recorded the first, in Sauk County on
April 27. Dane, Lafayette, and Rock
Counties followed by month’s end.
Absent on very few comprehensive
county reports.

Philadelphia Vireo—Earliest report
came on May 5 (Portage County,
Hall). Persico had 4 in St. Croix
County on May 15. Mentioned on re-
ports from 13 additional counties.

Red-eyed Vireo—A bird well in ad-
vance of the main corps showed up in
Milwaukee County on April 29
(Gustafson); it was then not recorded
again until May 7, when it showed up
in La Crosse County (Lesher).
Marathon and Clark Counties reports
on May 8 beat out many a more south-
ern county by a considerable margin.
Hilsenhoff reported 19 in Dane
County on May 26.

Gray Jay—Reported from Florence
County (May 8, Strelka) for the first
seasonal report there since 1999.
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Other reports came in from Forest,
Vilas, and Douglas Counties.

Common Raven—Recorded in 19
counties for the season, as far south as
Juneau and Adams Counties. Brady
counted 25 in Ashland/Bayfield
Counties on March 3.

Purple Martin—A cluster of April
14-19 arrival dates in 7 counties was
preceded only by an April 6 Win-
nebago County report (Knispel). In
contrast to recent spring patterns,
northwestern counties were well rep-
resented among the 24 reporting
counties, reports coming in from St
Croix, Barron, Burnett, Washburn,
Douglas, and Ashland/Bayfield Coun-
ties.

Tree Swallow—TFitzgerald spotted
two foolhardy (?) individuals in
Kenosha County on March 5, flirting
with the all-time early arrival date
[March 2, 1973 in Milwaukee
County]. The next report was filed
March 20 (Szymczak, Waukesha
County). A staggering 3000 or so were
seen in Marathon County on May 8
(Belter).

Northern Rough-winged Swallow—
Earliest report came from Dane
County on April 8 (Martin), with a
gap of a week before Ozaukee, Sauk,
and Portage Counties saw it on April
15. Stutz reported 12 in Iowa County
on May 22.

Bank Swallow—Seen first in Racine
County on April 19 (Gustafson) and
Dane County on April 20 (Burcar).
Like all the swallows, the eventual dis-
tribution closely matched that of

counties submitting relatively compre-
hensive reports.

Cliff  Swallow—Hall  (Portage
County) filed the earliest report
(April 10). Romano counted about
200 in Lafayette County on May 15.

Barn Swallow—An oddity: Spalding,
an “incidental” Dane County reporter,
had one there on April 3; the earliest
date given by any of the 12 “compre-
hensive” reporters was April 17! There
was an April 12 report from Sauk
County (A. Holschbach), with multi-
ple county sightings beginning in
earnest on April 15.

Boreal Chickadee—North woods
birders reported them this season
from Forest County (Wood, March 20
and May 25) and Vilas County (Stutz,
April 10).

Tufted Titmouse—The western bias
of the species’ march north was
strongly in evidence again this season,
with no reports to the northeast of
Portage County, but reports from St.
Croix (Persico) and Barron (Carlsen)
Counties.

Red-breasted Nuthatch—Widespread
throughout the state all season. Fig-
ures of 8 were given for both Forest
and Vilas Counties on April 10
(Stutz). Tessen reported one “at-
tempting to nest” in Winnebago
County on May 4.

Brown Creeper—As always, difficult
to separate residents and wintering
birds from migrants, but the rich
Dane County data reveals one BOP re-
port (Ashman) and an earliest dated
report of March 20 (Martin). Most of
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the TTP reports came from northern
counties (St. Croix, Douglas, and
Langlade Counties). Departure dates
noted included May 8 for Winnebago
County (Ziebell) and May 18 for
Portage County (Hall). Frank had 6 in
Ozaukee County on April 8.

Carolina  Wren—Reported from
Racine, Milwaukee, Rock, and Dane
Counties, including reports of 2 birds
in Dane County (Martin) on April 9
and in Rock County on May 15 (Klu-
bertanz).

House Wren—No fewer than 7 initial
county reports April 17-19, as far
north as Winnebago County. Barron,
Douglas, and Ashland/Bayfield Coun-
ties dates were all well into May.

Winter Wren—No BOP or TTP re-
ports, with the first of 6 late March re-
ports filed from Manitowoc County on
March 26 (Domagalski). Last reported
from that county on May 2 (].
Holschbach) for a representative de-
parture date, though there was a May
19 report from Ozaukee County
(Frank). Reported from 20 counties
and designated EOP in Sauk and
Door Counties.

Sedge Wren—April 17 (Langlade
County, Schimmels) becomes the
third earliest arrival date. Four more
counties reported it before the end of
the month. Widespread throughout
the state.

Marsh Wren—Reported from 3
counties (Ozaukee, Dane, and
Lafayette) on April 29 and 2 more
(Portage and Door) on April 30. Simi-
lar in distribution to the previous
species except for less of a presence in

the extreme northeastern counties
(Florence and Langlade).

Golden-crowned Kinglet—Indicated
as BOP only in Winnebago County
(Ziebell). Bruce last saw it there on
April 25. Strelka had one in Waukesha
County as early as March 12, and 4 of
the 12 Dane County observers gave an
arrival date of March 20. Last re-
ported in that county on April 27
(Evanson).

Ruby-crowned Kinglet—Three March
29 reports: Milwaukee (Zehner),
Ozaukee (Tessen), and Dane (Ash-
man) Counties. Was in Taylor County
as early as April 3 (Risch). Ashman tal-
lied 35 in Dane County on April 17.
Representative departure dates in-
cluded May 14 in Dane County
(Heikkinen and Unson) and May 16
in Milwaukee County (Bontly).

Blue-gray Gnatecatcher—Strelka and
Klubertanz encountered the first on
April 16 in Ozaukee and Rock Coun-
ties respectively, with Dane and Wash-
burn Counties following the next day.
Frank had 18 in Ozaukee County on
April 18. In Ashland/Bayfield Coun-
ties, Brady reported 2 individuals on 2
separate dates (May 9 and 21).

Eastern Bluebird—Designated as
BOP in 6 counties, with St. Croix
County the farthest north (Persico).
Also March 4 in Dane County (Bur-
car). Typical early migrant arrival
dates can be inferred from 3 Milwau-
kee County dates of March 24, 25, and
29. Even taking Douglas County’s no-
toriety as frequently the last county to
be occupied into account, arrival
dates there of May 8 and 15 seem aw-
fully late! Note: There are no ac-
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cepted Western Bluebird records for
Wisconsin; Bruce in Winnebago
County on May 19 gave an intriguing
account of an individual in a bluebird
flock, unfortunately only seen briefly,
with a far darker shade of blue on its
back.

Touwnsend’s Solitaire—An April 4
Portage County individual was de-
scribed as a lingerer from the winter
season (Hall). S. Peterson lodged a re-
port from Brown County on April 6.
The last word from the habitual Sauk
County band of overwinterers came
on April 16 (Burcar).

Veery—Arrived April 29 in Milwau-
kee County (Zehner). The next re-
ports were not until May 8 (Win-
nebago and St. Croix Counties).
Though widespread, the fact that only
4 of the 12 thorough Dane County re-
porters had it might occasion some
concern for population health.

Gray-cheeked Thrush—A May 1 first
arrival in Door County (Lukes). Bar-
ron, and Washburn Counties dates
were May 15 and 18 respectively. Re-
ported from 20 counties.

Swainson’s Thrush—Reported first
from Door County (Lukes) on April
22; it was seen again there as late as
May 26. There was one other April ar-
rival, April 29 in Milwaukee County
(Frank). In Douglas County from May
1 to EOP (Johnson). Reported from
29 counties. One can always hope that
the maximum of only 3 at any one
time (Dane County, May 19, Stutz) re-
flects either the paucity of reports giv-
ing numbers or just an oversight on
this compiler’s part.

Hermit Thrush—Ashman had a lin-
gerer from the winter season in Dane
County; other reports from that
county would suggest about March 28
as the onset of migration, especially
since the only earlier report came on
March 26 (Milwaukee County,
Bontly). Departure dates given for
those two counties were April 30 in
Dane and May 3 in Milwaukee. Tessen
reported 4 in Winnebago County on
April 9.

Wood Thrush—April 29 arrivals were
noted in Ozaukee (Frank) and Dane
(Burcar) Counties. Stutz reported 8
from the latter on May 8.

American Robin—The number of
BOP counties went from 14 in 2003 to
20. All 8 of the reports covering Dane
County for the entire season had
recorded it by March 8. The latest ar-
rival date was March 24 in
Ashland/Bayfield Counties (Brady).
Knispel reported 162 in Winnebago
County on May 8.

Gray Catbird—Recorded in 6 coun-
ties by the end of April, beginning
April 24 in Outagamie County (Pet-
znick). The 8 reporters covering Dane
County for the entire season gave a
tight arrival cluster of April 29-May 4
for this conspicuous species.

Northern Mockingbird—Reported
from 10 counties for the second con-
secutive spring. Most notable was the
high number of northwestern coun-
ties submitting reports: Eau Claire,
Burnett, Douglas, and Ashland Coun-
ties were all represented. Also of inter-
est was that the reports did not begin
until April 29, when Thiessen’s Dane
County individual began the proces-
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sion. Eau Claire County apparently
hosted 2 different birds (May 11 and
May 18, Polk).

Brown Thrasher—Early individuals
showed up in Dane County on March
28 (Martin) and Portage County on
March 31 (Hall). Compare the spread
of Dane County arrival dates for this
far more secretive species with that for
Gray Catbird above: the latest first
date for Brown Thrasher was May 1.
At least 6 counties gave April 15-18 ar-
rival dates for the most concentrated
cluster.

American Pipit—Always an interest-
ing species to track. This year, a BOP
report from Columbia County (Bur-
car) would indicate about the fif-
teenth overwintering record. There
may have been two pulses to the mi-
gration, as initial April 16 and April 17
reports from Walworth and Ash-
land/Bayfield Counties stood alone
until May 1, when it was first seen in
Dane County, where Stutz reported 6
on May 8. Last seen on May 18 in
Fond du Lac County (Gustafson) and
on May 19 in Douglas County
(Tessen). Reported from 13 counties
overall.

Bohemian Waxwing—The lone re-
port came from Ashland/Bayfield
Counties, where Brady had them from
March 8 to April 6, with an estimated
200 individuals on the earlier date.

Blue-winged Warbler—Simultaneous
arrivals in Milwaukee (Gustafson),
Ozaukee (Frank) and Dane (Burcar,
Stutz) Counties on April 29, with Rock
and Lafayette Counties on their heels
the next day. Stutz reported 8 in Sauk
County on May 23. Pushed north to

Barron, Marathon, and Door Coun-
ties.

Golden-winged Warbler—The lone
April report came on April 29 (Dane
County, Stutz). Ashman had 5 there
on May 10, and the county departure
date was May 20 (Burcar, Martin). The
statewide high count was 14, in
Marathon County on May 16 (Belter).

Blue-winged xGolden-winged Warbler—
The only report was of a “Lawrence’s”
Warbler in Columbia County on May

24 (Dischler).

Tennessee Warbler—Three April 29
(Ozaukee, Sauk, and Door Counties)
and 2 April 30 (Rock and Outagamie
Counties) arrival dates. Still in Ozau-
kee, St. Croix, and Douglas Counties
at EOP. Ashman had 30 in Dane
County on May 17.

Orange-crouned Warbler—Thiessen’s
April 18 Dane County bird was the
earliest reported. It was last seen in
that county on May 15 (Heikkinen
and Unson). Maxima of 6 were re-
ported in Ozaukee County on April 29
(Frank) and in Sauk County on May 2
(A. Holschbach). The latest report
was on May 25 (Manitowoc County, J.
Holschbach).

Nashville Warbler—Emphatic arrival
date (6 counties) of April 29, Door
County (Lukes) among them. Ash-
man’s 20 in Dane County on May 9
was the maximum.

Northern Parula—An April 19 indi-
vidual in  Sauk County (A.
Holschbach) outdistanced the next
arrivals by 10 days. Last seen in Mil-
waukee County on May 16 (Bontly)
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and in Sauk County on May 23
(Stutz).

Yellow Warbler—Another sharp ar-
rival delineation [see Nashville War-
bler above], with 5 counties on April
29 and 2 more the next day, the north-
ernmost being Outagamie County
(Petznick) on April 30. Conspicuous:
4 of the Dane County observers gave
one of the April 29 dates.

Chestnut-sided Warbler—Also arrived
on April 29, though but in a single
county (Milwaukee County, Gustaf-
son). The next reports came from 3
counties on May 6.

Magnolia Warbler—Later than nor-
mal, with reported arrival not until
May 6, when it showed up in Milwau-
kee (Gustafson, Bontly) and Dane
(Ashman) Counties. Dodge, Out-
agamie, and La Crosse Counties fol-
lowed the next day. Last seen in Dane
County on May 25 (Heikkinen and
Unson) and in Milwaukee County on
May 26 (Bontly).

Cape May Warbler—Five May 6 ar-
rival dates were preceded only by a
May 1 report from Portage County
(Hall). Persico counted an encourag-
ing 40 in St. Croix County on May 15.
Departed Milwaukee and Dane Coun-
ties on May 26.

Black-throated Blue Warbler—Arrived
May 6 in Portage County (Hall) for
the earliest report. Seen in 6 Lake
Michigan counties and in Dane,
Dodge, Winnebago, Portage, and Ash-
land/Bayfield Counties. Bontly's Mil-
waukee County range of dates was
May 9-24.

Yellow-rumped Warbler—No BOP re-
ports [vs. 4 in 2003]. First noted in Co-
lumbia County on March 20 (Burcar).
Portage and Door Counties finished
out the month’s reports, both on
March 29. Representative ranges for
nonbreeding counties included April
6-May 24 for Manitowoc County and
April 16-May 15 for Rock County. Still
being seen at EOP in Portage County
(Hall). Flocks of 250 or so were men-
tioned on Ozaukee County (Frank)
and St. Croix County (Persico) re-
ports on April 29 and May 1 respec-
tively.

“Audubon’s” Yellow-rumped Warbler—
Stutz gave a careful description of one
in Dane County on April 28.

Black-throated Green Warbler—Ash-
man’s April 19 individual in Dane
County was a true outlier, as there
were no other April Dane County re-
ports, and none anywhere else in the
state until April 27, when one turned
up in Portage County (Hall). Four
counties were added on April 29 to in-
dicate the migration was on in
earnest.

Blackburnian Warbler—The two
April reports came from Lafayette
County on April 29 (Romano) and
Dane County on April 30 (Thiessen).
Still being reported from Milwaukee
County on May 30 (Bontly). This is
one of the warbler species that usually
can easily muster over 30 county re-
ports; this year, however, there were
only 24.

Yellow-throated Warbler—Continued
its steady increase in seasonal reports,
being noted this year in 5 counties
(Milwaukee, Waukesha, Dane, Green,
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and Grant). The concomitant fre-
quent lowering of the early arrival
date was accomplished again after a
lull in 2003, with an April 6 Dane
County individual (Spalding et al)
lowering the mark established in 2002
by 8 days. Reports from Dane County
continued until at least April 13
(Evanson). Grant County birds re-
turned on April 22 (Shillinglaws). For
the first time in recent years, there
were no Sauk County reports.

Pine Warbler—Appeared in Milwau-
kee (Mi. O’Connor) and Door
(Lukes) Counties on April 17. Tessen
had 8 in Douglas County on May 19.
Still in Sheboygan County on May 22
(Brassers). The number of reporting
counties (27) was a bit ahead of the
count of recent years.

Prairie Warbler—Reported twice: on
May 7 in Grant County (Howe) and
on May 12 in Manitowoc County
(Tessen).

Palm Warbler—Simultaneous earli-
est reports on April 18 in Dane
(Heikkinen and Unson, Thiessen)
and Manitowoc (Domagalski) Coun-
ties. Frank had 140 in Ozaukee
County on April 29. Last reported
from Dane County on May 17 (Heikki-
nen and Unson) and from Milwaukee
County on May 24 (Bontly).

Bay-breasted Warbler—Birds on May
6 (Door County, Lukes) and May 7
(La Crosse County, Lesher) presaged
a May 8 wave that hit no fewer than 8
more counties. At the other end of
the period, exited Winnebago County
on May 24, Dane County on May 25,
and Milwaukee County on May 26.

Blackpoll Warbler—Arrived May 6 in
Milwaukee (Bontly) and Dane (Mar-
tin) Counties. The latest Dane County
date was May 26, with EOP reports in
St. Croix and Milwaukee Counties,
among others.

Cerulean Warbler—The first of 11 re-
porting counties was Dane County
(May 1, Thiessen). Tessen had 3 in
Grant County on May 25. An arc from
La Crosse to Portage to Sheboygan
Counties would encompass all the
sightings.

Black-and-white Warbler—An April
19 Racine County sighting (Gustaf-
son) was 5 days ahead of the next
(Dane County, Burcar). Last reported
from Dane County on May 20 (Mar-
tin) and from Milwaukee County on
May 27 (Bontly).

American Redstart—Turned up first
in Sheboygan County (Brassers), on
the mildly late date of May 3. Stutz
toted up a dozen or so individuals in
each of Iowa and Sauk Counties, on
May 22 and May 23 respectively.

Prothonotary Warbler—Dane County
sightings encompassed the period
from April 29 (Thiessen) to May 11
(Hansen). Klubertanz had the other
April sighting, in Rock County on
April 30. Latest report from Out-
agamie County on May 29 (Petznick).
In all, reports came in from 10 coun-
ties.

Worm-eating Warbler—Reports came
in from Sauk (Tessen) and Columbia
(Schwalbes) Counties on May 11, fol-
lowed by a May 15 banding report
from Milwaukee County (Mi. O’Con-
nor).
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Ovenbird—Simultaneous earliest ar-
rivals in 3 counties (Milwaukee, Ozau-
kee, and Dane) on April 29, with
Portage County rounding out the
April short list the next day.

Northern Waterthrush—Fairly early
would be an April 17 Milwaukee
County report (Mi. O’Connor). Next
reported in Dane County on April 24
(Stutz), with Ashman counting 23 in
that county on May 8. Last seen in

Sauk County on May 16 (A.
Holschbach).
Louisiana Waterthrush—Scanty

Grant County coverage in recent years
was reflected in the fact that Sauk
County had the initial sighting for the
third straight year, with Burcar report-
ing its return there on April 16. Also
reported from Jowa, Juneau, Dane,
Washington, Milwaukee, and Mani-
towoc Counties.

Kentucky Warble—Unlike the previ-
ous species, this one’s return to Grant
County was documented (May 9,
Lesher). Reports followed, in order,
from Dane, Sauk, and Walworth
Counties.

Connecticut Warbler—Arrived May 13
in Dane (Yoerger) and Portage (Hall)
Counties. Reported from 11 counties
outside its breeding range. Wood re-
ported 2 from Douglas County on
May 28.

Mourning Warbler—Dane  (Ash-
man), Outagamie (Petznick), and
Portage (Hall) Counties filed the ear-
liest reports, all on May 10. Hansen
counted 6 in Dane County on May 20.
Reported from 27 counties.

Common Yellowthroat—Seen first on
April 29 in 4 counties (Milwaukee,
Ozaukee, Dane, and Lafayette Coun-
ties), with Rock County added the
next day. Had reached Douglas
County by May 12.

Hooded Warbler—Fifteen reporting
counties was the best for the last 5
years, with an individual making it up
once again to Douglas County (May
17) for Johnson’s fourth ever individ-
ual there. Marathon and Portage
Counties also featured reports. The
“moral equivalent” of an all-time early
arrival date [see introduction] was set
by Hansen in Dane County on April
17, eclipsing a similar April 19, 2002
effort in Milwaukee County.

Wilson’s Warbler—Zchner’s April 29
Milwaukee County sighting is only the
sixth ever for the month. Bontly was
still seeing it in that county on May 27.
Carlsen had a fairly early sighting in
Barron County on May 5; his last
there came on May 17. Johnson
counted 15 in Douglas County on May
27.

Canada Warbler—May 3 (Dane
County, Ashman) is a relatively early
arrival date. Had been seen in b more
counties by May 10. Stutz counted 10
in Sauk County on May 22.

Yellow-breasted  Chat—Seen  in
Lafayette, Dane, Waukesha, Ozaukee,
and Manitowoc Counties, between
May 8 (Manitowoc County, Trick) and
May 29 (Dane County, Yoerger). The
Dane County bird, at a traditional lo-
cation, inspired a couple of observers
to try to capture the essence of its in-
dividualistic approach to musician-
ship. Heikkinen and Unson’s ears reg-
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istered its song as “raucous hoots of
dubious musical quality,” while
Yoerger “could see its throat expand-
ing like a balloon while making its gut-
tural croaking call.”

Summer Tanager—Reported 4 times
by 4 different observers in Dane
County between April 30 and May 20,
with both males and females repre-
sented (among the observers as well
as the birds!). Also seen in Milwaukee
County on May 9 (Prestby), Waukesha
County on May 11 (Moretti) and,
most exceptionally, Marathon County
on May 23 (Tessen).

Scarlet Tanager—This year’s clear
winner of the “one here, one there,
then everywhere” award, with 9 [!]
county arrivals on May 6 preceded
only by April 29 Dane County (Mar-
tin) and May 2 Walworth County (Ja-
cyna) reports. A check of the calendar
reveals that May 6 was a Thursday this
year, so the “weekend effect” cannot
be trotted out for the explanation.

Spotted Towhee—Wisconsin's ele-
venth individual, first seen in Wauke-
sha County on November 21, 2003,
persisted there until April 29, when
Gustafson reported him unceremoni-
ously being chased out by an Eastern
Towhee reclaiming his turf. Thiessen
speculated on a Dane County bird
seen on April 29 that he thought
could be a Spotted x Eastern Towhee.

Eastern Towhee—Simultancously re-
ported first from 3 locations on March
27 (Rock, Green, and Dane Coun-
ties). It was seen in three other coun-
ties (Ozaukee, Door, and Waukesha)
by April 9. In contrast, both Barron

and Washburn Counties gave first
dates of May 4.

American Tree Sparrow—Oconto,
Sheboygan, Door, and Ashland/Bay-
field Counties had departure dates of
May 7, 8, 9 and 10 respectively. The
Smiths had 43 in Oconto County at
BOP. The last of Haseleu’s Washburn
County feeder flock apparently de-
parted the same day (April 24) her
first Chipping Sparrows arrived.

Chipping Sparrow—Mi. O’Connor
had the earliest individual, in Milwau-
kee County on March 23. Dane, Rock,
Door, and Waukesha Counties fol-
lowed with reports before the end of
the month. Reached Douglas County
by April 10 (LaValleys).

Clay-colored Sparrow—Detected first
in Portage County (April 17, Hall).
Brady reported 21 in Ashland/Bay-
field Counties on May 12. Seen in 30
counties throughout the state.

Field Sparrow—A species on a very
leisurely return schedule, with county
arrivals spread out over nearly two
months. The first county report came
from Dane County on March 26 (Bur-
car), the last from Douglas County on
May 15 (Johnson). For a representa-
tive sample, the 3 Manitowoc County
observers gave dates of April 18, 19,
and 23.

Vesper Sparrow—Twenty-nine re-
porting counties represents a nice in-
crease of 5 over Spring 2003. Burcar
filed the earliest report, from Sauk
County on April 2. Six more counties
were added in the next week, includ-
ing Burnett County on April 7 (Hase-
leu). Brady’s 18 in Ashland/Bayfield
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Counties on May 12 was the largest
figure given.

Lark  Sparrow—A. Holschbach
caught the return of 4 individuals to
its Sauk County stronghold on April
17, for the fourth earliest arrival date
ever. That figure remained the maxi-
mum reported from any county. Also
from within its historical range were
reports from La Crosse (Lesher, April
27) and Rock (Klubertanz, April 30)
Counties. The one extralimital report
came from Milwaukee County on
April 30 (Huf).

Savannah Sparrow—There were
only 2 March reports: Dane County
on March 26 (Ashman) and Taylor
County on March 31 (Risch). That the
migration was appreciably later than
usual is indicated by the facts that no
other Dane County reporter gave a
date earlier than April 15, and that
both Douglas County observers gave a
May 2 arrival date. Brady’s 40 in Ash-
land/Bayfield County on May 4
topped all other submitted totals.

Grasshopper Sparrow—First  re-
ported from Sauk County on April 23
by Burcar. Reports submitted from 15
counties overall, clustered in the
south central part of the state and no
farther north than St. Croix, Taylor,
and Langlade Counties.

Henslow’s Sparrow—Seen first in
Racine County on April 20
(Gustafson), with Kenosha and Sauk
Counties following on April 23. Howe
reported 4 in Walworth County on
April 25, Ashman 6 in Dane County
on May 23. Seen in 16 counties, with a
very similar distribution to the previ-
ous species.

Le Conte’s Sparrow—On the early
side was a Milwaukee County bird that
Wood detected on April 17. Seen on
the southern fringes of its breeding
range in Oconto, Portage, and
Marathon Counties, and in the north-
ern counties of Ashland/Bayfield and
Burnett. Tessen reported 15 from the
latter county on May 20.

Nelson’s Sharp-tailed Sparrow—Re-
turned to the roster after a Spring
2003 absence with a May 20 Burnett
County report of a single bird on the
WSO preconvention trip (Prestby,
Tessen et al).

Fox Sparrow—BOP in Dane (Ash-
man) and Oconto (Smiths) Counties.
One other report (March 9, Mani-
towoc County, Tessen) was probably
too early to reflect the onset of migra-
tion, which appeared to begin mid-
month with a March 15 Columbia
County report (Dischler) and 4 re-
ports from the March 20-23 period.
Widespread throughout the state the
next few weeks, with most birds gone
by mid-April. April 27 (Door County)
was the latest date to appear on any
report. A high count of 30 was re-
turned from Douglas County on April
17 (LaValleys).

Song Sparrow—Noted as BOP in at
least 5 counties. Representative arrival
dates otherwise include March 13 in
Portage County (Hall), March 20 in
St. Croix County (Persico) and April 2
in Douglas County (LaValleys).

Lincoln’s Sparrow—Arrived April 19
in Richland County (Duerksen). Scat-
tered reports during the next week,
then 2 reports on April 29 and 5 on
April 30. Seen in Dane County until
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May 20 (Stutz). At EOP in Portage
(Hall) and Barron (Goff) Counties.
Johnson had over 50 in Douglas
County on May 17.

Swamp Sparrow—One BOP report
(Dane County, Ashman). Next heard
from on March 25 (Sauk County, A.
Holschbach) and then again from
Dane County on March 26 (Burcar).
Douglas County observers gave arrival
dates of April 22 and 28, while Frank
counted 25 in Ozaukee County on
April 29.

White-throated Sparrow—Milwaukee,
Dane, and Barron Counties reported
it at BOP, with one other report early
in the season (March 9 in Ozaukee
County). Reports from Columbia
County on March 24 and Taylor
County on March 25 presumably set
the migration in motion in earnest.
The Lukes had 70 in their “Door” yard
on April 30, after Frank had tallied an
impressive 310 in Ozaukee County the
day before.

Harris’s  Sparrow—A  somewhat
more protracted and widespread mi-
gration than Spring 2003, with birds
observed between April 29 (Columbia
County, Dischler) and May 17 (Dou-
glas County, Johnson). There were 12
reporting counties, well scattered
throughout the state. The largest
number mentioned in any report was

5.

White-crouned  Sparrow—Sontag
filed a BOP report in Manitowoc
County. Either very early or a previ-
ously undetected wintering bird
would be Martin’s April 5 sighting in
Dane County, where it was next re-
ported on the more typical date of

April 25. That date was preceded only
by April 17 and April 24 reports from
Taylor and Douglas Counties respec-
tively. Lingered in Portage County
until EOP.

Dark-eyed Junco—A reported high
count by Evanson of 90 (Dane County,
April 17). The final Dane County re-
port came on May 11. Still to be found
in Richland County on May 25
(Duerksen).

Lapland Longspur—Fairly wide-
spread, with reports from 17 scattered
counties, lasting well into May. Fitzger-
ald, for example, encountered a flock
of 500 or so in Dane County as late as
May 8. That was the largest received
figure, but other triple digit sightings
were reported from Sauk, Dodge, and
Door Counties. The last report, from
Burnett County, came on May 20.

Snow Bunting—Not a banner year
for this species, with reports from but
9 counties, with Barron, Taylor,
Marathon, Winnebago, and Ozaukee
Counties forming the southern
boundary of the reporting region. Siz-
able flocks were indicated only in
Douglas and Ashland/Bayfield Coun-
ties. The latest report (Ashland/Bay-
field County, Brady) was dated April
29.

Rose-breasted Grosbeak—Arrival
sharply delineated, with 4 counties
seeing it on April 29 and 5 on April
30. Washburn County (Haseleu) was
the northernmost county reached in
this initial wave. A. Holschbach re-
ported 10 in Sauk County on May 23.

Blue Grosbeak—TFitzgerald found a
singing male in Racine County on
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May 11; Gustafson and Tessen relo-
cated it the following day.

Indigo Bunting—DBruce sighted it
first, in Winnebago County on April
28, his first April sighting in that
county in over 30 years of observation.
Milwaukee, Ozaukee, and Portage
Counties followed the next day.

Painted Bunting—Spring sightings
appear in danger of becoming an an-
nual event, as it was reported thus for
the third straight year. Or maybe not:
a check of the records reveals another
cluster from 1983 to 1985, with no
sightings from 1986 to 2001. This year
was the second time two individuals
were reported [there were two birds
in Racine County in 1984]. Both birds
were photographed. A Calumet
County individual was present from
May 4 to May 19 (Funk and Jodar),
and the Osinskis reported a male in
Door County on May 12.

Dickcissel—Just arriving at EOP as
usual, with a May 25 Grant County re-
port (Tessen) seconded by a May 30
Green County arrival (Yoerger).

Bobolink—First seen on the rela-
tively late date of May 6, when it was
noted in Iowa (Burcar), Winnebago
(Knispel), and Barron (Carlsen)
Counties. However, pretty much the
entire state appears to have been re-
populated within a week or so. Stutz
reported 15 in Dane County on May 8.

Red-winged Blackbird—The number
of BOP counties (17) is by far the
largest in recent years. All active Dane
County observers had seen it by
March 6. Only a few northern coun-
ties can be used to gauge the pace of

the migration, with arrival dates of
March 14, March 24 and March 29
given for Barron, Ashland/Bayfield,
and Douglas Counties respectively.

Eastern Meadowlark—In Washing-
ton (Domagalski) and Door (Lukes)
Counties at BOP, with an additional
March 2 report from Walworth
County (Fitzgerald). The Smiths re-
ported 7 in Oconto County on March
11. Did not reach northern tier coun-
ties until the first week of April.

Western  Meadowlark—Reported
from 15 mostly western counties,
reaching only Walworth and Racine
Counties in the eastern part of the
state. The earliest report came from
Portage County (March 19, Hall). No
indication of numbers could be
gleaned from the reports.

Yellow-headed Blackbird—Statewide
arrival first in Sauk County on April
15 (A. Holschbach). Reported eventu-
ally from 18 counties throughout the
state, with Brady mentioning a total of
9 in Ashland/Bayfield Counties on
May 15.

Rusty Blackbird—Designated BOP in
Columbia (Burcar) and Oconto
(Smiths) Counties. Seen in about 5
more counties by March 10. A hitor-
miss species: Ashman encountered a
very encouraging 3000 in Dane
County on March 26, yet 4 of the most
active 8 Dane County observers
missed it completely. Last seen on May
1 (St. Croix County, Persico). Seen in
21 counties.

Brewer’s Blackbird—Reported in
Dane County on March 1 by Burcar,
then not again there until April 11
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(Martin). After a March 7 Dodge
County report (A. Holschbach), there
was nothing until it was noted on
March 20 in Portage County (Hall).
The southernmost county reporting it
to EOP was Winnebago County
(Bruce). Reported from 27 counties.

Common Grackle—Eleven county
BOP reports far eclipses anything in
recent years. The northernmost of
these was Clark County (Risch). Seven
more counties were added by March
5, with Douglas County last as usual
with a March 28 arrival there (John-
son).

Brown-headed Cowbird—This species
generally lags a couple of weeks be-
hind Red-winged Blackbird and Com-
mon Grackle, and indeed an account-
ing of 3 BOP reports (Dane,
Waukesha, and Manitowoc Counties),
with 5 more counties added by March
9, mirrors their pattern. In the north
central part of the state, arrival dates
for Portage, Marathon, and Taylor
Counties were March 23, 28, and 31
respectively, with Ashland/Bayfield
Counties reached on April 5.

Orchard Oriole—Returned to Ozau-
kee County on April 29 (Frank).
There were reports of 5 in Sauk
County on May 15 (Stutz) and of 4 in
St. Croix County on May 22 (Persico).
Pushed well north to St. Croix, Dunn,
Green Lake, Winnebago, Oconto, and
Door Counties, being reported from
23 counties altogether.

Baltimore Oriole—The last of several
passerines with very sharply demar-
cated arrival dates. In this case, we
find 2 April 28 reports (Zehner in Mil-
waukee County and Ziebell in Win-

nebago County), followed by 6 more
counties on April 29 and 2 on April
30.

Pine Grosbeak—Returned after a
total absence in Spring 2003 with re-
ports from 7 counties. The Smiths re-
ported up to 7 in Oconto County. All
but 2 reports came from March, with a
Florence County April 21 report (Bur-
car) the latest. The other 5 reporting
counties were Door, Marathon, Ash-
land/Bayfield, Barron, and Burnett.

Purple  Finch—Seen  virtually
throughout the state (28 counties),
with only the very southern tier coun-
ties scantily represented (Lafayette
County only, where Romano saw it as
late as May 4). May 4 was also the de-
parture day for Columiba County
(Schwalbes), with lingerers in Dane
County noted until May 18 (Hilsen-
hoff).

Red Crossbill—Reported 3 times.
Brady had 1 in Ashland/Bayfield
Counties on April 13. Burcar reported
them in Florence County from BOP
until April 19. Finally, they were in
Douglas County from BOP until May
15 (Johnson).

White-winged Crossbill—Belter en-
countered them in Marathon County
from March 13 to March 21. Brady re-
ported them in Ashland/Bayfield
Counties until April 17, with a maxi-
mum at one time of 3.

Common Redpoll—A major invasion
year, with reports from 26 counties,
pushing as far south as Dane, Jeffer-
son, Waukesha, and Milwaukee Coun-
ties. High counts of around 200 were
posted twice, first in Marathon County
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on March 26 (Belter) and then in Ash-
land/Bayfield Counties on March 30
(Brady). Lingered into April in about
7 counties, with Ozaukee County the
southernmost, though it barely made
the cut (April 1, Frank). Gone by
April 20 (Douglas County, LaValleys).

Hoary Redpoll—Persisted from the
winter season in at least 3 locations.
Sontag’s Manitowoc County pair was
last seen on March 3. An Ashland
County bird departed on March 25
(Bruhnke). Johnson enjoyed her Dou-
glas County visitor until April 4. In ad-
dition, Belter reported a Marathon
County individual on March 20.

Pine Siskin—Widespread through-
out the state, with 27 county reports.
The largest figure received was 20
(Dane County, March 6, Ashman).
Still present in Milwaukee County on
May 12, in Dane and Portage Counties
on May 15, and in Ozaukee County on
May 18. May 29 (Oconto County,
Smiths) was the latest date noted.

Evening Grosbeak—Reported from 6
northerly counties and Columbia
County, where the Schwalbes noted it
on April 26. The Smiths had a maxi-
mum of 5 in Oconto County between
March 14 and March 28.
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Bruce, Erik Bruhnke, Kay Burcar,
Nathan Carlsen, Rosemary Carlson,
Tim Cooke, Noel Cutright, Seth
Cutright, Karl David, Jerry DeBoer,
Raymond Dischler, Bob Domagalski,
Karen Dostal, Barbara Duerksen,
Marty Evanson, Rick Fare, Sean
Fitzgerald, Hilary Ford, Jim Frank,
Mike Funk & Lisa Jodar, Alta Goff,
Dennis Gustafson, Karen Etter Hale,
Kent Hall, Ellen Hansen, Judy Hase-
leu, Chuck Heikkinen & Delia Unson,
Bill Hilsenhoff, Aaron Holschbach,
Jim Holschbach, Josh Horky, Eric
Howe, Judith Huf, John Idzikowski,
Dan Jackson, Joe Jacyna, Robbye John-
son, Trudy Karlson, Memuna Khan,
Tom & Lucy Kile, Tom Klubertanz,
Lucy & Karl Klug, Roy Knispel, Steve
& Laura LaValley, Fred Lesher, Steve
Lubahn, Roy & Charlotte Lukes, Bart
Martin, Mike McDowell, Bob McInroy,
Anne Moretti, Bill Mueller, Ross
Mueller, Marcie O’Connor, Micheline
O’Connor, Carol Ann & Ray Osinski,
Nancy Panawash, Dan Panetti, Larry
Persico, Jesse Peterson, Susan Peter-
son, Steve Petznick, Tom & Sandy
Pfotenhauer, Janine Polk, Tom
Prestby, Kate Redmond, Paul Risch,
John Romano, Jean Ruhser, Lynn
Schimmels, Paul & Glenna Schwalbe,
Fawn & John Shillinglaw, Jerry &
Karen Smith, Charles Sontag, Edgar
Spalding, Sparky Stensaas, Jean
Strelka, Aaron Stutz, Andrea Szym-
czak, Daryl Tessen, Steve Thiessen,
Joel Trick, Thomas Truax, Todd &
Cindy Ward, Magill Weber, Melvin
Wierzbicki, Thomas Wood, Quentin
Yoerger, Norma Zehner, Tom Ziebell.
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Documentation for rare species includes Yellow-crowned Night-
Heron, Swainson’s Hawk, Wilson’s Plover, Black-necked Stilt,
Ruff, Parasitic Jaeger, White-winged Dove, Loggerhead Shrike,
Townsend’s Solitaire, Yellow-throated Warbler, Worm-eating
Warbler, Spotted Towhee, Blue Grosbeak, and Hoary Redpoll.

YELLOW-CROWNED NIGHT-HERON
(Nyctanassa violacea)

1 May 2004, Campbellsport, Fond du
Lac County—We have a water garden
and the bird was first seen in the
morning for several minutes between
7:00 and 7:30 a.m. as it stood on our
deck railing about eight to ten feet
from our pond. We were at a window
in our house only about five feet from
the bird. At first glance it appeared to
be a Black-crowned Night-Heron by its
size and shape; however, it had a white
cheek patch and a white/yellow sec-
tion of feathers that went from the
front of its head over the top to the
back of the head. We have only seen
this species before in Florida. We are
familiar with the Black-crowned Night-
Heron, as we see them at Horicon
Marsh frequently. Immediately after
the sighting the identification was ver-
ified by looking at the Peterson field
guide. The bird was sighted again in
the evening at about 6:20 p. m. stand-
ing on the rocks that edge the pond.
Photos were taken at both sightings.—

Tom & Sandy Pfotenhauer, Campbell-
sport, WI.

SwAINSON’s HAWK (Buteo swainsoni)

6 April 2004, U.S. Highway 53, Bar-
ron County—I observed a large hawk
circling at a distance ahead of my ve-
hicle over the highway. My first im-
pression was of size. I wondered mo-
mentarily if it was an eagle, but as we
approached I judged the bird was not
quite that big or that “heavy” looking.
It did not flap while viewed, but
soared in a circle. The top of the bird
appeared to be dark brown, with no
white visible on the head or the top
of the tail. As we came up beneath
the bird, it circled and tilted in its
soaring so that its underside turned
slowly and fully to my view in good af-
ternoon light. I was surprised (and
startled) to see a wing pattern of light
underwing coverts and darker
remiges. The overall impression was
of a buteo, with long wings, but not
as elongated as an Osprey’s, and with-
out crooked “wrists.” The remiges
were a uniform medium gray or
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brown, not close to black, and the tail
presented markings which could best
be described as a “smudgy gradation”
from darkest at the tail tip to lightest
at the undertail, but overall not as
dark as the flight feathers. The
neck/chest were not solidly dark,
though brown was evident on the
head. The body, like the underwing
coverts, was light-colored from un-
dertail to neck, with a suggestion of
darker markings at the neck.—Steve
Betchkal, Eau Claire, WI.

23 April 2004, Chequamegon Bay,
Bayfield County—During my regular
hawkwatching duties, I was scanning
for raptors and came across a gliding
bird resembling a harrier-like buteo.
Wings relatively long and
pointed and held in a moderate dihe-
dral. The tail was short and broad.
Simply from shape alone, the bird
was clearly a Swainson’s Hawk. Even-
tually it glided, flapped and soared
within a hundred yards of me, provid-
ing excellent views of all field marks.
The head was dark with a lightish
throat. The breast and belly were ru-
fous down to the undertail coverts
(no “bib” was evident), which were
nearly white. The underwing coverts
were mostly rufous with some minor,
irregular pale streaking, and the
flight feathers were grayish-black, dis-
tinctively darker than the underwing
coverts. The tail was light grayish-
brown with a distinct dark subtermi-
nal band and indistinct narrower
dark inner bands. From above, the
bird was even brown throughout its
upperside without any distinct mot-
tling or pale feather markings.—Ryan
Brady, Ashland, WI.

WeEre

WiLsON’s PLOVER
( Charadrius wilsonia)

9 May 2004, Wisconsin Point, Douglas
County—While conducting Piping
Plover surveys on Wisconsin Point, I
flushed a plover off the beach. My first
impression was, “That plover had a re-
ally large black bill!” T immediately
thought I had a Wilson’s Plover. Only
a month earlier I had seen several on
Bolivar Flats on the Gulf Coast of
Texas near Galveston. I flushed the
plover several more times before get-
ting a good look at the bird and sev-
eral photos. There are two Wilson’s
Plover records from Minnesota Point
in Duluth in July 1981 and May 1982,
only a few miles from this sighting.

Description: Its large black bill was
obvious. It made the bird look like it
would tip over. The legs were pinkish
to flesh-colored . . . not orange, and
not black. The bird’s back was darker
than a Piping Plover’s but lighter than
a Semipalmated’s. It had a complete
brownish neck band that narrowed in
front to a thin black band. It had a
wide pale band around the back of
the neck. Above the eye was a pale
area that was somewhat buff colored
at the rear. There appeared to be
some buff below the eye as well. In
flight the dark rump, dark central tail
and white outer tail feathers were ob-
vious. The above field marks seem to
point to an adult female Wilson's
Plover (Fig. 1).

The bird did not associate with any
other birds. It fed at and above the
surf line. When approached too
closely, it straightened up for a sec-
ond, which made it seem to be bob-
bing. Sibley illustrates this in his field
guide and calls it the “alert posture.”

I immediately called Robbye John-
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Figure 1: Wilson’s Plover at Wisconsin Point in Douglas County on 9 May 2004 was photographed
by Sparky Stensaas.

son of Superior who also came and
saw the bird. I also alerted the Duluth
hotline compiler Dave Benson. Four
Duluth birders were able to see it be-
fore the end of the day [the bird
could not subsequently be relo-
cated].—Sparky Stensaas, Wrenshall,
MN.

BLACK-NECKED STILT
(Himantopus mexicanus)

15 April 2004, Perrot State Park,
Trempealeau County—From the south-
east end of the parking lot at the boat
landing, we looked straight out across
the Trempealeau River to the pool be-
yond a slender, vegetated island.
There we spotted a tall, slender, very
long-legged shorebird with black
upper and white lower parts. Legs

were bright rose-red. There was a
white circular area around the eye. A
thin black stripe went down the back
of an otherwise white neck. The bill
was dark, straight, and slender. The
tail was not seen beneath long, black
wings. Blue-winged Teal were present,
swimming a few yards from the stilt; in
the same scope view these teal gave a
good size marker. The stilt’s body was
much slenderer, its neck longer and
thinner, so that although the body
lengths were similar, the stilt’s small
body and long slender neck gave it
the appearance of being a much
smaller bird. During the first few min-
utes of observation, the stilt was wad-
ing in shallow water along the far side
of the island in clear view. Its legs were
more than halfway out of the water as
it moved about. It then appeared to
become agitated, tilting its head to
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look up at the sky (we did not see any
aerial predators) and beginning to
walk toward nearby tall vegetation on
the island.—/Jean Ruhse, Holmen, WI.

13 May 2004, Madison, Dane County—
It was pouring rain at Nine Springs
Lagoon as we watched the two birds
foraging in a small pool. They were
tall and slender, almost twice as tall as
the closest other shorebird, a Stilt
Sandpiper, with long bright pink legs,
black upper and white underparts.
The black bill was long and thin and
there was a white patch above the eye.
One of the birds was approximately
10% larger than the other; this larger
bird’s back was glossy black, while the
other’s was brownish-black, suggesting
that this was a male/female pair. They
foraged by picking at the surface of
the water, in great contrast to the Stilt
Sandpiper’s probing beneath the sur-
face. They were graceful in their
movements, though never seen in
flight.—Philip Ashman, Madison, WI.

14 May 2004, Arlington, Columbia
County—Sean Fitzgerald, Eric Howe,
Tom Prestby and I spotted two individ-
uals about 30-50 yards out on the
smaller pond closer to the road than
Goose Pond around 3:00 in the after-
noon. We observed them for about 5
minutes. The birds had black on the
back, neck and wings with a long
black bill. The flanks and side of the
neck were white. Very long bright
pink legs were prominent. The birds
seemed unsettled. They were con-
stantly looking around, moving
around a lot and keeping close to the
edge of the pond. Eventually they flew
away from us, landing in the center
rear of the pond. My companions all
took digital photos.

Other species were easily elimi-
nated: nothing else is really black and

white with bright pink legs like stilts
are. Avocets are big and tall but have
orange or gray necks and grayish legs.
Godwits and other large shorebirds
are mostly brownish or monochro-
matic in plumage. I have seen the
species once before in Wisconsin.—
Seth Cutright, West Bend, WI.

RUFF (Philomachus pugnax)

22 May 2004, Highway 29 and Lily
Lake Road, Brown County—The Ruff
was slightly larger than a Killdeer that
came close to the bird. The throat,
breast and mantle were black. Belly,
sides and undertail coverts were snow
white. Underwings were all white.
Legs were light orange in color. Over-
all, the body was fairly plump. The
bird was in molt, with a dark-pat-
terned back. The bill was slightly
longer than the head length and was
dark and hadn’t turned partly orange
vet. In flight, it displayed a U-shaped
white rump area. Initially, the bird was
observed standing on a knoll. It then
flew to the water’s edge to feed. It
walked up into a plowed field,
preened and then rested for 10-15
minutes. Then it came back to the
water’s edge to resume feeding. At
one point the bird stood extremely
erect. Compared to a Black-bellied
Plover, the bill was longer, the body
more slender, the legs orange rather
than black. Feeding movements were
very different. Curlew Sandpiper was
briefly considered, but the breast was
black, not chestnut colored, and the
bill shape was not down-curved or as
long. This is the same pond that fea-
tured a Ruff in May 2003!—T7y & lda
Baumann, Green Bay, WI.
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PARASITIC JAEGER
(Stercorarius parasiticus)

19 May 2004, Wisconsin Point, Dou-
glas County—Daryl Tessen spotted an
“interesting” bird resting on a log in
the water. Much discussion followed as
to identification. When the bird got
up it became obvious that it was a
jaeger. I saw one bird through binocu-
lars (not much larger than the tern it
was chasing) and another through a
scope. The one studied more closely
was a light morph adult, with obvious
white flashes at the base of the primar-
ies on an otherwise all-dark wing. Ad-
ditionally there was a light patch on
the belly, a dark neck band, black cap,
light cheek and long thin tail with no
twist. Long-tailed Jaeger would have
two-toned wings, and Pomarine Jaeger

should have double light crescents on
the primaries and could have a blob
(twist) at the end of the central tail
feathers.—Robbye Johnson, Superior; WI.

WHITE-WINGED DOVE
(Zenaida asiatica)

13 May 2004, Milwaukee, Milwaukee
County—This bird was reported in the
Milwaukee Journal Sentinel, on the
WSO hotline, and apparently as gen-
eral news on the internet, judging by
the number of non-birders who asked
me if I had seen the dove! When I ar-
rived at the reported location, Brian
Boldt was photographing (Fig. 2) the
dove (he was the first to report it) and
he pointed to its location on a branch
of a spruce tree. Viewing conditions
were adequate, but not perfect, be-

Figure 2: White-winged Dove photographed in Milwaukee on 13 May 2004 by
Brian Boldt.
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cause the bird’s tail was obscured and
lighting was not ideal. Nevertheless,
through my 7x42 binoculars I was able
to see that this dove was larger and
bulkier than a Mourning Dove. It was
overall tan in coloration with a black
crescent on the face and had a dark
thin bill. At the bottom of the folded
wing was a noticeable white line which
extended from behind the shoulder
area nearly to the primaries. A small
thin area of black from the wingtips
was also visible below this white line. I
did not hear the dove call or see it in
flight, as it remained nearly motion-
less during my twenty minute observa-
tion.—Thomas Wood, Menomonee Falls,
WL

14 and 15 May 2004, Milwaukee, Mil-
waukee County—I was in Texas, look-
ing at White-winged Doves every day,
when this bird was found, so I went to
see it at the first opportunity upon re-
turning, even though it was pouring
rain. Jeff Rusinow spotted the dove on
a low branch of a scrubby evergreen
tree. About all we could really see was
the white patch along the folded edge
of the wing.

The next day in late afternoon, I re-
found the bird sitting on the branch
of a small maple tree. Its overall shape
and appearance was similar to a
Mourning Dove, but it was a little
plumper and had a shorter tail. The
body was a soft brownish gray with the
prominent white strip along the lower
edge of the folded wing. The short
dark mark on the face was visible, but
the bird sat in the shade so the color
around the eye (visible on all those
Texas birds) could not be seen. The
bird did not fly or sing while I watched
it.—Marilyn Bontly, Bayside, WI.

LOGGERHEAD SHRIKE
(Lanius ludovicianus)

4 April 2004, County Highway X,
Green County—While going south on
the highway, I drove past a gray bird
perched on an electrical wire. As I
passed, I noted the bold black stripe
on the head and black on the wings. I
immediately recognized the bird as a
shrike. I stopped the car about 60
yards past the bird and was able to
first observe it through my 10x binoc-
ulars and then my 45x spotting
scope. While viewing through the
scope, I referenced my Sibley guide. 1
noted that the bird had a very short
thick black bill. The upper mandible
was slightly longer than the lower
and was not prominently hooked, as
a Northern Shrike’s would be. The
eye stripe was very wide with a well-
defined edge between the gray of the
cap and the black of the stripe. I
noted the absence of white along the
edge of the stripe as is typical of
Northern Shrikes. After I observed
the bird perched for several minutes,
it dropped down to begin actively
hunting. It flew low over the ditch,
moving from perch to perch. It
dropped down into the grass several
times and landed in the road a few
times as well.—Quentin Yoerger, Evans-
ville, WI.

TOWNSEND’S SOLITAIRE
(Myadestes toumsendi)

6 April 2004, Ephraim, Door
County—At about 4:30 p.m. and about
20 feet from the edge of Anderson’s
Pond, I saw among the many robins a
bird I first thought might be a North-
ern Mockingbird poking around in
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the leaf litter on the ground. When it
flew, it rose quickly and headed to-
wards the juniper and apple trees in
the nearby old orchard. I noted that it
was actually smaller than a mocking-
bird, uniformly gray with a distinct
white eye ring. It had soft-colored,
mostly tan, barring on the back of the
wings where it folded onto the tail
area. The long tail with a touch of
white on the sides was strikingly no-
ticeable when the bird flew. To me, it
looked like a thrush with a long tail,
but its bill was definitely shorter than
those of other thrushes. No vocaliza-
tions were heard. I had the sun at my
back and enjoyed the bird for about
half a minute before going home to
put the sighting on the hot line.—
Susan Peterson, Ephraim, WL

YELLOW-THROATED WARBLER
(Dendroica dominica)

2-4 May, 2004, Dousman, Waukesha
County—This bird appeared in our
yard and stayed for three days. The
back was gray, the throat bright yellow,
the two wingbars white. There was a
white line over the eye. The face was
black and black spots bordered the
breast. The bird behaved in a manner
similar to a nuthatch or Black-and-
white Warbler, clinging to the trunks
and limbs of trees. He visited our suet
log, which contained a homemade
suet dough containing peanut butter.
He also sampled the grape jelly and
oranges put out for the orioles. He
was competitive with the other birds
and seemed to learn quickly where
the food was. He sang his typical song
a few times, but not very often.—
Patrick & Anne Moretti, Dousman, WI.

WORM-EATING WARBLER
(Helmitheros vermivorus)

18 May 2004, Baxter’s Hollow, Sauk
County—I went to look for the Worm-
eating Warbler that is traditionally
present. On my first pass through I
couldn’t find the bird, but on the way
back I got out of the car and heard
very different, sharp chip notes. As
soon as I got the bird in my binoculars
I knew it was a Worm-eating Warbler.
The bird was a unique buffy green
color and was large for a warbler. The
head was striped black and a black
line went through each eye. The bill
was also noted to be large. It fed in
the leaves very close to me and flew
across the road while I was there.—
Tom Prestby, Wauwatosa, WI.

SPOTTED TOWHEE
(Pipilo maculatus)

21 November 2003 to 19 April 2004,
Muskego County Park, Waukesha
County—I observed this bird 28 times
during the spring season, for a total of
81 times since I discovered it on my
daily exercise walk on 21 November
2003. Little did I know that the
towhee I first saw that day would turn
out to be a Spotted Towhee, and that
it would stay for nearly five months.
After many observers had seen it sub-
sequently, I took Noel Cutright’s ad-
vice and began putting out seed for
the towhee. There were times I regret-
ted initiating this ritual (cold, snowy
mornings day after day!), but once
started, I couldn’t stop—and didn’t—
until the bird left on 19 April. On that
morning, the summer resident East-
ern Towhee returned to the park (it
nests in the same area frequented by
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the Spotted Towhee). As it persistently
sang while establishing its territory,
the Spotted Towhee was also scolding
right in front of me. I knew one of
these males would chase out the
other. Unfortunately, it was the Spot-
ted Towhee which departed, never to
be seen or heard from again. It was a
privilege, however, to enjoy the pres-
ence of such a beautiful and coopera-
tive bird for so long and to enjoy the
company of so many other birders
who came to see it.—Dennis Gustafson,
Muskego, WI.

BLUE GROSBEAK (Passerina caerulea)

11 and 12 May 2004, Hill Valley and
Maple Roads, Racine County—I pulled
up alongside a pond on Hill Valley
Road and noticed a cowbird-sized
dark blue bird flush up out of a ditch
and fly into a thicket about 15 yards
ahead. When the bird flew it had a
much longer tail than I expected from
an Indigo Bunting or Eastern Blue-
bird, the only other blue-colored birds
that size. I quickly got out of the car
and pished by the thicket the bird had
flown into. A medium-sized Indigo
Bunting-like bird popped out and I
was able to observe it at a range of 15-
20 feet. The bird had a very large gray-
ish beak and a dark blue body with
chestnut wing bars. That made it obvi-
ous that this was an adult male Blue
Grosbeak. I watched this bird for
about two minutes before it flew
across the pond and into a deciduous
woodlot with bordering shrubby
growth. I am very familiar with this
species, having observed it in Texas
and North  Carolina. Dennis
Gustafson and Daryl Tessen heard this
bird singing the next day, although

they were never successful in getting a
view.—Sean Fitzgerald, Burlington, WI.

Hoary ReppOLL
(Carduelis hornemanni)

I3 January to 3 March 2004, Mani-
towoc, Manitowoc County—Several
flocks of redpolls made the contain-
ment vessel and nearby neighborhoods
their feeding ground this winter. On
many visits to the containment, a frosty
redpoll was found with a flock of eight
Common Redpolls. This bird was easily
found even in flight, lighting permit-
ting, by its smaller size and lighter ap-
pearance. On a single occasion, a male
was found. It was easily distinguished
from the Common Redpolls by its very
light appearance, a pink wash on its
breast and very light streaks on the
sides. The back was almost white and
streaked with fine darkish brown. The
forehead was white and continued as a
white eye line. This contrasted with the
darker eye line of the Common Red-
poll. The rump was white and under-
tail coverts unstreaked. The wing also
appeared lighter. The female was more
frequently found and was also smaller
and very light. It, however, lacked the
pink “blush” on the breast, and the
sides were more streaked than in the
male, though still noticeably finer than
on the Common Redpoll. Other field
marks were similar to the male. An at-
tempt to notice the smaller, more coni-
cal bill failed. This must be a field mark
secured only with a bird in the hand or
at very close range at a feeder. The
Common Redpolls often announced
their presence, but I never heard ei-
ther Hoary Redpoll vocalize sepa-
rately.—Charles Sontag, Manitowoc, WI.
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Jefbirddr@yahoo.com

he WSO Records Committee re-
viewed 57 records of 25 species
for the spring season, accepting 42 of
them. Highlights of the season in-
cluded Wisconsin’s first record of a
Wilson’s Plover, second record for
White-winged Dove, and eleventh and
twelfth Painted Bunting records. The
state list reaches 423 species with the
addition of the Wilson’s Plover.
Observers were notified of the com-
mittee’s decisions by postcard in the
instance of accepted records and by
personal letter in the case of records
not accepted.

ACCEPTED

Glossy Ibis—

#2004-038 Fond du Lac Co., 29 May
2004, Bahls (photo).

A long-legged, long-necked wader,
with a long, gray, decurved bill was re-
ported. The head, neck, and upper
back was iridescent bronze-maroon in
color while the lower back was
greener. A thin, but noticeable, bro-
ken white border almost surrounded
the eyes and the bluish facial skin.

This white line disappeared behind
the dark eye. The legs were gray.
(The bluish facial skin, dark eyes, gray
legs, and broken, white, facial skin
border distinguish this species from
the White-faced Ibis with its red-pink
facial skin, red eyes, red legs, and
complete, white, facial skin border)

This is Wisconsin’s eighth record,
only the second in the past 15 years,
and the only spring record in the past
39 years.

Plegadis Ibis (species?)—

#2004-014 Marathon Co.,
2004, Belter.

Viewed only in flight, this dark
brown, small heron-sized bird had a
long neck and long down curved bill.
Unless ibises are seen well and in
breeding plumage, most of these iden-
tifications can only be taken as far as a
genus identification.

16 May

Barrow’s Goldeneye—
#2003-037 Milwaukee Co., 3 March
2004, Gustafson.
This male duck was similar to a
Common Goldeneye, but the fore-
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head rose steeper, the white facial spot
was crescent-shaped, the black of the
back extended down lower at the
shoulder, and the black of the back
extended lower down the sides. This
extension of the back’s black on the
sides encompassed some white spots,
in contrast to the Common Golden-
eye’s flanks being white encompassing
some black spots.

This was the latest winter sighting of
the Barrow’s Goldeneye, now re-
ported for three consecutive winters
at Doctor’s Park after seven consecu-
tive winters being reported 2 miles
north at Virmond Park.

Swainson’s Hawk—
#2004-018 Barron Co., 8 April 2004,

Betchkal.
#2004-019 Bayfield Co., 23 April
2004, Brady.

The Bayfield County bird was a
long-winged buteo, soaring with a
slight dihedral to the wings. A dark
head, white throat, and rufous breast
and belly were evident. The under-
wing coverts were rufous with some
pale markings, but the flight feathers
were gray-black. The tail was grayish
with faint, narrow bands, but a dark
subterminal band.

The Barron Co. individual was dark
only on the upper chest, with white on
the remainder of the breast, belly and
underwing coverts. These white un-
derwing coverts contrasted with the
dark flight feathers again.

Wilson’s Plover—

#2004-020 Douglas Co., 9 May 2004,
Stensaas (photo, see “By
the Wayside”), R. Johnson
(photo).

This small plover had a brown back,
intermediate in color between the

mantle color of a Semipalmated
Plover and that of a Piping Plover.
The white breast was broken by a sin-
gle, brownish, upper breast band.
Above this upper breast band, a white
band completely encircled the neck.
Above the eye was a light superciliary
line, fading to buff behind and above
the eye. The most striking characteris-
tic was the disproportionately heavy,
longer, black bill.

This is Wisconsin’s first record of a
Wilson’s Plover. Minnesota has two
records from 1981 and 1982 at Du-
luth’s Minnesota Point, only a couple
of miles from this sighting.

Black-necked Stilt—
#2004-021 Trempealeau Co., 15 April
2004, Ruhser.
Dane Co., 13-17 May 2004,
Ashman (2 birds); 13-16
May 2004, Heikkinen,
Unson (2 birds); 13-16
May 2004, Stutz; 14 May
2004, A.Holschbach (2
birds); 15 May 2004, T.
Wood; 17 May 2004,
Hilsenhoff (2 birds); ? May
2004, McDowell (photo).
Columbia Co., 14 May
2004, S. Cutright (2 birds).
#2004-0237 Dodge Co., 16 May 2004,

T. Wood, Tessen; 18 May
2004, Gustafson (3 birds).

Noted were the overall tall and slen-
der appearance of the birds. In addi-
tion, the long, pink-red legs, the black
crown, nape, back, and wings in con-
trast to the white throat, foreneck,
breast, and belly were noted. Also re-
ported was the thin, relatively long,
black bill.

At least 6 if not 8 individuals were
involved in this unprecedented inva-
sion of Wisconsin.

#2004-022

#2004-045
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Ruff—

#2004-024 Brown Co., 22 May 2004,
Baumann, Baumann; 22 May
2004, Tessen.

This shorebird was similar in size to
the Lesser Yellowlegs in this pond and
larger than a Killdeer. This bird was
brown in overall color and had a
bulkier body in proportion to the
head. The legs were orange. The
breast was black, contrasting with a
white belly. The back had dark mark-
ings in the overall brownish col-
oration. The bill was slightly longer
than the length of the head and gray
in color. In flight, the U-shaped, white
rump patch was evident.

This is the second consecutive
spring sighting at the exact same
pond in Brown Co.

Eurasian Collared-Dove—
#2003-066 Columbia Co., 27 March
2004, T. Wood.

This dove was slightly larger and
bulkier than the associated Mourning
Doves. The tail was wider and squared
at the end. Its overall color was light
beige-gray with a black crescent on the
nape and primaries darker in color
than the general plumage. The under-
tail was black proximally with dark
gray undertail coverts.

White-winged Dove—

#2004-025 Milwaukee Co., 12 May
2004, Gustafson, Tessen,
Idzikowski (photo), Boldt
(photo), Prestby (photo); 13
May 2004, T. Wood; 14, 15
May 2004, Bontly.

This dove was similar in size to a
Mourning Dove, but slightly plumper
and a bit shorter tailed. The body
color was similar, but slightly grayer
than that of a Mourning Dove. A read-

ily apparent white edge to the folded
wing was noted. The primaries were
very dark gray and a black sideways
teardrop was seen on the lower cheek.
A black bill and orange feet com-
pleted the description. In flight, the
white wing patch extended from front
to back on the wing along the lateral
edge of the upper wing coverts, con-
trasting noticeably with the dark gray
flight feathers. A white edge to the tail
was noted on the lateral two-thirds of
each side. The tail was more squared
off, not pointed like a Mourning
Dove.

This is Wisconsin’s second record of
a White-winged Dove coming on the
heels of the first report in June of
2000.

Chuck-will’s-widow—
#2004-026 Vernon Co., 29 May 2004,

J. Peterson.
These “heard only” reports were of
a song a bit different in cadence to a
Whip-poor-will. This song had a very
soft “chuck” beginning note, followed
by two “weeoo” notes; the second de-
cidedly more emphatic than the first.
The last two notes in a Whip-poor-
will’s song are single syllables, and its
first note is more emphatic than the
soft “chuck” of the Chuck-will’s-widow.

Audubon’s Yellow-rumped

Warbler—

#2004-027 Dane Co., 28 April 2004,
Stutz.

Initially, this warbler suggested a
Black-throated Green Warbler be-
cause of the extensive black on the
upper breast. Further observation
showed the throat to be yellow and
not black. Otherwise the markings
were of a Yellow-rumped Warbler.
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Yellow-throated Warbler—

#2004-029 Dane Co., 6 April 2004,
Spalding; 11 April 2004,
Weber, J. Peterson, Heikki-
nen, Unson.

This warbler had a gray back, white
breast, yellow throat, black forehead,
black mask, white superciliary line,
black streaks on the flanks, and two
white wingbars. The bill was a bit
longer than typical for a warbler of
similar size.

This early date of April 6% broke
the previous early spring arrival date
by 8 days.

Painted Bunting—

#2004-032 Door Co., 12 May 2004,
Osinski (photo).

#2004-042 Calumet Co., 4-19 May
2004, Funk, Jodar (photo).

This small, sparrow-sized bird had a
purple-blue head, red underparts, a
yellow-green upper back, rosy rump,
red eyering, brown wings, and brown
tail. The bill was finch-shaped.

These are Wisconsin’s eleventh and
twelfth records, the last four of these
twelve records occurring in the last
three consecutive spring seasons.

Spotted Towhee—

#2003-062 Waukesha Co., 19 April
2004, Gustafson.

This is the last report of the 5
month visit of this bird. It differed
from the Eastern Towhee in having
extensive white spots on the other-
wise black wings and mantle. Its call
note was more catbird-like than
towhee-like. The observer felt this
species finally left the area with
the arrival of the “summer resident”
Eastern Towhee for its breeding
season.

Blue Grosbeak—

#2004-033 Racine Co., 11 May 2004,
Fitzgerald; 12 May 2004,
Gustafson.

Initially this bird was noted as a cow-
bird-sized, dark blue bird flushing
from a roadside. At rest, the dark blue
body with contrasting chestnut wing-
bars were seen, in addition to the
large, gray beak.

The song was a finch-like warble,
reminiscent of a Purple Finch and an
Orchard Oriole.

Hoary Redpoll—

#2004-008 Manitowoc Co., 3 March
2004, Sontag.

#2004-009 Ashland Co.,
2004, Bruhnke,

#2004-010 Douglas Co., 4 April 2004,
R. Johnson.

These birds were the late dates for
previously reported wintering birds at
these sites. The overall paler appear-
ance, stubbier bill, white, unmarked
rump, and white unmarked undertail
coverts were noted.

25 March

NoOT ACCEPTED

Anhinga—

#2004-013 Ozaukee Co., 14 May 2004.

Viewed directly overhead, without
binoculars, this solitary bird was seen
in flight. Identification was based on
the narrow head, although a cor-
morant viewed from directly below
won’t show the full contour of its
head, and on its longer, fanned tail,
also possible in a description of a cor-
morant.

Distinguishing the two species in
words can be challenging, but the
wings of an Anhinga are positioned
more centrally between the beak and
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tail. The wings of a cormorant sit
more caudally, giving the bird a
shorter-tailed look. In addition, the
wings of an Anhinga are more
straightened; on a cormorant, a bit
more bowed.

King Eider—

#2003-015 Manitowoc Co., 3 April
2004.

The limited description simply re-
ports a brownish duck among others
to be fatter and squatter. A round
head and crescents on the sides com-
plete the report. Viewing conditions
were listed as very windy and the dis-
tance from the bird “varied.” Without
head and bill profile description, the
identification as an eider isn’t quite
adequately presented. Without nostril
and cheek feathering locations, the
species identification would not be
possible either.

White-tailed Kite
#2004-016 Burnett Co., 12 April 2004.

This information came more as an
e-mail indicating an unusual sighting
than as a documentation. This infor-
mation contained no description of
the bird so the report could not be re-
viewed or accepted.

Swainson’s Hawk—

#2004-017 Dodge Co.,
2004.

This sighting consisted of two birds,
one reported as dark phase, the other
light phase. They were seen perched
on fence posts and flying low between
perches. As they were not seen soar-
ing, the characteristic dihedral to the
wings was not seen. Although they
were felt to be Red-tailed Hawk-sized,
no mention was made of them being
longer winged than a Red-tail. The

28 March

dark phase bird was indicated to be
dark bodied, with the exception of a
white patch above the nares and a
banded tail. Specific mention of the
wing color was not made. The ex-
pected light undertail coverts were
not noted. The light phase bird was
described as having a white throat,
dark breast, light belly, and banded
tail. Flight feathers were indicated to
be dark, but no specific mention was
made of the underwing coverts and
the anticipated lightness to them.

The hunting patterns and much of
the color patterns suggest these birds
were Swainson’s Hawks. Wisconsin has
only one previous March record and
the sighting of two birds itself would
be extremely unusual. Not being able
to see the light undertail coverts on
the dark bird and not indicating the
condition of the underwing coverts
on the lighter bird left some doubts in
the identification. The only compara-
tive statements to other species in-
volved the lack of the dark wrist marks
of Rough-legged Hawks. A bit more
information would likely have locked
this identification as Swainson’s
Hawks.

Ruff—
#2004-024 Brown Co., 22 May 2004.

This bird was reported to be “yel-
lowlegs-sized,” but not specifically
which yellowlegs. It had a “darkish”
breast, “brownish” back, and orange
legs. Without body shape, bill charac-
teristics, and more specific color infor-
mation, the description doesn’t com-
pletely portray a Ruff.

Chuck-will’s-widow—
#2004-026 Vernon Co., 30 May 2004.
No description of the song was at-
tempted by the observer. Although
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the bird was almost undoubtedly
heard, the necessary evidence was not
presented.

Scissor-tailed Flycatcher—
#2004-044 Racine Co., 12 May 2004.

This bird was not directly reported
by the observer. Minimal descriptive
evidence was given secondhand in an
attempt to gather information to doc-
ument this sighting. Unfortunately a
more-than-likely valid sighting is thus
lost. An additional observer on the
following day also did not document a
report of this bird.

Black-billed Magpie—
#2004-043 Shawano Co., ? March
2004.

Unfortunately this is felt to be a
valid sighting, but the limited descrip-
tion doesn’t provide the needed evi-
dence to prove the identification. The
bird was apparently briefly seen on a
roadside almost next to the car, but
the black and white jay appearance to
the bird was the only information ob-
tained for documentation.

Yellow-throated Warbler—

#2004-028 Waukesha Co., 12 April
2004.
#2004-029 Dane Co., 7 April 2004.

The Waukesha bird was simply re-
ported as a bird at a ground feeder
with a vyellow throat. With no
size/body type of information and no
other description, of course numer-
ous birds could fit into that limited bit
of information.

The second report again gave no
size/body type of description. It did
report a long, narrow beak, yellow
throat, white belly, black auriculars,
and white supercilium. Without more
information, a case could be made for

a Magnolia Warbler, a Common Yel-
lowthroat, a Yellow-breasted Chat, or
even an Eastern Meadowlark.

Kirtland’s Warbler—

#2004-030 Barron Co., 8 May 2004.

This bird was seen with three Mag-
nolia Warblers in a maple tree. It was
larger than the magnolias with a bro-
ken eye-ring, black streaks in the yel-
low below the wings. Specific refer-
ence was made that there were no
wingbars. The primaries and tail
feathers were uniform in color, but no
specific color was described. The area
below the eye was black. Notation of
tail wagging was also made.

The tail wagging and broken eye-
ring are intriguing, but a Canada War-
bler hasn’t been eliminated from con-
sideration. A Kirtland’s Warbler
should have indistinct wingbars, but
of course this “indistinction” could be
missed. Reference to the color of the
back and the expected black streaking
would have helped the identification.

Lazuli Bunting—
#2004-032 Door Co., 12 May 2004.

This tiny bird had a blue head,
bluish wings, and a bluish tail. The
upper breast was orange and white
wingbars were noted. The beak was
black, but no size or shape informa-
tion was listed. This bird was more
than likely correctly identified, but
without more information in the evi-
dence supplied, a case could be made
for a Northern Parula Warbler. With-
out specifically stating that the throat
was blue and the lower breast and
belly were white, we are left to sup-
pose what color they were. In addi-
tion, the beak structure would have
been important in identifying the
family of this bird.
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Blue Grosbeak—
#2004-033 Racine Co., 12 May 2004.

The bird was heard only. The song
was described as Orchard Oriole-like.
Interestingly, an Orchard Oriole ap-
peared while this individual contin-
ued to sing. Without an attempt to de-
scribe the song more completely (a
challenging proposition in itself), con-
firming the identification of a song
with similarity to a number of other
species is a tough call.

Chestnut-collared Longspur—
#2004-034 Portage Co., 25 April 2004.

Two longspurs were seen, one in
male breeding plumage. Reported
were chestnut collar, facial markings
like a White-throated Sparrow, and a
black belly. Lapland Longspurs of
course have a chestnut collar and the
black of the breast is variable in ex-
tent. More specific language would be

needed regarding the face and throat
coloration/pattern to confirm a
Chestnut-collared Longspur. No men-
tion was made of the yellow face and
gray bill as opposed to the black face
and yellow bill of a Lapland Longspur.
With a more thorough description,
this could have been confirmed as a
Chestnut-collared Longspur.

Eurasian Siskin—

#2004-035 Outagamie Co., 23,24 May
2004.

Photos of this bird show a siskin
that was yellow-green overall, with
darker streaks on the back, black
wings with light wingbars, and a black
crown and chin. The identification is
not in question, but the origin of this
species is. This would appear to be yet
another released European species for
Wisconsin.
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